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Chisholn .
Some Quotes on Truth (Arguments Lrom Authority)

Albert Binstein: .
No amount of experimentation can ever prove ne right; a single experiment can prove

me Wrong.

Albert Einstein: .
Whoever undertakes to sget himself up as 2 Judge pf Truth and Konowledge isg

shipwrecked by the laughter of the gods.

Andre Gide: ‘ .
Believe those who are seeking the truthp doubt those who find it.

Buddha: . .
Believe nothing just because a so-called wige person sald it. Believe nothing just

because a belief is generally held. Belleve nothing just becsuse it is said in
ancient books. Believe nothing just because it'is gsaid to be of divine origip.
Believe nothing- just because someone else belisves it. Believe only what you
yourself test and judge to be trne. [paraphrased)]

Clarence Darrow: .
Chase after the truth like all hell and you'll free yourself, even though you never

_touch its coattails.

David Hume:
Proth springs from argument amongst friends.

George Bernard Shaw:
New opinions often appear first as jokes and fapcies, then as blasphemies and

treason, then as guestions open to discussion, and finally as established truths.

Gloria Steinem:
The truth will set you free. But first, it will piss you off.

Mark Twain: ‘ .
Always tell the tzuth. That way, you don't have to remember what you sald.

Oliver Wendell Holmes, Sr.:
Insanity is often the logic of an accurate wmind overtasked.

?ierre Abelagd:
The beginning of wisdom is found in doubting:; by doubting we come to the question,

and by seeking we may come DpoOn the truth.

William James: ‘ .
Truths emerge from facts, but they dip forward into facts again and add to them;

which facts again create or reveal new truth {(the word is indifferent}) and so on
indefinitely. The 'facts’ themselves meanwhile are not true, They simply are. Truth
is the function of the beliefs that start and terminate among them.

Anatole France:
pruth has few friends; those few are suicides.

Stephen King: ’
Fiction is a lie with tzuth in it.
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Facts @né Reality

' What we cail facts de not necessaml'y reyxesent what is 184l and
frue.

¥ you were to stand ox: a street corner and ask- each passerby 0. ’cell you
what a.fact is, most people would tell you that a fact is what is realand

trme, However, this common notion is mistaken. Facis are oux imter- -

pretations of what is real and tiue, but the problem with. interpreta-

tons is that they can be wrong. Humlan hxstory provides us with man7

examples.

Every schiool chiild kaows that the Jong-accepted “fact” that the earth

was flaf was an error based on Brited perception, In every century mis-
taken. notions taken- for fact come and go, such as the idea that bathing
- is unhealthy, that blood-letting cures the sick, that women are inferior
to men, tHat -some races are inferior to others. Towaxd the end of the
twentieth cepiury, sclence angd government assyred us that pesticides
would niot hanm human beings, nor lead paint, mor burled toxic wastes.
Such false notions Temind us that what we call facts are the creations of
_humaan mainds, and, for this reason, subject to ertor. Most of us grew wp
CyeHeving that 98.6 degrees Fahreahelt represented normal body temper-
. ature, This medical “fact” was comrmonly-accepted until 1992, when new
mwvestigations revealed that 98.6 wasnt nonmal at all; indeed, it was
.downright wnusual. Indeed, it was found that healthy people thrive be-
tween 96.0 and 99.9, depending on the individual,-time of day; sex, and
race. Science moved forward in this case because facts long assumed to
be troe-were re-examined, We need to continually re-evaluate what we
call our “facts” in the light of the feedback received from their tests against
reality.

) Now, what then is reality?
Reality 1s another texm. that we all use every day, yet few of us can
define. Tt remains a mystery illusive of a definition that can be agreed
" upon, In the previous chaptér, you were offered a number of very dif-
ferent definitions, some by philosophers who have long debated the na~
ture of reality. Philosophers have divided themselves into two camps:

those who consider reality to be relative and those who view reality as -

absolute. In other words, sowe say the observer determines what reality

is, while others say that zeality is What 1t ls—regadless of what people

may think about if. Yet, no matter what side we may lean toward our-
selves, we maust concede that our judgments do change about the fruth
of some facts.

In surnaary, facts are not the eqm‘;'alent of truths or reality; mey are,
at_best, -only our dem_smps about what seems to be most real, Human
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beings need facts because they need certainties in order to proceed
through the world, But we should not “forget that huriian Dedrigs are
fallible. .

Discussion Break Questions

1, State two facts that you aTe certain are trud.

2. State two facts that you are pertamwm nevér change.
3. State two facts that you are certain will change.

Facis Are Not ﬁbsé&ufas

-~

- The most we can say abost aay fact is that its cextainty is.higher
or lowez: in pxobability. T

- Facis that are most useful to us ate those that have been repeatedly verified
by many sources over time. Our lives and welfare depend on these cer- .

tainties. On this planet we know the facts of gravily lxoit what we can
do and not do safely; we know we-can pian onr daily schedules around

the sising and the setting of the sun. But none can say that the ozbit of -

this planet or its condition of gravity will always remain the same. We
Hive in a physical universe thatis eternally changing—fom the mvisivle-
to-the-eye subatomic level to obvicus levels of wxinkles in oux skin, the
courses of rivers, the growth of children, and the motion of the sun
and. stars, Purthexmore, modern technology is accelerating all kinds of

. unexpected environmeﬂtal changes.

The sciences have thelr own way of commg 10 terms with the
problem of certainties. Many statements, that most of us would call
facks are considered probability statements by the sciences. T a thex-
mometer says the temperature is 65 degrees, a scientist would say that

. there Is 2 99 percent chance that the temperaturg is between 62.5 and

67.5 degrees,, This would take into account any inaccuracies of the in-
strument. Cerfafnty in sclence is usually considered to ba a probability
that is approaching certainty. In our human social history, beliefs have
often been mistaken for facts that sometimes change as haman kaowl-
edge evolves, In the eighteenth century, and easlier, the belief that
witches existed and caused malevalent harm to others wad assumed to

be fact. In nineteenth-century England, pazents believed it necessary

to “break the wills ” of their children and beat them regularly in oxdex
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”mvihze then. Today neither of these beliefs are commeonly con-
sxde:ed true. Thus, many of ouz present cultural assumptions, assumed
to represent facts, may also be discovered mistaken over time. I s be-
cause of this human tendency to confuse beliefs with. facts that 2
healthy society needs to preserve the freedom, to debate, the right to
disagres, the right to investigate one another's claims zbout facts,
truths, and realities. Indeed, this 1§ the only kind of euvironment in
which critical thinking can flourish. A government that seeks absotute -
power over its citizens suppresses every stimulus fo critical {hinking. i
buys out the media, censors a dissident press, discourages public
protests, closes down schools, and killy those who dissent. Critical
thinking is a fragile product of civilizatlons that value the freedom to
search for truth. For the advancement of humap, knowledge and wel-
fare, we heed to value the zight to continually reexamine, whataver
equahoz:s are made be*weaa :eality, tuth, and the “facts.”

@iswssi@n ‘Sr?ea& Quesiions - oo

1. Discuss a belief that you feel absolutely certain about. Discuss a belief
that you are uncertain about.

~

2 Grve an example of some methods used o suppress critical ﬁhinkmg

S by Mita Winter; Used veith permission of Nita Winter

y .
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g)parr. I s of Critical Thinking S
‘acts and Social Pressure.

Our need to have our perceptions vexified by othews also makes us
susceptible. to manipulation. X .

¥e only need to use OUr senses.and percej.wﬁqnq*te determine some facts,

Jowevex, to be sure of their accuracy, we need confinmation from Other
. DUTCEs;

1. Jomm: “Tell me, am I asieep or avrake?”

Many: “You arz awakeS . >

2.  Buu “Did that woman make a pass at me or did I imagine it?”
Janm:  “She made & pass, alright.” )
3. Baany: 0 think this suit is too large for me. What do you think?*
Man “Much too large.” C
4, Vera: “My checking account bajances,”
Noma: "My figares show you are cogrect.”,

Un each of these sxpmples, a personal examination alone could not
ietermine what was real. To test the perception accuracy, confirmation
was needed from others, Confiunation takesus out of disequilibrium apd
sestotes us 1o equilibrham, The severse side of this principle is that some-

e who contradicts pesceptions we feel certain about can make u3 feel

ancomfortable, angry, even crazy.

5. Jose:, "L.didn't have too much to drink last night”
Wanpa; “Yes, you &idl You were drankl”
6. Camp: “I don't wans to eat my cawrots, They taste icky,”

Paganr” “Yes, you do want fo eat them. You are-just jmagining things.
.+ They taste good.” )

As these examples lustrate, disagreements about perceptions result
m condlicts, Sometimes conflicts can be settled by arbiters: an wmpire in.
a game, a spéedometer in a cat, or a thermormeter on thie wall, But with-
out an arbiter, we can be left feeling off balance and unsettled. .

This buman need for confirmation leaves us vulnerable to manipu-
lation.{The truth of this principle was demonstrated by Arnerican psy-

_ “heoloHst Soloman Asch, who conducted some simple expeximents 10 test |

20y. & group cotld affect the perceptions of an individual. He found thet
11 & small group, people are willing ta deny the evidence of their wn
:enses If the other members of the group interpret eality differently. In-
me experiment, Asch assexnbled groups of seven 10 nine college students
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8tandarﬁ  Comparison
Fegwe3.1 Sandadand Comparison Lines

* in the Asch Bxperiment

i what was described as a 1est of Visual iﬁdgment. In each group, only

su ; s the ‘ofhers
one of the students was actually 2 subject o the expen:ment, the'o _
were the tesearcher’s secret accomplices. The reseaxcher nformed the st

dents that they would be comparingthe 1engits of Hoes, He showed them |

o white cards, Ol the fist was a single vertical black ne-the stan~
dasd—whose Isngit vas to be matched. On the second white Card were
vertical lines of various lengths. The subjects were to choose the one line
of the same length as the standard Hne (see Fgare 3.1 )
A serles O eighteen tials was conducted. When the flrst pair of
cards was presented, the group gave & unanimous judgment. The same

thing happened on the second trial. In twelve of the remaining sixteen
tﬁalg hao{:w?m, all of Asch’s accomplices agreed on what was cleady an

.

sncorrect answer. The real subject of the experiment was feft to veact. -

In ghout a thizd of the cases, the subject yielded to the majority and
conformed o its déciston. In separate experiments with & contzol grovp
comsisting of only genuine subjects, Asch found that people fnade Inis-

* sakes less than 1 percent of the time. Subsequent Interviews with those

selded to the majority reveaied that only a few of them had ac-
Yug;ﬁ;ﬁave& that ﬁ:ejmagm’y choice was correct. They admitted that
they thought they had judged irie length of the lines cosrectly but did
not want o "rock the boat” or “spoil the results” by giving the right
answer. And then there-were those who had doubtgd thelr own pex-
ceptions and had concluded that.they had better hide this from the
others. The test made g significant demonstration of the power of cog-
sensus to bring about conformity and ta make a petson invalidate bis
or her owrs pexception.” ’ .

*Eigme snd text adapted from Solomon Asch, sRffects of Group Pressurg upon

i tstorti 5 . erg
dification. and Distoxrtion of Tudgmenss,” i H. Proshansky and B Seiden’
?fgs‘) Bamic Studies in Social Psychology (New Tors Holt, Rmehaxt,_& Winston,
1965)’: pD- 383-40L. sed with permission of CBS College Publishing.
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