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FOREWORD

The pubpdbé:ef. the presént thesis ic to exzmine the
validity of Dewey's conéept of moral rood, Thé determination
of his system of valuation is not an easy task because in
Dewey's philosophy we find an aversion to classification of the
branches of knowledge, Therefore it is useless to study his
ethical theory alone, or his metaphysics in conjunction with
ethics, . The-problem is much more complicated,

Epistemology has engrossed Dewey's attentien to such an
extent thit it finaily' absofBed his whole philosophy,  He calls
his theory Instumentalism, It is not speculative, In fact it
is closely comnected .with condue¢t, Consequently the study of
Instrumentalism must precéde the study eof his ethics, Care
should be taken to understand his notion of truth, as its prac-
tical character involves his theory of goocness., Insirumentalism
and trath will.help understand Instrurcntalisw enc codness,

Dewey's religious and so6¢ial values help sxplain the broad
application of his views., Thén goodness in the individual ‘as
found in character will show what makes the good man,

Comparison with Thomistic actions will show an utter
divergerice of -¥iéwpoint and comelusions, Thomism has stood thé
test of seven centuries, On thé basis of its ‘theories along,
Instrumentalism cannot last, It is hoped to prove this in

convincing fashion,
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Chapter 1 - NECESSITY FOR GENETIC METHOD

Any study must begin with a plan. The type of plan
may vary depending on one's purpose and, to a degree,
depending on the subject-matter. ’The involved subject-
matter of John Dewey's philosophf presents a really
difficult problem when it comes to analysis because, like
Topsy, it "jest growed." There was no definite plan or
direction in the beginning and after fifty years of
growth, it is rather complicated.

Dewey has a definite philosophy as is evident in his
numerous writings but the popular vocabulary used obliges
one to be cautious indeed in any analysis. Although the
words follow the dictionary spelling, very frequently they
are used in a unique way; and to add to the confusion,
Mr. Dewey is not always consistent. As a result he has
been called "foggy, foggy Dewey", by so illustrious a
writer as Paul Elmer More. Let the ordinary reader beware
of an obvious interpretation of ir. Dewey's writings.

Besides the difficulty of his writing style,

.Ir. Dewey possesses quite an involved philosophy. Time
was when a man's philosophy could be neatly divided into
his ethies, his th;oré of knowledge, his psychology, his
metaphysic, ete.” Such distinctions imply that these
branches of philosophy have each a specific¢ field for

their considérationland that all of them together explain



a man's totel content of thought. This plan assumes that

all human knowledge is capable of being divided and should
ge 80 divided ﬂo give us a systematic grasp of reality.

It is felt that if such division is lacking, the whole of

reality is too complex to graép and the result 1s bound

to be confusion and chaos.

In a oursory reading of the writings of John Dewey,
the reader is soon aware of another attitude. It is
claimed by Dewey that any such diviaions or distinctions
afe unnatural, give u; only a partial view of a series
of segments of a nan's thoﬁght, andqthe resulting estimate
is necessarily a ralsirioaﬁion. He claima that the unity
of fge whole is lost in the strugglé‘to harmonize the
parts. above all he says thht‘thistractic; of usihg
convenient pigeonholes 15 the worst feature inherited
from the "classical" tredition of Greece and Medisval
Europe. (1).

In reaction against such classification, l'r. Dewey
has sought to develop a philosophy which would have such
an obvious unity that nobody wouid attempt to dismembher

1t. The last technical book he wrote insists on thia

{l1) of., Moral Pr%gcgples in Bdunau%gg, by John Dewey,
Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1909, p. 32-33 where
he adeplores the pigeonhole classification of learn-
ing. His habit of identifying Greek philosophy
with the Christian philosoplhiy of Medieval Durope is
well-exemplified on p. 17 of Reconstruction in
rhilosophy, by John Lewey, New York: Holt and Co.,
1920; or The Influence of Darwin on Fhilosophy
and 0Ot says in Contemporary rhought, by John
Uewey, Holt and Co., 1910, p. 60:"...the so-called

medieval period represents the petrification, under
changed conditions, of Greek i.deas.’
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point. His preoccupation with the theory of knowledge
led him to entitle the volume: Logic: The Theory of

Inquiry. (2) It is not "Logic" in the ordinary sense;

its scope is far wider than the categories of things or
thoughtl.k.it is not merely a science but THE all-embracing
art.

His philosophy is far from being either formal ar
final. By the very principles he holds it 1s not com-
Pletely evolved yet and can never become fixed, stable,
finished. It is a philosophy of change, essentially
fluid, evolving and developing toward a moving goal,
moving always into the future. Such an elusive philosophy
can be contained in no.category, no fixed frauwe of reference.
At the same time it would be false to pretend that his
philosophy is so elusive that a new deseription must be
provided every year, or every time Dr. Dewey writes a
new book. This is not the case. It has definite attitudes,
certain tendencies and views which are characteristic.

That is tohsay it has a certain unity, but the precise
nature of the unity has been the subject of much debate.

One mighg well begin with the fact that Dewey has
been seeking a unity in reaction against a dualism. He
has always deplored the split between what a man knows
and what a man does. And when this is carried over into
the rield of philosophy, his scorn knows no bounds.

.
(2) Logic: The Theory of Imguiry, by John Dewey.
New York: Holt and Co., 1938, 546 pp.
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"A second point is that as my study and think-

ing progressed, I became more and more troubled
by the intellectual scendal that seemed to me
involved in the current (and traditional) dualism
in logical standpoint and method between something
called "science" on the one hand and soiiething
Qalled "morels" on the other. [ have long felt
that the construction of a logic, that is, a
method of effective inquiry, which would apply
without abrupt breach of continuity to the fields
-designated by both of these words, is at once our
needed theoratical solvent and the supply of our
greatest practical want. This belief has had much
more to do with the development of what I termed,
for la¢k of a better word, "instrumentalisnm”,
than have most of the reasons that have been
assigned.” (3.

Yot Diwey says his theory of knowledge implies a
logic which is autonomous.

"It precludes resting iogic upon metaphysical and

?p§stemological assumpt ions and presuppositions.”

4),

Ethics cannot be treated alone in Dewey's philosophy,
and neither could logic; this much is clear. Can any
section or part of his philosophy be considered by iteelf?
If it is anything as basic as The Notion of Good, 1t
would seem not, His theory of knowledge is so closely

bound to all his basic attitudes that first place must
be given to 1it.

(3) FROM ABSOLUTION TO EXPRRIMENTALISM, by
John Dewey. In Contemporary American
thilosophy. Edited by G.F. Adems and
W.F. llontague. New York: Macmillan,
1930, vol. 1ll, p. 23.

(4] Log%%: ihe Theory of Inquiry, by John Dewey,
p. .
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His version of pragmatism now known as instrumentalism
is usually thought of as an epistemology rataer thean a
moral philosophy, i.e. a theory of knowledge rather tihan
a coue of ethics. It began as a method or attitude rather
than a system of opinion or school of thought. As a
theory of knowledge instrumentalisua tends to confuse the
true with the good (bonum utile; ana it gives us an equa-
tion between iruth on the one hand, and expediency,
utility, the opportune, the convenient, the serviceable
on the other., Dewey does not believe that some things
are good or bad.intrinsically but rather. like Hamlet
"thinking makes it so". His notion of the function of
thoughx,is a necess=ry prelude to any undarstanding of
his notion eof good.

"It ‘'was practically inevitable that modern

thought should make the problem of knowledge

"{ts central problem...Is knowledge possible

and if so, how? 4hat are its limits and

extent? The answer to the latter question

which the actual pursuit of knowledge would

have suggested is: Knowledge is possible as

far aa we can develop instrumentalities of

inquiry, measurer.ent, symbolization, calcu-

lations, and testing...This is perhaps the

one answer which has not been given. (5).
Knowlydge as a problem will be foremost in Dewey's
thougnts. It 1is some sort of a problem for everyone
but forJDewey its ramifications are endless. And this
(5) PuILOSOXIY by John DLewey. In Whither i.ankind:

A Panorama of Modern Civilization. FKdited by

Charles Austin Beard. New York: Longmans,
Green and Co., 1928, p. 320.
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is so because his theory of knowledge takes in such a
wide sweep of reality. It is all very well to say:

"You cunnot study Dewey's ethics before studying his
epistemology®, but you soon discover that a study of

his epistemology‘must follow the study of his psychology.
And again you cannot begin with psychology. It 1is not a
self-contained unit- becanse Dewey is primarily interested
in social psyehology, not individual psychology. It pre-
supposes knowledge of Dewey's ethical attitude and you
are right back where you started!

As a defensive-precaution,'some have tried to
affix.-a label'on Lewesy's philosophy and then they begin
with ‘that. "Dewey is a naturalist" they say and proceed
to draw eonclusions. "Their ahhlgaos have been very
inoonelusive and misleading. No single label is satis-
faoctory, and that is Dewey's pride and joy. No category
will suit because he aims-at transcending all ¢ategerdes.
what must one d4o?

Dewey is glad to acknowledge his debt to biology
a8 we shall -see in the cﬁapter on Darwinism and since all
biologists ‘glory in the genstis method, it seems that
this method will be the only satisfactory one. An outline
of -his pesition as it evolved throughout his lengthy

career will reveal his ;ramo of mind.
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"Its (i.e. recent philosophic thought, a philosophy
of transition and reconstruction) various represent-
atives agree in what they oppose--ihe orthodox
British empiricism of two generations ago and the
orthodox neo-Kantian ldealism of the last genera-
tion--rather than in what they proffer...Now a
recent German critic has described pragmetism as,
"Epistemologically, nominalism; psychologically,
veluntarism; cosmologically, energism, metaphysically,
agnosticism; ethically, meliorism on the basis of the
Bentham-M#11 utilitarianism." (6).

These lines first appeared in 1910 and at that point
Dewey was dé@eloping Instrumentalism, his version of
Pragmatism. Although his instrumentalism is8 usually
called an epistemology because of his preoccupation with
the theorygof knowlsdge, this judgment 1s inadequate.
Instrumen%alism, or Logic, as he would call his views by
1938, is concerned with much more than mere knowledge.
The common distinction is that pragmatism was practical,
and waéy's views broke away in a more theoretical way
labelled instrumentalism. Pragmatism had its most con-
troversial applications in ethics with' Dewey relegated to
applying his instrumentalism in’' education. 7The first
objection to this is that education as Dewey sees it is
certainly concerned with ethics. It just will not do to
say that instrumentalism is not concerned with ethics.
His theory of;knowledge treats knowing as eminently
practical, not a spectator or reality but an efficient
cause in changing the direction of things. His logic
is active, affecting o nduct, and hes the least possible
(6) The Influenee of Darwin on Philosophy and Other

Essays in Contemporary “Thought, by John Dewey,
p. iii, preface.




amount of theory. In fact Lewey would repudiate the
use of the word "theory" in its old-fashioned senss.
Henceforth "theory" must be thought of as an instru-
aent, a means of altering reality, and to use an Irish
bull, from now on "theory" is"very practical”.

The answer is that Dewey denies the view which
contrasts theory with practice. One involves the
other and means nothing without the other. There is
a distinction but not separation. All works together
for a better control of reality. The old dualisms must
be overthrown. They were like the famous liissouri mule
"without pride of ancestry or hope of posterity".
According to Dewey they came into being at the con-
venience of the ruling clique and as such their ancestry
or origin is dubious, They ars sterile in results and
must be abandoned. The philosophy of the futire must
consider reality us a whole, as a unit, and use all
elements to further its progress.

Pragmatism in general, and instruuaentalisnm in
particular, began as reactions. They first existed as
methods or attitudes ratiier than systems. Gradually
they evolved into settled opinions, or at least into
definite trends. A study of them must therefore follow
their origin, examine the different elements they
acquired along the way, and show their general direction

and aim. It is therefore out intention to consider the



elements which make up the logic of John Dewey, with
special attention to their origin as this deciaes
their true place in his theory of value. As we ses
it, with this goal in view and such subject-manner,

no method other than the genetic method 1s possible.
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Chapter 2 - BACKGROUND: TE 'PERAMENTAL AMND EDUCATIONAL

An understanding of Dewey is best begun by an ex-
amination of the development of his thought ;rom Idealism
to Instrumentalism. It seemed natural for him to favour
idealism. By nature a shy retiring man, (1) there was
an early tendency to avoid the more energetic views of
the empiricists, In the gquarrel between these and de-
fenders of religion, Lewey was temperai.entally opposed

to the empiriecists BUT still not on the side of religion.

"l have not been able to atiach much importance
to religion as a philosophic problem; for the
effect of that attachient scems to be in the
end a subornation of candid philosophic think-
ing to the alleged but factitious needs of some
special.set of oonviections.” (2).

He Jiist preferred Hegel and German idealism to British
empiricism., And evidence of this is given by Dewey
himself.

(1) BIOGRAPHY OF JOHN DEWEY, edited by Jane M. Dewey.
In The Philosophy of John Dewey (Vol. 1 of The
Library of Living Philosophers) edited by raul
Arthu?lﬁohilpp, Evanston and Chicago: Northwestern
University, 19393 P. 16, This seoction of the book
is by-John Dewey's daughter. She mensions an
"exsellent personal warning against his seclusive
and bookish habits" which Lor father received the
very day he obtained his doctorate.

(2) TFROM ARSOLUTISI TO RXPERIMENTALIS!!, by John Dewey.
In Contemporary Ameriean rhilosophy, edited by
G.P. adams and w.P. Montague. New York: ilacmillan,
1830, Vol. 11, p. 20.
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"Probably there is in the consciously articulated
ideas of every thinker an over-weighting of just
those things that are contrary to his natural ten-
dencies, an emphasis upon those things that are
contrary to his intrinsic bent, and which, there-
fore, he has to struggle to bring 8o expression,
while the native bent, on the other hand, can

take care of itself. Anyway a case might be made
for the proposition that the emphasis upor the
concrete, empirical, and 'practical' in my later
writings is partly due to considerations of this
nature. It was & reaction against what was more
natural, and it served as a protest and prot ection
against something in myself which, in the pressure
and the weight of actual experience, I knew to

be a weaknéss." (3).

This might be a Freudian version of his own sentiments
or tendencies, so to bolster our case that Mr, Dewey
would naturally prefer the shelter of Idealism to the
squabbles of a more aggresive type of philosophy (which
19th. Century British empiricism certainly was), we
quote one'%r his, Dewey's,students. There can hardly
be a more "objective" description of a professor than
one given by an actual student!

"It will do you no good to hear him lecture.

His sentences, flowing and exact and lucid

when read, you will find strung in long

festoons of obscurity between pauses for

the right word...The uncertainty of his

silver-gray hair and drooping-mustache, of

his voice, of his clothes, suggests that he

has almost studied the technique of protective

coloration." (4).

Hardly a man to whom controversy would appeal so much

as the refuge of Idealisn.

(3) Ibid., p. 16.

(4) Six Major Prophsts, by B.E.‘Slosson. Boston:
ttle, Brown and Co., 1917. p. 267-268.
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Another tendency, one which favoured monistic rather
than pluralistic thinking, led him naturally to find refuge
in Hegel. Lewey has never liked cate;ories, classes,
divisions of any kind. In the orgunicism of .iegel he
found one answer. It was idealistic and as such lost
favour eventually in his thought but in the early years
the unity 1t provided was very attractive.

"There were, however, also "subjective" reasons

for the appeal that Hegel's thought made to ne;

it supplied a demund for unification that was

doubtless an intense emot ionul craving, and yet

was a hunger that only an intellectualized subject-

watter could satisfy...hegel's synthesis of subject

and object, matter and sSpirit, the divine and the
humen, was, however, no rnore intellectual formula;
it operated as an inmense release, a liberation.

Hegel's treatment of human culture, of institutions

and the arts, involved the same dissolution of

hard-and-fast dividing walls, and had a special

attraction for me." (5).

‘‘he point we wish to make here is that Déwey 'naturally
favoured Liegel. And consequently through the years this
‘natural' bent never lost favour completely. Today nobody
would want to call Dewey a Hegelian yet he had his roots
in that German's philosophy and there are still evidsnces
of the influence. It is a definite constituert of his

tho ight.

another argument, ana probably vhe best of all, is
thzt the educational environment of John Dewey led him to
favour idealism, anu in particular German idenlisn.

(5] FROLK ABoOLUTISl 10 wArSadllewailinis.,, by John Lewey.

In Contemporary a.ecicun rhilosoply, edited by
J.r. Adams and 4.F. ..ontague, vol. 11, p. 19.




Dewey's teacher at Johns iopkins University was G.J. MNorris,

13.

who had studied in Germeny in 1836G-68 where he had becoue

steeped in the Hegelian tradition. triofessor Morris led

Lewey to Hegel.

of German ideulism, and also preferred Hegel to Kant.

"there was a half-year of lecturing and seninar
work given by Irofessor George oylvester MNorris,

of the University of Michigan;..while I have long
since deviated from his philosophic faith, I should
be happy to believe that the influence of the
spirit of his teaching has been an enduring in-
fluence..this effect was far from being the only
source of my own 'llegelianism®. The 'eighties and
'nineties were a time of new ferment in English
thought; the reaction against atomic individualism
and sensationalistic empiricism was in full swing.
It was the time of Thomas Hill Green, of the two
cairds, of wallace, of the appearance of the Essays
in Philosophical Criticism, co-operatively produced
by a younger group under the leadership of the late
Lord Haldane..... r. lorris came to Kant through
HHegel instead of to Hegel by way of Kant, so that
his attitude toward Kant was the critical one ex-
pressed by Hegel hi..self.”" (6).

According to lkiorton G. .hite (7) bewey defended the innate

ideas (in the manner of Morris) in his Leibniz's Essays

doncerning the Human Understanding but then White says:

(6)

(7)

(8)

"vewey is not an idealist, he is what an idealist
becomes when he incorporates the results of modern
biology, psychology, and social science.”" (3).

Ibid., p. 18.

The Orig;n of Dewey's Instrumentalism, by
Ilorton G,
iress, 1933, p. 17.

#hite, New York: Coluiibia University

Ivid., p. 18.

Borris opposed British empiricism in favour



All of this 1dealisticlgvrain in vewey coues directly
{rom Morris. For the latter kant was a critical point.
He marks the beginning of German 1dealism but not the
crowning point. This came later with legel. Ilevertheless
the "active mind" was to be a permanent feature in his
thought and this was Lhe origin of Dewey's activism.
The orposition of 'mind' as a passive thing is still e
strong feature of Lewey's thought. 1In llorris and in
Dewey, it was a reaction against the British attitude
which considered 'mind' as quite passive in the process
of knowledge. In almost any work by Dewey one could
find attacks on the "spectator-theory of knowledge" and

all of them stem frow his idealistic wmonism,.
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Chapter 3 - EXVERINENTAL PsSYCHOLOGY

During his years of writing, Lr. lLewey has been
misunderstood by many. And their difficulties have not
always been blameworthy. 7o think that Lewey is capable
of assimilating various truths and unifying them into
some system ¢t his own is a mistake. This is not said
in a mere carping way bul the point is one which stresses
one of his own views., He feels that a systematic unity
is 1impossible. One absorbs, one adapts, one invents,
and the sum total may not be a consistent whole. This
is not a sign of incompetence. It rather reveals a human
trait which we should rather seek to understand than condemn.

"Although I have not the aversion to system as

such which 1s sometimes attributed to me, I am

dubious of my own ability to reach systematic

unity, and in consequence, perhaps, of that faci

also dubious about my contemporaries.™ (l).

And the passage continuealho explain the basis for this.
Change is continuous and inevitable. A man chunges as

he grows older, his views are formed by his contacts with
oéher men, the changing circumstances of his own life and
all of these together will be reflected in a constantly
changing philoéophy. It is dangerous to attempt to
classify a thinker; it is better to study the process of
formation of his thought. His interest in experimental

(1) FrOk ABSULUTISK TU EXIBAILENT ALISIY, By John lLewey.

In Contemporary uaerican rhilosophy. Edited by
G.P. Adams and W.P. llontague, New York: ..acmillan,

1930, Vol. 11, p. 21l.
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psychology comes under this heading: he must not be
classified as a psychologist or an exper.mental psy-

chologist. However, his thought was influenced by it.

l. Knowledge and rsychology

we have seen that the early Dewey was profoundly
interested in German Idealism both by instinct and by
training. UYeeking as he did for an all-inclusive unity
(a goal he was later to abandon), his first writings are
evidence of an organicism directly inherited from Hegel.
{(2). And mention has also been nade of his desp interest
in the problem of knowledce. To Dewey this was the very
essence of philosophy, gave it its value and determined

its future.

"Dewey's interest as a philospher centres,
from first to last, upon knowledge and the
knowing process. All that is vital in his
ethical, social, and educat ional theories
depends ultimately upon the special inter-
pretation of the function of knowledge which
constitutes his chief claim to philosophical
distinction. Dewey's logical theory was the
natural and inevitable outcowme of his demand
for an empirical and "psychological" descrip-
tion of thought as "translormatory" process
working actual changes in reality.” (3).

(2) The Philospphy of John Dewey, by '.T. eldman.
Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Press, 1934, p. 3.

(3) John Dewey's lLogical Theory, by ~elton Thomas
Howard. New York: Longmans, Green and Co.,

1919, p. 120.
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ihis attitude has not changed. Lewey is still convinced
that knowledge is the core of philosophy. .nd over the
years it absorbed what other philosophers would call the
branches or divisions of philosophy. It has taken them
over, in his thought, in such a way that Logic, is the
sphere in which they all live and move and have their
being. The first victim to be absorbed vias experimental
psychology.

The period dating between 1884 and 1830 shows Idealism
to be the main preoccupation of the mind of Dewey. His
writings follow the Morris line as well as that of the
other ideullsts. (4). And then Dewey became interested in
the new "psychology".

"In Dewey's major depart:ent Irofessor George 5.
Liorris of the Univerity of iiichigan taught the

first half of the year and Dr. G. Otanley Hall,

who had recently returned from prolonged study

in Germany, the secona half." (5).

G. stanley Hall's disocursive lecture on psycholog-
ical topies, had left him (Lewey) with the belief
that the relation between pyschology and philosophy
was an intinate one,but one which must be worked

out on the bagis of the new experimental pasychology.
Experiment was overthrowing the older "retional®
psychology traditionally associasted with philosophy,
and probably an embition toc help bring about en
alliance of the new psyohology with philosophy was

directing Dewey's intsllectual &activity to a
greater extent than hr realized."” (6).

(4) The Origin of Lewey's Instrumontalism, by Morton
G. #hite, p. 32.

(5) BIOGRAFHY OF JOHN LEWEY, ed. by Jane I'. Dewsy. In
The Philosophy of John Dewey (Vol. 1 of The Library
of Living Philosophers), ed. by :aul Artaur Schilrp.
p. 16.

(6) Ibid., p. 23.
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2. Immediate mprioism

Dissat.sfied with lHegel's idea of placing the theoretical
supreme above the practical, and subordinating action to
thought, he was intrigued with an abeolute of immanent
activity. His version of it was an attempt to include
object with subiect, nature with experisnce to use later
terminology, and the notion of irmediacy laid a strong
hold on him,

ithe classicul source of uewey's views on immediacy

is chapter nine of The Influence of Darwin on Philosophy,

entitled: THFE POSTULATE OF I'MEDIAYTE LIPIRICTSLIL. Although
Dexey denies it, we are here given a sample of phenomenal-
ism. Interest in experimental psychology led him to write

this:~

"Immediate empiricism postulates that things--
enything, everything in the ordirary or non-
technical sense of the term "thing--are what they
are experienced &s. Hence, if one wishes to
desribe anything truly, his task is to tell what
it is experienced as being."” (7).

If you wish to find out what subjective, objectivs,
physical, nental, cosmic, psaychic, cause, substance,
purpose, activity, evil, being, quality--any phil-
osophic term, in short--means, go to experience and
see what the thing is experiaenced as." (8).
In his anxiaty to overcome the bifurcation of dualisns
vewey now seeks to include subject and his experience.

In the past there has been a whole set of problems arising

(7) The Philosophy of John Dewey, by w.T. Feldman, p. 21.

(8) The Influence of Darwin on Philosophy, by
John Dewey, p. 239
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out of this dumlism. we are to hurdle the whole problem
by Jjoining or adding the imaediately present to the sudb-
Ject. They must not be thought of as two different
reelities but as one unit. "heir sun explains being. A
thing's nature is revealed by its effect on and with a
knowing subject. No longer would one think of objects
being placed "over againsti" a knower, nor is there any
ground for distinction between physical and mental, or
psychic eand somatic, but experience unites all of these
dualisms and the necessary postulate is immediate empiric-
isn. JLewey next gives us an example which shows ji1st how
far he is willing to go in this direction.

"] gtart and am flustered by a nnise heard.

dampirically, that noise ias fearsome; it reall

is, not merely phenomenally or subjectively so.

That is what it is experienced as being. But,

when I experiscuce the noise as a known tiing,

L find it to be innocent of harm. it is the

tasping of a shade againsi the window, owing

to movewents of the wind., "“he experience has

changed; that is, the thing experienced has

changed--not that an unreality has given place

to a reality, not that some transcendental

(unexperienced) Reality has changed, not that

truth has changed, but just and only the con-

erete reality has ohanged. (9).
There could hardly be a nmore drastic step than this.
Knowledge has changed reality. In the first instance the
noise was fearsome; then after knowledg? it 1is no longer
fearsome. Therefore knowledge has changed reality. ihis
position taken by uewey is necessitated by his postulate

of iuamediacy. FRxperience includes what other thinkers

(9) Ibid., p. 230.
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have called and still call: subject and object. The usual
thing is to say that there is a relationship between these
two elements of subject and object. Altogether, subject
and object and relationship total experience, but the ele-
ments remain the same, or retain their identity. If there
is a change in the relationship, then one or other term
(subject or object) may change but we seldom say that mere
knowledge can change all three. Dewey says that is because
we think of knowledge as passive, in a spectator theory of
knowledge.

The traditional view would say that the subject heard
the noise; he could not feel anything except fear. Then
investigation improved his knowledge of the noise. Now
with more complete data the subject recognizes the object
for what it is and the fear disappears. This view certainly
does not say that the noise has altered;- it is likewise
certain that the relationship of noise and hearing con-
tinues; but investigatioﬁ into the cause of the noise reveals
that it is not harmful. Notice that the noise, the tapping
of the shade on the window; continues. It has not altered.
But after acquiring additional data the subject has altered.
This view keeps the terms distinct: shade, subject, and
noise uniting Lhemn.

NOW Lewey oannét agree with this at all. It is his
contention that the elements of the experience must not be
separated. 10 do this is to destroy the uniiy of the ex-

perience. Every element: shade, noise and subject, all
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must be considered together, not merely in one context but
all immediately present in one organic unity. This unity,
he says, has been detroyed without warrant by the tradition-
alists, in particudar by all those who are followers of
Aristotle. The latter's categories insist on a division
of substance and accident, knower and known, and this pre-
vents any logical explanation of immediacy. To say that
the subject is afraid is unsatisfactory. Dewey says we
thereby exclude the tepping window shade. To get all the
elements in the experience you must say: the néise is
fearsome. Then you have subject, shade and noise all
present and accounted for. There is an organic unity in
the experiesnce and a description of a new quality in the
subject 1is insufficient.

Attention should be drawn to the use of the word
reality in his example. The whole Bxperienoe at first was
fearsome. That was really the case. Then when knowledge
of the cause of the nolse was added, the fearsomeness dis-
appeared. Now we have a new reality. In ordinary speech
one might say: "There is really no cause for fear; that
was only the tapping of the shade.” Dewey takes violent
exceptioh t® this because as a matter of fact there was
fear; and it must have had a cause. Perhaps it was not a
very good cause, since subsequent knowledge was able to
dislodge it; but there was some cause, and definite fear.

Hence the existence of fear being underiiable, it was part
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of the reality; later fear vanished, so we have a new
reality.

Dewey's point appears to be that knowledge changed
the total situation, and as such should not be referred
to as an example of the knowledge changing the object alone.
It changed the total situation, the concrete reality is new,
since concrete reality means the éondition of all the ele-
ments at any given moment. If any element is changed, the
whole situation is altered... since there is an all-pervasive
unity. .

It has been said that Dewey claims that knowledge
chahges the object. 1Indeed his language is not unequivocal.

And it leaves him open to oriticiasm. To use our previous

quotation as a case in point.

"Immediate empiricism postulates that things--

anything, everything in the ordinary or non-

technioal sense of the term "thing"--are what -

they are experienced as." (10).
Now let us take the window shade whioh has been tapping for
us. It is a "thing", either in the technical or the non-
technical sense of the term "thing". In the first place
it must be denoted as a "fearsome thing". In the second
case the same window shade must now be called a "non-fearsome
thing". The inevitable conclusion is that as a known thing,
i.e. after knowledge arising from investigation, the shade

has changed. Therefore knowledge changed the object.

This is the charge against Dewey.

~

(10) _Thﬁ Philosophy of John Dewey,
by W. T. Feldman, p. 21. )
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A more ridieulous example is given by Russell:

"The first science to be developed was astronomy,
yet it can hardly be supposed that the sun and the
planets are much altered by the observation of the
astronomers?T (1ll).

It should be said without further ado that Dewey repudiates
this conclusion in absolute fashion. The obvious inter-
pretation of his thought is not the correct one.

"I have not held, as is intimated in Mr. Russell's

ailucion to knowledge of sun and planets, that
knowing modifies the object of knowledge." (12).

What then does he mean? How have we misinterpreted him?
Our error arises from our practice of separating object
from subject in the experigental situation. Previous to
investigation or inquiry there was the immediately had
material in a non-cognitional situation. Then there was
the material of cognition -as revealed in the acquired
knowledge. The situation differs: and there are thereforse
two realities., The knower as such is part of a situation;
reality includes all the elements presenf, not merely the
knower, and with any change in any element there is a
change in the whole, and a new reality'exists. Immediate
empiricism requires this view. Henceforth Dewey will speak
of a'knower in conjunction with a whole situation, never
(11) DEWEY'S NEW LOGIC, by Bertrand Russell. In The

Philosophy of John Dewey (Vol. 1 of The Library
of Living Philosophers), p. 154

(12) EXPERIENCE, KNOWLEDGE, AND VALUE: A REJOINDER,
by John Dewey. 1In The Philosophy of John Dewey
(Vol. 1 of The Library of Living Philosophers),
pP. 547.
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isolated. For purposes of discourse one may use the word
"knower" or "subject" but to get away from a nominal to
a real definition, one must ineclude all the elements immed-

iately present and experienced.

S. The Active Mind

The net result of this interest in the experiential
situation is a further distaste for the older rational
psyehology. The previous theory had held firmly to an
opposition between knower and known; then a union in know-
ledge. The emphasis was on a passive type of knowledgs.
The mind being capable of acquiring a knowledge of the
object and retaining its own status, it seemed to be a
mere spectator of reality, not an active sharer in the
making of that reality. The knower is essentially passive,
or so Dewey interpreted the older view.

Now along comes experimental psychology. It led
Dewey to favour a more active role for mind. Immediate
empiricism was his postulate. And although mind does not
change the object, it does change the situation, and in
something more than a mere passive alteration. It 1s not
the function of mind to interpret reality, to reflect its

nature, but rather to enter into the situation and alter it.



£5.

"Neither logical reasoning nor the passive accumu-

lation of any number of observations-which the

ancients called experience--suffices to lay hold

of them. Active experimentation must force the

apparent facts of nature into forms different to

those in which they familiarly present themselves;

and thus make them tell the truth about themselves;

as tortare may compel an unwilling witness to re-

veal what he has been concealing. Pure reasoning

as a means of arriving at truth is like the spider

who spins a web out of himself. The web is orderly

and elaborate, but it is only a trap."” (13).

This passage is typical of his lifelong crusade against what
he has labelled the "spectator theory"™ of knowledge. He
opposes any theory which supports using categories as & frame
of reference, or any attempt to pigennhole reality. If it
is merely classificatory, it is not knowledge. The activity
of mind was first illustrated by experimental psychology.

But the idea really came from Bacon.,

The villain in the piece is Aristotls. True he favoured
experience; but it was passive experience, observation. Any
change is thought of as taking place in the mind, not the
total situation. Mind is independent, undisturbed, a rather
disinterested spectator. It is perhaps not uninterested
because it really does observe the phenomene but inasmuch as
1t does not seek to alter things, then it should be called
disinterested. Dewey's favourite illustration 1is the contrast
between the ant and the bee. The ant piles up material, as

the passive mind accumulates instances. On the other hand

the busy bee not only collects but orgaenizes, and modifies

(13) Reconstruction in Philosophy, By John Dewey, p. 32.
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the collected stuff to make it serviceable, this busy tee
illustrates the active mind, the really experimental mind,
the mind making the best use of true induction. Bacon is
given the credit for this improvement over Aristotle.
Although the idea was Bacon's, he had not the instru-
ments to make the most efréctiVe use of it. 7This came later,
in the late 19th. century when science had made such strides.
And Dewey implies that as time goes on there is bound to be
a continued progress, as methods continue to improve. So
Dewey is anxious %o get on the bandwagon of this new science.
Strange as it may be, Dewey has seldom actually performed any
experiments in a scientific laboratory. He prefers to use the
method of science on a more extensive subject-matter. In fact
he can see no limit to its application and it finds its way
into the new logic, the new way of thinking, the development
of aﬂ active mind. "Mind is not a kind of being but a kind
of doing". (14). And here Dewey expresses his utter aversion
for both rationalism and the older'empiricism. Rationalism
because it insisted on a passive mind, that is, a spectator
theory of knowledge; and the older empiricism because it con-
tinued the real distinction and separation between knower

and known, subject and object.

(14) Experience and Nature, by John Dewey, Chicago,
London: Open Court Publishing Co, 1985, p. 40.
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"Rationalism thus accepted the account of experience

given by traditional empiricism, and introduced

reason as extra-empiriocal. Rationalism never sxplained,

however, how a reason extraneous to experience could

enter into helpful relation with concrete experiences.

?{sgffinition reason and experience were antithetical."
Here we have his dislike for rationalism: its separation of
reason and experience. It is not a mere distinction he ob-
jects to but in his view the terms are opposed by the older
rationalism. There oan never be any organic unity if we
persist in holding for the existence of a reason which re-
tains its nature throughout an experience. Before the ex-
perience reason has its nature; after the experience reason
preserves its nature. Dewqy says this cannot be. We are
wrong because we hold that reason is the same yesterday,
today and the same forever. <o hold this is to deny any
meaning to experience, Dewey believes.

One interpretation of Dewey's views is that reason
acts as a catalyst. It has a share, an active share, in the
experiment, but emerges 1tseif uncheanged as a chemical might
be used in an exﬂeriment to speed up the process and yet

remain unchanged itself. This view 1s not Dewey's. He holds

for an active mind, yes, but not an unchanging mind. As an

element of the total situation, mind alters and is altered.
And logically he denies to mind a lasting nature. Ilore will

be said on this in the chapter to follow on Darwinism.

(15) THE NEED FOR ' A RECOVERY OF PHILOSQPHY, by
John Dewey. In Creative Intelligence, Essays
in the Pragmatic Attitude, by John Dewsy,
Addison W. Moore, H.C. Brown, George H. Mead, etc.
New York: Holt, 1817, p. 23-24.
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Right now we wish to insist on the active mind, capable of
altering a situation and being altered in experisnce. It
is not antithetical to Pxperience; it is an element of the
total situation. Henoce his opposition to the rationalism
which preceded experimental psychology. The new science
shows mind at work. 4nd since the word mind implies a
continuing thing, henceforth Dewey prefers the word
intelligence. There is something "active™" implied by in-
telligence. It speaks of an "act" rather than a "power or
habit" in scholastic terminology, hence his preference.
And experimental psychology has freed us- from the bonds of

rationalism.

4, Efficacy of Intelligence

Immediate Empiricism having established that nind or
intelligence enters into every experience as a constitutive
element, and this view having been confirmed by the new
Experimental Psychology, we find Dewey oconvinced for a
lifetime that the efficacy of intelligence is undeniable.
Hencefor th he will defend this against all opponents, and
if there be no opposition, he will manufacture it! He will
glory in the label of "anti-intellectualist" and his enemy
will be the man who maintains that the function of intellect
is to interpret reélity. According to Dewey, intelligence
is not to interpret but to transform reality. It is an
active element of experience;it is altered and it alters

in the total situation. When he says that it is altered,
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he refers to its changing character, its dependence on
antecedents which have helped to make it the intelligence
that it is. 1Intelligence here is thought of as a result
of emergent evolution, a notion we shall discuss later.
Our immediate concern is that intelligence is not static,
not passive, it enters into every situation, and it
effectively alters that situation. It adjusts capacities,
it organizes, transforms, alters, use whatever term you
will but insist on the efficacy of intelligence as against
a passive, inert, helpless, spectator intelligence or mind.
The laboratory gives us the supreme illustration of
intelligoence at work. There are certain materials, data,
instrunents, conditions, circumsatances generally. In mere
passive observation, the mind or intelligence must simply
stop, look and listen. It can observe, reflect, possibly
predict fature events but it does not alter anything. 1In
the experiment made possible by modern scientific progress
ana using scientific method the situation is entirely
different. Intelligence first decides on material to be
used. Date 13 chosen or selected; it does not have to
accept helplessly. A certain amount of chemical may be
used; its temperature can be controlled; its pressure de-
termined; all of the circumstances need not be accebted but
thanks to the progress of science all can be determined.
Now intelligence proceeds in its active way to make the

elements of the experiment act and react in the manner,
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for the length of time, and in any other circumstances that
it chooses to do. Thus to study earthquakes, ancients like
Aristotle could only observe. But modern scientists can
build a model, bring about wave motions, study the effects
of their manmade eqrthquake on different kinds of soil or
rock and now it is no longer mere observation; it is intelli-
gence because it has an active share in the process or
experiment.

This sort of argument intrigues Dewey because there
was nothing cut and 4dried about experiment. He believed
that previously anybody who conducted experiments did so
merely to demonstrate a truth already known. There was
nothing constructive, nothing novel about them. Now ex-
perimental psychology seemed to be unearthing truths hidden
since the beginning of the world. There was no passive
mind here; it as an active intelligence; nay a creative
intelligence. And this second idea has become a corner-

stone in Dewey's thought: intelligence 1s creative.

5. Creative Intelligence

The attitude which began with Dewey's interest in
experimental payshology blossomed as the years went on.
By 1917 his thoughts had erystallized and they were ex-
pressed 1in his essay: THE NEED FOR A RECOVERY IN

PHILOSOPHY. (18). Herein we find all his attitudes towards

(16) Ibid.,
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a spectator-theory of knowledge. The knower enters into
the experimential situation and transforms it whilst be-
ing transformed himself.
‘"In the orthodox view, experience is regarded
primarily as a knowledge-affuir. But to eyes
not leoking through ancient spectacles, it
assuredly appears as an affair of the inter-
course of a living being with its physical and
social environment." (17).
Down with passive theories! Henceforth philosophy will
recover its pristine position only if it throws off these
dead beliefs and affirms that intelligence enters into
every experience as an active element, a living element,
acting and reacting to the other elements in that same
gsituation.
", .experience in its vitel form is experimental,
an effort to change the given; it is character-
ized by projection, by reaching forward into the
unknown; connexion with the future is a salient
<ratt.” (18).
The contribution of intelligence to every experiential
situation is that it brings absolute npvelties into
the world. The result of the experlence is something
utterly different, utterly new and original. Frhilosophy
must recognize this as due to active, to creative in-
telligence. The laboratory reproduces real life on a
small scale. It teaches us to transform the world just

as the scientist transforms a particular situation in

his experiment. Scientific method is the new god; and
(17) Ibid., p. 7.
(18) _Ibid., p. 7.
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its cereative power is in the hand of mnan.

"The resognition that reflection is a genuine
factor within experience and an indispensable
factor in that control of the world which
secures a prosperous and significant expansion
of experience undermines historic rationalism
as assuredly as it abolished the foundations

of historic empiricism." (19).

"The popular impression that pragmatic philosophy
means that philosophy shall develop ideas relevant
to the actual crises of life, ideas influential in
deeling with them and testing by the assistancs
they afford, is correct.™ (20).

6. Behaviorism

The more Dewey became interested in experimental
psychology, the more was he influenced by contemporary
psychologists who ignored introspection and consecious-
ness and explained all humen activities exclusively as
mechanical reactions to sensitive stimuli. His personal
development paralleled conclusions whiech he either ab-
sorbed unconsciously or used to bolster his case. As
an individual, his trend was away from absolute Hegelian
jdealism. He had tried it snd found it wanting. It gave
him no satisfactory explanation of experience hence he
abandoned it. His primary objeétion was that it taught
the existence of a universal consciousness, an objective
mind upon which individuals were dependent for the
formation of their mental life. An absolute mind manifested
in social institutions was denied; the influence of cul-

tural environment on the development of an individual was

(19) Ibid., p. 235.
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retained. Environment fitted in well with the postulate

ofﬂimmediate empiricism; an absolute wmind did not.

As a true Hegelian, G.!5. llorris of John Hopkins
University had taught vewey that universal consciousness
is that third thing which embraces empirical consciousness
and the objects of knowledge. In common parlance, objects
and subjects are embedded within a larger, a living whole,
a common spirit or life. 7This living unity bridged the
gap between knower and known and indeed between all ‘
knowers. It provided a basi; for attacking dualists. Tﬂe
attitude was retaiﬁed by Dewsey but the.universal consciousness
or objective mind was dropped.

Later Dewey was simply to convert the universal con-
seciousness into nature, the individual into organism and
the objeet of knowing into environment. His naturalism then
taught that organism and environremt are parts of nature.
And whatever holds true of nature in general should hold true
of human organisms in particular, so knowledge in man is
simply an organic development. Without teaching behaviorism,
Dewey had prepared the way of it. By 1892, Dewey recognized
that t he universal self is superfluous and the individual
self can be deseribed in behavioristic fashion. (21).

To be able to say that knowledge is an organic develop-
ment in man one must bridge the gap between physical and
psychic activities; eifher bridge it or deny its existence.

(21) 7The Origin of Dewey's Instrumentalism,
by Morton G. White, p. 47.
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Bebaviorism avolided the problem by pbincing out thal knowing
18 something which we do. It is a response to a stimulus
the same as any other mechanical response. And here we

have the root of Llewey's naturalism.

"The psychological tendencies which have exerted

an influence on instrumentalism are...more or less,
closely releted to the important movement whose
promoter in psychology has been Lr. John Watson and
to which he has given the name of Behaviorism.
Briefly the point of departure of this theory is the
conception of the brain as an organ for the co-
ordination of sense stimuli (to which one should add
modifications caused by habit, unconscious memory,
or what are called today "conditioned reflexes'") far
the purpose of effecting appropriate motor responses."

(22).
tence frequent expressions to the effect that thought 1is
"an organic response" and others of that ilk have their
roots in behaviorism. It provided Dewey with his escape
from absolute idealism into the realm of experience and
nature. He will scarcely admit being a monist, but he
will quickly denounce any duaiism, since behaviorism has
overcome the latter. Even such traditional notions as
animate and inanimate need no longer be held and Lewey
explains that the difference between them

"lies in the way in which physico-chemical

energies are interconnected and operates..
respectively.” (23).

(22) Philosophy and Civilization, by John Dewey.
New York: Minton, Balch & Co., 1931, p. 27.

(23) Experience and Nature, by John Dewey, p. 254.
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To the end Dewey has upheld the glories of science.

Most of the old dualisms were taught by imperfeoct science,
inadequately equipped and overshadowed by state or religious
institutions. Experimental psychology has freed intelli-
gence of these defects hence its great importance. The
step forward has a solid scientific basis, an empirical
basis, not an authoritarian basis. we need no longer hold
for a subordinate but a free science, with new means of
investigation or inquiry, and thought must create novelties,
free energies and advance bravely. ZExperimental psychology
has given us the tools and the method; philosophy must
finish the job.
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Chapter 4 - MARRIAGE aND JvHE MIDDLE WEST

During that {irst yeur as a professor at lLiichigan
University, Dewey lived in a bousrding house in which an
undergraduate of the sane sohool had a room. Her nuane
was Alice Chipman and she was to marry the young professor
two Qears later, in July 1886. Her influence lasted until
her death in 1927. it was espeoiélly nopeworthy in the
fiela of education and their life with fheir growing
children was 8o bound up with his work that she deserves
a special mention in the formation of his thought. Almost
everyone agrees that his residgnce in the Middle ¥est
afrectéd hisnputlook and it would seem that Alice Chipman
contributed not a little herself.

She and her sisier were brought up by their grand-
parents, early settlers in .he state of.New York. The
grandfather was a very 1ndependent-pinded man anu.his
traité were inherited by his grandchild. Although a
freethinker, he contrihuted money towards the erection
of every church.in hié village! Very interested in the
social life of his time, he led a very colorful life and
this background, not a wealthy Ane though, gave young Alice
an intellectual independence anc self-reliance which she
was later to communicate to”her huéband. she had a
brilliant mind, end was very much aware of social injustice.

A school teacher for several years before her marriage, she
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knew human nature. 7This strong feeling for the problems
of the common man she communicated to John Dewey. A
sensitive personality, she belonged to no church but
believed that a religious attitude was an integral part
of human nature, and that theology and ecclesiastical
institutions had benumbed rather than developed true
religion. (1). In his own home as a boy vDewey had not
been given such a view but this he absorbed over the

years and his book:-a Common Faith (2). expresses an

identical position. One sees here the basis for some
of his later values, hence her place in this list of
factors in his formetion.

In due course marriage brought with it six children,
80 that Dewey's interest in schools and their power to
forw character was not an abstiract one but a problem which
affected him vitelly. A bachelor might well have remained
in the field of logic for a lifetime but one might well
expect the father of a family to branch out into ethics, as
was his case. It was an influence in his life and it is
reflected very strongly in his thought to this day.
(1) DBIOGRAPHY OF JOHN DEWEY, ed. by Jene M. Dewey. 1In The

’hilosophy of John Dewey, (Vol. 1 of “he Library of
Living rhilosophers], ed. by Paul Arthur Schilpp. p. 2l.

(2) A Common Faith, by John Dewey. New Haven: Yalse
niversity Fress, 1934, 87 pp.
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Mucﬁ has been made of the fact that Dewey roved from
Vermont, the state which prodiced Calvin Cooliudge, to
Michigan, which lienry Ford was to make famous. It has bsen
a definite factor. vantayem has said that william James
was a psychologist of the individual, whilst Lewey tended
to dissolve the individual into his social functions. There
is m.uch truth in the assertion. buring the years thet
Dewey lived in the Middle ‘iest, that section passed through
a severe de:ression and economic recovery. Fortunes came
andlwent quickly. Men took chunces and their way of thought
made enterprise the suprene virtue. Life was a risk but
frequent success encouraged esveryone. Security was not an
ideal des;pite the wretched conditions of so many in the
large cities like Chicago. Dewey was soon interested in
the plight of the poor, and the numbers of uneducated
i.migrants who quickly made good gave him confidence in
the human mind which more staid New Englanders would never
feel. In the East, tradition counted for a lot. In the
kiddle West, it counted for less than nothing. ilany of
these people left all the traditions they cared to know
about far behind in Europe. Lvery man could make a living
in this land of promise, if only he worked hard enough,
and used sufficient intelligence. The hope of progress
becane a dogna.

Such views were bound to have their effect on Dewsey's
thir king and with such a lack of class distinction, he be-

came 8 complete equalitarian. Ivery man was as good as the
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next, and perhaps a little better! Much of Dewey's adula-
tion of democracy sprang from what he saw and lived through
in Michigan and Illinois. The role of education had a very
pfominent place in the society of that area, and the success
attributed to this made it assume great value in the philos-
opher's mind. It became a means to the great end, the
development of democracy.

The rapid changes brought about in such a growing way
of life gave”bewey the idea that change is real}ty. This
fitted in very well with his technical views aqd contributed
much in the formation of his pragmatic theses. ile began to
distrust all traditions, social, cultural and religious
especially....even sclientific dogmas. EVerything can and
should be altered if it will benefit society. He became
socialistic, but not in the political sense of class war,
dictatorship of the proletariat or submergence of the in-
dividual. After all, nobody from Vermont ever became &

Communist!
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Chapter 5- INTEREST IN ETHTCS

During these yaears 1882-1890, his reading and studies con-
tinued, and his writing ability developed. This is not to say
that his writing necessarily improved, but siuply that he wrote
more often hence more easily. At first the most avident trait
was German idealism. Then his preoceupation with the new
psychology, i.e. experi .ental rather than rationalistic, drew
his attention to a more objective approach. e have already

mentioned his attempt, in his taxtbook Psychology, to amalgamate

both attitudes. Following this, the next viectim to be absorbed
was ethies.,

it was likely his Hegelian streak which dﬁmanded a unity
of all branches of knowledge. It was mere circumstance which
decided that ethics would hecome an element in his thought at
this stage. .t the University of !'ichigan he was assigned sone
courses 1n ethics. To equip himself to teach these properly,
Dewey was obliged to study this field very carefully. For the
use of his students he published two works: Qutlines of a

Critical Theory of Ethiecs, in 1891, (1) and then in 1894: The

L

Study of Lthics (2) when the Tirst was out of print.

(1) Outlines of a Critical Theory of Ethics, by John Dawey;
Ann Arbor: Hdeglater bPublishing Co., 1891, viii, 253 pp.

(20 The Study of Tthiecs: A Syllabusg, by John uvewey; Ann Arbor:
Reglster Putlisning Co., 1994, iv, 151 PP
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Although James' rgychology ap.eared in l8uvl, and hus been
given credit for deing the greatest single irnfluence in changing
the direotion of Dewey's thought, as we shall see in our next
chapter, 4t would be a mistake to say that its influerce appears

in the Outline of a Critical Theory of XKthiecs, Although Dewey

wakes many acknowledgments in it of his debt to English idealistic
and naturelistic writers, (3) there is no reference to silliam
James, Yeét in this book we find the essential positions of his
later teaching. He denounces the fallacy that moral action means
something more than esction itself, and here we find the analysis
of individuality into function including capacity and environ-
ment. ~The psychological approach followed his own trend. It is
Quite a step from the former idealistic position which holds that
the individual finds the source of all his activity in the 'ni-
versal #ill. liow all is within the aot: will, consequences, and
ijdea. The act itself is included in the larger activity of the
individual in society.

:he development has comne about with the analysis from the
psychologist's viewpoint. There is no pre-existent ideal
reality. There is no concern with a separate morsl category and
consequently no dualism between scientific knowing and moral
knowing. This was an essentially hantian notion, that soxne

"knowing" was isolated from moral valucs. Now in the analysis

(3) ~he preface indicates his debt to Green's Prolegomena to
Ethics, Bradley's ithical Studies, Caird's Social

Philosophy to Coute, and especially Caird's Critical
rhilosophy of Kant, and finally Alexander's Yoral (rder

and I'rogress,
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of the act Dewey finds that there is a situation in which
organism and environment are functionally united. And in every
act of choice we pass into definitely moral veluations, because
every act haa an effect on the formation of habit and character.
Ethics and psychology are then closely related; one explains
the other; in fact one implies the other.

In Outlines of a Critical ‘heory of lithics, we see the

shadow of the later role assigned to intelligence. There is

a concretie concern with the planning and organization of indiv-
idual and social life. There is nothing of the remoteneas of
rationalistic ildealisu here.

"in end to serve as standard must be (1) a comprehcnsive
end for all the acts of an individual, end (2) an end
comprehending the activities of various individuals--a
common good." (4).

And on this same page Deway goes on to explain that a common
good 1is one which in satisfying one, satisfies others. One
sees here the interest in society as having a most inmportant
role, a role he was later to assign to it when using the word
democracy. And as for the favourite phrese of later yecars
concerning "freeing energies"” of the individual, in this same
first chapter Jewey wrote:

".he end of action" or the guod, is the roalized will, the
developed or satisfied self....Iit is found in satisfactions
of desires accnrding to law. .his law, however, is not
s0 ething external to desires, but is their own law. Fach
desire ia only one ustriving ol claracter for larger action,
and the only way in waich it can really find satisfaction
(that is, pess from inward striving into outward action) is
as a manifestation of characi.r."” (5).

(4) vutlines of a Critical .heory of Kthics, by dohn Uewey,;

pp. 3 '32.
(5) Ibid., Ps 95.
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Now we have a law contained within desires! It is usually
thought of as quite different yet if one wishes to avoid any dusl-
ism, it must be absorbed.
Notice the phrase "striving of charsctor for larger action”,
e thought which would beco.ie a oornerstone. It reflects the in-
depsndence of individualism yet it too must be contained within
the larger, the social sphere.
"The Moral End or the Good is the Realization by a Person
and as a Person of Individuality". (8).
And he explains that "Individuality" means specific capacity
and specific environment.
"environment enters into individuality as a con.tituent
factor, helping make it what 1t is.
On the other hand, it is capacity which makes the
environment really an environment to the individual." (7).
..e role assigned to the individual was fairly clear in his
nind as early as 1891. .nd we see also the switch from an
abstract Will to the Will of the Cormmunity. It should alao de
pointec out ithat he rejected a single end at this stage.
"We have no "The Good", but an agpgrerate of fragmentary
ends."” (8).
(6) Ibid., p. 97.
‘7) Ibido. po 99'
(8) M.' p. llgc



44.

"That performance of function which is "the grod", is now
seen to consist in vital union with, and reproduction of
the practical institutions (family, school, society, etc)
of which one i3 a member. 'The maintenance of such by the
free participation therein of individual wills, is, of
itself, the common good." (9).

rart 3 of this book is entitled: The Morsl Life of tne
Individual. Let it be mentioned in passing that the psychological
element is highly developed. DBoth an intellectual and volitional
element is thus assigned to conscience. Reason alone does not
explain choice in man; there are also emotional'factors such as
the approval or disapproval of publie opinion, etec.

Within this psychological treatment of the moral life of
the individual, Dewey assigns several pages to the concept of
duty. He has here the usual humanistic thesis that knowledge
will cure most of our moral problems. Duty will triumph when
within our knowledge we possess adequate convictions of the
necessity of conforming conscience to law. \with sufficient
understanding the individual becomes morally mature and will
act properly. ‘laken in isolation one must admit a certain
anmnount of truth in this. Knowledge will usually lsad to firm
convietion, but it need not. If mere knowledge was the answer
to the moral problem, itwould be a synonyu for holiness. How-
ever, it is well known that the wisest people are not always the

holiest, nor does there seem t0 be any constant way of correlating

these two qualities.

(9) Ibid., p. 173,
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"The formation of this general idea of duty, and the growth
of feeling of duty as such, is helped through the faat
that children (and adults so far as their moral life is
immature) need to have their moral iudgnents constantly
reinforced by recurrocnce to the thougnt or law." (10).

The language as such is misleading, hecause nowhere does lLewey
tell us then what he means by law. The impression is the
standard one of contrasting law with conscience, an outer with
an inner guide. Yet this is frar from Dewey's position. In the
next few lines he speaks of the advantares of explaining to
children the why and wherefore of duty in individual cases. But
how this can be done without reco.rse to & positive law he does
not explain. It is true that previously ho had said:

"I'he law, in other words, of actions, is the law of actual
social forces in their onward movenent, in so far aes these
demand some respouse in the way of conduct from the
individual.” (1l1).

lHiowever, I should like to hear (r. Dewey or anyone else explain
this to a naighty child. O©. iously what he is stressing is the
thesis that children should not be punished without explanation,
nor forced to do the will of their elders unless they are told
(as m:ch as their mental rmmturity can gresp) the why of conduct.
.0 this there can be no obhjecotion. But once again, his reaction
is so strong against the error that he is in danger of the

opposite excess. <ihe proof is that umany later interpreted the

Uewey system as meaning a complete lack of discipline for school

(10) 1bide, p. 19§,

(11)) <itide., p. 178.



46.

children; their knowledge would deveiop the notion of duty,

discipline or punishment w uld not.

His first book in tliis field, lhe vutline of a Critical

Theory of Ethics, thus had & hint of the later role to he

assigned to intelli;enve. wUthics did not wean assi.ilation

of a catechism of rules nor a set of commandments, but one

was rather (o think of the Golden {ule as "a tool of analysis."”
(12). Lewey also had, at this early siage, ruled out the
peimanent idea of law and virtue. Idcals chenge and must
necessarily change. he same words may be used by moralists
but their content has varied and will vary.

"It 48 of vhe very nature of moral conduct to be pro-
gressive. Permanence of specific ideacls means moral
death. .e say Lhat truth-telling, charity, loyalty,
tenperance, have always been moral ends and while
this is tr.ie...what is neant by temperance, etc. has
been constantly changing, and this of necessity." (13).

One i3 tempted to wonder aloud if Dewey thinks that man's
capacity for alcolholic beveruges is bound to increase!

from his personal reputation as an opponent of teetotalisn

we m..8t conclude that his meaning is more general. In
iuritan days tenperance would mean total ahatinence; in other
tiges it would indicave sowe lildvation but allowing in-
dulgsnce to some dogree. a8 ti.ue went it would have no
reference to drinking whatsoover. At any rate, noral ideals
mean different things in differ(nt ages.

(12 Ibid., p. 204.

(L3; Ibid., p. 206.
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1he last chapter of this book deals with virtues. ‘'he
list 13 hardly orthodox. T[Thus "conscientiousness, for example,
18 a cardinal virtue". (l4). No systematic effort is made
to classify t:.e virtues. No denial is rade of standard treat-
ments by other suthors of tiis section of ethics. In his own
roundabout way Dewey mentions sovoral and uses his own termin-
ology (thus fortitude becores bravery; then he =entions .he
virtues of “earnestness and compassion'. .Jhere is an emotional
overtone which reveals a paychological preoccupation.

His second book written at l'ichigan "niversity, The

Study of Fthics: a Syllabus, (15) was written after his Qutlines

of a critical Theory of Lthics was exhausted. The syllabus

was not a new edition. as uvewey stresses himself in the
prefatory notie, it i{s a distinct advarce in his thought.
Intelligence is thought of as a medium between impulses and
consequences. The causality thus attributed to in.elligerce
an.icipates his later toaching on the theory of inquiry. and
when he spraks of such 2 role, he abandons the ideulistic
position of a8 universc not subjJect Lo the controlled activity
of hunan agentas.

Une sces roo.s of his later instr.mentaliszm. . he
languzge of experiient, instruments, practice, and conflict
is already here. Henceforth old idenlistic contentions are
either aropped or if retained, are stripped of Hegelian
form, and revised and bolstered by the new naturalistic

arguments.

(14) 1bid., p. 230
(15) TEe Study of Bthies: A Syllabus, by John Lewey.

-
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Thore is continuity with the Outlines; it would be

misleading to preitend that everything had been overthroun.
Thus the theory of the norm in the uutlines is very much

like the norm theory of the Syllabus. In Outlines, Dewey

says:

"Three of the branches of philosphy :iay be called
normative, iaplying that Lhey deul witih some norm,
sta:.aurd, or eund, estivcating Liie value of their
res ective subject matiers as tested by this end.
+hese are lLogic, dealing with the end Truth, and
the value of the intellectual processes with re-
spect to it; aesthetico, .ealing with Beaut;y and
the value of the emotional conditions as reterred
to it; and EKthies...but this norm in no case coues
from outside the subject :atier; it is the subject
matter considered in its totality". (16,;.

And on this same subject in his later book, the Syllasbus:

"The completest possihle interaction of an impulse

with all other experiences, or the completest

possible relation of an impulse to the whole self
constitutes...the moral value of an act..This has
importaent bearings upon the subject of the criterion...
the criterion always lies within, not without, the

act. 7The criterion is nothing tut the comupletest
possible view orf the acs". (1i7;.

The slight changes in vocabulary huve left the thought

content intact.

(l6) Outlines of a Critical “heury of Kthics, by
John Jewey, pp. l-2.

(17) ihe study or Kihics: » Syllabus, by John Jewey, ;.

BYY
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Later at Chicago, his interost in ethics was further
atimuiated by courses he taught listod as '[>’sychological
Ethios,” "The Logic of ithics,” and "Social Ethics”. The
firs. vl these was simply a develupuent of .is "ihe study
of :ithics: moral theory was expressed in terms of impulses,
habits, desires, emotions and ideas. This would become

Human Nature and Conduct. {18)., wune can see the trend

away from Hegelian idealism to a more pragratic viewpoint.
Dewey left idealistic categories and "a priori" reasoning
put he retained the idea of a wholes, of organiciasm. l'art
of Hegel was abandoned and part was retained. This desire
to see everything in one whole as opposed to a sepgnented
universe has led critics to label Dewey as a monist. lie
prefers to be called contextialist. 4.ll this however was
a later develop.ient. By 1894 he was no longer an absolute
idealist though anti-intellect.alist; he had accepted
"eonsequences” of intellipence and some of the elements of

experinentalism,

(18) lumian lature and conducti, by John bLewey.
New York: :denky HoO 73 .y 1922, vii, 336 pp.
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Chapter 6 - INeLUEHCH OF Ww1LLIAM JAMES

l. Peirce, iather of ilrajriatism

The three celebrated names in Anerican rragmatism
are Charles Sanders Feirce, william Jumes and John uvewey.
teirce was a logioian, interested in Aristotle, and has
been given credit for developing the logic of relations
which were brought to a c¢ulmination by ‘“hitehead and

dussell in their irincipia lathe..atica. (1j.

‘he son of Benjamin leirce, who was leading mathe-
matician of his day, it has been suid that Charles was
brought up in a laboratory. (2). Ilis interests alter-
nated between science and philoaophy. wuJissatisfied with
the theories of truth tanght by deductive thinkers s.ch
as opinoza, Kant and llegel, he .urned towurds empiricism.
He disliked the pursuit of an absolute truth which was
inaependent of experience. The correspondence Or €o..on
sense theory of aristotle and the Scholastics he found
inadequate and he was led by his sclentific background
to exanine the findings of the empiricists.

(1) THE SIGNIFICANCE OF LEWEY'GC PHILOSOPHY, by william

Savery. In The Philosophy of John bewey (Vol. 1 of
The Library of Living Philosophars) p. 484,

(2) The Development of American Ihilosophy, W. luelder
and L. Oears. Boston: Houghton WMifTlin, 1940, p. 330.
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Peirce and James both acknowledged their delt to
Hume whose starting point is that of empiriciam and who
ended with phenomenalisam,

"Thus did lHume complete the work of empiricism.

Locke reesoned away everything except ihe

primary qualities of todies and Lhe unknown

substratum (substance) in which they adhere;

Berkeley showed that even the substance anrd

primary qualities of bodies might be reasoned

away, and now hume applies tlie same solvent

to the substance of mind itself, and leaves

nothing but phenomena." (3).
Peirce's central thesis was that inductive inference is

ie same as probable inference. .n inductive conelusion

is never certain but a high degree of probability is the
best we can hope for. Mundauentally it is a method of
enumeration and the sample chosen to build up the statis-
tics may well lead us astray. substance is sonething un-
proven, beyond our grasp so our certitude concerns
statistics on phenomena.

British Empiricism of the 19th. century left Peirce
unhappy since he found its attitude retrospective, oon-
cerned with antecedent phenomrna, 7o grasp the meaning
of an idea, he thought we should rather be prospective,
looking ahead to consequence of the idea in action. fThe
modification of existence by applying ideas or concepts
to solve the problems and change the situations presented
to us in experience is the real icaning of his tueory. .he

consequences he referred Lo are the general consequences.

(3) Aistory »f Philosophy, by vwilliam Turner, S5.T...,
poston: Ginn & Couniry, 1929, p. 020,
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Action is not the supreme good, but through action
concepts can be applied to existence and it 1s only
through such application ilhat they have any mcaning. They
are not reflections of reality but instruments for active
exploration of the world about us.,

In 1878 there was published in .he Popular science

Monthly, an essay by Peirce entitled: Hu/ TO MNAKL OUR
IJUEAS CLEAR. ihe essay lay unnoticed for 20 years ucntil,
in an address of 1898, James gave l'eirce crudit for start-
ing him on the right direction. As a label for his views,
reirce used the word "Pragmatism." He got the term from
Kant who distinguished it from "Fractical." The latter
referred to moral laws which Kant said were "a priori";
the former applies to rules of art and technique which

are based on experience and are applicable to experience.

The reference to the future became the cornerstone
for James' new theory of truth. He would develop the
thought and it would be brought to maturity by vewey. A
readily available and complete definition of truth as
reirce saw it may be found quoted approvingly by Dewey:

"Truth is that concordance of an abstract state-

ment with the ideal limit towards which endless
investigation would tend to bring scientific
belief, wnich concordance the abstract statement
may possesa by virtue of the confession of its

inaccuracy and one-sidedness, and this confession
is an essential ingredient of tr.th." (4).

(4) Logic: The Theory of Inquiry, by John Dewey, p. 345n.
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The preéooupation with the future as an element of truth
has been the distinctive feature of the three philosophers:
reirce, James, iewey. Their view implies that knowledge
when thought of as a mirror of reality should not and in-
deed cannot be called true. ve should start with a
hypothesis in our search for scientific belief; if it
brings about desirable "results” it is a "true™ hypothesis.
But "truth", as an absolute, cannot be obttained. It must

remain in the future forever.

2., William James, American

The obscurity of Peirce was matohed by the popularity
of Jumes, His brother Henry wrote novels like psychology
whilst vWilliam wrote psychology which was &s readable as
novels. Peirce was a logician and wrote like one, hence
he had few followers. iiilliam Juwes caught the spirit of
the common people, using phrases one heard in the streets,
and his books reflect the eager, adventuresome, dashing
and business-like ideals of the day. He liked to speak of
"cash-value™ and "res:lts", and other such phrases to ex-

press the place cf consequences in his theory. Such

practices tended to popularize his views and also tended
to leave the author open to misinterpretation. iiowever,

this last was inevitable on another score: James was not
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altogether consistent in his thought. e are more con-

cerned though, in showing his position between Feirce and
Dewey as Dewey has repeatedly told of his debt to Vvillieam
cmes.

Dewsy's daughter Jane, who wrote the biography of
jer famous parent for the Library of Livin,; lhilosophers,
nas this to say:

"Williem James' Principles of Psychology was much
the greatlest single influence in changing the
direction of Dewey's philosophical thinking. 71he
marked incresse in the prominence of the psycholog-
ical approach in the second ethical syllebus may

be attributed to the appearance ol this book shortly
after the first one was written." (5).

Dewey was not only one to be influecnced by the Irinciples

of Psychology. James taught at Harvard from 1872 until

his death in 1910 and was the first American philosopher
whose name was known outside of the trade. As an individ-
ual h~ was very colorful and one night well say that he
came by it honestly. His father was & mystic of sorts

and their homelife was dominated by his persohality.
Inheritor of great{ wealth, he fouud it unnecessary to
work and it pleased him to send his sonz to "urope for
their education., In France they fell in with Chercot

and from him they acquired an interest in psychology. This
renained a dominant interest for a lifetime. DBack in

(5) BLOGRAKLHY OF JOIl. _LU4LY, ed. by Jane L. Dewey.

In The Philosophy of John vewey {Vol. 1 of ‘he
Library of Living rhilosophers) p. 23.
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America 'Y1lliam Jamaes tonk a '".D. at Harvard in 1870, later
teacliing snatomy, physiology, psychology and p':1losop.y.
With this background it is not surprising that william
James made a shining reputation at ilarvard during his 38
years there. His urbanity, wit, genersal culture made a
stirong impression on Lewey but these all followed Dawey's

reading of The Principles of Psychology. The impact of

this book can scarcely be overestimated and its date {1890)

is significant of an early influence. The Pragmatism by

william James, (1907) was much later and Dewey's thought
was then fairly well rormed, 4#s definitely as trend will
allow anyway. It is generally taken for grénted that

the FPragmetism, by Jamea, was the chief influence but

this brief biography in Schilpp's volume had the approval
of the philosopher himseclf, and the more objactive psycho-

logical theory 1is outlined in :irinciples of ryschology

rather than Pragmatism. There was a strong biological

basis and though not clearly gras-ed by Lewey at first,

it was later to become the reason for his being callead
behavioristic. uvur point here is that Jumes was the
source, one important source anyway, of the trend towards
a biological standpoint, a further step away from absolute
idealism and more closely approaching the later instru-

mentalism. The new step favoured a more earthly function-

alism. (6).

(6) DBWEY'S INDIVIDUAL AMD SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY, by Gordon
W. Allport. In The rhilosophy of John Lewey (Vol. 1
of The Library of Living Philosophers) p. 267.
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Gordon W. Allport has this to say:-

"So whole-hearted is his conversion to the functional
position that Dewey accuses James of faint-heartedness.
In particular it is the self, with which Lewey had
such deep concern in 1886, that he is now bent on
ruling out of court. With James' Fiat he will have
nothing to do; not even the mildest endorsement of
indoterminism is allowable. The indaividual and his
actions are one, says lDewey. ''here are concrete
attitudes, habits, des.res, ideas and ignorance; but
there is no ego behind these states. ‘“here is no
call to recede into the ego to explain will, any
more than to explain consciousness., If James can
dispense with the Pure Ego in Thought, he should

(d?spense likewise with the Pure Mover in conduct...
7).

By 1894, then, we see that vVewey has repudiated

completely both the substance and the shadow of

souls psychology. He will have nothing more to

a0 with an active self, as knowar or as effective

agent in will, Uewey irsists upon the seamless

character of experience. (8).
And we have the testimony of Dewey himself that James was
the first to question the disconnected elements of the
empirically given. That is to say that the date of exper-
ience come in wkoles, not separate and independent units.
Reality is what Dewey wouléd later call "contextual” and
not e number of monads.

"Not till the time of William James was the common

preriises of both sensationalistic empiriecism and

rationalism..openly challenged by denial that the
?mfirically given consists of disconnected elements.”
9).

(7) Ibid., p. 268,
(8) Ibid., p. 269,

(3) Logie: The Thenry of Inquiry, by John Lewey, p. 518n.
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His indebtedness to James is undeniable in his transition
from idealism to a species of empiricisn; there is however
another interesting point to notice and that is the
Hegelian idea of "whole" which is now being applied by
Dewey to "experience". His preoccupation with the con-
textual element of experience shows that everything of
.:egel had not baen thrown overboard. And this preoccupa-

tion came through ieirce and James.

"In 1890, in his famous chapter on "The utream of
vhought" in his rrinciples of i'sychology, James
had laid great stress upon the conjunctive relations
of experience which Hume had left out, and later he
called his philosophy Hadical Empiricism in order
to emphasize his difference from Hume. Charles
Feirce coined the word Synechism in 1892 as a term
for the continuity of experience. But it was Janes
who developed the notion t:at experience consists
of real units that overlap successively and .
aimultaneocusly. 7The world is a ochain of inter-
penetrating links. Entities are not exclusive as
in the old pluralism. In the new pluralism they
overlap.

Concatenism is, then, a via media between
monism. It is the only form of pluralism that
is intellectually tenable. Ilereafter, a philosopher
nust be either & monist or a concatenist. In my
opinion, with the exception of pragmatisn or
instrumentalisa, this hypothesis of a concatentated
world is the most important invention of philosophy
since the niddle of the 19th. century.” (10).

(10) THE SIGNIFICANCE v} LIwEY'G FUHILOSUPHY, by +illiam
savery. In The rhilosophy of John Dewey (Vol. 1
of lhe Library of Living rhilosophers) p.489. ‘his
judgment has the explicit approval of Lewey himself
as given in Part 1lll of the samne volume ({7
PRILOGUIEER BT TES p. 545,
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Before 1900, then, Lewey had acquired the elements of his
future theory of knowledre: an "A posteriori" approach to
the problem of experience; a denial of the self; a plural-
ism; a notion of the contvinuwa ol experience. The last
elcuent was a left-over ilegelian idea, but now applied to
a new realism, rather than an idealism.

The history of psychology through these same years
reveals that Lewey followed the general trend outside of
neoscholastic circles. Woodworth has evpressed the ten-
dency pithily:

"First psychology loat its soul, then it lost its
mind, then it lost consciousness; it still has
behavior of a kind."” (1ll).

It would seem then that outside of Catholic circles during
this period materialism was gaining rapidly and decisively.
4illiam James was doing ﬁis bit yet here we have an example
of his inconsistency which must be mentioned. Llewey was
more lorical; James more sentimental. [he question was
religion.

To understand James' attitude in defending religion
on a basis other than reason one should first know of his
division of thinkers by reason of their temperament. e
was firmly convinced that a man's philosophy reflects his
temperament. To a certain extent this might well be true;

(11) Psychology, A Study of the Mental Life by :Aobert
3. Woodworth, New York: Holt, 1928, p. 2n.
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in fact Dewey illustrates the point, first perfectly and
then reacting against his natural bent. James added en-
vironment 1o the strictly physical element to take care
of such examples. !Tis dichotomy divided them into

tender-minded and tough-minded.

Tender-minded philosophers are usually rationalistie,

favouring first principles, order and unity; as a corrolary
they might als> be intellectualistic, idealistic, optimistic,
believers in freewill and monism and probubly doguatical.
Apparently he had people like his friend Koyce in mind.

Tough~-minded philosophers favoured empiricism,

materialism, pessimism, atheism, determinism or possibly
skepticism, naturalism, positivism. It is clear that James
did not think any one man every qualified for all of the
labels in fither group, but the categories, he felt, gave

a rough indication of an outlook.

The division was one which claimed a basis in reason
yet James was still dissatisfied. Neither group could
explain the most human of our convictions, if conduct is
any criterion. And surely any philosopher who looked at
consequences for meanings had to admit that all men,
whether learned philosophers or the men in the street, do
act against both of these attitudes. Hence, James took
upon himself the role of mediator. Each group has a con-
tribution to maie, yet either group does not explain

everything. On the one hand, we have scientific values;
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on the other one must admit human values of the religion and

romantic types. In 1897, The Will To Believe outlined these

views. later James said that a better title would have been:
The Right to Believe. it any rate this was his thesis: in
fields where scientific knowledge is unavailable, & man has
a right to believe what he likes, if, for him, there is some
advantage in it. Thuas if relief in God will give a man hope
anu confidence, then he has a }ight to believe in God. .
sick man has a right to believe that he will recover, anéd
8i:ce almost everyore thinks there are such cases, the
eleiient of delief was a necessary one, an advantageous one
in his cure. +ere ithu patient in the exanple not allowed to
believe there was any hope, he woula certainly die; his belief
.ade the dirferénce, 80 from such consequences, James argued
for a right to believe, on his own risk that he might be
mistaken.

The tests for truth are thus not entirely intellectual;
t1ere is an emotional nature in nan which must be alloxed
its shere. And James was sufficiently optiuziatic to reject
the skeptiocism of s0 may scientists. In this, Dewey did not
follow James. lie will develop a naturalism which never
weakens in its orusades against emotionalism and any religion
which makes use of it in any degree. C(onsequences provide
neanings, but this is so as a prinociple, for the vast
majority of ocases, and siok people who ~scover by "faith”
are exceptions. Some unknown r«ctior was present which

cured thex; but unknown as it was, it was rnot faith. They
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would have recovered anyway. 7'emperamentally, Dewey would
have preferred to write & book entitled: The Right to
Disbelieve!

Ferhaps the explanation or these divergont attitudes
may be found in the fact that James was & psychologist of
the individual, whereas Dewey was nore interested in social
psyeshology. James felt the necu to justify the individual's
attitude; vewey is not interested in Justifying but rather
examining and understanding. Motives ere important for James;
and if they help the individual, he has a right to them.
LDewey wants to know if they will work out in the long run,
socially. Does it pay society to deceive sick people? An
individual may possibly benefit; /enerally speaking, no.

The long view, especially the social view, will decide value.

It is interesting to note the increasing influence of
Darwin during the period 1884-1894. The influence of James
which was in accord with Darwinian views prevailed; anything
James had to offer which was in conflict with blological
evolution was dropped. (12). and we huve seen above that
by 1894 uowey had repudiated completely both the substance
and the shadow of soul psychology. lxperience has a seam-
less character; it must not be divided ini.o a peripheral
body sensation and then a soul reaction; it is all of a
(12, DLuowbY'S 1LwIVIDUAL aNu SWC Ial. s SYCLHULUGY, by Gordon

W. iallport. 1In the VPhilosophy of John Dewey (Vol. 1
of “he Library of Living rhilosophers) p. 268.
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plece. And an idea i8 an organic response to environment. (13
But this growth of Darwinian influence must receive its own
treatment. 1Its importance can scarcely be overrated in
Deawey's philosophy. Its effect paralleled his interest in
psychology hence its mention here in the development of his
theory of knowledge. It was more than just another element;

it was a vital thing, an essential, something which coloured
all his views and some even think it to be the all-important

thing in the understanding of Dewey's philosophy.

(13) Logic: The Theory of Inquiry, by John Dewey. p. 109.
Dewey had then i¥93§5 progressed to the point where
he could say: "Ideas are anticipated consequences.”
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Chapter 7 - . WINISM

Even a cursory reading of John Dewey's books leaves
one with the strong impression that change is the essence
of reality. He seems to worship change. And with this
worship there is the corresponding hatred of permanence,
stability, eternal essences, and everything which smacks
of the absolute. In fact i. is seid thal Dewey 1is
absolutely'against absolutes; he is eternally opposed to
permanence and essentially fixed against established order
of any kind.

This type of thought is chaotic, and Dewey would
quickly repudiate such a charge. It must always be kept
in mind thet he is reacting against various doctrines,
thet he is taking an attitude which may be expressed in
a negative way. liHe favours certain things and views, yas,
but in his anxic¢ty to denounce ihe opposition, hie ax-
pressions leave what one must call unfortunate and some-
times disastrous implications. From an origin in the
stability of "a priori" thinking, Dewey has swung to the
other limit of the pendulum, hence his never failing
glorification of change.

Darwin gave him a basis for this attitude, but the
development and the application is his own. It is not a

légitimate application as he stretches the analogy far
beyond what is tenable (actually he jumps from the

biological principle into politiecs!) For the moment however,
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we must try to appreciate the effeot Darwin had on his
early thought. It is sipnificant that one of Dewey's

best known early books bore the title: "The Influente

of Darwin on Philosophy” (1l). It is an important book

because the biological basis’of change in his thought

is explained therein.

"In laying hands upon the sacred ark of absolute
permanency, in treating the forms that had been
regarded as types of fixity and perfection as
originating and passing away, the Origin of Species
introduced a mode of thinking that in the end was
bound to transform the logic of knowledge, and hence
the treatment of morals, politics, and religion."” (2).

This statement gives one a good idea of the method whereby
Dewey jumps from biology to epistemology, then to ethies,
politics and religion! No giant with seven league boots
ever made a more daring leap. And all of these disparate
subjects are indiscriminently lumped together without any
hesitation whatsoever. 1In biology "species" are not fixed;
atqui the permanency of "apecies" has given backbone té
logic, morals, politics and religion. Therefore Darwin's
book eventually transformed practically every branch of
knowledge. oJne must first notice Dewey's conviction that
(1) The Influence of barwin on irhilosophy and Other

Essays in Contemporary Thought, by Hohn Dewey,
New York: Henry Holt and Co., 1910, vi, 309 pp.

(2) Ibid., pp. 1, 2.
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biology is of basic importance; as a corrolary, the
branches of knowledge are interdependent and there can
be no distinetion between the speculative and practical.
Such an influence attributed to Darwin is certainly a
landmark in the history of learning. Previously there
was a reliance upon what Dewey calls a Medieval assump-
tion that "species" were immutable. Now Darwin revolu-
tionized all learning with his scientific discovery.
Nothing is henceforth to be considered as permanent.

The scientific basis has been removed, and the truth

hes been uncovered that development, change, natural
selection are watchwords. This is henceforth the new
dogma; it is unquestioned and must be accppted by anyone
who hopes to progress. It is appliéable in every field
of knowledge. No wonder that Dewey believes that ethics,
polities, religion must accept new standards. Their
basic principle has changed, or rather the previous
basis was no better than shifting sand. The new bible

must be Darwin's Origin of Species. And Deway's views

on this are explained at some length in the first

chapter of The Influence of Darwin on Philosophy.

This volume was published in 1910. Its evaluation
of Darwin is one thing which has not changed in Dewey's
philosophy. The same thought is repeated in 1939 in

his book Logic, The Theory of Inquiry wherein after




disparaging Aristotelian logic for i.s categories of
changeless essences, he says:-
"In concluding this phase of the discussion I shall
refer to the foundatipn of all the differences that
have been ment ioned--the reversed attitude of
science toward change. GCompletion of the cycle of
scientific reversal may be conveniently dated from
the appearance of Darwin's Origin of Species. The
very title of the book expresses a revolution in
science, for the conception of biological species
had been a conspicuous manifestation of the assump-
tion of complete immutability. This conception had
been banished before Darwin from every scientiffc
subjJect save botony and zoology. But the latter
had remained the bulwark of the old logic in
seientific subject-matter." (3;.
Of this, Dewey is certain: Darwin was right and there is
no limit to the extension of the idea of change. This
is one of the strongest elsments Dewsy uses in favour of
the necessity of experiment. Since circumstances (he
prefers to call them conditions) are always varying, then
new procedures must be invented and there is not, nor can
there be, any one definite goal or end for developinent
and progress., This is true of ethics, of politics, of
science, of logic. The instrument of adaptation is
intelligence, itself a changing power as the men endowed
with it vary in their heredity and environment. Dewey
is tireless in pointing out the erroneous basis for

satability.

(3) Logic: The Theory of Inquiry, by John Dewey, p. 92,
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"The conception of eidos, species, a fixed form
and final cause was the centrai principle of
knowledge as well as of nature. Upon it rested
the logic of science." («j.

And developing this thought in the same book he explains
the notion of "design™ in biology, botany, zoology,
paleontology and embryology, as held by the scientists
who had baen influenced by Aristotelian logic.
"Together they added such prestige to the design
argument that by the late eighteenth century it
was, as approved by the sciences of organic life,
the central point of theistic and idealistic
philosophy.

The Darwinian principle of natural selection
cut straight under this philosophy. If all organic
adaptions are due simply to constant variation and
the elimination of those variations which are harm-
ful in the struggle for existence that is brought
about by excessive reproduction, there is no call
for a prior intelligent causal force to plan and
preordain them. Hostile critics charged Darwin
with materialism and with making chance the cause
of the universe. (5).

It would seem then, that "theistic and idealistic
philosophy™ was out of date aft~r Darwin. Its basic
principle having been disproved, there is nothing left
to do except abandon the whole structure. <1here is no
such a thing as "species", therefore sciences of organic
life, and Dewey includes psychology and ethics here,
must begin anew. It is curious to note that such a

situation does not fill Dewey with dismay. He simply

(4) The Influence of Darwin on Philosophy, ect,
by John Dewey, p. 6.

(5) Ibid., p. 11, 12,
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assumes that the sciences of organic life have only to
adapt themselves to the new conditions and proceed. If
their defenders object, it is not on really scientific
grounds at all but religion rears its ugly head! This
latter villain is to be construed as the enemy of pro-
gressive science, the opponent of Darwin, and the dragon
which must henceforth be fought by every enlightened
scientist and philosopher.

This may be strong language, but it is no stronger
than 1s Dewey's attitude vis-a-vis ecclesiastical
institutions.

"Although the ideas that rose up like armed

men against Darwihism owed their intensity

to religions associations, their origin and

meaning are to be sought in science and phil-

osophy, not in religion." (6).

Religious institutions and associations are not guilty
of having ideas! All of these come from poor science,
but their:-"intensity” derives from religion because
religion sees the handwriting 6n the wall. The concept
of "species" has been the basis of religion; the concept
came from sclence; it is now repudiated by science; so
religion must seek some other support. Thesq views re-
quire a more elaborate treatmnt but just now we are
interested in the extension of Darwin's biological idea

to such an apparently remote field as religion!. It

(6) Ibid., p. 3.
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provides another example of Dewey's contempt for
categories of knowledge. It also shows a source
for his later theory of valnes. In the formation
of his thought, its importance is undeniable.
"the influence of Uarwin upon philosophy resides
in his having conquered the phenomena of life for
the principle of transition, and thersby freed the
new logic for application to mind and morals and
life. When he said of species what Galileo had
said of the earth, ‘e pur se muove, he emancipated
once for all, genetic and experimental ideas as an
organon of asking questions end looking for infor-’
mation." (7).
There is one institution of religion in particular which
Dewey regards as the arch~enemy of science, and it is
the one which had a "difference" with Gulileo. Sometimes
he mentions it by name but more often he refers to it
indirectly. Whatever is Aristotelian, or Medieval, or
authoritarian, or a defander of Greek and classical
views, 1is suspect.
"Intellectually speaking, the centuries since the
fourthenth are the true middle ages. They mark
the transitional period of mental habit, as the
so-called medieval period represents the petri-
faction under changed outward conditions, of
Greek ideas.™ (8),
It would be interesting to know what amount-of history
Dr. Dewey has read. One wonders what he would say were
he to discover that Galileo did not say "e pur se muove";
that religion and philosophy do not stand or fall with

the scientific concept of "species” and in partieular
(7) Ibid., p. 8, 9.
(8) Ibid., po 60‘
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that the notion of final causality, or any kind of caus-
ality, is not upset nor even disturbed by Darwin's views.
However this is not the pl;ce to debate these questions
but one does get a good idea of which way the wind blows
as far as Dewey is concerned and consequently we learn
another element in the formation of his phdilosophy; and
his philosophy is convertible with epistemology.

"For modern philosophy is, as every college senior

recites, epiutemology; and epistemology, as perhaps

our books and lectures sometimes forget to tell the

senior, has absorbed Stoic dogma. Passionless

imperturbability, absolute detachment, complete

subjection to-a ready-made and finished reality...is

its professed ideal." (9)
His theory of knowledge, or logic as inquiry to use his
terminology, embraces a wide field and its prineiples have
repercussions in religion. 1In faet they have repercussions
in politics as well. Darwin's insistence on ehange and
adaptability must be applied not only in biology, not only
in logic, -not only in religion and ethics but in polities.

"A belief in organic evolution which does not

extend unreservedly to the way in which the

subject of experience is thought of, and which

'does not strive to bring the entire theory of

experience and knowing into line with biological
and social facts, is hardly more than Pickwickian." (10).

(9) Ibid., p. 172.

(10) THE NEED FOR A RECOVERY OF PHILOSOPHY, by John Dewey,
in Creative Intelligence, Essays in the Pragmatic
Attitude, by John Lewey, A.W. Moore, H.C. Brown,
George Herbert Mead, ete., New York: Henry Holt and
Co., 1917, p. 35. '
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Dewey applies his principles of change to what he loosely
refers to as Demooracy. I say loosely because it need
not be democracy as we know it, In fact as the future
changés, the conocept of state must change as well. He
will have no part of an ideal, a static goal, towards
which government should evolve. Rather does he think
that the formation of the state must be'a series of
experiments, probably endless experiments, a constant
adaptation to omrrent needs. Thehstate must be flexible
of its very essensa, and rust be subject to constant
scrutiny, revision and alterations. As biology after
Darwin taught that there is a natural selection, so
politieal science must recognize an unceasing develop-
ment and this necessarily. (11). The importance of

this trait in his thought will be brought out ageain.

It is an integral part of his reasoning and is also an
illustration of the inclusion of politics as affected
by Darwin's theory.

There is some disagreement here as to the actual
extent of Darwin's influence. It seems to me that it
is correct to say that Dewey's interpretation of Darwin
is an element of his thought. It concerns us less
whether Dewey was right or not in his interpretation.
It must at least be admitted that Dewey believed the
doctrina of change, (he prefers to call it growth),
(11) This idea is developed in The Public and Its

Problems, by John Dewey, New York: Henry Holt
and Co., 1987, via 284. pp., Ch. 11.
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was given & scientific basis by barwin and cannot be
denied by an open-minded thinker. The quotations certainly
show he thought Darwin ranked in importance with Aristotle
in the history of mankind; the difference is just that
Aristotle happened to be wrong and Darwin right!

"What does our touchstone indicate as to the

bearing of Darwinian ideas upon philosophy?

In the first place, the new logic outlaws,

flanks, dismisses~-what you will--one type of

problems and substitutes for it another type.

Philosophy forswears inquiry after absolute

crigins and absolute finalities in order to

explore spec.fic values and the specific con-

ditions that generate them.™ (12).
Feldman, author of a book (13) oarrying the subtitle:
A Critical Analysis, feels that Dewey was not so
dependent on Darwin as we have made him out to be. On
strictly biological and scientific grounds it might be
difficult to sustain our contention. BUT, the argument

is rather that Dewey's interpretation of Darwin, viz.,

that Darwin provided a deathblow to final causality

when he "explained" the process of organic adaptation,
was the cardinal principle for Dewey. Right or wrong,
and we are inclined to suspect the validity of Darwin's
argument on scientific grounds, Dewsy believed the
principle of natural selection could and should have un-
limited application. Hence we cannot agree with Feldman

(12) The Influence of Darwin on Philosophy, etc. by
John Dewey, p. 13.

(13) The Philosophy of John Dewey, by W.T. Feldman,
Balt imore: %he Johns Hopkins Press, 1934, 127 pP.
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when he saysa:

"It mey be concluded then, that Larwinism in its
strict sense, seldom had more than a limited
application in Dewey's philosophy.” (14).

It may not have been Larwinism, but at least it was
Dewey's idea of what he thought Darwiniso was. .and
in proof of our position we refer to &n article by

vewey in lhe Moniat entitled "Xvolution and Eihics™:

"The belief that natural selection has ceased to
operate (in t-:e humen splere, rests upon ihe
assunption that there is only one form of such
sclection: that where improvenent is indirectly
effected by the failure of the species of a
certain type Lu cuntinue to reproduce; carrying
with it as its correlative that certain varia-
tions continue to rultiply, and finally come to
possess the land., .uis ordeul by death is an
extrensly important phases or nct.ral selection,
80 called...iiowever to identify this procedure
absolutely with selection, seems to me to in-
dicaete & somewhat gross and narrow vision. Not
only 18 one form of li‘e as a whole selected at
the expense of other forms, but one mode of aotion
in the saue individual is constantly selected at
the expense of others. There ..8 not only trial by
de&th, but there is the trial by the siuccess or
failure of special ecta--ihe counterpart, I suppose
of physiologiocal selection so celled.” (15).

Je believe that this quotation shows the use of biologiocal
terminology, is evolutionary in charaoter, and Darwinian
in origia, although an amlogoms and unwarranted appliocat  :n

of Darwinisn,
(1‘1) Ibido, Pe 43.

(18) EVOLUTION AND EVHICS, by John Uewey, in The Moniat,
1208, vol. viii, p. 337.



T4

Chapter 8 - EXISTENTIAL MATRIX

The biological term "matrix" meaning womb or
mould, is a favourite with John Dewey. In his last
important bdook: Logie: The Theory of Inguiry, he

entitles shapter 2: THE EXISTENTIAL MATRIX OF INQUIRY:
BIOLOGICAL and the following, chapter 3: THE EXISTENTIAL
MATRIX OF INQUIRY: CULTURAL. It is his way of saying
that all reality is contained within a mould of the
here-and-now. There are various forces, some biological
and others cultural which play important roles, but they
are all contained within this living mould of existence;
the present.

As one might expect by now, his view is neither
clear-cut nor unqualified. It is his method.or express-
ing his reaction against other views. Dewey is not an
Existentialist suech as Jean Paul Sartre. He seems more
interested in the future than the present, hence he will
rejeect the views of absolute hedonism in ethics. At the
same time he despises anyone who attempts to live in the
past. In fact, according to Dewey, that is probably the
greatest crime a philosopher could commit; hence Dewey
never loses an opportunity to disparage medievalism. As
an epithet of opprobrium, it ranks high on his list.

To explain his concern with ﬁime as opposed to
eternity, the word "temporalism" is a common one in his

works. Sometimes critics will use "futurism"” as a more
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apt descriptive. In either case it is agreed that time
is bis fourth and favourite dimension. To express this
element of his philosophy, a very important one in the
determination of his values, we have chosen as the title
of this chapter: EXISTENTIAL MATRIX. Dewey, who supplanted
William James as The American Philosopher, 1s the champion
of the so-called democratic way of life. "Life begins at
Forty" and "You're as old as you feel" are popular phrases
which he has embudied in his pereonal life. The emphasis
is always on living now, using everything at hand, but
with an eye to the future, not an eternal future but a
future for the democratic way of life.

Dewey's preoccupation with time and the present is
not a late development in his thought. From the beginning,
his "individualism™ led him to place an emphasis or premium
on the concept of time. Perhaps this also helped popular-
ize him as The Philosopher of America. In his early
psychological writings it was a frequent thought and even
when he was an absolute idealist he wrote:-

"the univerge except as realized in an individual

has no existence." (1).

Certainly the most obvious and chafacteristio trait
of individual existence is its timeliness. And this view
is reflected in the typical American attitude. The energy
displayed every moment, the national fear of loss of time,

(1) PSYCHOLOGY AS PHILOSOPHICAL METHOD, by John Dewey,
1nrM1nd, XI, 1886, po 167.
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the contempt they heap on foreigners because the latter
"have no sense of time", all are well known. And now to
hsgve a technical philosopher give some quasi-metaphysical
defence for the attitude would meet with popular approval,
even though the man in the street never in his life read
a book by John Dewey. Nevertheles it must be conceded
that the +temporalist strain in Dewey exists, is sirong
and is a vital factor in his thought. And this is so
whetier 1t be true that he absorbed it from his fellow
Americans or simply reflected their views deliberately.
It was probably ingrained and then became stronger as
the years went on due to his associations in Michigan,
Chicago, and later with the men at Columbia. It certainly
did his reputation no harm.
"Since we live forward; since we live in a world
where changes are going on whose issue means our
weal or woe; since every act of ours modifies
these changes and hence is fraught with promise or
charged with hostile energies--what should experience
be but a future implicated in a present.” (2).
Here we have the views of the common man of the twentieth
century expressed away back in 1917. No talk of tradition,
or custom, or the ideals and ways of yesteryear, but rather,
all is prospective. Authority has its roots in the past;
it has not had too much success with running the world
hence we must now think in new terms. The answer to our
problem will be found when responsibility for actual
(2) THE NEED FOR A RECOVERY OF PHILOSOPHY, by John Dewey.
In Creative Intelligence, Essays in the Pragmatic

Attitude, by Jobhn Dewey, A.W. Moore, H.C. Brown,
George Mead, etc., New York: Holt, 1917, p. 12.
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conditions is shouldered by people living now; that is,
every man must become a real citizen, conscious of his

importance as an agent in determining the conditions of
our society and willing to be responsible for them.

The underlying reason for present-day condit ions,
and the reason for requiring our attention concerning
the problem, is that our world is like nothing before.
History can show us no pattern because conditions have
altered unutterably. Contemporary civilization is unigue,
demanding new attitudes and techniques for its control.

"What is taken for granted in the present inquiry

is that men live in a world that is undergoing

extensive and accelerated change, and that physical

scisence and ‘technological industry are the causes

of this change." (3).

Since the accelerated change has come to be, things
have speeded up from every viewpoint hence we must speed-up
thinking. There is no time to sit back and observe in a
detached way. Every man must contribute his bit and
recognize his responsibility in the result. If this be
the case for the average man, what must the philosopl.er do?

"The discussion may be summarized in saying that

industrial civilization presents philosophers

with a double challenge. One of ites tasks is to

discaver the full meaning of the experimental

methods by which the advances of natural sciences
have been ..ade secure." (4).

(3) PHILOSOPHY, by John Lewey. In Whither ilankind: a
raporama of Modern Civilization, edited by Charles
Austin Beard. New York: Longmans, 1928, p. 313.

(4) Ibid., p. 327.
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The philosopher's first task then is to realize the success
of the experimental methods which were able to emancipate
the sciences after the 17th. century.so that a similar
understanding of the future advance in experimental methods
may help us emancipate civilization in our own century. Our
world needs emancipation in social affairs as well as the
legal, the economic, the political and religious realms.
after realizing what was done in the past, the philos-
opher of today mugt understand contemporary methods and
techniques provided by industry. A thoroughly sympathetic
approach by the philosopher towards industry and technolog-
ical progress will enable him to make a contribution now

and for the future.

"Such observation and reflection as discern its

meaning--that is its possibilities--is philosophy,

no matter by what name the discernment is ocalled." (5).
From the past we can learn a little, but from the present
we can learn the secret of immediate improvement with
bright hopes of indefinite progress ih the future. bewey
always seeks in such statements to emphasize the point of
past aloofness on the part of philosophers; he chides
them for it and strongly advocates immediate participation
in the affairs of men by every man whether he be a philos-
opher, scientist or anything else. Only thus can the
future be certain of inheriting the elements of infallible

progress.

(5) Ibid., p. 330.
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"In the history of the race, change has been feared.
It has been looked upon as the source of decay and
degeneration. It has been opposed as the cause of
disorder, chaos, and anarchy..." (6).
"A philosophy of experience will accept at its full
value the faot that social and moral existences, are,
like physical existence, in a state of continuous
if obscure change. It will not try to cover up the
fact of ineveitable modification, and will make no
attempt to set fixed limits to the extent of changes
that are to occur. For the futile effort to achieve
seourity and anchorage in something fixed, it will
substitute the effort to determine the character of
changes that are going on and to give them in the
affairs that concern us most some measure of in-
telligent direction.” (7). .
We are living then in a mould or meatrix which is constantly
changing because time is the measure of change. The direc-~
tion of living is forward, prospective, hence an eye to the
future is wéfth-both eyes on the past. Modification is
inevitabdble 1n‘9ur lives, indeed in our whole world. No
cause for alarm though; just adapt ourselves to reality
as it is.
In the past there has been. error on the part of
philosophers who were preoccupied with eternal values.
If we allow ourselves to use their standards we shall
fall into the same error. As reality is changing with
time, so must standards change with time. They must
adapt themseives as readily as anything else, or wa shall
never attain wisdom. A large part of tii. mistake is to

(6) WHAT I BELIEVE, by John Dewey, in THE FORUM,
LXXXIII, March 1930, p. 178.

(7) 1Ibid.,.p. 199.
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think of anything extra-empirical by way of rules. If
these eternal standards are allowed to prevail in our
thought, how can we hope to live in time. The past was
real; the future will be real; but only the present is
real.
"To one who is professionally preoccupied with
philosophy there is much in its history which
is profoundly depressing. He sees ideas which
were not only natural but useful in their native
time and place, figuring in foreign contexts so
as to formulate defects as virtues and to give
rational sanction to brute facts, and to oppose
alleged eternal truths to progress...ihe Witness
of history is that to think in general and abstract
terms is dangerous; it elevates ideas beyond the
situations in which t:ey were born and charges
them with we know not what menace for the future...
And in the past the danger was greater because
philosophers..were..concerned with essent ial Truth
and Reality viewed under the form of eternity.”" (8).
The reader will not miss the force of the adjective
"alleged" in connection with the word "eternal." Dewsy
very frequently uses them together as though they were
cousins-german. For him eternity is as "alleged", as
the present is real. To understand Lewey's values we
must never forget this. Today, right now, is real; the
future participates in reality only inasmuch as it is
implicated in the present. But time is of the essence
of reality; eternity is delusion. It is extra-empirical
as timeless, hence unreal. If one asks Dewey whether
the rejection of eternity affects our conduct he will

(8) German Philosopliy and Yolitics, by John Dewey,
New York: Holt, 1915, p. 12.
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say that such a rejection helps every man to realize his
responsibility for the present condition of things and
prevents any escape into an indeterminate future. But
whereas the past is unalterable, and the future not here
yet, we must live in the present, by present changing
standards, and do our work now, with immediate improve-
ment and progress in view.

In the above quotation Dewey stresses the restriction
we must plasee on ideas. They are dangerous if too general
because their original value lay in their immediate context.
When first elaborated the ideas were applicable for a
certain context, and at that particular moment. As time
passes, they lose their value since thoe context changes.
The more genersal they are, the less intense was their
value because the laess timely. 7o appreciate their value
at the maximum, consider the exact time of their existence.
To paraphrase the scholastic formula; tlie greater the
extension (in time) the less ihe comprehension, and vice
versa,

Ideas work better as hypotheses. If they are
considered as beliefs we are easily deceived. The idea
has its value at one particular moment. As the moment
alters, the idea decreases in value. I!'othing remains

settled because time marches on.
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"The "settlement" of a particular situation by a
particular inquiry is no guarantee that that
settled conclusion will always remain settled.
The attainment of settled beliefs is a progressive
natter; there is no belief so settled as not to be
exposed to further inquiry." (3).
Perhaps no beiier illusiration could be wanted than this
quotation to show vUewey's utter aversion to anything in-
dependent of the exlstential matrix. we live and move
and heve our being in the here-and-now. Any other view
is impraectical, theoreticel, speculative, ideal and borders
on being medieval.
It 18 a characteristic of Jewey's philosophy that
the older religious beliefs must be abandoned. In this
chapter we are concerned only with his objection that the
type of thinking such religious beliefls have engendered
is more concerned with eternity than time. Consequently
religious beliefs mrot belng subject to the empirical
test, they are,logically speaking, only probable. In
fact uUewey believes in nothing supernatural since it is
non-empirical, outside of time. And he says further that
modern man feels this way too.
"Faith in the divine author and authority in which
western oivilization confided, inherited ideas of
the soul and its destiny, of fixed revelation, of
completely stable institutions, of automatic progress,
have been made impossible for the cultivated mind of
the Western world. It is psychologically natural that
the outcome should be a collapse of faith in all
fundamental organizing and directive ideas.” (10).

(9) Logic: The Theory of Inquiry, by John Dewsey, p. 8.

(10) WHAT I BELIEVE, by John Lewsey, p. 182.
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Since religion has lost its pristine influence for the
sducated modern man, Dewey explains that here philosephy
is given a golden opportunity. It will be its duty to
provide a faith to replace religion. Faith in what? Feith
in the future of mankind, faith in man's ability to carry
on without any religious institution based on eternal
"truths" or other such shifting sand. We need feaith in
man's ability to control experience so as to develop art,
industry, politics, human relations in general all towards
a future which will become ever brighter. This faith will
be some sort of vision of the possibilities of man, since
so far little result can be shown of han's achievements
without the drawback of rel igion. This is something novel,
hence philosophy must first persuade man that it is possible.
"We are not accustomed to it even as an idea. But
faith in it is neither a dream nor a demonstrated
failure. It is a faith. Realization of the faith,
80 that we may work in larger measure by sight of
things achieved, is in the future. But the conception
of it as a possibility when it is worked out in a
coherent body of ideas, criticel and constructive,
forms a philosophy, an organized attitude of outlook,
interpretation and construction. A philosophic faith,
being a tendency to action, can be tried and tested
only in action.” (1ll).
Once again, religion has failed because it neglected the
time element. Religion took refuge in the reelm of

eternity, impregnable because not real. Once the latter

characteristic, its unreality was diagnosed, it lost its

(11) Ipid., p. 182,
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hold. Now philosophy can replace it; if the time element
18 conserved. And since it is Just beginning, no vie-
tories can be pointed to in the present. The thing for it
to do then is to use the present to bring about results
in the near future. It must also use the present to show
cause why such encouraging results can be expected. The
argument will not be based on the past but on an under-
standing of techniques.and modes of action we now possess
in our daily lives. The‘proper application of these will
guarantee results and provide a basis for the new philos-
ophic faith.

The same argument is used to show that logic, science
and morals are equally dependent on the existential matrix.
Every type of thought or reasoning develops in its own
cultural matrix and at a certain moment in history. To try
to transplant, in time, such ideas is to strip them of their
value.

"Here is it enough %o call atfention to & point

which will later receive detailed examinmation

namely, the very fitness of the Aristotelian

organon in respect to the esulture and common sense

of a certain group in .the period in which it was

formulated unfits it to be a logical formulation

of not only-the science but. even of the common
sense of the present cultural epoch.” (12).

Aristotle's logic is now unfit simply because he lived
almost four centuries before Christ. 4nd hotica that this
logic is unfit not only in a technical way but equally
unfit for common sense. Neither the professional

(12) Logic: The Theory of Inquiry, by John Dewey,
p. 65 (italies mine).
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philosopher nor the man in the street may hope to benefit
from Aristotle today. In Dewey's philosophy, to become
"dated" is to die. A biolugical organism does not live
forsver. Neither can an idea since it exists in a
biological and cultural and existential matrix. Jemove
it from its proper mould and death must follow. One
detects a Hegelian streak in all this.

-There is a principle involved here of which the
above is an example. Lewey opposes any and every absolute
notion claiming validity for every age and under all con-
ditions. A notion:of this type he ridicules as being an
"eteéﬂalvtruth".. These are found in every branch of
knowledge and must be‘ferreted out and destroyed. The
ancients were victims of "eternal truths" to & horrible
degres. gis views are simply expfessed in a popular

article for Fortune magazine:-

I3

"Astronomical and biological sclences were once

as firmly based upon eternal uniformity as moral
science and philosophy are now agserted to be.

In astronomy, it was held that the higher heavens
have always had and .lways will have, with everything
in them, an unswerving circular movement---In biology,
the eomplete fixity and uniformity of species of
plants and animals were taken to be the rational and
necessary foundational truths for all scientific
knowledge.

In short, the view now so confidently put forth
about morals once prevailed in natural science...
Belief in the eternal uniformity of human nature is
thus' the surviving remnant of a belief once universally
hel? about the heavens and about all living creatures.”
(13). :

(13) ' CHALLENGE TO LIBERAL THUUGHT, by John Lewey, in
Fortune, august 1944, p. 180.
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Dewey's view is that error in human t.iought will continuse
80 long as men persist in neglecting time as the vital
element in the value of ideas. Redourse to eternity is
the sure road to sterility of thought. Conversely, a
realization that we live here and now, that our thinking
is part of our very lives, that inquiry must be considered
in biological terms as a viable product, all this will
guarantee success,

"When eternal essences and species are banished

from scientific subject-matter, the forms that

are appropriate to them have nothing left to

whioh they apply; of necessity they are merely

formal. They remain in historic fact as monuments

of a culture and science that have disappeared,

while im logic they remain as barrem formalities

to be formally manipulated.™ (14).
Dewey's contempt for anything but the present is hinted
in the latter part of the quotation. He has been con-
sistent here in his own studies, never bothering very
much with the study of history. His lapse in this
department is disappointingly evident in all references
to medieval christianity. However even this reflects
the importance of the existential matrix of his thought.
In fact there is even a note of optimism in Dewey.
Optimism expressed in his faith in the future. Hope-in
the future of democracy; or at least in the future.

Running true to form, Dewey ment ions the difficulties

provided by famous paradoxes when the element of time is

(14) Logic; The Theory of Inquiry, by John Dewey, p. 92.
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neglected. An amusing instance is given in the chapter
X

on Terms or Meanings in the same volume.

*There 1s also the alleged paradox in the case of
the soldier barber who is ordered by his superior
officer to shave all the men and only the men in

his company who do not shave themselves. It is

then asked, is the barber himself comprised in the
collection of men to be shaved? If he is one who
does belong in-the .¢collection of those who do not
shave themseclves, he disobeys the .order if he does
not shave himself. In case, however, he obeys the
order and does shave himself, he is one who shaves
himself, and hence equally disobeys the order...

The appearance of contradietion wanishes the moment
reference to time and date is introduced, and since
the act of shaving a given person is existential,
such a reference must he introduced implicitly in

the context or else explicitly. When the act of
shaving is-interpreted existentially and temporally,
the command is unambiguous and there is no difficulty
in determining how it is to be obeyed. If the barber
is one who has not in the past shaved himself, then
he obeys the order by now shaving himself; if he has
shaved in the past, he obeys the order by now abstain-
ing from shaving himself." (15).

One might well say that in Dewey's view, every problem

becomes a paradox unless one has reference to time to give

it meaning. Exception need only be made for mathematies.
- (1t mhst_ﬁe) "1ﬁ%r1nsfbally free from the necessity

of exiastential reference while at the same time it
provides the possibility of indefinitely extensive

existential reference--such as is exemplified in
mathemat ical physics.”" (16).
Philosophy differs from mathematics. The latter may and

intrinsically should escape the iimitations in time but

(15) Ibid., p. 564.
(16) Ibid., p. 394,



88.

the former only has meaning with reference to the here-an-
now., For it to carry out its function it must use the
present with reference to a future implicated in the

present.

"Their (refers to previous statements on this
point) net purport is that the direoctive presence
of the future possibilities in dealing with ex-
istent conditions is what is meant by knowing;
that the self becomes a knower or mind when
anticipation of future consaquences operates as
its stimulus.” (17).

"The change made in things by the self in knowing
is not immediate,and, so to say, cross-sectional,
It is longitudinal--in the redirection given to
changes already going on. Its analogue is found
in the changes which take place in the development
of, say, iron ore into a watchspring.™ (18).

This element of Dewey's thought had an early origin
and has persisted. In the analysis by Savery, we find
an explanation of futirity and at the end of the same
volume, Dewey gives his blessing to this interpretation.
"We are spectators of the present and retrospectors
of the past; on this basis alone we become prospectars
of the future. When we verify we are again spectators,
this time of new date, and retrospeotors of the pro-

cess of verification. Dewey, like a true American,
is interested mainly in the future." (19).

(17) THE NEED FOR A RECOVERY OF PHILOSOPHY, by John Dewey.
In Creative Intelligence, p. 59.

(18) Ibid., p. 60-61.

(19) THE SIGNIFICANCE OF JOHN DEWEY'S PHILOSOPHY, by
William Savery. In The Philosophy of John Dewey

(Vol. 1 of The Library of Living Philosophers),
ed. Paul Arthur Schilpp, p. 504. And Dewey's
approval. of this section is on p. 577.
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The error with older views, says Dewey, was an over-
emphasis with the past. At worst the ancient thinkers
were mixed up with the eternal. At any rate the past
influenced them too muech. It will be our role to watch
the future and working with the present, make that

future a good one.

"So far as anything beyond a bare present is
recognized by the established doctrine, the
past exclusively counts. Registration of
what has taken place, reference to precedent,
i8 believed to be the essence of experience.
Empiricism 1s conceived of as tied up to what
has been, or is, "given". But experience in
its vital form is experimental, an effort to
changa the given; it is characterized by
projection, by reaching forward into the un-
known; oonnexion with a future is its salient
trait.” (20).

In accordance with this attitude, Dewey has never written
anything very much on the history of philosophy. His
references are usually disparaging; at best they are
tolerant. And his objection is that too often such phil-
osophies were written to defend the established order,

rather than to be concerned with the develop .ent of a new

order in the future.

(20) THE NEED FOR A RECOVERY OF PHILOSOPHY, by John Dewey,
In Creative Intelligence, p. 7-8.
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Chapter 9 - CONTEXTUALISM

As a philosopher who began his studies with Hegelians,
John Dewey might well have been an idealist. Circumstances
of education and environment decided in favour of something
else. For a time by way of reaction he was an empiricist,
repudiating any spiritual element but finally Lewey evolved
a view of the universe which he denies being monistic, al-
though it has many of the characteristic traits. Some have
called it Organicism, whereby they seek to show its Hegelian
origin. Others label it Monism and insist on this whether
Dewey likes it or not. -Dewey's philosophy might be called
Naturalism with his concern for nature and experience and
a denial of anything outside of these. Parodi has called
it "a totalitarianism of experience". (1) Dewey himself,
in distinguishing it from Organicism called it Concaten-
ism. (2) Phenomenalism is an unsatisfactory name since
the philosophy in question includes pluralism with a con-
tinuity of experience. For reasons which will appear in

(1) ENOWLEDGE AND ACTION IN DEWEY'S PHILOSOPHY, by
Dominique Parodi. In The Philosophy of John Dewey

(Vol. 1 of The Library of Living Philosophers), ed.
Paul Arthur Schilpp, p. 239.

(2) EXPERIENCE, KNOWLEDGE AND VALUE: A REJOINDER, by

John Dewey. In The Philosophy of John Dewey (Vol. 1
of The Library of Living Philosophers), ed. Paul
Arthur Schilpp, p. 545n, Although it is Lr. 3avery's
expression, epproval is given by Dewey.




91.

this chapter the term CONTEXTUALISM will be used, & name

given by Jr. Arthur E. wurphy. (3).

1. Dualisms
A premise of mankind, reflected by all thinkers accord-

ing to Dewey, is that there are two worlds: one tanéible and
the other suprasensible. <he Greeks had the notion well es-
tablished in their thought and it had its political advantages.
We see it illustrated in their system of education whereby
some studies are practjical and menial, others are liberal or
for gentlemen. The corresponding civil division was that
menial or practical knowleége was for slaves, and liberal
education for freemen. This situation was considered to be
"nat iral™ and any other view would have been termed unreal-
istic. Some men were destined to be workers for the benefit
of others called "their betters"; owned and owners, servants
and masters.

In accordance with this state of things, there gradually
evolved a view that work was undignified, leisure was nobls.
Works of the mind assumed an exaggerated importance and
material operations went down the corresponding scale. The
ideal was aspirituel whilst the material was desrading amd
despised. There is a trace of this in our own day when
people assume that wealth should be an objeot of worship
since it mcans leisure, and poverty means work. ‘/hen two

(3] DEWEY'S EPISTEMOLOGY AND METAPHYSICS, by
Arthur E. Murphy. In The Philosophy of John Dewey

(Vol. 1 of The Library of Living Philosophers],
ed. Paul Arthur Schilpp, p. 1399,
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men meet on a narrow sidewalk, the one wearing overalls
automatically steps into the gutter to allow the man with
the top-hat the right of way. All such economic and social
attitudes are very old in the history of man, and philosophy
has reflected them.

"Separation of mind and matter, the elevation

of what was called the ideal and spiritual to

the very summit of Being and the degradation

of everything called mmterial and worldly to

the lowest position, develaped in philosophy

as a reflection of economic and political

diviston of classes.” (4)
Dewey continues in this vein and points out that artisans
were no bettier than slaves politicially and only freemen
were really citizens. The establishment and development
of this division prepared the way for the split between
the ideal and the material, of mind and matter.

Readers of Dewey have sometimes quickly dismissed him
under the label of pantheist or monist when he makes such

statements. This solution is too simple as Dewey himself

points out:-

’

"Pantheism is a philosoﬁhio nickname which

should be sparingly employed; so also should

the term Monism." (8).
dis views are so compljcated that they deserve more careful
study than there need be to airily dismiss him so easily.

(4) Problems of Men, by John Dewey,
New York: Philosophical Library, 1946, p. 14.

(5) German rhilosophy and Politics, by John uewey.
ilew York: Ienry Holt, 1915, p. 77. .
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One must be on guard against taking him at his word when
he makes an isolated statement; there is usually more to
it than meets the eye., We are safe in concluding that
Dewey objects to a division of reality by any dualism,
One must not conclude though that that automatically makes
him a monist.

In the Middle Ages there was a bifurcation used by
all the thinkers because it suited their philosophical and
theological purposes, says Dewey. In Greek civilization
it was expedient to divide men into freemen and slaves or
artisans. In Medieval times the division was cleric versus
layman. The former was educated to read and write and rule,
either behind thé‘scenes or out on stage. The layman was
educated to till the land, fight as a soldier, buy and sell
commercially. It suited those in power to promise a future
reward for every man who followed his vocation. The good
worker, the one who never went on strike against his employer,
would some day, in another world, receive his due reward. So
also, the good employer and the wealthy man, if good and
generous to the Church would be happy in'heaven. The soldier
who was obedient, all who respected authority, everyone
accepting rules of conduct handéd down by tradition and
authority, all became eligible for reward in eternity. The
point is obvious; two worlds, one here below where those in
authority enjoy themselves, and another in eternity where the
workers of this world will be rewarded if they have obeyed

here below.
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As Dewey understands it, this dualism of reality was
taught by thase in civil positions of authority as well as
those in high scclesiastical places. 1t was to their immed-
iate advantage. It kept the people quiet and submisaive.
Everybody liked the arrangement since those in authority
received their happiness now and the rest would get theirs
later. It was a philosophy of life with religious overtones,
with the rewards and punishments provided by the latter.
For lapses, there was always the confesajional. For renewed
subservience there was a special reward.

"6ne of the most instructive things 1h all human

history is the system of concessions, tolerances,

mitigations and reprieves which the Catholic Church
with its official supernatural morality has devised
for the multitude. Elevation of the spirit above
everything natural is tempered by organized leniency

for the frailties of flesh." (6).

The system was organized to maintain the status que; and
the latter involves a dualism. The individual might suffer
a lapse, in fact it was taught that this would always be
the case} conaeéuently'there was need of the elaborate
apparatus outlined above by Dewey. The dualism whereby

men were members of a certain set or class, was taught by

Greeks and modirieé by the Church later on.

(6) Human NMature and Condust; by John Lewey.
New York: .he Modern Library, 1930, p. 5.
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"The important institution was the church, not the
city-state. Consequently in medieval thought the
difference between the priest and the layman took
the place occupied in Greek philosophical writings
by the difference between freeman and artisan. The
word cleric strikes the keynote of medieval culture
in very much the same way that the word citizen
sounds the keynote of Athenian life." (7).

One understands the importance of Dewey's dislike far

dualisms when one examines the index of Democracy and

Bducation. (8) There are forty-eight entiries! (9). The
volume edited by Paul Arthur Schilpp has eleven; Logic;

The iheory of Inquiry has seven; Uuman Nature and Conduct

has nine. 7The principle used is always the seame: such
bifurcation of :eality was introuuced by men and is not
warranted.

The origin of dualisms must be traced through history
to the divisions of society, classes, castes, or groups.,

There was then a corresponding dualism in thought.

"These social ruptures of continuity were seen

to pave their intellectual formulation in various
dualisms and antitheses--such as that of labour
and leisure, practical and intellectual acitivity,
man and nature, individuality and association,
culture and vocation...(They had) their counter-
parts..(in)..philosophy--such as mind and ma