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Charles S. Pegirce, Buq., . \
12 Most 39th Str;ai(
Nﬁ Torke.
My demr Sir: ‘
voupr Lattar is just roc2ived. Jany thanks f{or ths gpiv-

it in whieh you write. I am greatly plossed that the hermony of
our minds is not andangared, tnd 1 hove that it naver will bo. 1
am zglai that you express your suprprisse at not baineg in harmony with
the MONIST. [t is not irpossible that I d4id not jakqe mysell suf-
ficiently clear. I v mar_x'to say Vthnt you ara in harmony with ‘
moni‘_: but that vour_":‘trst paﬁgr econtains an iﬁmoi'tant ‘aax‘.iatim_
f‘rom‘ oar soncartion of nacagsity. And it is a mattor of coursa
that swel :i if%.uuiawontal*fidoa as ie necessity will al yet its super-
stretures alsoly e o sttt slate Wiy v ;,{;,,” ‘* ”m

My 1mpr33§10n is that w: sra working, parhaps not 8o ruca in
the same line, 28 on lines converging %o & common so0al. Bafore @
I hed avecial russons for balioving that, I felt it ins*.inctivz-lz,'.
Ani this instinctive balissf origiratad fron hsving found wzoﬁg yowr
writings, certain hints, undaveldpa-i fdeas and sugrastions, which
might hava mesnt little to othewrs, but to ma wir: indicative of the
underlyine tandenei:s of your pailosonriy. They wers strars in the
wind, which I obsorvel bafore making nw.teats with ta: van).

Vy discussion of ymir artiecls on *Necassity” will 34;;;= ve in
your hands, and I am curiovs what yoﬁ will think of {t. J do not

maliave that ry ohlzsections apre similar to thosz Mmauo by Prof.Rorce,
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for 1 sl:nc2d at his book, *The Spirit of Modsrw Philosophy®, and
annriss that thers is as great a gull betwsen his theorastical vizwes

and mivne, as thers is betwzen Prof. Adlaer's ethics ani mine.

ot

V. Hareloar's monism, no less than mine, ie broad snoush

neormass not bdnly sympathizars and non es you ars, who steer for
this aame rce&. but also op“uﬁanta. W3 woild not hesitate to ad-
mit to our eolums tha bittarest Ovﬁﬁnznts of monistic thought,
mong Lhem hhe Roman Catholies, who, by tue WfQ, 93 {in many respects
ruch mopa monistic and also eonsistuynt than thair Protastant bréti-
ars.

Mpr. Hegaler ig not navrover than ! .4 but I should say that
is. aera*powitive._ I would raét?aiﬁ aditorial intarfavance to
rattars of wrineinrts only, and lewve the workinhg out of our =aim te
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thay caotributors, admitting, horaver, the aiitop as one of ths con-
‘.b I e offc e atiole ey Home Longen Hhas j.du.

trwhutorsﬁ# So, foy instance, my prorosition w2s to nape the new

quevrterly “THOUG T” and not *TH® MONIST® ; but in Mr. Hogolar's

. Ko wh caslesl i .
opgnion, the name *THOUGHT® was wnmeaeningg, 28 an attompt 2t boing

non-comnittal, He wants to have the @olutfion whieh ha arrivael at
expressad mwnequiveeally. The nams 0. tha jourmal is to him the
lag; whils to me it would b2 an invitation to the class of peo-
plse who apre wilcoma to contrisute. Mr. Hogaler hadi tho sare 09«
igsetion fo the name, *THZ ORI COURT~. 1 shall be plaasad to hgv:
youyr article fdr the Fall numbar of the MONIST.

With kind regards,

v 3 v
Yours vary truly,
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