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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

John Henry Newman wes born in London on Februsry 21, 1801. He was
brought up in a sort of bible religion of the type common in Englend at thet
time. In 1808 he was sent to a private school in faling. As a youth he
read Tom Paine's tracts ag-inst the 0ld Testement, some of Hume's essays,
end some French verses denying the immortsality of the soul.1 3uch reading
hovever did not influence the young Newmen as deeply ae did hie reading of
evangelical writers such as William Romeine (1714-1795) and Thomas Scott
(1741-1821). 1In the Apologias Nesman says thet he practically owes his
soul, humsnly spesking, to Thomas Scott.z ¥hile at Ealing Newman exper-
ienced a religinue conversion which was not merely emotional but involved
intellectusl convictions., Newman in his autobiographical memoir says that
one of the teachers st Ealing, Reverend Walter Mayer, gav: him "deep
religious impressions, at the time Calvinistic in character, which were to

him the beginning of a new life."?

L Cf. John Henry Newman Apologia pro Vita Sua, lLondon, Oxford
edition, 1913, 107. This book will be referr:d to as Apologim in these notes.

2 Ibid., 108.

3 Letters and Correspondence of John Henry Newmen, ed. by Anne Mozley,
London, 1891. I, 27.




2.

After eight and a half years at “aling, Newman left for Trinity College
at Oxford., At Oxford in 1822 he won an Oriel Fellowship. Wilfrid Ward 4
points out that this was the turning point in Newman's life. Newman himself
says this of the Oriel Fellowship:
It opened upon him a theological careser, placing him upon the high
and broad platform of University society and intelligence, and bring-
ing him across those vaerious influences, personal and intellectual,
and the teaching of those various schools of ecclesisstical thought,
whereby the religious sentiment in his mind .. . wae gradually _
developed and formed and brought on to its legitimate issues.
The men of Oriel, such es Whately, Hawkine, and Blanco ‘hite, influenced
Newman much, evdn though he reacted against their religious liberalism and
rationalism., Of “hately, Newman seys, "He, emphatically, opened my mind,
and taught me to think end to uee my resson.” 6 Prom the Oriel Fellows,
Newman learned religious toleration and the need for definitenese in
religious matters as opposed to the vagueness of the evangelicals. The
Criel Fellows, however, placed too much emphaeis on reasoning in theoclogy,
and because of this fact they later were known as the Noetics.

In 1824 and 1825 Newman received Orders in the Church of England, end

became a curate at 3t. Clement's Church, Oxfard. In 1828 he wgs appointed

4 wilfrid ward, The Life of John Henry Newman, London,
1921, 1, 56‘

S Mozley, Letters, I, 73; Newman wrote this memoir using pronouns
of the third person to refer to himself.

6 Apologia, 114,
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Vicar of t. Mary's. In this year Newman beceame a more intimate friend of
Hiurrell Froude. Through Froude, he also became friendly with John Keble.
These friendships were extremely important in Newmen'e development. 4liso
in 1828 Newman began to read systematically the Fathers of the Church. They
[vere a great influence on his philosophical and theological thought, espec~
ially in regard to the nature of the universe and the nature of the Church.
Later in life Newman said, "The Fathers made me a Oatholic.”7

In 1832 Newman traveled about the Mediterramean. VWhile in Sicily he
contracted a fever which brought him near death. Despite the severity of his
fever he believed that he would not die, and he also bslieved that God had
some special work for him to do.8 when Newman returned to Englend in July
of 1833 he found his work. The disestablishment of the Church of EIngland
seemed imminent; ten Irish bishoprics had been suppressed. Froude, Kebls
and Palmer hasd alreasdy pledged themselves to write and associate in defense
of the Church, .nd Newmen joined them wholehesrtedly. On July 14, 1833,
Keble preached his femous sermon "The Nﬁtional Apostasy," about Englend's
desire to foresake the Church. In September of 1833 the "Tracts for the
Times"” began to be published, and the Oxford or Tracterian Movement was well
on its way. This movement was sgainst disestablishment, but it was more
fundamentally & call to holinezs, and to a return to the primitive and

apostolic Christianity, and to dogms end scientific theology.

7 WNewman, Lectures on Certain Difficulties Felt by Anglicans, II, 24,
as quoted in Harrold, John Henry Newman, London, 1945, 18.

& Cf. Apologia, 135.
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Newman gained eminence at Oxford through hiis leadersiip of the Oxford
Fovement end through his trects and sermone. In 18%9 however he bagan to
doubt the velidity of the Church of England: his study of the locnophysites,
and an srticle by Yiseman on the Donatists wer: the immediate causes of his
doubts. Newman sgw the =imilarity of tha Church of Englard to the schisms
of the Monophyeites and Donatieta.g In 1841 Newman published Tract 90
which exemined the Thirty-nine Articles of the Englisk Church, and tried to
show that they agreed with the Roman Catholic creed and were enacted only
aegainst popular errors and exaggerations. Newman thought that by this
tract he had vindicated the claim of the English Church to Catholicity.
Because of Tract 90 WNewman was ordered by Bishop Bagot to discontinue
the series of tracts. In 1842 Newman left Oxford and moved to the seclueion
of Littlemore. In 1843 he resigned his fellowship at Oriel. At Littlemore
from 1842 to 1845 Newman studied the history of doctrine and its development,

and prepared his Lesay on the Development of Chrietiasn Doctrine, which was

published late in 1845. The study which he did in preparing this work helped
to convince him that the Roman Catholic Church was the true Church of Christ.
On October 8, 1845, Newman was received into the Roman Catholic Church
by Fr. Dominic Barberi, an Italian Pessionist. In 1847 Newmen wse ordained
e priest in Rome, and shortly thereafter he entered the Congregation of the

{Oratory. He returned to England end founded Oratories in London and

9. Ibid', 212“215.
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igbaston (Birmingham). In 1851 Newman wee picked to be the first Rector of
the Catholic University ir Dublin, but he received little cooperation in this
work. He failed in his work on the University, but The Ildee of 2 University
was the result of Newman's intellectual efforts in this matter,

In 1864 Newman wrote his Apologis pro Vits Sua in answer to attacks on
him by Charlee Kingecley. In 1870 Newman published hie Essay in Aid of g
|Grammar of Assent. This work was in snswer to0 & problem that was most im-
portent to him from his daye at Oriel and throughout his life, the problem
of the relation of resson and faith.

Through much of his life in the Catholic Church, Newman encountered
opposition and suspicion from the Catholic heirarchy. Newmsn's plans for the
Irish University, for an Oxford Oratory, for a new translation of the bible,
and for working with a certain Catholic periodical were all opposed by his
superiorz. Newman was very sensitive and the meny reverses he suffered as
a Catholic muet have hurt him deeply. However, the end of any ecclesiastical
suspicion of Newman was necessitated by Leo XIII when he made Newman s
Cerdinal in 1879. When Newman learned that he wae to be made a Cerdinal
he ssid, "The cloud is lifted from me for evor.“lo

John Henry Newman, like most philosophers, received the philosophical

problems on which he was to work from his society and friends. The basic

10. Ward, Life, II, 446,
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cause of the philosophical probleme which Newmsn encountered in his socliety
was rationalism. Boekraad says that the rationalism of thisé period in
England was "not 30 much & doctrine as a mode of thinking, an emphasis lsid
on the humen mind as the faculty of reasoning, to the neglect of all other
aloments."’l1 The only type of reasoning which this retionalism recognized
was formal and mechanical; the optimistic rationalists believed thet with
such an sutomatic tool man's resson would be unerring. In religious mstters
the spirit of rationalism had three main results: Lvidentialism, scientific
soepticism, and sentimentalisn,

According to Evidentialism a man's faith waes only as good as tine
evidences and proofs which he could advance for it. Evidentielism made ths
assent of faith into a rather mechanical and inhuman conclusion to a syllo-
gism. The chief exponent of Evidentialism was William Paley. His ¥iew- of

the Evidences of Christianity, pjblished in 1794, became the exemplar of the

kvidenticlist outlook on religion. Newman encountered ividentislism st
Oxford and in the Oriel College. It was sald that the Common Room of Oriel
GCollege “stank of logiﬁ.”lz Rationalisw hed led the Oriel fellows not only
towerd Evidentialism but also toward a more retionalietic (or "liberal") out-
look on other parts of theology in addition to spologetics. Newman saw that
ressonable gnd logical men could investigste the evidences for Christisnity

and for God, and still remain doubtful; furthermore, he saw the Evidentialist

11 A.J.Boskraad, The Fersonal Conquest of Truth according to John
Herry Newmen, Louvain, 1955, 74.

12. Zeno,John Henrg Newman, Our Wpy to Certitude,Leiden,1957, p.v. of
Introduction; quotation taken from Whitridge,Dr._ Arnold of Rugby, 163,
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method of arriving at faith to be at variance with his own personal exper-

fence. In his Grammar of Assent he said, "If I am asked to use Paley's

aergument for my own conversion, I say plainly I do not want to be ccnvefted
by a smart syllcgism."l§
The second result of rationalism, also found at Oxford, and also with
consequences in the religious sphere, was scientiem or scientific scepticism.
Scientific scepticism transfers the attitudes and methods which are required
for science to sll other fields; the result is that certainty in any field
can be attained only through explicit proofs of the type used in mathemat-
ical physics, &zven if such proofe are had, there still may remain a duty
for the investigator to remein open to eny further facte which may invalidate
the proofs; therefore the advocate of scientific scepticism, in order to
maintein a mind that is open and feir to facts, must forego certainty and be
content with a high degree of probability. Nicolaus Theis says that Newton
and Locke were the intellectual lights of Oxford in Newman's time, and
"philosophy had experienced a breeking-in of the masthematical method, and

w14 Newman's friend, williem Froude,

developed into geometry of the mind.
younger brother of Harrell Froude, was en outetanding ecientist and a
scientific sceptic. In a letter to Newnan he etates hie position that the

human mind is not capeble of arriving at an sbsclutely certain concluaion.15

13 Newman, An Essey in Aid of s Grammar of Assent, ed. by C.F. Harrold,
London, 1947, 323.This book will hereafter be referred to as GA in these notes.

14 Theis, Nicolaus, "An den Quellen dee Persénlichen Denkens, tinflihrung
in J.H, Newman's 'Grammer of Assent,'® Newman Studien,lI, Nlrnberg, 1954, 167

15 Harper, G.H. Cardinal Newmsn snd #%illiam Froude, F.i.5. a Corres-
pondence, Baltimore, 1933, 119-120,
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Newman became thoroughly acquainted with ecientific scepticism through a
long correspondence which he and -illiam Froude carried on.

The third result of rationalism in the religious aphere was a sort of
sentimentalism which mekes religion into a matter of taste or emotions. bLe-
cause & vold had been left in the religious sphere through scientific scept~
iciam's doctrine that reason cannot attain certitude about religious matters,
many tried to fill this vold with the power of humen emotions. The truth or
validity of a religion is then judged on the basie of how it suitse one's taste
and emotions. FPerhaps the reduction of religious belief to a m,tter of
sentiment can nlso be viewed as a reaction against ividentialism’'s over-
emphasis of reason and reduction of religious belief to a syllogistic con-
clusion. Newmen found this sentimentslism in religion among Evangelicals
and also among some "liberal” theologians whom he knew. He saw the falsity
and the dangers in this attitude toward faith, and combatted it throughout
his life. In & epeech which he gave in Rome on the occasion of receiving
the official ennouncement that he had been made a Cardinal, Newman said this
about religious liberalism:

For thirty, forty, fifty years I have resisted to the best of my
povers the spirit of Liberalism in religion . . . . Liberalism in
religion is the doctrine that there is no positive truth in religion,
but that one creed is as good es another . . . . Re{galed religion
is not a truth, but a sentiment and a taste; . . . .
One of the purposes of the Oxford Movement had been to oppose the growing
tendency to treat religion as emotional and non-intellectusal.

In Evidentialism, scientific scepticism, and sentimentalism, Newman met

challenges to his own faith. All three of these results of rationaliem made

16 Werd, Life, II, 460,
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him investigate the true relation of reason and faith. This relationship
was first studied by Newman in his Oxford University eermons, which were given
while he was an Anglican. For a long time he planned to develop more fully
his thought on the reason-faith problem. The result of all of Newmean's
thought on this problem was An Essay in Ald of a Gremmar of Assent.'’ Shortly
after its publicetion in 1870, Newman wrote in a letter to Fr. Coleridge:
"for 20 or 30 years I have felt it a sort of duty to write upon it [}he sub-
ject of the Gremmar of Aggggg] and I have begun again and again but nsver

18 Not only had Newman spent much time in thinking about

could get on."
the subject of the Grammar of Assent, but he also considered this work to be
his last word on the subject: "I have written and rewritten it more times
than I could count. I have got up to my highest point -- I mean, I could
not do better, did I spend a century on it, but then, it may be 'bad is the

best.'" 19

17 Newmen gives this explanation of the title: "You sce, I called it
an Easay, es it really is, because it is an analytical inquiry. A Gramuer
ought to be synthetical. But to put it in synthetical form, had I after all
attempted it, would have been to write a new book. And it would, to my own
feelings, have been bumptiouse." (letter to Canon Walker of April 8, 1870,
quoted in Boekrsad, Personal Conquest, 191). Valgrave points out that
Newmen intended to describe the structure of thought and discover the mech-
anism and movement of it, using thought itself as hie starting point, in the
same way as grammar derives the laws of langusge from current use (J.i.
Walgrave, Newman the Theologian, New York, 1960, 62).

18 Ward, Life, I, 268,

19 Ibid,, 262.
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In the_Grammer of Aszent Newmsn showe that reason is other than what

the Zvidentislists and scientific sceptics say it is; therefore there is no
need for a sentimentnlism to taoke over the sphere of religion. Behind these
three views is g false rationslism which mekes human ressoning into s formal,

mechanical process. The main purpose of the Grammar of Asscnt is to show how

resson, in ite true weaning, hee a rightful plesce in our way of erriving at
religiovs fzith, In order to show the relaticnship of reason to faith,
Newman hed to analyze the neture of reasoning in man. The purpose of this
thesis ies to study this snslyeis of reascning.

It should be kept in mind from the start that Newman's theory of

reasoning in the Grammar of Assent is not a complate theory of reasoning, nor
waes it meant to be such. His development of e theory of reasoning is limited
to a particular type: reasoning which resulte in a concrete and individual
conclusion, This limitation of his reasoning theory is shown by many ex-
plicit statements and all of his examples in his treatment of reasaning,ac
and also by his ultimate purpese, as shown by the last chapter of the
Greammar of Assent, an application of his reesoning theory to a question of

concrete fact, whether or not the Christien religion is from God.21

20 E.g., GA, 204, 211, 212, 219, 222, 251,

21 1Ibid., 374, 292-375,




CHAPTER 11
FORMAL INFERENCE

There are good reacons for beginning a study of Newman's doctrine on
ressoning with a considerstion of formal inference. First of all, Newmen
undertook his study of reasoning in reaction ageinst a rationalism which
hed reduced reasoning to e formal, mechanical process; his doctrine of
formal inference presents such a mechanical view of reasoning. Secondly,
in the_Gremmer of Assent, Newman considers formal inference firat,and then
proceeds to consider natural and informal inference, both of whicn go beyond
formal inference. :ince Newman's thought, both historically and es he writee

in the @remmer of Assent, proceeds from a consideration of formal inference

and its inadequacies to s consideration of concrete ressoning as we actually
find it in man, this seme order will be followed in this thesis.

The first point to be considered is what inference and formal inference
meant to Newmen. Inference in general for him signifies the conditional
acceptance of a prOpasition.l It is conditional because s proposition is
accepted on the condition of an acceptance of its premisses.2 Newman states

this simply: "Ye reason when we hold this by virtue of that.”5

1 Ga, 119, 197.
2 Ibid., 57.
3 Ibid., 197.
11
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Formal inference, which Newman sometimes calls "logical inference" or
simply “inference",h is ratiocination restricted and put into grooves so that
the mind will not run wild, but will advence with precision and effect.5
Ratiocination ie placed into orderly grooves through the use of words; in this
way language is treated se though it has a monopoly of thought.6 Formal
inference, therefore, is reasoning as it is marked out by words, propositions,
end syllogiems; it is verbal reasoning as opposed to mental reasoning, and
logic is its scientific form.7

Formal inference is far more concerned with the comparison of propositions
than with the propositions themaelvea.s Formal inference must regard propo-
sitions not in relation to their own truth,or faleity, but in relation to their
mutual consistency. Since the concern of formal inference is with the com-
parison of propositions, whatever wakes this comparison essier and more
accurate will aid formel inference. If the worde used in formal inference
are made more simple, definite, and narrow they will meke comparison easier
and more accurate and thus benefit the formal inference. The more that words
and propositions ere made to express "exact, intelligible, comprehensible,
communicable notions" and the less they stand for objective things, o much

frore suitable they become for formal infarenes.g Since symbols, unlike worde,

E.g., Ibid., 31, 69, 200.
Ibid., 200,

Ibid.

Ibid.

Ibid., 201.

Ibid.

O O~
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are most exact and constant in their megnings, they are the best means of
conducting the formal process of roasoning.lo After Newman has concluded
thst symbols are most apt ss members of syllogistic reasoning, he states the
consequence of this foct on the mesning of words in syllogisms:

Symbolical notgtion, then, being the perfection of the syllogistic
method, it follows that. when words are substituted for symbols
it will be its alm to circumscribe asnd stint their import as much
as poesible, lest perehance A should not always exactly mean A,
and B mean B; and to make them, as much ss possible, the calculi
of notions, which are in our absolute power, as meaning just what
we choose them tg mean, and as little ae possible the tokens of
real things..... 1
Herein is conteined one of Newman's fundemental tenete on the nature of
formal inference: in order that formal inference may accurately compare
propositions, it must have a narrowness of meaning, and s lack of the depth
of reality.

However, Newman is not entirely unfavorasle to formal inference. In his

Cxford University Sermons, he calls Aristotelian logic (a scientific form of

formal inference) the "boldest, simplest, and most comprehensive theory which
has been invented for the analysis of the reasoning proceas.”lz in the
Grammar of Assent Newman even states that formal inference is somewhst
natural to man: we think in logic as we talk in prose, without aiming at
doing so, and we instinctively put our conclusions into words as far as we

are able.l? Newman finds formsl inference useful as a scientific method, a

10 Ibid., 201-202,

11 Ibid., 202-203,

12 Newmen, Fifteen Sermone Preached before the University of Oxford,
London, 1884, 258. In the same sermon however, he says that logic is main-

ly a critical and negative test of reasoning. (Ibid.,276) .
13 ca, 218 o —
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principle of ordsr, and an intellectual stenderd. Az = sclentific method it
enablee us to progress beyond what gifted intellects could do by their own
unaided power;v4 it helps us in finding and verifying conclusions; 1t shows us
the coherence or weakmess of a theory, and where further experiment and ob-
ser wmtion are necessary.15 As the great principle of order in thinking,
formal inference catalogues the accumulations of knowlddge and maps out the
relations of the separate departmente of knowledge.lé A8 an intellectual
standard, formal inference helpe in providing a common measure between minds,
thereby freeing us from the capricious ipse dixit of authority.l7
Despite sll these uses of formeal inference which Newman mentions, his
usual attitude in the Grauwmar of Assent toward formal inference is one of un-
favorable criticism. He finde that formal inference has these deficlencles:
(a) 1t does not prove its premisses; (b) it does not reach the concrete and
individual in its conclusions; (c) it is verbal and therefore inadequate in
representing thought.

(a) In a sermon given in 1839, more than thirty years before the pub-

licetion of the Grammar 35 Assent, Newman said that in any proof "“there must

over be something sssumed ultimately incapable ofproof."la In another

14 Ibid., 198.
15 1Ibid., 229, 217.

16 1Ibid., 217.

17 Ibid., 199, 217, 275.

18 Newman, Oxford University Sermons, 213.
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sermon, preached in 1840, he stresses the importance of antecedent views and
preaumptions in relstion to formal proofs: the etrength of the proof depends

on whether the presumptions ere accepted or nﬁt.lg In the Grammar of Assent

Newmen holds that if we follow verbal argumentation beck to its staerting
points we find first principles which are "the recondite sources of know-
ledge, as to which logic provides no common measure of minds.2°, These first
principles are rejected by some and accepted by others, and in them lies the
whole problem df attaining to truth; we are not able to prove by syllogism
that there are any self-evident first principles et all, end therefore,
syllogisms mise the moet important part in the procees of atteining truth.21
Many types of assumptions that must be presupposed during formal infer-
ences sre mentioned by Newman.22 Even in the most direct and severe kind of
formal inference there must be those azsumptions in the process which are
based on the conditions of human nature: our nature itself and our method of
reasoning are assumptions. In less strict reassoning such as reasoning on
concrete matters, there are assumptions that are gquite subtle. Theee assump-
tione may aerise from the sentiments of the sge, country, religion, social

habits and ideas of the particular inquirere or disputants. Because such

gssumptions may be admitted by all, they can pass and be accepted without

19  Ibid., 273,
20. GA, 205.
21  Ibid.

22 Ibid., 286; 205-206, 208.
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detection. Another type of sssumption arises from the nature of the case
which is being treated: some ceses might require assumptions to be made be-
cause of the tediousnsss of the proof in full, or because the full proof
would be so immense in size that it would be practically imposszible ‘ta write
it down. Yet another type of assumption, and undoubtedly the most important
of all, is the perscnal assumption. Such assumptions are based in the in-
tellectual, moral, end emotional character of the individual person. No
matter what the basis of an assumption may be, formal inference is unable
to prove the truth of it. Becsuse of this impotence alone, formal inference
by itself would have to admit to uncertainty in its conclueions. However,
in addition to its wsakness at its beginninge, it is found also to have
another essantial weakness at its conclusion: this is its inability to reach
in ite conclusions the concrete and individual.

(b) The inability of formal inference to reach the concrete and individ-~
ual follows from the nature of the terms that sre used in formel inference.
According to Newman, each term in formal inference is narrowed down in mean-
ing "so that it may standlfor just one unreal mspect of the concrete thing to
which it properly belongs, for = relation, a generalization, or other abstract-
ions, for a notion neatly turned out of the laboratory of the mind, and suf-
ficiently teme and subdued because existing only in = definition."?? Since
formal inference is concerned with abstractions rather than with things, it

can deal with things only partially and indirectly, and thus abstract

2% 1Ibid., 203.
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garguments can reach only the probaltle in concrete mattera.2

Newman states that the terms ueed in formsl inference are not really
universals, but sre only “generala.“as Since formal inferance is carried on
by weans of the so-called universals which are reelly generals, ail conclu-
sions of formal inference will be true in generel about the concrcte, but
not universally and necesearily. 3uch conclusions can give a degree of
probability about the concrete and individual, but not certitude. Newman
1llustrates hie doctrine on universals with the following example: "All men
hawe their price; Fabricius ie a man; he has his price; but he had not his
price; how is this? Because he is more than a universal."?0 1In this
exsmple the term "all men' is not a genuine universsl, nor does "having a
price" pertein to the very nature of man. Such e general statement as the
major premiss of this syllogism could lead at best to'a probable conclusion,
and not to e necessary conclusion. The concrete fact that someone ectually
will have their price is not included within any universal in such a way
that the fact can be deduced from the universal.

Another example concerns the aspplication of genersal attributes of "man

as such, the typical man, the guta-anthropos“zi to individual men:

24 Ibid., 211; cf. 204,
25 Cf. Ibid., 212,
26 Ibid.

———

27 1bid,
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But we thlnk we uay go on to impose our daficition on the whole
race, and to every member of it . . . . [io; each of them is what

he is in spite of it., Not any one of them i3 men, &3 such, or’
coincides with the suto-anthropos. Another John is not necesssrily
rational, because "all men are retionsl,” for he may be an idiot;--
nor because "man is a being of progress,” doee the sscond Richard
progre=zs, for he may be a dunce; -- nor, because "maen is mede for
Society," must we therefore go on to deny that the second Robert

ie a gipsy or a bandit, as he is found to be,28

This example is mwores difficult to analyze. The firat factor to bs noted is
that the conclusion with which Newman is concernsd is sbout a concrets fact,
ar is indicated by the fact that the conclusions obtained from the qualities

of the suto-anthropes are contradicted by the conerete facts about the man

who 13 an 1diot or dunce or gipsy. The terms rational, being of propress,

end pede for society could in themselves be taken as referring to a radical

capacity and exigency in man for thinking, progressing, and living socially.
Such a meaning however cannot be the one intended by Newman in this example.
His example refers obviously to concrete facts., Attributes of man as such
will not determine concrete facts. If someone pretends to have diacovered
en attribute of men ae euch which will enable one to determine e concrete
fact about en individuel, thie attribute will be found to te something that
is generally true about individusle, but not universally true.
Newman's next exsmple on universala is this:

411l men die; therefore 7line has died; . . . but he hes not died,

and did not die. JHe wss an excaption to the general law of humanity;
so fer, he did not come under that law, but under the law (so to say)

of Elias." . . . "3ut all men are mortal?" not so; what is really
meant by this universal,is that "man, es such, is mortal," that is,

28 1Ibid., 215
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the ebetract, typical auto-esnthropos; to this major premiss, the
minor, of Elias is to be proved mortal, ought to be, "ulime was
the abstract man;" but he was not, and could not be such, « « « »

29

If mortal in this example referred to a redical exigency in men for death,
mortal would be a universal in the true eense. However, as always, Newman
is concerned here with ¢ ncrete facts in the conclusion. The statement,

all men are mortal, is taken by Newman to mean that every man does in fact

die; such a statement would be general rather than universal.

The inability of formal inference to reach the concrete and individual
has been treated in some deteil here in order to clarify two pointe. (1) The
more important point is that Newmen is concerned with the attainment of con-
crete 5Ofacta in conclusions., (2) A more subtle point is that so-called
universsls which are used to determine concrete facts are really only gener-
alizations of facts. Such general terms cannot accomplish the determination
of conecrete facts.

The inability of formal inference to reach the concrete is a serious
weakness, Even if a sclution to the problem of the inability of logic to
prove its assumptions were found, logic or formal inference would still be
[unable to determine toncrete facts. This inability of formal inference is
ecpecially important for Newmen in the Grammar of Assent because his purpose
le to discuss how man can resson to the divine origin of Christianity, which

is a question of concrete fact.

29 1bid.

30 In a footnote in a later part of the Grammer of Assent, Newman
says that what he has called the "concrete® is what Aristotle in
his Nicomachean Ethics called the "contingent.” (GA,268, notel).
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(e) & further inedequacy of formal inference, according to Newman,
foilows from the fact that it is verbal. Since formal inference is verbal,
it does not do justice to the mind, which ie more vigorous than any of its
works, of winlch language is one.51 Words are inadequate carriers of thought:
"Thought is too keen and manifold, its sources are too remote and hidden, ite
path too personal, delicste, and clrcultous, its subject matter too various
and intricate, to admit of the trammels of any language, of whatever subtlety
and of whatever compase.”52

In this chapter we have seen Newman's views on the nature of formal
inference, and on the valuees and inadequacies of this type of inference. In
the remeinder of the thesis we will 1nvéatigate how Newmaen solves the problem
of these inadequacies: lack of proof of assumptione, inability to reach the

concrete and individual fact, and limitation to what can be verbalized.

51 QA’ 275; cf. 206'

52 Ibido, 216’,‘ cf. 201.




CHAPTER IIX
NATURAL IKFLRENCE

“e will begin our study of Newmen's solution of the problem of the inad-

equacies of formal inference in regard to concrete conclusions by studying

is theory of natural inference. This type of inference ie called natural
becauee it is the most ordinary mode of reasoning and is used by the uned-
cated and by men of genius. This mode of inference differs from formsl
nference in that it is "not from propositions to propositions, but from
hings to thinge, from concrete to concrete, from wholee to wholes."1
atural inference worke directly on concrete and whole realities without the
pediation of propositions.
The outstanding characteristic of natural inference is ite simplicity.
fatural inference, which is our usual type of ressoning, is a simple act, not
R process or series of acta.a "We apprehend the antecedent and then eppre~
pend the consequent, without explicit recognition of the medium connscting
the two, se if by a sort of direct assoctation of the first thought with the
:econd."5 Often even the antecedent itself is only indirectly recognized as
the antecedent or subject for analyeis; thus not only the process of the in-

ference is ignored, but in some cases the antecedent itself is also ignored.

1 GA, 251.
Ibid., 197, 250.

5 1bid., 187. 21




22.

"To the mind iteelf the reasoning is s simple divination or prediction."4 This
simplicity of natural inference is explained by Newman as the result of an
"instinctive perception.'! By instinct Newmen does not mean that the faculty
is the =ame in strength and quality in all men, but rather thet the procese of
reasoning is unconscious and implicit.s By this reesoning instinct we are able
to reason spontaneously, without conscirusness of the reasoning, and without
effort or intention of reasoning.6 Newman defines instinct in the Grammar
of Assent ac & "perception of facte without essignable media of pcrcaiving."7
In a letter to Dr. Meynell Newman says "By instinct I mean a realization of a
particular . . . without assignable medis of renlization.“8 Thie instinct ie
the heert of natural inference. By means of it one can conclude directly
about a concrets fact with no consciousness of how one proceeds t{o the con-
clusion.

3ince natural inference is instinctive in this sense, it cannot be
analyzed so as to give a clear account of how a particuler conclusion was

reached. Natural inference is like taste, skill, and invention in the fine

arts, or discretion in conduct in that these are exerted spontaneously and

4 Ibid., 251.
Cf. ibid., 197, 250-251,
Cf. ibid., 197-198.

Ibid., 254,

02 9~ O O

"The Newmen-Meynell Correspondence,” appendix of Zeno, J. H. Newman,
240, Meynell, a "scholastic” philosopher, checked over the Grammar of
Assent for Newman before it was published,
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9

are not entirely explainable.,” Newman had long recognized man's power of
implicit or instinctive ressoning. In an Oxford University sermon which he
preached in 1840 he said: "All men have a reason, but not all men can give
a remson. The process of reasoning is complete in itself, and independent.
The snalyeie is but an account of it; it does not make the conclusion
corroct!ao He compares this implicit reasoning to mountain climbing:

And thus it [}aascn:]makes progress not unlike a clamberer on a

steep cliff, who, by quick eye, prompt hand, and firm foot, ascende

how he knows not himself, by personal endowment and by practice,

rather than by rule, leaving no track behind him, and unable to

teach another.ll

Thus far we have seen that natural inference deals with things directly,
and is & simple unanalyzable act with no consciousness of a process within
the act. The fact that we are not conscious of the process of this act is an
indication of the nature of natursl inference; "as we cannot see ourselves,
s0 we cannot well see intellectual motives which are so intimately ours, and
which spring up from the very constitation of ouf minds."12 These motives
are teken up into the action of the illative or ratiocinative principle of
the mind which is en intrinsic and personal power. This illative principle

assimilates these motives and moves toward or to the conclusion, with the

motives themselves, however, remaining unconscious. Thus the end result is

9 GaA, 257,

10 Newmen, Oxford University Sermons, 259,

11 Ibid., 257,

12 Ga, 255,
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g divination or prediction.

Newman throws more light on the nature of st lesst some cases of
natural inference when he says that what is called reasoning is often only a
pecullar and personal mode of abstraction.l5 "It ie & power of locking at
things in some particular sespect; and of determining their internal and ex-
ternel relations thoreby."l4 Therefore the unconscious mechanics of natursl
inference may be made up of abstraction of an aspect of a thing with the
recognition that this aspect involves a relation to some other factor} this
relation to the other factor is the conclusion. By means of this type of
natural inference "a word or an act on the part of another is sometimes a
sudden revelation; light breaks in upon us, and our whole judgment of a
course of events, or of an underteking is changod."l5 This abstraction and
determining of relations is done "by a sense proper to ourselves," since
someone else may see the same phenomena as we do but come to a different
conclusion because he abstracte a different set of general notions from the
phenomena.lé This !cense proper to ourselves" does not refer to a sensitive
pover as opposed to an intellective power, but rather it refers to the
Illative Sense which is a power of the mind. This Illetive Sense will be

studied in the chapter on informal inference.

13 1Ibid., 256.

14 Ibid.
15 Ibid.

———

16 1Ibid.

————————
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Natural inference has the peculliarity of being departmental: it is
attached to a definite subject-matter according to the aptitude of the in-
dividual.

No one would for a moment expect that because Newton and Napoleon

both had a genius for ratiocination, that in consequence, Napoleon

could have generalized the principle of gravitation, or Newtof7have

seen how to concentrate a hundred thousand men at Austerlitz.

Different persons will be skillful in different fields of natural inference.
The faculty of natural inference is not ons genersl instrument of knowledge,
but is rather "a collection of similar or analogous faculties under one
name."18 That there are as many dietinct but similar faculties of natural
inference as there are subject matters, is exemplified by Newman's descript-
jons of men who excel in one field of reasoning, but are poor ressoners in
other fields.19 Furthermore, natural inference is not the only mental skill
that is departmental; so elso is memory: various people hesve different
memories, @.g. for poetry or datee, vocabulary of languages, faces, nemes,

or day-to-day occurrences .20

The fact that natural inference is departmental has an important conee-
quence in the way in which we should go about scquiring knowledge. In be-
ginning to learn any field we must trust persons who have experience in their

field, rather than trust logical science. e must take up a subject as those

17 Ibid., 257.
18 Ibid,
19 ©f. ibid., 257-258.

20 Ibid., 258-259.




26.

vwho are proficient in it took it up, beginning st the beglnning and giving
ourcelves to it, depending more on practice and experience than on reasoning;
thus, we gain that mentel insight into the field which the masters of it have.al
Newman quotes Aristotle on this matter:

Ye are bound to give heed to the undemonstrated sayinge and

opinions of the experienced and aged, not less than to demonstrations;

becsuese their having the eye of experience, they behold the principles

of things.22

Natural inference is found in all men, especially however in the uned-
ucated and in men of g«niu:e:..a5 The reason for this fact is that the uneducated
do not know about intellectual aside end rulee such as logic, and the men of
genius care nothing about such rules and alds. Newman also says that "this
divination [éntural inferencéj comes by nature, and belongs to all of us in
a measurp, to women more than to men."24

Newman2> gives many examples of natural inference. 1 will indicate some
of them here. 4 weather-wise peasant may be unable to give reasons why he
thinks it will be a fine day tomorrow, but tnis fact doesn't weaken his con-
fidence in hie prediction. His wind does not proceed step by step. He feels

together the force of various combined phenomena, though he is not conscious

of then.

21 Cf, ibid., 259.

22 1bid.; the reference to Aristotle is given ae Eth.Nicom.,vi,ll1,fin.
a3 cf, ibid., 198, 251.

24 Ibid., 252.

25 1Ibid., 252-253.
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3ome physiciane excel in the diagnosis of complaints, though they could
not give defense for their diagnosie against that of snother physician.

Newton perceived mathematical and physical truthe without giving proof':
his rule for ascertaining the imaginary roots of equations was without proof
for a century and s half and rested on no other evidence than Newton's sagacity.

These examples of natural inference show thet it ie an immediate and
spontaneous gresping of the conclusion without & conscious graeping of its
reasons, with the result that the conclusion cannot be defended. The con-
clueion is about a concrete fact, and the unconscious reesons for the con-
clusions are themselves perceptions of concrete fact; worde and propositions
are not used in erriving at the conclusion. The only justifications‘afthe
conclusion are the ressoner's past experience and the actual truth of the
concluslion.

e shall now sce how well natursl inference supplies help for inade-
quacies of formal inference (limitation to the verbally representable level
of thought, inability to prove its assumptions, and insbility to determine
concrete contingent facts). Natural inference hes given the solution to the
problem of the limitation of formal infersnce to the verbally expressible
level of thought. Natural inference is non-verbal and non-propositional; it
works from things to things and from concrete to concrete. HNetural inference
has not solved the problem of the inability of formel inference to prove its
assumptions. The essumptions of natural inference are not only unproved, they
are also unknown. Not to know one's assumptions is worse than to know one's

assumptions and be unable to prove them. However, if the person who i2
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using natural inference i: femiliar with the -ubject-matter on -hich he ie
working, it ecems as though he would wake the correct assumptions in this
subject-matter; but even in such a case the assumptions would not be proved
nor known explicitly.

Natural inference is an answer to the problem of formal inference of
reaching concrete and contingent facts. Newman had objected that formal
inference could not determine contingent facts because it used so-called
universals and abstrsctions which could not deterwine the concrete and con-
tingent. Natural inference, in proceeding from things to things and from
conorete to concrete and from wholes to wholes, uses ne universals to deter-
mine its conclusions. Therefore it avoids the problem which formel inference
involves of procceding from a naerrow verbalized aspect of reality to a con~
crote fact of reality. Although natural inference does avoid this problem,
it still does not justify the process by which 1t does proceed to the new
concrete fact. Its process is implicit, and its sole justification lies in
the facts that it is a natursl process and that it worka.aé

Ye see that althoush natural infsrence brings reasoning abové the merely
verbal level of thought and works directly on concrete reality and gives
concrete conciusions, it still leaves the following difficulties in reason-
ing: (1) Nstural inference can account neither for its assumptions nor for
its own unccnscious process (except by its naturalness and success): the

question is therefore raised as to whether there is s consclous counterpert

26 Of. thie thesis, 54-57, for e considerstion of Newmen and nominalism,
and whether he can consistently speak of the nature of anything.
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of matural inference which cen sccount for its assumptions and process.
(2) Natural inference does not explain how the mind works on iong complicated
cases in which the parts of the argument and groupings of these parts must at
some time bo ssen separately; in such a case, the whols would be too large to
be taken in st first with one unconscious view of it. (3) Natural inference
does not explain how formal inferencs is to be of use to man. Nzwman hes

7

atated earlier in The Qrammer of Assent that formal inference is uaafu1,2

but natural infersnce is unconscious and non-verbal, and thersfare cannot be
aided by formal inference. In the next chapter we will investigate Newman's
theory of informal inference and the Illative Sense in order %o learn whather

this theory can give a solution to the problems of ressoning raised thus far.

27 of. GA, 198, 199, 217, 229.

m———




CHAPTER IV

INFORMAL INFERENCE

Informal inference for Newmsn is fundamentally e cumulation of probabil-
ities which together enable ues to be certain of a concrete and individual
conclusion. Newman first learned the importance of probabilities from Butler's
Analogz;l however he developed his doctrine of the cumuletion of probabilities
far beyond Butler's doctrine on probability. For Butler, probabilities gave
the answers to practical questions only; for Newman, probabilities also enable
us to attain eancwers to speculative questions: "Butler tends to reduce the
certainty to a practical certainty, viz. that it is safor Lo act as if the
conclusion were true; I meintain thet probabilities lead to a speculative
cortainty."z

The probabilities which are accumulated in informal inference are called
probabilities because sach one of them, taken separstely, is a probable indi-
cation of the conclusion. Considered in itsslf, each one of the probabilities

is really known certaminly by the reasoner; its probability lies in its function

as indicating by itself a conclusion. Perhaps P. Flanagen states this more

Constitution and Course of Nature, 17

2 From Newman's letter to Canon Walker, 1864; quoted in Boekraad,
{Personal Conquest, 288. Harper pointe out thst the scientific sceptic,
{¥11liem Froude, seems to have adhered more strictly than Newman to Butler's
;dicgua that probability is the guide of life (Harper, Newman and Froude, 124-
125).

1 J. Butler, The Analogy of Religion. Natural and Revealed, to the

50'
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clearly when he eays that "the probability attaches not to thersxistence of
the evidence but to the judgment which each isolated piece of evidence will
warrent.”” Tiis fact is not stated explicitly by Newmen in the Grammsr of
Aseent, but it is quite clsarly implied throughout the section on informal
inference; hs does state that the arguments of informal inference are, in
tneir letter, probabilitias;a calling the srgument & probability indicates
thst the conclusion is probably determined by the piece of evidence, even
though the evidence itself 1s certainly known.

“ach of thesze cumulating probabilities must be independent of one snother &
1f they were not independent, their cumulation would not heve se much meaning
and strength in pointing out a conclusion. These probabilities should confirm
end correct one another.6 By their mutual confirmation the cumulation of
probabilities is able to converge toward one conclueion. If the probabilities
were not independent their mutual confirmation snd correction would have no
added vaelue toward indicating a conclusion. The converging probabilities,
however, do not actually touch the conclusion in the wey that a demonstration

doea. The conelusion in concrete matter 1s foreseen or predicted rether than

%2 p. Flanagen, Newman, Faith and the Believer, Westminster, 1946, 101.

4 Ca, 223,
5 Ibid., 219, 242,

Ibid., 222.
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actually grasped.7 In a letter written in 1846, when a French edition of his
Oxford University Sermons and kesay on Development was being prepared,

2
Newman said, "I use 'probable' in opposition to 'demonatrative'.”a Such a

meaning for probable is not necessarily opposed to what is certain, but only
to what is demonstratod.9 Arguments which are probable in the sense that
they do not demonetrate the conclusion,can still require an iasent with
certitude from us.

Newman comperes the way that the cumulaetion of probabilities in informal
inference arrives at its conclusion with the way that a regular polygon in-
ecribed in a circle tends to become that circle as its asides are continually
diminiahed.lo As this tendency of the polygon to becoms the circle never gets
beyond a tendency, so also the sccumulated probabilities of informel inference
converge toward e conclusion, and "approach it more nearly then any assignable
difference, yet do not touch it logically, (though only not touching it) on
account of the nature of its subject-matter, and the delicate and implicit

? ll WC

character of at least a part of the reasonings on wnich it depends.
should note that the subject-matter of informal inference is such thet it

cannot be touched logicslly in any way, either by the cumulation of probabil-

7 Ibid., 244,

8 vward, Life, I, 168,

9 1In this thesies I will not treat directly of certitude because it is
an assent, rather than the mere result of inference.

10 GA, 244,
11 1lbid.
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ities in informal inferénce or by the universals of formal inference. I[he
converging probabilities however, unlike the universals of formal iriference,
can render the conclusion "as good as proved® or tney can "amount to a
proof': the proof is the limit of the convergling probabilities, as the circle
is the limit of the approaching polygon in Newman's analogy.12
The converging probebilities are called by Newman "subtle and circu-

213 "delicate and implicit,“l4 "intricate" and "in part invisible," 1

itous,
Thue it is seen that the converging probesbilities that neke up informal in-
ference do not have the obviousness thet characterizes formal inference, but
rather partake of the implicitness of naturel inference. The reasons of in-
formal inference may often be missed by people becauee of their subtle
character. iut not all of the converging probabilities are subtle; Newmen
[paye that they are more or lees implicit and that at least part of the reasson-
ing is delicete and implicit,16 hinting thaet some parts are explicit.

The convergence of probabilities in informal inference is something that

is felt as a whole, rather than something that can be exactly enumerated.

[lewman says that the probabilities are too numerous and various to be convert-

12 Ibid.
13 1Ibid., 219.
14 1bid., 244,
15 Ibid., 250.

16 Cf. ibid., 222, 244,
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ed into Byllogiame.17 These numerous probabilities work on the wind in a
body, by some sort of unwritten summing up; this body of probvabilities which
is the proof is seen only es a hody.l8 Analogous to this judgment based on a
body of proof seen only se a body is the way by which we distinguish the old
from the young, ér brothers from one another, without being able to give the
reasons for the distinctione.19 Not only is the body of proof taken as @
whole’in informael inference, but also the conclusion is taken as a whole to-
gether with the body of proof: "“e grasp the full tale of premisses and the

conclusion, per modum unius, - - by a sort of instinctive perception of the

legitimate conclusion in end through the pramissoa.“zo Again Newman compares

this percevtion to the way in which an object of sense presentis iteelf to our

view as one whole, and not in separate parts.21
In the matter of the implicitness of proof and in the fact that the

proof and conclusion are taken as a whole, informal inference is not 1dehtica1

to natural inference. Newman says that the process of informal inference is

nl2

‘more or less implicit, whereas the process of natural inference is com-

pletely implicit. Newman indicates the greater explicitness of informal

17 Ibid., 219,

18 Cf. ibid., 222 ,
19 Ibid.

20 Ibid., 229.

21 1bid.

22 Ibid., 222,
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infarence zs comparad to natural inforence both by hi2 examples of informal

inferance 27 und by his theory. The very fact that s cupulaticn of probabil-

ities is usad in informsl infercnce suggests that tho various parts of the

proof must be known; these parte must be sesn to some extent individually and

explicitly in order that they can be known as independent and corroborating

one anothor. The fact that inforamal inferenca, unlike natural inference, has

uz2 for the explicit processes of formal inference, also indicates the rel-

ative explieciiness of informal inforence. Iono, in comparing the explicitness

of informal infersance and natural inference, siates that in the former "the

probable propositions converging to one definite point, are more or loas

expliclitly prominent in the mind though not in all detsils, wheress with the

latter there is no axplicit consciousneas of antecedents at

all."gb

In a sermon given at Oxford University in 1839, Newman said: "A good

ard a bad man will think very differont things probable.“25 The idea behind

this saying was later developed by Newman in the Grammar of Assent, where

Newman atbteches much imporiance to the personsl ¢lementz in the acquisition

of truth.26 We should expect that personal elements would be important in

informal inference zince the probabilities which are to converge toward a

23
24
25
26

Cf. ibid., 223-228, 230-240, 245-250, for examples.
feno, J. i, Newman, 140,

Hewman, Oxford Bermons, 191; cf. alao 237.

Begay GA, 223, 229, 235, 243, 249; cf. also Newman's letter to

Fr. Coleridge in 1871, in ¥Ward, Life, II, 270.
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conclusion in informal inference are often subtle and partly invisible; a man
with the wrong personsl dispositions may find thet for him the probdbilitiea
ar: too subtle or invisible and therefore have no value in indicating the
truth of a conolusion.27 Newman saw personal factors involved throughout the
reasoning process: in relation to first principles snd the way that a case is
vieved, in relation to antecedent reassons and prejudices, :znd in relation to
the acceptance of probebilities and their convergence.

The personal elements thet Newman mentions as important in concrete
reassoning pertain to the moral, intellectusl, and experientisl espects of g
person. The moral character of a person influencee the way in which he sees
first principles of truth: "perception of its [:truth'{] first principles
which 1s natural to ue is enfeebled, obstructed, perverted, by allurements
of sense and the supremacy of self, and on the other hand, quickened by
aspirations efter the aupernaturnl.“za Newman'e view on the reletionship
batween prudence and reasoning also indicates the prominence of personal
moral factore in his reasoning theory. He holds that the moral quality of
prudence is required in all non-ebstract proo@s.29 The judiclium prudentis

viri is the standard of certitude in all concrete matters, not only in cases

of practice but also in speculative questions (in regard to truth or falsity)

as the supplement of logic.Bo In addition to prudence, other personal moral

27 Qa, 223.
28 1Ibid., 257.
29 Ibid., 241,

50 1Ibid,
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prerequisites for inferring truth in conercte matter include a zense of duty
and ar intellsctual conacientiousnsss.51 In special fields of inquiry, other
added moral quelities are required; Newman says this about inquirers in the
field of religion: "They must be 'aa much in earnest about religion, as about
thelr temporal affairs, capable of being convinced, on real evidence, that
there is a God who gove ns the world, and feel themselvee to be of & moral
nature and accountable creaturea.“'52 ¥ithout such «oral prerequisites s
person is most likely to misunderstand,or to miss completely, arguments asbout
religious matters,

Although Newmen stresses the moral personal elements in concrete resson-
ing, he also mentions intellectual and experiential factors in reasonings which
are personal. In commenting on a statement by Coleridge about the relation
of God and creatures, Newman mentions these personal elements which would
determine how much benefit one could derive from Coleridge's statement: "The
gensral state of our mental discipline and cultivation, our own experience,
our sprreciation of religious ideas, the perspicacity and steadiness of our
intellsctual vision."5§ In other place=z Newman’ﬁpeaka of strength of mind,
power of sustained attention, and presentimente end opinions as personal

factors which influence one's reasoning.

31 Ibid., 242.
32 1bid., 243; Newmsn says his quotation is from Butler, Analogy,278.
33 1Ibid., 232,

34 Cf. ibid., 235, 240.
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Newmen finds thaet the personsl element in informal inference is indicated
by the languapge used to describe concrete conclusions.

de are considered to feel, rather than to see, its cogency; and we

decide, not that the conclusion must be, but that it cannot bLe

otherwise. "e say that we do not see our wey to doubt it, that it

iz impos-ible to doubt, that we are bound to believe it, that we

should be idiote, if we did not believe. 59
Newvmen states that phraaes such ae these are used when doubt is altogether
absent in order %o signify that we arrived at the cenclusion: not by a scien-
tific nece:sity independent of ourselves, but by the action of our mirde under
a sense of duty to the conclusions and with intellectual conscientiousness.56
A man has = duty to accept some things as true; to act otherwise would be to
act as an idiot would act. Hvsn though we cannot demonstrate some conclusions,
we xpow that they cannot be otherwise,

The fact that the personal element ie so important in the attainment of
truth in concrete matiers has important consequences in the ways in which such
matters are to b2 taught or lsarned. Newman ssys that wo should use language
"to stiwulets, in those to whom we address ourselves, a mode of tninking and
trains of thought similar Yo our own, leading them on by their own independent
action, not by any syllogistic campulaion."57 Such a wathod of teaching will
produce batter resulte beceuse it considers the manner in which ihe uind oper-

atez, as living and personal, and not as a computer which can be forced 4o

give cpecific results if it is fed specific data. The procedurs of learning

35 Ibid., 241,

36 Ibid., 242.

37 Ibid., 235.
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js also affected by the importance of the personal elemernt in acquiring
truth. "Our criterion of truth is not so much the manipulation of propositions,
a5 the intellectual and woral character of the person meinteining tham.“§8
The teacher'c rerconal qualities indicete how trustworthy his teaching may be.
It is not merely by chance or by man's planning that such a process ss
informal inference exists. Newman states thaet informal inference ie the
methed by which we resch certitude in concrote matters "fram the nature of the
case, and fros the constitution of the human mind‘”59 Becauge of the nature of
the humen mind it must uze the method of converging probsbilities if it is to
reason to concrete conclusions and attain certitude about then. Newman calls
it & "law of our nature," that we accept as trus and assent absolutely to
propositions thet sre not logically demonstrated by their premisaes.ho
Pundezental to the supra-logical processes of informal end natural infer-
ence ic their principle, the Illstive Sense. 1In a letter to Dr. Meynell,
Hewman says: "Jut I concider Ratiocination fer higher, more subtle, wider,
more certain than logical inference, and 1ts principle of action is the
"Illative Sense,” vhich I treat of %towsrds the end of the volume [:hhs Or ammar

41
of ﬂssenﬂj ! Although the Illative Sense is called & sense, it is an in-

38 Ibid., 230.
39 Ibid., 223,

40 vard, Life, I1, 248, from a letter of Newman's to . Wilberforce
in 1868; Harper, Newman and Frouds, 202.

41 verd, Life, II, 258,
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tellsctual power; Newman pointc out thst he is usiny "sense" as persllel to its

4 :
use in good senee, common sense, or senss of besuty. 2 In the Grammer of

e——

tsaent, NMewman cells the Illstive Jense the verfection or virtue of the per-
sonal sction of ths ratiocinetive i’asn‘al’(:y;}*5 it 1s the power of judging end

44 By compsring these descriptione of the Illativg

concluding in its perfection.
Sense with that given in the letter to Dr. Meynell, we diecover thst the llla-
tive 3ense hed two meanings for Newman: the principle of concrets reasoning in
everyons, and the perfection of the principle of reaeoning. Everyone has an
Jllative -ence, yst the Illative Sense implies a perfection of reasonming. It
ceeme that these two mesninge of the Illative Sense should be taken as two
aspects of zan's reasoning power: the first aspect is this power in es much

as it come= fromw the very nature of men; the second is this power as it exists
in gifted or experierced ressonerc. Much of Fewman's expositicn of the Ill-
ative fense is through analogies betwsen the Illative fensce and parallel
"sencer”. Cne of thece parsllsl senece ie phronesie. It is noteworthy thaet
Nevmer holde thet phronesie includes two espects perellel to the twe of the
Illative Sense: "It [Ehrcnnciﬁ:]ccmma of an accuired hebit, though it hes its
First origir in neture itself, a%d it ic formed ond metured by prectice end

L)

experience,

42 ¢4, 262-263.
5 Ikid., 262,
bh  1bid.,268; of. aleo 260 end 274 for eimiler definitions.

48 Ibid., 269.
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The function of the Illative Sense is to be the ultimate test of truth
and error in our inferences in concrete reaaoninga;aé it is " a rule to itself,
and appeals to no judgment beyoﬁd its own;““7 it goes beyond words and syllo-
gisms, and is wmore versatile than they are.aa Newman agein uses senses
parallel to the Illative Sense in order to show the reasonableness of the
supremacy of the Illative Sense in its field: "just as there is no sufficient
test of poetical excellence, heroic action, or gentlemanlike conduct, other
than the particular mental sense, be it genius, taste, sense of propriety,
or the moral sense, to which these subject-mestters are severally cammited,"49
30 also is the Illative Sense the test of reasoning, in conocrete matter.
Phronesis especially is stressed by Newman as a power of the mind esimilar to
the Illative Jense in its ability to go beyond rules and dezl with the con-

crete o50

Only by our own phronesis cen we decide our own personal neede and
our own golden mean; ethical rules are not in themselves enough for the par-
ticular case, and can be applied to the particular case only by the living
action of the intellect. Likewise, in the field of reasoning on concrete
matter, the rules of logic sre inadequate by themselves; we are obliged to use

the Illative Sense in reasoning on concrete matter, and thereby we are apply-

ing the living action of the intellect as the final norm of resasoning.

46 1bid., 275.
47 Ibid., 274.
48 1Ibid., 228, 273.

49 1Ibid., 273.
50 1bid., 268-271.
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Another similarity of the Illative 3enss and Yhronesis is found in the
fact that both are departmentsl: i.e., both phronesis and the Illative Sense
tend to be attached to particular subject-matters, rather than to be of equal
power in all subject-mattere.51

Properly speaking, there sre as msny kinds of phronesis as there are

virtues; for the judgment, good sense, or tact which is conspicuous

in e man's conduct in one subject-matter, is not necessarily trace-

able in another. ««she may be just and cruel, brave and sensusl,

imprudent end patient. 52
In a similer manner, taste and skill are used in referencs to painting,
architecture, music, or gymnastic exercises, even though no one taste or skill
is applicable to sll of these; rather, there is a taste or skill united indis-

solubly to the subject-matter of each field.55

In the ssame manner, the
Illstive Sence may be possessed by a person in one department of thought, for
inatance, history, end not in another, for instance, philosophy.sa In 1871

in the preface to the third edition of his Oxford University Sermons, Newman

gave ressons for the depsrtmentslity of ressmoning.

This inequality of the faculty in one and the same individual,

with respect to different subject-matters, srises from two causes: -~
from want of experience and familiarity in the details of a given
subject-matter; and from ignorance of the principles or axioms,

often recondite, which belong to it. 35

51 ‘e have already seen that natural inference, which is carried on
by the Illative Sense, is departmental. Newman had long recognized that
reasoning is departmental, and hed mentioned this fact in a sermon in 1840.
(Newman, Oxford Sermons, 259-260).

52 @A, 271.

5% Of. ibid., 271-272.
54  1bid., 272.
55 Newman, Oxford Sermons, xiii-xiv.




43,

Besides the relations of similarity between the Illative Jense and

hronesis, Newmen aleoc held some type of real connection between these two
powers. Je have already seen that prudence is a part of any non-sbstract
proof and is the stendard of certitude in concrete mntter.56 In a letter
to . “ilberforce in the summer of 1868, Newman is more explicit about the
connection of phronesie with reasoning and certitude:

I think it is phronssis which tells when to discard the logical

imperfection and to assent to the conclusion which ought to be

drawn in order to demonmstration but is not guite . Ko syllogism

can prove to me that Nature is uniform -~ but the ergument is so

strong, though not demonstrative, that I should not be Fhronimos

but & fool, to doubt,57
This letter shows the identification of a function of phronesis with a
function of the Illative 39nse;58 this function ie to judge when a con-
clusion that is not demonstrated should receive an aseent.

#e now come to the question of the range of the Illative Sense. Newman
says that this power attends the whole course of concrete reasoning, from
antecedents to consequents, at the start, course, and conclusion of the
inquiry.59 In its application to s specific case the lllative Sense at the

beginning acts on the statement of the case. "Thie depends on the particular

aepect under which we view a subject, that is, on the abstrection which forms

56 Ga, 241.

57 Ward, Life, 248-249, wWard pointe out that this letter was written
at the time that Newmaen had nearly finished the first draft of the Grammar
of Assent.

58 The Illative Sense has other functions besides this one, as will
be seen in the following consideration of its range.

59 GA, 274, 275.
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our representative notion of what it is."éo In other words, the statement of
the case is the peculiar and personal way in which our Illative Sense views

the concrete matter which is to be investigated. Thue in regard to the invest-
igation of the physical world, the case could be stated as concerning a series

61 .

of final causees or a series of initial (efficient) causes. Sometimes a case
mey be stated in a simpler and more intelligible manner thaen it had been pre-
viouely, beceuse of the discovery of a new aspect of the case. However, such
a new aspect may be discovered to be unreal.62 Newman exemplifies the different
ways in which different people view things by reference to how differently
people will interpret lines, colors, letters of the alphabet, or family like-
nesgses: e.g., the same curved line will be taken by some people as concave
and by others as c:onvex.é5 In intellectual questions about concrete matters,
personal factors are even more likely to influence our statement of the case
to be investigated. It is the Illative Sense which doss this work of stating
the case.

Further, the Illative Sense is responsible for the "implicit assumption

of definite propositions in the firet start of a course of reasoning, and the

arbitrary exclusion of othera."64 As alwaye, this work of the Illative 3Sense

60 Ibid., 282.

61 Cf. ibid.

62 cf. ibid., 283.
65 1bid., 283, 284,

64 1Ibid., 285,
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is personal. The action of the Illative 3ense on firet principles is extreme-
ly important. Newman says that assumptions, principles, tastes and opinions,
all of which are of e personal character, are half the battle in inference.65
To assume that we have no right to make any assumptions and that we must begin
with & universal doubt, is the greatest of assumptions; and to forbid assumpt-
ions universally is to forbid this one also.66 Even our nature and our method
of ressoning are assumptions;67 it ie up to the personal action of the Illative
Sense to decide what assumptions are the correct ones to be made at the start
of any course of reassoning in concrete matter.

Yet another function of the Illative Sense is to act on the arguments
by which the question is to be answered and on the determination of the
cdnclusion. Some of the arguments advanced as part of the solution of the
case are what Newman calle antecedent reasons. Antecedent reesons are prob-
abilities or arguments which we bring with us to en investigation even before
we start investigating. They amount to prejudgments about the facte of the
case, sre in great measure made by ourselves, and belong to our pereonal
character.68 Such antecedent reasons can be good or bad depending on the
nature of the case and on our character. Newman says that antecedent reason-

ing is safe when it is negative; e.g., the notorious bravery of Alexander the

65 1bid., 274.
66 1bid., 286.
67 1Ibid.

68 1Ibid., 289.
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Great is an antecedent reason which would justify us in rejecting any charge
of cowardice against him.69 However, our knowledge of his bravery does not
enable us to perform an act of positive antecedent reasoning in order to con-
clude that on a particular occasion he placed e particuler act of bravery.Yo
It is the function of the Illative Zense to judge on the value of antecedent
reasons; this function, like any other function of the Illative Sense, is
exercised in a personal manner according to the individual Illative Sensee.

Finally, the 1llative Sense is the principle of the judging and accumu-
lating of probabilities or arguments, and of discerning the convergence of the
probabilities toward a conclusion. Newmen refers to this method of procedure
of the Illative 3ense in coming to a conclusion as "the elementary principle
of that mathematical caloulus of modern times."’l

The Illative Sense operates throughout the entire course of reasoning on
concrete matter, from beginning to end. Since all of this work of the Illative
Sense is done in a personal mamner, it does not provide a common measure be-
tween minds;72 a strictly personal action cannot be communicated in exact
common measure to anocther person in the manner that abstractions can be
communicated.

If the Illative Sense is to be the ultimate test of the validity of

69 1Ibid.
70 Cf. ibid.
71 1bid., 2753.

72 Cf. ibid., 275.
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inference in concrete matter, its credentials for such a position must be
examined. Newman's starting point in showing the validity of the Iilative
“ense is that we must accept the facts of nature.

If 1 may not assume that I exist, and in a particular way, that is,

with a particular mental constitution, I have nothing to speculate

about, eand had better let speculation alone. Such as I am, it is

my all; this is my essential stand-point, and must be taken for

granted; otherwise, thought is but an idle amusement, not worth

the trouble . . . . I cannot think, reflect, or judge ebout ny

being, without sterting from the very point which I sim at conclud~

ing. It is enough for the proof of the value and authority of any

function which I possess, to be able to pronounce that it is natural.’~
Newman74 continues his argument for the Illative Sense by saying that what is
natural to a being cannot be considered as a fault of that being. The prin-
ciple of vitality of every being keeps the being as one whole with no warring
parte. Since other beings find their good in the use of their particular
fpatures, there is reason for anticipating that to use duly our own nature
is our interest as well as our necessity. ireculiar to man is the fact that
he i3 a being of progress; this progress is had by his personal effort in the
hse of his faculties. The law of man's being is that he be emphatically
pelf-made. This law of progress is carried out by means of the acquisition
pf' knowledge, of which inference and assent sre the immediate instruments.
‘e appeal to man as a fact to find out the law of nie mind in regard to the
faculty of inference. Macts make us confess that there is no ultimate test

o truth besides the testimony borne to truth by the mind itself, in regard

}o concrete conclusions. This situation is inevitaole for man. His progrese

73 1bid., 263, 264,

74  This argument is from Ibid., 264-267.

)
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is a living growth, not a mechanicel movement, and the instruments of his
growth are mental acts and not formulas of language. All that we can do is
to take man and his powers as we find them. 3ince we know that all creation
is the expression of God's will, we may substitute for a resignation to man's
destiny and nature, a cheerful concurrence in an overruling Providence, and
gecurely take our faculties as we find them. The theory of the lllative Sense
fits in with man's powers as ws find them and with his growth theough mental
acts rather than by formulas of language.

Newman explicitly rejects the position that man has faith in his reason-
ing power (i.e., Newman holds that man knows the validity of his reasoning
pover; its validity is not something in which man has a weakly-based trust.):
"but of all these improprieties, none is so great as to say I have faith in
consciousness, and in reason or reasoning, for reessoning is the very breath of
ry existence, for by it I know that I exist."75

The end result which man achieves after the work of the Illative Zense in
informal inference may be called moral certitude.76 Certitude is an assent,
rather than an inference; but if the person by nis Illative Sense sees that
the probgbilities so indicate the conclusion that he would be a fool not to

assent to the conclusion, he will normelly essent to the conclusion and have

75 This ie from an unpublished manuscript of Newman's (MS-A.46.5) which
wae written in 1859. It has recently been published in Boekraad and Tristram,
The Argument from Conscience to the Existence of God sccordine to J. H. Newman,
Louvain, 1961, 106, and also ind. Collins, Philosoghica &eadlngs in Cardinal
Newman, Chicego, 1961, 194,

76« GA, 242, On the same page Newman says that he generally avoids
using the word moral in relation to certitude and evidence because it has e
vague meaning.
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woral certitude about it. Newman says that moral certitude is all that we can

attain not only in ethical and spiritual matters but also in terrestrial and
cosmical questione.77 Informal inference gives a moral demonstration which
leads toward moral certitude. Newman made the following analogy in order to
clarify the neture of moral demonstration:

An iron rod represents mathematical or strict demonstration; a

cable represents moral demonstretion, which is an sssemblage of

probabilities, separetely insufficient for certainty, but, when

put together, irrefragable. A men who said "I cannot trust a

cable, I must have an iron bar’, would in certain given cases,

be irretional and unreasonable: - 80 t00 is a man who says I

must have a rigid gomonntration, not a moral demonstration, of

religious truth. 4

We have considered the nature of informsl inference and its principle,
the Illative 3ense, in this chapter. We have seen thet informal inference is
a2 cumulation of independent probabilities in concrete matter which converge
toward a conclusion; this cumulation is carried on by the Illative Sense, and
the entire process of reassoning is influenced by personal elements. 1t now
remains for us to learn the relation of the process of informal inference
to formal and natural inference.
Pirst we shall consider the relation of informal inference to formal in-

ference. Newman says that informal inference “does not supersede the logical

form of inference, but is one and the same with it; only it is no longer an

77 Ibid. s should keep in mind that Newman is speaking about questions
regarding concrete matters in these fields.

78 Letter of Newman's to Canon Walker, July 6, 1864, quoted in Werd,
Life, II, 43,
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abstraction, but caerried out into the realities of life.“79 He also says
that informal inference, "acting through them[;gg., formal processes of in-
ference:]reachos to conclusions beyond and above them."80 Informal inference
works "not indeed to the exclusion, but as the supplement of logic."81 Theee
statements indicate that informal inference is not completely separated from
formal inference, but rather works both through and beyond it. Whereas formal
inference cannot reach the concrete at all, informal inference, working
through formel inference, can go beyond formal inference and indicate concrete
facts in its conclusions eo that we can assent with certitude to the conclu-
sions. Formal inference aide informal inference by keeping the mind from
running wild,82 end by providing the many other aids which were mentioned in
the chapter on formal 1nference.85 Newman is not speaking exactly when he eays|

84

that informal inference is the "supplement of logic. It is rather formal

inference which is a supplement to informal; Newman states that the relation

of formal inference to informal ie analogous to the relation of a sketch to a

85

portrait. As a sketch shows the rough outlines of a portrait in order that

79 Ga, 222,

80 Ibid., 240.

81 Ibid., 241,

82 1bid., 200.

83 Cf. this thesis, 13-14.
84 G4, 219.

85 Ibid., 241.
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a well ordered portrait might be obtained, so formal inference shows the
rough outlines of thought and reasoning, in order that we might have & well

ordered teasoning process, Formal inference is useful, but"only in subord-
Naéi

ination to a higher logic, e+, in concrete reasoning, formel inference
is useful only in subo:dination to informal inference.

The relation of informal inference and natural inference is not treated
explicitly by Newman. That there is a close connection between these two
types of inference is shown by the similarities of the two: both are the work
of the Illative Sense and departmental; both are personal, depending upon the
moral character and intellectual ekill and experience of the individual; both
deal with concrete evidence and arrive at concrete conclusions. Informal
inference also partakes of the implicitness of natural inference to a certain
extent; some of the probabilitles may be grasped in an implicit manner, and
the summing up of the converging probabllities into the conclusion is an
unwritten summing up, in which the premisses and conclusion are seen as a
whole.

Despite theee esimilarities, informal and naturel inference are distinct.
The main difference betweern the two is the fact that the procese itself of
natural inference is‘entirely unconscious; the man using natural inference

cannot say how he arrived at his conclusion. Informal inference on the

86 Ibid., 230.
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contrary‘is not 8o unconscious: the converging probabilities can bq enumer-
ated. Informal inference's explicitneses is also shown by the fact that it
has use for formal inference, whereae natural inference is so implicit

that it has no use at all for formal inference.




CHAPTER V.

SUMMARY AND EVALUATION.

Newman's purpose in his theory of reasoning in the Grammar of Assent

was to discuss the process by which we arrive at concrete and individusl
conclusions. In his effort to find the reasoning process which would en-

able us to know the concrete and individual, Newman first considers formal
inference. Formal inference is reasoning as it is marked out by words,
propositions and syllogisms. The scientific form of formsl inference is
logic. Although Newman admits many uses of formal inference, he mainteine
that it has serious inadequacies, especially in regard to concrete matter.
Formal inference must assume some premisses; it is unable to prove all its
premisses. Formal inference is unable to reach the concrete and individual
in its conclusions because it is carried on by means of abstractions. Formal
inference is unable to do full justice in expressing thought since formal in-
ference is verbal, and thought exceeds the merely verbal.

Naturel inference, according to Newman, ie the apprehension of a conclu-
sion without consciousness of the process, and eometimes even of the anteced-
ents, which lead to the conclusion. Natural inference proceeds from the con-
crete to the concrete; it does not use words. Informal inference ies the
cumulation of probabilities which converge toward a concrete conclusion. The
conclusion is the limit toward which these probabilities tend; they do not

actually touch the conclusion logicelly, but they show that the conclusion is
53.
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inevitable. Some conclusions of informal inference can be attained only if
certain personal elements (concerning moral character, and skill and exper-
fence in the subject-matter) are present in the reasoner. Informal inference
hes somewhat of e resemblance to natural inference in that some of ite
premisses may be implicit and its antecedents and conclusion may be grasped
as a whole, and to a certain extent it is non-verbal.

The Illative 3ense is the principle of the supra-logical reasoning of
both natural and informal inference. It operates throughout the entire
course of concrete reasoning, from the statement of the case and acceptance
of first principles, to the judging of arguments and the judgment about the
conclusion., It is the ultimate norm of truth in reasoning on concrete
matters. Ite sanction is found in the fact that man is a personal and
growing being, and the Illative Sense fits in with personal growth through
reasoning. The Illative Sense is departmental; therefore, both natural and
informal inference tend to be attached to particular subject-matters accord-
ing to the individual's aptitudes. Since the process of natural inference
is completely unconscious, it has no use for formal inference. Informal
inference however is able to use formal inference, and worke through and
beyond it.

The first task of this evaluation of Newman's reasoning theory is to
locate this theory in regard to its own position as a body of knowledge with-
in the field of philosophy. There is some difficulty in classifying Newman's

reasoning theory within any one of the traditional divisione of philosophy.
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As reasoning theory, one would expect that it would fall within logic; if
logic is the science that studies mental operstions in order that they may
be directed toward truth, any theory that purportes to aid reasoning in attain-
ing truth is a part of logic.1 Therefore, there is good reason for consider-
ing Newman's reasoning theory to pertain to logic since it does study mental
operations in order that they may be directed toward truth. However, Newnman
himself took logic to be the scientific form of what he called formal infer-
ence, and he considered his theory of netural and informal inference to be
ebove the logical. What Newman called logic was really the formal logic of
reasoning; this is concerned with the formal structures of reasoning as they
are manifested by language structures. Material logic, which might prevent
formal logic from becoming overly abstracted from reality, was neglected in
Newman's age.2 Because of this neglect, logic became practically synonomous
with formal logic; even in our day, logic is often considered only in its
formal aspect. especially in symbolic logic. Since Newman's theory of
reasoning contains so much beyond the formal aspects of reesoning, in regard
to both the objects on which we reason and the subject who reasons, it might

be misleading to claseify his theory as logic. Nevertheless there is some

1 VWe sre here prescinding from the question of the validity or non-
validity of such a theory; true logic and false logic both pertain to the
field of logic.

2 "Indeed, for some three hundred years, no less, prior to the advent
of this newer logic, the schools of Europe had apparently committed them-
selves to presenting an empty husk of logic, which they called Aristotelian, .
« « o" (Henry E. Veatch, Intentional Logic, New Haven, 1952, 3; cf. aleo
396, note 2, on the neglect of material logic).
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reason for calling it logic, since it does give a method and other advice (e.g.,
the method of convergigg probabilities, the recommendations to consider person-
al factors required for vaerious reasoning processes, and the need for familiar-
ity with the subject-matter) in order that the rind may be directed to truth.
Newman himself speaks of a "higher logic" above verbal argumentation.5
Another possible classification for Newman's reasoning theory is episte-

mology. Dessain,4 however, holds that Newman is not dealing with eplstemology

in the Grammer of Assent. Although Newman's mein purpose in the Grammer of

Assent was not epiestemological, he does treat an epistemological problem in a
brief way. Newman does decide that his theory of the Illative Sense is valid
because it explaine the living growth of men through knowing and reasoning.
He also judges from the nature of concrete matter and from the nature of the
human mind, that certitude may arise from srguments that are in their letter
probabilities. Therefore, Newman does hold that man can know concrete ex-
ternal reality. Newman, however, does not have an epistemology in the usual
sense of the word. He doee not argue to a theory of what the mind knows, as

does Kant in his Critique of Pure Reasson, or Hegel in his Fhenomenology of

Mind. He rather takes for granted that the mind does know reality in the
moderate realist sense of reality. Any development of epistemology would

seem to be impossible for Newman since he held that in any criticlism of our

3 Ga, 230.

4, C. S. Dessain, "Cardinal Newman on the Theory and Practice of
knowledge," Downside Review, 75 (1957), 7.
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minds we must start at the very point at which we hope to end. Hise episte-
mology amounts to a practical attitude: use your human nature as you find it;
accept natural and informal inference because they are descriptive of the
living, personal growth of a human nature in knowledge.

Most of Newman's theory of reasoning pertains to the field of rational
psychology or philosophy of man. Newman's psychology is greatly to be pre-
ferred to much modern psychology which evelves its theories within analogical
models of man, thereby saying nothing directly of man; Newman's theory, on
the contrary, is a descriptive theory of man's reesoning; he described the
observable facts of man'e reasoning processes in concrete matter, and then
he points out the essential factors within these processes, and then he adds
his hypothesis of the Illagive Sense to explain these facte. Instead of
attempting to isolate hie reasoning theory from the philosophy of the human
person, as is done in logic, Newman tries to include his reasoning theory
within the philosophical position that man is a self-making personal unity
that grows through acquiring knowledge.

Newman's theory of reasoning shows maeny insights into the nature of man's
feasoning and the nature of man himself. His doctrine of the wholeness or
[pimplicity of natural inference indicates an important insight into the oper-
[ption of the human mind. The most valuable of Newman's insights into the
jpature of reasoning and of man concern the personsl and non-verbal aspects

of reasoning. His doctrine that moral character and skill and experience

ffect reasoning ability, and that what is a proof to one person will be

fEnadequate for another, shows the unity of the human person and the mutual
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interaction of the various parts of the person. His theory that concrete
ressoning goes beyond the merely verbal level of thought indicates more about
the nature of man's mind. His realization that reasoning to concrete conclu-
sions requires a different method from that of reasoning to non-concrete con-
clusions, and his theory of informal inference are also important for an
understanding of how man's mind operates. The Illative Sense also represents
a contribution to psychology. And all of Newman's reasoning theory fite in
with his doctrine that man is self-creating and grows through acquiring know-
ledge in a living way.

Although Newmen does present a "higher logic" with methods and advice for
correct reasoning, his reasoning theory should be considered primarily ae a
contribution to the philosophy of man: his insights are primarily into the
nature of man's mental operations and secondarily into the means for correctly
guiding these operations.

Since Newman's theory of reasoning ie primarily part of a philoeophy of
man that is based on observation, it is fitting that our primary evaluation
of it be based on & consideration of how accurately Newman does describe the
reality of reasoning. First we shall consider natural inference. Our decision
about the accuracy of Newman's description of the reality of reasoning will
depend upon the answers to these questions: Does reasoning sometimes occur
as the apparently immediaete grasping of a conclusion, without awarenese of
the antecedents? Can we reason directly from unconscious concrete antecedents

to a concrete conclusion, without ueing words as mediums of our reassoning?
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One example that Newman gives of natural inference concerne physicians
who excel in the diagnosis of complaints. e should study this example in
order to learn whether it shows (a) an immediate grasp of a conclusion while
the process leading to the conclusion,and maybe even the antecedents,are
unconecious; (b) reasoning from concrete to concrete, without words as a
modium,

Newman says that some physiciane excel in the diagnosie of complainte
even though they may be unable to defend their diagnosis against that of
enother physician. In such a case the physician would perceive (we should
not restriot "perceive" to the merely sensible level, but rather include aleo
intellectual perception) the over-all physical state of the person. He would
proceed from this perception to his diagnosis, which is his conclusion. Yet
he oannot defend his diagnosis sgainst other physicians. This fact indicates
that he was unconecious of the process by which he arrived at his conclusion;
had he known the process, it would serve ae his defense. Also it appears
thet he proceeded from concrete to concrete. He perceived the concrete fact
of the person’s physical condition and then judged what was wrong with the
person, another concrete fact. It seems obviocus that there were no worde
involved as media of arriving at the conclusion; if words were media in his
process of reasoning, he could use these words to defend his conclusion
sgainst other phyeicians.

Another of Newman's examples of natural inference concerns Napoleon's
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conclusions in military matters, which appeared as immediate judgmenta.5 i1f
the enemy's troops were scattersd, Napoleon knew at once how long 1t would
take them to concentrate and how many hours must elapse before they could
attack. In other words, Napoleon perceived the scattered state of the enemy
(this perception is the concrete and non-verbal antecedent), and judged spon-
taneously as to how long it would take them to concentrate for attsck. This
Judgment was based on his persception of the scattered state of the enemy. He
was not aware of any reasoning process leading from his perception of the
scattered state of the enemy to his judgment of how long it would take them to
concentrate, because this judgment immediamtely followed his perception., Per-
hape he was even unconscious of the fact that his judgment sbout the time
needed for the concentration of the enemy was based on his perception of
their scattered state. This latter unconsciousness however seeme very im-
probable. At any rate it is not sbsolutely necessary for natural infercnce.
The eesential element of natursl inference is that the process from antecedent
to conclusion be unconscious, and in this example it appesrs such; it also
appears that the reesoning does proceed from concrete to concrete, from the
scattered condition of the enemy to the length of time required for them to
concentrate. There is no verbal medium; Napoleon could proceed immediately
from the perception of the concrete situation to a judgment on the concrete
fact of how long concentration will take.

Newman's doctrine of natural inference not only agrees with facts but also

5 GA, 253-254,
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represents a good insight into facts. kany examples of this spontaneous
reasoning can be found in everybody's life; e.g., we directly conclude that
a person is not feeling well from our perception of his appearance, or we
judge thet a person is engry at us from our perception of his eppearance.
zven though Newman has described in natural inference a phenocmenon of which
we should be eware, such a form of inference gives little insight into the way
by which we reach concrete conclusions. Newmen's theory of natursl inference
merely tellsus that we reach concrete conclusions and that we do so by an
unconscious and non-verbal power of our mind; it provides no explsnation of
these facte. Nevertheless it does represent an accurate description of the
reality of ressoning.

Kext, we must evaluate informal inference in regard to its accuracy as a
description of the reality of reasoning. The question which we must answer
here is this: can and do men arrive sometimee at concrete conclusions by means
of non-demonstrative argumentes (i.e., "probabilities") which converge toward a
conclusion and indicate that the conclusion must be true?

The concrete conclusion "Great Britain is an Island,” is given by Newman
as en example of & conclusion that we hold by an informal 1nforence,6 Men
hold this conclueion even though we do not have the highest kind of proof
possible: "Those who have circumnavigated the Islend have a right to be cer-

?ﬂ‘?

tain: have we ever ourselves even fallsn in with any one who has Here are

the ressons Newmen gives for the average man's belief that Great Britein is

6 Ibid., 223-225.

7 1bid., 224,




62.
an island:

We have been so taught in our childhood, and it is so in all the
mape; next, we have never heard it contradicted or queetioned; on
the contrary, every one whom we have heard speak on the subject of
Great Britein, every book we nave read, invariably took it for
granted; our whole national history, the routine trsnsactions and
current events of the country, our social and commercial system,
our political relations with foreigners, imply it in one way or
another. Numberless facts, or what we consider facts, rest on the
truth of it; no received facts rests on its being otherwise. If
there is anywhere a junction between us and the continent, where
is 4t? and how do we know it? is it in the north or in the south?
There is a menifest reductio ad absurdum attached to the notion
that we can be deceived on such a point ss this.

No one of these arguments is a demonetration of the fact that Great
Britain is an island. Yet each one of them does point toward the conclusion
that Great Britain ie an island. If we take all of them together we still
would not have a logical demonstration that Great Britein is an island, but
the indicationes of this fact converge so strongly toward this conclusion that
only a fool would not accept this conclusion. Of course, we might object to
Newman that we hold that Great Britain is an islend on the basis of & human
feith which we have not investigated. This may be true for some or many in-
dividuals, but could not such a person investigate the indications of the
insularity of Great Britain and by meens of an informal inference arrive at a
reasonable certitude that Great Britsin is an island? There is no apparent
reason for not accepting Newman's theory of informal inference as descriptive
of a method by which one could arrive at a concrete conclusion, and it appears

to the author of this thesis as though this method is often used.
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Newman proposed his theory of reasoning as the solution to the problem
of three inadequacies of formal inference in regard to concrete conclusions.
These inadequacies are (1) the inability to prove all of its premisses and
sssumptions, (2) the inability to reach the concrete and individual, and (3)
the insufficiency of verbal logic in representing the subflety of the mind. In
our evaluation of Newman's reasoning theory we should consider whether these
inadequacies are really present in formal inference, and whether informal in-
ference overcomes these inadequaciss.

(1) First we shall consider the inability of formal inference to prove
all of ite premisses and assumptions. This inability seems to be a necessary
fector within syllogistic reasoning such as formal inference. Before such
reasoning can be carried on, there must be two premisses which can be compared
in the syllogism. If these two premisses are proved in two other syllogisme,
these other syllogisms contain a total of four premisses; somewhere there must
be a beginning to this series of syllogisms, and there, premisees will be
found, which are not proved syllogistically. Aristotle would tend toward a-
greeing with Newman on this firet inadequacy of formal inference, although it
appears that he would require a smaller number of undemonstrable principles of
regsoning: "For it is impossible that there should be demonstration of absolute
1y everything (there would be an infinite regress, so that there would still be

no demonstration)."9

9 Aristotle, Metaphysics, dorks of Aristolle, trane. by ¥W. D. Hoss,
VIII, Oxford, 1928, bk. G, ch. 4, 1006a9.
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It ies even more obvious that assumptions of a personal cheracter or from local
customs or ideas of the age, are not prowed by formal inference or formal
logic; formal logic works at the comparison of premisses to learn what conclu-
|eion is justified from given premisses; it does not investigate or judge about
|pseumptions of the reasoner. Therefore, it must be admitted that iewman is
fjcorrect in holding that formal inference is unable to prove all of its prem-
isses and assumptions.

The problem next to be solved is whether informal inference is able to
povercome the inability of formal inference to prove its premisses and assump-
Rions. Informal inference, in fact, must begin with some sssumptions; accord-
ing to Newman even our nature and our way of reasoning are assumptions. 4lso,
fn any particular informal inference, there must be assumptions made as to
First principles, and there also must be assuxptions of a personal nature.
[nformal inference is no more able to prove these assumptions than is formal
jnference. Newman's solution to this difficulty is his Illative Zense, which
judges the validity of the essumptions to be used in informal inference. In
pther worde, the personal action of one's mind, working in accord with one's
poral character and experience in the particular subject matter, judges

yhether assumptions are true or false.

Thie solution to the inability of formal inference to prove its premisses
nvites two objections: (A) the Illative Sense may be in error in its judgment
gbout the assumptions; (:) formal inference may use the lllative Sense in the
fame menner as does informal inference, in order to Judge its premisses. The

first objection must be allowed to stand as valid. Since everyone hss an
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Illative Sense (at least the first aspect of the Illative Sense, even though the
second espect, of skill and experience in the subject-matter may be missing) and
[since people do make errors in assumptions for concrete reasonings, we may safe-

ly conclude that the Illative Sense can err about assumptions. Newmsn, himself
10

entions a case in which an lllative Sense erredin regard to assumptions.
I:ewman's position is not that every Illative Sense is infallible, but rather
that the Illative Sense, through growth in moral character, skill and experience
becomes a more and more reliable judge, and that one with "an honest purpose
Jand fair talents" will make his way to the truth.ll Although the Illative
Sense neither proves assumptions nor ie always infallible about them, it still
[remains our only way of judging them, and an Illative Sense in its full meaning,
one which has been perfected through experience and is joined with gqod moral
character and natural ability, is to be fully trusted in ite judgments about
lassumptions and principles of reasoning. %ithout such a sense, how could man
Jerow in his knowledge?
The second objection, that formal inference could use the Illative Sense,
as informal inference does, to judge its premisses, cannot be allowed as valid
if one accepts Newman's view of formal inference. Formal inference, as present-
ed by Newman, ie a process which is isolated from the living action of the mind.
It appears that the rationalists who would hold such a view of reasoning as

[desoribed in Newman's formal inference must have objectified reasoning so much

10 GA, 289.

11 Ibid., 287.
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that it became strictly a syllogistic process on paper, and wae cut off from
the good judgment of the mind. Such an objectified process of reasoning would
therefore be unable to receive help from the Illative Senee because the llla-
tive 3ense does not work syllogistically, nor can all of its work be written
down, since some of it is non-verbal. Whether or not such a completely object-
ified view of reasoning was held, Newman is making a point against those who
stressed logical inference since this type of inference by itself is unable to
prove or judge its premisees; it was unwise of rationaliste to misplace effort
on logical inference when the effort should be spent on an investigation of
assumptions.

(2) The second inadequacy of formal inference according to Newman is its
inebility to reach the concrete end individual. Because of this position,
Newman hae often been accused of nominalism or concept.ualism.12 The only way
to solve the problems raised by this position is to discover first of all what

concrete and individual or concrete meant to Newman. The possible meaning of

these terms is not as unique ae might be thought at first sight; in fact, there
are several types of the concrete, each of which might be called concrete.
Newman himself does not explicitly state the meaning of the concrete, except

for one footnote in which he statee that whet he calls the concrete, Aristotle

12 C¢f, Charles F. Harrold, John Henry Newman,London, 1945, 403, note 5,
for references to sources accusing Newman of Nominaliem. Many authors state
that Newman was not concerned with metaphysice and did not intend to enter
the famous controversy sbout universals {e.g., Theie, ":zinflhrung," Newman
Studien, II, 194; Zeno, John Henry Newman, 73-74; Deesain, "Newman on
Knowledge," Downside Review, 75 zl9575, 18).
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called the contingent.l3 The examples which Newman uses to illustrate concrete
conclusions are most useful in enabling one to decide what concrete meant to
Newmaen. First of all, let us consider a division of various types of the con-
crete based on the relation of the concrete to a universal. There are some
concrete things which are determinable merely because they are contained within
the extension of a universal, e.g., John is a social being bscause he is a man

and all men are social beings. In this example, social being, eignifiying that

one has a radical aptitude and tendency toward living in society, can be in-
ferred from the fact that one is a man, because it ie part of the nature of man
that it have a radical aptitude and tendency toward living in society.

Besides this one type of the concrete, which is determinable by universalsy
the other types of the concrete are not determinable by universals by them~
selves. These types of the concrete include the following: (1) the fact of
existence, e.g., Great Britain exists; (2) the fact of a mode of existence in
no way contained under a universal, e.g., Great Britein is an island; (3) a
fact which appears to be contained under a universal physical law, but since
there could be exception to the physical law, is not absolutely determined by
the physical law, e.g., the sun will rise tomorrow; (4) a fact which appears
to be contained under a universal "moral" law, but which is not absolutely
determined by the "moral" law since there can be exception to the "moral” law
through men'e free acts; such a fact would be, e.g., John will act socially in

this particular instance. None of these four types of the concrete can be

13 GA, 268.
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determined by means of a universal; it appears that the best way in which
these types of the concrete can be designated as a group is to say that they

pertain to the singular as singular.

It will be seen by en exemination of the examples of what Newman called
the concrete or the concrete and individual, that none of them refer to the
concrete in the aense of a concrete radical aptitude and tendency existing in
a nature. All of his examples refer rather to the concrete in the latter four
senses mentioned above, i.e., the conerete which is not determinable by univer-

sals. Therefore, in the Grammar of Assent, concrete refers to facte that per-

tain to the singular ss singular.

¥e are now able to judge with facility about the second inadequacy of

formal inference, its inability to reach the concrete and individual. Formal
inference for Newman is syllogistic inference conducted by means of univereals.
Universals, however, cannot enable us to determine facts about the singular as
singular; such facts are independent of universale. Therefore, formal infer-
ence and its universals are unable to reach the concrete (which for Newman
signifies facts about the eingular as singular).

The charge that Newman is a nomiralist cannot be based on the fact that
he held that universals are unable to determine facts about the singuler ae
singuler; moderate reslists also meintain that universals cannot enable us %o
determine facts about the singular as singular. Newman however does make
statemente in the Grammer of Assent which seems to indicate nominalism: e.g.,

n 14

"What is called a universal is only e general. This statement, however, is

14 Ibid., 212.




69.

made in' a contextvabout attempts to determine the concrete and individual by
means of a universal, end its meaning could be taken to be: a universal which
is used in en attempt to determine = concrete conclusion, is only a general.
In other words, Newman was concerned only with the attainment of concrete con-
clusions; universals used to determine such conclueions cannot be based nerely
on the nature of man (e.g.) since the nature of wan tells us nothing about
the singular as singular; w= can however meke statistical summaries about
singulars and apply such data to other singulars; such statistical sumraries
about singulars are "generals.,”

Thet Newman did not hold nominalism is also indiceted by many statoments

in the Jrammar of Assent in which he spesks of true universale that are not

generals. He says that. "even one act of cruslty, ingratitude, generosity, or
justice, reveals to us at once intensive the immutable distinction between
those qualities end their contrariee.“l5 e espeaks of originsl forms of think-
ing "connatural with our minds" and of the "conditioms of human nature”; he

w16 He holds

also mentione the duty of resignation to the "laws of my nature,
that the "mind is made for truth", and he speaks of errors which belong to the
individual and not to his nature.17 All of these 3tatements indicate that

Newman held some sort of true universal which has ite basis in reality.

15 1Ibid., 5C.
16 1bid., 49, 205, 264; cf. also 6.

16 1bid., 167 and 6.
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Now that we have finished discussing the problem of the inadequacy of
formal inference to reach the concrete, we will consider whether ihformal in-
ference does not experience the same difficulty in ite sttempt to reach the
concrete. Newman himself holds that the probabilities of informal inference
converge toward a conclusion, but they do not touch the conclusion: as a reg-
ular polygon inscribed in a circle tends to become that circle as its sides
are continually diminiehed, so also the cumulation of probabilities approaches
the conclusion more nearly than any assignable difference, yet does not touch
it logically. Therefore, it appears that informal inference is alsc unable to
reach the concrete. However, there is s difference in the wayes in which formal
and informal inference reach conclusions; formal inference, by means of general
terms, hae only one indication that its concrete conclusion is true; this indi-
cation is that the concrete fact should be included within the scope of the
general term. On the other hand, informal inference has many converging in-
dications of the truth of the concrete conclusion. The single indication of
formal inference of the truth of a concrete conclueion is not sufficient to
make us essent to it, but the many indications of informal inference may so
reinforce one another that we are able to see that the concrete conclusion
cannot be false, and we would be imprudent not to assent to it. In this way
informal inference is able to reach the concrete; even though it does not
logically include the concrete conclusion within its premisses, it nevertheless
indicates the conclusion so strongly that the human mind in the right condition
recognizes an obligation to assent to the conclueion.

The objection was placed against Newman that hie theory of informal
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inference violated the fundemental rule that the conclusion cannot be stronger
than the premisses;lg in informal inference the conclusion may be certain even
though the premisses are probable. Such an objection presupposes an unaware-

ness of the meanings of probable and certain for Newmen in this context. The

probable in regard to arguments for a conclusion is opposed not to certein but

to demonstrative; an srgument which does not demonstrate a conclusion may

neverthelese indicate the conclusion with some degree of probability. A num-
ber of independent arguments or facts, each one of which, taken separately,
probably indicates a conclusion, may, taken as a whole, so indicate the conclu-
sion that a prudent man would be certain of the conclusion. This certitude
about (or certain assent to) the conclusion is a moral certitude and not an
absolute certitude. Newman said in an unfinished letter to William Froude:

"We differ in our sense and our use of the word 'certain'. I use it of minds,
you of propositions . . . I maintain that minds may in my sense be certain of
conclusions which are uncertain in yours.“lg The prudent man recognizes a duty
to assent to undemonstrated conclueions when there is sufficient evidence for
them. Therefore, there ie no conflict between probable premisees and a certain
conclusion in Newman's theory of informal inference.

(3) The third inadequacy of formal inference according to Newman concerns

18 Leslie 3tephen, "Cardinal Newman's Scepticism," The Ninetsenth Century,
29 (1891), 190, referred to by John F. Cronin, Cardinal Newman: His Theory of
Knowledge; Washington, D.C., 1935, 77.

19 vard, Life, II, 587-588.
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the relationship of formal inference, as verbal, to thought: formal inference,
as verbal, cannot do full justice to thought. The mind is more vigorous than
any of its works, of which language is one. According to Newman's description
of formal inference, it is undoubtedly limited to the level of thought that
can be verbalized; formal inference is carried on by means of universal terms
within syllogisme. Anything non-verbal would not fit in with the highly ob-
Jectified ngture of formal inference; the non-verbal brings in the subjective
aspect of thought, which is out of place in formal reasoning which can be
objectively written down in ite entirety. It appears thet Newman ie correct
in limiting logic to the verbal level of thought. The question remains,how-
ever, as to the sbility of informal inference to go beyond the merely verbal
level of thought and to utilize the power of the mind more fully. It is
apparent that there are non-verbal factors in informel inference. Non-verbal
factors of primary importance in the theory of informal inference are the
personal qualities of the reasoner. The roral character, skill and experience
of the reasoner are not verbal in nature, nor are they communicable to others
merely by words. Yet these personal elements affect the entire process of in-
formal reference; because of such personal elements one person will choose
correct firet principles, another will choose incorrect ones; these personal
elements affect the way in which one views the case to be considered, and the
Judging of the various probabilities that make up an informal inference: they
also affect one's judgment as to whether probabilities converge so strongly
that the concrete conclusion should receive one's assent.

Another clase of non-verbal factors in informal inference are implicit
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premisses. It seems quite possible that one or two premisses of an informal
inference remein implicit in the manner of the antecedente of natural inference.
For instance, one could reason to the probable date of origin of a plece of
music on the basis of certain harmonic structures and a certain type of melody,
and also because of some other quality which one perceives but is not able to
state; such reassoning would involve some sort of an implicit and non-verbal
premiss. This is not to say that such implicit premisses ere also entirely
non-verbalizable. The writer of this thesis cannot see how & premiss could

be entirely non-verbalizable, nor how such a premiss could ever be spoken

about if it did exist.

A third cless of non-verbal factors in informel inference concerns the
matter of how the probabilities go about converging on a concrete conclusion.
A person can state all the arguments of an informal inference and also state
lhat they converge toward a conclusion as a limit, but he cannot state_how
they do so. Each person must look for and see how the convergence takes place
with his own mind, rather than merely receive a verbal statement of it from
another. Words are not adequate to stating the comparison of all the arguments
as a whole with the conclusion.

This non-verbal aspect of reasoning is very important for Newman's theory
of reasoning in concrete matters. It is precisely because of this non-verbal
element in réasoning that we are able to resch concrete and individual con-
clusions. In a non-verbal way we are able to see that the sum total of the

probabilities of an informal inference so indicate a concrete concluesion that
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it is inevitable. By the mere words of formal inference we could not determine
the concrete conclusion. By the power of the mind in informsl inference which
works through and beyond words, we can determine a concrete conclusion as the
limit of converging probabilities (non-demonstrative arguments). A non-verbal
power of the mind enables us to see arguments as converging upon a concrete
conclusion end as indicating that conclusion as their limit. Of course, per-
sonal elemente (e.g., prudence, sense of duty to truth, and experience in the
subject) will affect the view which the person takes of the unwritten summing
up of all the arguments,

Throughout Newman's theory of ressoning there is an emphasis on the impor-
tance of personal factors. The personal action of the Illative Sense is re-
sponsible for the statement of the case, the choosing of first principles, the
evaluation of arguments, and the judgment as to the convergence of erguments
and whether the conclusion merits assent. The problem raised therefore, by the
whole of Newman's reasoning theory, is whether his theory is completely subject-
ive, with no regard for the objectivity of truth. If each person has nis own
way of looking at a case, his own first principles, and his own outlook on the
| parts of the proof and their value as a whole, what happens to the objectivity
of the knowledge obtained by reesoning? There can be no doubt that Newman him-
self held that man can and does obtain objective knowledge of externel reality.
Hie entire reasoning theory was developed to explain how we attain conclusions
about the concrete and individual. He sgys, "We reason in order to enlarge our

knowledge of matters, which do not depend on us for being what they are."20

20 ga, 21l.
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The question still remaeins, however, as to whether Newman's theory of reasoning
has stressed personal elements eo much that it no longer allows the'po-sibility
thet knowledge be objective.

It appears that there is no opposition between Newman's stress of personal
factors in reasoning and the objectivity of knowledge. Newman's strese of the
personal should be taken as a good attempt at explsining how objective know-
ledge exists within the human person. Any theory of human knowledge and reason-
ing should explain how these exist in the person; otherwise it is overlooking
one of the moet obvious facts about knowledge and reasoning, that they are
activitigz/:erson. That personal factors of skill and experience do in fact
influence reasoning ability must be admitted. &cverybody shows respect for the
reasoning ability of competent physicians, engineers, lawyers, or physicists in
their respective fields; such men.have & familiarity and rapport with their sub-
joct matter, which were devéloped through experience. The departmentality of
reasoning ability in a person is a recognized fact, and is well illustrated by
[Newman's reference to the incongruity of a Newton who could concentraste an army
for battle and a Napoleon who could generalize the principle of gravitation.
The relstion of personal elemente of the moral order to concrete reasoning
is a more subtle one, but Newmen's stress of the moral personal elemente in
freesoning also is congruent wiﬁh our experience. Nobody is convinced of a

[concrete conclusion that is entirely contrary to his wishes. Since it is the

erson who perceives reality end reasons about it, the quality of that person
hould be expected to influence the quality of the perception and ressoning. A

hysicisan who has no sense of duty or intellectual conscientiousness will not
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reason as well as one who is conscientious. An enquirer about religion who
leade a dissoluts life will reason differently about it than will a person
who leads & virtuous life.

Another charge of subjectivism egainst Newman is based on his doetrine
of the Illative Senae.al However, the fact that the Illative 3ense ie called
the ultimate test of truth or falsity in concrete ressonings does not signify
that Newman has abandoned the objectivity of knowledge. He is alwaye clear
about the fact that the Illative Sense in ite developed state works upon evi-
dence. In other words, the Illative Sense ie the ultimate subjective norm of
truth or falsity in concrete reasoninge, but it works upon objective evidence.
However, the ability of the Illative Sense to assimilate the evidence will de-
pend upon the condition of the particular Illative Sense; some Illative Senses
may err because they do not have the required moral, intellectual and exper-
iential attributes needed to succeed in a particular subject.

The Illative Sense has value as an explanatory principle of important
factors in Newman's reasoning theory: it indicates that concrete reasoning is
a living activity done in a personal and partislly non-verbal way. The theory
of the Illative Sense presents difficulties however. One of these is the fact
of the two aspects of the Illative 3ense: (1) the concrete reasoning principle
in everybody, and (2) the concrete reasoning principle in those who have devel-

oped their reasoning ekill through experience, and who have a good moral

21 Cf. Cronin, Newman, 79.
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character. In most of Newman's development of the theory of the Illative
Sense, he speaks only of the second aspect of it. However, the first aspect of
the Illative 3ense must also be admitted since it is the principle of any con-
crete reasoning ( in which everyons indulges) and since it can err. These two
aspects easily lead to confusion about Newman's theory eince he does not explic-
itly distinguish them. The result is that he appears either to have left most
pecple without an ultimate subjective norm of truth in most fields, because
they do not have an Illative 3Sense (in its second aspect), or to have given
everybody some sort of infallibility since everyone has an lllative 3ense (in
its first aspect), and it is the ultimate subjective norm of truth. Newman's
poeition is rather that everyone does hawe such a subjective norm of truth, but
they must work to improve this norm. The mere fact that the Illative Sense is
the ultimate subjective norm does not require that it be infallible.

Another difficulty concerning the Illative sense is its ontological status.
Although Newmen speeks of parallel faculties to the lllative _ense, it is not a
faculty in the scholastic sense of the term. The lllative Sense performs so
many diverse operations throughout the ressoning process that it could not be
called e faculty in the strioct scholastic sense. In ite first aspect, the
Illative Sense is the native ability of the mind for concrete reasoning. In ite
eecond aspect (the one in which Newman ordinarily uses it) it is the source of
a facility or easze in concrete reagoning, and is parallel to phronesis, sense of
beauty, sense of good taste, etc. The Illative Sense amounts to an explanatory
principle by which the many points of Newman's concrete reasoning theory can be

explained. Ita ontological reference points are the varioue aspects of the
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mind which are involved in concrete ressoning.

A final question concerns the limits of the application of Newnen's
reasoning theory. Cur mein criterion of the limits of its use should be the
limits which he sets to it himeelf. Unfortunately he does not spesk explicitly
about the limits of hie theory; this fact might lead one to gather as a first
impression that there are no limits to the applicability if his theory and that
Newman intende his theory to be the complete theory of reasoning. Such an im~
pression however would be erronsous. Throughout his development of his own
reasoning theory in the Gremmar of Assent, Newman states explicitly and shows
by his examples that he is concerned with "concrete ressoning", i.e., reason-
ing which concludes in the knowledge of a concrete and individuel fact. Since
thie is nis express purpose, and since he stetss nothing sbout the completeness
of his reasoning theory, it is reasonable to accept Newman's theory es applic-
able only in concrete reasoning. That Newman did rnot consider his reasoning
theory in the Grammar to be complete is also indiceted by nhis reference to the
Grammar as a "conversatioral essay" and a "preliminary opening of the ground.?22
The limitation of the purpose of Newman'e reasoning theory also offers an ex-
planation for his devaluating of formel inference and his stress upon informal
inference. 3ince formal inference cannot account for our certitude about con-
crete and individual conclusions,wherees informal can, it ie entirely consis-
tent with Newman's purpose that he show how formel inference is inadequate in
regard to the concrete and individual, and not develop the value of formsl in-

ference in science and philosophy.

22 Letter to Father Walford, in ward, Life, II, 266.
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Newman has given important ineights into the nature of reasoning on
concrete matter. He haes shown the inability of logic in quastions‘about
the singular as singular, and has offered & method by which such conclusions
can be reached; in this method is included an important insight, that the
convergence of arguments toward s concrete conclusion, 8o as to irdicate that
the conclusion must be true, can be judged by the mind even though a verbal
demonstration of the conclusion cannot be given; the mind is more vigorous
thean any one of its workg,such as language . Newman has deecribed facts about
implicitness in reasoning thet must be considered in a philosophy of man and
his operations. He has shown throughout the reasoning process the importance
of the person and perscnal qualities, such as prudence, sense of duty, and
femiliarity with a particular subject-matter. As a whole, Newman's theory of

reasoning in the Grammar of Assent is a valuable contribdbution to philosophy.
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