
 

Scholarly editions have been in trouble
since 1996,

 

 when Congress slashed fund-
ing for the national endowments.
Although small annual budget increases
have restored some of that cut, NEH con-
tinues to be severely underfunded, and
Chairman William Ferris is feeling the
pinch. 

Ferris, a folklorist from Mississippi,
would like to leave his mark on the
humanities programs his agency funds
and wants to support more short-term,
popular-culture projects. Without addi-
tional support from Congress, Ferris
knows he will have to fund these projects
with dollars taken from other NEH pro-
grams. The scholarly editions stand out as
easy targets because they take time, and a
commitment to a new edition is likely to
be long-lasting. Although the scholarly
editions program has been a major part of
the NEH profile since the endowment was
first established in 1965, Ferris believes it
is time to cut the editions loose—or at
least to begin doing so. 

After considering this matter over a
period of several months, the President’s
Council reached a tentative conclusion
that long-term projects (principally the
scholarly editions) should have outright
funding limited to six years. After the first

six years, there might be another six years
of dollar-for-dollar matching awards and
a final six years of two-for-one matching
awards (if two are raised, NEH gives
one). But there would be no outright
funding after six years. 

For those who understand how much
time and funding are required to complete
scholarly editions, it is evident that this
new policy would force many editions to
shut down. Major editions of fifteen or
more volumes would no longer be viable.
Even minor editions cannot be completed
in six years—and how NEH supposes an
edition could continue to operate after six
years on matching awards alone is hard to
understand, because without some out-
right funding, staff cannot be kept in place
while matching funds are raised.  

As word of this proposed policy
spread, opposition began to grow. On 6
October 2000 an article titled “Scholars
Fear Humanities Endowment Is Being
Dumbed Down” appeared in the

 

 Chroni-
cle of Higher Education.

 

 That article, by
Ron Southwick, although not entirely
critical of Ferris’s leadership, reported
that “to many scholars, the idea that the
endowment supports barn photography
with enthusiasm while it considers cutting
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In Memoriam

 

Carolyn Eisele, member of the Board of
Advisors and friend of the Peirce Edi-
tion Project, died on 15 January 2000.
Born in New York in 1902, Eisele was
educated at Hunter College and did
graduate work in mathematics at Colum-
bia University and the University of Chi-
cago. She taught mathematics at Hunter
College for nearly fifty years and retired
as professor in 1972. In 1980, she was
awarded a Doctor of Humanities degree
by Texas Tech University and two years
later received an honorary Doctorate of
Science from Lehigh University. In
1985, the New York Academy of Sci-
ences recognized Eisele for her seminal
contributions to the history and philoso-
phy of science through her publication

of Peirce’s mathematical and philosophi-
cal works. 

Professor Eisele was known world-
wide as a mathematician, a historian of
nineteenth- and early twentieth-century
mathematics and science, and as a leading
expert on the thought of Charles Peirce.
She served as president of the Charles S.
Peirce Society. Her editions of Peirce’s
mathematical writings, 

 

The New Elements
of Mathematics

 

, and his writings on the
history of science, 

 

Historical Perspec-
tives on Peirce’s Logic of Science, 

 

are
monumental achievements. She almost
single-handedly brought Peirce’s mathe-
matical ideas to the serious attention of
historians of mathematics and science.
Eisele’s principal studies of Peirce’s
thought are collected in her 

 

Studies in the
Scientific and Mathematical Philosophy

of Charles S. Peirce

 

 (edited by Richard
Martin). Eisele’s unwavering recognition
of Peirce’s importance and her unstinting
devotion to the advancement of Peirce
scholarship were little short of prophetic.
Eisele’s papers and library have been
deposited at IUPUI in the care of the
Peirce Edition Project.
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In Memoriam

 

Charles Hartshorne
died on 9 Octo-
ber 2000 at 103
years of age. He

was a monument to philosophy, always
bringing to mind the rare qualities of
wonder and insight one attributes to the
philosophers of ancient Greece. Hart-
shorne’s achievements and honors are
many and well-known, and volume 21
in the Library of Living Philosophers
series is devoted to him. In addition to
being a great philosopher in his own
right, he was perhaps the greatest inter-
preter of the thought of Alfred North
Whitehead, whose process philosophy
he developed and applied so astutely to
theological questions. Hartshorne was
also a great Peirce scholar and, with
Paul Weiss, edited the first six volumes
of the classic Harvard edition of Peirce’s
writings. Were it not for that work,
Peirce’s thought might have been all but
lost to present thought. Hartshorne
served as a member of the Peirce Edi-
tion Project’s advisory board until after
his 100th birthday. 

 

Continued on page 2
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scholarly projects represents a terrible
shift in priorities” and “there isn’t any
doubt that the academic-research commu-
nity is not thrilled with the way Bill Ferris
has been running the agency.” This last
comment, attributed to Stanley Katz, con-
tinued: “[Ferris has] no strategic view of
the humanities. He doesn’t have a vision
of what the academic humanities are or
where they fit.” Overall, the gist of the
criticism and concern was that Ferris’s
shift of priorities to folklore involved a
clear move from the more traditional
humanities programs the endowment had
been established to foster and support.
The council’s decision to reduce and
eventually cut off support for major edi-
tions, notwithstanding the fact that they
are prized for their use in research and as
monuments to America’s genius, is an
incontrovertible sign of what Ferris is up
to. 

Criticism of Ferris’s plan mounted to a
sufficient level to raise some second
thoughts at NEH. On 25 September John
Roberts, deputy chairman, issued a letter
outlining the proposed policy and inviting
comment. Roberts gave interested parties
until 16 October (twenty-one days) to
respond. This would give the President’s
Council, assembling in November (pre-
sumably to adopt the proposed policy),
the benefit of responses arriving by the
sixteenth. Twenty-one days was not much
time to inform friends of the editions of
the present danger, but somehow word got
out, and a surprising number of strong,

well-argued letters ended up on the desks
of Roberts and Ferris. The weight of con-
cern increased on 21 October when the

 

New York Times

 

 published a lead editorial
titled “Scholarly Editions in Jeopardy.”
The 

 

Times

 

 editorial concluded with this
paragraph:

 

Nothing the N.E.H. can do is more central
to its mission than fostering the kind of
research and historical enlightenment
these editions provide. They preserve and
make public this country’s intellectual,
political and cultural monuments. The
irony is that by trying to kill off funding as
an expression of conservative ire, Con-
gress and the endowment’s critics have
made the task of preserving, editing and
disseminating “the best that is known and
thought in the world” nearly impossible. It
is time to put these editions on a solid
footing, to give them the encouragement
they so clearly deserve.

 

When the President’s Council met on
17 November, the council members took
account of the criticisms of Ferris’s plan.
The council seemed more reluctant to
abandon or severely cut back the editions,
and concluded its discussion by adopting
a proposal to create a separate scholarly
editions budget and to construct new
guidelines for editions. The guidelines are
still expected to strongly favor projects
that can be completed within a limited
time frame, but they will probably be less
restrictive than the earlier six-year plan.
The council plans to take up this matter
again in March.

Now with a new Republican adminis-
tration at the nation’s helm, it is unclear
what is in store for Ferris and for his revi-
sioning of NEH. Ferris will probably at
least complete his tenure, which runs for
one more year, but it seems likely he will
not be looked on too favorably by the
more conservative members of the Bush
administration. Friends of the editions
should be on their guard and should use
whatever influence they have to advocate
for the continuation and strengthening of
the scholarly editions program. To find
out who is on the council, access this Web
site: http://www.neh.gov/whoweare/coun-
cil.html. See if you know any of the coun-
cil members and if you do, let them know
what the Peirce Edition Project means to
you and to United States and world cul-
ture.

 

Nathan Houser
Director and General Editor
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On 15 January 2000, Carolyn Eisele
passed away in her Manhattan apartment
at the age of 98. The real tragedy, how-
ever, occurred much earlier, in 1992,
when a severe stroke greatly incapacitated
her.  She spent the last eight years of her
life in bed in her small apartment sur-
rounded by her books and papers, almost
entirely unable to communicate, and
under the constant care of a professional
nurse. 

The stiff Manhattan rents forced a
quick evacuation of the apartment. So, at
the request of the executor of her estate,
Arthur Kaufman, Nathan Houser and I
left for New York City to collect her
library and papers, which had been given
to the Peirce Edition Project. 

Carolyn Eisele lived in a one-bedroom
apartment on the 27th floor of an apart-
ment building in midtown Manhattan.
What the apartment lacked in size was
amply compensated for by its location
and its most magnificent view of the Man-
hattan skyline, especially at night. The
apartment was literally filled with books
and papers. She must never have thrown
anything away. Books and journals were
found everywhere, as were the remnants
of her extensive travels, and the hall clos-
ets were filled more than knee-high with
shopping bags stuffed with correspon-
dence. Her complete financial records,
including all check stubs, tax returns,
phone bills, etc. had also been preserved.
Even the kitchen did not escape, as there
was an old shopping cart filled with math-
ematics books blocking one of its two
entryways. With the help of Ralph Müller
from Fordham University and five of his
students, we carried away well over a
hundred boxes, quite a few of which had
already been packed eight years earlier to
make room for a hospital bed.

In cooperation with IUPUI’s Public
History Program and with support from
the Max Fisch Library Fund, a student of
Archival Studies is currently sorting her
way through the material we brought
back. Eisele’s library is now being cata-
logued, and her books broaden our exist-
ing research collection in an important
way, as they are mostly on mathematics
and on the history of science. They are
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The Peirce Project depends on specialists from many fields for
help in preparing our critical texts and editorial annotations.
Although the heaviest burden falls on our regular contributing
editors and advisors, we hope that through the newsletter we can
significantly extend the scope of communal involvement. If you
can answer one of our questions, or offer some guidance, please
reply in writing or by e-mail to Associate Editor André De Tienne
at adetienn@iupui.edu. 

 

Previous question:

 

We are still looking for an answer to 

 

Question 10

 

: who is
Kirchheis/Kirchheiss? In 1891 Peirce wrote a letter to the editor
of the 

 

Nation

 

 (reprinted in Ketner & Cook I:115–17) in support
of F. E. Abbot, whose 

 

Ways out of Agnosticism

 

 had been fiercely
attacked by Royce. In his letter Peirce noted that “philosophers of
the highest standing” had spoken highly of Abbot’s work, and he
gave three examples of such philosophers: Renouvier in France,
Seth in England, and Kirchheiss in Germany. We have been suc-
cessful with respect to the first two (Seth wrote a review of
Abbot’s 

 

Scientific Theism

 

 for 

 

Mind

 

), but so far have been unable
to find any reference to the German philosopher Kirchheiss.

 

New questions:
Question 16.

 

 In his 1892 review of Sidgwick’s 

 

Distinction
and the Criticism of Belief

 

 for the 

 

Nation

 

 (reprinted in Ketner &
Cook I:167–69), Peirce concluded with a discussion of one of
Sidgwick’s examples that was derived from the British House of
Commons. In the last paragraph Peirce added: 

 

Until our “G. B.” has his way, it may be feared we shall not hear
debating like that in the House of Representatives. In this country we
have not time for such reasonings, nor for the other argumentations
which Mr. Sidgwick is occupied with refuting, nor for the closely
similar ones with which he would replace them.

 

One question that has puzzled us for some time, and for
which we have not found an answer, is who is this G. B.? Pre-
sumably he was a public figure so familiar to the average 

 

Nation

 

reader that mentioning his initials was enough (like L.B.J. or

C.S.P.). One possibility could be George Bancroft, in which case
our question becomes whether Bancroft was known for peculiar
debating habits.

 

Question 17.

 

 An isolated sheet with the letterhead of the Cen-
tury Club in New York (7 West Forty-Third Street) contains the fol-
lowing ciphered poem in sixteen lines. The poem is signed “C. S.
Peirce” and is handwritten very carefully with only four correc-
tions. It was probably composed around 1893 given the paper and
handwriting. Could anyone help us decipher this poem or shed
light on the seemingly syllabic principles underlying its ciphering?
Peirce is likely to have ciphered some well-known poem.

Smeyf oysachelpsowsk erjorpapaupho psil helghey
Stelsmey bien ohau ciesnau fohaushelbie skirth
Aphar skoborshuo haubulfilsk a skolbilghiefar gorbif
Ohaujor ghorfasm iwshelghelphau olshiwchiebelp
Ohau snilstauborjaud osnil gorpsi dath ops arbuo
Diwsmey helsk ayshaubopsorsk olpsurfsh ajoysiebuo
Bild olsnalnelskeyfoy jil fulforth iebild
Ohau stiwshirsk iwg aph anijehoth eybild
Oypsiwph ask ahau fulfiljilgh ayhadausk olshauspajie
Smeyf ipsiwph obmausk ows ohau stiwpharshiwsnoy smanau
Bild iljehonuo smiw smeyf iejoysmauphelphe farshoh
Orfaypsowphosk ohau skopsorth iwg eyfor aljorsmey

Steyjief anie smeyf oyemashoy

 

1

 

 smeybo shiwsnild eyfor cowshil
Bild anie smeyf olnaphausmay jil smeyfelsh osnorph
Aypsilgelshi smeyf smeldelphesk ask smeyth alsnorph

Aphar skolshanbar

 

2

 

 smeyf oshowsmey gorpsi surnau

 

3

 

 smiw sienau.

 

1. This word could also read “oysmashoy.”

2. Or “skolshaubar.”

3. Or “siwnau.”

 

expected to greatly facilitate finalizing the annotations for
Peirce’s History of Science Lectures, which will be published in
volume 9. As for the papers, our first intern, Cinda May, has orga-
nized Eisele’s personal correspondence, as well as the material
associated with her late husband, Morris Halpern. Our second
intern, Marcia Caudell, is currently working on Eisele’s profes-
sional papers. 

The wealth and diversity of the material we have obtained is
staggering. It includes, besides drafts of her own papers and
recordings of her opera lessons, a few fragments of original
Peirce manuscripts, a plate for Peirce’s quincuncial world map,
old photographs of Arisbe, and copies from Peirce manuscripts at
the Houghton Library that precede the microfilm edition. In addi-
tion to their use for the Peirce Edition Project and for the study of
Peirce in general, Eisele’s papers contain material on her own
life, her tenure at Hunter College, her voice lessons, and on the

American opera scene in the 1930s (her husband worked as a
voice coach).  The material also gives detailed insight into her
involvement with professional organizations like the New York
branch of the American Mathematical Society, and of the day-to-
day operations at the mathematics department at Hunter College,
where she began teaching in 1924. 

Provisionally, the collection is being divided into twelve
series: (1) Correspondence; (2) Writings; (3) Research;
(4) Speeches and Lectures; (5) Courses; (6) Department and Uni-
versity Affairs; (7) Professional Organizations; (8) Personal;
(9) Printed Materials; (10) Music; (11) Art; and (12) Morris
Halpern Papers. It should be added, though, that this is very much
a work in progress and that there is still much to be done to make
the collection accessible.

 

Cornelis de Waal
Assistant Editor

“Carolyn Eisele Collection” continued
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I had a great ambition to some day write a Popular Logic for
the Million—But I must be upon my guard against things I
have an inclination for. 

 

(CSP to Jem, 3 March 1895)

 

Volume 10 of the 

 

Writings

 

 will be a standalone volume contain-
ing Peirce’s 1894 unpublished logic book 

 

How to Reason: A Cri-
tick of Arguments,

 

 often referred to as the 

 

Grand Logic.

 

 Although
the title 

 

Grand Logic

 

 contrasts nicely with Peirce’s later 

 

Minute
Logic,

 

 it is doubtful that he himself used this title. Peirce makes
no mention of it in his correspondence, and all instances of this
title in the Harvard manuscripts were written on them after
Peirce’s death.

 

Historical Background

 

How to Reason

 

 is in part the outcome of several earlier projects
that failed. In 1892, the Open Court Publishing Company offered
to publish in book form the series of articles called “The Critic of
Arguments,” which Peirce had begun writing for the weekly 

 

The
Open Court

 

. However, due to complex interpersonal relations,
fueled in part by Peirce’s misguided suspicions, this enterprise
fell through. Peirce wrote several installments for this series, of
which only the first two were published. 

In 1893, Peirce refocused his attention on a volume contain-
ing revised versions of his published papers, entitled 

 

Search for a
Method.

 

 R 1583:2 contains a table of contents for that work.
Most items on that table of contents, called “essays” by Peirce,
are checked off, which might indicate that he finished revising
them. Some of these essays have survived, albeit sometimes in a
chaotic or fragmentary state, but others were recycled for 

 

How to
Reason

 

. For instance, chapter 15 of

 

 How to Reason

 

 was formerly
marked “Essay III,” and illustrations for “Essay I” have been cut
out and glued on the manuscript of chapter 9. Due to Peirce’s
extensive recycling, not enough material survives to allow us to
fully reconstruct 

 

Search for a Method.

 

 Moreover, overlaps
between the earlier papers that compose 

 

Search for a Method

 

 and
the later 

 

How to Reason

 

 weigh against the inclusion of this 1893
project in the 

 

Writings

 

.
Shortly thereafter, perhaps inspired by the great success of

Herbert Spencer’s multivolume 

 

Synthetic Philosophy,

 

 Peirce
embarked on an equally ambitious enterprise. In November 1893,
he wrote to publisher Henry Holt that he planned to write a series
of small books under the title 

 

Tractates of Synechism or Synechis-
tic Philosophy,

 

 and he envisioned producing about four volumes
a year. A few weeks later, this project developed into the better
known 

 

The Principles of Philosophy: Or, Logic, Physics and Psy-
chics, Considered as a Unity, in the Light of the Nineteenth Cen-
tury

 

, a series of twelve volumes for which Peirce had a circular
and a syllabus printed. The plan was to sell the series by subscrip-
tion. Although Peirce received some subscriptions for the series

 

,

 

the project never really got off the ground.
On 26 December 1893, Peirce wrote a letter to William

James, asking him to endorse this project, adding, “the first two
volumes are nearly ready; the first needs a month’s work.” In the
syllabus, Peirce further indicated that the first volume was
“nearly ready” and the second “substantially ready.” It is this sec-
ond volume, entitled

 

 Theory of Demonstrative Reasoning,

 

 that
concerns us most here, as it is probably his work on this volume
that eventually became 

 

How to Reason.

 

 Peirce described the vol-
ume as “a plain, elementary account of formal logic, ordinary and
relative … carefully adapted to the use of young persons of medi-
ocre capacities.” It is hard to estimate exactly what Peirce meant
by the volume being “substantially ready.” It is likely, however,
that he continued to work extensively on it during the first half of
1894. In June of that year he sent the manuscript for 

 

How to Rea-
son

 

 to the Boston office of Ginn & Co., a textbook publisher.
They rejected the manuscript on the grounds that it was not suit-
able as a college textbook. The next mention of the manuscript
occurs in a letter from Peirce to Francis Russell early in Septem-
ber. Peirce wrote Russell that he was holding back on the manu-
script “to make some alterations which I have no time to make at
present.” A few days later, on September 8, he wrote Russell
again, reaffirming that the volume was now “completely ready
for the press; though I am anxious to make some alterations in it.” 

In the same month Peirce received a letter from George
Plimpton from the New York office of Ginn & Co. in which he
invited Peirce to submit a short logic book “after the plan of
Jevons.” Of this work, which he called the “Short Logic,” Peirce
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