Pragmatism of William James and John Dewey

The Pragmatists treat all ideas of realities in our experienced world as hypotheses which need to be tested and verified in our practical interaction with realities.

For example: 
1. If my idea of a door knob in the classroom is a true idea, then I will open the door when I interact with the door knob.

2. I do open the door when I interact with the door knob.

3. Therefore, my idea of the door knob is verified as probably true.

Another example:

1. If my idea of the magic marker in my hand is a true idea, then when I interact with the magic marker by writing on the whiteboard, I will get markings on the board.

2. I do get such markings when I interact with the magic marker.

3. Therefore, my idea of the magic marker is verified as probably true.

James on Knowledge of Causality

James argues that we know causality neither as a self-evident truth nor as clearly evident in our perceptual experience.  Rather, the idea of causality is a hypothesis which is well verified in all our thinking and all our experience.  The idea of causality is an excellent practical guide, well-verified in experience, for both our practical and our theoretical lives.
The controversy between the pragmatist, rationalist, and empiricist can be clarified through considering the truth of the idea of causality. 

For Descartes and Hume, the important thing the origin of the idea: if its origin is proper, then it is a legitimate idea. 

Thus, for Descartes, if the idea of causality can be reduced to an origin in clear and distinct ideas such as "It is impossible for something to come from nothing," then the idea is true. 

In a similar manner for Hume, if the idea of causality can be reduced to a clear and distinct origin in sensory experience where we perceive the cause-effect connection, then the idea of causality is true. 

However, for the pragmatist the origin of an idea is not crucial since the truth of an idea lies in its practical consequences. For the pragmatist, no matter where the idea of cause-effect connection comes from, the idea is true to the extent that it enables us to interact well with present realities and to anticipate future experiences.
James on Knowledge of, that is, Faith in, God
Consistent with his pragmatic approach to all ideas, James treats  the idea of God in the Western monotheistic religions as a hypothesis which can be tested and verified more or less:

1. If the idea of God as the infinitely good creator and source of moral values is a true idea, then when I interact with my life and those of others I should get godly results.
a.  A first godly result could be that a sinner is converted into a good person.

b.  A second godly result could be that a good person becomes a very holy person.

c.  A third godly result could be that people’s prayers for miraculous cures of illnesses.

d.  A fourth godly result could be that prayer with God could bring peace even in a time of great trouble in a person’s life.

e.  A fifth result could be that a person’s spirit lives on with God even after death.

2. When a person interacts with God through prayer, then the following predictions become true:

a.  A sinner is converted into a good person, for example when Charles Colson, one of the convicted White House accomplices in the cover-up of the Watergate burglary becomes a morally good person after his prison term who is devoted to helping prisoners
b.  A good person becomes a very holy person, for example, when Mother Teresa is transformed from a good nun into a very saintly person or when Gandhi is transformed from a selfish teenager into a very saintly leader of India’s non-violent revolution.
c.  Many people believe that their prayers for miraculous cures of illnesses are answered.
d.   Prayer with God  has brought peace and renewed commitment to many people even in the times of great trouble in their lives.
e.  This fifth prediction is most difficult in this present life wince it concerns a prediction about a future life after death.

3. Therefore, the idea of God as the infinitely good creator and source of moral values is somewhat verified and probably a true idea.
What is your evaluation of this argument by William James?   You might consider:

1. Whether in statement 1 James has corrected predicted godly results from the idea of God?

2. Whether in statement 2 the predicted effects have actually come true?

3. Whether James is correct in drawing his conclusion as verified and probably true?
4. Whether some other hypothesis could be offered that would explain those very same predictions in as plausible a manner as the hypothesis offered by James?
