
THE VALUE OF PHILOSOPHY

F e b r u a r y  9

Today :

Russell’s Problems of 
Philosophy

1. Review – Russell on Truth
2. General Review – What have we learned?
3. The Value of Philosophy?
4. A tearful fairwell



1.0 Review – Knowledge of Truth

 Foundation of our knowledge of truths are intuitive truths; 
the rest are derived therefrom
 These are vital not just for our knowledge of truths, but also for (most of) 

our knowledge of things!

 Intuitive Knowledge Of Truths
 When we are challenged to justify our ordinary beliefs, we are 

(potentially) able to do so by appeal to truths that are self-evident to us

 We have self-evident justification for some general principles as well as 
‘truths about perception’ 

 Truths of existence – ‘There is that’

 Truths of affirmed by judgements – ‘This is to the right of that’

 Self-evidence comes by degrees & everything but the 
highest degree is not an infallible guide to truth
 ‘greater or lesser presumption’
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1.0 Review – Nature of Truth

 The definitional question – What is Truth (and falsehood)?

 3 prerequisites for a satisfactory analysis of truth
1. Theory of truth must admit of its opposite, falsehood

 Otherwise, no false beliefs!

2. Truth and falsehood should be taken to be a property of beliefs and 
statements

 No believers, no falsehoods, though facts would remain the same!

3. The truth or falsehood of a belief always depends upon something that 
lies outside the belief itself

 Inspection of belief itself does not settle truth; must look at world too!

 So what are the options?

3



1.0 Review – Nature of Truth

 Correspondence Theory of Truth
 According to the correspondence theory, it is the relation between a true 

belief and the world that constitutes the truth of a judgment

 A belief P is true iff P corresponds to (the appropriate part of) reality

 What is this magical ‘correspondence’ relation?!?!?

 Coherence Theory of Truth
 A belief P is true iff it bears a coherence or consistency relation to some 

set of beliefs

 O1 – Multiple coherent sets of beliefs

 O2 – Presupposes (truth of) certain logical principles

 The Identity Theory of Truth
 Truth is a simple property of beliefs that cannot be analysed
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1.0 Review – Nature of Truth

 The Belief-Proposition View
 Belief is a relation to a single, albeit complex thing – a proposition

 Ben believes that Oban is wet = object + belief relation + <Oban is wet>

 Russell rejects this view because faces a problem about false beliefs

 Nathan believes Oban is dry – if Oban is in fact wet, then what am I related to?

 Seems to require that there exist a proposition <Oban is dry>

 But if that proposition exists, then that Oban is dry is a fact!

 The Multiple Relation Theory of Judgment
 Judgments are relations to several things, not a single proposition

 When someone makes a judgment, they think about the subject matter of the 
belief in a quasi-propositional manner, and the judgment is true iff it is a fact 
that the things the belief is about are arranged in that manner
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1.0 Review – Nature of Truth

 The Multiple Relation Theory of Judgment
 Judge is the subject of the judgment, remaining terms the objects, 

together these are the constituents

 Nathan judges/believes that Romeo loves Juliet

 Involves a four-part relation holding between Nathan, Romeo, LOVES, and 
Juliet – Judges(Nathan, Romeo, LOVES, Juliet)

 True only if there is a complex fact composed of the object arranged in the 
order of the subject’s belief – [Romeo loves Juliet]

 False if there is no such fact – Romeo doesn’t exist, LOVES doesn’t hold 
between the two, etc. – or if the Judging relation fails to hold

 Thus if I judge that A loves B, that is not a relation of me to ‘A's love for B’, 
but a relation between me and A and love and B. … the mere fact that 
judgment occurs does not involve any relation between its objects A and love 
and B… (Russell, On the Nature of Truth and Falsehood, 1910)
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2.0 Review – What have we learned?

 Given conflicting appearances, can we know anything about 
the world?
 Yes! Sense-data – which is not subject to worries about conflicting 

appearances – can inform us about relations, ordering, etc.

 Does the external world (the world of matter) exist?
 Yes! Realism about the external world is the best explanation for our 

experience

 What is the external world like?
 We can only really know what it is like structurally; we can’t get 

knowledge of the intrinsic natures of physical objects

 But we can reject Idealism because the arguments for it conflate act and 
object
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2.0 Review – What have we learned?

 How do we know any of these things?
 We’re acquainted with some things, which only gets us so far. But once 

we add truths as well, we can extend our knowledge via description

 How do we go beyond that with which we’re acquainted?
 We appeal to general principles like e.g. the Principle of Induction!

 How do we know these general principles?
 They are a priori, in the sense that experience alone neither proves nor 

disproves them (though the relevant ones are synthetic, rather than 
analytic)

 How is this (synthetic) a priori knowledge possible?
 Because these principles express relations between universals, which we 

are acquainted with (via abstraction)
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3.0 The Value of Philosophy?

 Russell concludes The Problems of Philosophy with a 
discussion of the value of philosophy

 He thinks this is an important matter to consider, because: 
 …many men, under the influence of science or of practical affairs, are 

inclined to doubt whether philosophy is anything better than innocent 
but useless trifling, hair-splitting distinctions, and controversies on 
matters concerning which knowledge is impossible. (PoP)

 I’ll leave you to consider whether Russell is right about the 
value and limitations of philosophy – you’ve had plenty of 
practice grappling with him by now & it’s fun to debate
 FWIW – I think you can give definite answers to some phil-questions…
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3.0 The Value of Philosophy?

 Philosophy is to be studied, not for the sake of any definite 
answers to its questions, since no definite answers can, as a 
rule, be known to be true, but rather for the sake of the 
questions themselves; because these questions enlarge our 
conception of what is possible, enrich our intellectual 
imagination and diminish the dogmatic assurance which 
closes the mind against speculation; but above all because, 
through the greatness of the universe which philosophy 
contemplates, the mind is also rendered great, and becomes 
capable of that union with the universe which constitutes 
its highest good. (PoP)
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4.0 Thanks!

 Thank you for attending these lectures – hope you had as 
much fun listening as I did giving them

 If you have any questions – about the course material, 
about essays, or what have you – feel free to come see me or 
drop me an email

 Take care and good luck with the rest of your studies!
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