
AN OVERVIEW OF THE PROBLEMS OF PHILOSOPHY AND BERTRAND

RUSSELLS THEORY OF PREJUDICE

Critical Notices: Bertrand Russell, The Problems of Philosophy () the whole field of philosophy, but has treated rather of
the Theory of Knowledge, . that they are not acts of sensation, he retains some prejudice that as mental states.

Similar arguments can be made for temporal relationships. We do not know who will be the inhabitants of
London a hundred years hence; but we know that any two of them and any other two of them will make four
of them. No doubt our private and peculiar experience is somehow used in our knowledge of what is beyond
it. But these philosophers, though they deny matter as opposed to mind, nevertheless, in another sense, admit
matter. Thus contemplation not only enlarges the objects of our thoughts, but also the objects of our actions
and our affections: it makes us citizens of the universe, not only of one walled city at war with the rest.
Assuming that there is such a thing as direct acquaintance with oneself, Bismarck himself might have used his
name directly to designate the particular person with whom he was acquainted. We have now seen that there
are propositions known a priori, and that among them are the propositions of logic and pure mathematics , as
well as the fundamental propositions of ethics. Russell says, "It is eternally itself, immutable and
indestructible. Thus it would seem that, in some way or other, a description known to be applicable to a
particular must involve some reference to a particular with which we are acquainted, if our knowledge about
the thing described is not to be merely what follows logically from the description. Russell's view leaves the
interrogation of nature entirely unaccounted for. It is admirably clear both in statement and in arrangement,
and charged at every point with novel and interesting matter. Any one else who sees and feels and hears the
table will agree with this description, so that it might seem as if no difficulty would arise; but as soon as we try
to be more precise our troubles begin. To return to the table. Thus we come to know much more about the
relations of distances in physical space than about the distances themselves; we may know that one distance is
greater than another, or that it is along the same straight line as the other, but we cannot have that immediate
acquaintance with physical distances that we have with distances in our private spaces, or with colours or
sounds or other sense-data. Viewing philosophy thus is a result of having a "wrong conception of the ends of
life" and "the kinds of goods which philosophy strives to achieve. Hence, by organizing our instinctive beliefs
and their consequences, by considering which among them is most possible, if necessary, to modify or
abandon, we can arrive, on the basis of accepting as our sole data what we instinctively believe, at an orderly
systematic organization of our knowledge, in which, though the possibility of error remains, its likelihood is
diminished by the interrelation of the parts and by the critical scrutiny which has preceded acquiescence. The
reason for Russell to begin this book here, is clearly historical. The value of philosophy is, in fact, to be sought
largely in its very uncertainty. As Russell presented in chapter six, such principles seem self evident and no
reason can be given for believing them. It is plain that if we are to know anything about the table, it must be
by means of the sense-data -- brown colour, oblong shape, smoothness, etc. It will be seen that there are
various stages in the removal from acquaintance with particulars: there is Bismarck to people who knew him;
Bismarck to those who only know of him through history; the man with the iron mask; the longest-lived of
men. A relationship had previously been thought to pertain between the object analysed, and the subject that
analyses it. And the same applies still more obviously to the sounds which can be elicited by rapping the table.
The relation involved in judging or believing must, if falsehood is to be duly allowed for, be taken to be a
relation between several terms, not between two. Thus, if there are to be public neutral objects, which can be
in some sense known to many different people, there must be something over and above the private and
particular sense-data which appear to various people. As a kind of event A occurs together with a kind of
event B and these two kinds of events never occur apart, each new occurrence increases the probability that
these events will be related in the next occurrence. Philosophy too, guides us to examine closely what we
experience. There may be errors not theirs. Similar difficulties arise when we consider the sense of touch. This
constitutes the definition of truth and falsehood that we were in search of. There are two different questions
involved when we ask whether matter exists, and it is important to keep them clear. Thus when, for example,
we make a statement about Julius Caesar, it is plain that Julius Caesar himself is not before our minds, since
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we are not acquainted with him. The experience of the color of the table, is an experience of knowledge by
acquaintance. Such reference is involved in any mention of past, present, and future as opposed to definite
dates , or of here and there, or of what others have told us.


