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Continuity in Experience: Kndéwledge and Value
in John Dewey's Perspective

4 +

Peter E. Okeke

This thesis is a critical analysis and. appraisal of
] - .

John Dewey's conception and-use of -"continuity" as a

fundamental principle in his "empirical metaphysics" and

epistemoloéy.

’

Part One is an interpretative look at the constituent

conditions and the two indispensable dimensions Dewey

ascribes to experience.  Relevant distinctions are also

drawn here between these experiential dimensions as well
= o

.as the various meanings Dewey attaches to "continuity"; and

support~is shown for his claim that experdience is not only

thé bésis for all forms of knowing and knowledge, but an

all-embrasive continuum.
Part Two .is 'a critical evaluation of the dynamic
character of the experiential continuum and of themgxtreme.

~

importance wnich” Dewey attaches to experience as a method

~of knowing. "His emphasis on ‘the. unbreacheable con;inui(y

\ ' .

P
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of knowing- act1v1t1es or methodologlcal procedures of
1nqu1ry as- 1t partains to common-sense and sc1ent1f1c

&7 subject-matter is found to be a plausible panacea fq;
“problems arising from dualistic epistemological méthods

proposed and applied by many modern philosophers. The
same empﬁasis equally entails an over-all amblgu1ty 1n

Dewey's ascrlptlon of knowledge or fwarranted ‘asserti-
bility". .
. . Part Three is an attempt to diffuse this far- ~

reaching ambiguity surrounding Dewey's conception,of

K\ © "warranted assertibility” as an end-result of mediated
! ' ‘ . . . f
o cognitive activities or inquiry. It continues to high-

light and.to question the priority which Dewey ascribes .
to inquiry or knowing-activities over and above ksnowledge
\\“/j © in itself. 'My.claim is that' by over-stressing the

" dynamic character of the qualitﬁg: of cogn{five situations,

>

)ﬂ?\x and b? implying that "utility" is the criterion for the
’ \\ truth of kﬁowledge, Dewey-confusés the ‘use and’functioﬁ of
[ . * prior knowledge with that of khowledge,which ensues at the

- end of'an on-going inquiry = My summary and coqclu51on

.

. hlgbllghts the prominent merits and adverse 1mp11catlons of’

; = Dewey's emphasis on%"qontinuityg, implications which Dewey
might have avoided in order to make his “empléical method”

mgfe compelling and applicable to moral and speculative-
. ¢ _ ( —

\~

fields of learn%pg.

.

o
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\

The ideé of "cRntinuity"” is borrowed from Charles

kT

Darwin and used by_ sofne traditignal pragmatists as a basic
ST . A =

principle in explrething how we acquire experience or

. . A 4
knowledge and values in,genergl. Darwin had in his Eheory

of evolution, "established beyond Teasonable doubt that all

living thingé, incfuding man, have developed from a few

-

extremely simple forﬁsy’perhaps from one,fbrﬁ, by a gradual

process of descent [br continuous deterioration and growth]

T

with modification."l ¢ While the traditional pragmatists

<

“generally adopt the ideéa of "c02§inui1y“,‘aohn Dewey uses

this ideé to derogate and reject what he regards
rl - ' "

2 ) ihysiqﬁaljdualism and dualistic epistemdlogical me

.
. - j
.
v
-

g

N ~

0

attempts to repisbe modern philosophers' dualisti

‘and doctrines with more plausible 'theories of 'jex

,:ffﬁwledge,” and “yelubs;" that is by emphasizing

as meta-

°

thods. He

¢ methods -~

%:rience,“
he idea

gon{inuity“ and by using it as an indispensagle

principle in.his empirical method.-
- Our main objective in this study is not to

origin ,0of "continuity" or of the notion of "exper

-

s

a

lpaul Edward, ed., Encyclopedia of Phi

trace the

ience."

losophy,

vols., 1972, s.v. "Darwin, Charles Robert," By T.

7

L) .or

A. Goudge.

\

F3

8
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"Experience is," ‘of course, "an odd word in phildsophy and

as such'is loaded with certain ‘traditional affiliations and

assbcﬁations.“ltSince Dewey's ascription of "continuity" -

to gxperience tends to embody the pregagposi ion that some
forms of disjqinteaness or‘discontinu;t§>ﬁzgit be found in
experience as wellf it appears negessary to highlight,
criticallyﬁanquze and appraise the attached meanings énd'
the impliéations of his extensive use of the.qotioﬁ of
"continuity" in experience as a panacea for epistemaiégical
dualism. " ) ’ . -
In derogatiﬁg the emphasis whicdh modern philosophé}s,
placed on the disjointed or discfeté é‘afacfér of experi-
ence, Dewey coﬁtghds that such emphbsis oplthe diséontinuous‘
'éharacters of things iﬁ the natural world has constituted
art1f1c1alfprbblemixwhose solutions have since eluded many
phllosophlcal *nqulrles‘ If "experience" and "reason" are
regafded as quite distinct and absolutely separable from
each,other, as the dualistic philosophers imply, how do we
wexplain tﬁp common-sense evidence of the admixture of both

}

""stability" and "change” in all aspects of our ordinary

-
£

lives and,everyday live-situations? Moreover, if a perman-
ent line of demarcation or mutudl exclusion is to be

/ /0- I3 I v
actually drawn between empirical and rational subject-

matter, cognitive and non-cognitive realms, or knowledge and

- 1 ﬁ :S. Thag;r, The Logic of Pragmatism: An Examination
GY‘Ban Dewey s Logic, (New York: Humanities Press, 1952),

- 19.)
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‘ ! . . N . .
** 4 wvalues in general, with whst,crxterlon is such a line to be

/

. warrantably . drawn? In view of'the'facbtthet many attempts

]
to find Qenerally acceptablé solutions to these problems

r

have been plagued by pa:adoxeS'whichfeerive from dualistic

¢

methods of interpretations and seemiﬁgly inappropriate

©

characterLzatlon of -"experience”, Dewey indicates that these

SN D
i

problems® ‘are in themselves 1nsolubf/.~a /’;‘“”‘*\w// .

As agalnst the -inappropriate characte?iéation‘of o
"experience" byrdualistic éhilosopﬁers, Dewey describes
“éxperienee“ as both the subject-matter .apd mefhed of

. <« e
philosophy: This characterization, iﬂ'hﬂz view, allows for
the commoe—sense evidence of ﬁheffact of deteriorations,
growth and relatlonal connections between the seemingly
discrete, opp051ng or complementary aspects and forms of .
knowiqg, knowleq§e and values iq general. 'For many of

sDewey's contemporaries, this characterization of

"experience" represents a plausible attempt to replace the

3

arbitrary "separation of nature and experience with the idea

of continuity.”l

}

When' examined more critically, however,

N .
this attempt in itself .raises a fundamental epistemological

- .
issuei\h:i:*:en "experience" which ordinmarily exhibits dis-
ycrete anmd-di 561nted characteristic qualities constitute the

subject-matter as well as sufficient conditions for knowing

and knowledge? Most particularly, how caA it constitute the

3\
\

lJoseph Ratner, Intelligence in the Modern World:

..John Dewey's Philosophy, (New York: Modern Library, 1939),

p. 1039.

1]
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various qpé gqugte distinct methods of knowing - that is a

1 - ) . -

~—

role which is traditionally ascribed to the human reason? -

- . The pugzles which surround the above issue are

-}

g especially aggravaﬁed by the fact that Dewey attributes and :

. uses the idea of contiﬁuity extensively without giving any

3

specific definition as to what he means by "continuity"
-

With the need to resolve some of these puzzles in mind, we

will undertake this study of the notion of continuity in
e | ‘experience with particular reference or restriction ;o
JDewey's concept of "knowledge" and the‘vqlue okanowledge.
+our’ study is divided into three relevant and\zglated péfts.
In thé first part, we attempt’to higplight ‘the iTportanﬁ

. conditions and to clarify the two dimensions which; in

ewey'é view, constltute experience. By explorlng the T
" ’ p6551b1e dlfferences and forms of connectlons between the
experlentlal dimensions here, we mlght not only diffuse the
’ apparent amb;guity whicﬁ surrounds his uniquencharacteri-
zation of experience as all-inclusive, qualitapively per- ¢

,,JB _vasive continuum or subject—méﬁ;ér and method of*inquify.
In the liént7of similar emphasis whiéh other pragmatists,

. ' (like Charles Peirce and Willigm James) placéd on "
*continuity", we ﬁig££ é}so provide QPme insight into the
various meanings, significances or extreﬁe epistemic impor-
tance which Dewej“actually attachés to the idea of continu—
ity in egbegience. Following him, it appears that there are

basically two forms of continuity in experience. These are

circular and dynamic forms of continuity; and botﬁqare quite



v s s A A
|W >‘~ . ' » .4. R "
o J - .

R . 1ndis;3h§3ble infaete{mining "what", “why" and, espebially;\~
- pu *how" wé ‘acquire knowledge‘and values in generél.

gt S [ 40 part two we examine and critically épprﬁisé,the.

3

. -~ RN : ¢ . x’
e » functional and methodological characters ascribed to experi-
07 :"' °~encefu’The éxtreme epistenic impo:taﬁbe Dewey fattaches to "(//

. . T e
T experience ‘as a method of knowing is discussed here aldng
A R with some of His criticisms of,epistemological dualism.

* o ab - 4 .
“@ . This is done‘with a view to -find out how experience might

' . £y s - . s
*actually constitute sufficient and appropriate conditions

‘ ¥ ' .
' é? for all forms\of'knowing and knowledge. Moreover, it is

gi} W, - observed that, ~ - ’; S o
- "'Fa ' . 2o : .4 d. .

...what' he once called the experiential continuum and

now [in his Logic: Theory of Inquiry] calls.the

continuum of inquiry bears a striking. likeness to the

continuum of mind-and other-minds in objective idealism.l

Y

“ ' , L Al hougqiﬂgwey avoided the problems of inter«subjectiv{ty

| raised'ggaiﬁﬁt objectivéﬂidealisﬁ‘by describing the |
/ﬁcontinuum of inquiry as "eéper%ﬁental", it appe%rs that‘he,
“dh the other hang, Sver-lookéd the gpisteﬁic relevances 6f

. ' things in themselves. The mgih issue that arises from his

IS

- concept of "inquiry" is, if corfcrete, perceptual and concep-

tual objects are charyacterized ﬂsrély in terms of their

. S »d '
functions, and if 1nquif;‘o;_the fotaligy of cognitive

experiencetis experimental, how qﬁ'we learn and acquire'

» Y . ot | AN "

~ ce b e )
. IMax H. Fi'sch, ““Pewey's Place in fpé Classic Period of
American Philosophy," In Essays For John Dewey's Y0th .

, Birthday, Edited By, /Kenreth D. Benne, (Urbana Illinois:
University Migrofilm Inc., University of Illinois, 1950),
pa~19. ' B

& . . ' L ‘ o

-
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analytic. and synthetic aspects and procedpral phases of

permanent truth or universal and unconditional knowledge

. . ’ n
9 .
about™things in live-experience? To re¢solive this issue,

Dewey appeals and emphasizes th¢ connections between the

the<€xperimental method applied ig the natural sciences. In
the light ,of the:contemporary ErikiES of his concept of

inquiry, we, in this casg, examine the dastinctive condi-

Y

‘ IS ’ . . i .
tions and the connections which, he,claims, exist between

.

phases of inquiries that bear diTect or indirect existential

A3

~ e

references. ‘ N . 3
P - ’ ' ,
In determining the merits and possible demerits'of the

-

%

§exper1mental method which, invDewey's view, appears to be

\ t“l'
appllcable in acqu1r1ng all forms of knowledge it also‘

ppears tQﬁt he attually regards thlngs in themselves, NS ‘
~

-
T ——

2
1h§lud;ng knowledge as "va}ues"a “In fact he 1ns{éts that

values generally have .double characters- but knowledge- in </~

partlcular,.taken as a*value, is never immediate or primor-

i

4 .
dial. - It is, rather, a cultivated value that needs to be
b o
constantly verified or tested and proven through the contin-

-

uous process of e§ger1mental inquiry. In d01ng;thls, how-

=

‘ever, he tends to confuse and plur the differences :which are

traditionally posited between the  implicit and functional

qualities of knowledge and values in general, or knowing and
. . .

khowledge in particular. By emphasizing functional quali-

~

ties and interconnections of natural objects and events,

Dewey, it seems, supplies a plausible_penacea for meta-

'physicai dua@ism and dualistic epis‘emologica} methods. \\

\ . =

-



This emphasis, on gﬁé other. hand, entails the terminologfcal

o

ambi-guity which pervades his characterization of inquiry and

the ascription of "knowledge" or "warranted assertqulity“\“

w o

Iﬂ the ‘third and f1nal part-of this study, we examine:

N

Dewey's concept of'"warranted assertlbxlxty And this is

. o

o done w1th a view not only to resolve some of the termino-

.

loglcal amblgu1t1es Qut especially, to elicit from him
‘whether apy permanent truth might be actually known about -

objects and evenfb generally found in experience and in the

-~
nagural world. Here, we endeavour to derive what- consti-

tutes the criteria for values in general and for knowledge
P ' . .
* in particular. Méreover, since the terminological ambigu-

ities whlch pervade Pewey s concept of 1nqu1ry appear as

oo

results of hlS 1nadequate categorlzatlon of experience, we
- . e

endeavour to draw some conclusions as to.the proper degree,

of empha51s to be placed on the 1mplicit‘and functional p

'/

. ] B .
- qualities of knowing and knowledge as such« Finally, the
"general implications and short-comings of Dewey's idea and.

uses of "continuity" in experience are summarized and criti-
*

- cally appraised in order to determine the over-all merit of

-
A~}

\ :
the idea of "continuity" itself. .o ’
!

N . L



in experience when iﬁtelligently‘used as the only means of

.o PART ONE iy ' ) ..

. JOHN DEWEY'S METAPHYSICS AND THE CONSTITUENT

‘. DIMENSIONS OF EXPERIENCE

-

Chapter I R

EXPER}ENGE AS A SUBJECT-MATTER AND A PHILOSO#HLC

- METHOD
. ’ W . .o . '
Following the empiricists' tradition, Dewey uses the

’ i

concept of experience as the background for his entire

el

s
philosophy. His concept of "experience" is, however, quite

distiﬂct from what ?ﬁe traditional empiricists generally
regard as "experience". /F’r tHe traditional empiricis;sl
exper{ence designatés gense-data‘or a perceptual base.forQ
our higher, and seéﬁingly quite'd}stinct objects and'intel—
lectual operations. For Dewey, “expefience“ furnishes the

background, the subject—matter: as well as the methods for

all our knowledge. 1In factt he advocates unstinting “faith

‘disclosing the realities of nature."!

Due, to the added significance which Dewey attaches to
'experience",'we will beginjpur study of ﬁis idea of
"continuity" as well as’tpé uéé he made of it in his philo-
sophvaith an analysis of the important conditions which, i?

his thought, constitute 'experience“.z These conditions are

- 2
4 u .
i -

lJohn‘DEwey,’ Experience and Nature, (Neéw York: Dover

Publications, Inc., 1958), p. X.

2"Experience”, in this sense, designates an inclusive -
whole; i.e., what Dewey himself regards as.an experiential
continuum, - ’



continuity in’ Chapter 2, it must be stressed here that,

“

actually many and varied. iﬁ the first chapter of

Experience and Nature, however, Dewey indicates that there

-~

are two main kinds of experience - primary and secondary

)

éxperience. By this, he implies that.experiential condi- '

]

tions might be similarly categorized. — ‘

’In tﬁislfirst'chapter of our study, we will highlight

. these conditions and the metaphysical interpretation which

L}

Dewey attaches to the two dimensions of experience. This
examination is necessary in order to remove some of the
major difficulties which might obscure a cleal? understanding

of the different meanings he attaches to "continuity". While

{

we intend to evaluate and appraise Dewey's geheral notion of

—

"primary and secondary conditions of experience actually

overlap and interplay with one another. " In fact, they seem
to be respectively identical with what .he regards-as . N
"subject-matter " and "method" of philosophy. n

Primary Experience

¢

In his attempt to describe experience, Dewey asserts

. that,

...experience is of as well as ih nature. It is not
experience which is experienced, but nature - stones,
plants, animals,...electricity, and so on. Things in~
. teracting in. certain ways are experience; they are what
is experienced. Linked in certain other ways with

“
a
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10

ahother natural. object - the human organlsm = tﬁey are
-how ‘things are experienced as well.l ~

Thi$ assertion ciearly indicates that there are three
: . ’ -~

aspects of nature which constitute what Dewey regards as

‘primary’ or gross experience. These are the "agfw-of experi-

encing, the existent "object" which is e&ﬁerienced, and the

“subject” who experiénces. Following this outline, it ap-

pears that we cannot appropriately answer the guestion as to
. o ° -

what experience really is without censidering the constitu-

ent elements and immediate apprehensible qualities of

- natural objects, just as they appear at the common-sense . s

- -
level of existence. The reason for this is two«fold: First,

s §

the meaning that attaches to experience cannotfbossiblyhbe.

4

grasped or explained if experience is’ isolated and consider-
ed .only in name, not for what-it signifies and represents.

Second, the meanings of things only derive from their

v
/

perceivable qualities and characteristics.

[y

For Dewey, the characteristic qualities of
"experience" are ordinarily manifest in organic activities

and interactive effects of natural objects on one another.

a !

Such activities - designating gross or prlmary experlence -

A

always occur in an 1nclu51ve 51tuat10n or natural

o~

IS

lpewey,. Experience and Nature, p. 4a While we intend
to examine Dewey's conception of nature in Chapter 2, it
- might be observed here that his description of experience in
terms of concrete objects and sensible events in the natural -
world really inclines one to suspect: that Dewey is a
realist; i.e., as opposed to the sub3ec&1v1sts views of na-
ture and experlence in general.

’

o

\

ak)
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environment. And they.(activities) c¢an be ”gafigfying or.
\ . 4 -

»

' . ‘ . .
dissatisfying...stable or: unstable”, depending on the
experiencer's degrée of awareness and temporal disposition

toward the experienced objects within such an ;n¢lusiva

a .

environment “unsqghistibéted\as yet by reflections about

- ) . .
e R R |

An objection might be raised‘hgre‘as’to‘the gppro-‘\
priateness of Dewéy's déscription of primary experience: He

] ! , i

seems to avoid’the question as to the precise "stuff" which
constitutes ”experiencé"; For instance, is such a "stuff"
made of concrete body; or, is it constituted by mere
consciousness of our sense impressions,'embtions, and so 6n?
Dewey himself ant;cipates this objection. 1In a likelf
answer to it, he indicates that,

To argue from an experience 'beinéian experiencé" fo

what it is of .and about is warranted by no logic....
What something is, is found out by actual stpdy.2

Rather than stipulate what experience "is precisely, he,

therefore,: shifts emphasis from it to the :phenomenal aspects

of things in nature.3

" lponaid a. Piatt, "Dewey's Logical Theory," In The
Philosophy of John Déewey, Edited By Paul . A. Schilpp, (La
Salle, Illinois: Open Court, 1971), p. 113. :

2Dewey, Experience and Nature, p. 1.

3"Nature"”, in this case, ,refers to the entire perceiv-

able world in which individual objects,- including ourselves,
exist and interact. ) .

’ ‘
,
- ' B ,
4 ~

.
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This /shift is'actualiy‘significant.'”ii marks the
Fransfer/of-“experience“yfrom its isolation in the subjec-
tive rgélm of the human,existencé, by the moéern idealists

C ani/yég traditional empiricists, back into the main stream

.

of /‘events in nature as a whole. By this, Dewey intends to

/<Z%§g§e the reci%roéal relationship of the inner and outer,
/ or ogjectivé’and suﬁjective aspects of nature. He wants to
/ v R A )

/ \§how that "nature and experience get on harmoniously

/

/ ' tegebher.”l To pr;ve ﬁhis, he érgues that we have no alter-
//7 ' na%gve to treathg "expérlence as [the]'starting -point, as
/1EEE] method for dealing'with nature and as the. goal in ‘
Wthh nature is dlsclosed for what it is."? N
While we admit. the plausibility of the idea of worklng
harmony between "nature and experience," ‘it mlgbt be
o observed that Dewey gas exaggerated the idea of Bgross
experience“:irfespective of the phliosophic implipations of

N 4
this exaggeration. He tends to clothe the whole of-nature in

e o—’
¥ 7 )

the garb of gross experxehee/by assertlng that experlence

"reaches down into mature; [thaﬂ 1t has ‘depth. It also has -
breadth and to an infinitely elastic‘extenth'3 This ass%;-.°

tion, is undoubtedly absurd. It implies that "gross
f 3 )

experience” might be used as a synonym to'des@gnate every

] -

~der, \1Dewey, Experience and Nature, p. 2a. C
21bid., p. 1.

31bid., p. 4a. ‘ . - B
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aspect of what we regard as natural realityl Dewey himself

-

aéknowledges the absurdity of regarding experience which ais
"only a tiny part of natﬁre.;.[as]ﬂ..competent,to incorpor—
ate vast reaches of nature within itself.™ Yet, he insists

that,

[the] very existence of science is evidence that ex-

’ perience 1is such an occurrence that it penetrates into

nature and expands without/ limit through it.

[

To accept this view might, in fact, be to commit ourselves

to a%”?bstract and ambiguous view of "reality" or, of the’

experience-world as a sfngle and an‘indistinguishaple whole.

It might be granted that each natural object has
definite length, depth and breadth or, at least, some
specific qualities which set it apart as a clearly marked
individual, quite distinct from other objects. In this casé,
it also appears conclusive that every singie experience,
designating\a natural occurrence, might be different and
disjointed from every other one. Contrary,to this conclu-
sion, ﬁowev%r, Dewey argues that :reality" of the natural

T N .
world itself is generally in¢lusive of many parts. While

each part denotes an existent object, it may equally,signify
- /4

the,existenge of some qthef objects or the possiblet occur-
rence of future events. He does not, as a ﬁatter of fact,

dispute that an individual object has sdme unique qualities
and distinctive characteristics. Rather, he indicates that

such qualities are neither apprehensible nor dbmprehensible

]

lipid., p¥dl. ‘ .



until they are exhibited in natural interactions. What *f/

m’_;ﬂkperience" does 1is to capture and refleét the relatiohal

~

aspects of thlngs in nature when and whigzﬁér it enters.. 1t
' follows from thls that experlence is, fi

t. and forepost,
‘the only means and method through which we apprehend, com-
preﬁend or contemplate the diverse characters of things in

- the: natural world. 1In Dgwey's own -words, experience is
"infinitely elastic" and pérvaSive. "It stretches., Thétr
stretch congtitutés inference."l o

I3

‘ Common-s:e‘nse generglly evir-lces the fact ‘thét t}le
natﬁrgi world is a}}-inglusive of individﬁal objects and
events. Even Bertrand Russell, who was a severe éritdc of .
Dewéy's concépt of inclusive “experigﬁce"hor 51tuatlon,
acknowledges -"that the holistic world is [not] loglcally
‘i_mpossible."2 fhe problem which arisés in Russell's view
ié whether such an experience-world might possibly form the
base and, at thé same timej constitute sufficient)conaitigns‘
to "give rise to science or to any'empirical,knowlé&gg.“3

\ ] . ,

| -

- 1Ibid- n ’ )

2In an essay entitled "Dewey's é&u ‘Logic," Bertrand Qﬁl
Russell observed that 'Dewey's concept of inclusive situa-
tions is holistic and ambiguous. See: The  Philosophy
of John Dewey, Edited By Paul A Schilpp, pp. 138-140. This
criticism is equall ap licable to Dewey's concept of “gross
or primary experience” ich mlsleadlngly seems to include
particular objects, kinds, or even the whole unlverse.

/

31bid., p. 142. 'sée chapter 3 for details on Dewey's
| idea of 1nc1u51ve situations" .

L Y
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# and furnishes the first data of

15‘ . G . l\
Before examining ‘what might be Dewey's answer to this latter
robjec#ion, it must be stressed that "experience", for Qim,
is "primarily not knowledge, but ways of doing, and
sﬁfféring:;l : . . )
Experience is a dynamic 6r temporal 'affair' which is
reciprocal and constituted by all the modes of inter-

4 ~ . . . .
N course between~a conscious being and [hls] envirohmentoe:,
2

both physical and social.?2
< .

Wiliiam James had—described "experience"~as*a "double-
barrelled” word which, "in its primary integrity”, recoéf_
nizes no permanen;‘divisioﬁs betwegp act "and material,
subject and objeci, but céntaiqs them both in an unanalyzed
totality."3 Dewe& uses Jéﬁésﬂlidea to support the view that
every human 'activity is within the demain of‘"groés
éxpefience”, not oytside it. In his own words, it is "the
;ubject—mattef ofdgrimary exper;:nce [thaq sets the proble@
ggiflecﬁioﬁ'which‘constructs

the éecondafy objects"” of_experience.4

It is qrgued.that pewe;'s characterizaéiqn of “groSs
experience" has left the meaning of the word quite inde-
finite and ambiguous. On the contrafy Dewgylhimself

]

contends that,

lcharles W. Hendel, ed., John Dewey and the Experimen-
tal Spirit in Philosophy, (New York: Liberal Arts Press,
1959)' p‘ 99-

2

Ibid., pp. 99-100.

3pewey, Experience and Nature, p. 8.
4., . - |
Ibldo' ppo 4‘5-

-
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[the] indefiniteness of the word as a name is part
of...[1tﬂ -..fitness. The reference of experience jis
not to be pinned down to any narrow and limited
meaning. !

°

.In this case,. the question as to whether "gross experience"

denotes only the interactive characterl%glcs of things or.
whether it also includes thlngs in themselves might, either
. . ~ -
way., recelve an affirmative answer from Dewey 2 The
Ew . ,’f.-w{

dllemma arlslng from thlsigpdeflnlte meaning obviously leads

7o N
bf BT

one to ask: ‘How can experiénce effectlvely join its dis-

.JOlnted parts SO as to become systematlcally cognxt1ve° How

o o

" can it constltute sufficient conditions for certain

knowledge, or 1ndlsputable logical forms and. pr1nc1p1es?

"\_d-—' .
Dewey's answers to these questlons may be' found by examlnlng
his 1dea of seoondary or reflectlve experlence.

-~

Secondary Experience

Secondary or reﬁlectlve experience de51gnates those
: K

aspects of nature involving the acts of the human mingd.
\ . kl

Such acts are intuition[ 1maglnat10n, thought, or reasoning

in general. .We are 'told that natuﬁg is characteristically

<ty -
‘gdmiXtﬁre\of deéterminate and indetermipate objects and
e )

-

' 1 John Dewey: The Later Works, 1925-1953, Edited by Jo
Ann Boydston, and Barbara Levine, With Introduction By Sid-
ney Hook, (Carbondalje: Southern Illinois Unlver51ty Press,
1981), p. 331. ’ - .

<

-

2Dewey's answer, in this case, is unacceptable; * not
only because a part might never rightly mean the same as an
‘entire whole; but also, because to -attach an indefinite

*" meaning to . “"experience"™ might constitute a source of much
confusion in our understandlng of - dlfferent things desig-
nated as "experience" (



o

events. It is already accepted that, following our common-
-~ s ‘——\_4 *

sense, we often take many objects'and events for granted.

-

LT This is particularly the case Wﬁefe we afe quite familiar
. ’ ; with fﬁe.workings of our everyday ehvirOnmén;, and when the
[ ~phenomenal equiliSrium of such ﬁn environment goes on
unhampered. Due to environmental intefactibns, however,
W | changes'often occur. And beding disruptéd by such 'changes,
‘the primary harmon;ouggcontexts sometip%§\become precarious
and indeterminate. The fact that our familiér‘experiences
and developed habits are also disturbed b& natural changes
. . ~ T
ofteh;forcés us to ask‘questions::Weﬁseek to*find the
’ *  reasons for the existing problems, and to.consider possible
courses of action in order to bring the precarious situation
. - back to working Harmony. ~
According to Dewey, it is the occasional precarious—'
7 nesslof our natural situations or priméry expe;ie?ce that »

° N

. ) s . . .
necessitates the emergence of the human mind which is an

indispensable condition.for reflecti¥e expérience.“ The -~
| activities of the mind arise as "means" o providing us with
. 2 . :
) ‘,> explanations for the occasional indetedminacies of the

| 1 primary objects. 1In Dewey's own words, reflective experi-

ence "enable us to grasp” the relational meanings and h

*

o ’ ’ ~ . .t
§ ' - significances of the primary Sbjects "with understanding,

instead of just having sense-contacts with them." 1 _ '§§

2

1 pewey, Experience and Nature, p. 5.

R . ‘ )




18
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He implies that, as acts of™fhe mind, reflective expefience
$trictly belongs to the humaw organism, not as primordial

attribute, but as dn acguired characterlstlc quallty which

) . L -
complements the primary experience. He also implies that,

"as aspects of the natural phenomena, the hcts of thought and

reasonding can be comprehendeé only in te}ms'of*their fume-
; . v .
“tions andirela{iqns. Such functiens include all forms of

indguiry into existené?objects. and into the meanings of

A

existent objects and events.

" This position taken by Dewéy is obviously in line with

o

tRe‘uevolutionary, bio¥dgical approach to thg.emeré@?f% of

ES —-

,
‘mental activity as a functionof organism-environment
“ f

adaptation.” 1 This is a view advanced by Darwin; bﬁt[:it

has since been adopted as a valid procedure and "a recurring

theme of pragmatism".2 It .should be emphasized here that

followiﬁg~this evqlutionary theme, Dewey identifies two main
fdnctioni performjg\by the intellect which constitute our

reflective experience. First, with the occurrence of

reflection, relqtional‘heaningé of primary objects are sub-

‘sequently disclosed. ReflectiveNexperience might, in this

case; betregarde }as "a method" of analysis. For,

A

9 P

-~

lpatrick I. Bourgois, and Sandra-EB. ﬁosenthal ,
"Phenomenology Pragmatism and the Backdrop of Naturalzsm,'“

Philosophy Today 25. (Wintetr 1979): 331. , 7. N

21bid.
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S ' (when] the secondary objects [1deas and the -acts of
- 5 thought ...are employed as a'method or road for coming
e .at th m p Imary object{], these qualities cease to be

. : . isdlated etails; they get the meaning contained in a

5: ¢ e whole system of related objects; they are rendered con-

/. « “tinuouds with the rest of nature and take on the ifport

. ' ‘ of the things they are now seen to be continuous with.l

Second, the inqpllect is-creatively suggestive and systema-
- ' 9 N - .
. tically directive of natural events wherever it occurs. As

‘4. an indispensable part of reflective experiéhce, it not only
; . ' discerrs the meaningé‘ana“rela;ional si@nzficances of b
i » e;@s{ent thiné;. It equaily constitutes the "means” by
~ - "o ‘ which these meaniégg,are structurally arranged into related

g;atemﬁ which might be applied to enhance, enr@ch, or even

, to innovate and render the objects of our primary experience
recurrent and ¢optinuous. It has to be acknowledged here
™ that, in being iaeational reflective experience really

, v 3

Yacks ghe/ghy31cal force to effect any dlrect changes in the

ES

‘it

) . -prjE}ry objects Such experlences, nevertheless,
L SN o
, define and lay out 'a path by whlch retur% to ex-~
R - periedced things is of such a sort that the meanlng,

’ " the signififant content.of what is experienced gains
enriched and expanded force because of the path or
jmethodxby which it is.reached.

\

In short,\by integrating our present observations and
L3 N .

4 : + already acquingd knowledge, reflective experieﬁce actually

qoystitutes an indispensable instrument for the enhancement

+

and qualitative improvemént of our knowledge and values in

—~ ‘ \ . R , ]
- e ( ' ) v /
& f ;
\ & 1D Experlence and Nature, RE 5. °
/ ‘ C ‘
. o 2 Ibid. o ’ . ‘
e . - :
M ¥ ) //" . . ot u = a
[ 4 l ! .
“~ I '
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general. ’ ! . T
. o § ) } v

Dewey's account of the emergence of the mind, and of
mental activities really seems to be a causal account; as

such, the account itself is empirical.l Wefare, in this -

case, doubtful whether experience, in this self-actountable

a
®

and self-expianatory,formlcan constitute bo£h £he basis and
the sufficient cqndltlons for the qualltatlve lmprovement
and growth of our different forms of knowledge. Irrespectlve
- of the controversy which surrounds this issue, hpweyer, it
.might receive a positive answer from Dewéy. fFor, iﬁ the
views of the pragmatists, there are things which are irredu-
cible in nature. Among them are "perceptual” and “non—i
perceptual"” expeflences which "have ob3ect1v1ty as well as

v ]
subjectivify."-Z The ‘fact, inm Dewey's words, 1:\"tpére would
be no such thing as consciousness if events did not have a
phase of brute and unconditioned ‘isness ', of being just
what they irreducibly are.” 3  ° ‘

Although Dewey's account of reflective experience

seems quite unsatisfactory to us, we cannot possibly accuse

14

l patrick 1. Bourgois, and Sandra B. Rosenthal,
. Phenomenology, Pragmatism and the Backdrop of Naturalism,"”
Philosophy Today 25 (Winter 1979): 331.

2 1pid.

3 pewey, Experience and Nature, p. 86. This assertion
really raises a serious question: Are reflective acts and .
our consciousness natural and irreducible in quite the same.
ma¥ner as physical objects and events? To resolve this
issue, we will discuss the characteristic features of cop-
sciousness and mind briefly in Chapter IV of this exposition.

i
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him of reductionism. We can, however, object that this .

-

.causal- account which he himself régards as "naturalistic" is

" not cohpletely free from the faults exhibited by earlier

causal accounts of nature and knowledge.l Since he recog-
nizes $hﬁ irreduciﬁiliey of certain things in expefience and
nature, it is neéessqr; to examine the distinctions which he
makes between the prlmary and reflective experience. This
mlght enable us to determine the‘extent to which hlS self-

explanatoryqand self—accountable form of experience prbv1des

the necessary conditions for all forms of cognition and-

'knowledge. .

Distihctiens Between Primary and Reflective Experience:
Dewey recognizes fhat tﬁeie are crucial distinctions

to be made between different objects and evenee in nature. -

Unllke some philosophers who are inclined toward absclute l

d 1lst1c views of the world he treats such dlstlnctlons as

!

mat\ter, not merely of degrees of 1mp11c1t verity, but of,

ways we exﬁerience the interactive effecte of things in
nature. Following this plan, he indicates that the distinc-
tion betwifn primary and séeonda}y experience "is one
between what is experienced ae a result of a minimum of

incidental reflection and what is experienced in consequence

1Dav1d Hume's causal account of. human nature and
knowledge leads to reductionism. By indicatlng that all
human knowledge can resolve itself into probability, Hume
prepared a breeding ground for skepticism. (Hume, A Treatise
of Human Nature, rev., ed., By P.H. Nidditch, 1978, p. 181).

‘Dewey's account seems to be liable to a similar fault.

€. . o “
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of\ cont inued and regulated,reflécgive inquiry.* 1
Primary experledée, in the above sense, includes

concrete objectg and events constituting ouri"commoﬁ svense
pbsf-analytic data" just.as tﬁey appear within our immediate
situation. Things in&such-prereflective situations are
often interactive anot redundant. Subjects and objects with
their different qualities, habits‘of associations and, some- -

”

times, expressions of feelings and emotions, are often found

e

in such situations. If .this is the case, then we have to
. ngd
admit that primary experience really constitutes the fore-

ground for doubts ane’uncertainties. It can provoke cog-

nitive inquiry. As distinct from the“primary,experience,

however, secondary experience designates objects and eyents
. , A R

which are mediated and derived through- reflection. béwey
- ' . . )
implies that while primary experience function%lly,consti-

tutes the initial data for inquiries, secondary experience,

‘

taken 1in functional terms as well, constitutes the "system

-

' of meanings"® and the different methods of our cognitive

inquiries; In fact, due to our constant need to preserve

N

-

. ? Dewey, Experience and Nature, p. 4.

2 Although we have used secondary and reflective ‘ex-
perience interchangeably to refer to objects and acts of the
mind) there is a p0551ble dlstlnctlon between them: Secon-
darw experience, 1n Dewey's view, seems to _include ‘objective
consfkgpts and ideational structures which are mediated by
thought. Reflective experience, on the other hand, desig-
nates the acts of thought and conscious observations. It is
abstract 1in feature, and it can .equally be designated as
"the philosophically idealized experience of pure immediacy,
of sheer contact of organism and environment”. (Sandra B.
Rosenthal, and Patrick L. Bourgeois, Pragmatism and
Phenomenology: A Philosophic Enhcounter, Amsterdam: Gruner,
1980, p. 46.)

) ' ' \ ~ ) ) 7
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and enhance life within given situations, we not only engage

in conscious observations; we also think. The relational

. meanings derived through such observations and thoughts are

éfteﬁ applied toward control %nd use of primary objgcts_”fo;
our own‘béiterhent, instead of merelylbeing‘subject to their
éopséquences“!l The entiret§ of such tﬁiﬂgs and acts in \
which thoﬁght is involved is‘what Dewei regards as |
'sécondary“ or "reflective experience”. <
By-d}stinguishipg primary andvreflectiVe experienée in
termé of the apprehensible characte;q ana functions of mat- |
ter-and mind, Dewey seeks to resolve the.dilemma posited by
P

gpistemological and moral dualists. Such dualism appears

intention distinctions found in many traditional and modern”

philosophical theories. Dewey's attempt to resolve these

dilemma .is, in itself, laudable; but, by implication,lit
seems to leave "metaphysics with little to do":2 The “
traditional concept of ‘"transcendental Being" which, for

B

modern idealists like Descartes and Kant, is'indispensabfe

. in defermining the real, seems to have been reduced by Dewey

into mere functions. He contends that smch problems arising

»

-

lFieckenstein, A Critique of John Dewey's Theory, -

p. 3.

2Richard Rorty, "Dewey's Metaphysics," In New Studies
in the Philosophy of John Dewey, Edited By Stephen M. Cahn,
(Hanover, New Hampshire: University; Press of New England,
1977), p. 63. - . .

&

J _ . .

\/ .
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from metaéhysical'dualism are artificial and quite
~insoluble. Hence, quite.intentionally, he avoids any direct
attempt at re;olving them. In the words of Richard Rort},
Dewey. "thought to'solve' " the mind-body p;oblem "by avoid-
ing goth the crudity and paradox of materialism and the
~'unsciept}fic' theorizing 6ffered‘by traditional dualisms."1
‘ On L‘mOre positive note, Dewey ind{cates that mind and
S;dy oi, in more general terms, sense objects and the‘sub—

. 3
jects who sense them are within the continuum of experience

. . LY
and in the natural world.2 For him, however, such sophistic

distinctions made, by traditional empiricists and by sense-
éata theorists respectively, betwéen primary and secondary
qualities of things and between "the sensa" and "the

' senéed"‘or ken ing and perceiving, appear to be of little
importaéce;in resolving the mind-body pfoblem.3 Granéi;g
that the intrinsic and the extrfzsic qualities of things are
quite distin%uishablej\hé'equally insists that the former

‘qualities are discoverable and comprehensible to us only

through the latter qualities. Accordipg to him:

l1bia.

2We have already hoted the apparent ambiguity which,
surrounds Dewey's idea of inclusive "experience". While
employing the same inclusive character of experience in this
case to refer to specific human environments or situations,
natural world is used to indicate a more general world or
universe of which experience-situations are parts.

3John Dewey, Logic: The Thed@& of Inquiry, (New York:
Rinehart and Winston, Inc., 1960), p. 151.

t
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~
Things [in themselves and] in their immediacy are
unknown and unknowable, not because they are remote or
behind some impenetrable veil of sensation of ideas,’
but because knowledge has no concern with them. 1

Y4
As a matter of fact, rationalists and empiricists generally
admit that knowledge is mainly concerned wifh "relations"
between things.

If we admit that these relationg which constitute the
meanings of things are esbecially exhibited in organic %Rd
intra-organic ac{ivities, then it might appear conclusivq
that an object cannot be ontologically isolated or complete;
ly separated from its relational effects and meanings. ~This
obviously raises another issue: Where and how is emphasis
on such distinctions between the‘intrinsic and extrinsic
aspects of thﬁngs and their meaningé to ge rightly placed?
In resolving this issue,‘Dewey indicates that for any ‘
distinction made between things to be valid, such a di;finc-‘
tion has to be made within an experiential matrix or
situation. While he admits that distinctions are quite
necessary for us to grasp the meénings Sf things, he, never:‘fw
theless, insists that the extent of eﬁphasis placed on them
should be only logical and functional, not ontologically

-

absolute.
Following Dewey, it appears that, that which desig-
nates "the real" is always a particular object or event. p

Yet, he implies that, although we often recognize individual

1Dewey, Experience and Nature, p. 86.
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objects in our ordinary experience as disjointed and
Lsoléted from each other as miniature wholes, "everyqual
experience‘[alsﬁ] has the potentiality of becoming an
inclusive whokgl"l Such potenti;litges are*reﬁlized only
when the barriers of isolation are broken through reflective
inquiry; thgt is, when the relational meanings and signifi-
cances of pafficular objecps are disclosed and grasped

through reflectively directed activities.

The fact is that Dewey regards the activities' of

pafticular objects as "contextual" or "situational". 1In as .

much as such activities'direétly;-or indirectly,~ involve the
huma% organism, the situation in which they occur has to be
/) redarded as an experiential continuum. Such’situations are
in themselves "real”; but unlike particular isolated
Vobjects, such a situation involving the human organism
really provides openings for interprefatioﬁ,'contrpl, or
further improvements of objects and events included within
it. 'This implies that both physical and mental conditions
generally-complemgnt or inter-twine and fund each other in
all human situations. Taking both "physical® and "mental®
bconditions, in this case, to refer to prlﬁary and reflective

experience, it appears evident why Dewey regards the

distinctions between them as functional and methodological.

lp.c. Mathur, "A Note on the Concept of Consumatory
Experience in Dewey's Esthetics,” Journal of Philosophy 63
(April 1966): 226. ~-
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. Such distinctions are made in order "to further our under-

standing of the physical, biq}ogical and social factors that

-~

enter into concrete or sitﬁagé&\gxgexience."l
To conclude this Chapter, we ghst stress that, in

~oppositidh to metaphysical dualism, Dewey regards meta-

physics itself merely as a descriffiye study of the generic

traits of nature. 2 By this, he implies that "the real™,
r‘

taken in térms_pf the rationalistic concepts of "immutable

substances” and "essential forms”" are, in fact, mere
*®

abstractions from the primary experience. Abstractentities

are, for him, non-existent. As an enterprise of the human

r mind,

< . . .
...abstraction from human experience is but-a libera-

tion from familiar and specific enjoyments,. it provides
means for detecting hitherto untried consequences, for

invention, for creation of new wants, and new modes of
and evil. In any sense in which the conception -

of essences is legitimate, the human consequences are

essences of natural events. 3 ¢
~ »

"Consequences”, in the above sense, refer to many particular

objects, actual ends which occur in nature, but which might,

&
for bringing about the occurrence or recurrence of some

other ends within the experiential continuum. "Abstraction",

?

',
W~

o

;paul Tibbetts, "John Dewey and. Phenomenology on
Experience and the Subject-Object Relation," Philosophy
Today 15.4 (Winter 1971): 256.

2 pewey, Experience and Nature,tppu 252, 412-413.

3 John Dewey: \The Later Works, p. 151. . JJk
- b

»

in turn, constitute new beginnings or mediating instruments
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) .
on the other hand, refeys to aspects of our secondary
- \/

- ’

experience which denote both the methods and idgational

means for refining and*restructurigﬁ.natural conseguences, '
‘for interpreting and rendering already existent ends
meaninéful, controllable and purposively recurrent. In

other words, while the primary experience q9nstitutes‘th§
foreéround, reflécti;e,éxperience which complements'ii for °
the human organism, really constitu€2E the psychological a;?ﬁh
logical conditions for cognitioﬁ; . '
-In\Dewe&';~opinion, ;t‘appears obvious that thele ig

v

_also a continuum of inquiry.l Both psychological and

1ogical conditions embodied witfiin this continuum designate

the empirical method of knowind, "method” which he generally

characterizes as "experimental. The empirical method is

experimental because it channgls and redirects "abstract .

- =

‘objects" or structures ensuing\from eflective operations

’

" towards actua% fulfirﬁent, improvement, or security of
existent objects and events which we redard as values. In

fact, as‘is\génerally the case with the experimental methods

of he physical scientists, Dewey presents hls "empirical
4 o

method" as having an 1mp11c1t attribute of “protective

neutrality". This appgars'to be his way of indicating that

*

"experience" can become systematic, assume general forms,

Lohn Dewey, Logic, p. 140. ' , ‘ ' o
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and attain universal applicability as a method of'cognition.4
By characterizihg the 'empiricél method" as "experi-.
* B
. mental®, Dewey implies that there is, in fact,

...N0 existential or ontological gap between appearance
‘'or. phenomenon and reality. Rather, the epistemic

. dimension represents a focus on the level of experienc-
ing or having that metaphysical reality which reveals
itself through experience. ‘

I
. k It is, nevertheless, difficult to understand how such a
" :

. method which is, on the one hand, saturated with human ele-
1 q -

: N
ments of emotions and partial sentiments might, on the

other, "remain free of arbitrary assumptions.“3'f1t appears
b

quite absurd to assume that "reflective experiegcé", taken
as a systematic mefhod or_mean§ 6f cognition, would remain
geﬁerally impartial ahd universal while‘”fhe onesidedness ‘
and specialvpleadings attacheﬁﬂ only to results and
conclusions” ensuing from its application at tﬁz primary
level of experience. 4 Dewey seems to have plausibly .
shown that "experience” constitutes both ghe foreground and

P *the probable terminal for our reflective opérations or

inquiries. The issue, however, ﬁemains as to whether

e J \

1 Hen®®), John Dewey and the Experimental Spirit,
pp. 104-105. ; A

2 sandra B. Rosenthal, and Patrick L. Bourgeois,
Pragmatism and Phenomenology: A Philosophic Encounter,
(Amsterdam: B.R. Gruner Publishing Co., 1980), p. 33.

3 Hendel, John Dewey and the Experimehtal Spirit,
pp. 104-105.

4

)
Ibid .
k]
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experience might purify itsedf sufficiently sohfs'to const 1~

tuge a valid method for our general theorie¢: How can it

4

constitute itself into normative and pure logical fd;ms?l

wy . .
Before examining this probléﬂﬁ it is important.to elicit and

»

view the varioéus kinds of links which, in Dewey's view,

3.

endes experience both connected and pervasively continuous.

; Z{Dewey's ndtion of how experience can assume universal
gpiéiemic‘ characters is examined in Part Two of this

,/:expégition.

5

+

\A ,\ .
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fact, several forms of connéctions and continuity which are
B » .

.implied, and indeed mixed up, in Dewey's “émpirical metéphy-

b .o

- : A Chapter II . . )

k)

L CONNECTIbNS AND CONTINUITY IN EXPERIENCE

The foregoing analysis of prﬁmary and reflective ex-

perience generally indicates that both aspects of experience

are connected with each other, except where reflective ex-'

-

perience hapﬁens to be completely absent. There are, in

sics.” He uses ”connectiobs“ and "continuity®" interchange-
+ ’ o ou
ably to refer to the relational,links*hq&ween different
~

kinds of objects, or between parts of a complex object., While %

this is the connotation of these terms in our analysis so

.

-far, it is observed that, in Dewey's characterization,

“continuity® connotes temporal durations as well as . ) -

different forms of growth proceéges found in‘botq,cognitive

and non-cognitive experience. Thus, it appears necessary

to specify the meanings and to elicit his jug:}ficatiops-fof

positing these forms of continuity. - "

] Ny
For the ;ake of clarity in our own analysis, the forms

of"continuit}" indicated above might be classified into two

kinds. First, there is a continuity thch'designates constant

connections getweph our primary and reflectibe experience.

Aimed particularly at bridging the mind-body gap posited and

1
upheld by rationalists, Dewey presentg this kind of

.“continuity' as characteristically circular and epistemolog-

L. R . ) .
ical in function. Second, there is a continuity which

31- ' X ' -
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désibnate; spatial and temporal durations of natural
obj?cts, as well as physica%‘aﬁd psychical,qr organic and
cognitive growths. This kind of continu&€§~ls exemplified
in the many fo;ms of changes whicg occur successgvelx
through the various aspects of our experience and nature.

Such changes often derive from the contingent operations of

existent objects within the same natural ‘'situation or

environment. For example, some objects act -as efficient
. Y

causes eithér to produce or to influence the growth of

-

other objects. Similar to such growths ensuing from causal

— \‘\" : » L]
contingenc%ss, there exist some forms of dynmamism in our

imaginative qperations and_refleétive objects. This dynamism
appears evident j he fact that weé can infer from our past

% . ot .
experiences in order to establise some new facts which might.
. """(‘ ’ ’

be applicable in.the present, or in the probable future.

It must be moted here that the idea of "coﬁtinuity“
%

is commonly em%loyed by classical pragmatlsts Charles

Peirce, for instance, emphasxzed that "the idea of con-

tinuity is of p;ime/;mportance'to philosophy” because it

signifies the principleswof association. He identiFied

these as the principle; 6f "conﬁiguity' and "resemblance”

brinqiples which, respectiyely, denote causai connections
- . ~

due to power from without, and connections due to a paower ®

within.1 /ﬁlthough he attached equal impdrtéhee to powers.

oy

leollected. Papers of CharIes Sanders Peirce, 8 vols.,

E@ited By Charles Hartsporne and Paul Weiss (Cambrldge,
Massachusetts: Belknap Press, 1960), Vol.6., pp. 86-88.
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.
“

from "without and within,"” Peirce really‘took special

'6bgnizdncé)of the seemingly limitless field of our

2 \ * . .
imaginative operatidons or inner ‘powers. In fact, he
. :

admonished:. "Mére than all that is in thy custody; watch

A - .
. Dewey seems to abide by thls admonltlon ‘He not only

A L]

<nsists "that our ideas and mental structures from reflec-
tions a£e meré abstractions. He stresses that there ig 'much
aneég\for,th rgturn of such ideationél constructs. to primary
;%xperiegce'in order to be tested, grdven, oirutilized there-
'ip; For him, evéry'ingtance of tpié return marks the union
ofxfeflective and érih@fy_experience tbﬂfor@ an enhahcéd and
‘éompietep circle o£ phase within the chain of natural events.
Aqain - every instanc;\of this retérn'marks something actu-
qally had and enjoyed\ something whlch might subseque;tly
become ? background iject for more 1nqu1ry. We might ob-
serve.hére that "inquiry" 1tself"1s a mode of actlvity .
act1v1ty whlch denotes the integral dynamlsm of the human
mlga‘and body, and 1mp11es the possible growth of that which

we regardAas knowledge.

Clrcular Continuity ‘ 3

The pragmatists’ concept of CODtlDUlty really seems
) A
to 1nc11ne toward functlonallsm and experimentalism. .-

iILiﬂd.\J{"i?;N | y \\

~
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William Jéﬁes, for instance, -indicated that human "ration-
ality meant only unimpeded mental function."! He also

suggested that,

Imp‘&iments that arise in the theoretic¢c sphere might
perhaps be avoided if the stream of mental action should
leave that sphere betimes and pass into the practical.

This suggestion clearly implies the indispensability of the
connections or overlapping functioning of the mental.and v
extra—mengal spheres of natural existence. an_;ames, such
connections really appear to have both metaphysical relevance
and epistemolpéical importance. According to him:

€

A definition of the world which will give back to the
mind the free motion which has been blocked in the
purely contemplative path may so far make the world

. seem rational again. -

Following a similar 1line of thought, Dewey proposes the idea
of a circular continuity bgiween p}imaFX and reflective ex-
perience.  [This kind of continuity, in his view, appears
evident in the fact that the natural world, as we ordinarily
experience it, inﬁegrates both objective and subjective or
physicai and rational conditions of the hugan life. ' Mind

and matter are equally real; but-most importantly, they

complement each othgf's operations in all our cogrlitive

inquiries and effort to maintain life itself.

"

“ Dewey emphasizes that inquiry cannot proceed witkout
the circular continuity between the piépqry and reflective
gxpefience. This is because neither our mind, nor the body
is, at any instance, a complete spectator in our constant

\

lwilliam James, The Will to Believe and Other Essays-
in Popular Philosophy and Human Immortality, (New York: -
Dover Publications, Inc., 1956), p. 75.
. A

21bid.

31bid., p. 75
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7
search for knowledge and values. Both are significant
influences and functional contributors to what we actually
know and what we acquire in terms of values. This claim

is obviously supported by  the truism which indicates that

there are no such things as dis‘embodied minds in nature:l

B ' .
\ . Life, for the human organism is "psycho-physical," not just
awareness "of meanings".2 For Dewey, ,this indicates'that

. ' . .
mind-body operations are two aspects of the same continuous
. N or

natural process.

To clarify his claim of a circular continuity between
A : : ’

mind-body operations, Dewey characterizes life itseld as

»
375 process of activity that involves tq§ environment;' and,

as "a transaction extending beyond the spatial limits of
. ; —

the organism."3 Life, ;n his view, i§ generally precarious.
The need to preserve it is oft?n what forces us to keen
attention, or pérticﬁlar awareness and interests in objects’
and events in and' around us. In doing this, we comstantly

note and assign meanings to such objects and events.

It is acknowledged that special attentioq,m;gngsome{
. - g -~ .
times be paid to the meaning of meanings” as such. For Dewe*,
; N J

however, such attention is more likeiy aimed at‘m%ring-

purposive distinctions and significant differences in the
‘ 4

grevailing conditions of life and actual environment.

& )
lpewey, Experience and Nature, p. 227.

2John Dewey: The Later Work§, p. 198.

’

n3Dewey, Logic, p. 25.

C
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Although he characterizes the human life as "psycho-
physical" yet it appears that certain llfe -activities

. might be regarded as purely intellectual: Through the use

of 'i?eas” in its operations4y the mind often transcends

the limits of our spatial environments in order to analyse,
restructnre an existing indeterminate condition or to form-
ulate an enriched system'of meaningful relations. Foliowing

such operations however, the return of the mind to actual

o dltlons really. appears to be necessary, enrlch;ng and

effectijely fuller. According to Dewey:

Nothing but unfamiliarity stands in the way of thinking
of both mind and matter as different characters of
¥ natural events, in which matter expresses their sequen-
tial order, and mind the order of their meanings in
- their logical connections and dependenc1es.1

This treatment of matter ana mind is perticularly aimed
at derogating the Cartesian or rationalists' doctrines which
. tend to portray the mind as quite-independent, ebsolutely.
separable or immune to the influences of the body. 'Dewey
sees mind-body operations as contingent and responsive to
each other's influences. Taken as "sequential®:and "logical"
orders, matter and mind operations impiy what Peirce termed
*econtiguity"” and "resemblance" or _powers from without and _

from within respectively. Added to this, Dewey lndlcages

that the ratlonal operations grow out of organic activities

1j0hn Dewey: The Later Works, p. 66. It might be ob-
served that by describing matter and mind as characters of
events, Dewey tends to reduce both aspects of nature to mere
functions. Such a reductionist approach really contradicts
his earlier acknowledgements of the fact that there- are some
1rreduc1ble elements in nature (see chapter One).
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p without being identical with that from which they emerge."1

)

... This seems to be proven in the fact that without the.material‘
5 - N
brain, systematic "reason” might be equally non-existent.

Granted that rational operations are not identical with

&

S

6rgénic‘activities, one might rightlyatontend tha% such dper-
ations are independeﬁfly conceivable and, to' a large extent,
free from éach othdr's influences. As opposed to éhis view,
Dewey_;nsists that the results_of our rational operations
.should be réturﬂed and applied systematicamyy as "means" or-
’methods tp‘d?pect and control the organic activities.? He
stresses that "there is no breach of continuity"” between ourN
life aﬁd ;ogic.3 To prove this, however: he ‘has to‘satis¥
facterily disprove the independent functioning of our ration-
al operatiéns. ”
A We cannot deny that Dewey;s interpreta£ion of‘mind and
'beﬂé in functional .terms rightly'éxplains our life expérience
a§ a contihubus cirqdlar process of "doing"”, "undergoing", Qnd
"more doing”". With thi¥% approach, he seems to have plausibly
res;lved the mind-body problems posited by absolfite dualists.
His.idga of ;irculaf continuity clearly exposes what might be
rggardéd as the fundamental'basis for the growth of our

~

knowiedge. This base is found in organic activities which

are psycho-physical, contextual and, often, problematic. An

2

1Dewey, Logic, p. 19. F
21pid., p. 24.

31bid., p. 19. . ,

©

U
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objection might, howaver,'be raised against Dewey's treat-

ment of our inteﬁlectual operations. For, although he recog-
‘nizes the transcendentall character of such operations, or of

mertal objects in ‘general, he emphafically postulates fhe

need for their regdrn and verification within the primary

¢ -

organic céntexts.2 Being concerned with the physical and the
social aspects of experience, Dewey tends to posit them as
absolute criteria‘for measuring the validity of logical
'ogjects or pugéiy intellectual aspects of experience. Hé,

in other words, seemé to oveflook the universal and uncon-

A
\

ditional characters of logical relations, principles, and

o

conceptual forms.

\
~

We might stress here that "ideas" in themselves are, in
Dewey's view, 'real", Jjust like,eJé%y other object in experi-
ence. Yet, if "ideas", taken as outcomes Of mental operations,

. ) [ : . .
‘cannot be actually realized, in as much as they remain wish-

ful and remote, such ideas are considered insignificant by

Dewey. We might. not, for instance, doubt the possibility of

‘hallucinations and illusions. Dewey himself specifically

lguite distinct from the meaning attached to it by
traditional and modern idealists, "transcendental”, in Dewey's
sense, seems to connote something that is to come in the near
future. It implies some form of expectations qr*unobjectified
and, as yet, unconditioned experience. :

-

*

2This emphasis anticipates Dewey's experimentalism.
More importantly, it implies the hypothetic nature and the
instrumental characters of-ideational constructs and objects
found in our reflective experieénce. Analysis and appraisal
of Dewey's experimental method is undertaken in Chapter IV of
this thesis. :

‘i @
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%
recognizes the 2éssibilities of their occurrence.1 His

emphasis indicates that so long as the actual contents of our
ideas and mental constructs, just like those of illusions and
hallucinations, are psycho-physically empty - that isl not
experimentally vérifiable or publicly observable and obtain-
able thrbugh objective activities - then they are unreal.’
It is in the experimental procedure, therefore, that
Dewey found the knot which, at every instance, ties the idea-
tional and the physical realms of experience' into a
circularly continuous whole. Aé£ually, he seems to use such
a procedure ambiguéusly to refer to "actiQities“‘i;respective
of £heir being either subjective or objective.  This ambiguity
is aQeravated more by his use of the same term to refer to
the over-lapping character of strict laboratory or mechanical
proceaures applied in various physical sciénces. In brief,
while positing the idea of "circular_continuity“, Dewey
simply overlooked the need, for precision and clarity; that'is,
as to the peculiar meaning he, in his naturalistic philosophy,
attaches to the "experimental method" or procedure. While
| /4g/§eems to imply and use tgé term exactly in the same sense
as thé natural scientists, he, most particularly, uses it to
_imply the possibility of continuous growth in all aspects of
experience. ) .

Dynamic Continuity: N

Dynamic continuity in experience denotes growth and

\ 1j0hn Dewey, "Experience, Knowledge and Value: A
Rejoinder,"” In The Philosophy of John Dewey, Edited By Paul
A. Schilpp, pp. 570-571.
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" durational characteristics evidently manifested in the life

of orgénlc objects. This second kind of continuity should
not be, however, construed as comple{ely independent of
circular continﬁity. It is, in fact, an aspect of the latter.
While circular continuity renders ngividual organisms or

0

aspects of nature teleoclogically unique and connected within

nature itself, dynamic continuity, ensures that the actual,

(/Eixphologiéal and logically distinctive.conditions of our life

and knowledge fund and qualitatively enrich each other's

growth. 1In order to prove his claims about dynamic continuity

in experience, Dewey appealed to the natural and historical

evidences of ‘developments and changes found in life and

socio-cultural structures. To understand his idea of dynamic
continuity, it is, therefore, important to examine his
concept of "nature" briefly.

Dewey's Concept of Nature:

In considering the nature of nature, the outstanding

- 7 . 3
issue is not concerned so much with the constituent elements

or "stuff" which,make up what we generally call "nature"
There is supposedly no singular elemgnt which might charac--
terize "nature" in its entirety. It éf;g pears that-
nature constantly exhibits an 1ﬁb1fferen% face toward.//j
individual objects, sequences, and consequeébes“oﬂﬂevEnts
within it. Considering nat;ral interactions and consequent
effects which individual objects have on one another however,
Dewey characterizes "naturg“ as "an affair of affairs,” and

a history of histories. He sees "nature" as a grow%ng process

constituted pf many parts, parts which have different
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beginnings and endings. Each part is, in itself, a complex

affair which, "no matter how linked up it may be with others,

x

has its own qualities."L ' ) .

For Dewey, individuai processes and natural objects
generally exhibit themselves in three éharacferistic ways
or séages; as a beginning, an intermediate stage, or, as an
ending. Each of these facés presented by a natural object at
any particular instance is, none-the-less, real. It has to
be stressed that what Dewey really opposes is any character-
ization of "reality" or of particular things in nature as
fixed, uitimate, or unchanging "ends" in themselve%. Against
such characterization and "cofimon identification of reaiity
with what is sure, regular and finished, ™ he indicates that
"the world of.empirical things includes_ the uncer;ain, the
unpredictable and hafzardous."2 If this is the case, then our
concern in characterizing "ﬁature" should be equally with its
stable and changiﬁg aspects.

" As a matter of.facf, Dewey acknowledges-that there are
primordial objects and events which occur strictiy through
natural causes, "without control" aﬁd "apart .from reflective
choice and art."3 Since such objects often presént themselves

in our common-sense experience not as fixed, but as antecedents

1Dewey, Experience and Nature, p. 97.

21bid., pp. 47 & 42.
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which might equally act as efficient or intermediate causes

-

for other natural occurrences, Dewey concludes that ne:ither

"nature" as a whole, nor indivaidual natural Eyﬁects and events

.

within it are made up of "rigid and lumpy su stances."!

-

Since nature, as an affair of affairs, really.eviQ;es
the fact that the ending of one event often marks the beginn-
ing bf énother, it appears plausible to régard individual
natural ends as temporal "Lonclusions", not permanent "clos-

ings".2 In fact, Dewey uses the idea of "conclusions" to

indicate that natural objects and events have open endings.

A

‘Such‘an ending might be esthetically enjoyed or detested; but,

L}

it might as well stimulate cognitive ingquiry and act as an
intermediate cause to constitute subsequent endings.3 'If we
consider that natural endings, as endings of activities, could

recur, then the claim that such ends could be controlled,

-

\ - . v
restructured, or directively reconstructed to suit human uses
\

and purposes might 'be equall?'admitted as plausible. The

possibility of control of natural activities really shows ‘that

’

lpewey, Experience and Nature, pp. 97-107.

Dewey raises a fundamewtal ontological question as to the

real nature of existent things. It seems, however, that he

faied to supply a satisfactory answer to this question; that

is, in the traditional philosophical understanding of the ’
. term "substance"”. In fact, he seems to avoid any direct
‘\httempt at resolving the issue by implying that there is no

singular fixed end or absolute beginning in nature. ‘

) \
2john Dewey: The Later Works, p. 127.°

3"Inquiries" and "subsegquent endings”, as they are used
here, imply that things in nature, including our knowledge,
can grow. They also imply that such growth can be controlled
and enhanced through the on-going activities of existent
.objects. '

“
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while there are various orders of “"sequences and co-
existences" involved in nature, these /ofders constantly in-
fluence each other so as to bring about the gualitative im-.

provement and growth of natural ends. The influence of the

€

cognitive on the non-cognitive order is particularly*exempli—‘

fied in the natural sciences &here the human intelligence' ¢s
often applied on purpose to alfer{aﬂq direct ."the course of-
affairs [in order] to forcasg conclusions.”

From the evidence of’ the human socio-cultural history,

it also appears evident that intelligence and thought always

‘mgke a difference wherever they occur. Accordiﬁg to Dewey,

4

the influénce of intelligence is possible in’ nature,

...because intelligence is incarnate in overt action, .
using things as means to affect other things....It PR
intelligence] is disposition of activity, a quality -of
conduct which forseges consequences of existing events,
and uses what is foreseen as a plan and method of -
administering affairs.

r

This conclusion is proven in the fact that we constantly draw
Y. ' )

evidence from our memory of past occurrences in order to sus-

tain the present, or to predict and plan for the future. We

often add new ideas to improve old ones and control the

activities of existent objeétsiiﬁ‘order to bring about expec-
-
ted events. '

‘Dewey's appeal to the evolutionary trend and chain

-

found in nature itself actually reveals that nature, or what

-

— \
we often call "reality is the growth process itself."2 we

o
' v

A

130hn Dewey: The Later Works, p. 126.

-

2Dewey, Experience and Nature, p. 275.

3
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cannot, for instance, dispute that,

5 ’,/""\

‘ : -
...childhood and adulthood are xases of a continuity,
in which/just because it is history, the later cannot
exist until the earlier exists (mechanistic materialism-
in germ); and in which the later makes use of the
registered and eumulative outcome of the earlier - or
more strictly, is its utilization ('spiritualistic ~

. teleology in germ').l . . ‘

This indisputable fact of biological growth clearly evinces
the dyhamic continuity which exists in our primary or gross

'
experience. Similar continuity in reflective experience is
evinced by the facts of constant inferences from the past to
the present occurrences, and.f;om both past and present to
the future. For Dewey, howeQer, the dynamism orcgrowth of

reflective experience is not somethifig totally confined to

the inner realms, or to relatively subjective intellectyal

Y

operations. It is something which-is publicly manifestable
aﬁd'shafable among many individuals. He insists that such
public manifestation of growth or continuity in reflective
experienée is exemélified in the many Series of ihprovement;
found in our various forms of sgcial intéractions - in our
languages, refined methods of discourse, teaching techniques,
1

learning procedures, and in the over-all developments of our
various social values. .

An objection might be raised as to the indefinite place

given to pufE ideational objects, principles and “"relation’s"

which often appear to be immutable within this experience-

-t

world that seems to be all-chdngingk\flexible\and continuous.

- N P \

L

Dewey acknowledges that philo§0phy, 4s a speculétf&e.

lt allbido " e ‘ '})
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discipline should rightly deal with abstract objects and

- s ) i .
various forms of relations. Arguing, however, that thought

is always "intermediary between some, empirical objects and

others," he stresses that the abstract and the ideational

/

hould be regarded’as instruments ofs control. This raises,

//ja fundamentdl problem: If such instruments of control are

- ’

;‘,_,// all-changing and flexible, how can‘they be dependably relied

upon to bring about systematic changes and qualitd@eive
ggowths to the rest of our present agg future experiences?
\
- . % In positing the idea of dynamic continuity, Dewey

s A
v

Je éssumg; that the useslpf'abétract objects and relations are
"no different in kind from the use of natural materials and
‘ energies.'"1 This assumption'seems p;eﬁosterou;. Abstfact

Y 4& objects are, admittedly, not cbmpletely isolated from the

rest of nature and natural phenomena.2 Dewey himself rightly

-

-

‘indicates that, "Thought like Being, has two forms, one regl;‘

¢ K
the other phenomenal."3 Stressing the latter form in
. N . . .
.

l1bid., p. 67. .

21bid. “Natural materials and energies" or "natural

phenomena®, in the sense Dewey uses them here are quite
ambiguous. This is because, while he attempts to &iscredit
philosophical dualism and advance a non-dualistic framework
of experience, he also refuses to make distinction between
"natural phenomena" as conceived and defined by natural

- scientists and by speculative philosophers or metaphysicians
respectively.

' 31bid., p. 66.
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particular, he asserts that, ° . e
f..thinking is a continuous process of temporal
_reorganization within one and the same world of
experienced_things, not a jump=<from the...[physical
or serisible]...world into one of objects constituted _
once for all by thought.l \
He failed to consider that, if the phenomenal aspect of

gs is similarly emphasized at the expense‘of théig in-

‘ﬁZTent Jr "real” haéure?’ihen it might be quite difficult to
find. an app;opriate ground to prove the possible control of
the phenomenal. In other wo¥ds, wﬁiie bringing "absiract
objects" and "relations" within the enclave of the chanéing

and 'growing wofld,‘Dewey overlooked the immutable "germ" which

renders these relations in themselves "real". He neglected
L4

‘that “éomething" which'makes an abStract object quite depend-
able as a tool for monitoring,. improving and controlling the
activities and growths of existential onects. In brief, he
seems to confusé the operational flexipility of ideaxioﬁal
objects and ébstract relations with their being in themselves
transmutable when employed as directional "means"” or“metg5ds.
. before engaging';n further analysis of Dewey's iéea of

cognitive growth, it is important to summarize this part of

*» our analysis by outlining the main objections raised against
f Q -

his "empirical metaphysics" and the general idea of continuity
in experience. First, while Dewey rightly asserts‘tﬁe
existent fact of "continuitj‘, he fai{ed'to analyze or to
give an explicit and érecise “definit%on of what he mqus,by
—— ‘ A
l1bid., pp. 67-68 '
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continuif& in experience Accorang ‘to H. S Thayer:

Béwey speaks of continuity vgﬁlously as an existential
trait, a methodological hypothesis, a fact of nature,
ahd a principle of ingquirys Whether the meaning of
‘continuity' thus affirmed in these contexts differs
accordingly or remains the same is a moot point.

-

We have, in fact, shown that Dewey uses "éontinuity” iﬁ two
general senses; that is, to imply “"circular" connections and
"growths" of things ih nature as a whole. This does 6ot deny
that he actuallf dé;ives and, at the same time, applies the

idea of "continuity" in an equivocal fashion. In Thayer's

Y ) B 6“ r

word®,

- . ®

Ta ...continuity conveys the spirit of develepment,
completion,garesolution, and value for Dewey, while .
dlsgdntlnu;%y is of the flesh - destructlve partial,
troubled, and problematic.

An instance of this ambiguit§ appears clearly in Dewey's

X N ‘ ’ s . .
metaphysics. He uses "continuity" therein to blur the heter-

~

ogenious identities not only of individual objects involved
. ' "‘ o~ \ .

in “"experience", but also of the various epistemic conditions

~"and subject-matter. By asserting that the use of abstract °

s . . . ‘ ?
objects is no different in kind from the use of other objects

1n the phy51cal world, Dewey apparently blurs the differences
between mental and extra mental objects acts and intentijions;
L
or logical and ps%chological subject-matter.
H

Second, while it is pldusible to admit .that humam acts’

practices are,

T

1H.s.‘Thayer, Meanind and Action: A Study of American
Pragmatism, (New York: The Bobbs-Merrill Co., Inc.,‘1973),
p. 116. T

21bid. ~
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...indeed, as he argues, closely connected in science,

he seems to suggest, further, that the import of theoty

can be wholly encompassed within the sphere of action

and observation. . «
This "later suggestion;" accofdiﬁé to Israel écheffler,
"cannot be sustained." This appears to be tge case because
scientists havg not'as yet captured "the proéess by which
thLoret}cal ideas are generated."2 Since the independent
fu;ctioning of the human intellect iﬂ dealing with pure math-
ematical objects for instance, has not been explained by na-
tural science, i£ appears that the theoretical realm cannot,
without disputable presumption, be confined within #he sphere
of ghygical actions and observations. Séﬁeffler implies that
such uncertain presumptions might be avoided if pure intuitive
sgbject-watter énd the "creative processes" of Qpr in;ellect
are left to "remain indépend@néhof routines and [practiéaﬂ
procedures."3 ' o

In viey of this objection, it is i@portant to obse{ye

.

that Dewey's naturalistic interpretation of mind-body func-

. :
tions, or his idea of circular and dynamic continuity of the
inner and outer realms of experience may be easily misconstrued
and condemned prematurely. This might be.thé case if one form )
of "continuity" is completely overlooked, while éﬁe other is

especially emphasized and criticized. As a matter of fact,

I

® lisrael Scheffler, Four Pragmatists: A Critical Intro-

duction to Peirce, James, Mead, and Dewey, (New York:
Humanities Press, 1974), p. 204. , ’

bl
\

21bid. )

31bid., pp. 204-206

Mgt
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the reason given by Scheffler for asserting the independent

functioning of the intellect in formulating abstract theories
' '4

is quite legitimate. Yet, it appears quite inadequate and -
,

unconvincing for us to reject Dewey's idea of inclusive con-

tinuity in experience. This rejection is particularly diffi-

cult because Dewey himself acknowledges the irreducibility of
some natural dbjectslgnd processes. There is, however, a

serioys problem of amblguity which derives from hig failure”
to‘clarify his“ideag'of "reducible” and "irreducible" object

To conclude thls part of the exp051t10n we must note

Q

that although Scheffler, like many of Dewey s critics, raj@®s
much -doubt as to the general applicability of the continuity
postulates, he upholds the plausibility of the idea.l! wWe
have shown, in the fore901ng analy51s that "continuit&" im-
plies caus!l contiguity, growth, duratlon and 1pf;rent1al .
connections between heterogeneous objects and events withim

a natural environment or human situation. The plausibility of
nel A

this idea is evident in the fact that an object can signify

and, as well, be signified by other objects: Things in

"

nature generally acquire meanlngs for us through such

transactlonal‘ﬁegatlons with one another; that is, by putting

up faces as causes or 51gns for some things, and then, as

consequences for others. Certain natural processes can, sim-

ilarly, enhance the duration and grokth of some other process

<y (.

es, while their own continuous growths are equally funded by

~

othqrs. . ~ ' ’ .

libid., p:-206 . r

S.

®

-,
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L4

Dewey actually laid much emphasis on this latter view;
P ‘ P ’ ~ .
that is, on nature and experience as continuous processes.

In fact, it is the many implications of this partial empha%is

7oA e

which entails an over-all ambiguity for his 'naturalistic met-

) apﬁysics in particular, and for his philosophy in general. In

positing the “cqntinufty“ postulates, Dewey .seems to be in a
serious dilemma. from having to choose between monism and

3 o -~ ,
pluralism.. Although the attractive qualities of the latter

,reafly p;eﬁail.yith-Q}m, the enticing ingredienté of the for-

mer would not .really allow itself to be completely neglected

in his ensuing theories. Hence, for Dewey, all there is, is

S

r

.
a continuum\of experience..

e



PART TWO

THE PROCESS OF INQUIRY

Chapter III *

®

THE PRIMARY CONDITION OF !INQUIRY

There are various controversies which arise from Dewey's

conception of "experience” as an all-inclusive continuum.
»

Questions often raised concerning the seeming limitlessness

L]

of the "experiential continuum” include problems tpét are
traditionally regarded as strictly moral, social, or
epistemblogical. This part of our analysis will, however,

be restricted to exploration and critical appraisal of the

*

epistemological implications of Dewey's idea of "continuity".
We will attempt to elicit some clarifications for the
. epistemological relevance which he attaches to the "experi-

ential continuum"; that is, as an indispensable condition

for the acts of knowing and knoéledge.
' 1
A clear understanding of the epistemological relevance

of the idea of "coptinuity" seems necessary in order to

L

appreciate, or even to criticize Dewey's answers to some

fundamental epistemological questions. 1In ‘'fact, he - attempts

J

to resolve such epistemological issues as: How do we réally

acquire knowledge? What is knowledge? 1Is it, for %nstance,
-‘, an ultimate good or just a value whose idehtit;\gnd validity
- depend on its functional effectivéhe$S'as an instrument'
. designed to enable us satisfy“;eryain§COﬁd££ional needs or
, ) , . E | RS

g
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sitbational demands? Added to these outstanding problems,

v
the idea of an all~inclusige continuum of experience, as we
saw in the first part of this exﬁosition, really tends to
blur such diStincti&ns which are traditionally made between
the acts of knowing and knowiedge as such, or between differ-

P

(/ ent methods and different forms of knowledge.
As a hmatter of ﬁact, Dewey not only criticizes such .
' distinctions made between rational and'empirigal methods
of knowing or forms of knowledge, but rejects them for
« being. unwarrantably dualistic.l His subsequent attempt at

replacing epistemological dualism with the notion of

"continuity" really‘marks a significant diversion from

traditional philosophical concepts of knowing and knowledge.

This bold attempt seems to have plausibly resolved the

PSS

' e
problems of epistemological dualism on thEMQne hand, but on
the othef, the partial emphasis on "continuity" seems to lead

to new problems: For instance, how are the apparent differ-

.ences between p¥actical and theoretical methods, or empirical

[~}

and rational principles to be explained within the all-

\

inclusive continuum of experience? Moreovef, if knowing and

h v
knowledge always bear some references to all-inclusive con-

texts or to the continuum of experience, how do we derive and

¢

A . . ‘ .
explain the iunconditional and universal characters of rational

< {

', knowledge, principles and logical forms?

Dewey, in his ngic:‘The Theory of Inquiry, actually

[y

s . T

o
1Dewe¥js-main objections and criticisms of epistemo-
logical dualism are briefly examined in the second half of
this chapter.

. . /“'T'\.
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anticipactes the latter issues.l To resolve them, he posits

n

a distinccion betweern what he regqrd§\as "primary inquiry"

and "inquiry into inquiry".2 Before examining this, distinc-

-

tion, however, it is important to analyze the- idea of inclu-
. vy

siva2 problematic "situations"a%hich, for him, serve as the

primary conditions or the controlling factor in every inquiry
j , o N . . Y
and knowing in general. .

The Problematic Situation:
-
A situation .is used by Dewey to designate a qualita-

tively unique whole or "an envirening experienced world."3
Yy q p

He asserts that "assituation" is inclusive of different

objects and events:
What is designated by the word 'situation' is not a
single object or event or set of objects and events.
" For we nevgr experience nor form Jjudgements about ob-
jects and events in isolation, but only in connection
with a contextual whole. This later is what is called
a situation.4 ’

\
It might be observed that the term "situation" compares quite

fquurably, as a synonym for ‘Dewey's metaphysical concept4of
.an all-inclusive "continuum". Unlike the "continuum of exper-
ience", however, the idea of "a situation" implies, that there

are spatial limits, temporal relations and %bunds on includéd'

[y
A

1Dewey, Logic, pp. 4-5.

21bid., p. 4.

31bid., p. 67.

See Chapter 4 for further discussion on the dlfferent
phases of inquiry. i

41bid., p. 66.

=
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objects and on-going events.l 1In explaining what Dewey means
by "a situation", Geordge R. Geiger observed that it is like
a "field":
'Situation', like 'field' implies a range. It stands
‘for something inclusive of a large number of diverse
elements existing across wide areas of space and long
periods of time, but which, nevertheless have their
- unity.

If "a situation", as.Dewey implies, is both spatial and

temporal, some questions would inevitably arise: How much

does a situation embrace? What might be included or, suppos-
edly, excluded from it? And how large might a situation

L 4
actually be? These questions were, however, either overlooked,

or left unanswered by Dewey. Rathe;, he emphasizes the rel-
evance of diversé situational elements in rendering such "a
situation” cognitive and qualitatively harmonious. For him,
"a situation" is defined and determined not by its size and
scope, but most particularly, by its’predominant pervasive

quality. -~
It might be objected that, by failing to disguss the

questions, about the size or spatial limits and scope of "a

situation”, Dewey really left room for much eguivocation.

1Since we do not intend to engage in a discussion of
philosophical concepts of space and time in our present
analysis, it is important to note here that the spatial and
temporal features of the situation, as they are implied here,
are quite common-sensical. They are, however, not intended
to indicate that a situation is characteristically physical
or merely intellectual; in fact, a situation might 'include
both aspects of our natural phenomena.

2George R. Geiger; John Dewey in Perspective, (New York:
oxford University Press, 1958), p. 31.

n

r
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In fact, Bertrand Russell observed that Dewey's idea of
"a situation” is "holistic" and quite ambiguous:

Although this question [about its size and scope]

is nowhere explicitly discussed, I do not see how,
on Dr. Dewey's principles, "a situation" can embrace
less than the whole universe; this is an inevitable
consequence of the insistence on continuity.

According to J.E. Smith however, Dewey's concept of "a
--/%q o N .
situation" readily becomes "an object of confusion" when it
is thought 'of "in quasispatial terms which focus attention
on...its boundaries or limits."2 while references to the
spatial limits or scope of "a,siluation" might seem inevit-
able, it appears
...in the end [thaf this way of thinking is unpromising
because Dewey's way of characterizing a situation” is
chiefly through its quality: the boundary of any situ-
ation turns cut to be a matter. of relevance or funtion-

al relation between its constituents depending on the
q‘zlity which defines that situation.3

i

. Dewey's emphasis on diverse situational elements is, in other

"words, intended to indicate that the quality of "a situation"

is not dormant or permanently stable; diverse situational
elements often interact with each other. And such interac-.

tions are what make "a situation" dynamic, occasionally stable,

\

lpertrand Russell, "Dewey's New Logic," In The Philosohy
of John Dewey, Edited By Paul A. Schilpp, pp. 139-140.

2John E. Smith, Purpose of Thought: The Meaning of

.Pragmatism, (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1978), p. 100.

31bid.
kd . % -
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and sometimes problematic in character.l
It is the prob;gratic character of "a éitﬁation; which
imbues it with episteﬁological relevancé. Following Dewey,
it appears that there are two main'pharacteristics of "a
§itua£ion". First, evefy'situation has a given pervasive
éab‘qﬁality which could be momentuously had or immediately felt
by any one who comes in direct contact with thaE situation.
Such immediate gqualities designated, by Dewey, as "esthetic"
are what make "an individual situation indivisible and undu-
plic;able.”2 Because these esthetic qualities only denote the

"final feel" of each situational moment, they are, in Dewey's

' v
n N

view, not items of "discourse or'knowledge".3 Second, every
gqualitative situation includes a diversity of interactive
"elements. Due to the eq&ally diverse forms of relational con-
sequences which derive from the constant. interactions of these
L situational elements, thé‘qualitative situation as a whole
becomes, upon some occasions, indeterminate or problematic

-

in character. Wheré a qualitative situation becomes really

1a fundamental implication of Dewey's emphasis on the
qualitative rather than the quantitative aspect or size and
scope .of a situation is that the quality of a human situation
might, for instance, differ from that of a similar situation
involving other animals or only trees and inanimate objects.
Where these organisms share the same natural environment, Dewey,
on the other hand, implies that the pervasive quality which -
unites such a situation could nevertheless, remain stable or
unstable depending on the diverse forms of interactions between
the included, and equally diverse number of elements.

°

2Geiger, Dewey in Perspective, p. 32.

3Dewey, Logic, p. 68.
Q
o . . ' e
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problematic, it appears obvious that some adaptive

(4

requpses might havé to be ﬁade on the part of the includeb
objects. Such responses a{e.particulgfly necéssary on the .
part of living organi#ﬂ% in order to readjust, or to preserve
and ensure the continuous course of theirilives within the
’interaégive‘situation.
The needs for "adaptive responses" are,.in DeWey's‘view,
aggravated when a primaf& situation becomes qualitatively _
indeterminate or problematic. On the pa;t of the human or-
ganism, these primary needs often stimulate doubts, inquiry
* or investigative observations and thoughts. The ac£ual ful-
filment of human situational needs is partially achieved
through tpese secondary activitﬁes which bewey_describés as
intellectually ordered operations of inquiry. As a matter of
fact, he acknowledges that a "universe of experience [degig-
nating an inclusive qualitative situatioq] is the precondition
of a universe of discourse."l And by this, he implies that,
...gxperienée is‘not a knowing-experience save as there
is something dubious or problematic, calling for judge-
ment about_and hence inquiry into the meaning of the
situation.
Following him, it appears that.without situational problems
. and relations disclosed through'constant interactions of di-

verse situational objects,. these objecgs in themselves would be

. meaningless. In fact, life within the qualitative situation

11bid:, p._68.

C 2ponald A. Piatt, "Dewey's Logical Theory,"™ In The
philosophy of John Dewey, Edited By Paul A. Schilpp, p. 1i7.
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might either bé non-existent or incomprehensible.
. , * ‘ ~
It has to be stressed that' “"the concept of the pro-

blematic situation is...[so fundamental in Dewey's logical

{
theory tha ],..byameans of it 'inquiry' is‘defined.1 The

. e
emphasis which Dewey attaches to the problematic situation

is actually intended to indicate that individual situational
) 4 - ' ' . B .
ijects cannot: acquire any crucial cognitive relevance if they

L

 are completely isolated from such compiex‘interactive/contexts

+

or situations: -

14
They [singular objects] become affairs of inquiry, of
thoughtful discriminatidn, of careful noting when there
is @ question of having them again, or of what they
mean relative to other things had or relative to their
conditions and.consequences,z ) "

In Ehe~words of Bertrand Russell however, it would "seem to

”

follow that all‘inquiry, strictly interpreted, -is an attempt

0
to analyse [a whole complex situation or even the'whole] uni-
verse."3 4

Befone engaging in furﬁber analysis of De&ey's concep-
’ [ P )
tion of "inquiry", it is importaht to emphasize that the
dynamic or twd—fpld'charécter which he attaches to a quali--

tative ‘'situation is intended to resolve the problems posited

by epistemological dualism. ' Dewey sees the esthetic or

«

. 1Dewey, Logic, p. 67.

2ponald A. Piatt, "Dewey's Logical Thedry;“ In The
Philosophy of John dewey, Edited By Paul A. Achilpp, p. 116.

3Bertrand Russell, "Dewey's New Logic,” In The Philo-
sophy of John Dewey, Edited By Paul. A. Schilpp, p. 139,

-
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‘determinate and the indeterminate situatigpnal qualjties as,

. respectively, non-cognitive and cognitive items of inquiry:

By this, 'he implies that knowing and knowledge ‘are most

essentially concerned with matters involving relational .

meanings and significances of objects within an inter- \ "

active "context”.l The attribute of a two-fold character to
the' qualitative gituation, nevertheless, raises the issut ag *

whether Dewey is not indirectly endorsing the same kind qﬁg
| . . ,
dualism which he claims to reject: By attaching fundamental

éb;s;emicarelgvance‘to the inclusive situation, is Dewey not
denying the fact that single,situational objects have dis- »
tinéﬁﬁvé identities which md%e them different, not only from
each othér, gpt also from such situational events invoiving
them? If this denial appiiés, how can he, on thetotper haﬁd,

justify the distinction which he made between the coghitive

-~

and noncognitive realms or between the determinate and pro-

. e ~ h .
blematic situational qualities? It is quite likely that Dewey

would argue strongly against these objections. Such answers

-

as he would give might be found thfodgh a brief examination

of some of his objections against épistemological Jualism.

-

Dewey's Criticism of Epistemologiéal}bualism: ' )

Epistemological dualism might be "recognized in several

3

forms. In Dewey's view, such dualism is exemplifi2d in such

[ A

A)

- )
lthis position taken by Dewey antigipates his sub-~:
sequent denial of the possibjylity of "imnjediate knowledge". We
will examine and evaluate thq implications of this denial along
with his notion of "warranted assertibility" in 'Part Three of

this exposition. L n
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absolute divisions and diverse conceptions which tend to -
B . ' ‘d

set practical and theoret ical subigct—matter, scientific

methodology.and logic, or physical and mental activities

against one another. According to him: o
Most of the dualisms forming the stock problems of’
modern epistemological theory have originated...out
of the assumptions...[thaﬂ]. .cognitive experience and
its subject-matter. [are isolated] from other modes of
experience and their subject-matters. ..{This isolation
leads] . .inevitably to dlsparagement of things of.
ordinary qualitative experiences.. [o;] . to ‘'‘deroga-

( tion of...purpose and traits characterizing human
o individuality'~ or else in [to] an effort to justify
the latter by assertion of a super-scientific, supra-
empirical transcendental a_ priori realm.l -

Dewey, on the one haﬁdy.sees these assumptions as backdrops
of uncritical acceptance of traditional megiizzsics; on the

\& other, he indicates that sluch assumptions ard quite arbitfary<\
. . o

L]

«and unwarranted. . . o i

As,a matter@of fact, 'some modern ppilosopﬁers'hed
assumeq that there are unbreachéﬁie gaps or absolute differ- ;
m‘h\\"ences between empirdical and rational subject-matter, or
betwegh various methods by which we acquire knowledge about

4

‘them. This assumption was particularly aimed at resoi§1ng some

S,

fundamenfgl epistemological issues concerning the seemingly
" distinct objects, forms, or the true nature of knowledge it-
%Flf. For instance, are "real" objects of knowlegge ante-
ceaent existences or, do they'ererge'merely as Outcome§ of
“transient empirical activities in which the knowing mind
has only p;ssiveézol;s to play? Again, qae such objects .

e .

1qohn Dewey, "Expﬁ%iegce, Knowledge and Value:_ﬂ
Rejeinder.“ In The Philosophy of John Dewey, Edited By Paﬁ\\

A. Schilpp, p. 524.

L 4
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permanent and unchanging forms which are immaterial _and uni-
"versal in character or, are they merely"§art1culars which

are both migerlal and sybject to canstant natural changes?
Dewey himself 'acknowledges that any attempt to- ‘tesolve

these problems is bound to face‘many difficulties. This is
f

because the problems themselves have Close bearings to

L] o ’

. arbitrary metaphysical conceptions, conceptions which pro-

scribe: or subjugate the existentefacts of natural "change" to

~

‘the idea of unchanglng forms or an eternal "Being.’ Agalnsp

N

this ar?itrary preference whlch the traditional philosophers
gave to the "ideal" or permanentiy stable fofme, Dewey argues
that "snability" and chaﬁge are’cOnplementary traits of all
natural obiects: These traifs, és'they are océasionally

B S
xhibited by\hatura;.objects, might be recognized as quite |, -

.5}§\

- . . . - '
or ?nown in isolation from each ogher. In Dewey's own words:
. Ty

ct, but the?bcannot be actually separated, understood

// Qualities have defects as necessary conditions of their
xcellencies; instrumentaldties of truth are the causes

-~ of error; change gives meaning to germanence and
. . recurrence makes novelty possible.

*-

From this, it seems to follow that to subjugafe either of the .

.

‘characteristic traits of natural objects to the other would

o v

4be to constitute an -artificial dichotomy between these traits.

In fact, the problems of epistemologica? dualism appear

A
»

to be both artificial and insoluble. It seems that the same
kind of problems found in’ Plato s ontology and epistemology
had been mlsle?dlngly 1ntroduced‘;nto modern eplstemology

@ 3
By setting “empirical" and "ra

ject-matter or
methods against each other, ists tend to aggravate

s

o
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. "why" the knowing subject seeks hgkacquire knowledge which,

A 3
-dualistic philosophers commonly accept "direct iptuitaion” or

Jmmediate experiences as forms of knowledge.

N ‘ ~

-

~
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rather than resolve the problems which should constitute
the real concerns of any epistemological theory. These

philosophers generally seek to resolve the issue as to "how"

o

we acquire knowledge. ’In doing this, they ‘often place

emphasis on the "nature" or charactédristic traits and “"forms"
, .
of knowledge, rather than on the reascns "why" we seek to

A

-

acquire knowledge. It is failure to consider .the issue as to

-

in effect, led many of these philosophers to misconstrue :

0

esthetic subject-matters as forms of knowledge. In Dewey's s

é e

view, this misconception appears apparent in the fact that

v

-

L4

v

Dewey himself "rejected the idea that aesthetic .
subject-matter is- a form of knowledge“.; 'He indicates that
acceptance of such a view not only blurs the ,Ecognition of

the "contextual®" and, operational character of knowledge. It

[} -

. equally implies that there are unbreachable gaps between the

L4

"acts" of knowing , and "knoﬁledge" which derives as an end
result of such acts. To rectify this, he argues that there

are mutual interactions, dependenciEs, or connections and con-

N

L4 . : s . %
tinuity among existent objects and events within the natural

v

~
~

world. Such mutual connections in nature, apparently evinced

in life-activities, on the other hand, foreshadow similar forms

of continuity within our cognitive experience.?

¢

14

o~
lgeiger, Dewey in Perspeé&tive, p. 33. , —~— S

g
Zpewey, Logic, pp.. 35-36. / ( .

-

+
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Following Dewey's argument, it appears that to - \

overlook. the fact .of mutual connections and continuitx

+
between the objects and events in cognitive experience would,'

S ' . - ' -
in effect, be to overlook the fact:that ,"“knowledg&and the

‘

"acts" of knawing are never totally exclusive of each other.

t ‘o

The latter always leads to the former. ‘There'gre,'neVerghelessq

5

some' distinctions to be between them. Instead of#positing
these cognitive distinctions as permanent or absoiutely fixed,
Dewey indicates that they age essentially functional and log-

-

ical in character. ngbrlef he insists that thg/dfgfthtléns
N

~ e ],

between emplrlcal" and "rational” subject matter, or begreen
esthetic and‘operatignal qualities,of cognitive objects aﬁe
paFtiEElggiyfmade for the sake of undefstanding what‘th§§ft
objects mean in relation to otheéer objé%ts within the same
context.

It might be qbserbeQ'here‘that‘some traditional a §

philosophers really recognized the facts of Hependenc}es and

continuities between existent objects and natural events, or.

-

between "stability" and "change" in general. Aristotle, for

instance, indicated that "actuality" and "potentiality"\are
. . f/.\ . . & -
embodied in all beings, except the prime matter. In his meta-
. > ' §
L
physics, he described "matter" as that which admit% and

embodies immaterial forms. And in criticizing Plato's theory ~“
/ : . ,
of forms, he accordingly held that the "validity of scientific . -

knowledge Esgs pot'require that ideas [immqterial forms]'

\ *
o

y /"

v
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exist apart from phenomena itself."l’ By fixing "the ranks
of necessity and continggncj" in his physics however,

" Aristotle went quite contrary to the idea of "connectedness®

and "continuity" which he found befweén "matter® . and

k4

“immaterial forms. In fact, he fixed his categories in “such
. (4

‘a way that necessity ﬁeasures dignity‘[stabilgtyﬂuénd equals
~degree of reality, while cohtiqgency andg cﬁange measure the
degree of deficiency of Béing."2 .

" Dewey sees the catega;ization of "Be@ng"linto,
"substance" and "accidents" as an attempt by Arisﬁotle to
evade tﬁé impact of’the mixture of “stability" and "change"

3

in his epistemology. He asserts that, by emulating the ‘Aris-*

totelian classificatory séheme, many modérn philosophers ’

equally fall into the "philosophic fallacy of the true Being.'4
These modern philosophers were, in fact, able to recognize the
{ .

significance of "change" as well as the indispensable relevance

a

lpaul Edwards, ed., Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 8 vols.,
1972, s.v. "Aristotle,"” By G.B. Kerferd. '

2Dewey, Experience and Nature, p. 48.

/ 'Yl

. 3Dewey seems to be pointing at some elements of incon-
sistency which appear in Aristotle's conception and applica-
tion of "continuity." In an essay entitled "The Greek -
Commentators' treatment of Aristotle's Theory of the Contin-
uous, " David J. Furly similarly observed that "there is a
certaln ambiguity in Aristotle's language about the contin-
uous.” For, "In the Categories, Aristotle infers the contin-
uity of place from the.continuity of parts of .a body occupying
the place.... But in the Physics, he will not- allow that the
parts of a body have a place of~.their own."

Norman Kretzmann, ed., 'Infinity and Continuity in Ancient and
Medieval Thought, (London: Cornell University Press, 1982),
pp. 19-20. . ’ :

4pewey, Experience and Nature, p. 52 & 56.

¥ N (4
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of knleedge in oﬁr life and natural ﬁitqations. Hence,
they replaced "chance" occurrences with the idea of
"universal and neces%ary laws". However, by assuming that
these "universals and necéBSary laws" are ultimate ends in
themselves, modern philosophers tend, on thé other hand, to..
misapply'thése laws "as devices'gpf blurring the’éisagreeable
recognition of facts instead of altering the facts them-
selves."l For Dewezijthis fault is particularly evinced in .
the rationalists' and modern idealists’ epistemologies:‘/ -
Dgscartés, for instance, recognized the’inadequacies of the
trdditional concegtidg of experience. Yet[”ﬁé conceﬁvedl
énd treated "abstracttobjgbts" a??’universals as eternéi ends

a

which are exclusive of any thing that is empirical. 1In othg

words, he heldéthat°,

la . N
ﬁhe] physical [empiricalJ world can be surrendered
- matter and mechanism. . . [because] .% .we are assured...
our intuition or reason]...that matter and mechandism
have their foundation in immaterial ménd.? {

Again, by positing a sharp distinction between a Qriori and

a posteriori cagegories, or between the operations of the

senses and the intellect, Kant seemed to support the idea that
true knowledge is a "spiritualistic ideal"™ tenable and secure
only "on rational a priori grounds."3 Like Descartes, he was

"forced in the end to explain how a purely formal 'reason'

consisting 'entirely of abstract universals could enter into

libid., p. 45.

2Dewey, Quest fbr Cetrtainty, pf-42.

31bid., p. 58.

-
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‘relation with an 'empirical' domain of atomic data.*!l

In view of the above criticism, _it mi%?t be observed

* that Descartes cémpletely‘failed'to find any significant
connection$ between "eﬁpirical" and "ratlonal“;supjecta

. matter, or operations and-methods of knowing. Unlike .
Descartes’ systeﬁ,

...the very neatness.with which...Kant's two realms
fitted each other...£suggests]...a'single underlying
and unifying principle. And Kant himself in various
writings had suggested...considerations which soften
the shargness of their separd%iqn from.each other.

3

It has to be emphasized that what is most particularly being
challenged by Dewey, in-this case, is such an assumptiomn,
"accepted as obvious by Déscarte§ and Hume, th@t maﬁ'caAnot
possibf; be wronglabout the‘charactef of his gubjeéti&e:
experience."3 ‘ . i*' V _ T C

Like Descartes who used the "inner s¢lf" as the u}timéte'
~measure for botﬁ "reality" and certailn knowldege, David Hume
uséd subjectiv%gsepse impressions‘aF the foundation and the ‘
irreducible measure for our general ideas and knowlédge.
Simple ideas, for him, generally derive from_simpleﬂsense

impressions. Although these simple ideas could cummulate to'”

‘form complex ideas, or even more complex "bundles" of ideas

Yy

which we often designate as the "inner self" or "mind", Hume

—

ﬁeia that all ideas are, in cases of doubts, reducible to the

ljohn E. Smith, Purpose and Thought, p. 88.

2Dewey, Quest for Certainty, pp. 61-62.

. 3Bruce Aune, Rationalism, Empiricism and Pragmatism:
An Introduction, (New York: Rﬁndom\Housd, 1970), p. 84.

. 1‘ ~”
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initial sense impressions from which they deriv‘é\.1 It
appears, 1fi his view, that subjedtive‘fense impressions
and simplg ideas are "atomic", disjointed and quite distinct
existences: The conjunctive activities and relations invol-
ving more extensive contexts, or situatioﬁs in which the
individual items (subject and objects) of experience exist,

r

seem to have bein overlooked by Hume. In brief, he failed
"

to see, first, that "experience"” aesignates more complex ep-
isodes than atomic sense impressions and ideas; second, that
®conjunctive" felations are as much a part and parcel of
experience, and that they should\be'therefore placed on equal
footigg with the distinct'er seemingly atomic item%.z

It is Dewey's contention that, by placing partial
emphasis én subjective traits and our "imaginative perception
of the stably good", dualistic philosophers like bescartes and
Hume avoided the disagieeable facés of our "g%acious existence,
which...alone involves us in the necessity of choice and ac-
tive st:ruggle."3 As oppoéed to this partial emphasis there-
fore, Dewey indicates that just as the human mind is never

found without the.body, so also, our subjective oberations

are never found to be outside the realm of objective

»

"lpavid Hume, "An Inquiry Concerning Human Understanding,"
In The English Philosophers: From Bacon to Mill, Edited with
an Introduction By Edwin A. Burtt, (New York: Modern Library,
1967), pp. 594-597, 622-630. : .

2Smith, Purpose and Thought, pp. 89-91.

3pewey, Experience and Nature, p. 53.
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experience:
The universe of experience always surrounds and
Yregulates the universe of discourse [reflective opera-
tions or cognition] but never appears as such within
the later.l :
It agpearsﬁ in other words, at although there are some
elements of distinctness between having knowledge ané
knowing, or between "rational" and "empirical® operations,
these sections of our life and cognition could not be placed
in watert%ght compartments.. To do this would be to deny the
two~Qay transactional character of our precognitive and
cognitive processes. And this denial might, on the other hand,
entail a denia; of the human capacity to discriminate this

-

‘object or this sifuation from that other one.

The fact, for Dewey, is that there i; always a cong}ast~
ing context - an inclusive p;oblematic situati%n in which
individual objects are linked and related before meaﬁings
are ascribed to them. withoq; such contrﬁsting contexts,
there appears to be no way of determining relevances and re-
lational meanipgs or, even, of distinguishing between on? ob-
ject and another. In view of this epistemological importance
which Dewey attaches to his idea aof "problematic situations,f'
it appears that all our knowledge and reflectizf operations
might be as “contextuélistic and situation dictated as any

~ .

other human activity.”? One might, on this note, rightly

P

lpewey, Logic, p. 68.

23ohn McDermott, "Dewey's Logic," Transactions of Charleé
S. Peirce Society: A Quarterly Journal of American Philosophy
6.1, (Winter 1970): 33.

1Y
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raise an objection: If all ohr knowledge and knowing
activities are contextual and situation-dictated, how

does one explain the unconditionadl character of universal
principles,'or logical‘and mathematical forms? To take
"problematic situations" as the regulative conditions for all
our knowing activitieg would seem to imply that, for the
ensuing knéwledge to be'valid, such knowledge’must bear’
references to particular human enterprises, skills, disposi-
giong, interests, and so on. Since universal principles and
mathematical forms are apparently unrestricted and seemingly
derivéd independeht of particularistic situations, ;t seems
difficult to aécept this epistemic relevance which Dewey
attaches to his idea of the problematic situation as wholly
plauQ;ble. A closer ahalysis'of the phases of reflective in- -
quiry ang,. the instrumental character he attaches to unlver;al
principles and logical forms might clearly reveal whether these
doubts which Dewey seems to raise concerning the validity
universals are plausible or not. Before epgag?ng in this
analysis, however it is importgnt to emphasige here fhat the
differences and distinctions which Dewey recognizes between

% . .
universals and particulag~situational objects are only those

of "office and function, of phase and :yythm.;l

-

1Geiger, Dewey in Perspective, p. 33.




Chapter 1V

REFLECTIVE INQUIRY AND THE PROCESS OF KNOWING

_ The main reason advanced'by Dewey for his disparage-
ment and rejection of the moderzyepistemological dualistic
methods is that such methods undermine the complementary

and continuous "double movement" which "seems to be the way *

nature herself works." In his view, "stability" and “"change"
are characters of the same gualitative situation. . And, for

any cognitive account of situational objecﬁé to be regarded
as valid, these double characters have to be given equal and
due considerations. ‘ '
If wé view a situation as biocentricéand human, as Dewey
indicates;/situational objects would appear not only to have
double charact‘ but to be involved in continudus double
movements between the physical and mental, practical and
theoretical, technical and moral activities, and so on.
Because the ascription of'theée doubié characters to single
objects or events, taken in isolation from interactive situ-
ations or contrasting contexts, seems'to be quite unintelli-
gible, 'Dewey indicates that "it is the situation therefore‘
which invokes and regulates inquiry.”1 Here, one might ask:
What is ingquiry? And, if it is about individual objecks wifg-

in an ‘interactive natural situation which is qualitatively
i a

.

1Joseph Ratner, 'Dewey s Conceptlon of Phllosophy, In'
The Philosophy of John Dewey, Edited By Paul A, Schilpp, p. 73.

Y
1
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problematic, how can it be stimﬁlated and regulated by the
saﬁe situ;:Lon? This latter question involves the issues of
self-sufficiency, seif—evidence and self-assertibility.not
only of inclusive situatiops and qniversal principles; but
eépecially/those of individual methods by which we inquire and
acquire k leedge.

/ We 11, in this chapter, explore some of these methods
of inquiry. And this will be done not just with the aiﬁ of
understanding tkeir structure and uses; but particularly, with
the objective of finding and critically appraising the
éonneétions which Dewey posits between them, or between the
subject-matter and phases of our knowing processes in general.
Toward these aims, we can surely indicate that the idea of
inguiry ordinarily designates an on-going investigation ér
"ééarch" for something - namely, distinct answers or solu-
tions to some exlstent problems.

(,3 Dewey aé%uqlly uses the term "inquiry" to designate our
search and constaht efforts to 1mprové’and mantain both control
and working harmony of our -qualitative situations. According
to him: . . | . . N

Inquiry is tﬁe controlled or:directed transformation of
an indeterminate situation 1nto one that is so determin-
ate in its constituent dlstlnCthDS and relations as to

convert. the elements of the original 51tuat10n into a

unified whole.l R 0

L

- Taking inquiry as an enterpriée that is peculiar to human

organisms, he explainéd that "the sole way in which a 'normal

1Dewey, Logic, pp. 104-105.
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person' figures is that such a pérsgn investigates only in <r——‘
the actual presence |of a problem."1 Ho@ever? it might be
observed from the above definitiéﬁ that Dewey has equally

N .

overlooked and assu+ed certain things about the "situation."”
First, he tends to gverlook the implicit limits and the often
restricted meaning and use attached to the term "situation."
A situation", it seemé, might refer to strictly lodical,
psychological, subjective, objective, public or relatively
‘personad éonditions -Second, he assumes that human organisms

and thejir characterfistic traits are included as integral

parts of differing situations: Men simply share in situational

-problems, not vice-yersa. In the light of this assumption,
Dewey himself asser%s that, "Doubt can...be legitimat?ly
imputed teo the orgahism only in a secondary manner. "2

The fact is that, by attributing peculiar humén traits
like "doubts” to an entire situétion,‘Dewey intends to show
that, in as much as situational problems are epistemic, mind
and body are functionally involved in inquiry toward the P
resolution of such problems. G;Vén a more extensive
interpretation, hi?"ascription of functional links to mind-
body operations might be construed to designate constant "to

and fro" movements between the objective and subjective, or

between. the physical, perceptual and intellectual forms of

ljohn Dewey, "Propositions, Warranted Assertibility,
and Truth," In Dewey and His Critics: Essays From the Journal
of Philosophy, Selected With Introduction By Sidngy”ﬂa;genbesser,
(Journal of Philosophy Inc., New York: 1977), p. 280.

21pbid., p. 279. . /
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L

human activities. This mix~up of mental and extra-mental op-

.erations involves some form of circularity. This circularity

~

appears épparent in 6eWey's conception and distinction of the
different phases of inquiry: In his définiti?n'of inguiry,
for insténce, he implies thét systemapic control and ”directed
transformation” of an original indeterminate situation into

é determinate whole do not represent an absolute guérantee
that the same’ situational problems might not recur. Because
this type of circularity which app;ars in Dewey's definition
of inquiry renders the definition itself vague, it might be

rightly described in the traditional philosophic sense as

¢ <
! '
.

ambiguous ana unsatisfactory.

While we regard Déwey‘s definition of inquiry as vague,
it is real%? premature to condemn his 'general conception of
inquiry as unsatiéfactory. A«Th:i.s is because common-sense

experience itself indicates the fact that, in the presence

of situational problems, human organisms often hesitate: We }N\

conéciously delay certain familiar reactions and habits in
order to make closer observations, or to reflect and judge

before adopting nq?'outlooks and bearings toward the resolu-~

tion of our situational probfems. Dewey himself seems to be

- following this line of thought by insisting that, insteéd

of being mere passive spectators, human "consciousness",
*"mind" and "body" are always actively involved in all the
gégnitive operations. ’irrés‘Fctive of whether such opera-
tions are purely intellectual or merely practical and

empirical endeavors, they always involve conscious

)‘

A
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observatibns and thoughts.
' LY

Before commencing the detailed appraisal of the
procedural phases of inquiry, it is important to emphasize .
that it is Déwey's concept and ascription of functioral

Gontinqity to things which mark his point of qepartufé from .
L T

the dualistic philosophers' points of view. LiKe Peirce and
. I‘
William James before him, Dewey found the fundamental mais-

takes of rationalists' and traditional empiricists' dualistic

systems in their relative neglects of perwasive continuities
N - ﬁ - B

and connections between our material- and intellectual, or

perceptual and conceptual activities. This neglect has,_ in

A}

' ' LY
the pragmatists' view, misled many philosophers like Descartes
and his contemporaries into the "assumption that relevant

principles of interpretation are necessarily true and are not

~

subject to revision -4in the light of further i.nvestigations."1

b}

Opposition to this bagic dssumption of dualistic

S

epistemological systems is explained on the ground that

"relevant- principles"'and universals cannot be what they are
taken to be ekcqpt, in the words of William James, if they
"work"; fhat is, if they are operative or productive‘in
directing of%er activities aimed at actual resolution of
situational problems. : Dewey himselfoacknpwledges that formal
principles could be "free from conneition with ;ny'particular

subject-matter;" but, he also insists that the validity of

these principles is largely "determined by the coherency of

-2

lAune, ‘Rationalism, Empiricism and Pragmatism, p. 149.

~

Rp



.
KLY

Nt

¢

¢ in $yatemati;ing the course ¥f primary inguir& or,- on the
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theygbnsequences broduged by the habits ttae3(\\¢;1&_z.'ticulate."1
By thisw he idﬁlies that the'background‘asSumﬁtion of :
Qualigzic epistemology is not only v@inerable {o\criticisms,
but is unwarran}ed simply because the dualists failed tp'take‘

inEo agcount the fact that formal princ1ple§‘aregbforms" of

funétiénal relatione of materfals that have been subjected

.to continuous inquiries.' Since both "subject-matter"™ and

»

the contrastingrcontexts whicq these principles articulate
are nevéf”’gsolutely,determinate or completely 1ndeterminate €.
ih“bed%y s v1ew,§3t appears that relational prinefﬁles

the%selves miggf be subject to some degree of adjustment in

o
&

\
the course of further inquiries. . ..
N 8- . 4

*In the attempt to prove this latter point, Dewey indiL

1
)

Jcates}khat there is always a general matrix of inquiry in

. 8 ' N f

which primary inqgiry.cpuld be distinguished.from "inquiry -.
. % \z ! ’ . *
into inqyiry : While 'inquiry into inquiry is the causa

cognoscendi of logical forms [and princ1ples] , .primary in-

tjuiry is {tself causa essendi o: the fo.rms which inqu1ry
1

into inquiry dJ.sc:loses."2

A Logicai\“vims and prinCiples, in

-~

'this case, could only be proven as valid or’ warranted forms

«

9f_knowledge, if and only if, they aré shown to be efficacious
)

o~

~ other hapd, if. théy are pﬁbiicly-verifiable within the P
- matrix of inquiry.d In. fact, Dewey appeals to the ev1dences “95
. - L el 3 F . ‘,\

A‘ ~ . ) / .‘ ' ;
lpewey, Logic, p. 13. , ] - .
L] ' . . ., . '3 . X
21bid., p. 4. = . *
. \ ) ; RN
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'\ Pamilia¥ features of our more common problems might,(in fact,
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of our common-sense experience and the experimental

procedures of the natural sciencqf in order to clarafy has
general conceptiort of inguiry.: T,

The evidence of our common-sense experience, in his
vizw, shows that the application of effective’ pr1nc1ples t;
actual problematlc 51tuat10ns often brings such sityuations
back to harmony. “Problems" and "principles", in this case,
might be seen as contrastlng complements; that is because,
they eﬁplaln verlfy or check and activeély block each other s
presence.1 From this, it follows that ‘certain changeslln the

L4

- ..

. ¢ 4 < .
lead to some modifications in the structure of regutar prin-

ciples often used to resolve themt For instance, if it is
observed that all A's constantly migrate from north to the

south in winter, the fact of this general migration might

‘be rightly asserted a§ a valid principle. However, if it is

suSSequently discoveréd that, due to structural’cﬁénges in
their resis tance mechanlsms or env1ronment,‘sdme\A's chose Q\
to hibernate in the nortn rather than migrate, then the
original principle mlght have to be modlfled in order to

accommodate the facts 6f the inevitable changes.  The latter

principle might state that only some instead of all A's

©

redlly migrate from north to the south in winter. This modi-

ficationﬂ as it seems, indicates that there are close links
P , .

£

1Thls i's simply explalned by the fact that wherever
problems exist, such problems are often resolved once
relevant principles are discovered and‘pﬁrposely applied to-
ward the termination of the problems.




w . 21bid., p. 181.

b
. between the causal and the ;ogieal or epistemic asﬁects /

/ of the human life, e ‘ .

<

In raiging the problems of induction, Hﬁmegfightly

indicated theé close connections between the operations of

.natural causes and the logical operations of the human rea- .

S

son. ‘He was, as a matte%‘of fact, guite sceptical‘about the
relations of natural causes. Although he posited such reld-
tions as quite distinct from the “relations of ideas," he

nevertheless asserted that human. "belief is more properly an

act of the ;ensitive than the cognitive parts of nature; " and

"reason” nas, more or less, always 'the slave of the passions."l
!

In the llght of these connections whlch he found between our

v

instinctive habits and beliefs or between céusal inference,

expectatlons and rational operatlons in general, Hume
really came close Jto the conclusion that no aspect of the

.
human life and logic is completely immune from change

2

. This is particularly evinced in the fact that, for him,

...all our knowledge resolves itself. [w1th the lapse of "%
tlme] into probability, and becomes at least the same
naturg ‘with that ev1dence which we employ in-common

« life.

Hume, in Dewey's view, simply. fell-short of acknowledging

\ the revisable characters of cau§pl principles and logical
b ‘ ‘
forms. Dewey attributes this failure to the fact that Hume

v

,/), did not realize "that exp11c1t\formulatlon of ‘an expectation

“

* 1Dav1d Hume, A Treatise of Hyman Nature ‘2nd Edition,
Revised By P.H, Nidditch, .(Oxford: |Clarendion Press, 1978),
PP- 183 & 462. . ) :
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renders it capable. of being‘checked and tested by conse-~

quences;" and most significantly, that "such formulation
I

transfers expectation from the' field of existential caus-
"

ation to the logical realm;" that is, as. "potential 1o§ical

., generality" -or principle.1 In,viea of this failure, Dewey
- '

implies, that Hume's epistemological doctrine is unsatisj
factoryﬁ |

One might object ;hat,to ascribe revisable characters
to general prinéiples and logical forms, as~Dewey tends to .
do, is to confuse and blur the apparent differences between
caugal generalizations.which have direct existential 5ear—
ings and non-existential logical forms and principles which
are determinea on the grohnds of systematic and strict-re-
lations of ideas. Hume, it seems, avoided this type of con-
fusion by keeping causal operations and relations or common-
sensical subject-matter and methods apart‘from pure rational
operations. or logica? subject-matter and relations. It‘is

Co

observed, however, that Dewey himself anticipated this objec-
tion:2 He indicateSvthat the outcomes of reflective analysis

o]
o . - -

lpewey, Logic, pp. 251-252.

2Dewey acknowledges. that common-sense, with respect to
its methods, ideas and, beliefs, «is coWterned with qualitative
subject-matter and operations while logical and scientific
inquiries are concerned with relations and conceptions which
are abstract and non-qualitative; that is because the quali-
tative aspects of their subject-matter are of'ten eliminated
from general considerations. He, nevertheless, ‘contends that
the distinction he makes in this case is. not epistemological
or ontological. Rather, it is a logical distinction "of the
relation to each other of different kinds of problems" which
demand different kinds of "emphasis in inquiry." See Logic,
pp. 64-66.

-~
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and synfﬁesis, as they appear in the experimental proce-
dukés of the natuial\gciencés, do not lay any claims to’
ébsolute independence from oneAanother, oy from the complex\
Isituaﬁion in .which inquiry is conducted. Rather, these

outcomes are integrated within the phases of experimental
S, \
inquiry.as methodic or ideational structures which'are in-

i

strumencal in directing further operations within the matrix
of the experimental inquiry. .
The Phases of Experimental Inquiry:

e =

—~

There are several stages within the pattern of expe:{—
mental inqﬁﬁry as it is applied in the natufél sciences.!
These stages, as Dewey cléims, often overlap or pregedemeacﬁ
other in sefies,'seriés which eventually cdnstitugf every
cbmpiefe iircle or syst?m'of the process of scientific
inquiry: First phase is that of preliminary observations. It

includes. the isolation or specification of problems, the col-

-

lectioaﬁdf;@ata or more evidences to constitute the initial

"facts Wpf the case". %scond phase is that of'reasoning or

conceptual operations of thought. This includes the syste-

4

matic use of ideas as instruments (or symbols corresponding
4 * .

to the actual problems at hand) Yin “thought experiffents” or

reflective analysis and synthesis so as to derive new logical

~

forms and working principles which might apply in the final

resolution of the actual problem. Third phase Eé thﬁt of "«

w

\

. 11n his Logic, pp. /105-117, Dewey outlines five dis-
tinct phases within the pattern of inquiry. Fogithe sake of
brevity here, we will treat:the stages of 1nqu1ry under three

sub-headings. -
+

! ‘ . _—
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actual experiments or integration of the outcomes of the

’

first and second phases.- It is the application of the
results of reflective operations as directional "means” in
.order to control the course of more extraneous activities
aimed at f l; resolution of the problems specified through
initial observations. Dewey's outline of the pattern of

inquiry has two-fold purposes. On the one hand, it indicates

F] >

that the operations of thought and the ideationa% forms from

'

such operaions are intermediate within the matrix of inquiry.

On the other hand, Dewey intends- to show that due to ghe

’

. . o 2 .
connected and continuous series of the phases of experimental

o~

4 . _ e
inquiry, the method itself is self-corrective. The sytem-
atic results derived from-:one phase could be progressively

applied to improve and erhance another phase within the same

!

matrix of scientific inquiry. This is contrary to what ob-

tains in the rationalist\ and traditional empiricis&s systems
! » - N
where the outcomes of the phases of inquiry are regarded as
.o | }
dormant or atomic entities. ? [
N )

Preliminary Observations and Consciousness: Y

The main goal of the gvery scientific ifgquiry is, in
N A — . .
Dewey's words, to ascertain the "conjunctions of  character-
’ «
istic tréitg which descriptively determine kinds in relation

to one aﬁbther and the,interrelations of characters “™which
A 4 ‘

1 . ' . . , .
constitute abstracttconceptions of wide appllcablllty.'l

g !

The first stage towgrdsgthis goal often begins when the

-

1 1 - )
M J
- .

1Dewey', Logic, p. 419.
|
‘} ~ 'S * l
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inquirer's attention and investigative interest are drawn to

some situational problems. Preliminary observations are made, -

]
- not only to isolate specific problems, but also to gather

>
more gvidential data to constitute the initial facts of the
) ,

.

case.
9%

It might be emphasized that human consciousness is an

1 .-

indispensable instrument in all preliminary cognitive obser-
vations. Without the awareness of immediate impacts of
situationaa’occurrences, and without consciéus recollections
, of our p;st experiences, we may, épparenély, not be able to
”aﬁjud@eia situafioh as se}tled or unsettled," determinate
,'  or precarious. In'conjunction with our common-sense .

v ik - . , :

. impressions, however, consc1ousness enables us to perceive

‘Q/'\"

, agd grasp the meanings of objects and SLtuat)pnal events. ,

‘ _ \In Dewey s words, consciousness "is the perceptlon of actual

1
e

events, ‘the having of actual ideas."1 Moreover, he implies

v

that while consciousness delimits our "focal" and initial

.

- - observational fielas, it particularly serves as a medium

4 -
- . . .

through which messages are transmitted from the outer to the

J . . )
inner realms, and vice-versa.

-

v Although he abkhowledges the essential role of human
.“ K
consciousness in setting both the initial sbage and the

-

~ _ course of inquiry, Dewey opposes the dualistic epistemologi-

£ cal views which indicate that "consciousness" is the ultimate

4

background and source of all our'knoﬁleage ?nd knowing

4

- - M - t
[} "~ v . . (
. v ,

’ ' lDewey, Experience and Nature, p. 303.
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. . \
activities:: To accept such views would be to overlook the

indispensable influences of both concrete situational objects
and objective activities on what wé know, and "how" we‘éc-
quire knowledge. For him, "consciousness" designates the
"ideas of the moment"é and as such, it might not be appropri-

. \ .
ately restricted to the initial stages of inquiry. This is

because peiceptual awareness or "ideas of the moment” might,

‘quite indifferently, denote "emotion, sensation, thought,

desire, and so on."l The "focal® and “"transitive" i?arac—
ters of lnltlal con501ous observations generally enable us

to locate, 1solate and understand what the actual situational
problems are. 1In specifying these problems, we also aetermine
and specify the d;rectionUwhich the ensuing inqﬁiry should
take. Further observations could, hdwever, becomé necessary
in the course of inquiry. These sécondary observations often
Qo‘hand;in—hand with the operations of thought in order to
uncover the full meanfhgs of the problems and the evidential
data designating~the initial factslof the case. According

to Dewey:

/The more the facts of the case come to light in .°

g .consequence of being subjected to observation, the

- cledrer and more -pertinent become the conceptions
of the way the problem constituted by these facts is
to be dealt with. On the other side, the clearer

the idea, the more definite, as a-—truism;,—become the -—t
operation and execution that must be performed in order

to resolve ‘the situation. »

4 R}

l1bid., p.' 305.

2pewey, Logic, p. 109.

o5
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Dewey actually impligs‘that, in settiﬁg the problems. and
directions of inquiry, we equally detérmine whether the
course of inguiry is existential or non-existential,
empirical or purely rational. For him, preliminarf obser-
vatiqns.appear generally to anticipqte“thé second phage of
inquiry which includes more profound systematic obergtions
of reflective analysis and synthesis.

Reflective Analysis and .Synthesis:

The isolation of particular problems'isﬂ doubtlessly,
nécessgry for any form of inquiry to proceed. This initial

operation'would, on the other hand, be meaningless if it

. .

- fails to turn out some clues which might lead to suggestionq/’

or possible solutions- for the problems. Here, the specifi-
cations‘of'pelé;ant facts which surrouna and serve as evi-
dence to explafp the isolated proﬁlems are,genérally desig-
nated as reflective analysis. And the exploration o% the
possibilities for solutions of these%preﬁiems through
tﬁough@ and ﬁurther gbéervations, is desi;;afed‘as fefiec;

tive synthesis. It is assumed, in this‘case, that every form

~of reflective analysis and .synthesis involves some elements

of discriminative judgement or selectivity and purposive

*

ﬂthoughfg. The plausibility of this assumptioh is evinced in

" o :
the fact’ that no "experience having a meaning is possible

without some thought.”l

.

}John J. MacDermott, ed., The Philosophy of thp Dewefj:- :

Vol. 2., {New York: Putnam's Sons, 1973), p. 501.
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In view of the fact that analysis and synthesis
always involve 'fhoughg‘, designating the operations of the
mind, it might be stressed here that, unlike "“consciousness”
which denotes transient "ideas of the moment," Dewey claims
that the mind is "persistent", "substantial® aﬁd "contextual":

\

Mind denotes the whole system of meanings as they are
embodied in the workings of organic life;...perceptive
cconsciousness is a process, a series of heres qnd nows .

Added to this: he emphasizes that although the functionings
of‘our consciousness anda“mind; are, respectively,- disjoint-
ed'and systematically continuous, there is "a continuum, or
spectrum betwekn this system [mind] and the meanings which,
being focal and ugéent, are the ideas of the moment . *2

This continuum appears evident in the fact that "ideas of
the moment™. often stimuléte “thought"; and thought, where-

.\
ever and -in whatevexr way it occurs, always bears references

to the already ekistent §y§tem of meanings.

. ¥

! Some questions migﬁt'arise here with regafd to the
'mays"pf metﬁoas of 'thought': Are-'there several ways or
'oﬂly Qne‘method of thought?',If there are several mefhods,‘
then how a:e these to be'éharactérized“and dis?&nguiéhed

from each other? +In answer to these questions, it is impor-

tant to note that many philosophers posit "induction" and

-

"ﬁieductipn' as apparent and distinct methods of thought.
" while Dewey equally acknowledgés the distinctness of these
methods, he insists that both methods of thought ig;g;be "

b

1Dewey, Experience and Nature, p. 303. ‘ «< ,

21bid., 'p. 305. ’ oo T
\
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"selective emphasis” or "discernment of relation between

what we try té do and what happens i.g,consequence.'1 In
reflective analysis, we often eliminate factual item§"§§ﬁj’/
qualities which appear to be irrelevant to a case while the
more relevant facts are amassed, screened and attached with
explicit!descriptive meanings. psing these familiar facts
either as assured or assumed background for furthef”:houghts,
we, on the other ﬁand, often engage in deliberate alterations
of the'supportive conditions and factual items surrounding
an immediate problem. In this l;tter exercise dgiignating
refleciive syﬁthesis, new ;aeas g}e suggested, screened and
ingégrated,with old ones in order to derive new logical forms.

For Dewey, both induction and deduction are procedures,in-

r “ ‘<
volved in our pneflective analysis and synthesis or

‘ "experimental inéuiry' in general. 1In fact, he states that,

! ...experimental inquiry or thinking signifies directed
dctivity, doing sonething whch deliberately varies

Y. the condition under which objects are observed and
A direc%ly had and by instituting new arrangements among
- them.

The above descriptiQQ]of "thought" is particularly in-.
tended, by Dewey, to dispaf&ge the dualist's conception of
thought. For, as a matter of fact, the doctrinal cleavages

between the rationalists and the traditional empiricists did

i

not ‘prevent their general consensus or recognition of abso-

-

*lute differences between the inductive and deductive methods,
L]

a

o ‘McDermott,' ed., The Philosophy ‘of\.?ohn Dewey, p.\ 499.
]

‘ -l
2pewey, Quest for Certainty, p. 123.

[
S .
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. . f
or between a priori and a posteriori forms of thought. ’

Induction and deduction are, for instance, described, by
these philosophers, as metpods by which we infer or reason
"from particulars to the general," and reversibly, from
"general and universals" to particular aspects of relational

meanings. Similar distinctiobons made, by modern dualist,

between Erlorl and a posteriori forms of thought generally

imply clear- cut divisions and complete 1solatlon of causally
contingent objects and perceptual forms from logically
demonstrative\adQ\?onceptual st;Gctures derived through
thc;ught.1 For Dewey, the main issue to be considered is not 4
how to distinguish;_rather,‘it is how to reconcile and ren-
der these methods as well as the forms derived from our’

cognitive analysis and synthesis both continuous and more

meaningful.

Connections Between the‘Methods of Reflective Analysis and
T

Synthesis

In criticizing the dualists' separation of iquctiye

]

apa deductive methods, Dewey claims that any sharp division
made between t;:se methods might constitute an obstacle to.
our understanding and to the progress of cognitive inquiry
in general: 'Since “thoﬁght”, taken as a peculiar operation

of the human mind, always bears references to already

L%

lrhe”need for clarity -end imposition of considerable
limit to the length of this exposition might not permit an
elaborate analysis of a priori and a posteriori forms, or of .
the traditional conceptions .of inductive and deductive- methods
here. A brief examination of the latter might, however,
suffice to expose the connections between these methods af
our reflective analysis and synthesis.

!
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existent system of meanings, ip would be preposterous to
;scribe complete ﬁndependence to the two methods or forms;
o of thought. Coﬁgrary to the dualists' tendency towards
absolute divisions therefore, Dewey contends that both
inductive ané.deductive mgthods involv?/some elenments of
inferential ju@gements or.sysﬁémagic contrasts ?nd compar-
is@ns. .In considering® some immediate or pressing problems,
old ideas from the existent systém of meanings are often
selected, matched and integrated with each other so as to
clarify and explain the ideas of the moment. New ideatiqnal
structures or constructs designating purpqseful ends-in-view
are, in a similar manner, derived and applied in order to.
resolve the pressing problems. - Thls procedure seems té apply
irreséective of whether the problems are physical, moral,
purely conceptual or perceptual.
The fact is that the dualistic philoéophersF concép—
tions of'induction'and deduction are éuite inadequate; For,
-3
taken in contrast with modern and contemporary‘scientific
conceptions and pracéice, a clear-cu§ séparation of'thq two
methods of thought appears to bé obnoxious and unacceptable.
S Seientifi? conceptiéns and practices, Dewey claims, clearly
show that induciivé’and deductive methods capnot‘be actually
~ cut into definite lengths, Widths or breadths, and then tied
up again into syllegistic forms, or>premises with straight-.
forward movements from particulars~to universals an&.viee-
versa. Thé inﬁdequacy of such syllogistic dichotomies is’

'\ paﬁyicularly shown and disapproved in mathematical discourse.

!




According to Dewey:

. possibilities is not ‘just derived arbitrarily. It appears‘

88
G

Mathematical discourse is now the outstanding
exemplar of deductive method; bu¥ (1) no mathema-
tician would regard it as loglcally important to
,reduce a chain of mathematical propositions to
syllogistic form...(2) such deductioRs do not
necessarily proceed from the more general to the
less general even with respect to conceptions;
while (3)...it is impossible to proceed directly

- from a universal proposition to_one about an exis- . o
tential partlcular or singular.

.Whlle Dewey does not deny that there are p0551b11t1eslof
dedycing particulars from mathematical forms and unlversalg,'
he insists that such“deductioné, as théy appear in the-
experimental sciences, are understood ;nd explained 6nly “Bn
the érounds of continuity of«inquiry.“2

’ “Continuity of inquify," as it is exempliﬂied~in the
processég of the physical sciences, actually demands that
logical and functionAI distinctions be made between inductive
and déductive procedures. .But it(also demands that  "induc-
tion and ’‘deduction must be‘so intefpéeted that theyiwill be
seen to be cooperative phases of the same ultimate operation.”3
The.fulfilment of these demands really opens the pbséié}ligy
for both logical and existential forms to be deriveé f;dm

\

the same ultimate operbtion'of inquiry. Existence’'cf such

apparent in the fact that, ‘ ~

e ¢,

lpewey, Logic, pp- 421-422.

i

2Hans Reichenbach, "Dewey's Theory of s ience, " i
The Philosophy of John Dewey, Edlted By Paul Schllpp,
p. 188. o s )
R ' “'z' . .
3pewey, Logic, p. 427. I / . T -
K | e . ' o A ’
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Y : .o»
A ..?fa]...law in mathematlcal physics is universal - -
‘ in as far as”zts@mathematlcal content .enables
~, déduction to other proposxtions in ‘discourse to be
made. -‘As a law of. physics, its content is existen-
tial .and contlngent. o

"If this assertiog is 5cpepted_és plausible, it mighf’
- conclusively follow that'there’are no absolute lines of de-
mercation betyéégrihe inductive and deductiv% procedures."'

In view of the protean nature of observational data
uséd in the "ultimate operations®” of scientific inquiry,
. 2 * . .

-

and Ehe'fact‘that such inquiries proceed by integrating per-
ceptual and conceptual form or inher and outer 'activities,

;induétion and deduction might be asserted .as cbmplementary//
. o ~ . .

propedures within the matrix of inquiry. 3'Induction', as

it seems, déﬁotes experlmenta]rdetermlnatlon of identities
and differences" of relatlons of observed mategiali\lnvol*
ved in inmguiry: 'Slnce the results of sc;entlf;; anafysie

often cumhlaﬁea.an igquiry could. through induetive infer-

ences'o reflective contrtasts angd comparisons, establ;sh

-

certann genera} patterns of agreements and dlsagreements
T < e -

yoetween the’descrlptlve relations of objects involved in the

inquiry. Theeé general Eatterns, Dewey claims, appear in

iwo forms:

There are those which 1nst1tute a relation of
lncludlng and included klnds, and there aré thglé
which institute universal 'if-then’ pfop031tions as
hypothesis arnd theories. -

v . M -

“l1pid.; p. 355. - -~ ..

' - } “m - - .

* 271bid., pp. 426-427. _ A SRR
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That we can infer from sample.cases of a particular

kind.of data to general concfusiqns about the kind is un-
doubtedly evinced in the practices of t

he contemporary
/ ’ 2

physical sciences. It might be, nevertheless, emphasized

S

thai‘a qdmplete‘organizatibn of data.always requires "a

‘ corresponding: system of interrelated conceptions capable

of‘exclusive and inclusive (exhaustive) application."l "It

is such“s?htems which actually enhance purpos{yé discourse

"ahd render inquiry itself systematic. Where purposive in-

A . \
quiry is, however, conducted through discourse, or in

- .
thought alone, scientists often regard the theoretical

generalizétions ensuing from such ideational operations as
fhypoéhetical”. Judgme;ts leading to thié latter kind of -
generalizations are commonly instituted in the forms’ of

*universal if-then” propbsitions. Following Dewey, in this

case, it appears that both inductive and deductive procedures

overlap and interrelate with each other within the frame-

work of purposeful thoughts, thoughts aimed at formulation

L4

of general hypotheses or theories.
It might be objected here that unlike inductive propo-
sitions, deductive conclusions are often conceptual or non-

existential. ‘Once‘?ne'of the premises leading to such
' /

conclusions is, disproved or denied, the conclusion itself

)

might ke contradicted. This shows that certain

/ .

t

ut any references

- lipid., p. 483.
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> to existential data. To this” objection, however, Dewey
might contend that although some conceptual generalizations
do not bear éirest references tio particular éyésted;ial ob-
jects, they often lead to other propositions which bear

" direct references to existential kinds and individuals:

There is a continue d fro movement betweeh the
set of existential propositiofns ‘about data and the

non-existential propositions about related conceptionsr1

And because these "to

.

d fro" movements designating

-~

inductive andlegE;rive Procedures were misconstrued by the

dualistic phildsophers as straight-farward processes, they
completely ;solated the one procedure from the other.

As against any sharp separation of  the methodic
procedures of'ipquiry, Dewey.also empha§izes that the

/

*conjugate relationfof the, inductive and deductive is
- - LN *

exemplified in correlative nature of infe;éhcé and proof,

. [} * N
where 'proof' means ostensive demonstration."? The con-

stant evidenge of our everyday experience actually shows

that while it'\"thkes two actions to make one interaction,"”

es of such interactions are often new actions.3

-

the conse
In asserting the connectednqss of inductive and deductive
procedures, Dewey seems to have‘folloQéd this line of

thought. For, taken as procsﬁural phases which designate

the occasional directions of/ghr reflectiye analysis and

.

libid., p.«427.
£ 21bid., p. 428. -

3Joseph Ratner, Intelligence in the Modern World, p.150.

- ~ 1
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. It is a truism to note that, depending on whether the
: ‘ r

functions of the subject-matter of inquiry are existential
or conceptual, the direction of inquiry itself might be
predominantly 'inductive or deductive. Irrespective of the

opposing directions of these methodic procedures, however,

a)

every mode and\ghase of inquiry similarly demands scrupulous
' .

care in selection, notation and evaluation of data. Saga-. '
» ‘A .
cious suggestions aimed at developing new principles, shaping’

‘new logical forms ' or predicting actual ‘conclusions generally

/
evince the indispensable role of "thought" in every aspect

of inquiry. 1In fact, Dewey claims that the mind constantly

applies similar logical. conditions in discourse toward the

N, , ~ . ‘ |
‘férmulation of exiStégtial and non-existential propositions
L 4
¢ ) .

or generalizations: "The order of propositions," in each,

instance, "must be rigorous ahd\productiée - a proposition in

which 'ané' hgs .other than enumerative force."l 1f this 'is
Z; the case, then it might be plausible to admit

also that occasional experihents are required not only to

(4 -
test the relevances of data, but especially, to verify the

evidential wofth'of interre{gted conceptions derived through

the opposing prbcedures of our reflective analysis and

synthesis. =

- -

A

lpewey, Logic, pp. 314 & 484. S
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Before expfdring the general implications of Dewey's.

_hotion of "experiments" or of the experimenfal phase of

rinquiry, it is important to highlight two main objections '

raised against his emphasis on the connections between the .

i
methodic procedures of our i?flectiye analysig and synthesis.

Ff;st, by tyin%?inductive and deductive procedures together

"1
as mediated and mgdiating in each other's operations, Dewey

tends to ‘blur the essential differences between these
methodic procedures. He implies that while these procedures

are logically and functionaliy disfinctive, they are‘actua;ly

ditectional phases of the same ultimate method - the

-

experimental method of cognitive inquiry. For him, this

"

complex method appears to be the only method through which we E

.can acquire valid.knowledge. To accept this lone method which

- -

integrates the procedures or matters of common-sense with
. . .

those of the intelleci or thought alone might, in effect,

confuse the fundamental differences which philosophy makes

. between antecedents and consequent objects of knowing and

knowledge. Dewey tends to insist that distinctions between
subject-matters or various methods used in speculative

philosophy, mathematics, logic, psychology. biology and so on,

»

are never ontological. This position is, however, undbéept-

able. For, to overlook or completely annul ontological ( .

differences would equally involve & denial of "matter of

18] ,

fact" evidences of common-sense whicp indicate that actual

~ 4

objects, and events involving these objects, might be quite
. - /

distinct from each other.
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f. a’Agalnst thls flrst objectlon, Dewey would obviously

&

4 contend that spec1f1c dlstlnctlons between methodic proce-
Iy .
dures, antecedents Yand qonsequences or subject-matter of Lo-

ﬁhilosophy, mathematics, and all other sciences are essen- .
.4 . o - O

tlally epistemic. ~ Since epistemic distinctions are

4 . -

. i aan W
partlcularly made 1n order to enhance our understandlng, he

¥

claims that sucﬁﬁ&iétinctioné are logical and functional,

rhther‘thah\ontolggical. wFor him, while appropriate epis-
. ' ";

..

temic distinctidns show that antecedent objecﬁs'are only °ﬂ
parts‘of the data fqr}cogpitiqp inquiry, ‘the partially

determinate oejeets of knowledge_are eeed to emerge at the
close‘of inquiry: They emerge as reconstructed consequences

of the systematic operatiOns’df inquiry which ipclude methodic
“thoughts as well as physicel.aehixitiesul %ewey actually

intends this to emphasize that "data" as well as methodic

operations and ideational conclusions of thought are

~

11t is observed in Part Qme tbat reflectlve experlence,

for Dewey, denotes both "methods" and "ideational means"”
through which we appreciate, reconstruct or restructure and
acquire knowledge of what "is" within the primary experience.
Links between primary 'and reflective experience.might be seen,
in the present case, as designating circular d dynamic”
connections between antecedents and consequenfes of knowing
and knowledge. This line of thought which.Dewey tends to

* follow actually seems to be in line with the phenomenologists', .
like Merleau- Ponty s conception of experience, nature and
knowledge. See Paul Tibbetts, "John Dewey and Contemporary -
Phenomenology on Experlence and the Subject-Object Relation,* .
Phllosophy Today 15.4 (1971): 267 271. .
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intermediary within the complex operations of inquiry and .

cognition. 1In doing.fhis} however, he overlooked the need to

specify or clearly "distinguish the propesition that inquiry

produces knowledge of an object from the proposition‘th t

%

inquiry produces [reconstructs] the objects of knowledg

-

01\

This lack of clear-cut distihctions in Dewéy's conception of

various methods or subject;matter of -inquiry is appa7 ntly

misleading. In the words .of Ponald A. Piatt, it appears

all indications that, S

...[the]fﬁ.objééffz; be- known certainly dog

from

not under-

go reconstruction: the bush or a star is ;#t made by

inquiry. ...Data as fragmentary and probl

atlc...[$1ght

nonetheless, be accepted as indications-of the fact]...
that as yet we donLt have an obJect our/problem is to

find one.
Pl

Secongly, even if we accept that methodic Opera;ioné

and ideatidnal'structures'of thought are i ﬁermedlary within

the complex operations of™hquiry and cog it}on, there appears,

to remain, as Ernest Nagel observed, some puzzles in Dewey's

obscure distinctions of the metModic pfocedures of our

| 4 . »>

reflective analysis and syﬁthesis.3 @hese puzzles are parfi-

culégly‘aggravaied by the fact that/while Dewey emphasizes

the hypotheti>

»

Philosophical ‘Mbnographs, 1976}, p.. 50.

2ponald A, Piatt, "Dewey's Logical Theory,” In The

and predictive chlaracters of new logical
¥

-lGeorge Dicker, Dewey's Theory of Knowing, (thia%elphia:

t

Philosophy of John Dewey, E ited By Paul A. Schilpp, p. 129.

3Ernest Nagel, "So Leadlng Pr1n01ples in Professor
Dewey's Logical Theory,‘ In De7§¥and His Critics, Edited By

S. Morgenbesser,- pp 563- 565

’
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forms, he équally~insists that pnivérsal propositions’ about
‘these logical forms ‘"are in themselves neither true or

false."! This ascription of "protective neutrality" to
& , ' !
universal propositions embodying logiéal_forms'seems to be,
-l < . ) N e ‘
on the other hand, compromised or even destroyed by the fact.
/ : o . ‘

- , C ; . .
that ‘Dewey attributes the determination of the’ meanings ¢

-

these universal propositiops to "their opérative usé.'f'

It might be observed that Dewey intendg‘the'ascribfion
of "protective neutrality" to uni;efsal p;oposi#ions to ex§b§e
their,distinétivéness from generie propos;tignslwhich bear
difect/existential references ané imports.- Bylattaching tﬁe
meanings of these universal prohositioné to théi¥ functional
efficacies within the matrix of inquiry, he infends to
emphasize the idea of "continuiti”_or of the ‘social ané
experimental characters of inqp;ry and knowiné in gqqerai.

In fact, he states nction of any universal

» 3 . . 4 . ~
proposition is to/stipulate th ures™.and

"forms" which ap 1y normatively ntrol generic operagion$'

‘within the co ’inuum of inquiry.3 It‘appears, however, that 2
this effphasis on “conceptions of the adchl and exberimental‘ .
charatter of knowledggathat—;s drawn from the Sphere of //////;'
'com on-sense may prOVé higﬁiy misleading when aﬁplied" -

‘ —_

ﬁsg\\
1Dewey, Logic, p. 157.
21bid. . -

-
,31bid.
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strictly-to speculative disciplines or conceptual levels of

know1ng and knowiedge.l ) ¢

T~

.

Where the ldea of "continuity” is used, by Degey, to

. express the fact that all forms of knowing and knowledge are
‘based on experience, the plausibility of the idea itselﬁ‘
appears to be quite indisoutableL'AFor, as Charles'feirce
obeerved,'“positive sodence,can-only rest'on exberience-"
but, he equally empha51zed that ”the real character of
science 1s destroyed as soon as it 1s made an adjunct of
-ddﬁauct;"z In view of‘this }atter assertion,‘some questions
wou;d.obvioﬁslyxarise against Dewey's emphasis on both
social‘end experimental chatéctere‘of inquiry or knowing and.
knowledge *n general- ‘First are nie.loose and’ooscure

A

dlstlnctlons between varylng methodlc procedures, or between

o

un1versa1 and generlc prop051tlona1 forms not an lndlrect way
‘of maklng all kinds of know1qq and knowledae dependent on
conduct? Second, it“appears that, by'over—stressing thef
ev1dent1al relevance of the experlmental method applied lnl
the phy51Cal sc1enceﬁ, Dewey mlsleadlngly tied the valldlty
of all our knowledge to thelr practlcal use and functions.
Since he might actuelly contend that. this is not tﬁe case,

one might subsequently ask: how 1s the experimental method

of the physlcal sc1ences both adaptable and appllcable in the°

-

" lprederick-A. Olafson, "John Dewey's Phllosophy of

Education,” In New Studies in the Philosophy of John Dewey,
Edited By Stephen M. Cahn, p. 191.

2Justus Buchler, ed., The Philosophical ertlngAAof
Pe1rce (New' York: Dover Publlcqtlons Igc., 1955), pp. 47-48.
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conceptual realm of mathematlics or’%pgculative philosophy?

Where a strict appllcatl n of thls method within the "
' .‘m;t"h’
conceptual level of experlence proves to be relatlvely T
° ' — ° N s

impossible, one might conclude that Dewey's insistent empha-

sis on the “expeiimental methed,"” as the only method

%

th;ough which we acquire yélid knowledge, is misleading and,
therefore, unacceptable.

To answer the above objections, Dewey might appeal to
t?e transitive éharactef of our mental and extra-méntal
acéivities. He mlght ;:hlcate that the constant cross-

2 v
‘ references between the two levels 6@ experlence equally

evince the facts of "continuity", of social connectxons, or
éﬁh“ , }l@he expeklmentai\characters of all 1nqu1r1es conducted at .

both levels of experience. A critical examlnatlon of his, .

notion of the experimental phase of inquiry appears ﬁféxssary
) k

ere in order to detefMlmine the plausibility of this social.

*

K -
character which he ascribes to the continuum of inquiry.
( i N B

The Experimental Phase of Inquiry:

Thevadoption of radical "characteristics of the experi-

Fl

s, . ’ . .
%dg%ntal Science® in all aspects of our knowing enterprise or
LY

learning might actually enhance the growth of knowledge and
. \ ; . ’ .
~ : * the qualitative enrichment of our values in general. "Ex-

per%mepts' are, as a matter of fact, indispensable in test-

ing .and verifying the validity of the findings of reflective

inquiries conducted within ‘the fields of contemporary
: o ; .
physical sciences. Such experimengs are, however, commonly
Q .
associated with specialized laboratories, equipment and

{

-



-

v 99 _ :

personnei. Moreover, it appears that “expeximentaion®, as
a methodic phase of inﬁuir&, is possible in the natural
sciences because of the tangible hn‘ publicly acce331ble
.kpropertxes of objects with wh1ch these sc1ences concern
themselves.
.Dewey s empha51s on the possible appllcat1on of thev

'experlmental method -in all fields ‘of knowing and 1earhing ‘

actually constitutes the core of,functlonal connectlons which
i L.

\
he posits between various subject- matter of knowledge and,

" espec1ally¢ between the first anq‘second phases of inquiry.
. , . 4
,Considering the relevant features whicthake experimentaticn
. possible in the naturdf“sciences, this emphESis apnears to be
both puzzling and obnoxious. Since these special features
_requxred in exper1menta1 inquiries might not have completely

» eluded Dewey's notice, 1t seems necessary to find out how such

}!Téboratory procedures and practices hight apply in pure
theoretlcal fields where thé commonest tools and concerns are
ideas and fdeatlonal meanlngs.

Difficulties posed by Dewey's emphasis on the appltc-
abatity of the experimentei method in testing, .verifying and
enhancing the growth of all forms of knowledge generally
derive from‘the fact that 'idees' which are reflective tools
are—swhjeftive and, often, relatiwe to indivi&yal thinkers.
Suc;s:?i;lculties are particularly aggravated by the fact tﬁat,
unlike tengible objects, ideationel @eanings generally lack

any operative force of their own: They‘cannot directly :;fect

actual changes that might resolve an indeterminate condifion.
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These diffi;ulties migﬁt, in  fact, obstruct p?e’acceptance"

ofﬁthe applicability of the experimental method especially
i iq speculative philogophy which includes ethics and moral

disciplinés. Refering to these difficulties, %owezér: Dewey

. himself indicates that, \ . o

v

...leven|...science 'is still taught very largely as
. separate” and isolated subject and that there are still-
. those, including many scientists themselves,who would
"think that that wonderful thing 'pure|! science would
be contaminated if it wetre brought ipgto connection
with social practices.1 .

EaN From this-assertion, it appears that Dewey's conception of

- . " the experimehtél method or phase of inquiry might not be

rightly'interpreted in the exact sense. in which "experiments"”

are commonly understood in the natural sciences; that is, as

-

specialized laboratory affairs.

Dewqﬁ's Conception of Experience as Experimental:

L4

‘ The "experimental method", for Dewey, actually embodies

some special attributes - added meanings.,which make it suit-
able and applicable in specul&tive philosophy: "Experiment",

in his view, designates a broad social term whose theoretical

‘1 -
-

’and practical uses are both naturalistic and abstractly humah.
- B ‘ He usé; the term to indiCAte, first, that all forms of learn-
ing or methods of inquiries are baseless without prior experi-
ence;'secona\ that the outcomés of such inquiries might be
publicly verified and rendered continuoﬁs.with and within thé‘
totality of experience of “"a community of inguirers. . In fact,

" he states that if teachers in social communities and learning

lyohn Dewey, Philosophy of Education: Problems of Men,
(New Jersey: Littlefield, Adam & Co., 1971). p. 53.

.
-
\ ~
.
. .
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@ L , . .
N institutions, for instance, fail to posit and éxplain the
~
\\\eenﬁgzzzbq§ and continuity between the subject- matter of
geogxaphy, ecplogy, physlcs and Héthematlcs, their students

'would\BQ cerﬂalnly getting wery little 1ntelllgent under-
standing of the forces that are making human society gng,re—
ﬁqﬁe it."1 . o - N ' /

It is important to note here that ‘the notion of a
"community of inquirers" was orlglna/}y proposed by Pelrcefz
Dewey 1ntegrates and uses this 1déa in his own theory not
only to stress that the acts of both learnlng and know1ng
are. both sqcia} and experimental in character; but also,
that tbe social aspect of e#periﬁ?ntal inquiry actually

. A .
makes such inquiry "self-corréctive" and progressive.

. While he indicates that our ordinary exberience should be
regarded as a fertlle ground for all forms of know1ng and
knowledge, he, follow1ng Peirce' s/&dea of "community of .
inquirers"™, distinguishes between common—sense and scientif-
ic inquiries:3 Inquiries dealing with 'péSblems of use and

. . _
enjdyhents" might bear direct references to actual situation-
al qualities or sy@bols and systems of meanings detefhined
by individual cul@hral groﬁps'and limited communities. These
inquiries are common-sensical. Scientific inquiries, on the

other hand, deal with meanings as meanings systeématically

-
organized and related to other’'meanings. Because "meanings

' T 4
a 1 b . i3 .
%I ld ) \/ ” f

2Justus Buchler, ed., The Phllosophical Writings of
Peirce, pp. 47 ~48.

3Dewey, Logic, pp. 114-117.
{ -
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. " references to ordinary situational qualities,

N o v

often developed for use in scientific inquirles.i

[
“p. R .

+ . N\
.

( o« " '”.as mgazkpgs“, and as the maln concern and tool of sc1ent1f1c
4

1)

h 1nqq&r1es, need-to be, . free from sentimental atxachments and
#

it follows,

5 . * 9

"~ § in Dewey's view, that new systens 2f syvmbol-meanings related

, . t . , . ,
b together on the basis of "language semantic coherence,"” are

>
The use

« - of such “sympol—meaﬁings" -~ exemplified in mathewatics and

13 ~' »

. f R Jogic - facilitatgs thotght and enables scientific iﬁqhiryﬁ'

~

i P il 4 . . .
- L 3 to become rigorou%}y systematic and explanatory, or - T
, . . . .

. h Dewey emphasizes that the¢ ideational outcomes of such inquir-

k
g - o
ti . . L __
- ‘ intellectually productive, inndvative and inventive. To the

- ' extent to which an inquiry is innovative 6; reconstructive,

I

i ¢ ;es.Qﬁed to~be returned to the inclusive realm of ordinary

' -

. . roo
'experienceé for actual tests or public discourse and

»

N

- ﬂ/ﬁrlflcatlons. ' * N : ‘ !

One .might rlghgly observe that. outcomes of

P . ‘inquirer"’ s tﬂoughts are, sometlmes; not accepted

I I or valid by other inquirers; that is, until such
" ) 'supporteﬁ withjindisputable evidqueS, evidences

. . ' convincing arguments or-woncrete results éerlved

A} vy
-~
. , tests that dre public. If thls 1!&acknow1edged

e

as warranted.

5": cognitlve operatlons have ' some social under~p1nn1ngs." ‘The

- *

an

outcomes are
) Ty
in terms of

th;oughh'

!

as a general

' ,case. then we mlght be committed to accept the idea that all

'

“ acceptance of the socla&/character of our cognltlve opera-
- { LY . ‘ !
‘ “tioms wquld, however, not only imply the plausibility of
A , A ) T ‘ l .
, g’ , e R
“ ’ . t 1Ibid- '!po 1}6. '« N
+ x\%hk ' n .
. sl ' 0 .

/

”
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- .
Dewey's emphasis on the need for occasional ‘return and

L3

application' of outcomes o¢f thought as instrumental "means”
. and systematic method of control of activities of objects

» . ‘ . * . . .
withfn the’ ordinary level of experience. It might equally

% imply the éndorsement of - Dewey s claim that ouxr cobnceptual

.

. structures and idaas are worthless except as they pass into

,
actions whicherearrange .and reconstruct in some way, be it

-

.little or large, the world im which we live."1,

i

e

.3

a

\N;ﬁewey actually intends his emphasis on the social

character of . cognitive operations and on the, need Tor' ) h

occas1onal return of the outcomes of conceptual operations

o

- of thought: to the ordinary level of experience to show that .

A
-

it is the tdétality of experience of "a community of/}nquir-
n\s?p 2
ers which is experimental ccording to Sandra Rosenthal

- e -

. ¢
<

Dewey appeals to Bcience only as "a normative stance" in
order to show that "the gpal of all thought is ‘'to enrich

the meaning of everyday life-world'."3 For him, it‘really a
1'? - .~ ’ ' N ' ’
appears that, just as the validity of scieptific theories Ey
- . A
and pracﬁices is found through their corresponding agreements

and unions in actual systematic experiments, so also _the.
validity of our reflective conceptions and epistemic theories
is found through their corresponding agreements and union
w1th our actual life- experiences. In bxief, Dewey sees our

&

t

‘;‘:g , ¢;Scheffler, Four Pragmatists, p. 202. . 3\\\J

2sandra B. Rosenthal, "John Dew!y. From the Phenomenol-
. ogy of Knowledge to Experience As Experimental, "Philosophy
Today 22.1 (Spring 1978): 44.

S
31bid., p. 43. .

“
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everyday experience as the interactive medium: where the unjion

of our reflective Lipiuixive)'conceptions.and life-practices-
are experimentally effected in order to enhance the general
growth ,of. our knowledge and enrich both the meanings and

-

qualities of our values. ,In his own words:
The pattern supplied by scientific knowing shows that
+..it is possible for experience, in becoming genuinely
experimental,- to develop its own regulative ideas and
standards... .The conclusion is a.goed omen for the
possibility rof achieving in larger, more humane and
liberal fields a similar transformation...without
either being false to actual experience or being
compelled to explain away the values dearest to the ‘
heart of man.

hd -

ascrlptlon of szc;al and experlmental characters’

L) 8

to the totallty of our experience might, to:some extent, be

n

accepted as,plausxble. ﬂowever, there appears‘to be A["
relevant cognitive factor either overlooked,‘or m;spleced-by
Dewey, while stressing the need for retern and ve:ificafiop
of our conceptuel structures\withih tHe laréer fra;eﬂwofk of

ordinafy experience. For instance, how could-the validity
of a priorid knowledge depénd on the inclusive structure of

'
expenience? How could pure mathemaglcs, normatlve ethics"or

" . °
moral theories derive and fit into such a-contipuum of -

experience which, be?ﬁg characteéristically experimeptal, seems

to embody operative norms that are mainly probable?

f. In answering this objection, Dewey might argue thet

o

) the "independence of all scientific objects", or meanings

from the continuum of ordinary experience is "equivalent to

[£]

1Dewey, Qdést for Certainty, p:’107;

v ¢ e
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their geherailpharacter“ or freedom "from rest;iction to
conditions which present themselves at particular timgs'7
and placés."1 In fact, he asserts that the‘'unconditional
character of séieﬁtiﬁic generélizations>ana abstract con-
ceptions are often “c?nfused’with the doctrine'that thay
have no reference to actual existential occasions."2 iThis
should not, however, be regarded as the case. for, as ‘
3exper1mental inquiries generally indicate, there are exten-

sive functional connectlong/between all categorles of thought
scientific spbjectjmatter or system of meanlngsé‘ If this ' is
the case, then it would seem plausible to admit that the
ce;ta;nty of a priori knowledge might be’de;ived and ésserted
within the-mgdium of.Qbstfact thought; that is, depénding on

the logicai'coheréncé'of the concebtions leading to such

. knowledge. If it is nevertheless realized that ascriptions
. . *

of certainty to a priori knowledge often take place with-
/dn discursive contexts involving the community of inquirers,

one would equally concede that “"a priori” does not designate
' Co : . . ‘
the hypostatization of abstract generalizations of thought.

Dewey actually claims that we cannot-rightly hypostatize

—~

"thought" or the abstract geﬁeralizations}of thouéht

[ - . / . . ) By
because the functional connections found within the
system of meanings equally extend to the less systematic

*.

~

1Dewéy, Logic, p. 117.

- 21p14. : . Co-
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aspects of our life-activities.1 The abstract generaliza-

tionsuof thought appear to be intermediate and functional

. «
within the inclusive continuum of .ocrdinary experience and
é
live-situations.

The acceptance of extensive functional~connections

‘between rationai and empirical subject-matter by naturay'

7

scientists really marks the overdue recognition of the same

K

fact in speculative philosophy.g Once these functignal-
connections are recbgnized, then éxperiﬁental inquiry might

be seen as essentially self-corrective: It always aims at
‘ . . i . , g . . N
reorganization and unification of disconnected objects within

- 7 ’

indeterminate cognitive contexts or problematic situations.

$ vy

a

:\\ Toward such,unificﬁtion, "thought” and conceptual objects of
. \ ‘

thoughp‘haVé more of intermediate but, necessarily, directive
"and leading roles. And, in fact, some of Dewey's contempor-

+ aries endorsed. this idea of "self-correctiveness” and "union"

»

which experimental inquiries Bring about betwegen theories
and practicqé. _According to Joseph Ratner:

The progress of physics from Galilio and Newton to
' ...Einstein is the progress of effecting complete
integration of experimental findings and-mathematical
formulations, by bringing the .latter under the control
‘ ) of the former.?2 - : .

: © This union indicates -that 1logical ahtondmy of the subject- °

matter of mathematics and physics does not, in the least,

obstruct the functional connections 'and continuity between

LY

11bid., pp. 530-531.

1Y

2Ratper? Intelligence in the Modern World, pp. 110-111.

R \ . ® : ' . B «
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mathematical stru¢tures and those of physics. Ratnet

actually explained these functional connections and the self- .

»

correctiveness of experimental inquiry in terms of social '

divisions of labour: L

“ ' s
The problems of the theoretician arxe determined by
results obtained in the laboratory and the solutions
of the theoretician have to sclve these problems. !

The fact that eventual solutions of actual problems within |

cognitive contexts and experiential situations in general

3

are often achieved through many trials and errors particu-
-

larly evinces the self-correctiveness of experimental

inquiries. ) "

’ L]
-

In view of the social character and the self-correctiQe-
‘ness of experimental inégiries, we might‘accept the generall
applicability of the experimental method in all inquiries .
conducted within the wider field of human :life. : This is
particularly the case since thé pfospects of qpplicaﬁion of "

the experiﬁ ntal method enliven expectations not only of

similar cog ive growth and enrichment of meanings as. found

-~

in the physical sciencesnbut also of the .general enhance-

' ‘

ment of the\qualities'of all our empirical values. According

~

to Hans Reichénbach, however, the introduction of the exper-
imental method of inquiry in the natural sciences only show

"that scientific theories can never 'be considered as abso-

1

lutely true."2" The need for the experimental phase of inquiry’

~

«

’

1Ratner, Intelligence in the Modefn'World, p. 111~ '

2Hans Reichenbach, "Dewey's Theory of Science,” In
The Philosophy Q; John Dewey, Edited By Paul-“A. Schilpp, .
pp. 182-184. ' .

+
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arises in the natural sciences because sc1ent1f1c reasonings
r N -~ .

alone are-”hypothetlco—deduqtlve. Both the progress of such

_reasonings and. the validity of their outcomes appear, .in this

. ] _
case, to depend on their constant references or return and

- . ) ) ..r : . . \'
verifications within.the continuum of ordinary experience.

In other words, while Reichenbach applauds the idea of

connectedness and continuity-posited, by Dewey, between

. scientific theories and practibes, he rejects the compara-- .

.

phy51cal sciences does not show that the same method is

»

tive analogy which suggests the abplicability of the
experimental method especially in moral and ethical realms.
Following Reichenbaéﬁ; one might rightly object that

the successful appllcatlon of the~exper1mental method in the

*
.

equally appllcable in moral and ‘ethical dlsc1p11nq/\
Since there are, up t111 ‘now, no such things as "intersubjéc;
tive'properties,‘ it appears that we cannot possxbly experi-

ment or engage in public tests and demonstrations with

»

intangible objects and s jective properties which consti- ,

tute the subject-ma f esthetits, ethics and morals. ".To

T

_posit a comparative aﬁalogy b¥tween the methods.of inquiry

‘applied in physical and ethical realms might, quite mis-.

leadingly, confuse dhq blur the fundamental differences and

cruqialvdistinctions which philosophic tradition rightly

‘maae between subject-matter which bears references to purely °

‘ AN
l1bida., pp.-178-181. -
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suoject'ye‘or objective aspects of life.l &~ .
/4§‘reply,to this objection,gbewey might contend thet
whe ever the "execution of exlstentlal operations" isg
.directed and controlled by 1deas "in which ratLoc1nation‘
//te;minates“g then‘the'poeeible application of the experi—'

/  mental method or ‘the functional umions of theories and

C, . .
practices could be achieved.? In fact, he indicates that

©
~

extenstve'functional connectione between«ou; private and
public, ihnei, outet and social .lives aré eXemplifie? in\thel
educative procese'which\@s continuous'thtoughout ooe's‘life.
According to him, 'eddcation ts the outstanding.means'by-"
‘which union of knowledgeﬂanﬁ values that actually wo;k'in'

. actual conduct is brou;ht about."3 {Experimentetion'} as a
methodic phase of’the‘educattte process, sighifies putting
a coherent body of ideas’ to: work" 1n order to give direction
to actual efforts made toward the acquisition of further
knowledgeﬁor the qualitative enrichment.of our 51tq9t;onal
\Qalues and life itself.A Again, “experiments' designate
'p0551b111t1es of dlscovery of new aVenues for continuous
rev151on of our cognltlve theorles and regulat;ve.prlnc1-

ples in order to meet the ;equipements of §pture chaiienges“’

and demands imposed by our natural situations or changing

3

ltbid., pp: 181, 190-192.

2Dewey; Logic, p 118.

3Dewey, Philosophy of Educatlon, p. .165.

41vid., pp. 137-138.

&
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conditions. Since it .is apparent that normative ethical

N

theoriee and merq;/pﬁactices cannot be completely isolated
. ) I
from social and pducative contexts, the plausibility, of
' ‘ . ¢

experiﬁental unibh of ethical theories and practices might
have to be acknowledged. /

N ’ .
It has to be stressed, however, that by emphasizing

future expectﬁtions and consequences of interactions, Dewey

tends, quite in ‘an equivocal manner, tovmix-up purely

\ .-

subjective and objective or purely rational ani:ommon-

~sensical subject-matter. For him there are actually nq fixed

boundaries between antecedent “knowledge which directs and
controls experfhents;..[and]...knowledge which emerges from

it.*! one might not, however, deny that prior to actual
\ . 2 * -

experiments, an “"experimenter always knows something, and in
) .

the light of this tries to find out something else.™2 1If
this is the cage, then it .appears that DeQey's uﬁﬁrecedented
v ,

emphasis on expectations and consequences might.’in effect,

constitute an erosion of the background or antecedent '
knowledge whrich is applied to direct and enhance further

\ growth of our knowledge and values. Possibilities of such

erosion might be,’nevertheleéz, removed if commensurate

emphasis is placed on antecedent knowledge as sure, ba51s fo;

further cognitive operations and on expectations and conse- -

quences as ?istin outcomes of these operations.
\ ‘ ‘v

v

e

LY - .
le. 1. Lewis, *Review: Quest for Certainty," In
Dewey and Hip Critics, Edited By Sidney Morgenbesser,
pp. 257-258- : ‘

21pid. R
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Some of Dewey's contemporaries,_;ike 'I. Lewis,
. acﬁually ppbosed his partial emphasis on future expectatiéns
aﬁd consequences. And this is paqﬁiculdrly on the ground

that answers to such questions as to 'How'iand “Why““bur '

< -

knowledge, beliefs and'cogﬁitive theories are "absolutely”

certain or hypothetical and probable might not be simply

given in the iight of future expectations and cénsequences
. ) . . . y
~ alone. Since what \is present and pastare, in as far as

they are relevant to .a case, called upon as assured.eviden-

‘ces, then we have to acknowledge that the full meanings of

¥ -

future expectations and'consequences can only be derived and
understéod'through the extensive functional links and cross-‘
references which they bear to antecedents. In fact, c.1.
Lewis asserted that, in addition to such empﬁasis which modern

philosophers placed on what is antecedent or pést and present,

Ty,

...there is needed just that continuity with human-"
ized science, just that learning of connections and
consequences of things, and just that expgrimental
method and attitude of mind, in behalf of which _
Dewey speaks.l ' .

The plausibility of Dewey's notion of “contibuity" and

/

"experimental method"™ of inquiry derives from the fact that

NS . . . .
it is the totality of our éxperience which is, in his view,

-,

experimental. He sees the experimental method as a systema-
tic way of humanizing our philosophic or pure rational
conceptions; that is, by making such conceptions useful .

within the complex situations of life. In positing the

¢

libid., p. 264. ) .
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experimental method, however, Dewey seems to have left much

, L

(room for equivocation by tying the validity of our knowledge

“«

P2

¢!

-~

cognltlve conceptlons to the future consequences ensulngﬂﬁ'w

frjom the operatlve efflca01es of such conceptlons. A brléf

analysis and appralsal of hls notlon of warranted assertx—

blllty mlght subsequently, serve.to enable us to determine

both the 9651t1ve and adverse 1mpllcat10ns of this. emphas1s.

.

3

: )
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PART THREE

3

WARRANTED ASSERTIBILITY, AND THE DOUBLE CHARACTER

- OF KNOWLEDGE AS A VALUE ~— ~

B Chaﬁﬁbn \Y

' h __,.;Sfra ’
DETERMINING FEATURES OF TRUTH AND VALUES OF KNOWLEDGE

¥ o,

The background of Dewey's concept of "warranted

‘ assertlbllltyt,ls found: in hlS holistic notlon of ”experl-

¢

‘ ence" ’He indicates that everything that bears direct or
indirect references and relations to the human life is -
~ L]
eiﬁé??ence Distinctions which we often make between natural

objects and events de31gnate dlStlnCthﬂS between parts of
experlence.. Where such dlstlnctlons are essentlally
epistemic, he regards them as merely functlonal or loglcal

in character. In accordande with thls view of eplstemlc

distinctions, Dewey offers warranted assertlon as an

‘alternative term for kmowledge acquired as a‘verified or .
T 1. .

xperimentally proven outconf® of inquiryl In his own words:

"When knowleége'is taken as a'generaI‘aEStract‘term related

L]

to inquiry in the abstract, it means warranted assertibility."1

Charactertization of "knowledge" as "warranted ,assertion”,
however, ralses some fundamental eplstemologlcal issues: For

instance, are thete any distinct or exp11c1t lines of demar—

caticdn between the acts of knowing and knowledge which ensues

from such acts? Are knowiﬁg (inquiry) and’knowledge, as
"'Dewey implies, so tonnected and intrinsiéally bound that the .

- one is always required in order to constitute, explain and

. lDewey, Lpogic, p. 9.
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renderf:he other comprehensible, or warrantedly assertible?

A

The idea of "warranted assertibility”, as it appears 'in the
latter case, involves a denial of the possibilities of
*immediate éelf-eQident‘knowledge' - a possibility

‘-
commonly accepted by modern phllosqphers. »As opposei to

: this possibility, Dewey actuallynasserts that knowledge "is
in every case connected with inquiry."l For him, it
appe;rs that'every piece of knowledge has to be experi-
mentally or discursively verified in brder to be regarded
as valid or warrantedly assertible. N

In explaining the idea of.”warranted assertibility”,
Dewey emphasizeé that, aXthough theré are cognitivewand‘nonﬁ

A

) " cognitive objects or ends and values in our natural

, ' - .
situations and lived-experiences, "knowledge" as such can

-  never be trightly characterized as” "immediate" and "self-
evident"” at the same time: "No knoﬁledge ig/ever merely o
" ‘ immediate."2 This is because there aré angtecedent
conditions and eventual consequences which leéd to

knowledge, or derive as results of its subsequent

- . . ) - u -
application. ‘ '

__Follqwing' the modern philosophic convention which

‘ascribed "self-evidence"” to some forms of immediate knowl-
. " : ‘\Wb ) Al
edge, it appears that if every piece of knowledge ié to be

L}

}/M verified and justified through inquiry, then’no knowledge

" . ¢ . . . ) 'E
.- "1John Dewey, "Proposition, Warranted Assertibility and
- Truth," In Dewey and His Critlcs, Ed%}ed By Sidney Morgen-
" . besser, p. 271. -

2pewey, Experience and Nature, p. 322; Logic, p. 139.
. e . toe

S
£20



- halt the infinite regress of cognitive‘justificgtions?

-of ambiguous {ircularity.
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would ever have an ultimate cognitive base or assured

cognitive grounding. The chain of JustlflcatlJns and ex-

Py’

perimentaf verifications might, on the one hand, be

regressive and infinitely codtinuous; or}\on the other hand,

~

-

'such a chain might become ambiguous and unacceptably,

circular. The question here is, if the possibility of

immediate self-e¥ident knowledge is rejected, how do we

4

-

And if such regress does not need to be permanently halted, ~ °
as Dewey seems to indicate, how do we find the assured
cognitive criterion to measure the validity and ensure the;

truth of knowledge without being involved in the dilemma

-3

-

Since “Dewey has, .in unequivocal terms, denied the )

. 8
possibility of immediate self-evident knowledge, it is

or

-

necessary, in this ‘final paqt of our analysis to elicit from‘
him, Qhat really congtitutes the criterion for knowledge.
Toward thlS alm, it g important, first, to.diffuse the
doctr1na{ mystery which surrounds thezconvenslonal 1dea

of immediate knowledge. Second, since Dewey insists Qn
connections and contiﬁuity between our knowledge and

valugs, a brief appfaisal and critical evaluation of his
qonception of kinds and criteria for values might, in.

efféct, provide significant pointer tozthe‘degree‘of‘empha-

sis he places on knowing and knowledge as ends or values in

themselves, and as functional “"means"™ to other ends.
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~

¢ Dewey's disparagement of the idea of immediate s¢lf-

« *

evident knowledge is actually based on the assumption thxt .

tﬂere‘are two irrefucible factors among our cognitive

- P .
qendltxons which, belng antecedent, yield extensive influences
\

'on all our cognitive efforts and conceptlons of cognitive

o L
ends and means. These factors are "mind which is the centre
' . * ’ '

of thewprocess of ‘experiencing and the natural world which

.

is exegriencedfl Complete isolation of these factors from
each other appears as unwa;ranted and as an indirect denial
of the extensive COntlﬂUlt; between the acts of knowing and
knowledge wh'ich ensues from sqch acts.2 The outcome of ;hls
denial is dogmatic; dogmafic in the sense thét the idea of
immediate kpowledge tends,to cut-short the furtherance of
1nqu1r¥§1nto the objects of knowledge.

’
.«

It mlghglbe stressed here that "knowledge", by its very

_nature and def'initiows, and as distinct from mere conjectures

_or relative individual'opinions,\is commonly regarded as

|l .
"true”. Grg:ted, in this case, that both knowledge and our .

A d

imaginary conjectutes or relative opinions generally involve.

/- some elements‘of human_ﬁeiief and understanding, it would

*

appear that some measure of investigatige.probe is always
Q

i . ~
' o { X . ¢
»

. . . -
1Deweyfﬁ§:perience and Nature, p. 24. '

21t is observed in Bart One that the operations of the
mind are always secondary within the sequential order of
events in our life and natural situations. From this, it
follows that we cannot, without some contradictions, assert
that “knowledge" which is in part,. at least, derived, from
these secondary operatlons is immediate rather than a
mediated product of inquiry. .
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required in order to prove the *"truth® or vqlidity of -
knowlodgg. Following this kind of reésoning,,tﬁe

possibility of 1mmed}ate self vevident knowledge might. be

&

Y

.+ completely ruled ou% In fact, modern,phllosophers 11ke<

. Descartes and John Locke acknowledged that relat4ve oplnlon,

F3
mere conjecture or "lucky guess should not count: as kn0wl-

-
.

edge:;" they nevertheless empha31zed the possibility of |
immediate knowledge.l For them "clear and distinct ideas"
- appear to be the main factors in determining the truth of

knowledge and, in particular, the warrant of immediate

i

knowledge. «

Both Déscartes and Locke were, as a matter of fact,

concerned with the source or actual base for clear and

~

distinct ideas: 1Is such a base material and empirical or

immaterial, intuitive and purely intellectual? To resolve

.

J

this problem, Descartes indicated that clear and distinct
ideas are innate, self-assertible and self-explanatory objects

4 that are accessible through our intuiﬁ”ion‘alone.2 Unlike \

2

lpaul Edwards, ed., The Encyclopedia of Philosophy

8 vols., 1972, s.v. "Knowledge and Belief," By Anthony
Quinton. .

. - .
27he fact that Descartes was able to discover the

actuality of his thinking "self" through his personal
doubts was interpreted, by him, as a prove that clear and

\ distinct ideas derived from intuition or pure reason embody
perfect certainty. He, in this case, apparently qverlooked
the transversal character of our mind-body operations by
positing the primacy of mind over matter, reason over
experience, or subjective over the objective aspects of our
life and natural situations. See: Descartes: Discourse on
Method and Meditations, Translated By F.E. Sutcliffe,
(Middelsex, England: Penguinhe Books Ltd., 1968), pp. 43-47;
132.
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Descartes, however, Locke recognized- the importance of con-

jugate mind-body operations in making qognitipn itself poss-

N ‘\
ible. He rejected the Cartesian doctrine of innate ideas:

and,“instébh, asserted that the mind generally acquires

"simple ideas" through reflective oper@tions and through the

"motor activities™ of our senses. Although he used "experi-

' ence” as the appropriate background for all knowledge, he

nevertgeless uphelg the concept of "self-evidence™ and sglf;
asgertibility of these simple ideas derived from expe;ieqce.l.
In fact, Locke generally tends to support the rgtiodalistic
theory which’ indicates that thére are impassab\ilparfiers

between sense objects which are "particular and” transient,

e

3 “ N Y
and objects which‘are permanent and have identical ultimate

<

'constitution' or structure.'2

rejecting the éonéept;on of -immediate knowledge,

N . . ) 4
exemplified in Cartesian and Lockean epistemologies, Dewey

argues that modern philosophers have misconstrued ”imme&iate

— \

oo \ )
apprehension" of already existent objects and ideas as a fbrm

of knowledge.‘%He indicates, as a matter of fact, that,
...there are conceptual and‘objects of perceptual
experience which have been so instituted -and.-confirmed
in the course of different inquiries, that it would be "
a waste of time...to make- them objects of ‘investigation
before proceeding to make -use of them. This immediate
use of objects known in consequence of previous media-
tion is really confused with immediate knowledge.3

L}

.

ljohn Locke, "An Essay Concerning'Human Understanding, "
In The English Philosophers: From Bacon to Mill, Edited By
Edwin A. Burtt, pp. 2%0 & 266.

2pewey, Logic, pp. 146-147. ~
31bid., p. 170.



. @

(3

-

-

'To diffuse the puzzle surrounaiﬁg the concept of ‘immediate"
. . - . 4

»

khé&ledge, therefore, he distinguishes betwegen mere
apprehen51on and yarranted éssertioq”

"Apprehé#;ion', for Déwey. désignates gense percep=
tlon or 1ntellectual grasp of objects w1thout questlonlng.1
Taken as a general .term, apprehen51on‘ might ac;ually
involve cifﬁgT\and=already deyeioped habits,‘or objects of

prior experience and "acquaintance® as well ‘as recognition

of "mediated conc'lusions=d'rawrrfrom‘them."2 Both familiar
T

and unfamiliar objects could, as a matter of fact, be
'immediately apprehended. Since prior experienée is appar-

" ently always involvéd in interpretation, even of unfagmiliar

objects, 1t appears that ) ' " ‘
...1mmed1ate apprehen51on of an object or event is
no more identical with knowledge in the logical
sense required than is immediate understanding or
COmprehenS}on of meanlng.

The fact that an object or conception is dlrectly apprehend-

ed or taken and used does not, in other words, indicete

‘that the object is both selffevideht and, at the same time,

immediately known. Rather, it shows that the object er

conception might be relevant and evidential in further

g
* —
] t

libid., p. 143.

- %

21bid., See also: Experience and Nature, pp. 328-330.

3Ib1d p. 144. - \ o l
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inquiry directed “toward knowledge” or justified assertion.l

. In-view of the fact that experiences are had before
they are actually cognized, we might admit that the ascrip-,
tion of self-evidence to "direct app:ehension" designated

”

as immediate knowledge by modern philosophefs,‘is mislead-
/:

'ing. Immediate apprehension couild obviously involve some

, ® \
elements of cognition; but, to accept the possibility of

"iﬁmediate self-evident knowledgé; would,;it_segms, involve

& denial of the indispenséble reievances of investigative
contexts or interactive situations in‘making true knowlgdge
of objgcts'poss;blé., Dewey actually indicate; tha;, Qﬂere
the epistemic relevanceé of inclusive @nteractive fields

are acknoyleéged, ”immgdiate-apéfehension" would appear ‘as

a précondition; but not as sure guaranfee that the apprehend-

) T~ -
ed objects are evidential to the “7&nal asggition"'to be “
reachgd‘in inquirj.2 By thisQ he implies that .there are
always antecedent objpcts and rel?tionai connections

discriminatively:sorted out, selectively evaluated and

synthesized in order to reach any warranted cognitive ..

conclusiont To posit xnowledge'as~both immediate and

"self-evident would be, in brief, to deny the importanée of

»

operations of the principle of "selective emphasis" in our
K] : . . . : - '
efforts 'toward "knowledge"” or "warranted assertion." .

.

lybidl, pp. 143-144.°

. 2Ibid., p. 144. - P,

L




Yet, it seems not only presumptuous, but equally absurd to
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o
0

It is obvious that "knowing" often involvés dis- . .

criminative -acts of evaluation: Preferential elimination

»
#

.'_ and sele&tion from among’antecedent objects .or,conceptions

kl

whose evi ntial relevances appear to be basically pertin-

ent and indispensable in reaching a warranted conclusion

"
-

‘ for an on-going inquiry are generally unavoidable in’'reflec-
3 hd N J - & , . .

tive inquiry itself. In Déwey's-own words : "Seleective

~

emphasis, choice, is ‘inevitable whenever reflection occurs."l

P

wFe 0

'

"assert that antecedent objeEts or' cognitive conceptions

1

3 ' . '
_derived om such objects must have been verified and proven
. A

- through stlinquiries before being used as dependable

.
. °

evidences in an on-going'inquiry.; Wherev”A“ ié, for
iﬂstance, obferved as an impoxtant evidence in inquiry, it
Aappears that any attempt to justify "A" before using it as
‘
an evidence miéht lead‘;egressiéeiy to A;, Ay, A3, and so
6n, to infinity; that is, withouf'any warfantable coéni—
tive base in sight. In other words, there arises.the need

to halt the infinite regress of ¢ognitive justifications

. and, thereby, to give knowledge itself assured cognitive

- backgtound. In derogating the idea of "self-evidence”

which-philosophic convention attached to "immediate.-know]l--

edge®”, Dewey actually tends to dverlod‘ the Qossib;exregress

,of cognitive just&fiéations. ' .

lpewey, Experience and Nature, p.al. .
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According to Anthony Quinton, the desperate need to
halt the infinite regress of cognitive justifications has

led many philosophers to admit the possibility' of "immedi-
c, _ . )
ate self-evident knowledge":

- . -

Philasophers have fastened on two forms ofxintuitiv;‘
- ‘ knowledge which...can terminate the regress of justi-

‘ . fication. First, there are self-evident necessary
truths, and second, there are basic contingent state-
) ments immediately justified by experiences they report
‘ and not dependent on the support of any further stable
item of knowledge.

Dewey himself acknowledges ‘that there are some plausible

v

or suppertive grounds for ascribiné*"self—evidence" to
intuitive and ostensive .forms from immediate apprehension.

’ He, on the other hand, explains that what is self-evident .

7/

is the meaning of apprehended objects:
To say that it is self-evident means that one who
reflects upon it in the meaning system of which it
[objects] is a member will apprehend its meaning in
that relation - exactly as one might apprehend the -
meaning, say, of empirical proposition 'that ribbon
is blue'...[The]...theoretical interpretation ofqg,
ed

the significance of the meaning directly apprehe
is far from self-evident.?2

Rather than dwell on the problems of "infinite regress"”
which might, however, 'result from the attempt to justify >
the significance of eVéry "meanings directly apprehended, "

Dewey, for some arbitrary reasons, avoided these problems.

As a matter of fact, he prefers to look not to the past, .

-
ol . - »

| lpaul Edwards, ed., Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 8 vols.,
% . . 1972, s.v. "Knowledge and Belief," By Anthony Quinton.

2Dewey,' Logic, p. 156.
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: but to the future for the Qarrant of these meanings. For
“him, the‘prediptable efficacies and eventual conscquunces
which derive from purposgfui application of {hese meénlngs
 within c9mplex cognitivelcgntexts are what actually'vefify
and validate the significances attached to these,méaningg
:as "warranted'assertions.” Against éhis partial emphasis
on the future, one might object that Dewey has left

-

"knowledge" without unequivocal basis.

N

. in answer to this objection, Dewey'might s{réss that
the essential qualities or intrinsic values of things, in-
;)uding knhowledge, can only be disclosed and cognized through
their functional efficacies or extrinsic values. 1In his

. own words:
The common assumption that there is a sharp separa-
tion between things, on the.one hand, as useful, and
on the other hand, as intrinsically good...does not
in any case, state a self-evident truth.
In other.words, he implies that all for&s of knowledge are
derived and verified through complex situational inter-
actioné of antecedent objects: Thét.there are indispen-
sable connections between things in themselves and the
operative efficacies of things is evinced in'our conceptions
f ' 6f ijects as "causes" in some instances,‘ and as causative

effects or codéequences in others. Following Dewey, it

appears that, if the meanings of immediately apprehended

I

» ' N .
.

lpewey, "Proposition of Appraisal," In An Introduction
3 to Philosophical Inquiry, Edited ByJoseph Margolis, p. 876.
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. l causes oEbnatural ends are posited as "self-evident”,

,that is, as knowledge derived without the mediation of
' /

situational interactions,‘qthér relations and significances

_of tﬁe objects in question might never be discovered. In
fact, both‘proximate and‘opposing‘é;ds to the one in .ques-
tion would require to be similarly treated as "self- b
s evident". ;gain, if it is realized that, to fix antecedent

’ natural causes 6: "means” as "ultimately necessary" or

S "self-evident"” might equally require the fixing of their
r -

!

@ eventual consequences, then we might admit that it is al-
ready familiar cognitive ends which are comparatively sorted

out, selected and used as interactive means toward other

4 . . s - (/\
purposive ends or ends-in-view. ¢ AN
. )

The fact, for Dewey, is that already proven knowledge

might be immediately apprehended, selected and used as the

background for further inquifies. Really, that there are

soﬂg elements of contrasts and comparisons or selective
< . !
\ N . : (3 - 3 k]
bias involved in our reflective operations appears to be. a

v

. truism. For as Dewey himself indicates:

Selective emphasis, with accompanying omission and
rejection, is the heart beat of mental life. To
object to the operation is to discard all thinking
...[In)...ordinary matters, we always retain the
sense that the material chosen is-selected for a
purpose; there is no idea of denying what is left
out, for what is omitted is merely that which isjabt
relev?nt to the éFrticular problem or purpose, in”
hand. -~ .

\

;Dewey. Experience and Nature, p. 25.




~system. In brief7 the ascription of ab
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He appeals to matters of ordinary-experience;‘in this case,

A

'to stress the need not only for open and candid stipulation

1)

of "how" the initial selections of data for more systematic

inquiries are made. For him, the need to follow out both

the functions and eventual consequences .Qf these selections

in unambiguous and open fashion appears necessary in order

- €

.to show other inquirers "why" and "how" the eventwal.conclu-

sions are reached. Where the elements of selective bias

involved in cognitive~operat%gg$ are openly derogated and,

at tﬁe same time, concealedjwithin a methodic system of
knowing, the ways are artifficially or dogmatically blocked

for other inquirers who mi

priateness of the selecti
lute "self-

evidence”. to intutive or‘eﬁpirical forms of "immeédiate
knowledge", by modern philosophers, appears in Dewey's

VYiew as 'a typical instdnce of the "fallacy of selective .

emphasiéc, ) -

< .
By emphasizing the principle of selective emphasis,

Dewey intends to show that-already proven knowledge mighg
be continuously verified and reaffifmed through the
operations'it articulates and directs. One might observe
that by failing tg spgcify "knowledge” which has direcg
bearing on partics;ar contexts fr;h 'knowleage' derived. as
a ;esult ;E "wholﬁSale‘gene:alizations',-Dewey tends to
confuse the idea of antecedents and their eventual

P

>
4

¢

~.

emphasis involved in the | Ny

*/
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.

{\ . h consequences_.1 -For him, eventual functionings of ante- )
'ceQent existences, especially conceptual generalizations
which are the main concern of philosophic iﬁduiry, appear ’
'to,takéhp;ecedence over the objects in‘themselves. Even the
acknowlédgement‘qf releﬁant operations of selective empha-
siglseéhs in this case, to agg;avafe rather than diffuse
the ambiguity found in his emphasis on the empirical method
| ' or on actual use and functions of knowledée'as the only way
of‘verifying its validity. |
From the, coﬁnections Qosited above between causes and
tﬁeir e&entual effé%}sp it seems té fo}low that what
juspifies an& piece of knoWledge is, in part atﬁ}east, the
opera%ions of antécedent existences, that is,'inqluding the
systematic or ordered efforts of the knowing subject. C.I.
Lewis rightly stressed that while knowledge might bear
significént reférénc§s to future’jhpectations and éyentual
N functions Br consequences, "at e@ery-mément, the validity
- / it as kn‘yledge ?epénds upon the pastu'.or upon wgat is
antgcedent and immediately presént.2 Subseéuen£ verifica-
tions of the Qarrant of such knowledge by other inquirers,
as Dewey indicates, might "depend on the.coqtinuous fulfil-
ment_ of the functions which constitute the reasons for its.

5 )
initial acceptance as a "warranted assertion." For instance,

3

lsmith, Purpose and Thought, p. 149. —

: 2c.1. Lewis, “Review: Quest for Certainty,” 'In Dewei
- i and His Critics, Edited By Sidney Morgenbesser, pp. 257-258.
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'initial warrant for. the‘general‘aégertion, "all men are

mbr_al:L\Tight be based on the fact that none of the first

v

n inhqpitants of the earth was still alive in Plato's
era. The validity of this generél principle would, never-
theless, be continuouély verified, reaffirmed or, even,

readjusted in the contemporary scientific era; that is
h . ' i .
depending on whether the contempqrary mamscontinues to die

qffter a span of life.

~
N h

Dewey might claim that acceptance of his partial

emphasis on eventual functioning of antecedent objects and

-
-

causative consequences that are disclosed through such

§

functions would free us from erroneous asc¢ription of

¢

primacy and.ubiquity to abstract generalizations. While

this claim apparently shows that his main concern is to
\ -

propose a method that is rid of the mistakes of philosophic

systems inclined toward arbitrariness and dogmatism, his

partial emphasis onlevent%al‘functioqs agd_conseqqences_
appears to be Quite»unsatisfactory. This is simp%y be-

e the intrinsic gdality and value of our abstract 3
geheralizations or of "knowledge” as a warranted conclu-
sion of prior'inqu;}ies cgnnot be, identified with the

. functions or extrinsic vglues of the.same knoﬁledge éither\
as a mgihod or relevant "means" to other énds. since
Dewey hiﬁ%elf‘ackhéwledges that "knowledge” is a kind of

value, a brief appraisal of his- concept of kinds and

criteria for vaglues might enable us to elicit what he

e,

L : - ~,
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3 J | . . ,

regards as. the.criterion for knowlédge. Finally, we
. .

.-might also determine the advefse implications of func-

tional connections which he pdsited betweég*rnowing and
knoﬁledge.
The Criteria for Values:

8 r
From the common-sensical point of view, one might

rightly designate ewverything found in_the natural world

as a.value. Dewey himself acknowledgeg this; for, in his .
‘ - P

own words: . ‘ .

Values are values, things immediately having certain
intrinsi¢ qualities. Of them as values, there is
.. .[however]...nothing to be said....All that can be
said of them concerns tHeir generative conditions
and copsequences to which they give rise.l ‘a
In the light of this assertion, one might rightly admit
LT e

[}

that generative conditions and eventual -consequences are

re;evanf mostly to our concéptions of values, .not to the

‘values in themselves. Since things have intrinsic differ-

~ 4

ences which are, sometimes, dgrasped on immediate Eontact
with them, an imﬁortant issue nevertheless arises against
the latter part of Dewey's, assertion: How do we recognize .
and even distinguisp,oné kind of‘value from'anpther merely
on immgdiate contact; that is, without references to |
generative conditions and eventué; consequences‘of these
vy;lues?

Dewey actualgy anticipatés this issue. * He answers

" lpewey, Experience.and Nature, p. .396.
¢ ¢

ATy

¢ 4 (
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it by indicating that it is the extrinsic qualities of
thiqgs which have direct affective impacts on us. ~In his

own words: o .

Values of some sort or other...occur whenever any
object is welcome and lingered Qver; whenever it
arouses aversion and protest; even though the
lingering be but. momentary and the aversion a
passing glance toward something else.1 .

g

“eow/

., While it might be derived from this a§sextion\fhat\}here

are mahy kinds of values, another important qdestion is
also raised: 1Is it the e#periencing subject who, influ- ’
ehcg@ by his sippatié;al de;ireshor needs and pargial
iatefests, determines both the kindsLand the criteria for .
» these kinds of valueé? Or, on the‘othé} hand, are thefé
fgﬁe u;timfte and ulterior criteria which the subject shonid
strive to achieve irrespective of his developed habits,
’situa?ional influences or past and‘preéent dispositions?
Following ‘Dewey, it appears that éhere are two main

kinds of values. First, there are objects of immediate
experience which are directly had without prior reflect;ons
about .them. uDewey gésigna;es these objects as “casual
valugs.” Because'cont;ct§ between thé apprehending sSbject
and value-obj€écts, in this case, are merely aécidental, hé

holds that casual values cannot be regarded as values par

- »

) excel;;ence.2 As a matter of fact, such values might be

’
)

l11bid., p. 400. .

2Dewey, Qggét for Certainty, p.  258.

=]
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A

momentarily appreciated liked, enjoyed or, éven, desired
by the apprehendlng suRJect but casual enjoyments are,
also, oftenQregretted and detested 'in the long run.., If

o ‘u

this is the 'case, then the conclus;ve feeling of enjoyment

C A .8
. - _
. or satisfactign of immediate desires with values that appear
. - l\: . -
" ' to be casual and unreflected would have to be generally

rejected as a possible criterion for values.:

y{ N ) & . ) = ’ -

' , Second, as distinct from casual values, there are

objects deliberately sought, reflectively aqalységi re-
Y SR ' ! . ' ' :
: structur or intentionally constructed by us. Dewey re-
- I | ﬂf, o .‘
s gards’fﬁ;se objects as "cultivated values". He asserts,

v e ' matter—Sf-factly, that,
‘ . [ men' s} constant and 1nescapab1e concern is with
L achievement and frustration, good and bad. Since’

o ’ we aré creatures with lives to live, and find
ourselves within an uncertain environment, we are ,

. > ' constructed to note and judge,in terms bearlng
. -~ upon weal and woe - upon value.
L. Values in general might be regarded merely as values; for
¢ o

. there are, in some instances, neither intrinsic nqr
apparent extrinsic differences-to be found between casual

. . )
and cultivated values. Objects involved.gpleach case often

-

appear to be no more valuable than the other. However,

. cbnsidering that critical judgement or "thought" and

.

“knowledge"“are‘facforb traditionally regarded as essential

constituengs of the criteria for yalues, a fundamental

dlfference might appear between the two kinds of values. Dewey

v

sees thlsidlfference as one constltuted g§\$he varlous ways

: - lpia., pp."259 & 264.
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through which these values are acéuired: . With knowleége
of gen;rative‘,ondition;: of eVenEual effects and after-
effects of value-objects on our environing conditions, we
can possibly secure, regulate, or controlyandiagpreciate.
such objects more for what they are. Uniike casual values
which are liked and desired just for the momentary satis- -
faction they give, cultivated values which are mediated by
thought ;nd knowlédge appear as values par excellence.
They designate objects that are n;t only sat;sfactory, but
continuously satisfying and desirable.

* The'*aégzrable“ appears, ih Dewey's perspective, to
have two distiqft interpfetations. First, -it deéignates
idfél models or ends—in—vie@ which emefge as resu;;szof
pre-emptive thought. It might be.sffeséed, héwever, tha£
pre—empfive‘thought or judgemeﬁts are seéon@ary within the
totality of experience: Judgeme;; grows out of interéctions
of antecedent magérials, interactions of objetts as they

Jﬂﬁgr into the general ex;;rience of thersubjeeg, blend

with his ™sensitivity and his knéwledge and funded store -~

from past experiences.“%v In line with this argumént, Déwey
&

Al

emphasizes that, what is "desirable",

\

lgtephen C. Pepper, "Some Questions on Dewey's ‘
Esthetics,™ In The Philosophy of John Dewey, Edited By
P.A. Schilpp, p. 384.

A
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..as distinct from the 'desired' does not designate
something at large or a priori. It points to.the
difference between the operation and-consequences
of unexamined and those of desires and interest that
are "products of .investigation of conditions and
consequences.

gfzen~as outcome of pre—empii&e thought or judgemént,"thg
desirable” ndt only articuléfes general’Telations and. norms
which regulate existent cqnditi&ns. ﬁost sigpificantly;

it designates coherent expectations or standards still to
be reached through the—EEtual'agzlication of these nor;E.

‘5e%ond, "the desifablef designates real objects

acquired through efforts which are purposegully directed
by fdnesight. Dewey himself insists that e§en if value-
objects, in this latter'case, are butcoTes of practicél

efforts, such efforts are uﬁifiéd(and rendered cognitive-

ly coherent by thought. In his own words : ~

[y

Values .may be connected inherently with liking
[or mere esthetic appreciation, satisfaction and
en;oyment] and yet not with every liking but only
w1th those that judgement approved after examina-
tion of relation upon which the object liked
depends. 2
By this he implies that while "thoughts" have certaind func-
tions, such as "discrimination and uhificatibn"; to perfofh
toward the constitution of our real values, the outcomes
of such £hogghts alone might not be rightly regarded as the

criteria for these values: Through thought, we might

2 N

ljoseph Margolis, An Introduction to Philosophical
Inguiry, 43 880. - .
\

2Dewey. Quest for Certainty, p.n264.‘ T

e
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discover actual and potential significances, relations

and generative'principles whicﬂ*énable us not only to secure
and:éontrol, but also to improve the qualities of our.~
valuelobjgcts and render them recgrrent. That we can pre-
scribe\rules énd idéal models to enrich and improve our
values.;bparently shows that “thought" is indispensable in

’

con tituting actuél values. Yet, if thinkiﬁg. as 5ewey s
inoN tes,-"arises only when and where antecedent values'
-?re at stake",! then such rules and ideal models cannot

be prgperly designated as the criteria for values. .In,'
bfief, since materials thch evoke thought are pfteh found

. ™ . » '
within conditions which occasjonally difffer and become un-

stable, i£ appears tbét.the a;;;;;riate ¢riteria for values
would ohly~gg\found through critical judgement or inquiry ‘{
into such cqnditions which integrate conéretg onects as
well as our desires, wants and vital interests.’

From the foregoing, it might be concluded that‘for
the outtohes 6f tﬁought or-criticél judgement to be re-
garded as pertinent and valid, they have to bear reférences
to qualitative conditions. Indeed, Deyey indicates that a&
critical judgements about values have to bear close-refer-

ences and vary with conditions which evoke and sustain

them:

lreldman, The Philposophy of John Dewey, p. 93.

‘
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Y
Judgements about values are Judgements about condl—
tions and results of experienced ob]ects, Judgements
about that which should reQulate ‘the formation of .our
desires,. affections and enjoyments. For whatever
decides their formatlpn will determine  the main course
of conduct, personal "ahd social. ) L

if it is realized‘thai the quicomes oﬂﬁaéhought” or judicial

inquiry have 1ntermed1afy or differential and dlrectlve roles

~ e = o

to play in constltutlng our real values, then the idea of
ulterior or uiﬁtmate criteria for value54 advecated‘by Teny
traditional and modern philoSophers: would haQe to be com-
pie;ely rejected.: Rather, the criteria for valués would

be seen as outcomes of inquiry into varijgaile conditions,
outcomes which integrate both our past and pre:;nf expefi-

ences, or theoretlcal and practlcal efforts into cogni-

tlveﬁg coherent wholes. For Dewey, it seems that these
- .

coherent wholes could 9e, subsequently, modified not only

[y

. to correspond, check, and effectively harmonize unstable

conditions, butalso to enrich and enhance the harmony of

" our future qualitative experiences. Gn'fact, he holds

-

that there is neither single nor any ultimate criteria for

\

our real values. _— N

Both the denial of single or ultimate criteria for

values and the ascription of intermediary roles to norma-

.

tive relations and principles derived through "thought"
and inqdiry really evince Dewey's concern for retaining

“

%Dewey, Quest for Certainty} p. 2653.

>
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" the primacy and integrity of complex conditions or

-situations in which values, valuation and evaluative

iﬁduiries occur. By implying the interdependence of our
conditional needs, desires or emotive choices and reflec-
tive iudgementé about values, he seems to have, however,

fallen'intq vicious circle. According to Géorge Geiger:

,if
That there is a seeming fallacy in this mutual’
interdependence of rchoices and values, desires and-
goods, is undeniablée; but it is no more of a barrier
to discussion than the scandalous circle in which
induction and deduction themselves are intertwined.
..:Even the definition of words is ordinarily
circular déspite the fact that one of the traditipnal

' rules for good definition dqnies'it.l

1

Since it might not be-denied that the same qualitative

conditions which stimulate desires might eéualiy evoke and
. ~ C
sustain our cognitive interests: then the idea of circular
dontinuity between desires regulated by thought, or actual
values enhanced and controlled by kgowledge, and vice-versa,
has to be acknowledged as plausible. .In brief, for the”
outcomes of thought to be regarded as dominant and effec-

v
tive factors in controlling our desires and values, these

‘ideational results have to be tested and measured in terms

<

of their actual functions or of the harmony which the¥ bring

‘ ;ﬂ\\ -t
to the prevailing qualitative conditions. " M~
. N

A

*The Eventual Consequences of Inquiry and the Criterion for

.
Knowledge: ) . j
- /
From the foregoing, it appears that tbe/criteria for
£
e £
//
lGeiger, John Dewey in Perspective, p. 51.




L -

136

values are constituted in complex qualitative situations .
in which antecedent objects as well as human thoughts,

tl

cognitive intérests and controlled emotive desires have

F}
2

fundamental. roles. The non-absolute characteristics ‘which
Dewey attributes to situational needs and desires are, '
.apparently, intended to indicate that the standarﬁ‘heasures
for value; are not me;ely reflective rules and pre;g;ipi
tions. Rather, they are end-results of codtrol;é& inquiry,.
: end-results which designate effective settlements,oﬁfééiual
satisfaction of situational demands.
\umﬂwwﬂffgaxw\ Since it is acknowledged fhat objects within a
gualitative situation have intrinsic and extrinsic quali-
ties as that which endear them to us as assured values, one
might, of course, rightly conclude that knowledgé, under-
stood as a form of value, Aas both intrinsic and extrinsic
or functionally affective gualities. Dewey, as a matter
* of ct, stresses the néed for recognition and,apprgciation
6f “the.distinctive value of knowledge when once it comes
into existence."! Since he, on the other hand, rejects the
idea of a single, ulgerior;“or ultimate qfiteria for values

-

in general, it appears necessary'here tq\:licif, from ﬁim,
'what really constitutes the specific criterion for knowledge:

The puzzle which surrounds Dewey's denial of "ultimate

criteria" 1is not only aggravated by his characterization

. 130hn Dew y )N\ Human Nature and Conduct: An Introduc-
tion to Social \PsysHorogy, (New York: Modern Library, 1950),
p.. 186. '
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of "criteria" as something derived. While he acknowledges
the differences in the ways often usedego derive and verify

o]
the truth of mathematical, ethical and physical forms of

knowledge, hé tends to confuse isshes by supposing that one
hight, upon occasions, "hit upon knowledge accidentally."1

. 3 ; -
6/”/f1n derogating the claim of possibilities of "immediate

~
knowledge," male by many modern philosophers, Dewey contends

that knowlédge is always a mediated product of inquiry. In N

the light\of this, he intends his idea of accidental or
éasuél knowledge ‘to indieate thqt, like casual values, such
.knowledge properly serves as sfimulus for inquiry. It sSeems
paradoxical to deny the possibility of "immediate knowledgef
and, on the other hand, to assert the idea of casual or
accidental knowledge as an apparent fact. Considering that
many claims of "“immediate certainties have turned oﬁt in

the end to B; falsé," Dewey's refusal to ascribe."selfj
evidence” to immediate knowledge would, undoubtedly, be
accepted as plausible.2 This‘refusal might be properly’' -~
ﬁnderstood as a ciear expression of his concern to avoid

the comﬁon mistake of identifying ané equating knowledge
with "real" or concrete objecfs of our primary experience,
Since objectg’of our familiar experie;ces - objects of

immediate apprehension or sense perception and intuition

>

libid.

2Smith, Purpose and Thought, p. 82.

a
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might, sometimes, appear accidentally and reassert them-
selves as thiﬁgs that are partiallykknown, Dewey's‘idea of
accidental knowledge might be gnderstood and interpreted
in terms of familiar experiences which ére, as‘yet,.unin— *
vestigated. A question would'arise here: 1If knowledge is
éuite distinct from our ordinary or familiar expef&ences
merely by being a product of reflective inquiry, how is the
value of knpwledée as knowledge distinct from its eventual
functions or motives which prescribe it as relevant "means”
to other ends? In brief, is it eveﬁfﬁal~function and motive
which serve as criterion to validate knowledge as a true

or warranted assertion? ’ ‘
.- In resolving this issue, Dewey argues that existences
tha§ are immediately given might denote concrete facts or

.

real experiences. Tﬁat "such immediate experience is not
itself cognitive" appears apparent in the fact that,‘when'
viewed from different positions or observational attitude;,
an immediate object often leads to discrepant conclusions.
As against the acceptance of d;screp;RE appearances of

objects of immediate apprehension as forms of knowledge,

Dewey rightly indicates that things are comprehensible only

when they are viewed in connection with other things. 1In

priately as problems which derive from dynamic interactions

of two or more situational agents, agents including

(53
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a

apprehended objects and the apprehending subject” Once
this is aécepted as the case, the task of knowledge- -~

"getting would be seen essentially as a process, not just

o

N ’
of explanation of mere appearances or antecedent reality,

but particularly, of effective and controlled transformation

of an entire problematic situation into a cdherent or -

r
13

‘cognitively determinate whole. ‘

/ . " The key to Dewey's cohception of inquiryﬁgr knowiedge—
getting as a process of controlled transformation of inde-
terminate situations i§ fqund in his assumption of qualité—
tively dypamic characters of ;he situations in themselves.
In line with this assumption, he implies that, in ag far
as proglems which invoke Jthouéht" and sustain inquiry
evolve from complex interactionéﬁdf situgtiodal agents,
the criteria or measures for the validity of end-results
of such inqhirigs have to be determined in terms of the
actual resolutions of the ‘situational problems. Following
him, one might rightly coﬁilude that ”kno#ledge“, taken ;s
an end-result of isquiry, is logically distinct and quite
distinguishable frém knowledge~-getting. "As against the
common philosophic conception of knowlnge as absolutely
separable from knowledge-getting, however, it . appears both
mistaken and misleading to accord the statug of knowledge
‘to untested end—results.of thought; I1f such end-results as:

‘ t, untested ‘are isoléted from relevant evidential means

"v~\1/§:z actual consequences deriving from controlled application
,f/”‘*\\\‘of these me;ns within the complex situation that evoked

~ .

\\_,/—"’—‘\

~>
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o

inquiry, these results would abpear to be oﬁ??idgﬁthe.tp-‘

tality of our natural experience.

v

Contemporary phi;psophers ho are inclined towards

naturalism would concede that the validity of knowledge

depends not just on its mere appearance as knowledge.

+ Rather, it'dépends on the actual and potential relations

of 'relevant evidential “meané?, relations which are
generally disclosed through critical evaluation of means °

as well as coﬁtrolled application of’Suqh means in order

¢ —

to effect actual settlements or determinations of given -
indeterminate’situations. According to D.C. Mathur, for

instance, - .

-

..fahy one who is very sensitive to knowledge-

getting process in"the specialized inquiries...

will realize that there is no such thing as,

- Yimmediate knowledge.' Knowledge is a matter of

achievement through the experimentally regulated

operation of inquiry. :
This implies that only when abstract conclusions

’ x" . ‘

or coherent end-results of thought are experimentally
verified and proven to be in corresponding agreement with
the actual consequences of controlled operations of selected
evidential "means"~which fund inquiry that such end-results
might be designated as ™warranted ass%Ftibns.'

The function of control of the operations of selected
_evidential *means”, of course, involves the ingredients of

lp.c. Mathur, Naturalistic Philosophers of Experience:
Studies in James, Dewey and Farber Against the Backdrop of
Husserl's Phenomenology, (St. Louis, Missouri: Warren H.
Green, Inc., 1871), p. 8%.

?
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1

*intelligence and prior cognitive experiences: It is Dewey's
contention that all codpitive inquiry and, in fact,
{all]'learning proceed from previous knowledge...
without erecting the previous knowledge into
dogma or extracted form into divine method.
Seen in the light of their epistemic relevance, not as
isolated or ontological wholes, but ‘as fuhctional aspects

of "given" situational facts, prior knowledge would apéear

as proven backgrounds for further inquiry: One might not,

cognitive experiences are never absolutely fixed in them- %

selves. As aspects of the "given"™ in an indeterminate
5

situation that evokes inquiry, it seehs indisphtable that .

previous knowledge enhances the specification of problems,

’

. the setting of ‘intentional motives and suggestion of

possible solutions for the problems of inquiry. Since prior

knowledge  actually represents only.a minute part of what
As generally regarded as "the given®, it seems odd to
asgribe the status of absoluté.critérion‘to such knowl-
edge; fhgt is, at the expense of the more indeterminaté
aépects of an entire qualitativ; situation that is given.
It mighf be stressed here fhat the general pﬁiloh

sophical connotation of "the given" is often‘ambiguopgi

\ > . .
> ‘IDarnell Rucker, "Book Review of The Philosophy of
John Dewey: A Critical Exposition of His Method, Meta-
physics and Theory of Knowledge, By Robert E. Dewey, "
Transactions of C.S. Peirce Society, 15.2 (Spring 1979):
182. : ‘

° \ N ‘
\
L]
s
\
}‘
t

o 1

. o
-~ without doubts, admit that previous knowledge or prior é?

R
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For modern rationalists and the traditional empiricists,

the "given" might represent clear and distinct ideas

grasped through our intuition and commg:jsenses respec-

"tively. According to Dewey, however:

That“which is 'given' in the strict sense of the
word 'given' is the total field or situation....To
be a-datum is to have a special function of control .
of the subject-matter. It embodies a fixation of
thé problem in a way which indicates a possible
solution. It also helps to provide evidence which
tests .the solution that is hypothetically enter-
tained.l :

By this, Dewey implies that while the relevant functioning
~5

of prior knowledge toward the specificétion of broblgms
and sugééstion of their‘possible solﬁtions reveals the
indispensable. connections bétween knowing and knowledge,
it is entire quaiitativp situations which invoke and
sustain inquiry tﬁat also conzrol "the térms of thought;.
For him, terms of thought might des{gngte diétihctions of
thé-contents of a qualitative sitﬁation; bdt it is only
the return aﬁg effective applicability of such terms to-
ward the actual resolution of gfven situational problems‘
yhiéh "is the ultimate teét of their validity" as
“warranted assertions”.Z2 ’

N From the foregqing, it appears conclusive that Dewey
intends his emphasis on qualitative situations not 6nly to
indicate that such situations always serve as loggcal

.
B
] L }

P

1Dé‘weyL Logic, p. 124.

2p.c.. Mathur, Naturaligkic Philosophies of Experience, .

p. 85. R

<%
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backgrounds for coherent epistemic theories, hypothesis,

N

or exji tential'pfopositions. Most signific;ntly,,he
'iMf?ies that while qua;itatiXely indeterminate situations
evoke apd sustain inquiry, it is the actual settlements or
tran§form§tion of such situations which serve as relevahé
-evidences or criteria to verify andealidaFe.the abstract
outcomes of thought and inquiry as-gggé knowledge or

>
» -

warranted conclusions. Two main objections might be, how-

-y
.

ever, raiséd'here'agafnst thecuse of "qualitative situations®
as determining evidences or criteria for kno&ledge. First:
in cases of inquiries appertaining to practical, eﬁpirically
public or common-sense subject-matter, the transformat{ye
role of inquiry and the use of ac%ual"transfbrmations of
"indeterminate situations as thevcriterion for ensuiqg " Si\
kriowledge ‘might be seen ascblausible. ﬁhere inquiry is;
" however, not d;rectly concerned with materials' of tangible .
magnifude‘or openly perceivable duration, but with purely
abﬁgract objects, it really becomes diffié%lt to see, in

view oﬁ.Dewey's claims, how a qualitative situation could

serve as the criterion for knowledge ensuing from such.

v
a

inquiry; : | ’ ) 1 ‘

Considerations of the proﬁer subject-matter of

con
N

inquiry in terms ;T their actual existential contents might,

of ‘course, show that an existential situation that invokes’

inquiry always.has size or temporal scope. In explaining

the unprecedented relevance which Dewey attaches to the

a
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- - "sjituation®”, however, Johh E. Smith observed that while
o »
- references to the "size or scope"” of a situation might
. ,ASeem inevitable, ~ . - !

.+.1in the end this way of"thinking...[turns out to
be]...unpromising because Dewey's way of character-
izing a situation ‘is chiefly through its quality;
the boundary of any situation turns out to be a°
matter of relevance or functional relation between
its constituents depending on the quality which

. P ' defines that situation.

By ihsisging that cognitifé situations are bound and de-

i finqd, not by their spatial and temporal scope, but

2 A

r through’certaip penJ&give gualities, Dewey actually blurs

the unbreachable gap which, in the views of many philo-

v

e _Eophers, still exists petween eméirical and purely intel-
lectual sLbject-matter. Following him, one might, in this
* * case, acgépt the plausibility of ﬁhg contention that,
" irrespective of whether subjeét—matter‘igae%istehtial or
.non-existential, perceptual or,conceptual and ;bstract,
. knpwledge;getting or inquiryfin genéral designates :;rdered
résponse tg any situation having the pervasive quality of
'béing 'iﬁdeterminate' of"prob.lematic'.2 Tﬁe determining I
eviaence or criteriofi for measuring the validity of out-
comes of such inqu}ry really appgars to depénd dﬁﬂthé

-

actual determination of the indeteérminate situation.

-’ b

4 ﬁ . l3ohn gmith,Purpose and.Thought, p. 100.

21bid., p. 101. 4 , .
. '\: . ©o '
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Secdrid, in view of the distinction which Dewey

actually makes between a qualitatively indeterminate

situation, its ‘formulated relations or logical distinctions

and its final determination as cognitively coherent or uni-
fied e)&stential whole, the plausibility of his conception
oi‘the c;iterion.for knowledge as something derivqﬁ, not
primodial,- might be granted. In faét,dhe intends this //
distinction- to show that ‘only logical and funétional Qiff-
erences reaily exist between subject—mattgr that invok;s
inquiry or discourse, "its formulation in discourse," and

its actual or eventual "articulation" as something whose

constituent parts are functionally harmonious, diskinctly
L%

‘qrdered to enhaqce possible control and, thereby, warrant-

ably assertible or known.l Ssince the qualit%tive 51tua—
tion, understood fn the light of Dewey's logie, is more:
of a ”functional‘organization" imbu;: with dynamic or
moviné qualities,'it'sgemsgquite odd to assert, on the
other hand; that such situations should .be regarded as
appropriate testing grounds as well’aS"the éritefia for.“
validity of abstract generalizations, universal pr1nc1ples
and xpconditionaljéorms of knowledge: The qualitatively
progiematic situation which invokes and sets the direction

of inquiry might, undoubtedly, lead toward abstract

generalizations. Yet, there appears a vicious circle in. .

Ip.c. Mathur, Naturalistic Philosophies of Experience,

pp. §5-86. ‘ S
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the embhasis which Dewey places on the "return“ and
experimental vVerification of abstract generallzatlons
within the initial qualltatlve situation. he cryptlc or
unclarlfled 51gn1f1cance of this empha51s by Eewey,
actually entailsvan over-all ambiguity which not only ob-
structs the general accep%ance of‘hls verlflcatlonlst‘
theory oﬁhknow1ng and knowledge. Dewey lgft the thegry‘
open and sgbjecl to‘{9lative‘in£érpretations and; there-

. . t
fere, susceptible to much criticisms. . 4;#‘?

In answering this objection, Dewey might contend thata

L

*

ensuing knowledge: 'An indeterminate situation which

since an objeéct designating an end in itself cannot serve
as its-own "means" of attainment'and'explanation, then the .

process of inquiry and-the qualitative situation wBich the

.
ot

process articulafeé have to be accepped’as indispensable,
, . .
route and determining evidence for valid kpowledge. * In
N Al / .
view of the overdapping boundaries and links which exist

o

~e

between the primary and reflective legpls of expeéerie€nce,
. .
it might be stressed that there are. circular connections

and dynamic contigﬁity between the acts of knowing and the

v" " 6
stimulates and designates inquiry or the acts of knowing \\”'w

4

is, of céurse, often followed by a Reteiminate'one that

'derlves as a resq}t’bf controlled transformation of the

A

]
fprmer. Dew gy s what fsxlndetermlnate ‘in other words,

4
as partlally matnve not only foraenriching our under-

'standlng of what'is deter@}nate; but~partﬁghlarly, for

t
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N

fostering, testing and validating the growth of our
knowleédge and values in general.1 ,
» H

\ The fact that there are dynamic continuity or growth

land circular connectidns between knowing .and knowledge or
L

“ . - phT .
between the two levels of experience is actually evinced

in the ordinary interactions involving situational objects:
< .
In knowing, for instance,*

2..£the]...primary phase of ordinary experience is
followed by the second, the intervention of systéma-
tic thinking which résults in the refined objects of
knowledge. The second phase'is followed by a third,
which is the return to the first phase, not a return
to naivete and innocence, but one which preserves the
meaning of the second within itself while returning

to the concrete immediacy of the first.
4

Dewey, it.seems, .rightly insists that relational activities
designate the effective links br no-gap connections between
the distinctive aspects .of nature and‘levels of our life-
experience. For hiﬁ, ends and means, knowledge—getting and
knowledge, or knowledgg-and valhes in éeneral often assume
;ormative postures.as-operat%onal'tools or contfasting~

evidences through which the relational meanings and

: t
significanceés oqeaach other within the totality \f‘our

experience are disclosed and enriched.- 1In his effort:to

e

explaﬂk%this normative stance which seeming opposities have

,

not only in rendering each other meaningful to us, but also

in fostering and duly checkigg each other's growth, however,
// ——
lgandra B. Rosenthal, “Jchn Dewey: From Phenomenology

of Knowledge to Experience as Experimental," Philosophy
Today 22.1 (1978): 44.

21bid.
_\ :

&
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Dewey ambiguously integrates such activities as "knowing,
A .

doing and making.”1 To the extent to which he failed to
. ‘ 1} =
distinguish-and clearly specify these processes, which are

in the light of general philosophic tradition. quite distinct

from each other, his characterization of inquiry as a re-

“

constructive process, and of kno or "warranted
assertibility” as .an end-result of suc roceSs might be
regarded as ambiguous and unsatisfactory.

Dewey's\partial émphasis on "expectations"'and use

of "future consequences", detiving from actual efforts

/

purposely aimed at fdlfilling the éxﬁectations, és the

0y

appropriate measure for the truth-0f knowledge or warranted

assertibility actually aggravate rather than diffuse the

persistent puzzle concerning the basis for kﬁowledge. In
. ,
brief, he tends, unduly, to underm;ne the ineradicable

status of antecedent objects and events, including immedi-'
ate apprehension or knowledge, as dependable background

for further knowledge; It might be, nevertheless, conceded
~ L}

to him that there is need for change from forming the ided
of knowledge and values on the basis of mere conformity to

the past to looking at the future as well.2 ‘

v
<
1

rd

lsmith, Purpose and Thought, p. 98. Dewey apparently
blurs the three-fold distinctions which traditional phild-
sdphers, like Arlstotle. commonly posited between "knowing,
doing and making," These terms, taken respectlvely to
correspond to '§01ence ethics and arts," were integrated-
and treated as r%constructlve processes by Dewey.:
AN

MZDewey, guest for Certainty, pp. 271-272. ‘3

4

!



v Chapter VI

SUMMARY AND CRITICAL RESULTS

[

~ The best.possible summary of the first part of this

study lies in the claim that "experience” is both the

subject-matter and method of all forms of knowing and

"knowledge. As subject-matter, "experience" is not only

»
identical with natural objects and events. It is harmoni-

ous with the natural world as a-whole. Experience is, in
this case, considered to be a pervasive and ‘an all-

inclusive continuum. Primary experience which designates

the subject-matter of inquiry, we are told in the first

ghapter,'inciudes things as they are in themselves, as
ey interact with each other, and as they are-immediate1y
apprehended or dirqpfly_had by us without prior reflections
o
about. them. As a method, experience is synonymous with &he

experimental method applied in the natural scienges.  This

kN
metho?’involves conscious observations of primary objects

. as wel}\as phases of intellectual operations such as

!

N) . . . . o
reflecg;ve analysis and synthesis, operations which are, |

\ ) Lo v - .
doubtléssly, secongary within the-experiential continuum.
/

-Thé\gyé;;;;—postulate of continuity in expgrience,

understood in Dewey's view, stipulates the inevitablegpnfy

-volvement 6f individual objects and kinds in the natural

evolutionary trends and circles. Complete isolation of

individual objects from each other or their preclusion

149
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7/~~~ from the inclusive‘situatiohs in which they exist#and.
interéct might, eventhal;y, lead to their disintégration
or render theﬁ inexplicable and meaningless. In thé-iight

\'Qf this gact, we saw that although the continuum of

experience is all-inclusive of material ‘and iﬁhateriaﬁ ob~
jects, it is characterized not by immutable substances or
antecedent fiked essences, but part;cularly by interactions,
mutual transactions or processes in;olving iﬁdividuaJ
objects mainly as relévant tools, agents or pafts of a
.complef dynamic whole. - »

By highlighting natural interactions and functions

{

of objects, Dewey indicates that the continuity of experi-

~r

ence really allows n& place for permanent bréaches and
absolut? ontological dichotomies betw;en the included
:*objects. Empirical operations involving these objectS‘éfe
matters 6f mutual undergoing, doing, and more undergoings
netween the agents involved. Some distinctions might be
actually made between these situational agents?ﬁ subjects
and objects, body and mind, matte; and form, act and.
intention and,so on. Since such distinctions commoaly
bear‘references'to situational felations or operational
effects, significances and eventufl consequences which
individual objects produce upon contact with each other,
then these distinctions might‘be,’most appropriately,

regardéa—a functional or epistemic and logical rather

than permanent or absolutely’ontologicél. @

/

.
5
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It is understandable that once the continuum
expefience is characterized as an on-going process or
functional deter@inations of beihg and bécoming, the idea
of.immutable forms, essences or predetermined object§ of
knowledge commonly used by.dualistic philosoéhers to ob-
struct phe furtherasge of inquiries into the objects of

. knowiedge is, in é%fect, avoided. Essences wopla, as
Dewey‘%imself claims, Zppear to be "logical, not primary
ontological” determinations.! Where original noncognitive
existences actually aesignate the subject-matter of knowing
activities, it appears ambiguous and quite misleading to
indicate that it is inquiry which "creates the Substances
with which it deals."? Substantiality, in Dewey's own
wéfd37' ‘ \ .

...is a form that accrudes to original existence
when the later operates in specified functional way
as a conseguence_of oper§tions of ingﬁirg....Be&ng
a substantial object defines a function.

This conclusion is‘appareﬁtly unaccgptable because, for an

original existence to operate in any specified way, it has,
first and foremost, to be something substantial in itse}f.
In view of his derogation of the traditional philo-

sophic notions of immutable essences, forms and primodial

1Dewey, Logic, p. 12@
21bid., p. 129.

3Fleckenstein, A Critique of John Dewey's Theory,
p. 39. '
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substances, one might rightly aonclude that Dewey has no
metaphysics. In his thought, ) >

...as in current science and ethics, there is a
pervasive quasi-Hegelian tendency to dissolve the .
individual into his social functions, as well as
everything substantial or _actual into something
relative or transitional. \
There is really an . underlying monistic tendency fqund in
his characterization of expérience as a "continuum” which
is all-embrasive, qualitatively pef;asive and unique. It
is nevertheless unclear whether Dewey, by this character-
ization, intends to aécribe "substantiality" or, eQen,
~"immutability" to the totality or our experience. Sinc
he, howevef\\indicates that emphasis on "continuity" is ‘!
actually a way of stressing nature's indifference toward
"stability" and "change" of objects within it, it appears
apparent that his main aim is not metaphysical ip the
traditional understanding of the word "metaphysics." His
objective is rather to "develop a contextuél and fuﬁctional
method of analysis and interpretation of subject-matters”
of inqdiry and of the eventual obéects of knowledge.2
Dewey's conception of experience as "subjéct-matter"

and "method" of inquiry actually evinces the fact that his

aim is quite pluralistic. 1In his own words:

1H.S. Thayer, Meaning and Action, p-. 115.

21bid., p. 114.
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The pluralistic and individualized character of
[empirical] situations...is stated in direct con-
nection with the principle of the experiential
cont inuum. 1

It is observed, on the othér hand, that emphasis on

o

continuity" equally presupposes that there are some forms

of disjointedness and discontinuity in experience itself.

Dewey tends to confirm this by stressing thft "rational

~

operations grow out of organic activfties, ithout being

identical with that from which they grow."2 “For him, ‘this

. v
secondary postulate of continuity not'only highlights the
distinctiveness of the operéiions of the human mind or
! * ; :
intellect. It stipulates the facf that there is contin-
uous growth of the individual aspecps'or phases of experi-
ence; growth which‘ish in cases of knowing and knowledge,
enhanced and vindicated by ;ircular connections between =
organic and reflective of practical‘and theoretical
operations.

'In view of Dewey's plu;alistic aimsf the meanings
which he attaches to "continuity" in general aﬁparently
become a moot point in his philosophy. In highlighting
.the two-fold interpretations of his idea of continuity in

chapt2r two of this study, emphasis was particularly léid

on the epistemological importance and merits which

ljohn Dewey, "Experience, Knowledge and Value: A
Rejoinder," In The Philosophy of John Dewey, Edited By
Paul A. Schilpp, p. 545. ;

2Dewey, Logic, p. 19.
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traditional pfagmatists ge§Zrally attached to "contiﬁuity:”
'Tak;ng'TOr gfanted that life aqtiviﬁies are eésentially
ps&cho-bhfsical, not just mental or extra—mental,.these
pragmatists commonly subscripe to the idea that logical and
contingent natural ofders cannot be mutually exclusive of
each other. For both Peirce -and William James, occasional
crifs-references'between‘the two cognitive orders are
inevitable, especially wheréAthe'progress of our logical
operations or thought i; internally blocked. Dewey carfied
this emphasﬁs to itsﬁlogigal conclusion by stressing tha£
"continuity" is extremely relevant and indispensable in the
ways we acquire valid knowledge and real values. For him,
ihe ackn&wlédgement of thelfacf of continuity between
logical ‘and cgntingent natgrél operations dissipates the
epistemological problems arising from artificial separa-
.tions of -mind and body, sense and intuitive objects,'acté
and intentions,'and so on. He actually indicates that
sense-data and our abstract conceptions should be consider-
ed‘as gognitive tools and symbols, rather than representations
of "reality". Again, the dualistic conception of truthvor

valid knowledge either as a matter of correspondence of

of systematically arranged ideas

mind with reality or
. <

ordered in such a way as to form a coherent abstract whole
appears to be inapéropriate. Knowledge is rather described
as a matter of achievement - a qistinctive product of |
induiry ihto'empirical situations in which utility of data

s
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{
and abstract conceptions serves as norm for their actual

relevance or validity.

., .The identificatidn of tfuth and validity of knowledge

with Verifiéatiop of cognitive conceptions might, in fact,

]
‘7

be‘aqcebtaple in common-sense pna praétical fields where
utility and mutual functioning of cognitive agents can | '
servé ostensively as norms. For knowleage to be regarded
as valid in gﬁch fields, it has to bear references tao other

“
aspects of the‘inclusive empi§3cal conaitiohs, conditiops
which Dewey, in §ther words, regérds as the “"continuum of
experience." If the cognitive realm is, however, wholly
enclosed within the noncognitive continuum of experience,
as Dewey apparently inq;cates,’é problem_really arises:
.How do we derive and explain the unconditional character of’
ra£ional knowledge or universals,_geﬁeral principles and, T
logical forms? To resolvg this issue, we discussed what
Déwey considers pS'the appropriate method and phases of
cogniti&e inquiry. We saw in chapter three of this study'
that, althougﬁlthe experiential continuum as a whole is ' i
limitless, there are always some distinctive observational
fields within it, fields or situations which, being tenta-
tiveiy problematic and doubtful, stimulate thought and
serve as both primary and regulative conditions for the e«
direction of the process of ensuing reflective inquiry.

Inquiry is generally described in chapter foﬁr as

both reconstructive and transformative processes: of ‘ :
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‘the priQ?ry situation that invoked inquiry is existential

. 156

“
°

. p .
determination of doubtful or indeterminate situations into

determinate ones. :Since inquiry, understood in Dewey's

sense, designates not just indiscriminhate processes, but

- various forms~of "adaptive reéponses" involving thought,

it iékfight to admit that the di;?ctions of inquiry éepend
not just on thought or reflective inquiry as such, Rather,
such directions differ adcordingly, depending on whether -
or non-eXistential. pefceptual o: conceptual. Moreovgr,\
we saw ;hat althgugh inquiries with existential and non-
existential references are loéically distinctivem7tﬁe even-

tual outcomes -of such inquiries might not be completely

separated and isolated from each other. While explaining
. . Y - . '

' this, Dewey emphasizes that there is .a continuum of inquiry

“

in which primary inquiry with its existential references

designates the essential causes of logical forms and
general principles which are actually disclosed and undef-

stood through inquiry into inquiries.' st; as general

principles and'loéical forms appear to be derived, not o

primordial within the continuum of inquiry, it really seems -/

that the veracity of these principles and logicdl forms are

equally derived from the primary operations which they ary

L.

By appeaiing to the methody phases and procedures

ticulate and control.

of the physical sciences, Dewey érgued convincingly that

primary inguiry as well as pure reflective analysis and

“

w
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- . ~

synthesis, designating inquiry into inquiries, have to be
) : ’ ¢
recognized and treated as connected or overlapping phases

-

of the same continuous process. It is hckno&ledged that

even in the physical sciences, the outcomes of primary
/

. inquiry, designating the original data from observations,

are often regarded as gquite distinct from the outcomes of

-

reflective analysis &and sinthesis. Yet, as Dewey rightly
claims, data from preliminary o rvations are commonly

uggh as tools to enhance the systematic operations of

o

. A )
thought or reflective analysis ™and synthesie.”’iﬁ§tract

¥

outcomes of the latter operations are, in the physical .

sciences, equally returned and- applied experimentally. to

-

- 7 N
. enhance further observations and, eventually, to resolve
L , .- N

the initial broblems'which necessitated inquiry. Veracity

£

of the abstrqct outcomes of latter operations is, in fact,

derived not from the outcomes themselves. It appears to

depend on ‘the effectlve appllcatlon of such outcomes as

- AY

directive or controlling forms of activities which
“ i -

eventually resolve the'initial sifquional problems..

In proposing the idea of a continuum’ of anulry,'

Dewey aims at deposzng the modern duallstlc me&nods and

t

conceptions, conceptions which erroneously ascribe sLh_—_‘~

4

1
stantialybr'bermanent entitative status to abstract univer-

sal, logical forms and general principles. Against such‘

methogs and conceptions which he regards as 'specf%tor

L3

theories"”, Dewey contends that while general principles

—

s, ocs

\"5\&\
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Q-

and logical forms ﬂéghb not bear direct references to

o

existentia contexts, they cannot, in any case, be isolated

»
5

5Fom the inclusive system of meanings. Meanlngs as mean—

re

o

1ngs m;ght doubtlessly cogstltute dlstlnctlve subject-

matter of inquiry. Slnce individual systems of meanings

ol

are, however, indispensable,ﬂpot independent, in articulat-
. Y

ing and explaining objects and events as they appear within

~

the complex continuum of experience, it appears conclusive

that there is no permanent entitative underpinning in

-
- -~

'reflective experience ‘itself. TIn other words, if it is

-and interme41ary

1

4

acknowledged that the operations of “thought“ are secondary '

nglthln the experlentlal contlnuum, then
the eventual outcomes of thought would have to be inter-
preted accordlngly as meanlng symbolé Taken as:general
pr1nc1ples aﬁ/‘loglcal forms, ‘such symbols, for Dewey,

designate norms derived from operations actually performed

N [ 4

and proven. «ggzeover, they designate forms of methodic

" operations yet.to be performed and proven by the'eventual

consegiences they produce within the prihary situatiogs of
" ‘ - ’
;nqulry. A \ o -

AR
L]

By character121ng the totality of “exberience' as a’
. .

corftinuum with: two distinct dimensions, Dewey actually
/ }‘ - ' M )
"provides. for per€®ptual realism as well as for the dis-

covered necessities;of logical forms," -abstract universals
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and general ﬁr%nciples,l His idea of cont@huityﬂ in this

t

respect, not only bridges the mind-body gaps dr the arti-

. - ficial hiatus created betweenvsubjecté and obdectg, acts

and intentions, or subjective and objective aspects of life

-~

and the natural world through arbitrary intellectualism.

It %bes further to provihe the missing anﬁyeks”for the

i

plurallstlc aims of emp1r1C1sm, that is, by empha51z1ng

‘\

life- act1v1t1es‘pnd natural 1nteractlons as the: embodlment ‘
5\ PR

of actual linkages between the compIimentary aspects of

Pl

R ‘ - M . . -
-~ experience. The plausibility of the idea of continuity in

‘this respect is apparently indisputable.
%

=4

@ "  The problem is that in proposing the'conti%uqm of .
inquiry, Dewey blurred the essential differences and

N relevant distinctions which are traditionally made b een

\
3

;///’ontological, psychological and logical aspecfs of cbgnitive
experience. His unprecedented emphasis on the continuum
of inguiry really creates an erroneous impression; that is,

to the effect that while the background of all knowle@é

is empirical' and non-cognitive, the origin‘of all learning

. ~ .
and knowing 1is itself psyéh&iogicgl. It is observed that

»

-although this simple psychologistic tendency. has no direct . |
negd%ive impacts in Dewey's philosophy as a whole, it

nevertheless aggravates the puzzle surrounding his ) 3
& ’ . CL T

g . -

. -3
—

ljoseph Magolis, "The Relevance of Dewey's Episte-
mology, " In New Studies in the Philosophy of John Dewey, .
Edited By Stephen M. Cahn, pp. 134-135. ‘

.
AR
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% S
ional use of epistemic terms to designate both /

. e

' .unconven

i

T

cognitive and non-cognitive pﬁenomena:l He uses such tergs

t

. as "uncertainties" and "doubts" ambiguousiy to describe,

o

«

‘not just traits that are characteristically peculiar to the

¥
5 K

knowing subject, but entire situations that appear to be,

indeterminate or problematic. In the views, of some of

acceptable. That is be-
s , .

cause it seems to rep&esent*ﬁn unwarranted deformation of:

his critics, this is apparently un

our "familiar cognitive phenomena" by forcing it not dnly

to be internally connected; but most particularly, to be
- 4 - i

both continuous ‘and in striet accord with the non-cognitive

\ v

phenomena.l a e _

It is suggested that if Dewey had expanded the
dimensions of experiencé beyond tyo categories, the over~
all ambiguity found in his characterization ‘of inqu{ry as
Z *continuum” might have been completely Qispeliedu By
failing to expand the experiential categories,fhowever, he
alsd failed to make adequate provisions "for séanQard use
of cognitive terms.” -The fact is that wherever he makes
such prbvisions, he uses such cognitive terms mainly to

®

- designate functional "means" and instruments of control,

3 reconstruction or transformation of larger cognitive con-

.

texts or situations that tend to be indeterminate. Sense

t

data and our pure abstxract concepts are, for instance,

1 r
a

described by him as tools, not as forms of knowledge or

+
.

¢

\*
hl -~

libid., pp. 137-138.

, ’
. s
o

6

;)

»
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things in themselves. In brief, he implies that the
1mp11C1t values or essentlal qualltles of our sense data
and abstract conceptlons have‘ta be completely ;denfafled
dwith their being evidenbial, funcéionaily relevant or use-
ful within the larger context of in&hiry from which the
flnal ObJeCtS of. knowledﬁe eventually emerge. fhis is am;
//blguous and unacceptable. d >
. By implying in a similar manner that the validity of‘
knowledge depends on the functions or utility of such
knowledgé within the continuum of inquiry, Dewey actually
tends to avoid the issuesﬁconcerniné the implicit values
of knowledge as knowledge, as something in‘itself. His
charactarization of the totality of'experience as “experi-
mental", and the conception of the continuum of inquiry,
not just as a process of knowing,'but as a reconstructive
and self-corrective process clearly evince the fact that
he, has over-stressed the operational or functional values
. of knowledge at .the expense of knowledéelltself 'It is
observed that the traditional empiricists similarly

characterized experience as "the. instrument of control and

the criterion of the -truth of knowing.”l, But they also

recognized and .stressed the distinctiveness of the implicit

Ay

J <
qualities and the functional ‘or potential qualities of

things, including both empiriéal and rational knowledge.

-

lpaul Edward, ed., Encyclopedia of Pholosophy, 8 vols.,

1972, $.v. "Psychologism", By. Nicola Abbagnano.
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In derogating the idea of "self-evidence" which rational-

' \ ists and the traditional empirhcists commonly attached to

the truth of knowledge derives Qnd dgpends on the continu-
ous and successful fulfilment of certain functions within
the continuum of inqui{Z;,not on knowledge ‘itself. To
insist, as Dewey has in this case, that "both in particulaf
‘and universally,"” the truth of knowledge and knowledge it-
self are”to be deterﬁﬁqu and defined oﬁiy "in‘iérms of

-

statement of the fact of dynamic¢ continuity which charac-

terizes inquiry oréknowing in general.

The ovérfall ambiguity embodied in Dewey's scanty

? T3

cétegorization of experignce, if taken seriously, edualiy‘
confirms the inadequacy of his justificationist#ér instru-
mentalist thipry of knowledge. It is not only absurd to
' characterize our sense-data and cognitive égﬁceptions 6r
knowledge and values generally only in terms of their use
as instrﬂments. Complete,acceptanpe of the justification-
ist method, proposed by Dewey, would apparently make it
'_impossible for us to discover’and learn any permanent and.
' ' indisputable t;uthé about the nature of things found within

the continuum of experience. We saw in the last part of

this study that Dewey considers "warranted assertibility"

1Dewey,Logic, p- 21.

immediate knowlgdge, however, Dewey cleérly indicates that

inquiry, not v_ice—versa,"l i%%%pparently an ambiguous over-

L%
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as a synonym for “kn0w1edge", knowledge taken in'tge ab-
stract as experimentaily verified and proven outcome of
controlled inquiry. 'Even as an ‘eventual qﬁtcome of.inquiry,
we also saw.that iikg other cultivated values, kﬁowledge
appears tb,be somgfhind substqptial'orh at légst. something
imbued with inherent qualities which makes it appéar "self~
evident" _.upon subsequent occasions. In short, knowledge

is a .value with a double character.

While Dewey, as a matter of fact, acknowledges that

& ,
[4

knowledge,jﬁaken as a value and as a terminal conclusion
of controlled inquiry,‘is something in itse%t; he neverthe-
less contends that things in themselves are meggly esthe; '
tic objects of enjoyment. For him, knowledge in itself
appears to be no more than something to be relatively
appreciated and enjoyed by the knowing subject. In the‘
light of the fact that knowledge is, by definitibn, some-
thing true or\indisputable, not casual conjectures or mere
opinions, Dewey's conception of knowledge as "warranted
assertibility" or verified and proven outcome of regulated
“inquiry appears to be quite plausible and acceptable.

Where he, on the one hand, regards prior knowledge as

dependable instruments of control, and on t other, claims

- A Y

that what warrants the ascription SE\khﬁwledgé\and serves as -

the criterion ot its truth is the successful operation of

inquiry in determining and resolving tentative situational

1Y

problems Phat invoke and sustain inquiry itself, his. idea
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of "warranted assertibility" really appears ambiguous and
unacéeptable. In brief, Dewey implies that taken as
instruments of control, all knowledge stands open to possible
modifications and corfections in the course of further
inquiries. Since g;ggéj(knowledge) is, however, not
generally associated with "tentativeness", it appears that

hie use of contingent gualitative situations as the criter-

ia for knowledge and values Qenerally is unwarranted.

CONCLUSION ™

The tentativeness which Dewef attaches to "warranted
assertions” is meant not only to indicate that knowledge
itself is subject to'possible modifications and cqgtinuous
growth., It is particularly intended to allow for the contin-
gency or qontiguity and. temporality of our value-objects,
or of the entire qualitative situations which often con-
stitute the subject-matter of inquiry or of'knowing in
general. 1In fact, Dewé? rightly discovered the linkages
between‘the-cognitive and non-cognitive realms, theories
and practices, knowing and knowiedge, or knowledge and
values generally in the mediating categories of transient
and transitive activities. He persists in preserving
these 1inkages. And it is this persistence which entails
thé far-reaching ambiguit?lfoundkin his conceptions of

experience in general and of knéwledge and value in-

particular. .
L.‘
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Dewey actually uses "continuity" as an inclusive

. category in his philosophy to designate such existential

traits as natural interactions, contiguous connections and
growths. For him,.“continuity‘ is, howeQér, not only
"something seen and discovered"; it is also "a way of see-
iné and discov.ering."1 Continuity is actually used, in

this latter sense, to designate an epistemological principle,

a principle which signifies both circularity and dynamism

of relations of agents involved in the processes of inquiry. .

H
Such processes, of course, involve constant and inevitable

c;oss-references or transactions between the mind and the
natural world, or between .the perceptual and the conceptual‘

realms of experience..
L EC L SXP2rACTEE

The idea of confinuity in- experience might not be
completely acceptable where it is used to imply'that all
knowledge ﬁave to be useful within the. existential world
in.brdér to be regarded as valid assertions. Sincg.his

insistence on the need for constant return, tests and
. * .
verifications of abstract concepts derived from the process

of inquiry is apparently intended to indicate that there

b .

are no permanent or absolute lines of demarcation between

the oemplementéry aspects of experiénce, the idea of v

i

continuity has to be accepted as plausiblé and indisputable.a\

In supporting a similar view, C.I. Lewis rightly stressedﬁs

)

that,

-

1H.S. Thayer, Meaning and Action, p. 116.
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...the mind must brirg to experience whatever serves
as the criterion for interpretation - of the real,
as of the right, the beautiful and the valid....
Nevertheless, the validity of such interpretation
must reflect the character of experience in general,
and meet the pragmatic test for values as a guide

. o to action.

In brief, the idea of continuity allows for the reciprocal
) and en}iching normative influences which individual
objects and events within the inclusive realms of experi-

ence have over each other. It is conclusive that Dewey

has, in the 1ight‘of these normative influences, linked

the operations of knowing and knowledge or knowledge and

]

values iq/general.

SN | | iﬁ

]

le.1. Lewis, Mind and World-Order: Outline of a
Theory of Knowledge, (New York: Dover Publications, Inc.,

1956), p. 27.

L
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