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Definition 
of 

"Status" 

---

fhe Status of Purpose in Reality. 

· At the beginning, I think it is well for us, for 

the sake of olarity, and to avoid misunderstanding, 

to oonsider the meaning of the substantives in the 

title, "The Status of Purpose in Reality." 

Pirst of all let us look at the word •status." 

oonsulted two diotionaries, The Oentury and The 

New Oxford. The former tells us that "status" is 

from the Latin "etatis," meaning •standing," 

"position," "attitude," "state•" It then defines 

"status" as "standing or position ae regards rank or 

oondition." The latter stated things a bit different-

ly, but with the ssme meaning. It told us that "sta" 

is from "stare," the Latin for "stand." "Status is 

there defined as "position or standing in sooiety or 

profesaions, and the like." On the basis of these 

two definitions we may say that in this thesis we are 

speaking about the status, or position, or standing 

of purpose in reality. we might also say, "the idea 

of purpose in reality." I think we now have made 

olear enough what we mean by the word "statue" as we 

are using it in this thesis. 

Definition Let us now see how we define the term "reality." 
of 

"Reality" A thesis oould be written upon this word alone. At 

least, I feel so at present after having hunted in 
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the Oentury Dictionary, in the New Oxford, in Webster's, 

in Baldwin's "Diotionary ot Philoeophy" for a definition 

that really satisfied me. Besides these diotionaries 

I also consulted the books mentioned in the bibli-

ography at the end of this thesis. Sinoe the thought 

of purpose is to be stressed in this thesis I shall 

not enter upon any lengthy discussion of the meaning 

of the term "reality." on the other hand, I feel it 

would not make for olearness of thought did I pass it 

by completely. Therefore we shall oontent ourselves 

with just a few words about this term. · 

I think John Grier Hibben in his book entitled 

"fhe Problems of Philosophy" can be of help to us in 

giving us an idea of the me'aning ot the term "reaJ.ity" 

(p.14 f.).Yhere in part he writes, "Let us examine 

more closely the signifioanoe of this vague werd, 
reality. It may have several meanings, according to 

the different points of view which one takes. we may 

regard it as embodied in the physical world, the world 

of land and sea, of sky and trees, of sunshine and of 

storm. The real therefore will be that to us which we 

oan touoh and see, smell and taste, as one will say, 

'I kno·• that :real for I oan see it with 1n7 eyes.• 

Seeing is belieTing, and the testimony of the senses 

is the superior oourt of appeal in oontroYerted 

questions. But the world of reality may be regarded 



from quite a different point ot view, as the-world 

of ooneoiousneee, the mind ot man, the experienoee 

of the inner self, the Ego. Here is a world of 

phenomena interrelated and reoiprooally dependent. 

It ie a realm of ideas, of memory images, of fanoy, 

of will, and of desire. The verities in this world 

oannot be seen, or measured, or weighed, and yet we 

do not haaitate to speak of them as realities: they 

are real as the love of friends i4 real, or the 

anger of a foe. The passion of a Romeo, the will of 

a Xapoleon, the genius of a Goethe, the oonoeption 

of a united fatherland in the fanoy of a Biamarok, 

these are realities. A deeper aignifioanoe of the 

real, and still further removed from the sphere of 

sense-peroeption is that of the reality whinh lies 

behind the world of eight and of sound, of thought 

and of desire, the real as eternal, 'the hidden 

purpose of that Power whioh alone is great, and the 

myriad world His shadow.' To some it may seem that 

we have here undertaken an exoureion into the 

territory of the unreal; to others, however, euoh 

an idea appeals as the verity of verities.• 

The paragraph that follows the above contains 

thoughts that will.perhaps make the foregoing olearer. 

"The subject matter of philosophy, •that whioh is,• 

that sphere of reality whioh seemed at fir~j so 

obsourely outlined, we have found to comprise three 
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definite divisions. nature, mind, and God. It is the 

province of philosophy not merely to oonsider reality 

under eaoh one of these aspeots separately, but also 

to consider the relations whioh obtain between them, 

that is, the relation between the world and man, 

between man and God, and between God and the world." 

I have quoted the above, not with any interest 

at this time ina definition of phil~a•phy, but because 

I thought the paragraph oontained words making the 

previous oitation clearer. Perhaps the above is made 

even olearer when in the discussion on P.23, "God, the 

world and man" are referred to as the "three aspeots 

of reality." 

I think_these thoughts of Hibben's, whioh I find 

in general harmony with my own, will give us a olear 

enough idea of the term reality, that whioh has for 

its aspeots, nature, mind, and God. This I believe 

to be true even though individuals are not in exa~t 

agreement as to the meaning of nature, or mind, or God. 

We are sure of this when we reoa.11 that for some G64 

ia identified with the world a nature 9 giving us 

•hat ie oallad Pantheism. fhen there are the ])eists; 

al.llo the ~heists. Again. nature is a term that is 

uaed "f'ariously. By it some mean God; some man plus 

the subhuman and the subor 0anio; some the animal. and 

piant life and the'inorganio. Yet in spite of these 
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4ifferenaea I think we have a goo4 enough understand-

ing of the te:rm reality. • good enough fo~r our 

purpoeee in this preeent thesis. 

Definition W• now oome to the third term of the subject of 
of 

"Purpose" tbis paper - •n• statue of Purpose in Reality." How 

If we 4efine 'lJ'llrpoae?" Murray- in the Bew Oxford 
:r,. 

Dioliona17 defined the word ae "that whioh one eete 

'be:tore 011eaelf as a thing to be done or attained; the 

ob~eot that one has in view; the aotion or fact of 

intending or meaning to do something; the object for 

whieh anything is done or made, or for whioh it 

exiata; the reeult or ettect intended or sought; 

end• aim.• Let ua turn to the Oentury Dictionary. 

W• look up "purpose" and are directed to see •propose," 

of which •purpoee• ia a doublet. We find it derived 

from two Latin words •pro," meaning •forth," •before• 

and •ponere," meaning •aet," •plaae." we diaoover that 

11 defined aa "& thing proposed or intended; 

an ob~eat to be kept in view or aubaen-ed to~ 

operation or aourae ot action; end propoeed; aim; 

intended or 4ea1red effect; praotioal a4vantage or 

reault; use; intention; 4eeign; reeolve; resolution; 

import: meaning; purport; intent.• 

It will 'be worth our whale to oonsider not only 

th••• 4ef1nit1ona from 41ot1onariee but aleo those 

oontained in the words ot a tew phiioeopbara. MoDOugai 

in his •social Payohology" (P.864 F.) apeake ot the 
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•oonsoiouanesa of striving towards an end which 

8T8rJlll&n has when ha ante with deliberate purpose." 

Jurther down on the same page he writes of the 

oommonly entertained notion of purposiee aotivity.-

that purpoae •essentially implies on the part of the 

agent oonaoiouneea of the goal that he seeks to 

attain, of the end he pursues.• Re stands for this 

an4 a wider uae ot the word purpose. We shall disouss 

this broader applioation later on. Wright in •self 

Realisation• defines aotion from purpose or what is 

the same thing in other words, purposi•• aotion, as 

aotion in purauit of a group of objeots to be realiz-

ed in t_he eourse of future time, rather than in 

pursuit of a single obJeot to be realized now, which 

he oalls desire. We ahall reour to Wright's diaouesion 

further on. (Wright. p.142 f.) Leighton in "The Pield 

of Philaophy" (p.288) writes, "Humanly, a purpose means 

the oonaoioua atriTing for an end or T&lue and the 

etteetuation ot a purpose signifies putting in train 

the or m•~haniaa that will aohieve the end." 

PJ-ingl••Pattison in hia "Idea of God" (p.383) IJ7B, 
"!he ilea of Jarpoae aa •• meet it in experienoe, 

appear• to impl7 (1) cleeire £or an &e yet non-existent 

atat• of affairs. (8) tha ooaoeption of a plan tor 

bringing the 4eeired state of affairs into existence 

b7 aeleetion of appropriate means, (8) the aot of 

7 



,..-
. 8 

will proper, whioh realizes or oarries out this plan•" 

!he following oitation from J. Arthur Thomeon in "The 

87Stem of Animate Nature" will perhaps be of further 

help in defining the idea of purpose. He speaks first 

of pur,pose in the higher levels of life. The he goes 

on to malce olear this idea ot purpose by illustrating 

from a alightl7 lower leTel of life. we prepare for 

monthll to bu114 a rookery in our garden, oolleoting 

etonee ana tree•roota and euoh like in a way that 

perplexes our next-door neighbor, who ie not in the 

aeoret, who ehalces hie head at the absenoe of purpose 

in o•r beh&Tior. l3Ut all. that we do is aotuated by 

a so simple that we may oall. it perceptual, 

to form in the outer world an aotual oounterpart of 

a pleuing pioture whioh has formed itself, as we say, 

in our min!. If this perceived purpose is not real, 

nothing ie real. A mental antioipstion with ita 

aaaoaiated desire determines our behaTior." (p.312). 

Yinall7 1 I quote just one more author on the definitions 

ot •purpoee.• Hobhouse in hia book on "Development 

an4 Purpose,• on p. 319 writes; "Eow if we look at the 

purpo11Te atate as we know it in ourselves, we say 

t&miliarl7 that it ia guided b7 an idea of the end 

and of the w&7 an4 meane thereto. !his 14ea ia a for-

ward-looking eomething; its relation to the future, 

to what ie to c,ome out of it, is an integrA.l part ot 

its being. It is, we will not say-, 4etermined a• 



,.,. 

Oontrast 
between 

Purpoee 
PJ.nd 

Jleohaniam 

extra, but oonstituted by this relation, -thia element 

of movement whioh it oontains. But the forward-

looking idea is not the whole of the purpose. The 

idea must interest, arouse feeling, dominate impu.J.se. 

fhe purposive state is an impulse-idea, a oonative 

atate, an 14le•toroe. It ia forward looking, but more 

than. that. It forward moving ••••••• Generioally 

then a purpose may be defined as a oause oonditioned 

in ita operation by its own tendency." I want to note 

~uat on• more definition of purpose which I omitted 

thro11gh oYeraight. It is_ that of Sorley,, to be found 

in hi• book on "Horal Values and the Idea of God," 

{p.397 t.). R• writes, "What do we mean by PU.rpoae? 

In our ezperienoe it always invoives two things: 

fint, that an idea ot the end preoedes the activity 

or attainment, and aeoondly,· that the activity or 

attainment is detennined by the idea." 

I think I have made suftioiently clear what is 

generally me~t by purpose. A.a we know it, the term 

p11rpoee an idea of some obJeot or end whioh 

gu14•• or shall guide our aotion in the realising 

of that ob~eot or en4. 

All Sorley in "Koral &lld the Idea of 

God" (p.405) says, "Pllrpoae ia oontraeted with 

meobaniam." I think it ie worth our while seeing Just 

what oontrast inTolvea. W• ehall in the next 

few pages oontent ourselves with comparing and con-
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trasting these two terms, purpose and mechanism. 

Then when we use the tenns later on in this thesis 

we shall know more definitely than we might otherwise 

what we are talking about. Of the authors whom I 

ooneulted only three dwell at any length upon the 

difference between the meohanical and teleologioal, 

or mechanism and purpose. These are ·Sorley, in 

"Morai Values and the Idea of God." Russell in 

the "?iret Course in Philosophy," and Hobhouse, in 

"Development and P.urpoee." The others say little 

or nothing in contrasting these _two ideas. 

First of all, what I have to say in the next; · 

two or three pages is largely suggested by my study 

of Russell. In his compendillln of philoeophy he has 

suooeeded in putting olearl7 the difference between 

purpose and maohanism, or as he oalls it, the 

maohanioal and teleological. After we have consider• 

ed thoughts largely suggested by his treatment we will 

turn to Sorley and Hobhouee to see what they have to 

offer us in further olarifioation. 

First, to explain meohanioally is to find the 

explanation of a given event or phenomenon in some 

anteoedent oondition, or in agencies whioh operate 

with the regularity whioh we observe in the aotion 

of ma.chines made by human beings. The result of 

these agencies is produced without prevision of this 
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result. !he result is in aooordanoe with a principle 

of determination whioh makes juet this event or 

phenomenon certain, and excludes the possibility of a 

dif:terent result in existing •••41tiona. 

On the other hand, a tact or phenomenon is 

teleologioal~7 explained, when it is not only seen to 

be a result, an etteot or terminus of a prooess of 

change, but 1• looke4. u.poa aa an encl. Ia relation to 

thia end the anteoedent oo:nditiona and changes have 

their meaning. In the teleological or purposive 

oonoeption of an event or being, this being or event 

oonaeived to control and 41reot the agenoiee or 

aeries of ohanges which ieaue in this result. 

JJow that we ha•• defiu4 what we mean by mechanism 

or tae.,•ehaaioal and b7 p11.rpoae or the teleological 

let u note the 'point• ot lifterenoe between meohaniam 

an4 purpose. I• the meoh&nioal oonoeption. of an event 

or being the anteoedent prooeeaee or ••ante are the 

eole uplainera ot the given tact. In the teleological 

oonoeption, or in purpose, the anteoedent oonditiona 

are ».ot the only explanation of the giYen :t'aat; the 

taot 11 more than a nauJ.t; it is al .. an encl. !hua 

aomething more than aa •nteoedant ia neoeaaary to 

explain. Again, in th• meohanioal explanation the 

agenoies whioh efteot a giYen result are in no mama.er 

influenced by th• result; thia reeultant ia not a goal 

or en4. In the teleological explanation the resultant 
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ia at the same time an end or goal. (See, RUsse11. 

"First Oourse in Philosophy" p.129 f.). 

Let us look briefly at what sorely has to say in 

his "J4oral Values and the Idea of Godff (p.405). After 

an introductory paragraph he really begins by saying 

what I have already quoted, •purpose is oontrasted 

with mechanism" (p.406). Yet every machine is 

purposive, - it fulfills a purpose. fhe maohine is 

something oonatruoted by an intelligent being, with 

purpose in mind. The purpose lies outside the machine 

and the work which it performs. It is called purposive 

because it has been oonstruoted_ for a certain purpose. 

The maohine itself does what it does simply ae a result 

of the atruature and the relation of its parts and the 

motor power with whioh it 11 supplied. On page 413 

Soriey writes, "The term purpose has been used in 

desoribing the aotions of a system when they oannot 

be uaderstood.. through their anteoedente alone, and 

without reference to the end whioh they tend to bring 

about.• From this sentence and from what precedes it 

in hie book I oome to the oonolusion that he and 

Russell are in agreement in their 4itterentiation 

12 

of purpoee and. mechanism. 

Let ua ••• what Robhouae oan do, or at &ll.7 rate. 

what we oan get fro• him that wilJ. help ua to un4eratan4. 

fllll.7 the 41ftereaoe between meohanioal and teleologioal, 

or mechanism a.n4 purpose. In eeotion eight of ohapter 



:tour of part two he raviewa some ot what he has 

praTiously 41aousaed before prooee4ing with his 

argument. !t'o azplain an event or prooase may mean 

two things. 71rst, it may mean to find for it an 

uteoadent event or prooes& whioh passes into it, 

prooeecling without any reference to oonoomitant 

prooaaaea or events. This is the meahanioal oause. 

8eoon417, it may mean tor the event an explanation 

hare an4 now, •a reason why it holds its plane in 

thia partioular oollooation." Explanation here 

ommot be maohanioal, but may be teleological. Thefe 

are two ways in whioh purpose may operate,-two kinda 

ot teleology. It may operate externally• as in the 
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oase ot a maohine made by a human being. It may operate 

internally, in an organio whole. !he distinction of 

tllesa two kinds ot oauees I remember is also made by · 

O\umingham. He oalle the external, abstract tele• 

ology, and the other as seen in organic whole, concrete 

teleology. (fhe Philosophy of :Bergson. p.146). 

l think the 41fterentiation between meohanism an4 

purpoae hall been mad• clear enough b7 a conei4eration 

ot tha •1••• of th••• writers. J(eohanism looka to 

anteoedenta anc1 to enu. 
At time I think it 1a Nll tor us to oonaider 

whether thia that we have been oalling 1n1rpoae oan 

1lltimatel7 •• into the meohaaioal, or into 



meohanism. Russell believes that it oannot be so 

resolved. (p.133 of Pirst Oourse in Philosophy). 

Hobhouse is al.N of the opinion that there is a real 

difference between purpose e.nd mechanism and that 

purpose oan not be "boiled down" into meohanism. I 

think it is worth our while to oonsider at least an 

outline of his argument. whioh takes up a number of 

pages in his ohapter on "Keohanism and Teleology" 

in the book on •Development and Purpose." (See 

p.316 1'.} 

We have already seen how Hobhouee views 

meohaniem and purpose. He then proceeds to ask the 

question whether there is any possible sense in whioh 

a prooess can be oonoeived as determined by relation 

to its result. To help him in this argument he makes 

use of illustration. He hails a oab to get him home to 

his dinner. fhe dinner and all that pertains thereto 

is the governing faot. 

one disaolving purpose into meohaniam would say 

that here is a mind animated by an idea whioh projects 

itself into the future and gpides events in aooordanoe 

with the lines of projection, but as an operating force 

in the disposal of events, is an ever present agent, 

aoting by its presence alone. There is no euoh thing 

as determination b7 the future or by relation to the 

future. A formed purpose may be a oause 1 but it is also 
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an effeot. It is something that grew out ot the past 

and aots now just as any meohanioal configuration 

arose out of the past and aots now. The past wholly 

determines the future and ia in no sense determined 

by it. 

What have we to say in answer to this meohanioal 

explanation of teleology? In the words of Hobhouse, 
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"It sets out to exolude the future from caused operation, 

yet it oan explain the aotion of Mind only by speaking .) 

of a proJeotion into the tn.ture." There is here a 

oontradiotion whioh we must reeolve if we are·to under-

stand teleology and its distinction from meohaniam. 

Hobhouse puts the question in this way;- •can anything 

oausal, be it min4 or be it what it may, be oonoeived 

as in any literal sense determined by relation to its 

result? The point is fundamental beoauee if there 

exists anything of this kind, there also exists a mode 

of oauaation differing fund81!lenta1ly from the meohanical, 

and if not,mental or purposive operation ia itself 

ultimately mechanical." Now we know that meohanioal 

oausation is a oontinuous prooeea in which eaoh phase 

is determined wholly by that out of whioh it issues 

and in nowise b7 that into whioh it will pass. Purposive 

oaueation is something other than thie, which Hobhouse 

refers to as "going around to get to a goal." Then in 

illuatration of his answer to the question whether it 

is possible that the tendenoy to the result determines 

the aot he makes mention of a tool whioh has been 



made by an intelligent artisan beoause of its 

eftioaoy tor his end. Act or instrument, it is 

explained, owe their existence to something pre-

existent, a purposeful intelligence. but their 

link is their oausal effioaoy. 

What holds of the means appJ.¥esa1ao to the 

mind, whioh uses the means. we look to our own 

experience and say that the purposive state is 

guided by an idea ot the end and of the way and means 

thereto. The purposive state is forward looking 

and forward moving and the movement is controlled 

point by point by what is to oome out of it. thus 

Hobhouse oomes to define purpose. as I have already 

noted, as a oause oonditioned in its operation by its 

own tendency. He· ends by saying that there is thus 

a sense in which events or prooeaaes may be regarded 

as determined by their relation to results whioh are 

to oome out of them in the future. 

I found this ohapter, at least in parts, some• 

what difficult. I have outlined the argument as I 

believed it applied to our problem and I find myself 

in agreement with Hobhouee, for I think he puts the 

matter as it really is. 

It may be well that we sum up briefly this 

argument, or rather the results of it. A purposive 

prooess is one determined by its tendenoy to produoe 
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Purpose 
in 

Human 
Experienoe 

or 
Life 

a oertain rsault, purpose itself being an aot 

determined in its oharaoter by that which it tends 

to bring about. As euoh it differs fundamentally 

from a meohanioal oause, whioh is determined by 

that from whiah it issues and not by that into 

whioh it will pass. Intelligent aotion, eepeoially 

as we experienoe it in our own lives is truly 

purposive and not resolvable into meohanioal laws. 

I think I have made olear the distinotion 

between purpose and meohanism and what we mean by 

purpose. Let us repeat what we mean by pu?l)ose so 

that we may have a definition ia mind as we oonsider 

what immediately follows. As we know it, purpose 

means an idea of some objeot or end whioh guides or 

shall guide our actions in the realizing of that 

object or end. 

Let us consider now the status ot purpose as it 

is found in human life. What I have ~aid so far in 

defining the term purpose gives us at least a general 

idea of purpose as it is found in the experienoe of 

man. Let us dwell at greater length upon the idea 

of purpose in hurnan life. 

Let us look first at purpose from a psychological 

point of view. Gustavus Watts Ounningham in his book 

entitled "A Study in the Philosophy of Bergson,( p.118) 

writes, "Je must say that every oonsoious present is 
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not11ing more than an aot of attention and that the 

whole prooeee of oonsoious experienoe oonaists in 

a aeries of auoh acts of attention. And from this 

it would seem to follow that the psyohologioal prob-

lem of ~onsoiousness, so far ae its persistenoe in 

time is oonoerned, reduoee to the problem of 

attentive oonsoiouanass." 

Pillsbury in his book on "Attention• has 

written a good deal oonoerning the attentive oon-

aoiouanesa. A,mong the oonditions of attention he 

mentions and emphasises purposes, both particular 

and general, both immediate and remote. Of oourse 

he admita that the past plays it part in attention, 

but he stresses the i'a.ot that these purposes, these 

antioipatory tendenoiee, play their part. Every aot 

of a.ttentfon is the expression of a purpose, immediate 

or remote, either as a olearly oonoeived end or as 

a aubsoonsoious tendenoy. A.part from purpose in this 

wide sense, we oannot understand the attentive aot. 

In illuatration of this Cunningham in the "Philos-

ophy of' Bergson• writes, "The artist and the artisan, 

the sportsman and the man of affairs do not observe 

the same objeots in the museum or at the seashore." 

These purposes involved in the attentive oon-

soiousneas are future, in the eenee that they antioi-

pate the future, "set their faoe forward rather than 

baokward." (Ounningham in "The Philosophy of Bergson, 

p.121.) 
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Let us now consider purpose as seen in the 

differentiations of the attentive oone·oioueness. 

First, we note the preaenoe of purpose in the 

cognitive ooneoiousness. PUrpoee is found in the 

very prooess of knowledge itself. In our experienoe 

we have a demand for meaning. In this oonneotion, 

Ounningham writes, "If there is no problem, oertainly 

there is no thought, and a problem is nothing more 

or less than a directing end or ideal. A satisfactory 

theory of knowledge must be written in teleologioal 

terms." In illustration of this point, that purpose 

is found in the very prooees of knowledge itself. 

let me use the following. The suggestion of the 

professor of philosophy was that I write on "The 

Status of Purpose in Reality." The end in this 

instance was to understand more oompletely and 

fully than I did before the idea of purpose as 

found in all the aspeots of Reality. That end had 

to be realized, or in other worde,that problem 

oould only be bett~cr understood at some :future 

time, after oonsiderable reading and studying 

had been done. I think that this makes clear that 

in our human life purpose is involved in the 

process of knowledge and in oognition. 

Again, in the ethical oonsoiousness is 

purpose operative. Perhaps in our human experienoe 

this is the best illustration of purpose; at least 
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it is one of the best. Ounningharn on this point 

says, (p.124} "The basio oharaoteriatio of moral 

experience, the very spring of morality itself, 

namely, the feeling of moral obligation, is in the 

last analysis nothing but the disorepancy whioh 

exists between the self that ·now is and the self 

that ought to be. And this means that mo·ral 

experience ie through and through teleological." 

Wright in his book on-"Self-Realization" 

(p.141 f.) devotes quite a few pages to the dis• 

·ouasion of purpose ae found in the ethical con-

sciousness. I think it worth while to consider 

what he has to say on this matter for he helps us 

~o see clearly pttrpose in human life. He speaks 

of three kinds of aotion. The first is aotion from 

desire, the seoond aotion from purpose, and the 

third aotion from idea. Aotion from desire is de-

fined as aotion whose end is the attainment of a 

single object. ·An idea of the objeot in question 

has been produced by past experience in the mind of 

the individual. fhat idea has beoome an end of aot-

ion whioh the individual now oonsoioualy seeks to 

realize. The objeot in mind may, for example, be an 

apple, a flower, a rare book, a picture, a mansion. 

Aotion from purpose is defined as aotion which has 

for its ends the attainment of olaeses of objeots, 
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~hioh oonsiet of sin 6le objeots grouped into more 

or less oompreheneive olasees. The ends now are, 

for example, •something to eat"• "something to play 

with,• to stand well in sohool, to gather birds' 

eggs or stamDe, to do the morning's work well, to 

preserve one's health, eto. 

meant by, aot:lon -from ideal. 

Now we ask what is 

On this point he writes, 

":But.thought can go beyond the ideation that yields 

the obJeot of desire and the generalization that 

furnishes the objeot of purpose. It (Hm take the 

material of experienoe, analize it into its elements, 

and thus by synthesis oonstruot from it a new and 

signii'ioant oonoeption. It is thj_e oonstruotiire 

activity of thought, more or less freely exercised, 

that produoea the Ideal, whioh aonstitutes the 

objeot of the next and higher form of volition." 

In illustration of this are the following;- the 

period of youth when the yollll3 man sees himself serv-

ing humanity as patriot or explorer, author or invent-

or, physician, lawyer, minister, eto. 

I think Wright has pointed out to us. at least 

fairly olearly, purpose as it ia in the ethical 

oonsoiouaness. In oritioism of what he writes,! 

would say that I believe he restricts the use of the 

term purpose. Certainly, from our point of view it 

is all purpose,- what ha oalls desire, purpose and 
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ideal. Is it not merely a matter of degree of 

purpose,- desire being lower than what he terms 

purpose and ideal beino higherY I believe he admits 

this him~elf, at least to a degree, when he says, 

in distinguishing aotion from desire and aotion 

from purpose, "Aa a matter of faot, however, no 

hard and fast distinotion oan be made between aotions 

whose object is partioular and those whose objeot 

is general. Since it is a oase of development the 

difterenoe is always one of degree." certainly in 

all the three kinds of action of whioh he speaks 

there is an idea of an obJeot or end whioh guHl_es or 

shall guide our aotions in the realizing of that 

objeot or end. And this is purpose. 

The idea of purpose is also to be found in our 

aesthetic and religious ooneoioueness. I shall later 

on in the thesis deal with the latter. when I disouea 

the idea of purpose and the idea of God. Since I 

believe I have pointed out euffioiently that purvose 

is to be found throughout all our human life I shall 

be brief in speaking ot purpose as manifested in the 

aesthetic ooneoiousness. Fletoher in hie "Introduot-

ion to Philosophy" in his ohapter on Finaliea on 

this point in part writes (p.341 f.), "Works of art -

mueioal oompoeitions, paintings, statues, dramas, 

finished style in literature - derive their aesthetio 
'':'-: 

oharacter from a desire to give expreseion to the 
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beautiful. Those who oreate our works of art seek 

more or less oonsoiously to give that oharaoter to 

their work. They purpose to embody their oonoeptions 

of beauty." 

Purpose, we have seen, is discovered throughout 

human experienoe. In my reading, none of the writers 

have denied that this is so. Therefore we have seen 

that among those who hold that there is purpose in 

our human life are Ounningham, in his "The Philosophy 

of Bergson," Fletoher in his "Introduotion to Philoso-

phy" in his ohapter on "Finality," Pillsbury in his 

book on "Attention," and Wright in hie "Self-Realiza-

tion." 

Let ue make sure just what some o~ the others 

whom I have consulted have to aay in agreement or 

disagreement with the proposition that purpose is 

found in human life. Russell, in hie "First oourse 

in Philosophy" (p.134) writes, "~eleological explana-

tion is undeniably valid in the realm of human aotion 

and produotions; teleology is at home in our human 

world; History is teleologioal or meaningless; to 

eliminate ideas and purposes from human produotions 

were to destroy the moral, the historioal and 

politioal soienaes altogether. in short were to make 

the study of mankind a meaningless undertaking." 

Hobhouee holds there is purpose in human life. I --
have already quoted him and shown at least some ot 
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his argument on this point. HoDougall in his 

"Soaial Peyohology," shows that he agrees with us. 

(p.364). He here makes reterenoe to his book on 

"Body and Mind• where he demonstrates that the view 

that there 1a not , purpose in human lite is un-

tenable. Leighton in his "Probl•u of Philosophy" 

shows that he holds there is purpose in human 

expe~ienoe. So doea Pringle-Pattison in his "Idea 

ot God." (p.322). Witneaa what he says, "Purpoaive 

aotivity, is, indeed the oentral feature ot our 

human expei-ienoe; reason aeems to operate in that 

experienoe oh&Jtaoteri1tio&ll7 under the form of 

Knd.• So 4oee Burroughs, in "Aooepting the Universe." 

there he writes, "Bamable purpose and deaicJJ'lB rule 

our lives." {p.219). ~inaliy fhomaon in his two 

volwnes entitled "fhe S7stem ot ,Animate 11ature" says, 

(p.381) •It thie oonaeiTed purpoae ia not real,'with 

hands and feet,' we may .abandon the posaibility ot 
either philoaopq or aaienoe.• On another page he 

writes, "We see then, that in the human realm of 

ends the oonoept ot purpose is eesent°ial." (p.333). 

fhus I feel, at leaat in the preaent stage of 

philoeophioal development, oertain that there is 

purpose in Jmman life. It ia what the experience 

of eaoh one of us shows. 

Le1; us now, after having ooneidered purpose in 

human life, aonoern ourselves with purpose in the 
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animal. world. First we ahal1 glance at a few facts 

which lead us to claim or suspect that there is a 

purpose here. A dog hides awa7 a bone in a very 

unusual place. ~ooka take fresh-water mussels to a 

great height an4 let them fall on the shingles be-

neath ao tha~ the7 are broken. A mother weasel 

aocompanie4 b7 her offapring, about to be over•taken, 

dashes on·a.aeac1. and lays the oftapring in a sandy 

hole. )(area. some past foaling, haTe been known to 

unite 1n lifting up between t~em a number of foals 

on the oooaaion ot a e1reat floo4. B11'4• buil4 

in whioh to protect the •is• and. the yoUDg which have 

prooeede4 out of them. (See Thomson, "!he System of 

Animate Kaiure, p.386 t.). 

The forgoing are Juat a few examples of behavior 

as w aee it in animal lite and which at first glance 

at an., rate make ue olaim or suspect that there is 

purpose in animal lite. :mow, we ask ourselves it on 

the baeie of these and similar obeervations we are 

prepared to hold. that there ie purpose in this re&J.m 

ot exietanoe. 

In human life. ae we know from our own experie.noe 

and that of others, what Mol)Ougall aaye is true, "We 

are aoouatome4 to aooept as the t7Pe of purposive 

aotion our own most 4eoidedly Tolitional efforts, 

in which we deliberately ohooae, and self•oonsoiously 
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strive; to bring about some state of affairs that 

we olearly foraee and desire. And it has been the 

practioe of many writers. aooepting auoh volitional 

effort; as the type of purposive a.otivity, to re:tuee 

to admit to the aame oategory 8.llY actions that do not 

seem to be prompted and guided by olear foresight of 

the end 4ee1re4 and Willed."(See KODougall'a •sooial 

Peyohology" p.362J. 

If n oonoein purpose in thia ••ry restrioted 

way an4 eat it over against meohanioal prooeases, as 

prooeea ot a ra4ioall7 lifferent type, we have the 

difficulty of the plao• lower forms of 

beh&Tior. 
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!he liftioulty thua ~oreated was eolve4 by 

Deeoartes by asaigning all the lower forma of behavior 

to the meohanioal category. we find thia unsatisfaotory 

tor two reasons. (1) Behavior eTerywhere hae_,.the out-

ward marks which are oommon to the lower tons ot 
behavior snd to human oonduot and which set it so far 

apart from meohanioal prooesses. (2} Thia way of 

trying to aolve the difficulty o:reatea another 

«1:ttiaulty. that is, it sets up an absolute breach 

between men 11nd animals• thus ignoring the unmistak• 

able indieation of a oommon nature and evolutional 

oontinuity between the higher and lower forms of life. 

We oan solve the diffieultiaa involTed in a 



na-rrow oonoeption of purpose by broadening the narrow 

notion of purpose, which I have quoted Mo:nougall as 

sayi.ng is a oonnon one. The idea of purpose must be 

viewed broadly to include the lower forms of behavior 

aa well as the higher forms whioh oonetitute human 

oonduot. 

What obJeotion oan there be to broadening the 

notion of the term purpose? There are those who will 

oontend that the word •purpose" ••••ntiali7 implies 

on the part of the ~nt ot the goal 

he aeeks to attaia, of the en4 he puraues. !hey may 

that only in ao tar aa the agent ma7 be regarded 

olearly oonaoioue of the end ean we olaim to 

11Jlderatan4 how the eat 4eterminee the oouree of 

ao'tion. 

What oan ft aa7 in reply to thia obJeotion? 

Kental prooeae ••••• to Na prooee• ot striving 

(oonation) initiated b7 a prooeas or aot of lmowi11g 

(oopitionJ. Thia blowing 18 always"• beooming 

aware of ao .. thing, or aome state ot affairs, as 

g1T8n or •resent, together with an antioipation 

of some ohange. That to aa7, mental life toes 

not consist in a ot different 

of the subjeot, aal.led etates of aonaoiouaneae 

or ideas or what not; b-t it aiways in an 

aotiTit7 of a aubJeot in reapeot of an objeot 

apprehended, an aotivity whioh oonatantl7 ohanges 

or modifies the relation between subjeot and 

objeot." Thia ohange. whioh is to:~brought about. 
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and which is the goal or end of aotion, is anticipated 

with- different degrees of clearness. In some of our 

human experience the ends of aetion are anticipated 

with great olearnees. The agent 1s olear~y oonsoious 

of the end in some aotions. Yet in some of our 

aotions the end is antiaipated or foreseen in the 

most general. manner on~y. Ka.DOuga.Ll in illustration 

of this point g1Tes the fol.J.owing. •you cough in 

order to elear your throat; or experienoe a slignt 

irritation·1n your throat, you put out your hand, 

take a glass of water. an4 drink in order to allay 

it." We know from our experience that the thought 

of the end of the aetion may be Teey "sketohy and 

ill defined." Again when we exenute our most 

oarefully thought out, our most purposetul, actions, 

our idea of the end to be aohieTed falls far short 

of its aotuaJ. fu.l.ness of oonc:rete detail. Witness 

the experienoe of one deoiding to beoome a professor, 

a lawyer, a teao.ner, a minister, etc. See what 

different Tiewa there are now that one has passed 

yeare ainoe the day of tne decision. an4 is now 

in one of these aotivitiee. !he anticipation ot 
the end, it woul4 seem from what we h&Te thus far 

sa14, always more or less incomplete. Ii 

would 'thua seem that we have a right to look upon 

this !dea ot purpose broadly. In order to have 
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- purpose, ae we have learned to understand the term, 

we must have an idea of the end. But anticipating 

an end olearly is not the only idea of an end. The 

end may be anticipated vaguely and still be oonsider-

ed enough of ea idea o'f an end for our definition 

of purpose. 

I have said that in our experienoe we have 

antiaipation of ends varying from that of the most 

olear and detailed nature through all degrees of 

inoompleteaesa down to the most vague and shadowy, 

a mere antioipation of ohange of some sort. From 

thie we are able to form some jdea ot purpose in 

animals, from the highest to the lowest. 

fhomaon in hi• book on "!he s111tem ot Animate 

Xature• holds with KoDoug&ll that there is purpose 

in the animal world. H• saysthat when we mention 

such examples ot animal behavior as I spoke ot on 

page 24,"we say, with probable aoouraoy, that the 

creature was actuated by a definite purpose, by 

some sort of intention, by some anticipation of 

an end." If the creature hae a fine brain at a 

high structural level, - for examples doge, horses, 

elephants, snd the like we are all the more sure 

of u aotuat1n.g purpose. Of aourse. the animal 

purpose may not be ot such a grade ae ours. It 

may be that the animal's purpose is only a oonorete -
picture with an ueooiated desire, - a cognitive 
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- dispoaition at a perceptual level and an assooiated 

oonative disposition. It ia at thie point that 

Thomson reminds us of the definition ot purpose, 

saying, "For •• mean by purpose an intention of the 

organism involving a peroeptual or aonoeptual 

antioipation of a dea1re4 end.• 

When we pass to the am&lleit lrained animals 1 

like the bird, we question ourselves more closely 

on the problem o:r purpose. How tar are we warranted 

in saying that the bird buil4ing its nest and laying 

ita eggs therein is aotuatecl by Purpose? !rhomson 

auggaste that ainoe we are not sure just how tar the 

end ie in •iew that; we oall the aet:lnty that we find 

here "purposive", and make use of the term "JurpoeiTe-

ness." 1'ow we pass to what; he oalle "the fiel4 of 

purely or ~dominantl7 instinotive behavior among 

animals 'of the. little brain type'•" euoh as ante 

and ltees. H•re he suggests we employ the term 

"instinotive purposiveness." !hen when we pass to 

animals in whioh there are no nerve-ganglia at all, 

as for inatanoe, the etarfieh and the aea-urohin. 
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it ia suggested that the phrase "organio purposiveness" 

be ueed. Pllrposefulness, shown in its oonoeptual 

form in man's oonduot, in its paroeptu~ form in the 

behavior of man and at least some animals I he holds is 

a apeoialisation o~ organio as the 

other kinds of purpoeiTenss are speoializations to 



a lesser degree. It ia suggested that the term 

purpose:rulnese be applied only to oases where there 

ie "ooneoioua antioipation of the oonatraining 

end." It is also pointed out that aotivitiee 

originall7 dominated by more or leaa olearly 

pereei ved purpose may aink: to a level of organi·zed 

!hie may apply, for inatanoe to 

our inatinots and those of animals. :rinall7, 

fhomao:n points out that in regard to the amooth 

working o~ the organs ot a oomplex animal the 

proper term ii •a4.apt1Te" and not •purposiTe." 

Let ue eee what Sorely has to otter ua on this 

question of purpose 1n the animal world. During 

the oourae ot hi• he "In almost 

every region of life we oan obaene prooeaeea which 

fulfil a purpoee without there being any evidence ot 
the preeenoe ot an idea of the purpose fulfilled. 

The growth of the plant, the working ot animal 

instinot, the normal -vital prooeeees ot the human 

organism, imply no volition, no idea eTen of the 

end. as when the heart beata or ~004 ia digested; 

the more normal the prooeaa ia. the less is ita 

operation aoaompanied by an~ oonsoiouaness of it; 

an idea ot ita end or purpose ia only to be 

auperalded by retleotion." !hen he spends some 

time di1oues1Jlg "unoonsoioua purpose." AB I 

unleratand the phrase it ia identifiable with 
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!homeon'a "purposiveness." FUrther on in his 

disoussion he speaks of the olear and vague ideas 

or anticipations of the ends even as the others, 

especially McDougall, have done • .And I would 

follow out the argument and say that we thus have at 

least some idea o4 purpose as it may be found in 

subhuman life. we are oertain of purpose, some• 

times with olear, sometimes with vague ideas of 

the end, in our own life. We look at the bahavior 

of our fellow human beings and infer the same. we 

obaerve the behavior of life below our own and we in-

ter purposes like some ot our own in the higher 

animals. In lower life we are not sure just how 

much of an idea or anticipation of an end there may 

be, if any. It seems to me, from my study so far. 

that I am bound to aay that there may be purpose 

in lower animal life, but as yet we oannot affirm it 

with absolute confidence, for we do not know that 

there is any idea of end, though we may suspeo~. 

especially in animal life, something like our vague 

purposes. We suspeot this for the reason that man 

and animals have something in oommon, even as these 

forms of life have something in oommon with plants,-

for instance, life itself. and growth, 

Let us now. after having oonaidtted purpose in 

human life and in sub-human life ask oureelTes the 

question if there is purpose in the inorganio 
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domain. In this realm of reality we see the river 

oarving ita way in the rook and the soil, the wind 

blowing anow into Tarioua ehapea, the frost making 

wbat ·we oall beautiful pictures I eto. Is there 

purpose in these ancl aailar evania ot inorganio 

nature? Has the riTer an ilea of an end, - say,to 

oarve a winding path, oftentimes deep, as in the 

Rooky Mountains, through rook and soil? Isita 

oouree actuated by euoh an idea of an end. Dtles the 

wind aot ia aooordanoe with purpose when it blowa 

snow and sand into various ahapes, when it tares 

down houses and trees, when it ooola human being• 

and other animal life in hot &l1Blller daya such aa 

we are experiencing now? Ia there an idea of the 

end held b7 the wind, and does it allow this end to 

govern ita activities? Ia there pu_rpose here? Ru 

the moon some sort of oonsoiouaneee or awareness ot 
an end when it goes on its monthly path around the 

earth? Has it an idea of an end in mind to shine 

41mly upon couples walking by the water's edge? 

Does it govern its aotivities in aooordanoe with these 

and similar ends? Is there purpose here? 

What answer does Thomson give to euoh questions? 

In his book oalled "The System of ,Animate Bature" we 

read in reply. "The oonoept of purpose is irrelevant 

in the domain of the inorganio where there are no 

individualities and ne alternatives, but rigorous 

oonoatenation and meohanioal necessitation every-

where." (p.330). I have been thus impressed in my 
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_own experience for a. long time, and my study of the 

problem of purpose leads me to keep in agreement with 

what Thomson has written. 

The hylozoiet looking upon the stream, for 

example, may point to its enduring purpose. It 

sweeps some obstacles away and patiently undermines 

others; it ia patient and overflows where it cannot 

go about or around; it is willing to wander about 

and wait its time until the day of a flood to out 

off a large pieee of land; it is willing to go under-

ground if thus it oa.n aooomplisg its end of reaohing 

the sea. But this view of the }ylozoist to us seems 

fanoihl and unoonwinoing. "~he stream is not a very 

long snake nor an individuality in any sense; it has 

no individuality in anything it does; it is not in 

the true sense an agent." (Thomson, "System of 

Animate Bature," p.330.}. 

Thomson makes mention of two saving olauaes 

that we must bear in mind. First, it ie obvious that 

the inorganic domain is not ohaotio, nor inooherent 1 
nor ineffective. It is orderly, stable, for all we 

oan eee, made to last, able to assume forms of great 

beauty (for instanoe, the different kinds of rooks), 

but it does not reveal any resident operative purpose. 

By ~urpose 1 of oourse, we mean, "intention, oanative 

endeavor, anticipation of an end." we are not using, 

the term purpose to denote use or effioienoy, as when 

peo:ple say the purpose of the elephant's trunk is to 
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be -a hand, or that a man worked to good purpose. n 

The aeoond saving olause 1s that we are not at 

this time raising"the question of the part that the 

inorganio hae played in the world wide genetio 

prooess in making organism possible, and still plays 

in affording a basis for, and an opposition to the 

activities of organisms and pereonalities." :sut ae 

we know it, we oan see no resident operative purpose 

in inorganio transformations. 

In my study I have found two other men who have 

expressed themselves upon this point of purpose in 

the inorganio realm. They are Fletcher and Russell. 

The latter has but little to say on the subjeet, 

even as has the former. Rusaell explains that in 

nature we find that prooesees go on with maeaine-
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like regularity. There we find that any partioular 

phenomenon whioh we may single out has oertain 

a.nteeedent conditions on •h~OA. it invariably follows; 

these being given we feel certain that this oonsequenoe 

and no other ().juld follow. we are never disappointed 

in this expeotation when we have beoome eertain of 

the e.nteoedent conditions; given these and the event 

in question seems to follow by the same kind of 

neoeasity as that whioh we reoognize in the working 

of a maohine. ai.a aaohine. when a movement of a 

definite kincl taltea Jlaoe in one part of the 

meohaniem a definite movement neoessarily reeulte 
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-in some other part of the mechanism and just that 

particular motion and no other is possible at that 

time. He ends this explanation by saying, wNow 

inorganio nature at least presents this me~hanioal 

aspect." (p.130, "The First Course in Philosophy}. 

Fletcher on this point is very brief. In 

part he says, "In meohanioal and ohemioal activity, 

ohange is towards an end, but the end is not the 

idea of the individuum. This ie obviously true 

of inorganio bodies: e.g. the rolling ot a stone 

down hill. the gathering of rust on iron. or the 

burning ot wood." (Fletcher, "Introtuotion to 

Philosophy," p.145.f.}. 
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In oonolusion to this diaoueaion of purpose in 

the inorganic realm, I would say that as I apply the 

term purpose to the inorganic, as I understand purpose, 

I oannot find that the inorganio has any idea of an 

end, and an end whioh guides and makes a difference in 

the action. 

so far we have oonoerned ourselves with purpose 

in human beings, purpose in sub-human life, and purpose 

in the inorganic realm. Let us now oonsider purpose 

in God. We have so far seen that there is purpose 

in the lives of individuals and groups of individuals 

of the human raoe. That is, that ideas and antioipatioas 

of ends are entertained, and that these govern 

aotions. We have pointed out that there ie purpose 



- also to be found in the aub-human life, feeling 

quite sure of it in the higher animals and not 

being quite as certain, perhaps even doubltul 

in some of the lower regions of life. Then in 

the inorganic realm we saw that we a~uld not 

say that there was purpose, that there waR.ideas 

of and a.ntioipations of ends entertained, and that 
} , 

these ideas and antioipations thus held made a 

difference in the aation. 

Of oourse, holding that there is not purpose 

in the inorgs.nia realm is not saying that it has 

nothing to do with purpose, or that purpose has 

no dealing with it. The purpose that we know 

most intimately, that is the purpose found in 

human individuals and groups, does make use of 

the inorganio oonsta.ntly. For instance, I have 

the purpose of going down town this evening. 

The idea of that end will have. its effect upon 

my aotions. I shall try to do my work well this 

afternoon in order that I may oonsoientioualy 

take the time off. I shall make use of the in-

orga.nio to realize my end, i.e., I shall take an 

eleotrio oar. One oould vastl~ multiply illustrations 

similar to this, - illustrations showing that the 

inorganic is employed to realize our purposes. 

Sinoe we thus make use of the inor 6anio in 

realizing our purposes, the question oomee to ma.n,r --., t 
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Is-the inorganio and the organio, - the world -

something used by One greater than we are, - God,-

to realize His purposes? We see a man riding upon 

a oar, thus using the inorganio, we see a building 

in the prooess of oonstruotion or already oreated, 

and we sometimes ask when we see these and similar 

things, "What is the purpose in, - or of - these 

things?" Looking at the matter more deeply we mean, 

what was or is the purpose in a human being in 
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riding in this oar, or in oonstruoti~ this edifioe,-

what end is there in mind that thus afteote aotiTities? 

Similarly thett are those who when they look about 

upon the lives of men, upon aub-human life, upon 

inorganio nat~re, ask, "Are these subservient to a 

purpose, that is, to · ·one who has a purpose for the 

realization of whioh he uses these?" Espeoially there 

are those who when they look at the taot of evolution, 

oosmio, terrestial, biologioal, eooial, say that it is 

in this way that God works in human and sub-human life· 

and in the inorganio to realize hie purpose or 

purposes. All is in aooord with some great end of 

the Diety, - whether that term or some other is used. 

Let u.a dwell a little upon this idea of God h&Tiq 

a purpose or purposes and that the world and the life 

in it as we know it is in aooordanoe with this 

purpose. In his book on "The Problems ot Philosophy", 

Hibben points out how those holding Tarioue views of 



God l&ok upon purpose. He shows how the Dteet 

re~ards the Diety as existing outside the world 

which he onoe created, sustaining to it a relation 

similar to that whioh the arti_san sustains to the 

work which his hands and brain have fashioned. (p.65). 

Then further on he tells (p.73) how the teleological 

ideas of the. deists may be most adequately represented 

by an analogy which they insist exists between the 

' produots of a meohanic:'_,s labor, suoh as a watoh, and 
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the world, which is similarly oonoeived as the handi-

work of God. Ae the watoh contains within its mechanism 

evidence of a designer and maker. so the orderly 

adjustments and purr,oaetu.l oontrivanoes in nature 

indicate a great and wise ])e•igner. 

fhe"Hibben goes on to show how this oonoeption 

of purpose, whioh the Deist holds to be external and 

meohanioal is by the pantheist looked upon as an 

immanent teleology, a foroe within molding and 

~dapting. "Instead of the oonception of an 

architect planning and fashionin 0 organism from 

without, there is the conception of an architectonic 

prinoiple operative within the organism, :rtl.lfilling 

its own ends. fhe immanent finality reaches its 

most perfect development and highes~ realization 

in the purposive activities of man." 

Then he goes on to explain, (p.74) that this 

doctrine of immanent final.tty appeals also to the 
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theis-t. The theist, however, he points out, "takes 

exoeption to what the pantheist denies or ignores, -

the transoendenoe of God." He does not oare nto 

equate God with the universe without remainder." 

So far in the problem of purpose in God, I 

have shown that some oome to this oonolusion as they 

look upon the adaptations in the world, the world 

itself, and th~ faot of evolution. Yet there are 

those who feel that we do not need to speak of a 

purpose in a God oonoeived in a theretio fashion. 

and if we do h)ld to purpose in God we must make 

sure just what we mean by the term God. 

~et us, theretowe, for a moment oonsider the 

pros and oons of the problem of purpose in God. 

This, to my way of thinking is a big subjeot. AB 

I study it, I feel it would be well worth the while 

studying more deeply. and writing more :tnlly upon 

it than I oan at present. Under the oiroumatanoes 

I shall oontent myself with stating pros and oone 

and let the reader deoida for himself what he holds 

to be the truth. 

As they look upon the adaptations to be found 

in the world there are those who say that all this 

must be the work of some Intelligenoe, who is thus 

in these adaptations. whether we oenaeive of them 

as evolved or not, realizing his purpose. Here is 
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where UJ!e is made of argument of analogy. Paley's 

fa.moue parable is here frequently employed. •A 

watoh is dieoovered upon a desert island; though 

there be no other traoe of human life, the finder 

knows that a complex mechanism of that sort, 

adapted to a rational use, must have been made by 

an intelligent being. How muoh more surely, oan 

we infer that the universe, so much more oomplex, 

and attaining so muoh more glorious ends, was 

oreated by a greater Intelligence:" (Drake in 

nproblems of Religion, stating the argument: p.303). 

B~owne, a theist, would hold this argument as valid 

to prove God's existance and to show that there is 

purpose in Him. 

There are on the other hand, thos.e who feel 

differently about the matter, as. for instanoe, 

Drake. Those who objeot to this argument remind us 

that the argument from analogy ie preoarious. They 

point out that it may be that~ kinds of oomplex 

mechanism, like the watch, as oreated by intelligenoe, 

while other kinds. like flowers and animals, and the 

universe as a whole, have oome into existanoe in other 

ways. The7 hold that we ehoul4 not say that the watch 

is a produot of intelligence on an7 suoh inferential 

grounds. we~ watches are made oy human beings, 

and do not grow like flowers and animals. They argue 
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that we have no suoh empirical knowledge of intelligenoe 



as oonoerned with the oreation of flowers, animals, 

eto. 

There is a way of dealing with this purpose 

in God, other than arguing from analogy. It is to 

make us of the causal argument. Thie argument says 

that to oonoeive of the oooperation between thousands 

of unintelligent faotors to produoe a valuable 

adjustment as a mere matter of oha.noe is not possible. 

Demooritua, for example, asaerted that eyes and ears 

and all other delicately adjusted organs were the 

result of the "blind whirl of chance.• Drake points 

out (p.3041 that this is as grotesque a supposition as 

to hold that a keg of printers type, flung down ever 

so many million times, would eventually happen to fall 

into Just the right order to form the text of a book. 

Bow, therP. a~e those who hold that all this oannot be 

the result of ohanoe and must be the work of some 

Intelligenoe ruled by a purpose of his own. 

Yet there a.re those who ·R.rgue that we do not . . -

have Just these two alternatives, - ohanoe or a Being 

who hsa caused them in aooordanoe with some purpose 

or plan of Hie. They point to the evolutionary 
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theory whioh Darwin made famous,• natural aeleotion. 

In the words of Drake, those who from natural selection 

point out or rather point to "the faot that - better-

and-better-eyes (or approximations-to-eyes)-oonduee-

better-to survival." It is noted, that in the 



w'h1(.h 
reproductive prooeas, throughAal1 organisms oome 

into existence. innumerable obeoure phyaioal. foroes 

are at work produoing slight variations. In the 

struggle for existence between members of a given 

generation those will. tend to outlive the others.-

and so reproduce their particular type, whose 

variation has given them any sort of advantage over 

their rivals. Moreover, it is also pointed out in 

this connection that the apparent adjustments of 

inorganic nature to the needs of the organic forms oan 

be explained in terms of the adjustment of the 

organisms to inorganic nature. For instance, 

instead of marveling that the earth's atmosphere 

should have just t.he. ·r:tght proportions of oxygen. 

oarbonio acid gas, etc., to maintain the organic 

life whi~h exists upon its surface, it is pointed out 

that organic life has come to be of auoh a nature 

as to utilize such proportions of gasses beoause it 

has come ~nto existenoe under those ciroumstanoes. 

Speaking of natural selection reminds me of 

what Sorley says in his book on "1,{or~l Values and 

the X4ea of God." fp.426 f.). fhere he expresses 

the opinion that natural selection could not favor 

the transition from the inorganio to the organic. 

He and Drake thus look upon the matter different.ly. 

Sorley also holds that there is good reason to 

postulate that the process whioh leads to the organic 

and purposive is animated by a purpose which must be 

43 



universa1, s~noe it is neither individual or racial. 

Yet there are, as Russell Points out (Pirst oourae in 

Philosophy," p.141 f.) those who argue that a 

teleologioal prinoiple or agenoy need not be assumed 

to exist in inorganic nature, beoauee it exists in 

a more advanoed stage of evolution. 

lfow we oome to form of the argument whioh 

rests upon the preeenoe of values in the world. 
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They who hold this to be valid argue that though we may 

not ileed to assume a supernatural agenoy to aocount 

for the mutual adaptation of organism and &aTironment. 

oonei4ered merely as physioal faots. we are irresisti-

bly led, when we see preoious values emerge here at 

the end of what to some ia an apparently blind 

prooess, to suppose that "God in his infinite good• 

ness and wisdom planned and initiated the whole 

process." 

On the other hand there are those who ask it it 

is a mark of infinite goodness and wisdom to •make 

a thousand useless forms for every one that is of use, 

to kill off a thousand young oreatures, equa1ly 

entowad with the oraving for life, for eTery one 

that oan survive.• fDralte, "Problems of Religion;" 

p. 306 f. ) • It ia Drake' a opinion that the more one 

studies the evolutionary process the more it seems 

a blind struggle, and the less it suggests an 



1ntelligen1 oreator. Re points out how that millions 

of ill. adapted oreatures have prematurely perished 

tor one that was lucky enough tonpro4uoe its type. 

He also writes about "the very partial nature of 

suooees attained even with us, 'human beings,' who 

have survived." 

Those who hold the contrary Tiew also ask what 

aeema to be the end designed, asking if it ia human 

happiness, or virtue, or the •happiness of the 

whole sentient creation.• They point to the presence 

of both pleasure and pain. It is here also that Drake 

in this discussion writes, "Nothing seems more 

clearly designed than rattlesnake's tange, tiger's 

olaws, the auotorial organa of bed bugs and mosquitoes 

and fleas. 

Above i have quoted Drake as saying that the 

more one studiea the evolutionary prooess the more 

it seems a blind etruggle, and the less it suggests 

an intelligent creator. Of course, I suppose that 

he would grant that evolution as we find it in hmnan 

society is not such, or at least, not so much of a 

blind affair as he seama to think evolution on lower 

levels is. His statement brought to my mind the 

attitude of Robhouee in his book "Developemnt and 

Purpose.ff For instance, in his introduotion, 

(p.xxv1) he writes 9 "Many diffioulties remain, 

whioh wili be found freely admitted in the text, 
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-- but it ia submitted, not in the least as a matter 

of faith, but as sound working hypothesis, that 

the evolutionary prooess nan be best understood as 

the effect of a purpose slowly working itself out 

under limiting oonditione which it brings successively 

under control.• Again he writes, "lUrther, an impulse 

to an end implies something in the Nature of Mind.ff 

(p.350). Once more, he says, "The existence of a 

Purpose implies a Mind oommenaurat• with that Ptlrpose.• 

Some, like B~owne, would believe this to be true; but 

others, like Drake. would say-~hat evolution does not 

show the purpose that some think it does. 

After considering the above mentioned fa.ots and 

etatements and arguments, what have we to say about 

purpose in God? fhere will be those who with B~owne 

will conclude that we must believe in design or 

purpose ot God to explain things. The Deists and 

!heists will agree to an extant at 1east in this. 

Then the~ will. be the pantheists, who, if they are 

personal pantheists will say about the same, if not 

the same, as the others. Again we shal.l find 

pantheiate who will hold that we can say that there 

is purpose in God only in so far as we find it in 

life, human &nd sub-human. In the human life we 

find purpose and sinoe hwnan life ia in, or ot God, 

expresaio,!1, or part ot God, we oan thus say there is 



Summary. 

purpose :r--n God. It's bast manifestation is found in 

the life of human individuals of the best sort and 

in groups of these individuals. Again, those who 

look to Humanity as God will say purpose is in God 

in the same sense as do the latter sort of pantheists. 

It will thus depend on what your conception of God 

is, as to what you mean by saying there is purpose 

in God. The conception of God and the idea of 

purpose in Him will be influenced by what you 

consider the correct interpretation of the arguments 

that I have stated and also by other arguments which 

we used concerning God. In this paper, however, I 

cannot argue the pros and cons of this or that 

conception of God. 

1'hat, in part at least, have I aooompliehed 

in this study of the "Status ot Purpose in Reality"? 

First ot al1 I have considered definitions of the 

substantives in the title, especially the terms 

reality and purpose. we agreed in defining 

purpose as signifying an idea ot some object or 
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end which guides or shall guide our aotions in the 

realizing of that object or end. we also differentiat-

ed purpose from mechanism, seeing that it cannot be stat-

ed in terms of mechanism. Then en examination of our 

own human experience we find purpose of varying 

degrees. We ooncluded that in the sub-human life, 
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espeoially in the higher and possibly in the lower, 

there was purpose,-probably. we oame to this oonolusion 

on the basis of things held in oommon in the behavior 

ot human and sub-human life. we then looked at 

inorganic nature and saw that in the inorganic 

prooess we oould not see purpose. Finally, we 

considered the problem of purpose in God, and oame 

to the oonolusion that it depended on what sort ot 
an idea of God your argumentation led you to; that 

in all the oonoeptions you might say that there is 

purpose in God, but you wou~d not mean the same 

in all the different ideas of God. 
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