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Preface
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Peter Øhrstrøm
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This is the fourth volume of the book series ”Logic and the Philosophy
 of Time”. As in earlier volumes, the main focus is on the beginnings
 as well as the further development of modern tense logic. However, in
 the present volume most of the papers also consider basic metaphysical
 questions related to time, logic, and modality.


In most cases, earlier versions of the papers in the volume have been
 presented at the conference “The Metaphysics of Time”, at Aalborg Uni-
 versity, Denmark, 19st-21st March 2019. Following that event, the au-
 thors have been given the chance to improve their papers based on the
 discussions at the conference and the suggestions in the peer reviews.


As Peter Øhrstrøm argues in his paper “From A-time to B-time:


Prior’s journey there and back again”, A.N. Prior’s life from his child-
 hood to his death in 1969 can be conceived as a metaphysical journey.


From the belief in free choice as a Methodist in his childhood, he as
a teenager moved on to Calvinistic determinism and rejection of free-
will, and at the age of 40 he introduced a brand new paradigm based



(11)on free choice, indeterminism and a tensed view of time. As argued by
 Øhrstrøm, all the papers in the present volume can somehow be related
 to important topics and questions which Prior had to deal with on his
 life-long, metaphysical journey.


Prior was not only a highly qualified philosopher and an outstand-
 ing logician, but he also involved himself in a series of public debates
 as a public philosopher. In his essay “The Public Prior: A.N. Prior
 as (relocated 17th& 18thcentury) Public Intellectual 1945-1952”, Mike
 Grimshaw argues that this activity can be viewed as a continuation of
 his public voice as religious journalist.


There can be no doubt that Prior’s views on time, logic and modality
 over the years were closely related to his religious and existential views.


In his paper “Dispelling the Freudian Specter: A.N. Prior’s Discussion of
 Religion in 1943”, David Jakobsen considers Prior’s metaphysical world
 view and his correspondence with Karl Popper about relevant aspects of
 faith and unbelief. In their joint paper ‘On Prior’s “Logic of the Word of
 God”, David Jakobsen and Hans Götzsche consider Prior’s early paper


‘The Analogy of Faith’, seeking out productive insights which it offers
 into Prior’s view on logic.


One of the things that made Prior so influential was his ability to co-
 operate with others. He maintained an extensive correspondence and
 was quick to realize the potential of ideas suggested by his fellow lo-
 gicians and philosophers. In many cases he would develop such ideas
 much further, whilst carefully acknowledging their original authors. As
 argued in the paper “Early Prior on the Nature of Modality: Debates
 with Łukasiewicz” by Aneta Markoska-Cubrinovska and Zuzana Ry-
 baříková, Prior adopted the formalism and proof theory of Jan Łukasie-
 wicz, although Prior disagreed with Łukasiewicz’ view on modality. In
 his development of so-called hybrid Prior was able to benefit from his co-
 operation with Carew Meredith, who introduced the notion of ‘world
 propositions’ in 1953. As pointed out in Per Hasle’s paper “The Begin-
 nings of Hybrid Logic: Meredith, Prior and the Contingent Constant n”,
 Meredith’s 1953 note laid the earliest (albeit rudimentary) foundation
 of hybrid logic, and Prior later decisively improved this early notion of
 world propositions.


Prior vigorously argued for a tensed view of time. However, he was
not the first modern philosopher to do so. Other thinkers much earlier
made similar points. As pointed out in Florian Fischer’s paper “Prior



(12)to Prior”, Moritz Schlick made the case for indispensable A-sentences
 25 years prior to Prior. Prior himself also referred to much earlier work
 (1908) by McTaggart, which in spite of imperfections contains impor-
 tant and fundamental observations in this respect. Such forerunners
 notwithstanding, Prior was the first philosopher to develop full-fledged
 logical systems based on the tensed view of time, and thus stands as
 the founder not only of modern tense-logic but also of so-called hybrid
 logic.


Prior found his tense-logical view of time challenged by relativistic
 physics. In her paper “Arthur Prior and Special Theory of Relativity:


Two Standpoints from the Nachlass “, Julie Lundbak Kofod explores
 the evolution of Prior’s views on the special theory of relativity. She
 compares and contrasts the views expressed in Prior’s early reactions
 with his mature views, which were most fully expressed inPast, Present
 and Future(1967).


In their joint paper “Letters between Mary and Arthur Prior in 1954:


Topics on Metaphysics and Time”, David Jakobsen, Peter Øhrstrøm and
 Martin Prior discuss correspondence between Mary and Arthur Prior
 and between Arthur Prior and J.J.C. Smart from 1954 on five topics: free-
 dom, abstract entities, modal logic, religion and theology and finally the
 logic of time. The paper argues that the logic of time was formulated in
 the context of reflections on the first four of these.


Clearly, Prior’s tensed view of time can still be analysed in a meta-
 physical and also religious manner. In his paper “Time, tense, and eter-
 nity”, W.L. Craig argues that if we are to understand divine eternity,
 we must first settle the question of the tenseless vs. tensed theory of
 time. In his other paper in the volume “Legal pardon, tensed time, and
 the expiation of guilt”, Craig deals with topics at the intersection of the-
 ology, philosophy of law, and philosophy of time. In particular, he ex-
 plores the relation between legal pardon, tensed time, and the expiation
 of guilt.


The following three papers all deal with conceptions of presentism.


In his paper “Future Bias and Presentism”, Sayid R. Bnefsi has sug-
 gested an account of what some call “future bias”, according to which
 there is a preference for certain tensed truths properly relativized to the
 present. Furthermore, Bnefsi has demonstrated the compatibility of this
 notion with presentism.


In his “Fatalism for Presentists”, David P. Hunt considers Prior’s



(13)view that presentism offers some obvious grounds for denying divine
 foreknowledge of future contingents. Hunt argues that this view is not
 tenable, or in the very least not cogent. On the other hand, he finds
 that the recent foreknowledge debate has shown that Prior was right in
 insisting that the idea of future contingent truth can well be challenged.


In his paper “A defence of presentism against the Rietdijk-Putnam-
 Penrose argument”, Atle Søvik considers the problems arising from the
 theories of relativity with regard to presentism and touches upon the
 block universe perspective. Søvik offers a defence of presentism against
 such a line of argumentation.


Elton Marques in his paper “Eternalism, hybrid models and strong
 change” argues that eternalism in the block universe conception is com-
 patible with change. In fact, Marques shows that what he calls ‘strong
 change’ can in principle be introduced in an eternalistic model.


The following three papers in the volume deal with problems related
 to the open future and branching time. In her paper “Living in a World
 of Possibilities: Real Possibility, Possible Worlds, and Branching Time”,
 Antje Rumberg introduces a notion of so-called real possibility. She ar-
 gues that real possibilities—as temporal alternatives for actuality—are
 most adequately represented in Prior’s theory of branching time.


In their paper “Perspectival Semantics and the Open Future”, Ciro
 De Florio and Aldo Frigerio offer a perspectival temporal semantics, in
 which propositions are evaluated with respect to two indexes: the time
 of evaluation and the time of the perspective. It turns out that this sug-
 gestion is very promising in relation to the foreknowledge problem.


In his paper “History relativism as extreme assessment relativism: A
 note on Prior’s Ockhamism”, Jacek Wawer introduces a doomsday ex-
 tension of a branching model, and he proves that history-relative truth
 in any given model is equivalent to doomsday-relative truth in the ex-
 tended model. It turns out that this equivalence holds in general only if
 the end of time is also, in a sense, beyond time.


In their paper, “Some Remarks on Hybrid Modal Logic with Propo-
 sitional Quantifiers”, Patrick Blackburn, Torben Braüner and Julie Lund-
 bak Kofod have offered an conceptual and formal analysis of Prior’s
 instant-propositions as well as other nominals in modern hybrid logic.


They have shown that the two intuitions of instants suggested by Prior,
the index view and the content view, correspond to two different inter-
pretations of propositional quantifiers.



(14)In his paper “Modeling Decision in a Temporal Context: Analysis
 of a Famous Example Suggested by Blaise Pascal”, Ola Hössjer offers
 a study of the temporal aspects of the decision between two mutually
 exclusive alternatives available for an unknown period of time. The pri-
 mary example is taken from Pascal, but Hössjer’s model is in fact a gen-
 eral approach to decision making in a temporal context.


In his paper “Counterfactuals and Irrelevant Semifactuals”, Lars
 Gundersen offers an analysis of some basic problems regarding the se-
 mantics of counterfactuals in terms of a notion of relevance. However,
 Gundersen shows that when we try to handle the notion of relevance
 formally, we can easily get into trouble because of some very counterin-
 tuitive consequences. This calls for further research in order to come up
 with a satisfactory notion of relevance.
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From A-time to B-time: Prior’s journey there and back again


Peter Øhrstrøm


Aalborg University, Denmark
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Abstract


A.N. Prior developed his famous tense-logical paradigm during a period
 of 15 years (1954-1969). However, it turns out that this work was done
 under the influence of a long struggle with scientific, philosophical and
 theological problems regarding time and reality. During his childhood,
 it was generally taken for granted that we can to some extent make free
 choices. However, when Prior was16 years old he wrote three booklets in
 which he rejected free-will and defended a kind of determinism related
 to the Calvinistic doctrine of predestination. He held on to this view for
 almost two decades, although he went through periods of doubt during
 which he felt that his world-view was challenged. In 1954 he finally left
 determinism and embraced a tense-logical account of indeterminism, pre-
 sentism and change. In terms of McTaggart’s A- and B-series this means
 that Prior as a teenager left the A-theoretical approach to time and reality
 which had dominated his childhood, and furthermore that after several
 years as a B-theorist he returned to a logically elaborated A-theory of time
 and reality. Prior’s long metaphysical journey made it possible for him to
 suggest a tense-logical paradigm that reaches far beyond his own models
 and theories.


Keywords:A-time; B-time; determinism; free choice; Prior; Einstein; Berg-
son.
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1 Introduction


A.N. Prior (1914-69) contributed significantly to the development of the
 modern philosophy of time. In fact, his focus on the importance of the
 tenses has given rise to a new and powerful paradigm for the study
 of time. Prior insisted on the reality of the distinction between past,
 present, and future, and he demonstrated how the temporal aspects
 of reality can be treated formally in terms of tense-logic. He showed
 how ideas of presentism, branching time and instant propositions can
 be treated in terms of formal logic. Prior developed this famous tense-
 logical paradigm during a period of about 15 years (1954-69). However,
 recent research into the unpublished works of A.N. Prior makes it clear
 that his remarkable tense-logical approach should be understood in the
 light of a much longer struggle with scientific, metaphysical and the-
 ological questions concerning time and reality. Actually, this struggle
 began when he was a teenager!


Prior was brought up in a Methodist home in which the importance
 of free choice was emphasized. It was believed that the individual has to
 make significant decisions for himself. The most crucial decision in life,
 of course, would have to do with conversion and becoming a Christian
 believer. In the Methodist Church, young people were strongly encour-
 aged to make this crucial decision as a personal step into the Christian
 belief. Prior presented his father as an Arminian, i.e., a defender of the
 view going back to the Dutch theologian Jacobus Arminius (1560–1609),
 according to whom man’s free-will is compatible with the doctrine of
 God’s sovereignty. According to this view a person can actually decide
 freely to become a Christian. In this way, a conversion should be seen
 as a result of a free choice.


Much later Mary Prior noted, looking back, that Arthur never had
 any experience of a conversion of that kind and probably did not find
 that he needed one (in personal communication). Anthony Kenny has
 made a similar point in his account of Prior’s rejection of his earlier de-
 nomination:


He became dissatisfied with Methodism, finding its theol-
ogy too unsystematic, and disliking its stress on the felt ex-
perience of conversion. (Kenny, p. 322)
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2 Rejection of the reality of free-will and becoming


As a teenager Prior became a Calvinist and rejected that there could
 ever be any free decisions at all. It has recently been discovered that
 Prior wrote three booklets during September and October in 1931 when
 he was just 16 years old. In these booklets he rejected his earlier beliefs
 in free-will and in becoming as a fundamental aspect of reality. Instead,
 he defended the view that the world is fixed and determined — a view
 Prior related to the Calvinistic doctrine of predestination.


With his booklets Prior apparently wanted to formulate an account
 of his new world-view. At that time, he was preparing for his final exam
 from Wairarapa High School in Masterton. He based his presentation
 on the knowledge he had obtained from literature, religion and science.


This led him to writing the three booklets: Essays Literary, Essays Re-
 ligious, andEssays Scientific. The first is in private possession in New
 Zealand, whereas the latter two have been donated to the Bodleian Li-
 brary in Oxford as part of the Ann Prior Collection. Prior’s Essays have
 recently been edited and published in (Jakobsen et al. 2020).


In his essays Prior clearly tried to integrate religious and theologi-
 cal thought with current scientific and philosophical ideas. As noted by
 Jack Copeland (2020) Prior, in hisEssays Literary, even wanted to name


“the greatest thinkers the world has known”. A project of this kind is
 obviously difficult, but Prior stated: “I have no hesitation in placing JE-
 SUS OF NAZARETH at the top of this list” (Jakobsen et al. 2020, p. 49).


This clearly indicates that in the integration he was inclined to give the-
 ological and religious thinking a key role.


Prior found that in integrating religious, philosophical and scientific
 he thought the questions regarding the concept of time should be seen
 as very important. There are various notes and addenda attached to the
 Essays, and one of them is in fact entitled “Father Time”. In this note,
 dated 1.8.31, Prior wrote:


Who shall contend with Time?” wrote Henry Kirke White
 in 1805, and to anyone with a pretence of education it must
 be obvious that the answer he intended was “Mach, Einstein,
 Jeans, Whitehead and Bergson.


(“Father Time”, Prior’s Nachlass)



(19)Later in the same note Prior wrote:


In my young days, when I was green in judgement, I used
 to style myself a Bergsonian, but now, philosophically speak-
 ing, I prefer Einstein’s view, and try to paint on the tableau of
 my mind his picture of Space-Time as a vast void wreathed
 into the strange and shadowy shapes of stars and atoms and
 life and humankind.


(“Father Time”, Prior’s Nachlass)
 According to the young Prior there are two important views of the
 temporal reality: one based on change and tense (Bergson) and one re-
 ferring to a fixed structure of Space-Time (Einstein). It should be men-
 tioned that the two positions correspond to McTaggart’s A- and B-series,
 although Prior did not use this reference before P.T. Geach convinced
 him that he should do so; see (Prior 1967, p. vi).


It is obvious that Prior when writing in 1931 still found Bergson’s
 views interesting:


Even more importance is attached to Time by the great
 French philosopher, Henri Louis Bergson, who holds that to
 argue about the nature of Time is futile, for Time is the only
 thing which exists, and Matter, Mind and Spirit are alike but
 aspects of it. Time, according to Bergson, is not just a sort of
 abstract background against which events take place, but is
 rather the one living Reality of which we are all but parts and
 aspects. For Bergson we are all like ripples and eddies on the
 stream of Time, a stream of “unceasing becoming, which pre-
 serves the past and creates the future.”


(“Father Time”, Prior’s Nachlass)
Here Prior quotes from H. Wildon Carr’s book on Bergson’s philoso-
phy of time (Carr 1911, p. 15). According to this view, the proper under-
standing of time depends on change and becoming. It is not just “a sort
of abstract background against which events take place”, but time is es-
sential for life and reality as such. This also means that the tenses should
be taken into account. Prior presented his discussion of Bergson’s con-
ception of time inEssays Religious, in which he made the criticism that
Bergson fails to understand the importance of the permanent basis of
everything:



(20)Reason teaches us that, though changes occur, they occur ac-
 cording to principles which do not change — that for all the
 ever-changing appearances there must be some basis that is
 permanent. But Bergson maintains that nothing is perma-
 nent, and indeed that Change is one name for the funda-
 mental Reality. Another name for this Reality is Duration,
 or Time […] (Jakobsen et al. 2020, p. 216)
 However, it seems that Prior’s main criticism of Bergson’s philoso-
 phy of time has to do with the notion of free will. Whereas Bergson in-
 sisted on some degree of human freedom as crucial feature of man, Prior
 simply rejected this idea as being against the fundamental assumptions
 of causality and determinism:


This belief […] has been revived in recent years by Henri
 Louis Bergson, who applies the enticing term ‘creative’ to
 actions performed independent of any guiding motive or
 reason. What a lot of irresponsible maniacs we must be, to
 be sure, if these people are right!


(Jakobsen et al. 2020, p. 216)
 Prior’s earlier belief in human freedom probably has to do with his
 religious upbringing in Methodism and Arminianism. In Essays Reli-
 gioushe strongly argued against Arminianism. In fact, he wrote the fol-
 lowing dedication in the beginning of this booklet: “Dedicated to my
 Father and other Arminians who will not agree with it.”


According to Prior modern Arminians may be divided into two
 schools (Øhrstrøm et al. 2000, p. 210):


1. Those who hold that God’s control of the Universe is imperfect,
 and that Change plays a considerable part in Nature’s workings.


2. Those who hold either that God does not exist or He is perpetu-
 ally changing, or even that He is Himself Perpetual Change, and
 believe in what they call “creative freedom”.


Prior mentioned Bergson as a representative of School 2, and in the
booklet Prior consequently rejected the Bergsonian beliefs in free-will
and in change as a fundamental aspect of reality. However, it seems



(21)that his main reason for this was religious. He pointed out that “if Berg-
 son and his followers are right in saying that the fundamental Reality is
 Change, the unchangeableness of God is also challenged” (Øhrstrøm et
 al. 2000, p. 218). Prior certainly had to oppose that view.


Having rejected the Bergsonian and Arminian view of time, Prior
 argued in favour of scientific determinism quoting the following claim
 from Einstein:


Everything is determined, the beginning as well as the end,
 by forces over which we have no control. It is determined
 for the insect as well as the star. Human beings, vegetables
 and cosmic dust, we all dance to a mysterious tune intoned
 in the distance by an Invisible Piper.


(Øhrstrøm et al. 2000, p. 200)
 Furthermore, Prior pointed out that according to Einstein events “do
 not happen — we simply come across them” (Øhrstrøm et al. 2000,
 p. 240). In his note dated 1.8.1931 and entitled “Father Time” Prior main-
 tained that Einstein was a follower of Ernst Mach, who had “reduced
 the concept of Time to a kind of meaningless figment of the imagina-
 tion based on the observed succession of events”.


Prior found a similar account of determinism (and maybe even some
 kind of Predestination) in the works of Shelley. Prior quoted Shelley:


We live and move and think; but we are not the arbiters of
 every motion of our own complicated nature; we are not the
 masters of our own imagination and moods of mental being.


There is a Power by which we are surrounded, like the atmo-
 sphere in which some motionless lyre is suspended, which
 visits with its breath our silent chords at will.


(Øhrstrøm et al. 2000, p. 137)
In this way Prior pointed out that both Shelley and Einstein – as
well as many others – have spoken convincingly in favour of a deter-
minism fully consistent with Calvinistic predestination. Such accounts
leave no room for human freedom. Furthermore, this view means that
time should be conceived as something fixed. It means that time is in
fact an “abstract background against which events take place” (to use
the expression Bergson strongly opposed). On this Einsteinian view



(22)the “passage of time” is not something real, but “just one of our many
 delusive sense-impressions” and the distinction between past and fu-
 ture is a mere “convention based on light-signals.” (Øhrstrøm et al.


2000, p. 241).


In his essays from 1931 Prior argued in favour of such an Einsteinian
 view of time and reality. In his opinion Einsteinian determinism and
 Calvinistic predestination should be understood as two approaches to
 the same world-view according which time is an eternal structure that
 leaves no room neither for free choice nor for becoming and change. It
 is evident from his letters to Ursula Bethell (Grimshaw 2018), that he
 remained dedicated to Calvinistic predestination and determinism dur-
 ing the 1930s. Apparently, he even kept supporting this view most of
 the time during the 1940s. However, his world-view was challenged
 several times during the 1940’s. As Mary Prior remembered there was
 something about his view that did not please him:


[…] it is true that Arthur was preoccupied by the problem
 of free will. At first he saw it in a semi-theological context. I
 have never felt quite sure how seriously Arthur really took
 the Calvinism which intellectually attracted him. It was rig-
 orous and logical, unlike the Methodism of his childhood.


But its God lacked humanity. I think sometimes he enter-
 tained Calvinism in its various forms rather than quite be-
 lieving it. He was very aware of the dilemmas it posed. Per-
 haps his failure to resolve them was a reason why despite so
 much preparation the book on Scottish Theology never came
 to anything. In his later work I think he was prepared to go
 where logic led him, but the idea of the future as open to
 choice, where the past and present were not, may also have
 had deeper emotional attractions. But here I speculate.


(Mary Prior, 1997; quoted form (Prior 2003, pp. 301-302))



3 Return to a belief in the reality of tenses and free choice


Prior’s metaphysical journey eventually resulted in the precise formu-
lation of his tense-logical views presented for the very first time at the
Second Philosophical Congress, held at Victoria University Wellington,



(23)New Zealand, on the 27th August, 1954. It is not clear what made him
 change his mind. However, his interest in ethics and deontic logic might
 have made him rethink his view on free choice and reality, see (Jakob-
 sen et al.; in this volume).


Prior was not the first to formulate a logic of time. As mentioned
 in (Øhrstrøm and Hasle 2019) an account of a logic of time had ear-
 lier suggested by Jerzy Łoś, which was in fact recognized by Prior him-
 self. Even the emphasis on the importance of tenses had been defended
 by Moritz Schlick two decades before Prior’s findings; see (Fischer; in
 this volume). However, as pointed out by Fischer Prior’s and Schlick’s
 contexts differed a lot. Prior saw his tense-logic as a re-discovery of
 medieval logic, and his approach was very systematical and general.


Furthermore, his ideas were presented in terms of a very powerful for-
 malism. This still makes it reasonable to present Prior as the father of
 modern tense-logic.


There can be no doubt that Prior in first presentation found a lot of
 inspiration from modal logic and his studies of Polish Logic; see
 (Markoska-Cubrinovska; Rybaříková; this volume). In his further de-
 velopment of tense-logic he was clearly able to benefit from the close
 co-operation with a number of fellow logicians, such as Carew Mered-
 ith; see (Hasle; this volume).


Prior formulated his new tense-logical position in an undated paper,


“Some Free Thinking about Time”, which he never published:


So far, then, as I have anything that you could call a philo-
 sophical creed, its first article is this: I believe in the reality
 of the distinction between past, present, and future. I be-
 lieve that what we see as a progress of events is a progress
 of events, a coming to pass of one thing after another, and
 not just a timeless tapestry with everything stuck there for
 good and all […]


This belief, or prejudice of mine, is bound up with a belief
in real freedom. One of the big differences between the past
and the future is that once something has become past, it is,
as it were, out of our reach — once a thing has happened,
nothing we can do can make it not to have happened. But
the future is to some extent, even though it is only to a very
small extent, something we can make for ourselves. And this



(24)is a distinction which a tensless logic is unable to express.


(“Some Free Thinking about Time”, Prior’s Nachlass)
 Prior’s long metaphysical journey took him from seeing time and
 reality in the light of Bergsonian Arminianism to understanding it in
 terms of a world-view based on Einsteinian determinism and Space-
 Time Theory. Finally, his journey took him back again to the A-camp.


Like Bilbo in Tolkien’s Hobbit (1937), Prior returns from his journey
 there and back again as a changed person. Like Bilbo, Prior comes back
 with a much wider outlook. He returned to the A-theoretical camp with
 a revised world-view mainly established through formal logic, which he
 learned to use on his way as a great tool for anyone who wants to under-
 stand reality better. Clearly, his approach to time and reality obtained
 on the long journey is consistent with essential parts of Bergson’s philos-
 ophy of time. However, Prior did not return to his earlier Bergsonian
 position, but to a rather different view. The difference is mainly that
 whereas Bergson’s own philosophy remained rather informal and ten-
 tative, Prior formulated his philosophy of time in terms of formal logic.


With his tense-logic Prior was able to offer a formal account the basic
 flux and flow of things which Bergson referred to in his philosophy of
 time. In his printed papers and books Prior did not refer to Bergson,
 since wanted to support an A-theoretical approach very different from
 Bergson’s. In an unpublished note Prior wrote:


Perhaps you could call my logic a mixture of Frege and Koła-
 kowski. — I want to join the formal rigorism of the one with
 the vitalism of the other. Perhaps you regard this as a bas-
 tard mixture — a mésalliance. — I think it is a higher syn-
 thesis. And I think it important that people who care for
 rigorism and formalism should not leave the basic flux and
 flow of things in the hands of existentialists and Bergsoni-
 ans and others who love darkness rather than light, but we
 should enter this realm of life and time, not to destroy it, but
 to master it with our techniques.


(“A wants me to relativize my tenses to dates”, Unpub-
 lished note, Prior’s Nachlass)


Prior ended up rejecting Calvinism as his personal view. In partic-
ular, he rejected Calvinistic Predestination and determinism. On the



(25)other hand, it is obvious that he was able to benefit from religious stud-
 ies even after he had left active Church life; see (Jakobsen; Jakobsen and
 Götzsche; in this volume).


The way Prior handled what he conceived as Einstein’s determinism
 was rather complicated. His paper, “Some Free Thinking about Time”,
 contains some critical remarks on the view of time that follows from
 Einstein’s theory of relativity. This criticism is apparently rather early
 and unfinished. This may have been Prior’s reason for choosing not to
 publish the paper. On the other hand, he knew that he had to discuss the
 relations between tense-logic and relativity, and in his most important
 book,Past, Present and Future(1967, p. 203-205), there is a much more
 mature account of the relativity in terms of tense-logic. It should be
 added that the topic of relativistic physics seen in the light of time and
 tense is still being discussed; see (Søvik; Kofod; in this volume).


Prior’s metaphysical journey shows that the tense-logic he suggested
 is not just a nice and practical formalism. Prior showed that tense-logic
 provides a rather strong argument demonstrating that it is possible to
 defend a view of time and reality based on indeterminism in a formal
 and precise manner. In fact, it is even possible to model free-choice and
 decision-making within a general temporal framework; see e.g. (Höss-
 jer; in this volume). Obviously, according to such a model our present
 beliefs and expectation regarding the future are seen as very different
 from our present relations to past experiences. When he became an in-
 determinist, Prior insisted that this asymmetry between the past and
 the future is essential for a proper understanding of reality. Clearly,
 this means seeing tenses as something real. This approach turns out to
 be extremely relevant within the modern philosophy of time in general.


Even in modern analytic theology it is possible to benefit from the tense-
 logical approach to time and reality; see e.g. (Craig; in this volume).


The tense-logical approach also makes it evident that there are sev-
 eral ways to carry out a project of this kind. The very precise tense-
 logical formalism suggested by Prior makes it possible to specify a vari-
 ety of different models of the temporal world. For this reason, it would
 be fair to say that the tense-logical approach is a paradigm of investi-
 gation rather than just a single theory; see for instance (Hunt; Marques;


Bnefsi; Florio & Frigerio; Wawer, Rumberg, Gundersen; in this volume).


Actually, Prior himself presented four “grades of tense-logical involve-
ment” (Prior 2003, p. 117 ff). Personally, he preferred the fourth grade.



(26)However, he was very much aware of the fact that fellow logicians might
 see some of the other possibilities within branching time semantics as
 more attractive. In Prior’s opinion, the choice between the various pos-
 sibilities has to be made on the basis of what he called ‘the choice of the
 soul’. In his own words:


In doing metaphysics there is still no substitute for ‘the choice
 of the soul’; or, if you like, prejudice. (Prior 2003, p. 284)
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Abstract


This essay considers an eight-year period when Prior was involved in a se-
 ries of public debates as a public philosopher. I argue this can be viewed
 as a continuation of his public voice as religious journalist. What is in-
 teresting is Prior’s choice of the medium of public periodicals to express
 and develop the transition in his thought to the wider, educated general
 public of New Zealand. This was carried out in three main journals, all
 published in New Zealand: theStudentChristian Movement’sStudent;


Landfall, a quarterly of literature, the arts and culture; and theNew Zealand
 Listener, the weekly magazine modelled on the British title of the same
 name. As Mary Prior notes, in post-war New Zealand not only was ‘ev-
 eryone catching up on lost years’, but also the limited resources of tertiary
 education at the time meant Prior ‘lived isolated from other philosophers,
 save by letter’(Hasle et al. 1997/2003, p. 294, 295).


Keywords: Public intellectual, religious education, ethics, Karl Popper,
 C.S. Lewis, moral philosophy.



1 Introduction


Arthur Prior was a man of varied interests, and, it could be said, varied
careers. As is well documented, Prior originally attended the University



(29)of Otago in Dunedin as a medical student but soon changed his stud-
 ies to Philosophy and Psychology (gaining a BA). In 1935 he enrolled
 as a Theological student, training for the ministry of the Presbyterian
 Church. The common tale is that Professor J.N. Findlay’s influence lured
 Prior from theology and training for the ministry to the world of Philos-
 ophy. Yet the reality is not so clear. As has been noted (Grimshaw 2002;


Grimshaw 2018), Prior’s transition was not so smooth — nor as influ-
 enced by Findlay as he and others would later claim. The influence of
 J.M. Bates, the Presbyterian clergyman, theologian and in the 1930’s, co-
 founder ofThe New Zealand Journal of Theology(1931-35) for whom Prior
 wrote was, it can be argued, just as formative. Bates not only provided
 (with the Calvin scholar and clergyman) J.M. Steele an outlet for local
 theological thinking, he was also the acting head of Philosophy at Otago
 University in 1933 and so provided a model for Prior that straddled both
 theology and philosophy. Likewise, Prior did not just abandon theolog-
 ical study and immerse himself into philosophy; nor does it seem that it
 was a matter of disbelieving in theology and now believing in philoso-
 phy (Hasle 1997b). Until the early years of World War II, Prior strongly
 considered a career as a religious journalist writing widely on theology
 and contemporary Christianity, especially when travelling and living
 on the Continent and in England with his first wife Clare (Grimshaw
 2018).


When in 1946 Prior did take up a position teaching philosophy at
 Canterbury University College, Christchurch, he continued to write on
 religious issues. In fact, it could be argued that the decisive turns were
 the loss of books and notes in two house fires — the second in 1949 dam-
 aging a manuscript (or rather notes) on a history of Scottish theology1
 and destroying further material – and the publication in that same year
 of his first textLogic and the Basis of Ethics(1949a) (Hasle et al. 1997/2003,
 p. 295).


The circumstances of Prior’s move from theological study into firstly
 religious journalism and then philosophy, has tended to be read as if
 embodying a modernist sense of inevitability and scientific enlighten-
 ment. Yet there exists a document that challenges this history of either
 a smooth transition or a sudden turn to philosophy via what is set out


1The first section of the ‘ms’ comprised notes that were used in Prior’s ”Adam Gib
and the Philosophers”,Australasian Journal of Psychology and Philosophy, vol. 26 (1948b),
pp. 73-93.



(30)the 1942 ‘crisis of faith’ diary entry (Jakobsen 2016). In August 1936
 Prior wrote to the Convenor of the Theological Hall committee asking
 for his name to be ‘definitely’ crossed off the list of Theological Hall stu-
 dents. What makes this letter important for revising common histories
 of Prior is the statement: ‘The course of my personal life has brought me
 to a crisis in the past few months.’ This is his meeting and falling in love
 with the journalist Clare Hunter (around June 1936); by the end of the
 second term of 1936 he had moved out of Knox College, where he had
 lived since 1932, and married Clare on 27 August 1936 (two weeks after
 sending his letter to the Hall Convenor) (Grimshaw 2018, pp. 19-20, 23,
 93). As a result Prior has:


[…] come to doubt very seriously my vocation to the min-
 istry. Neither my desire to serve the Church nor my interest
 in theology has dimmed this year, but I have become more
 and more convinced that I am not cut out for the work and
 the life ofthe regular ministry. (Prior 1936 [italics added])
 Theology students had to gain the approval of the Theological Hall
 Committee to marry, and there was little chance that the politically and
 socially radical Clare Hunter would have been considered a suitable
 minister’s wife — nor that she would wish to take on such a role.


However, we also need to understand this letter to the Hall Con-
 venor in the light of the letter Prior wrote to the poet Ursula Bethell
 concerning his marriage and future plans. In late July 1936, Prior not
 only informs Bethell that he and Clare “are going to get quietly mar-
 ried” by the end of the year but that they aim to “depart for England to
 earn our living as best we may by free-lance writing of various kinds.”


While the outcomes of this are increasingly well-known to Prior schol-
 ars, it is the following statement that helps us understand his transition:


“[…] instead of my theologizing from pulpit or lecture-hall, I shall do
 it, like Coleridge, on paper and in conversation”; and he adds a foot-
 note comment “I have hopes of ending up eventually as the editor of a
 religious periodical” (Grimshaw 2018, p. 93).


The reply from the Convenor is sympathetic, noting the Commit-
tee’s acceptance ‘with regret.’ While this is a stock phrase and can be
excused as niceties, the Rev. David Herron’s further comments also sig-
nal a wider understanding that Prior’s move from study for the ministry
was not a move from the wider work of the church and theology:



(31)However, if you feel that this is not the life work to which you
 have been called you are wise to withdraw at this stage. No
 man could be more unhappy than one in the ministry who
 felt it was not his vocation. I trust that you will find your
 right niche and that you will be able,without actually being in
 the ministry, to make a valuable contribution to the work of
 Christ and His Church. (Herron 1936 [italics added])
 These two letters2 are important not only for revising the current
 view of Prior’s transition from Religion to Philosophy, but they also
 help us understand why he seemed to undergo what, in Jack Copeland’s
 phrase, is his ‘bohemian wanderings’ in Europe (Copeland 1996, 2020).


Both Prior and Herron (and by implication the Theological Hall Com-
 mittee) seem aware of the fact that Prior, whilst removing himself from
 clerical activity, will continue to act within a type of Christian world
 and activity. Prior continued to be an active member of the Student
 Christian Movement, writing regularly for its publication the Student;


he also attended St Andrew’s Presbyterian Church in Dunedin after
 his withdrawal from the Theological Hall. Therefore, the change from
 Theology to Philosophy is not one of doubts of faith and intellectual
 questioning (the most common reasons to withdraw) but rather one oc-
 casioned by personal circumstances. It could be argued that a statement
 in 1936 has little relevance for what Prior began to undertake in public
 life almost a decade later; furthermore, during these years he divorced,
 remarried, gave up his pacifism, joined the air force and served overseas,
 went through a period of atheism and returned to Christianity, and then
 transitioned into the university. Yet throughout this time, the one con-
 stant in Prior’s life was his writing, for publication, on theological and
 religious matters. Prior may have read a great deal of philosophy, but
 until he began teaching at Canterbury he wrote a great deal on theol-
 ogy. We also need to remember that the Minister in the Presbyterian
 church is also ‘a teaching elder’; the sermon, not a mass or eucharist is
 the centre of the Sunday worship. Prior’s “right niche […] without actu-
 ally being in the ministry” would appear to have been as type of public
 intellectual teaching elder “theologizing […] on paper and in conversa-


2My thanks to Jane Bloore of PCANZ archives, Knox College, Dunedin for finding
these letters when I contacted the archives for information on Prior’s writings in church
journals.



(32)tion.” As a further example of what is being claimed here, it has also
 just recently come to light that for some time from the late 1940s to the
 early 1950s Prior was also writing a column in the New Zealand Presby-
 terian weekly theOutlookunder the pseudonym ‘Napthali’ (one of the
 Tribes of Israel). This is described as “a column of answers to questions
 on theological or ecclesiastical matters which were purported to have
 been sent in by readers” (McEldowney 1966, p. 38).3 So here is Prior,
 undertaking another type of public intellectual sermonizing, using the
 Outlookas one of his pulpits.


This preamble is important for contextualizing Prior’s later burst
 as a public intellectual, not only because much of the content revolves
 around religious issues, but also because his involvement, in this period,
 arises from a time when he is teaching philosophy at Canterbury Univer-
 sity College. Prior’s public face is exercised in what, it can be argued, is
 a last attempt at a form of public, non-ordained ministry, that both pre-
 dates and follows his period of atheism as expressed in his diary entry
 of 1942 (Jakobsen 2016).


This attitude of being a public intellectual who is also a public theolo-
 gian can be discerned in an article Prior wrote for theOutlook, in 1941,
 having returned to New Zealand in November 1940. Entitled ”Some
 Mail Gone Missing” (Prior 1941) Prior addresses the issue of how the
 Church could implement a social voice by ensuring the “ecclesiastical
 machinery” of the Church could get the effects of decisions made “down
 to our congregations and parishes, to the people it really concerns, and
 getting it pressed on this man and that?” (Prior 1941, p. 10). Taking
 as his example a letter written to the LondonTimesby various church
 leaders in England, “solemnly renouncing, in the name of the Christian
 Church, the evil of racial discrimination and the colour bar”4, Prior asks
 if such a process is really the most successful or appropriate? (Prior
 1941, p. 10). Does it, he asks, change the attitudes of those in London


“refusing to have Negro air wardens” or Christchurch (New Zealand)
 landladies knitting for missions “but refusing to let Chinese visit their
 tenants” or those soldiers on the streets in Wellington “shouting insults


3For a discussion of this column; see Grimshaw, “Prior as ‘Napthali’” (forthcoming).


4In February 1939, in a letter to Bethell, Prior had expressed his distaste (“it’s hard
to stomach to say the least”) of expressions of “this abominable race prejudice” he and
Clare noted while in Britain (Grimshaw 2018, pp. 202-203).



(33)at a white woman for being seen there with her Chinese husband,5
 and to legislators responsible for immigration regulations?” (Prior 1941,
 p. 10). The problem is what could be termed a lapse in logic, in that the
 letter’s signatories intended the public letter to be also a personal one
 to each of these individuals “just as if it had his name and address on
 it” but “the letter hasn’t been delivered to him (at all events, its deliv-
 ery is improbable)” (Prior 1941, p. 10). Prior’s solution, arising out of
 his interest in the Scottish reformers, is to firstly consider how things
 might have proceeded in 17th century Scotland. Here Church ratifica-
 tion would have been swift; letters would have been sent to all presby-
 teries with calls for a public fast “for the sin of racial discrimination” and,
 importantly “the unchristian character of such discrimination being ex-
 plained, and difficulties answered, in a paper giving the ‘Reasons for
 a Fast’” (Prior 1941, p. 10). This would have been followed by Church
 disciplinary action (warnings, and if necessary, excommunication) and
 Parliament being “pestered” by the Church to take appropriate action,
 this all only taking “at most a month or two to swing into action through-
 out Scotland” (Prior 1941, p. 10).


Prior notes that the basis of such a public move and system “was dis-
 cipline, ultimately excommunication” but this is neither possible nor the
 best way to proceed today. To implement a modern version Prior sug-
 gests clerical action, pastorally, in preaching “about it with the utmost
 concreteness” and partaking in “public agitation” (Prior 1941, p. 10).


Prior’s letter can be understood as an act of both of these forms of ac-
 tion; not only giving concrete examples of the issue but also, by writing
 to theOutlook, seeking to arouse ‘public agitation’.


It is the second part of Prior’s article that is important for what fol-
 lows, because Prior also calls for prophetic action not just to commu-
 nicant members of the church but to those outside the church “just as
 discipline formerly was not only applied to convinced Christians but to
 everyone in Scotland by the law of the land” (Prior 1941, p. 11). The
 problem Prior discerns is that the Church has not only lost its prophetic
 approach but that it now only preaches to and otherwise approaches


“only the ‘converted’” (Prior 1941, p. 11). This means that “One of the
 main reasons why the Church fails to influence the world today is that it
 has given up the attempt before it has even begun, and assumes to start


5Arthur and Clare were living in Wellington at this time, and the specific nature of
the incident would seem to be one that they had witnessed.



(34)off with that the world consists of people who ‘won’t understand.’ Our
 forebears knew better” (Prior 1941, p. 11).


This, I argue, is the reasoning behind Prior’s venturing into being a
 Public Philosopher/Public Intellectual. He wishes (driven by his study
 of Scottish theology that begin in the late 1930s and continued until
 1949) to attain some sort of a prophetic voice and talk to those whom,
 it may have been decided “won’t understand”. In Prior’s understand-
 ing, the Public Intellectual does adopt, in the tradition of the Scottish
 Reformers, “their bold prophetic approach to all sorts and conditions
 of men, and to all of these men individually” (Prior 1941, p. 11); and
 this involves their discussion in the public realm of matters that, on the
 face of it, may have only a sectarian interest, as an attempt to influence


“the world today”. This is why Prior, in the debates that follow, writes
 for non-church/non-sectarian journals. His aim is to address and en-
 gage in debate those whom it could be assumed (wrongly, Prior would
 say) ‘won’t understand.’ So, for the public intellectual to ‘convince the
 world today’ they must undertake their ‘sermonizing from the pulpit’


in the pages of the journals that the society — both churched and non-
 churched — might read.



2 Public Debate One: Religious Education 1945


While Prior had previously undertaken involvement in public debate in
 church and religious journals under his own name here in New Zealand
 and in Britain, and also written under nom de plumes,6Prior’s first ven-
 ture into public debate in a wider public journal under his own name
 occurred in 1945 in the pages of theNew Zealand Listenerover the issue
 of teaching religion in schools. Writing a letter from Military Camp and
 harking back to his 1941 call for the prophetic, communal call of Chris-
 tianity (and back to 17thcentury Scotland) Prior states the teaching of
 religion [that is, “what Christianity is and has done”, taught in an objec-
 tive fashion7] in schools “is part of the State’s duty”; this duty balanced


6Prior wrote letters to the editor while a student under various nom de plumes in-
 cluding ‘Independent Labour’ and ‘John Everdean’ [with Clare Prior]; he also wrote
 some articles and letters under ‘Richard Bramley’. For discussion of his writings un-
 der ‘John Everdean’ and ‘Richard Bramley’; see Grimshaw (forthcoming).


7Here Prior is quoting “A.M.R.” who wrote the original letter. “A.M.R” is most
likely the pacifist and theologian Rev. Alun Morgan Richards (1907-2000). Prior knew



(35)by the Church’s “duty to teach people to be less ‘touchy’ about what
 teachers say” (Prior 1945a). His concern is to separate religious prac-
 tice/observance from the duty to teach an understanding of Christianity
 and its history.


Prior continues to discuss this issue in greater depth in an article for
 the Presbyterian Church journal theOutlookpublished the same month
 (Prior 1945b). This in itself is interesting because here Prior is clearly
 arguing the matter to both the church and the unchurched at the same
 time. That is, to the unchurched to understand why the matter is im-
 portant, while to the churched the argument is that religion in schools
 is not and cannot be what many within the church would wish.


Prior locates the debate and agitation for religious instruction in
 schools as part of an awareness by the Churches that sectarianism is
 an “evil” indicative of not only a “wrong relationship between different
 churches” but also “a wrong relationship between the church and the
 community. It has turned the Church into a clique for the religiously
 inclined, instead of an institution serving the whole People.” Sectarian-
 ism is named as “a national evil” whereby the Church needs the help of
 the world and the State “to make her the kind of Church she ought to
 be” (Prior 1945b, p. 9). Prior denounces the sectarianism of Religious
 Education which is “thought of by both its advocates and its enemies as
 essentially an instrument for turning a godless nation into a godly one”


(Prior 1945b, p. 9), and he also singles out for criticism The Campaign
 for Christian Order with its “smug slogans and slick antitheses as ‘Man
 is beaten – God is waiting’”.8 Instead, the church needs to be more posi-
 tive regarding the Education Act’s guaranteeing of “free, compulsory
 and secular” education, this being, paradoxically “the nearest equiv-
 alent in our national constitution to a religious establishment” (Prior
 1945b, p. 9) because there is no national church in New Zealand. This
 guarantee within the Education Act is, he argues, New Zealand’s “Na-
 tional Covenant” and both Churches and teachers have a duty to honour
 it even if the religion established tends to be “our false national religion
 of Sectarianism.” (Prior 1945b, p. 9) The Church needs to remember
 that the Act was formulated because of the “evil” in the Churches —


Richards from the 1930s and had engaged in debate and correspondence with him in
 both theStudentandTomorrowin the 1930s,


8The Campaign for Christian Order was a project of the National Council of
Churches, established in 1941, as a response to the context of the war.



(36)and which is still in them. Rather the Churches need to remember “fear
 and touchiness” (Prior 1945b, p. 9) are signs of sectarianism and apply
 as much to the Church’s attitudes to atheism and agnosticism as to other
 churches and their activities. That the Education Act serves to prevent
 sectarianism is something the Church should be thankful for, as the re-
 sult is the possible growth “of a genuine Church of New Zealand” (Prior
 1945b, p. 10). As such the Act should serve to help reform religion in
 New Zealand in the manner of “the old Confessions of the Reformation”


(Prior 1945b, p. 10), away from sectarianism, by importantly ensuring
 that Government servants are not subjected to any religious test.


Prior’s second point expands his central argument of hisListenerlet-
 ter:


It is no part of the State’s function to turn a non-Christian
 population, or a non-Christian part of the population, into a
 Christian one; but it is part of the State’s function, and a part
 in which teachers have a special interest, to turn ignorant
 Christians and non-Christians into well-informed ones.


(Prior 1945b, p. 10)
 Prior’s proposal is not that the Churches offer to finance, select and
 train teachers to teach religious studies, (for that will only continue sec-
 tarianism) but rather that they need to support:


[…] the incorporation of religious studies into the ordinary
 school syllabus on exactly the same footing as all other sub-
 jects […] a syllabus so framed that a teacher of any religious
 opinions can use it without being insincere.


(Prior 1945b, p. 10)
 Neither Church nor State would have any need or cause to worry,
 for such an approach, in creating well-informed citizens, should be wel-
 comed by both sides. This would mean that the underlying sectarian
 emphasis of education could and should be attacked by the Church.


That it has not, Prior claims, is because the Church seems to prefer its
 internal sectarianism. As he concludes:


To sum up: to ask the State to evangelise, is to violate the
faith of both the Church and our nation; but we may ask it to



(37)remedy our weakness more than it has yet done, by adding
 to the gift of freedom the gift of knowledge; but we cannot
 even ask for this let alone obtain it, unless we really want it.


(Prior 1945b, p. 30)


Having added what could be termed a ‘sectarian dissent’ in the Pres-
 byterian journal, Prior returns to the more public debate within the
 letters page of the Listener, again emphasizing a central logical point
 that “[…] teachingaboutreligion is not open to the same objection as
 teachingof religion […]” (Prior 1945c, p. 5) and offering the solution
 of students learning “different possible interpretations, including anti-
 supernatural ones” so when they are able they can make up their own
 minds. The concern is to ensure the State does not impose a particular
 decision on either teachers or pupils. Prior’s stated model is London
 University’s Certificate of Religious Knowledge.


Prior’s first debate echoes his ‘Church and State’ article (Prior 1941).


The prophetic nature of the Church must be addressed to all the com-
 munity, but not in a sectarian manner. The State too must not act in a
 sectarian manner by promoting sectarian division. Yet as all the debates
 on religious education in schools have done in New Zealand, it failed to
 initiate a change. There is to this day no teaching about religion in New
 Zealand state schools. This failure means sectarian views regarding reli-
 gion and different forms/expressions of it are rife — as is a widespread
 lack of religious understanding or knowledge. In this case the prophet
 of religious education was (as always) without honour in his own land.



3 Public Debate Two: Writing in Landfall 1947-48


The launch of the quarterlyLandfallin March 1947 provided another out-
 let for Prior to act as public intellectual. Created, financed and edited
 by the poet and patron Charles Brasch (1909-1973),Landfall was mod-
 elled on British arts and cultural journals. While in England, Prior had
 written reviews for T.S. Eliot’sThe Criterion. Knowing this,9Brasch asks
 Prior to review C.S. Lewis’The Abolition of Man(1943) in the inaugural


9Brasch met Prior though Ursula Bethell and the painters Toss Wollaston and Rod-
ney Kennedy, while Prior’s brother Ian, an eminent epidemiologist, married Brasch’s
cousin Elespie, in 1946.



(38)issue ofLandfall. Prior’s review is, in retrospect, understandably and im-
 plicitly underscored by the work he was doing that became his first text,
 Logic and The Basis of Ethics(Prior1949a). His review is not so much con-
 cerned with Lewis’ book as with discussing the nature of ethics itself.


Lewis’ book arose out of the Riddell Memorial lectures delivered at
 the University of Durham in 1943 (Lewis 1943). Lewis takes as his cen-
 tral focus two texts for students: King and Ketley’sThe Control of Lan-
 guage(1940) [referred to as ‘the green book’ by ‘Gaius and Titus’] and
 Biaggini’s The Reading and Writing of English(1936) [the book by ‘Or-
 bilius’]10 and their discussions as to what constitutes the reality of and
 behind ‘emotive’ speech. Prior notes the importance of Lewis’ lectures
 in that:


They constitute the most vigorous attack yet made on the
 widely prevalent notion that moral judgements are a form
 of ‘emotive’ speech, which conveys no information about
 the real world but merely gives vent to the feelings of the


speaker. (Prior 1947a, p. 63)


What is fascinating about Prior’s review is not what he says in it
 about Lewis, but rather what he says in it about other philosophers.


Prior dismisses those who Lewis attacks as the “follies” of “the philo-
 sophical underworld’”;11 but while inclining to “regard Mr Lewis’s ‘ob-
 jectivist’ account of ethical statements as the true one”, he also believes
 Lewis scores somewhat of a “hollow victory” and is “curiously close to
 his victims in his readiness to assume that a reaction is somehow dis-
 credited by being labelled ‘emotional’” (Prior 1947a, p. 65). For Prior,
 it is not whether a reaction is or could be labelled ‘emotional’ or other-
 wise that is important for the ethicist; that is, the degree of reaction is
 not, logically, suggestive of an ethical position or value. Prior suggests
 the focus should not be on the reaction, but rather on the basis for mak-
 ing the decision. That is, Prior argues that disinterestedness should “be
 made thedefining characteristicof ethical sentiments” (Prior 1947a, p. 66)
 and states “the most important contemporary elaboration of this sugges-


10See Walter Hooper,C.S. Lewis. A Companion & Guide (Harper San Francisco, 1996).


11Those so dismissed are I.A. Richards (Principles of Literary Criticism, 1924); C.H.


Waddington (Science and Ethics, (ed.), 1942). For Lewis’ dismissal of them see Lewis,
The Abolition of Manpp. 50-51.



(39)tion” is that recently made by his mentor J.N. Findlay, writing inMind.12
 This, he claims is supported in a more populist sense by Bertrand Rus-
 sell inReligion and Sciencetranslating “[…] the ‘pseudo-statement’ ‘This
 is good in itself’ as ‘Would that everybody desired this!’’’ (Prior 1947a,
 p. 67).


Prior’s review is a guarded support for Lewis, who he feels is too
 keen to quickly offer the solution of “a rational recognition of and sub-
 mission to an objective moral standard”. Rather, one should always
 heed Hume’s claim that reason “is and ought only to be, the slave of
 the passions” (Prior 1947a, p. 67).13 This review’s importance is that
 here Prior foreshadows the arguments later developed inLogic and The
 Basis of Ethics.14 This is supported in Prior’s review for the next edi-
 tion ofLandfall, where he critiques Popper’sThe Open Society and its En-
 emies(Prior 1947c), noting the similarities of Popper’s critique of facts
 and norms in ethical statements to those made by Lewis (Prior 1947c,
 pp. 137, 138).15


It is interesting and important to note that Prior wrote two quite dif-
 ferent reviews of Popper’s text.16 The first was for the New Zealand
 SCM journal TheStudentin March 1947, with the longerLandfallpiece
 published three months later. The review for The Student is far more
 positive in that Prior discusses the importance of Popper’s argument as
 a corrective to and for the Church. The ‘Christian’ reading of Popper is
 one that uses Popper’s critique of historicism to support Prior’s claim
 of the Christian’s need to discern a difference between “a true and false
 historicism” just as Popper, Prior claims, “is more concerned to distin-
 guish between ‘good’ and ‘bad’ forms of Christianity than to decide for
 or against Christianity as such […]” (Prior 1947b, p. 12). Prior then asks


12Prior refers to J.N. Findlay, “Morality by Convention”,Mind, April 1944. As Prior
 states of Findlay in the forward toLogic and The Basis of Ethics: “I owe to his teaching,
 directly or indirectly, almost all that I know of either Logic or Ethics.” (p. xi.) Prior
 discusses Findlay’s article in more depth in chapter viii of this text.


13InLogic, Prior notes the central importance of Hume to such a discussion (p. x) and
 in detail (chapter viii).


14While this is conjecture it seems to fit the timing noted by Mary Prior in her inter-
 view. See (Hasle1997/2003, p. 295).


15Prior makes no mention of this in his earlier review for theStudent.


16It is clear that Prior’s reviews of Popper were written alongside Prior’s “Eighteenth
century writers on twentieth century subjects”,The Australasian Journal of Psychology and
Philosophy, vol. 24: 3 (1946), pp. 168-182. A number of the points raised in his reviews
of Popper also occur in this article.
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