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ABSTRACT 

The p u r p o s e  o f  t h i s  essay  i s  t o  e x p l i c a t e  and examine 

an  a rgument  a g a i n s t  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  d i v i d i n g  t h e  w o r l d  we 

e x p e r i e n c e  i n t o  two  d i f f e r e n t  c a t e g o r i e s :  one, t h e  c a t e g o r y  

o f  p h y s i c a l  p r o c e s s e s  t h a t  answer  t o  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  o f  

' t h e  s o - c a l l e d  h a r d  s c i e n c e s ;  and two ,  t h e  c a t e g o r y  o f  p r o -  

cesses  we r e f e r  t o  as l i v i n g  o r g a n i s m s  and s o c i a l  s e l v e s  

( m i n d s ) .  The r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  t h e  s e l f  and t h e  o t h e r  ( i . e .  

s u b j e c t  and o b j e c t )  i s  e x p l o r e d  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  s o c i a l  p h i l o -  

sophy  o f  George H e r b e r t  Mead. I n  i t s  s o c i a l  sense, t h e  

r e l a t i o n  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t  and o b j e c t  i s  t r e a t e d  as t h e  r e l a t i o n  

o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f  t o  t h e  s o c i e t y  ( i . e . ,  t h e  community o f  

s e l v e s )  w i t h i n  w h i c h  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  f i n d s  i t s  i d e n t i t y .  

The f u n c t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  t h e  s e l f  and t h e  o t h e r  

i s  one w h i c h  Mead has d e s c r i b e d  as e x h i b i t i n g  t h o s e  c h a r a c t e r -  

i s t i c s  w h i c h  he i d e n t i f i e s  as s o c i a l i t y .  F o r  Mead, s o c i a l i t y  

i s  t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  b e i n g  s e v e r a l  t h i n g s  a t  once, and s o c i a l -  

i t y  i s  e x h i b i t e d ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  Mead, i n  t h e  s y s t e m a t i c  

c h a r a c t e r  o f  t h e  p a s s i n g  e v e n t .  These two  c a t e g o r i e s  r e p r e -  

s e n t  t h e  n o v e l t y  o f  o n g o i n g  change and t h e  a p p a r e n t  o r d e r  o f  

t h e  s t r u c t u r e  t h a t  we e x p e r i e n c e  i n  t h e  w o r l d .  We s h a l l  

endeavour  t o  show t h a t  t h e y  a r e  used  as t h e  c o r n e r s t o n e s  o f  

Mead's  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  as t h e  l o c u s  o f  r e a l i t y .  

I t  i s  o u r  i n t e n t i o n  t o  d e s c r i b e  i n  t h i s  essay  t h e  



deve lopmen t  o f  Mead 's  t h o u g h t s  r e g a r d i n g  s o c i a l i t y  and h i s  

p h i l o s o p h y  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  i n  t e r m s  o f  h i s  own c o n c e r n  w i t h  

a  p a r t i c u l a r  movement o f  p h i l o s o p h y  i n  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  

c e n t u r y ,  a  movement r e f e r r e d  t o  b y  Mead as  Roman t i c  i d e a l i s m .  

I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  we s h a l l  o u t l i n e  t h e  t h o u g h t  o f  F i c h t e ,  

S c h e l l i n g ,  and Hege l  as  t h e y  a r e  r e p r e s e n t e d  b y  Mead i n  h i s  

p o s t h u m o u s l y  p u b l i s h e d  wo rk  Movements o f  Though t  i n  t h e  

N i n e t e e n t h  C e n t u r y .  Our c o n c e r n  w i t h  t h e s e  p h i l o s o p h e r s  w i l l  

n e c e s s a r i l y  be l i m i t e d  t o  t h e i r  t r e a t m e n t  o f  t h e  p r o b l e m  o f  

t h e  r e l a t i o n  o f  t h e  s e l f  t o  t h e  o t h e r ,  as  i t  i s  b r o u g h t  o u t  

i n  t h e  d i a l e c t i c  o f  t h e  A b s o l u t e  s e l f .  

We w i l l  n e x t  l o o k  a t  t h o s e  c o n d i t i o n s  t h a t  Mead sees 

as b e i n g  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h e  dem ise  o f  Roman t i c  p h i l o s o p h y ;  

t h a t  i s ,  t h e  emergence o f  e v o l u t i o n a r y  t h e o r y  and t h e  g r o w t h  

o f  s c i e n t i f i c  m e t h o d o l o g y .  The p h i l o s o p h y  o f  H e n r i  Be rgson  

i s  examined as  an a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  t h e  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  t h e  Roman- 

t i c  i d e a l i s t s ,  i n  t h a t  i t  i s  a  p h i l o s o p h y  based  on t h e  i d e a  

o f  e v o l u t i o n a r y  change.  And f i n a l l y  i t  i s  i n  t e r m s  o f  Mead 's  

a rgumen ts  a g a i n s t  t h e  s u b j e c t i v i s m  o f  B e r g s o n ' s  p h i l o s o p h y  

t h a t  we r e a c h  t h e  h e a r t  o f  Mead 's  own i d e a s  as t o  t h e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tween p r o c e s s  and s t r u c t u r e ,  t h e  s e l f  and 

t h e  o t h e r .  

T h r o u g h o u t  t h e  essay ,  we a t t e m p t  t o  d e s c r i b e  t h e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tween s c i e n c e  and p h i l o s o p h y ,  a  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

t h a t  Mead t r e a t s  as b e i n g  v i t a l l y  i m p o r t a n t  i n  t h a t  t h e  



world that science postulates is the world within which 

philosophy has made its home. 



To b r i n g  a b o u t  change i s  s e e m i n g l y  

t o  d e s t r o y  t h e  g i v e n  o r d e r ,  and y e t  s o c i e t y  

does and must  change .  T h a t  i s  t h e  p r o b l e m ,  

t o  i n c o r p o r a t e  t h e  methods o f  change i n t o  

t h e  o r d e r  o f  s o c i e t y  i t s e l f .  

- G . H .  Mead - 
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INTRODUCTION 

The p r a c t i c a l  pu rpose  of  t h i s  t h e s i s  i s  t o  deve lop  

an argument  f o r  a  p r a g m a t i c  approach t o  s o c i a l  a c t i o n .  We 

s h a l l  a r g u e  a g a i n s t  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  o r  e f f i c a c y  o f  u s i n g  e i t h e r  

a  s t r i c t l y  i d e a l i s t  model o r  a  s t r i c t l y  m a t e r i a l i s t i c  model 

of  s o c i a l  a c t i o n ;  and i n  t h e i r  p l a c e ,  propose  a  median p o s i -  

t i o n  o f  s o c i a l  behav io r i sm a s  a  p o s s i b l e  model o f  s o c i a l  ac -  

t i o n .  T h i s  model w i l l  be developed i n  te rms of  G . H .  Mead's 

t h e o r y  o f  s o c i a l i t y  which a c c e p t s  emergence as  an o b j e c t i v e  

f a c t  i n  n a t u r e .  

The scope  of  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  i n c l u d e s  a  look a t  t h e  

Romantic I d e a l  ism a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h r e e  p h i l o s o p h e r s  o f  

n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  Germany, i n s o f a r  a s  t h a t  ph i losophy  d e a l s  

w i t h  t h e  problem o f  o u r  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  ( s e l f  and o t h e r ) .  We 

p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  t h e  t r a d i t i o n  o f  " A b s o l u t e "  i d e a l i s m ,  which 

i n  t r y i n g  t o  e s t a b l i s h  a  " f i n a l "  s o c i a l  wor ld  comparable t o  

t h e  a b s o l u t e  wor ld  o f  s p a c e  and t ime  o f  Newtonian mechanics ,  

p o s i t e d  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  an Abso lu te  s e l f  which would pro-  

v i d e  a  f i n a l i t y  t o  t h e  f l u x  o f  l i f e .  T h a t  i s ,  t h e y  p o s i t e d  

a  t r a n s c e n d e n t  b r i d g e  ( t h e  Abso lu te  s e l f )  between t h e  s e l f  

( ego)  and t h e  e x t e r n a l  wor ld .  

The development  o f  t h e  i d e a  o f  t h e  A b s o l u t e ,  a  u n i v e r s a l  

which embodies t h e  s p i r i t  o f  change i n  t h e  e x p e r i e n t i a l  wor ld  

o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ,  i s  t r a c e d  through t h e  p h i l o s o p h i e s  of  



F i c h t e ,  S c h e l l i n g ,  and H e g e l .  I t  i s  d e m o n s t r a t e d  t h a t  t h e  

p h i l o s o p h y  o f  A b s o l u t e  I d e a l i s m  i n c o r p o r a t e s  i n t o  i t s  

m e t h o d o l o g y ,  a  b a s i c  d u a l i s m  o f  n a t u r e  and h i s t o r y .  And t h u s  

t h e  p o s i t i o n  i s  r e j e c t e d  on  t h i s  g round .  

As an a l t e r n a t i v e ,  we e x p l o r e  i n  C h a p t e r  I 1  t h e  i m p a c t  

o f  e v o l u t i o n a r y  t h e o r y  on t h e  p r o b l e m  o f  t h e  s e l f  and t h e  

o t h e r  i n  t h e  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  H e n r i  Be rgson .  I t  i s  a r g u e d  t h a t  

B e r g s o n ' s  i n c o r p o r a t i o n  o f  e v o l u t i o n a r y  t h e o r y  ( t h e  i d e a  o f  

t h e  emergence o f  new f o r m s  i n  n a t u r e )  and t h e  i d e a  o f  t e m p o r -  

a l  d u r a t i o n ,  a r e  i n  c l o s e  harmony t o  G.H. Mead 's  own p h i l o -  

sophy .  

I n  C h a p t e r  111, we d e v e l o p  an a rgumen t  based  on  Mead 's  

t h e s i s  t h a t  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  p e r s p e c t i v e s  i s  a n  o b j e c t i v e  

p r o c e s s .  F o l l o w i n g  Mead, we m a i n t a i n  t h a t  a  p e r s p e c t i v e  

does n o t  j u s t  b e l o n g  t o  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ,  b u t  t o  t h e  g e s t a l t  

o r  e n v i r o n m e n t  o f  w h i c h  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  a  p a r t .  Mead a r g u e s  

t h a t  t h e  p e r s p e c t i v e  i s  t h e r e  i n  n a t u r e  as an  o b j e c t i v e  p o s s i -  

b i l i t y .  I n  e x p l a i n i n g  how p e r s p e c t i v e s  a r i s e  i n  n a t u r e ,  we 

d i s c u s s  t h e  r o l e  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  as  t h e  l o c u s  o f  t h i s  p r o c e s s .  

I n  C h a p t e r  I V ,  t h e  t h e s i s  t h a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  i s  t h e  l o c u s  

o f  r e a l i t y  i s  p u r s u e d .  The r e l a t i o n  o f  p a s t ,  p r e s e n t ,  and 

f u t u r e  i s  e x p l o r e d  b y  d e n y i n g  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  e i t h e r  a  p a s t  

o r  a  f u t u r e ,  and  c o n f e r r i n g  t o  t h e  p r e s e n t ,  a  d u r a t i o n  t h a t  

answers  t o  t h a t  w h i c h  " p a s t "  and " f u t u r e "  p r e v i o u s l y  answered 

t o .  The p r e s e n t  i s  d e n i e d  i t s  t r a d i t i o n a l  " k n i f e - e d g e "  

e x i s t e n c e .  



I The i r r e v o c a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  p a s t  i s  r e c o g n i z e d  as a  

p rob lem,  and i t s  r e s o l u t i o n  i s  a t t e m p t e d  i n  t e r m s  o f  o u t -  

l i n i n g  t h e  s o c i a l  n a t u r e  o f  an e v e n t .  The d i f f e r e n c e  o f  

an e v e n t  qua e v e n t ,  and an e v e n t  as a  s i g n i f i c a n t  a s p e c t  

o f  a  s o c i a l  a c t  i s  e x p l o r e d .  

I n  o r d e r  t o  l e n d  c r e d e n c e  t o  t h e  a rgument  p o s i t e d  f o r  

t h e  o b j e c t i v e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  p e r s p e c t i v e s  and t h e  d e n i a l  

o f  an a b s o l u t e ,  a - tempora l  p h y s i c a l  w o r l d ,  we make r e f e r e n c e  

t o  t h e  i m p a c t  o f  r e l a t i v i t y  t h e o r y  on  Mead's p h i l o s o p h y .  

We a r g u e  i n  C h a p t e r  V,  t h a t  a c c o r d i n g  t o  Mead t h e  r e d i n t e -  

g r a t i o n  o f  t h e  w o r l d s  o f  t h e  s e l f  and t h e  o t h e r  i s  made 

p o s s i b l e .  I t  i s  con tended  t h a t  t h e  p h y s i c a l  w o r l d  a r o u n d  

u s  i s  as dependent  f o r  i t s  s t r u c t u r i n g  upon h a b i t ,  as  i s  t h e  

w o r l d  o f  s o c i a l  a t t i t u d e s .  I n  essence  n e i t h e r  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  

"m ind"  n o r  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  " p h y s i c a l  w o r l d "  i s  so much a  

c o n t e n t  o r  a  s t r u c t u r e ,  as  i t  i s  a  p r o c e s s ,  an  a c t i v i t y  t h a t  

f o r  b o t h  c a t e g o r i e s  i s  s o c i a l .  

The app roach  used  i n  d e v e l o p i n g  t h i s  a rgument  e n t a i l s  

t h e  a n a l y s i s  o f  Mead's i d e a s  i n  a  p a r t i c u l a r  h i s t o r i c a l  

c o n t e x t .  We hope t o  show n o t  o n l y  t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  a  

c o n t i n u i t y  i n  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  deve lopmen t  o f  Mead's t h o u g h t s  

( s a t i s f y i n g  t h e  demand o f  s o c i a l i t y  t o  be e x h i b i t e d  i n  a  

" s y s t e m a t i c  c h a r a c t e r  o f  passage" ) ,  b u t  a l s o  t o  show t h a t  

Mead's i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  r e l a t i v i t y  t h e o r y  s a t i s f i e s  t h e  o t h e r  

a s p e c t  o f  s o c i a l i t y ,  namely  t h a t  f o r  an o b j e c t  t o  be what  i t  

i s ,  i t  mus t  be s e v e r a l  t h i n g s  a t  once. 



CHAPTER I 

THE HISTORICAL BACKGROUND TO THE PROBLEM 

OF SOCIALITY: ROMANTIC IDEALISM 

The p u r p o s e  o f  t h i s  i n t r o d u c t o r y  c h a p t e r  i s  t o  o u t l i n e  

t h e  g r o w t h  o f  t h o u g h t  d u r i n g  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ,  p a y i n g  

s p e c i f i c  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tween t h e  s e l f ,  ego, 

o r  p a r t i c u l a r ,  and t h e  o t h e r ,  a b s o l u t e ,  o r  t h e  u n i v e r s a l .  The 

German i d e a l i s t s  ( F i c h t e ,  S c h e l l i n g ,  and H e g e l )  have  been 

chosen  t o  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  deve lopmen t  o f  t h o u g h t  a b o u t  t h e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  and t h e  u n i v e r s a l ,  n o t  because 

t h e y  a r e  e x h a u s t i v e  i n  t h e i r  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r ,  

b u t  because  t h e y  a r e  d i r e c t l y  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  

G.H. Mead. 

Mead has p r o v i d e d  us  w i t h  a  c o n v e n i e n t  s o u r c e  t o  t h e  

h i s t o r i c a l  backg round  o f  h i s  c o n c e r n  w i t h  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  

t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  and t h e  u n i v e r s a l ,  o r ,  t o  be more t o  t h e  p o i n t  

t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  and s o c i e t y  - -  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l .  
1  

T h i s  s o u r c e  i s  a  s e r i e s  o f  l e c t u r e s  t a u g h t  by  Mead i n  a  summer 

c o u r s e  f o r  u n d e r g r a d u a t e s  a t  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Ch i cago ,  

e n t i t l e d  "Movements o f  Though t  i n  t h e  N i n e t e e n t h  C e n t u r y . "  

M e r r i t t  H ,  Moore,  i n  h i s  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h e  pos thumous l y  

p u b l i s h e d  book o f  t h e  same t i t l e ,  says  t h a t :  

C o m p a r a t i v e l y  l i t t l e  has been done b y  way o f  
s y n t h e t i c  s t u d i e s  o f  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  
t h o u g h t  as  a  w h o l e  ... ( a n d  t h a t )  .. P r o f e s s o r  
Mead 's  l e c t u r e s  on  t h e  "Movements o f  Though t  
i n  t h e  N i n e t e e n t h  C e n t u r y "  a r e  ... i n c l u s i v e  



(and) ... that few significant thought 
developments have been neglected . 2  

Reference made to the thought of the nineteenth century 

idealists will be general in character. We are not so much 

concerned with developing a detailed and exhaustive descript- 

ion of Romantic idealism, as with the synthetic approach that 

Mead took in analyzing the whole of nineteenth century thought 

as it relates to that of the twentieth century and, more 

particularly to that aspect of nineteenth century thought in 

which Mead himself was vitally concerned: the development 

of the rationality of scientific methodology and its relation 

to onto1 ogy and epistemology in philosophy. 

It is in terms of the relationship of'the individual 

to the external force of society, and the relationship of 

the self (or mind, if you choose) to the external physical 

world of matter in motion, that the concept of sociality has 

its roots. The concept of sociality, according to Mead, 

allows us to overcome in theory, the radical distinctions 

of the subject and the object: a dualism which the German 

idealists accepted as necessary. In the course of this 

chapter we will see that it is Mead's contention that the 

dualism of the Absolute idealists was made necessary by their 

unquestioning acceptance of the physical description of the 

universe offered by the physics of the nineteenth century. 



This physics is represented by Newtonian mechanics, 

the subject of interest o f  which is matter in motion. T h e  

universe of Newton is an infinite three-dimensional space in 

which matter is located as particles. It is analogous to a 

giant mechanical clock. There is no meaning in this mechani- 

cal behemoth, just matter subject t o  certain laws of motion. 

This then, largely constituted the world outside o f  the self 

or ego, and it was the problem o f  the prominent nineteenth 

century idealists, Kant, Fichte, Schelling, and Hegal, to 

place themselves in such a forbidding, lifeless world. They 

turned, quite predictably, t o  a universal that could give 

meaning to man and the Newtonian universe inhabited by him. 

The positing of such a universal intrigued Mead. 

T h e  Transcendental Self 

A1 though Immanual Kant (1724-1 804) pub1 i shed most of 

his works in the late eighteenth century, Mead chooses to 

include his philosophy with that o f  the nineteenth century 

German idealists in that Kant's philosophy o f  Pure and 

Practical R on provides the basic groundwork for the Romantic 9 4 

idealists' philosophy of the self. Mead tells us that the 

Kantian self had two aspects. One aspect is purely formal 

and is represented in the Critique of Pure Reason, while the 

other aspect o f  the self is dealt with in the Critique of 

Practical Reason. 



You wi l l  remember t h a t  one p a r t  o f  t h e  problem we 

s t a t e d  t h a t  had t o  be overcome w i t h  t h e  a c c e p t a n c e  of a  

Newtonian p i c t u r e  of  t h e  world,  was f o r  man t o  p l a c e  h i m s e l f  

i n  such  a  wor ld .4  In  h i s  C r i t i q u e  of Pure  Reason,  Kant 

p rov ided  a  means t o  comple te  t h e  t a s k  o f  making t h e  p h y s i c a l  

world s e n s i b l e .  O f  t h i s  work Lewis Beck s t a t e s :  

In  t h e  C r i t i q u e  of  Pure Reason t h e r e  a r e  t h r e e  
c o g n i t i v e  f a c u l t i e s  of t h e  m i n d :  s e n s i b i l i t y ,  
which i s  r e c e p t i v i t y  t o  s e n s e  d a t a  under  t h e  forms 
o f  s p a c e  and t i m e ;  u n d e r s t a n d i n g ,  which i s  t h e  
f a c u l t y  o f  s y n t h e s i z i n g  t h e s e  d a t a  i n t o  knowledge 
o f  o b j e c t s  ....,. ; and r e a s o n ,  which i s  t h e  f a c u l t y  
of  t h e  s y n t h e s i z i n g  knowledge o f  o b j e c t s  i n t o  sys t ems  
( s u c h  a s  t h e  " rea lm of n a t u r e "  . .. . ) 5  

I t  i s  i n  t h e  t h i r d  f a c u l t y ,  t h e  f a c u l t y  of  r e a s o n ,  t h a t  

we a r e  i n t e r e s t e d ,  f o r  Kant a t t r i b u t e s  t o  i t  t h e  power o f  

s y n t h e s i z i n g  t h e  knowledge of o b j e c t s  i n t o  s y s t e m s .  I t  i s  

r e a s o n  t h a t  answers  t o  " t h e  t r a n s c e n d e n t a l  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r -  

c e p t i o n "  - -  t h a t  u n i f y i n g  power t h a t  b r i n g s  t o g e t h e r  mere 

s e n s a t i o n  i n t o  a  c o h e r e n t  whole. As Mead o b s e r v e s  t h e  c o n c e p t  

of pu re  r e a s o n  ( a s  a  f u n c t i o n  of  u n i t y  r a t h e r  t h a n  a s  an 

e n t i t y  o r  b e i n g )  a l l o w s  Kant t o  p l a c e  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i n  t h e  

world a t  l a r g e ,  t o  a c c o u n t  f o r  t h e  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  i n s i d e  and 

o u t s i d e  t h e  s e l f .  

B u t  what o f  t h e  demand t o  g i v e  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  meaning 

i n  t e r m s  of  h i s  own a c t i v i t i e s  among o t h e r  i n d i v i d u a l s  who 

r e p r e s e n t  s o c i e t y ,  and i n  t e rms  of t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  r e l a t i o n  

t o  t h e  world a t  l a r g e ?  K a n t ' s  C r i t i q u e  o f  P r a c t i c a l  Reason 



concerns reason as applied in conduct and, in particular, 

moral conduct. 

On reading the Critique of Practical Reason one is 

struck by a feeling of indignation expressed by Kant in his 

protestation that our actions are based, by large, on "self- 

love". More explicitly he tells us that "all material practi- 

cal rules place the ground o f  the determination of t h e  will 

in the lower faculty of desire. 11 6  In addressing himself t o  

this problem, Kant attempts to formulate a means o f  freeing 

the individual from the bonds o f  desire (5.e. empirical 

conditioning which does not allow for creativity, or freedom 

from the past), and he does so by postulating the "free will". 

He claims that the free will is independent of all empirical 

conditions relating t o  the lower faculty o f  desire, and yet he 

recognizes that the free will must be determinable if indivi- 

duals are to share a common moral world.7 Kant concludes 

that the will is determined by the moral laws of practical 

reason; and for Kant, practical reason d o e s  not just provide 

for the long-range control o f  impulses. 

As pure practical reason, it can provide also 
the motives and set the ends of action .. it 
is the moral law, and the imperative to obey 
it is a categorical imperative, not hypotheti- 
cal and contingent upon the actual presense of 
a given impulse.8 

Mead argues that both pure and practical reason answer 

to a self that must be "constantly postulated and that cannot 



be known. ' 1 9  This self would be equivalent t o  the implied " I "  

of Mead's concept of the self; the "I" being implied by the 

empirical "me". And it is this transcendental self to which 

the Romantic movement, associated with the German idealists 

of the nineteenth century, was attached. 

We must remember that the philosophy we have been out- 

lining is a direct outcome of the rationalism associated with 

the so-called scientific explanation o f  the world. Kant 

insisted that "there is such a thing as science and such a thing 

as necessity (causation)." This argument is stated at length 

by Kant in his critiques, in which he defines two aspects of 

the self; those of pure and practical reason. 12 



I n  t h e  c r i t i q u e s ,  he i s  a s k i n g  t h e  q u e s t i o n  c e n t r a l  t o  t h e  

scope o f  t h i s  e s s a y :  wha t  i s  t h e  r e l a t i o n  be tween t h e  " s e l f "  

and t h e  " o t h e r " ?  Does man have f r e e  w i l l ,  o r  i s  he e m p i r i c a l l y  

c o n d i t i o n e d ?  

K a n t  answers  t h i s  q u e s t i o n  b y  s a y i n g  t h a t  i n s o f a r  as  

men r e a s o n ,  t h e y  a r e  f r e e .  

.... f o r  r e a s o n  t o  be l e g i s l a t i v e ,  i t  i s  
r e q u i r e d  t h a t  r e a s o n  need p r e s u p p o s e  o n l y  
i t s e l f  because  t h e  r u l e  i s  o b j e c t i v e l y  
and u n i v e r s a l l y  v a l i d  o n l y  when i t  h o l d s  
w i t h o u t  any  c o n t i n g e n t  s u b j e c t i v e  c o n d i t -  
i o n s  w h i c h  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  one r a t i o n a l  b e i n g  
f r o m  a n o t h e r .  13  

We s u g g e s t  t h a t  Kan t  i s  d o i n g  n o t h i n g  more  t h a n  s u p p o r t i n g  

P l a t o ' s  a rgument  t h a t  t h e  o n l y  know ledge  we can  have i s  know- 

l e d g e  o f  t h i n g s  t h a t  do n o t  change; t h a t  i s ,  t h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  

n o t  s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  c o n t i n g e n c y  o f  change .  

A c c o r d i n g  t o  Mead, K a n t  t o o k  t h e  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  t h i n g s  

a r e  n e c e s s a r i l y  t r u e  i n  t h a t  o u r  m i n d s  g i v e  l a w s  t o  n a t u r e :  

Thus K a n t  f i n d s  n e c e s s i t y  and u n i v e r s a l i t y  
w i t h i n  t h e  l i m i t s  o f  a  w o r l d  o f  e x p e r i e n c e ,  
such  as  Hume had s e t  up,  b y  p o s i t i n g  t h e  
e x i s t e n c e  o f  a  p r i o r i  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  m i n d  
o r  c o g n i t i o n  wh i ch ,  i n  a  sense,  d e t e r m i n e d  
wha t  t h e  w o r l d  o f  e x p e r i e n c e  w o u l d  be.14 

We f i n d  t h a t  i t  i s  t h e  s e l f ,  w i t h  w h i c h  t h e  m i n d  i s  i d e n t i f i e d ,  

w h i c h  i s  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h e  shape o f  o u r  w o r l d .  

Mead t e l l s  us  t h a t  any  o b j e c t  t h a t  i s  a  t h i n g  has a  

c e r t a i n  u n i t y  and t h a t  K a n t ' s  p r o b l e m  i s  t o  d i s c o v e r  where 

t h i s  u n i t y  comes f r o m  - -  f o r  we c a n n o t  a c c o u n t  f o r  a  t h i n g ' s  



u n i t y  i n  te rms o f  Humean analyst? s  o f  t h e  o b j e c t  i n t o  i t s  

v a r i o u s  p r i m a r y  and secondary  e lements .  Kan t  f i n d s  t h e  sou rce  

o f  t h i s  u n i t y  i n  man's judgment .  l5 We f i n d  h e r e  a l s o  t h e  

backbone f o r  Mead's d i c h o t o m i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  s e l f  i n t o  t h e  "I" 

and t h e  "me". We q u o t e  f r o m  Mead's d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  K a n t ' s  

b e l i e f  t h a t , t h e  u n i t y  o f  t h i n g s  i s  t o  be found  i n  man's j u d g -  

men t : 

Back o f  a l l  p e r c e p t i o n ,  o f  a l l  t h o u g h t ,  o f  
a l l  c o n c e p t i o n ,  l i e s  t h i s  h i g h  j udge .  I t  i s  
a  p r i o r i  because i t  i s  someth ing  wh ich  i s  
g i v e n  i n  advance o f  e x p e r i e n c e ;  i t  i s  t r a n s -  
c e n d e n t a l  because i t  i s  imposed on, and n o t  16 
d e r i v e d  f rom, e x p e r i e n c e  - -  i t  i s  necessa ry .  

Mead p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  t h i s  t r a n s c e n d e n t a l  s e l f  w h i c h  made 

judgments,  was f o r  Kant ,  a  f u n c t i o n  o f  e x p e r i e n c e  and n o t  some- 

t h i n g  a c t u a l l y  g i v e n  l i k e  a  m a t e r i a l  o b j e c t .  The t r a n s c e n d e n t a l  

s e l f  was n o t  a  " t h i n g " .  E m p i r i c a l  o b j e c t s  a r e  t h e r e  i n  exper -  

i ence ,  b u t  t h e y  have r e f e r e n c e  t o  someth ing  beyond themse lves  

I' ... w h i c h  Kan t  c a l l e d  a  ' t h i n g - i n - i t s e l f ' ,  t h a t  someth ing  wh ich  

i s  n o t  e x p e r i e n c e d  b u t  wh ich  e x p e r i e n c e  i m p l i e s .  "17 We f i n d  

t h a t  Mead's "I" a s p e c t  o f  t h e  s e l f  i s  a l s o  n o t  g i v e n  -- i t  i s  

i m p l i e d .  Most  i m p o r t a n t ,  we f i n d  a  r e a f f i r m a t i o n  o f  t h e  i d e a  

o f  t h e  s e l f  as, a t  l e a s t  i n  p a r t ,  b e i n g  a  f r e e  agen t ,  " ... we 

assume t h a t  t h e r e  i s  such a  t h i n g  as a  s e l f  w h i c h  i s  n o t  bound 

t o  t h e  l a w  o f  cause and e f f e c t  - -  a  s e l f  wh ich  i s  r e s p o n s i b l e .  '11 8 

We a r e  f i n a l l y  d e l i v e r e d  i n t o  t h e  age o f  Romant ic  P h i l o s o p h y :  

t h e  s e l f  a s s e r t s  i t s e l f  as i t s  own u l t i m a t e  r e a l i t y .  



Mead t e l l s  us t h a t  i t  was d u r i n g  t h e  Rom a n t i c  p  e r i o d  

t h a t  we d i scovered  t h e  c i rcumstances  through which t h i s  " s e l f -  

d i s cove ry"  became p o s s i b l e :  

One senses  t h e  s e l f  only  i n  so f a r  a s  t h e  s e l f  
assumes t h e  r o l e  of ano the r  so  t h a t  i t  becomes 
both s u b j e c t  and o b j e c t  i n  t h e  same expe r i ence  . . 
W i t h  t h e  breakdown of t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  came t h i s  
a t t emp t  t o  r e - e s t a b l i s h  t h e  o ld  o r d e r .  I t  was 
because people i n  Europe, a t  t h i s  t ime ,  p u t  
themselves back i n  t h e  e a r l i e r  a t t i t u d e  ( t h e  
s o c i a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  p r i o r  t o  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  
t h a t  t hey  could come back upon themselves .  19 

Again, we g e t  t h e  imp l i ca t i on  t h a t  t h e  t r anscenden ta l  s e l f  

( t h a t  s e l f  which can t r a v e l  back i n  h i s t o r y  -- t h a t  s e l f  which 

can be s e l f - c r i t i c a l )  i s  not  l oca t ed  i n  expe r i ence ,  b u t  i s  

imp1 ied  by expe r i ence .  I t  i s  t h a t  which passes  judgment .o.n 

exper ience .  

What does Mead se'e a s  t h e  fundamental d i f f e r e n c e ,  o r  

l i n k  between t h e  Enlightenment and t h e  Romantic per iod?  He 

b e s t  d e s c r i b e s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n  terms of K a n t l s  t heo ry  of 

an t inomies .  We have found t h a t  t h e  c a t e g o r i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s  

imposed by pure reason and which d e f i n e  our  m a t e r i a l  world 

f o r  u s ,  and t h e  pure p r a c t i c a l  reason which Kant says  i s  
\ 

implied by our  moral a t t i t u d e s ,  t o g e t h e r  form t h e  l i m i t s  of 

knowledge f o r  Kant. In t h e  words of Mead: 

What took p l ace  i n  t h e  Romantic per iod  a long  a  
ph i lo soph ica l  l i n e  was t o  t a k e  t h i s  t r a n s c e n -  
den t a l  u n i t y  of appe rcep t ion ,  which was f o r  
Kant a  bare  l o g i c a l  f u n c t i o n ,  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  
t h e  p o s t u l a t i o n  of t h e  s e l f  which we could 
no t  p o s s i b l y  know b u t  which Kant s a i d  we 
could not  he lp  assuming, and compose them 
i n t o  a  new romant ic  s e l f . 2 0  



We f i n d  t h a t  t h e  a n t i n o m i e s  which Kant s e t  up a s  

i n d i c a t i o n s  t h a t  we a r e  going  beyond t h e  r ange  o f  p o s s i b l e  

knowledge became, f o r  t h e  r o m a n t i c i s t ,  t h e  v e r y  p r o c e s s  of 

c r e a t i o n .  We moved from t h e  a t t i t u d e  t h a t  we c o u l d  l i v e  i n  

a  world of  a s s u r e d  knowledge, i n t o  a  world which was c o n t i n -  

u a l l y  be ing  c r e a t e d  by " ... a  S e l f  t h a t  i s  i n f i n i t e ,  

d i v i n e ,  a b s o l u t e  - -  one t h a t  i n e v i t a b l y  has a  n o t - s e l f  a s  i t s  

o b j e c t .  " 21 We f i n d  t h a t  Romantic i d e a l i s m  has  a t t a c h e d  i t -  

s e l f  t o :  o n e ,  K a n t ' s  t r a n s c e n d e n t a l  u n i t y  o f  a p p e r c e p t i o n  

( C r i t i q u e  of Pure  Reason) ;  two, t h e  f r e e  s e l f  which o u r  

moral a t t i t u d e  p o s t u l a t e s  ( C r i t i q u e  o f  P r a c t i c a l  Reason) ;  

and t h r e e ,  an end o r  purpose  a s  d e t e r m i n i n g  t h e  l i f e - p r o c e s s  

of l i v i n g  t h i n g s  ( C r i t i q u e  of  Judgment) .  The fundamenta l  

p h i l o s o p h i c  p r o b l e m a t i c  of  Romanticism was t h a t  of  t h e  

r e l a t i o n  of  s u b j e c t  and o b j e c t :  t h e  s e l f  does  n o t  e x i s t  ex-  

c e p t  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  something e l s e .  "The r o m a n t i c  a t t i t u d e  

i s  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  p r o j e c t  o n e ' s  s e l f  upon t h e  w o r l d ,  s o  t h a t  

t h e  world i s  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  some f a s h i o n  w i t h  t h e  s e l f .  2 2  

As we p o i n t e d  o u t  e a r l i e r ,  German r o m a n t i c  p h i l o s o p h y  
\ 

r e p r e s e n t s ,  f o r  Mead, a  r e t u r n  t o  p a s t  t r a d i t i o n s  and s t r u c t -  

u r e s  b u t  a  r e t u r n  from a  novel p e r s p e c t i v e  o r  a t t i t u d e  a b o u t  

what t h e  " s e l f "  i s .  We found t h a t  Kant p o s i t e d  a t r a n s c e n -  

d e n t a l  s e l f  which was impl i ed  by e x p e r i e n c e ,  b u t  was n o t  

d i r e c t l y  a s c e r t a i n a b l e  i n  e x p e r i e n c e ,  and he o u t l i n e d  t h e  

l im i t s  of o u r  p o s s i b l e  knowledge of  t h i s  t r a n s c e n d e n t a l  s e l f  



in his theory of antinomies. 23 

We find that, according to Mead: 

..... a return was made to the transcendental 
philosophy of Kant from the point of view of 
Fichte's self, the self of Schelling, and that 
of Hegel, the romantic self which was identified 
with the Absolute Self; in which individuals 
were conceived as mere finite expressions of 
this larger self . 2 4  

Since our purpose is to outline the history of philosophic 

thought which leads up to Mead's theory of Sociality, and 

since Mead regards Fichte, Schelling, and Hegel as representa- 

tives of the German romantic idealists, we will first review 

their respective notions concerning the relation of the self 

to the other. We will then examine the subsequent break- 

away, and in particular Marx's rejection o f  .Hegelian idealism 

in favour of a so-called anthropological materialism. This, 

in turn, will permit us to view in its historical perspective, 

Mead's attempt to abstract from both idealism and materialism 2 5  

those aspects that lend themselves to a new synthesis which 

for want of a more complete description, we might term anthro- 

pological idealism. 

We will find that Fichte attempts to solve the problem 

o f  the self and its object in terms of moral experience; 

Schelling deals with it from the point of view of aesthetic 

or artistic experience; and that Hegel deals with it in terms 

o f  logical experience, the experience of thought. All three 

recognize that, "the passage from the conduct of the self, 



t h i s  f r e e  s e l f ,  o v e r  i n t  o  t h e  f i e l d  o f  e x p e r i e n c e  t o o k  p l a c e  

o v e r  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  o r  o p p o s i t i o n s " ;  26 t h a t  i s ,  t h e y  a r e  

a l l  d i a l e c t i c a l  approaches t o  answer ing  t h e i r  p r o b l e m a t i c .  

The p r o b l e m a t i c  i s ,  o f  course ,  t o  p l a c e  t h e  w o r l d  o f  man 

i n  n a t u r e  - -  t o  b r i n g  t h e  s e l f  and t h e . p h y s i c . a l  w o r l d  t o g e t h e r .  

The Romantic i d e a l i s t s  d i d  n o t  v i e w  t h e  s e l f  as an 

o b j e c t  o r  s o u l  t h a t  was b o r n  i n t o  t h e  w o r l d  w i t h  t h e  body, 

" a  s e l f  t h a t  was endowed by  a  d i v i n e  f i a t " ;  r a t h e r ,  t h e  s e l f  

was v iewed as a  p rocess ,  someth ing  t h a t  was g o i n g  on. 

The A b s o l u t e  S e l f  as t h e  Arena o f  Mora l  A c t i o n  

Johann G o t t l  i e b  F i c h t e  (1762-1814) ,  has been d e s c r i b e d  

as  a  t r a n s c e n d e n t a l  i d e a l i s t ,  one of t h e  t h r e e  g r e a t e s t  o f  

t h e  German i d e a l i s t s ,  and as a  r o m a n t i c  i d e a l i s t ,  t h e  l a s t  

d e s c r i p t i o n  coming f r o m  G.H. Mead. 27 Mead t e l l s  us  t h a t  t h e  

F i c h t e a n  p o s i t i o n  i d e n t i f i e s  t h e  s e l f  w i t h  t h e  t a s k  per fo rmed:  

i t  i s  t h e  accompl ishment  o f  t h e  t a s k ,  t h e  d o i n g  o f  t h e  d u t y ,  

w h i c h  r e a l i z e s  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l .  He t e l l s  us t h a t  a c c o r d i n g  t o  

F i c h t e ,  t h e  w o r l d  i s  a  w o r l d  ( t h a t  i s ,  a  r e a l  t h i n g )  o n l y  i n -  

s o f a r  as one c o n s t r u c t s  i t  o r ,  t o  be more p r e c i s e ,  o r g a n i z e s  

i t  f o r  one ' s  a c t i o n .  We f i n d  then,  t h a t  t h e  u n i v e r s e  i s  a  

f i e l d  o f  a c t i o n ,  and t h a t  i t  i s  o r g a n i z e d  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  

one a c t s  i n  i t ;  i n  o t h e r  words, t h e  meaning o f  t h e  u n i v e r s e  

" l i e s  i n  t h e  conduc t  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l " .  28 

Whereas Kant  saw c a t e g o r i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s  on t h e  one hand 

and t h e  f r e e  s e l f  on t h e  o t h e r ,  as r e p r e s e n t i n g  p o l a r  l i m i t s  



t o  o u r  knowledge; F i c h t e  m a i n t a i n e d  t h a t  t h e r e  can o n l y  be 

f reedom w i t h i n  t h e  c o n f i n e s  o f  l i m i t a t i o n .  And f r o m  t h i s  

p e r s p e c t i v e  he l o o k e d  f o r  a  " fundamen ta l  p r i n c i p l e "  wh ich  

i n d i c a t e d ,  i n  F i c h t e ' s  own words, some "deed-ac t  wh ich  .... 
i s  .... t h e  b a s i s  o f  a l l  consc iousness ,  and f i r s t  and a l o n e  

makes consc iousness  p o s s i b l e .  11 29 

F i c h t e  i s  p r o p o s i n g  t h a t  we may f i n d ,  t h r o u g h  i n t r o -  

s p e c t i o n ,  o r  an appea l  t o  a  t r a n s c e n d e n t a l  s e l f ,  a  means o f  

s e n s i b l y  o r g a n i z i n g  t h e  w o r l d .  He r e f e r s  t o  a  f i r s t ,  o r  f unda-  

m e n t a l ,  p r i n c i p l e  wh ich  w i l l  p r o v i d e  t h i s  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  b u t  

wh ich  c a n n o t  i t s e l f  be e m p i r i c a l l y  shown. T h i s  approach t h a t  

F i c h t e  t a k e s  t o  p l a c i n g  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i n  t h e  w o r l d  - -  f o r  

e x p l a i n i n g  how t h e  w o r l d  i s  o r g a n i z e d ,  i s  r e m i n i s c e n t  of  

K a n t ' s  appea l  t o  a  t r a n s c e n d e n t a l  reason .  B u t  whereas K a n t ' s  

f a c u l t y  o f  reason  i s  m e r e l y  a  f u n c t i o n  o f  u n i t y ,  F i c h t e ' s  

f i r s t  p r i n c i p l e  r e f e r s  t o  t h a t  wh ich  Kant  a f f i r m e d  c o u l d  n o t  

be f o u n d  t h r o u g h  i n t r o s p e c t i o n :  a  s p i r i t u a l  b e i n g .  F o r  

F i c h t e ,  t h e  w o r l d  i s  o r g a n i z e d  i n  te rms o f  a  t r a n s c e n d e n t a l  

A b s o l u t e  s e l f .  

F i c h t e  t e l l s  us  t h a t  " e v e r y  s c i e n c e  must  have a  funda-  

men ta l  p r i n c i p l e  ... b u t  a  s c i e n c e  a l s o  c a n n o t  have more t h a n  

one fundamenta l  p r i n c i p l e ,  f o r  e l s e  i t  wou ld  r e s u l t  i n  many 

s c i e n c e s . "  30 I n  te rms o f  o u r  immedia te  i n t e r e s t  i n  F i c h t e  

( t h a t  i s ,  h i s  i n f l u e n c e  on t h e  t h o u g h t  o f  G.H. Mead), t h i s  

s t a t e m e n t  can be v iewed as t h e  f i r s t  c l e a r  f o r m u l a t i o n  o f  t h e  



p r o b l e m  o f  t h e  r e l a t i v i t y  o f  p e r s p e c t i v e s .  F i c h t e  w o u l d  

n o t  a r g u e  w i t h  u s  i f  we we re  t o  s u b s t i t u t e  " s e l f "  f o r  

" s c i e n c e "  i n  t h e  above  q u o t a t i o n  ( a s  a  m a t t e r  o f  f a c t  he 

h i m s e l f  makes j u s t  s u c h  a  t r a n s l a t i o n  i n  t h e  second  p a r t  o f  

h i s  book The S c i e n c e  o f  Knowledge) .  31 When we have  made 

such  a  s u b s t i t u t i o n ,  we f i n d  t h a t  F i c h t e ' s  p r o b l e m a t i c  now 

becomes how we c a n  overcome t h e  a p p a r e n t  c o n f l i c t  o f  t h e  

i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  s e l f  w i t h  t h o s e  o f  t h e  o t h e r s .  We f i n d  t h a t  

F i c h t e  i s  t e l l i n g  u s  t h a t  t e r e  i s  one f u n d a m e n t a l  r e a l i t y  t o  

t h e  comp lex  w o r l d  we l i v e  i n  - -  one f u n d a m e n t a l  p r i n c i p l e  w h i c h  

can  p u t  o r d e r  i n t o  t h e  u n i v e r s e  o f  chaos  t h a t  he i n h e r i t e d .  

F i c h t e  b r i n g s  t o g e t h e r  t h e  s e l f  and  t h e  n o n - s e l f  i n  h i s  

g e n e r a 1  p r o p o s i t i o n :  

I n  and t h r o u g h  t h e  Ego b o t h  t h e  Ego and t h e  
Non-Ego a r e  p o s i t e d  as  each l i m i t e d  t h r o u g h  t h e  
o t h e r :  ... ( 1 )  t h e  Ego p o s i t s  t h e  Non-Ego as  
l i m i t e d  t h r o u g h  t h e  Ego; ... ( 2 )  t h e  E o  p o s i t s  
i t s e l f  a s  l i m i t e d  t h r o u g h  t h e  Non-Ego. Q2 

We have h e r e  t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e  d i a l e c t i c a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  s e l f  

and o t h e r  w h i c h  F i c h t e  g r o u n d s  on  t h e  i d e a  o f  t h e  A b s o l u t e  

s e l f  o r  A b s o l u t e  ego.  F i c h t e  a c c o u n t s  f o r  n a t u r e  i n  t e r m s  o f  

t h e  s e l f ,  t h e  A b s o l u t e  s e l f .  

Mead i n  r e v i e w i n g  F i c h t e t 7 s  a c c e p t a n c e  o f  a  N e w t o n i a n  

f o r m u l a t i o n  o f  t h e  p h y s i c a l  w o r l d ,  a s k s  t h e  p o i n t e d  q u e s t i o n  

t h a t  i f  t h e  mean ing  o f  t h e  w o r l d  i s  n o t  t o  be  had i n  t e r m s  o f  

t h e  a toms,  m o l e c u l e s ,  and e l e c t r o n s  t h a t  go t o  make i t  up, and 

y e t  t h i s  w o r l d  o f  p h y s i c a l  t h i n g s  i s  t h e r e  and i s  t h e r e  



1 8  

" s e e m i n g l y  b e f o r e  t h e  s e l f  comes i n t o  e x i s t e n c e i n  i t  ,"33 t h e n  

how a r e  we t o  e x p l a i n  such  a  c o n t r a d i t i o n ?  F i c h t e  answers 

t h e  q u e s t i o n  b y  assuming  t h a t  t h e  A b s o l u t e  s e l f ,  w h i c h  i s  t h e  

o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  a l l  s e l v e s ,  b u i l t  up such  a  w o r l d ,  s e t  i t  up  

as t h e  f i e l d  o f  endeavour ,  t h a t  i t  m i g h t  r e a l i z e  i t s e l f .  I' 34 

We f i n d  t h e n  t h a t  F i c h t e  c a n n o t  a c c o u n t  f o r  e v o l u t i o n a r y  t h e o r y  

e x c e p t  i n  t h e  i d e a l  sense  t h a t  i t  b e l o n g s  t o  t h e  a c t i v i t y  o f  

t h e  A b s o l u t e  s e l f  - -  some th ing  t h a t  c o m p l e t e l y  t r a n s c e n d s  t h e  

p h y s i o l o g i c a l  w o r l d  o f  o r g a n i c  e v o l u t i o n .  

Mead a d m i t s  t h a t  i t  i s  t r u e  t h a t  on  t h e  m o r a l  s i d e , f o r  

F i c h t e ,  man was t h e  c e n t r e  o f  t h e  u n i v e r s e .  As l o n g  as F i c h t e  

rema ined  w i t h i n  h i s  m o r a l  p h i l o s o p h y ,  he c o u l d  c o n c e i v e  o f  t h e  

s e l f  as  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h e  w o r l d .  B u t  we f i n d  t h a t  a c c o r d i n g  

t o  Mead, t h e  a t t e m p t  t o  b u i l d  u p  a  s c i e n c e  o f  knowledge o u t  o f  

t h i s  m o r a l  e x p e r i e n c e  was n o t  s u c c e s s f u l  on F i c h t e ' s  p a r t .  35  

L e t  u s  r e m i n d  o u r s e l v e s  a g a i n  t h a t  o u r  p u r p o s e  h e r e  i s  

t o  o u t l i n e  wha t  may be c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  i m m e d i a t e  h i s t o r i c a l -  

p h i l o s o p h i c a l  r o o t s  o f  Mead's c o n c e p t  o f  s o c i a l i t y .  On t h e  

b a s i s  o f  Mead's  own n o t e s  and essays ,  we a r e  p r e s e n t i n g  some 

o f  t h e  a t t e m p t s  o f  t h e  A b s o l u t e  i d e a l i s t s  t o  e s t a b l i s h  a  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  ego and t h e  p h y s i c a l  w o r l d .  The 

a p p r o a c h  o f  t h e  a b s o l u t e  i d e a l i s t s  was t o  e x p l a i n  t h e  p h y s i c a l  

w o r l d  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  ego o r  s e l f .  B u t  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  s e l f  o f  

one i n d i v i d u a l  i s  i n a d e q u a t e  t o  t h e  j o b ,  so  t h e r e  i s  p o s i t e d  

an  A b s o l u t e  Ego, a  p s y c h i c  m o t i v e  f o r c e  w h i c h  shapes t h e  



world (and o u r s e l v e s )  th rough  i t s  own d i a l e c t i c .  In F i c h t e ' s  

words: "Th i s  fundamental  p r i n c i p l e  o f  t h e  s c i e n c e  of  know- 

l e d g e  i s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  a b s o l u t e l y  n o t  t o  be proven;  ... b u t  ... 
must have immediate c e r t a i n t y .  36 

F i c h t e  a r g u e s  t h a t  t h e  c h a r a c t e r  o f  t h e  non-ego ( t h e  

p h y s i c a l  wor ld )  i s  m u l t i p l i c i t y ,  and t h a t  t h e  pure  ego can  

o n l y  be conce ived  o f  n e g a t i v e l y ;  t h a t  i s ,  a s  t h e  o p p o s i t e  o f  

t h e  non-ego,  We f i n d  t h a t  F i c h t e  i s  p ropos ing  t h a t  t h e  

a b s o l u t e  o r  pure  ego ,  must c o n s e q u e n t l y  be c h a r a c t e r i z e d  a s  

" p e r f e c t  and a b s o l u t e  u n i t y " .  37 Kant proc la imed t h e  d e a t h  

o f  God, and F i c h t e  r e s u r r e c t e d  

A b s o l u t e  s e l f  : 

t h e  " u n i t y "  of  man i n  t h e  

I f ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e r e  i s  t o  be an a b s o l u t e  
f i r s t  p r i n c i p l e  of  a1 1  knowledge..  . . . t h e  
c o n t e n t  of  t h i s  f i r s t  p r i n c i p l e  must c o n t a i n  
a l l  o t h e r  p o s s i b l e  c o n t e n t ,  b u t  must i t s e l f  
be c o n t a i n e d  i n  no o t h e r  c o n t e n t .  In  s h o r t ,  
i t  must be t h e  a b s o l u t e  c o n t e n t . 3 8  

F i c h t e  c l a i m s  t h a t  i f  t h i s  i s  n o t  t h e  c a s e ,  t h e n  t h e r e  

a r e  o n l y  two a l t e r n a t i v e s :  one b e i n g ,  " e i t h e r  t h e r e  i s  no t  

immediate c e r t a i n t y  a t  a l l " ;  t h e  o t h e r  b e i n g ,  " o u r  knowledge 

c o n s i s t s  of  f i n i t e  s e r i e s ,  b u t  many f i n i t e  s e r i e s  ...... I139 

F i c h t e  i s  s a y i n g  t h a t ,  i f  we do n o t  a c c e p t  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of  an 

a b s o l u t e  ego o r  a b s o l u t e  f i r s t  p r i n c i p l e  around which t h e  

o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  r e a l i t y  may be m u s t e r e d ,  t h e n  e i t h e r  we l i v e  

i n  comple te  c h a o s , . o r  we l i v e  a  f i n i t e  number of  i n d i v i d u a l  

r e a l  i t i e s  ( p e r s p e c t i v e s ) .  



A l t h o u g h  he  r e j e c t s  i t ,  F i c h t e  has c l e a r l y  f o r m u l a t e d  

a  m u l t i - d i m e n s i o n a l  r e a l i t y  t h a t  a n t i c i p a t e d  r e l a t i v i t y  

t h e o r y  b y  a l m o s t  a  c e n t u r y .  We s h a l l  f i n d  t h a t  Mead d i d  n o t  

r e j e c t  so r e a d i l y ,  as  d i d  F i c h t e ,  t h e  n o t i o n  o f  a  m u l t i t u d e  

o f  c o n c u r r e n t l y  e x i s t i n g  p e r s p e c t i v e s .  A l s o ,  whereas  F i c h t e  

w o u l d  p l a c e  t h e s e  w o r l d s  i n  t h e  m ind ,  Mead w o u l d  be  more 

l i k e l y  t o  p l a c e  t h e  m i n d  i n  t h e s e  w o r l d s .  

A c c o r d i n g  t o  Mead, t h e  t a s k  o f  Roman t i c  p h i l o s o p h y ,  as  

F i c h t e  p r e s e n t e d  i t ,  was t o  make t h e  s u b j e c t - o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n  

"as  i t  a p p e a r s  i n  o u r  m o r a l  e x p e r i e n c e  a  r e l a t i o n  o f  t h e  knower  

t o  t h e  known",  40 a  r e l a t i o n  be tween t h a t  w h i c h  we sense  and 

t h e  o r g a n i s m  w h i c h  senses  i t .  A g a i n ,  Mead t e l l s  us  t h a t  f o r  

F i c h t e ,  " i f  a  s e l f  i s  t o  be a  s e l f ,  i t  m u s t  a c h i e v e  t h i s  i n  

t h e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  i t s e l f  w i t h  t h e  n o t - s e l f  .... t h i s  i s  

t h e  f u n d a m e n t a l  p r o c e s s  o f  t h e  u n i v e r s e  f r o m  F i c h t e ' s  p o i n t  o f  

v i e w " .  41 I t  w o u l d  n o t  be u n f a i r  t o  say ,  t h a t  f o r  Mead, t h e  

s e l f  can  o n l y  become a  s e l f  i n s o f a r  as  one c a n  t a k e  t h e  p e r s -  

p e c t i v e  o f  t h e  n o t - s e l f  ( t h e  o t h e r ) .  

We w i l l  l a t e r  show how Mead a c c o u n t s  f o r  t h e  emergence 

o f  t h e  s e l f  i n  n a t u r e  b y  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h a t  q u a l i t y  he sees 

e x h i b i t e d  i n  n a t u r e  w h i c h  he i d e n t i f i e s  as  s o c i a l i t y .  The m a i n  

d i f f e r e n c e  be tween t h e  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  F i c h t e  and Mead on  t h i s  

p o i n t  i s  t h a t  f o r  F i c h t e  t h e  s e l f  i s  p r e - e m i n e n t ,  whereas  

f o r  Mead, t h e  s e l f  a r i s e s  a f t e r  t h e  p e r s p e c t i v e  o f  t h e  o t h e r  

has o b t a i n e d .  



The A b s o l u t e  S e l f  and A e s t h e t i c s  

F r i e d r i c h  W i l  he lm  S c h e l l  i n g  (1775 -1854 ) ,  i n  a  l e t t e r  

t o  Hege l  i n  1795,  c o n f i d e s ,  " f o r  S p i n o z a  t h e  w o r l d  ( t h e  

o b j e c t  u t t e r l y  i n  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  t h e  s u b j e c t )  was e v e r y t h i n g ,  

t o  me e v e r y t h i n g  i s  t h e  egon .  42 We f i n d  h e r e  a  r e a f f i r m a t i o n  

o f  t h e  Roman t i c  i d e a l i s t s  a t t e m p t  t o  i d e n t i f y  t h e  s e l f  w i t h  

w i t h  n o n - s e l f .  However,  i n  S c h e l l i n g ,  we f i n d  t h a t  t h i s  

i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  i s  a t t e m p t e d  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  a r t i s t ,  r a t h e r  

t h a n  F i c h t e ' s  " m o r a l  a c t i o n " ;  a t  l e a s t ,  t h i s  i s  t h e  p o i n t  o f  

v i e w  o f  Mead. Mead t e l l s  us ,  t h a t  " i n  t h e  c a s e  o f  t h e  a r t i s t ,  

t h e  a t t i t u d e  w h i c h  S c h e l l i n g  emphas ized,  t h e  s t r e s s  l i e s  i n  

t h e  r e c o g n i t i o n  t h a t  t h e  s e l f  d i s c o v e r s  i t s  i d e a s ,  i t s  mean ings  

i n  t h e  w o r l d ,  i n  i t s  o b j e c t " .  4 3  

We f i n d  t h a t  F r i e d r i c h  de  W o l f e  Bolman J r . ,  i n  h i s  i n t r o -  

d u c t i o n  t o  S c h e l l i n g ' s  Ages o f  t h e  Wor l d ,  c o n c u r s  w i t h  Mead 's  

a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  s t r e s s  i n  S c h e l l i n g ' s  p h i l o s o p h y  o n  t h e  a e s t h e t i c ,  

o r  t h e  a r t i s t .  Bolman t e l l s  u s  t h a t ,  S c h e l l i n g ' s  " i n f l u e n c e  

upon t h e  c o u r s e  o f  t r a n s c e n d e n t a l i s m  was f e l t  n o t  o n l y  i n  Ger-  

many, b u t  i n  E n g l a n d  and Amer i ca  as  w e l l .  H i s  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  

a r t  has l o n g  been v a l u e d  as  a  m i l e s t o n e  i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  

a e s t h e t i c s .  1144 

S c h e l l i n g ,  l i k e  F i c h t e ,  p o s t u l a t e s  a  d i c h o t o m o u s  w o r l d  

o f  s u b j e c t  and o b j e c t  as  m a n i f e s t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  A b s o l u t e  s e l f ,  

o f  w h i c h  he says :  "The l i v i n g  r e a l i t y  o f  t h e  h i g h e s t  s c i e n c e  

can  o n l y  be p r i m a l  l i v i n g  r e a l i t y ,  t h e  essence ,  w h i c h  i s  



p r e c e d e d  b y  n o t h i n g  e l s e  and w h i c h  i s  t h u s  t h e  o l d e s t  o f  a l l  

b e i n g s .  " 4 5  B u t  whereas t h e  c o n t r a d i t i o n  t h a t  F i c h t e  s e t  

u p  was t h a t  o f  an o p p o s i t i o n  o f  d u t y  and i n c l i n a t i o n ( " t h e  

t h i n g  t h a t  we have t o  do,  t h a t  we o u g h t  t o ' d o ,  i s  t h e  t h i n g  

we do n o t  wan t  t o  do. I t  i n v o l v e s  an e f f o r t . " 4 6 ) ,  S c h e l l i n g  

p o s i t e d  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  an a e s t h e t i c  h i e r a r c h y  as  t h e  base  

o f  t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n :  

A p r i n c i p l e  w h i c h  i s  o u t s i d e  and above  t h e  
w o r l d  m u s t  be conceded  t o  man ... i n  man, 
however ,  t h e  supramundane p r i n c i p l e  i s  no 
l o n g e r  f r e e  i n  i t s  p r i m o r d i a l  p u r i t y ,  b u t  
i s  bound t o  a n o t h e r ,  l e s s e r  p r i n c i p l e .  
B u t  t h e  h i g h e r  p r i n c i p l e ,  i n c e s s a n t l y  be-  
s o u g h t  b y  t h i s  l o w e r  a b o u t  i t s  e l e v a t i o n ,  
o b s e r v e s  t h a t  t h e  l o w e r  p r i n c i p l e  i s  n o t  
added t o  t h e  h i g h e r  i n  o r d e r  t h a t  t h e  l a t t e r  
may r e m a i n  f e t t e r e d  by  i t ,  b u t  i n  o r d e r  t h a t  
t h e  h i g h e r  i t s e l f  may have a n o t h e r  i n  w h i c h  
i t  can  v i e w  i t s e l f ,  r e p r e s e n t  and become 
i n t e l l i g i b l e  t o  i t s e l f . 4 7  

I t  i s  e v i d e n t  f r o m  t h i s  passage  t h a t  S c h e l l i n g  i s o l a t e s  

( o r  s e p a r a t e s )  t h e  s e l f ,  o r  ego, f r o m ' t h e  n o n - s e l f ,  o r  o t h e r ;  

t h e  s u b j e c t  f r o m  o b j e c t ,  when he s t a t e s  t h a t  "a  p r i n c i p l e  

w h i c h  i s  o u t s i d e  and above  t h e  w o r l d  m u s t  be conceded  t o  man." 

We f i n d  t h a t  S c h e l l i n g ' s  m e t a p h y s i c s  o f  s e l f  and o t h e r  i s  n o t  

t o o  d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  t h a t  o f  F i c h t e .  F i c h t e  t e l l s  u s  t h a t  t h e  

ego p o s i t s  t h e  non-ego i n  o r d e r  t o  l i m i t  t h e  ego, so t h a t  i t  

may come t o  know i t s e l f  and  be f r e e .  48 S c h e l l i n g  i s  i n  

c o m p l e t e  a c c o r d  w i t h  such  a  m e t a p h y s i c s  o f  t h e  s e l f  and t h e  

o t h e r  as  i s  e v i d e n c e d  b y  h i s  d e c l a r a t i o n  t h a t  " t h e  l o w e r  

p r i n c i p l e  i s . . .  added t o  t h e  h i g h e r  ... i n  o r d e r  t h a t  t h e  



h i g h e r  i t s e l f  may ... r e p r e s e n t  and become i n t e l l i g i b l e  t o  

i t s e l f . "  

We f i n d  t h a t  a l t h o u g h  a  s p l i t  i s  m a i n t a i n e d ,  by  

S c h e l l i n g ,  be tween  t h e  N a t u r a l  and H i s t o r i c a l  w o r l d  ( i . e .  

t h e  p h y s i c a l  and  t h e  c o n s c i o u s ,  o r  t h e  o u t e r  and t h e  i n n e r  

w o r l d ) ,  t h e r e  i s  an  a t t e m p t  made t o  b r i n g  them t o g e t h e r  i n  

t h e  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l .  We c o u l d  c a l l  t h e  p r o c e s s  

a  k i n d  o f  d i a l e c t i c a l  d i a l o g u e  o f  t h e  A b s o l u t e  s e l f ,  w h i c h  - i s  

t h e  m o t i v e  f o r c e  w h i c h  moves t h e  w o r l d .  R.G.  C o l l i n g w o o d  

s u c c i n c t l y  d e s c r i b e s  S c h e l l i n g ' s  p o s i t i o n :  

F i c h t e  t h o u g h t  t h a t  t h e  l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  o f  
t h e  c o n c e p t  was c o m p l e t e  b e f o r e  h i s t o r y  began 
and s e r v e d  a s  a  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e  p r o c e s s ;  
i n  S c h e l l i n g  t h e  dynamic  s t r u c t u r e  .of  t h e  
A b s o l u t e  i s  n o t  t h e  g r o u n d  o f  t h e  dynamic  
e l e m e n t  i n  H i s t o r y ,  i t  i s  t h a t  . e l emen t  i t s e l f .  4 9  

I t  i s  w i t h  S c h e l l i n g  t h a t  t h e  f i r s t  i n d i c a t i o n s  o f  a  

g e n u i n e  a t t e m p t  emerges t o  come t o  g r i p s  w i t h  t h e  p r o b l e m s  

posed f o r  n i n e t e e n t h - c e n t u r y  Roman t i c  p h i l o s o p h y  b y  e v o l u -  

t i o n a r y  t h e o r y  a r e  e x h i b i t e d .  S c h e l l i n g  s t a t e s  t h a t :  

H a r d l y  had t h e  f i r s t  s t e p s  o f  r e u n i t i n g  
p h i l o s o p h y  and  n a t u r e  t a k e n  p l a c e ,  when 
one had  t o  acknow ledge  t h e  g r e a t  a n t i q u i t y  
o f  t h e  p h y s i c a l ,  and  how t h e  p h y s i c a l ,  f a r  
f r o m  b e i n g  t h e  l a s t ,  i s  r a t h e r  t h e  f i r s t  
f rom w h i c h  e v e r y t h i n g ,  even  t h e  deve lopmen t  
o f  t h e  d i v i n e  l i f e ,  o r i g i n a t e s . 5 0  

S c h e l l i n g  i n c o r p o r a t e s  i n t o  h i s  p h i l o s o p h y  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  

o f  a c c o u n t i n g  f o r  e v o l u t i o n a r y  change i n  t h e  w o r l d  g t  l a r g e .  

As C o l l i n g w o o d  p o i n t s  o u t ,  S c h e l l i n g  r e d e f i n e s  t h e  A b s o l u t e  



a s  a  dynamic s t r u c t u r e  r a t h e r  t h a n  a  s t a t i c  o r  comple te  

s t r u c t u r e .  The A b s o l u t e  s e l f ,  t h a t  which o r g a n i z e s  and g i v e s  

meaning t o  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  and t h e  w o r l d ,  i s  i t s e l f  go ing  

t h r o u g h  a  p r o c e s s  of  change .  We must keep i n  m i n d ,  however,  

t h a t  t h i s  monumental s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  S c h e l l i n g  i s  making must 

be t a k e n  w i t h i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  of  a  m e t a p h y s i c s  embodied by t h e  

s p i r i t  of  t h e  A b s o l u t e  S e l f ,  where both  t h e  " p h y s i c a l "  and 

t h e  " d i v i n e  l i f e "  a r e  m a n i f e s t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  A b s o l u t e .  They 

a r e  l o g i c a l l y  d i s t i n c t  c a t e g o r i e s  t h r o u g h  which t h e  A b s o l u t e  

c o m e s . t o  r e a l i z e  i t s  own p e r f e c t i o n .  

We can  draw a  v e r y  t enuous  ana logy  between t h e  p h i l o -  

s o p h i e s  of  S c h e l l i n g  and F i c h t e ,  a s  compared t o  t h o s e  of 

A r i s t o t l e  and P l a t o  i n  o r d e r  t o  c l a r i f y  what has  jus t  been 

e x p r e s s e d .  P l a t o ' s  world was d i v i d e d  i n t o  two: t h e  p h y s i c a l  

o r  e x i s t e n t i a l  world o f  f l u x  and change ,  and t h e  e t e r n a l  world 

of  fo rms .  The o n l y  knowledge t h a t  we cou ld  have ,  a c c o r d i n g  

t o  P l a t o  was of  t h a t  which d i d  n o t  change:  t h e  e t e r n a l .  The 

Idea  preceded e v e r y t h i n g  and p rov ided  f o r  t h e  Form of  t h i n g s .  

i I f  we had any knowledge o f  a n y t h i n g ,  such  a s  a  t r e e  o r  a  
1 
I s t o n e ,  i t  was knowledge of  t h e  Form o f  t h e  t r e e  o r  t h e  s t o n e ,  

tha t . .which  r e p r e s e n t e d  t h e  e t e r n a l ,  unchanging Idea  o f  t h e  

o b j e c t .  The r e a l i t y  o f  t h e  world was t o  be had i n  t e rms  of  

s o - c a l l e d  l o g i c a l  c a t e g o r i e s  which t h e  p h y s i c a l  world was 

t r y i n g  t o  conform t o ,  b u t  t h e  p h y s i c a l  world c o u l d  never  main- 

t a i n  t h e  p e r f e c t i o n  of  t h e  world of  t h e  Idea  and Form. We m i g h t  



compare Fichte's metaphysics t o  that o f  Plato. 

Aristotle, on the other hand, saw. the flux of the 

natural world as indicating that the Form o f  an object was 

teleological in nature; that is, the object was emerging 

in nature over time as it strove to obtain the perfection o f  

its Form which alw,ays lay in the future. This view w e  might 

compare more favourably to the metaphysics of Schell ing. 

It is this break with the traditional concern o f  know- 

ledge lying in the identity of an object; that is, in an 

object's unique and radical "sameness," that a1,lows Schelling 

t o  denounce the validity of so-called "formal logic" as 

compared t o  "dialectical thought": 

... those are mistaken who have no concept 
o f  the character of true science, since they 

' accept the first proposition, A = x, as 
unlimited, and then, perhaps el sewhere having 
ascertained or conceived that A = y, they 
oppose the second immediately t o  the first, 
instead of waiting until the incompleteness 
o f  the first would itself require the progress 
t o  the second.51 

We will later see how Henri Bergson takes the notion 

of biological evolution and the experience o f  duration as 

sta;ting points in developing an epistemology of the relation 

of the inner world o f  experience to the outer world o f  objects. 

We are content to have shown that these notions were becoming 

more and more important to the critical thought of the time. 

T h e  Absolute Self as Reason 

Georg Wil helm Friedrich Hegel (1770-1831). Mead tells 



us  t h a t ,  " H e g e l ' s  c r i t i c i s m  o f  S c h e l l i n g ' s  p h i l o s o p h y  i s  

t h a t  i t  i s  a  b a r e  a s s e r t i o n  o f  i d e n t i t y  i n s t e a d  o f  b e i n g  an  

a c t u a l  p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  t h e  p r o c e s s  b y  means o f  w h i c h  t h e  s e l f  

and t h e  o b j e c t  c a n  be i d e n t i f i e d . 5 2  By s t r e s s i n g  t h e  so-  

c a l l e d  p r o c e s s  o f  t h e  s e l f - o b j e c t  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  we t a k e  i t  

t o  mean t h a t  Hege l  l a y s  g r e a t e r  s t r e s s  on  t h e  d i a l e c t i c  t h a n  

d i d  S c h e l l i n g .  B u t  we f i n d  t h a t  t h e  o n t o l o g y  w i t h i n  w h i c h  t h e  

d i a l e c t i c  o p e r a t e s  i s  n o t  t h a t  d i f f e r e n t  f o r  Hege l  f r o m  t h a t  

o f  S c h e l l i n g ,  a t  l e a s t  n o t  f r o m  t h e  p o i n t  o f  v i e w  o f  C o l l i n g -  

wood, who i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  e v o l u t i o n ,  f o r  H e g e l ,  i s  a  l o g i c a l  

p r o c e s s ;  "... i t s  p r i m a r y  o r  f u n d a m e n t a l  f o r m  i s  l o g i c a l  be- 

coming :  a  p r o c e s s ,  b u t  n o t  a  p r o c e s s  i n  t i m e  o r  a  movement 

i n  space  ... ( i t  i s )  a  p r o c e s s  o f  t h e  n o t i o n ,  a  l o g i c a l  move- 

ment  i n h e r e n t  i n  c o n c e p t s  as  such .  53 We a l s o  f i n d  t h a t ,  

a c c o r d i n g  t o  C o l l i n g w o o d ,  Hege l  makes a  s p l i t  be tween t h e  

w o r l d  o f  n a t u r e  and h i s t o r y :  

... t h e  w h o l e  H e g e l i a n  t h e o r y  o f  n a t u r e  i s  
r e n t  b y  a  d u a l i s m  w h i c h  i n  t h e  l o n g  r u n  b r e a k s  
i t  i n  p i e c e s .  Hege l  i n h e r i t e d  t h e  p r e s u p p o s i t i o n  
f r o m  t h e  s e v e n t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  t h a t  n a t u r e  i s  a  
mach ine ,  a  m o v i n g  c o n g e r i e s  o f  p i e c e s  o f  dead 
m a t t e r .  54 

C o l l i n g w o o d  f i n d s  t h a t  H e g e l ' s  cosmo logy  i s  s e l f - c o n t r a -  

d i c t o r y  i n  t h a t  a c c o r d i n g  t o  h i s  ( H e g e l ' s )  cosmo logy ,  " a l l  

r e a l i t y  m u s t  be  pe rmea ted  b y  p r o c e s s  and a c t i v i t y  ... i t  has 

i n  i t  t h e  power t o  e v o l v e  i t s e l f ,  b y  a  l o g i c a l  n e c e s s i t y ,  

l i f e  and m ind .  " 5 5  T h a t  i s ,  t h a t  n a t u r e  c a n n o t  be  a  mere 



machine. It is because Fichte, Schelling, and Hegel accepted 

the physical world of matter in motion as being incapable of 

doing anything more than redistributing itself in space, that 

they had to appeal t o  something that transcended that world 

to account for living forms and human consciousness. 

And it is on this point that Mead's cosmology is 

radically different, from that of Hegel's; that is, on their 

respective views as .to the possibility of the emergence of 

living forms and consciousness processes, from physical pro- 

cesses. Collingwood insists, that for Hegel: 

There cannot be temporal transition (qualitative 
change) ... (because) a purely dead and mechanical 
world of matter, as conceived by the physics of 
his day (which he accepted as his starting point), 
cannot conceivably produce life by doing the only 
thing which it has the power to do, namely, re- 
distributing itself in space." 56 

As we indicated earlier, Hegel was left with the problem, 

as were Fichte and Schelling, of bringing together the natural 

world of physical processes and the historical world of human 

consciousness. Mead offe>rs us one word to capture the essence 

of the problem: it was Hegel Is problem to redintegrate subject 

and object. 

What Hegel undertook to do was to show how this 
opposition between subject and object could be 
overcome, in some sense, by means of the recog- 
nition of the nature of the process of thought 
itself. 57 

And this process of thought, for Hegel, was dialectical. 



The H e g e l i a n  d i a l e c t i c  i s  f o r m a l l y  o u t l i n e d  as t h e s i s ,  

a n t e t h e s i s ,  and s y n t h e s i s :  i n  i t s  m o s t  a b s t r a c t  f o r m  t h e  

movement o f  t h o u g h t  i s  p r o v i d e d  b y  t h e  d i a l e c t i c  o f  B e i n g  and 

N o t - B e i n g  as  two  phases  o f  Becoming.  Mead g i v e s  us  h i s  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  p r o c e s s  i n v o l v e d  i n  H e g e l ' s  d i a l e c t i c  as 

f o l l o w s :  

When we pass  f r o m  one s i t u a t i o n  o v e r  i n t o  a n o t h e r  ... we a r e  p u t t i n g  o u r s e l v e s  a t  t h i s  moment i n  
o p p o s i t i o n  t o  o u r s e l v e s  o f  a  moment b e f o r e .  B u t  
we overcome t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  o f  t h i s  f a c t  b y  
r e a l i z i n g  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  an i d e n t i c a l  s u b j e c t -  
o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n  w h i c h  p e r s i s t s  t h r o u g h o u t .  The 
s t u f f  o f  t h e  p r o c e s s  i s  t h e  same i n  b o t h  cases ;  
b u t  now i t  t a k e s  on  t h i s  f o r m ,  now t h a t  .... 58 

I t  i s  o f  i n t e r e s t  t o  n o t e  h e r e  t h e  c l o s e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tween 

t h e  d i a l e c t i c  o f  H e g e l ,  as  Mead o u t l i n e s  i t ,  and t h e  c h a r a c t e r -  

i s t i c s  w h i c h  Mead a s c r i b e s  t o  s o c i a l i t y .  You w i l l  remember 

t h a t  i n  o u r  i n t r o d u c t i o n  we s t a t e d  t h a t  one a s p e c t  o f  s o c i a l -  

i t y  i s  t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  b e i n g  s e v e r a l  t h i n g s  a t  once .  Compare 

t h i s  t o  Mead 's  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  H e g e l ' s  d i a l e c t i c  i n  t h a t  "when 

we pass  f r o m  one s i t u a t i o n  o v e r  i n t o  a n o t h e r  ,.. we a r e  p u t t i n g  

o u r s e l v e s  a t  t h i s  moment i n  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  o u r s e l v e s  o f  a  moment 

b e f o r e . "  

A g a i n ,  a n o t h e r  a s p e c t  o f  s o c i a l i t y ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  Mead, 

i s  t h a t  s o c i a l i t y  i s  e x h i b i t e d  i n  t h e  s y s t e m a t i c  c h a r a c t e r  o f  

t h e  p a s s i n g  e v e n t .  Compare t h i s  t o  t h e  s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  we 

overcome t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  o f  o u r s e l v e s  " b y  r e a l i z i n g  t h a t  t h e r e  

i s  an  i d e n t i c a l  s u b j e c t - o b j e c t  r e l a t i o n  w h i c h  p e r s i s t s  t h r o u g h -  



29 
- 

o u t "  t h e  p a s s i n g  f r o m  one s i t u a t i o n  t o  a n o t h e r .  - 
What i s  t h e  s y s t e m a t i c  c h a r a c t e r  o f  a  p a s s i n g  e v e n t  o t h e r  

t h a n  t h e  i d e n t i c a l  r e l a t i o n  w h i c h  p e r s i s t s  t h r o u g h o u t  t h a t  

p a s s i n g  e v e n t ?  Mead p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  i t  i s  i n  t h i s  p r o c e s s  
s u b j e c t  

o f  bringing,,and o b j e c t  t o g e t h e r  t h a t  Hege l  f i n d s  c o n t r a -  

d i c t i o n s ,  and t h e s e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  a r e  b u t  phases w h i c h  

n e c e s s a r i l y  l e a d  t o  a  s y n t h e s i s ,  o r ,  "a  h i g h e r  e x p r e s s i o n  

o f  t h e  s e l f . "  F o r  Mead, t h i s  p o i n t  o f  v i e w  i s  i l l u s t r a t e d  

by  t h e  r e s e a r c h  s c i e n t i s t  who s t a r t s  f r o m  a  c o n f l i c t  o r  c o n t r a -  

d i c t i o n  w h i c h  comes up  i n  t h e  f a c e  o f  an a c c e p t e d  h y p o t h e s i s ,  

and who r e s o l v e s  t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  by  s y n t h e s i z i n g  a new 

h y p o t h e s i s  w h i c h  t a k e s  up  b o t h  t h e  o l d  h y p o t h e s i s  and t h e  

b r u t e  f a c t  i n  n a t u r e  w h i c h  answered t o  t h e  o r i g i n a l  c o n f l i c t .  

We w i l l  f i n d  t h a t  Mead a g a i n  and a g a i n  makes r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  

d i a l e c t i c a l  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  method  as  b e i n g  an 

o b j e c t i f i c a t i o n  o f  n a t u r a l  p rocesses ,  o r ,  i n  o t h e r  words,  t h e  

p r o c e s s  o f  t h e  n a t u r a l  b r o u g h t  u n d e r  c o n s c i o u s  c o n t r o l .  

Hege l ,  l i k e  F i c h t e ,  assumes t h a t  t h e  u n i v e r s a l  ( t h e s i s )  

w i l l  a l w a y s  have i n  i t  t h e  o p p o s i t e  o f  i t s e l f :  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  

( a n t i t h e s i s ) .  T h a t  t h e  Ego ( i n  t h e  c a s e  o f  F i c h t e ) ,  o r  t h e  

A b s o l u t e  S e l f ,  c a n n o t  know i t s e l f  e x c e p t  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  

l i m i t a t i o n s  i t  c r e a t e s  o v e r  and a g a i n s t  i t s  f reedom. Mead 

p o s i t s ,  f r o m  t h i s  d o c t r i n e  o f  t h e  d i a l e c t i c ,  t h a t  " . . .our  

deve lopmen t  ... a c t u a l l y  ... t a k e s  p l a c e  t h r o u g h  t h e  c o n f l i c t  

o f  u n i v e r s a l s ,  o r  l a w s ,  and some p a r t i c u l a r  e v e n t ,  



some e x c e p t i o n .  " 5 9  W e f i n d ,  t h e n , M e a d a c k n o w l e d g i n g t h a t  

Hegel i s  c o r r e c t  i n  t h e  g e n e r a l  s e n s e  t h a t  t h e  development  

of  o u r  knowledge t a k e s  p l a c e  t h r o u g h  c o n f l i c t .  Agreeing w i t h  

bo th  S c h e l l i n g  and Hegel i n  t h i s  s e n s e ,  Mead s t a t e s  t h a t ,  

"..... t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  does  a r i s e  o u t  o f  t h e  m i n d  of  t h e  

t h i n k e r ,  t h e  s c i e n t i s t .  I t  i s  a  c r e a t i o n  of  t h e  s e l f .  And 

when i t  has been c r e a t e d ,  i t  c a r r i e s  w i t h  i t  a  new wor ld .  11 60 

As we have i n d i c a t e d ,  t h e  world o f  o u r  e x p e r i e n c e ,  f o r  

Hegel ,  i s  a  world which we a r e  c o n t i n u a l l y  c r e a t i n g  i n  o u r  

t h o u g h t ;  t h e  development  of  m i n d  i s  t h e  same t h i n g  a s  t h e  

development  o f  t h e  wor ld .  The world i s  t h e  e x p r e s s i o n  of t h e  

t h o u g h t  of  t h e  A b s o l u t e .  The p r o c e s s  of  t h i s  c r e a t i o n  i s  t h e  

d i a l e c t i c ,  and i t s  mot ive  f o r c e  i s  Reason. B u t  t h i s  d i a l e c t i -  

c a l  development  o f  t h e  A b s o l u t e  t h r o u g h  p a r t i c u l a r  minds i s  

a  l o g i c a l  one ;  t h a t  i s ,  i t  has no tempora l  d imens ion .  T h i s  

means, f o r  Hegel ,  t h a t  h i s t o r y  ends i n  t h e  p r e s e n t ,  and t h a t  

t h e  e v o l u t i o n  of  t h e  n a t u r a l  world i s  n o t h i n g  more t h a n  a  

r e f l e c t i o n  of  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  development  of  t h e  m i n d .  

The Romantic i d e a l i s t s  t r i e d  t o  b r i n g  a b o u t  a  s y n t h e s i s  

between t h e  c o n c e p t i o n  o f  n a t u r e  a s  a  machine ,  and t h e  c o n c e p t -  

ion  of  a l l  r e a l i t y  a s  permeated by p r o c e s s .  Mead t e l l s  us 

t h a t ,  " t h e  o p p o s i t i o n ,  t h e n ,  between t h e  wor ld  a s  i t  a p p e a r s  

a s  an a b s o l u t e  o b j e c t ,  i f  t h e r e  i s  such a  t h i n g ,  and t h e  s e l f  

t h a t  knows i t ,  i s  a  r e a l  problem ...... '61 and t h i s  problem 



stems from the period of philosophy known as Romantic ideal- 

ism, as culminated in the philosophy o f  Hegel. 



/ CHAPTER I 1  

EVOLUTION AND SCIENCE: HENRI BERGSON 

We have a t t e m p t e d  t o  show i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  C h a p t e r ,  

how t h o u g h t  i n  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  had changed f r o m  a  

c o n c e p t i o n  o f  t h e  " s t a t i c  f o r m s "  w h i c h  K a n t  t o l d  u s  m u s t  

n e c e s s a r i l y  p r e c e d e  t h e  o b j e c t ,  t o  an  i d e a  o f  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  

t o w a r d  " f o r m s "  t h r o u g h  p r o c e s s  - -  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  t h e  " d i a l -  

e c t i c "  w h i c h  t h e  Roman t i c  i d e a l i s t s  p u t  f o r t h  i n  o r d e r  t o  

a c c o u n t  f o r  t h e  changes  i n  t h e  w o r l d  t h a t  we e x p e r i e n c e .  L e t  

u s  s t r e s s ,  t h o u g h ,  t h a t  t h i s  deve lopmen t  o f  f o r m s  t h r o u g h  

p r o c e s s  had no t e m p o r a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e .  

From Mead 's  p o i n t  o f  v i e w ,  t h e  t e r m  " t h e o r y  o f  e v o l u t -  

i o n "  i s  one w h i c h  u n d e r t a k e s  t o  e x p l a i n  how t h e  f o r m s  o f  

t h i n g s  may a r i s e  w i t h i n  n a t u r e .  And he  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h e  

m e c h a n i c a l  s c i e n c e  o f  Newton, w h i c h  was t h e  a c c e p t e d  s c i e n c e  

o f  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  c o u l d  n o t  e x p l a i n  how new f o r m s  

m i g h t  a r i s e  i n  n a t u r e .  He t e l l s  us  t h a t ,  "What D a r w i n  u n d e r -  

t o o k  t o  show was t h a t  some o f  t h e s e  f o r m s  m u s t  c o n c e i v a b l y  

have a r i s e n  t h r o u g h  n a t u r a l  p r o c e s s e s .  B u t  m e c h a n i c a l  

s c i e n c e  does n o t  c o n s i d e r  " f o r m "  as  a  r e l e v a n t  f i e l d  o f  

i n q u i r y :  " f r o m  t h e  p o i n t  o f  v i e w  o f  m e c h a n i c a l  s c i e n c e ,  f o r m  

does n o t  e x i s t .  11 2 

t T h e r e  a r e  o n l y  t w o  o b j e c t s  f o r  m e c h a n i c a l  s c i e n c e  - - "  
... one t h e  w o r l d  a s  a  who le ,  and t h e  o t h e r  t h e  u l t i m a t e  

p h y s i c a l  p a r t i c l e s  o u t  o f  w h i c h  i t  i s  made. A l l  o t h e r  so -  



c a l l e d  ' o b j e c t s '  a r e  o b j e c t s  t h a t  o u r  p e r c e p t i o n  c u t s  o u t .  11 3 

For mechanica l  s c i e n c e ,  t h e  objsec t ive  world can  o n l y  be meas- 

ured  i n  t e rms  of  e x t e n s i o n ;  t h a t  i s ,  t h e  r e l a t i v e  p o s i t i o n s  

of " p o i n t s "  o r  p a r t i c l e s ,  and mass,  v e l o c i t y ,  and d e n s i t y .  

All o t h e r  q u a l i t i e s  a s c r i b e d  t o  t h e s e  o b j e c t s  o f  mechanica l  

s c i e n c e  a r e  seen  a s  be long ing  t o  t h e  p e r c e p t i o n  o f  t h e  s e n t -  

i e n t  o rgan i sm,  and a r e  thus beyond t h e  s c o p e  o f  o b j e c t i v e  

measurement.  In  s h o r t ,  mechanica l  s c i e n c e  can o n l y  d e a l  w i t h  

s t a t i c  s t r u c t u r e s ;  t h a t  i s ,  s t r u c t u r e s  i n  which motion o r  change 

i s  p r e d i c t a b l e .  What f o l l o w s  from t h i s ,  f o r  Mead, can be 

d e s c r i b e d  a s  t h e  need f o r  t h e  s e c u l a r i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  t r a n s -  

c e n d e n t  a r e n a  i n  which t h e  Romantic i d e a l i s t s  couched t h e i r  

d i a l e c t i c .  Such a  ' s e c u l a r i z a t i o n "  demanded a  new s c i e n c e  

t h a t  c o u l d  d e a l  w i t h  change and growth ( w i t h  t h e  t r a n s f o r m -  

a t i o n  o r  becoming of  f o r m s ) ,  and f o r  Mead, t h i s  s c i e n c e  was 

r e p r e s e n t e d  by t h e  b i o l o g i c a l  s c i e n c e s .  

The work of  Darwin and Lamarck was i n s t r u m e n t a l  i n  

p i o n e e r i n g  new t h o u g h t  i n  t h i s  f i e l d .  Lamarck and Darwin 

under took  t o  e x p l a i n  o r  show how forms4 t h e m s e l v e s  n i g h t  come 

i n t o  b e i n g ,  o r  m i g h t  a r i s e .  T h e i r  q u e s t i o n  was, how do we 

g e t  from t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  f o r m l e s s  t o  a  form? "Lamarck s t a r t e d  

w i t h  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  e v e r y  a c t i v i t y  of  t h e  form a l t e r e d  

t h e  form i t s e l f ,  and t h e  form t h e n  handed t h e  change  t o  t h e  

n e x t  g e n e r a t i o n .  11 5 



Lamarck and D a r w i n  i n t r o d u c e d  a  p r o c e s s ,  w h i c h  was 

f o r m e r l y  housed . in  t h e  m i n d  o f  t h e  A b s o l u t e ,  i n t o  n a t u r e .  

The n a t u r a l  w o r l d  i s  no l o n g e r  e x p l a i n e d  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  s e l f ,  

b u t  i s  r e c o g n i z e d  as b e i n g  p r i o r  t o  t h e  s e l f .  I n  a  word,  t h e  

p h i l o s o p h y  o f  A b s o l u t e  i d e a l i s m  was t u r n e d  on  i t s  head. 

The p r o b l e m  o f  p l a c i n g  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i n t o  t h e  w o r l d  

had changed f r o m  p o s i t i n g  an  A b s o l u t e  m e n t a l  c a t e g o r y  w h i c h  

w o u l d  a c c o u n t  f o r  t h e  p h y s i c a l  w o r l d ,  t o  a c c e p t i n g  t h e  p h y s i -  

c a l  w o r l d  as  p r i o r  t o  t h e  s e l f .  And t h e  p r o b l e m  o f  s c i e n c e  

and p h i l o s o p h y  had become one o f  a c c o u n t i n g  f o r  t h e  emergence 

o f  t h e  human o r g a n i s m  and t h e  s o c i a l  s e l f  i n  t e r m s  o f  a 

n a t u r a l  e v o l u t i o n .  

The m a i n  c o n n e c t i o n  be tween t h e  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  v i e w  o f  

t h e  A b s o l u t e  i d e a l i s t s  and t h e  t h o u g h t  o f  G.H. Mead i s  p r o -  

v i d e d  f o r  u s  i n  t h e  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  H e n r i  Be rgson .  Mead says  

t h a t  i n  Bergson's p h i l o s o p h y :  

L i f e  i s  a  p r o c e s s  o f  c o n t i n u a l  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  
i n v o l v e d  i n  t h e  w o r l d  as  e x p e r i e n c e d .  The new 
i s  a l w a y s  a p p e a r i n g ,  w i t h  t h e  c o n s e q u e n t  a p p e a r -  
ance  o f  new f o r m s  a n s w e r i n g  t o  t h a t  c o n s t r u c t -  
i o n . 6  

And F.L. Pogson, i n  h i s  p r e f a c e  t o  T ime and  F r e e  W i l l  s t a t e s  

t h a t  f o r  Bergson ,  

... r e a l i t y  i s  n o t  t o  be  r e a c h e d  b y  a n y  e l a b -  
o r a t e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h o u g h t :  i t  i s  g i v e n  i n  
i m m e d i a t e  e x p e r i e n c e  as  a  f l u x ,  a  c o n t i n u o u s  
p r o c e s s , o f  becoming ,  t o  be g r a s p e d  b y  i n t u i t i o n ,  
b y  s y m p a t h e t i c  i n s i g h t . 7  

We f i n d  i n  t h e s e  t w o  passages ,  t h e  c e n t r a l  c o r e  o f  



Mead's concern with epistemology and ontology in his philoso- 

phy; that is, how do w e  know what we know, and what is the 

nature of that which we know. His position is first, that 
- 

reality is reached in immediate experience, and second, that 

life (indeed, all o f  nature) is a process of reconstruction. 

We have to take for granted that our world of experience does 

indeed exist as w e  experience it, in the same sense that the 

physical scientist accepts the world o f  brute facts as there, 

as given in his experience. He must do so in order to test 

his hypothesis. 

T h e  two assumptions indicated above represent a radical 

break with the two fundamental assumptions common t o  most 

philosophers from the time of the ancient   reeks to the 

present; namely, ( 1 )  that the real is fixed or immutable --  
it does not exist but has being; and (2) we can know that 

which exists only insofar as we can see in it its eternal 

form. In other words, the effect is in and like the cause, 

and time is not an essential character o f  reality - -  the 
temporal is unreal. 8 

It is the antithesis o f  these two assumptions that 

Bergson brings out in his philosophy of time and free will. 

And it is the notion o f  temporal duration and the notion of 

effects going beyond their causes that sociality must answer 

to for Mead. Sociality must allow for the fact that new 



forms can emerge i n  n a t u r e  ( t h e  e f f e c t  go ing  beyond t h e  c a u s e ) .  

And s o c i a l i t y  must a l l o w  f o r  tempora l  d u r a t i o n .  

In t h e  p r e v i o u s  C h a p t e r ,  we p o i n t e d  o u t  th rough  numerous 

r e f e r e n c e s  t h a t  t h e  p r e v a l e n t  a t t i t u d e s  of  s c i e n c e  and p h i l o -  

sophy i n v o l v e d  t h e  a s sumpt ions  t h a t  t h e  u n i v e r s e  was a k i n  t o  

a  g i a n t  mechanica l  c l o c k ,  t h e  p a s <  and f u t u r e  o f  which cou ld  

be c a s u a l l y  p r e d i c t e d ,  and t h a t  h i s t o r y  c o u l d  a l s o  be known 

i n  t h a t  i t  i s  an e x p r e s s i o n  o f  t h e  e t e r n a l  and immutable 

A b s o l u t e .  What Bergson a s s e r t s  i s  t h a t  n e i t h e r  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  

n a t u r a l  world nor  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  world can be known a s  a b s o l u t e s .  

He s a i d ,  " l i k e  t h e  r e s t  o f  t h e  wor ld ,  we a r e  en r o u t e  t o  some- 

t h i n g  which we c a n n o t  f o r e s e e .  11 9 

Bergson r e c o g n i z e s  t h a t  we can  p r e d i c t  some t h i n g s  

though ,  l i k e  e c l i p s e s  o f  t h e  s u n  and moon, and t h e  p r b i t s  o f  

t h e  p l a n e t s .  B u t  he a l s o  p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  t h e s e  p r e d i c t i o n s  

a r e  made i n  t e r m s  of laws  (Newtonian mechan ics )  t h a t  a r e  be ing  

" c o n t i n u a l l y  r e - w r i t t e n . "  He c o r r e c t l y  p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t ,  "Even 

such fundamenta l  f a c t s  a s  t h a t  of  t h e  r e l a t i v e  motion o f  

heavenly  b o d i e s  w i t h  r e f e r e n c e  t o  each  o t h e r  c a n n o t  be s t a t e d  

once and f o r  a l l .  I110 

I f  we r e f e r  t o  p r e d i c t i o n s  a s  compr i s ing  one a r e a  o f  

t h e  f i e l d  o f  g e n e r a l  a d j u s t m e n t  t o  novel  s i t u a t i o n s  t h a t  emerge 

i n  o u r  e x p e r i e n c e ,  t h e n  we may c o r r e c t l y  s t a t e  t h a t  f o r  Bergson,  

t h i s  a d j u s t m e n t  o n l y  t a k e s  p l a c e  w i t h  r e f e r e n c e  t o  s o l v i n g  t h e  
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problems of immediate situations and that the solutions we 

adopt are never certain. He says of the changing world, that 

we must adjust ourselves t o  it at the moment as best we can, 

According to Mead, this indicated that Bergson: 

Interpreted t h e  movement o f  development 
as anti-intellectual. He assumed that 
reason... simply served immediate purposes 1 1  
and it served them by distorting the world. 

T h e  criticism that Mead levies against Bergson indicates 

that for Bergson, t h e  forward movement o f  natural and human 

history does not come from a rational, reflective element but 

from a blind impulse from behind. In Bergson's terms, an - elan 

vital. 

Mead strongly disagrees with Bergson here, and offers 

us an insight into his own complete acceptance of the scienti- 

fic method as a reasonable approach to the solution o f  social 

probl ems. 

What Bergson failed to realize is that there 
is nothing so rational, so self-consciously 
reflective, as the application o f  scientific 
method to immediate conditions, and that the 
use of this method is just the means, under 
these conditions, that the human race is using 
for advancing. 12 

Mead argues that the "anti-intellectualist" attitude 

o f  Bergson represents a failure t o  grasp the import of the 

scientific method; that is, that the scientific method puts 

the environment under the control o f  the individual, or at 

least that it offers the opportunity t o  the individual, for 



controlling his environment. 13 

It is out of this criticism that Mead raises concerning 

the anti-rationalist approach of Bergson that Mead brings 

out a third assumption concerning his philosophy o f  sociality. 

That is, that the meaning of the world is to be had in terms 

of our actions, our adjustments t o  the continually emerging 

present. You will remember that the other two assumptions 
/ 

Mead posits are: one, the reality o f  the temporal; and two, 

the fact of the emergence o f  novel forms in nature. Bergson 

has already admitted (from Mead's point o f  view), that " ... 
intelligence ... does enable us to direct our immediate steps 
(italics mine); but intelligence cannot tell us the meaning 

o f  the world. "I4 We must assume that Mead wants to stress 

the possibility o f  a rational control of t h e  environment, in 

the course of our adjustments to the unpredictable events that 

emerge and come into contradiction with our traditional modes 

o f  action. 

Let us digress for a moment and compare the Kantian 

notion o f  reason as a faculty of synthesizing objects into 

"systems" and of guiding personal action, t o  the arguments put 

forth by Mead in the preceding pages. Both Mead and Kant 

are proposing a particular kind o f  knowledge as being adequate 

to give man an explanation of the world he lives in and to 

guide his activities in such a world. But there has been a 



s h i f t  made i n  t h e  emphasis o f  wha t  c o n s t i t u t e s  t h e  o b j e c t s  

o f  t h i s  knowledge.  

The o b j e c t s  o f  p u r e  r e a s o n  and t h e  c a t e g o r i c a l  i m p e r a -  

t i v e s  o f  p u r e  p r a c t i c a l  r e a s o n  have g i v e n  way t o  a  p r a g m a t i c  

a p p r o a c h  t o  t r u t h .  K a n t ' s  c o n c e p t  o f  r e a s o n  had been seen 

as  a  means o f  d e s c r i b i n g  a  w o r l d  o f  " t h i n g s  i n  t hemse l ves , "  

an  u n c h a n g i n g  w o r l d  t h a t  answered t o  t h e  l a w s  o f  p u r e  r e a s o n .  

Mead's  n o t i o n  o f  r e a s o n  ( a s  embodied i n  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  

m e t h o d o l o g y )  i s  seen as a  means o f  c o n s t r u c t i n g  h y p o t h e t i c a l  

w o r l d s  and t e s t i n g  o u t  t h e i r  e f f i c a c y  i n  a n s w e r i n g  t o  t h e  

needs w h i c h  f o s t e r e d  such  hypo theses .  

Mead s t r e s s e s  t h a t  B e r g s o n ' s  p h i l o s o p h y  a r i s e s  o u t  o f  a  

v i e w  o f  t h e  w o r l d  w h i c h  i s  e v o l u t i o n a r y  as opposed t o  mechan i -  

c a l  i n  n a t u r e :  

t h e  w o r l d  i s  n o t  s i m p l y  a  p r o c e s s  o f  r e a d j u s t -  
ment  o f  p h y s i c a l  p a r t i c l e s  w i t h  r e f e r e n c e  t o  
each o t h e r ,  a  s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  r e m a i n s  a l w a y s  
t h e  same; i t  i s  a p r o c e s s  t h a t  i s  g o i n g  on, 
a l w a y s  mov ing  i n t o  a  f u t u r e  w h i c h  l i e s  ahead 
o f  i t ,  w h i c h  i s  j u s t  a p p e a r i n g  and, as i t  1 5  appears ,  i n f l u e n c i n g  what  i s  t a k i n g  p l a c e .  

E v o l u t i o n  p r e s e n t s  t o  us  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  o u t  o f  w h i c h  new f o r m s  

can  a r i s e .  And, a c c o r d i n g  t o  Mead, we a r e  no  l o n g e r  bound t o  

t h e  o n t o l o g i c a l  p r o b l e m  b r o u g h t  f o r w a r d  b y  F i c h t e ;  namely ,  

t h a t  we c a n n o t  a c c o u n t  f o r  t h e  emergence o f  new f o r m s  i f  we 

p o s i t ,  as  a  b e g i n n i n g ,  o n l y  a  s i m p l e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  p h y s i c a l  

p a r t i c l e s  w h i c h  a r e  c o n s t a n t l y  r e a d j u s t i n g  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  

p o s i t i o n s  i n -  space.  



The o r g a n i c  t h e o r y  o f  e v o l u t i o n ,  w h i c h  Mead sees  

Be rgson  p r o p o s i n g  as an a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  t h e  m a t e r i a l i s m  o f  

t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ,  a d m i t s  n o t  t o  m a t t e r  as  a  t h i n g  i n  

i t s e l f ,  b u t  i t  does a d m i t  t o  t h e  endu rance  o f  s t r u c t u r e s  o f  

a c t i v i t y .  And f u r t h e r ,  e v o l u t i o n a r y  t h e o r y  assumes t h a t  t h e s e  

s t r u c t u r e s  have e v o l v e d  i n  n a t u r e ,  and t h a t  t h e y  a r e  c o n t i n u -  

i n g  t o  e v o l v e  i n t o  s o m e t h i n g  o t h e r  t h a n  wha t  t h e y  were .  

The p r a c t i c e  o f  e x p l a i n i n g  t h e  w o r l d  i n  t e r m s  o f  

s t r u c t u r e s  t a k e n  a t  a  p o i n t  i n  t i m e ,  has been o v e r t h r o w n  i n  
/ 

f a v o u r  o f  e x p l a i n i n g  t h e  w o r l d  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  i t s  

d u r a t i o n .  We a r e  aware,  f r o m  o u r  own e x p e r i e n c e ,  t h a t  t h i n g s  

do n o t  t a k e  p l a c e  i n  an  i n s t a n t .  O b j e c t s  and e v e n t s  t a k e  on  

mean ing  i n  o u r  e x p e r i e n c e  o v e r  t i m e  - -  t h e y  h a v e  t h e  q u a l i t y  

o f  d u r a t i o n .  Mead 's  m a i n  a rgument  w i t h  B e r g s o n  i s  t h a t  B e r g -  

son a d m i t s  o n l y  t o  t h e  q u a l i t a t i v e  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  d u r a t i o n  i n  

t h e  " i n n e r  w o r l d ' '  o f  t h o u g h t .  

I t  seems t h a t  Be rgson  has f a i l e d  t o  r e c o g n i z e  
t h a t  t h i s  p r o c e s s  ( i n v o l v i n g  i n t e r p e n e t r a t i o n  
and d u r a t i o n  u p o n ) w h i c h  he l a y s  so much s t r e s s  
mus t  be r e c o g n i z e d  w h e r e v e r  an e f f o r t ,  a  p r o c e s s ,  
i s  e s s e n t i a l  t o  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  o b j e c t .  Thus 
t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n  he makes mus t  h o l d  f o r  t h e  atom, 
f o r  w h i c h  t h e  p r e s e n t  i s  j u s t  as  much w e i g h t e d  
w i t h  t h e  f u t u r e  as i t  i s  f o r  more s p e c i f i c a l l y  
' o r g a n i c '  s t r u c t u r e s .  16  

Mead 's  i n t e n t  i n  t h e  above passage  i s  t o  c r i t i c i z e  Be rg -  

s o n ' s  p h i l o s o p h y  i n  t e r m s  o f  i t s  p ronounced  s u b j e c t i v e  i d e a l i s m .  

We f i n d  t h a t  f r o m  Mead 's  p o i n t  o f  v i e w ,  Be rgson  had n o t  es -  

caped  t h e  s u b j e c t i v e  i d e a l i s m  o f  t h e  Roman t i c  i d e a l i s t s .  Be rg -  

son c o n t e n d s  t h a t  a l l  p a r t i c l e s  i n  t h e  u n i v e r s e  a r e  i n t e r -  

c o n n e c t e d  i n  - one f i n a l  p r o c e s s ,  and t h a t  t h e  s e l f  has t h e  
i 



i n t u i t i o n a l  c a p a c i t y  o f  " p u r e  p e r c e p t i o n "  w h i c h  i n d i c a t e s  t h e  

p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e  s e l f  w i t h i n  t h i s  p r o c e s s .  

R e f l e c t i o n ,  f o r  Be rgson ,  i n v o l v e s  an a r r e s t  o f  p r o c e s s .  

I f  we a t t a i n e d  p u r e  p e r c e p t i o n ,  we .wou ld  c a t c h  r e a l i t y  a t  i t s  

c o r e .  B u t  we c a n n o t  do t h i s  on  a  c o n s c i o u s ,  r e f l e c t i v e  l e v e l  

f o r  " c o n s c i o u s  p e r c e p t i o n  a r i s e s  o n l y  when t h e  p r o c e s s  i s  

checked .  "I7 I n  o t h e r  wo rds ,  Be rgson  i s  p o s i t i n g  a  m o n i s t i c  

w o r l d  w h i c h  t r a n s c e n d s  and i n c l u d e s  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l f .  As 

p r o c e s s ,  a l l  a s p e c t s  o f  t h i s  w o r l d  .of p r o c e s s  a r e  i m m e d i a t e l y  

r e l a t e d .  I t  i s  t h i s  "noumenal  w o r l d "  o f  p r o c e s s  t h a t  p r o v i d e s  

t h e  i m m e d i a t e ,  i n t u i t i v e  c o n ' n e c t i o n  t h a t  b r i n g  a l l  u n i q u e  

p a r t i c u l a r  s e l v e s  t o g e t h e r .  And i t  i s  t h r o u g h  a r r e s t i n g  t h i s  

p r o c e s s  t h a t  t h e  s e l f  comes t o  e x p e r i e n c e  p a r t i c u l a r  o b j e c t s  and 

e v e n t s .  

Be rgson  makes much t h e  same a rgumen t  f o r  t h e  e x p e r i e n c e  

o f  memory. A c c o r d i n g  t o  Mead, B e r g s o n  c l a i m s :  

Our c o n s c i o u s  memor ies  a r e  an e x p r e s s i o n  o f  
t h e  s e l e c t i o n  t h a t  we make among t h e  s t i m u l i  
p r e s e n t e d .  P u r e  memory, on t h e  o t h e r  hand, 
answers  t o  t h e  w h o l e  o f  o u r  e x p e r i e n c e ,  as  
p u r e  p e r c e p t i o n  answers  t o  o u r  i n s t i n c t i v e  
c o n t a c t  w i t h  t h e  w h o l e  o f  r e a l i t y .  The 
f u n c t i o n  o f  t h e  c e n t r a l  n e r v o u s  s y s t e m  i s  
t h e  same i n  each case  ( p e r c e p t i o n  and memory) 
- -  i t  i s  a  s e l e c t i n g  and d i s s e c t i n g  o r g a n  .. 
and .. t h e  c e n t r a l  n e r v o u s  s y s t e m  i s  i t s e l f  
s i m p l y  one o f  t h e  images.  1 8  

The v i e w  t h a t  Mead i s  r e j e c t i n g  h e r e ,  i s  t h e  a s s u m p t i o n  t h a t  

t h e r e  i s  a  w o r l d  o f  p r o c e s s  e x t e r n a l  t o  o u r s e l v e s ,  and t h a t  

t h i s  w o r l d  i s  o n l y  made sense o f  i n  t e r m s  o f  o u r  s u b j e c t i v e  



interpretation of the stimuli presented by that world of 

process. To take the view that the world is what it is 

because of the subjective interpretation of the individual, 

can only lead to a solipsism that is denied by the fact that 

we do communicate with each other about a world we have in 

common. 

Mead argues that he does not want t o  abandon the "nou- 

menal world" which Bergson posits by his use o f  "pure per- 

ception" and "pure memory." For Mead recognizes that the 

ontological problems of relativity theory (at least in the 
I 

case o f  the Special Theory of Relativity) come back to such 

a noumenal world. Mead notes that accordtng t o  Einstein's 

STR (special theory of relativity) we must assume that our 

space-time world is entirely relative to the individual. 19 

But he counters as follows:- 

But among these worlds we find uniformities 
which seem to lead us even here t o  the 
necessity o f  setting up a noumenal reality 
the events and interrelations o f  which lie 
beyond our own experience. 20 

We find, then, that ~ e a d  rejects the subjective idealism 

implied in Bergson's philosophy, although he does retain the 

notion of "emergence" and "duration" as primary to his own 

philosophical system. 

Bergson's immediate intention furnishes the 
blind spot in his philosophy. He fails to see 
that the flow, the freedom, the novelty, the 
interpenetration, the creativity, upon which 



he sets such store, are not necessarily 
limited to the interpenetration of 
experiences in the inner flow o f  consciousness. 
They may also be gotten in an objective state- 
ment just as soon as we see that the objects 
of experience have the same type of interpene- 
tration, the same essential spread, as that 
which Bergson discovers in our inner exper- 
ience.. ..: 21 

Mead is challenging the necessity of Bergson's idealism 

in his philosophy of the inner experience. He is in effect 

taking what Bergson is presenting as belonging to the inner 

world of the experiencing self and pointing out that emergence 

and duration (the two prime qualities of sociality) are aspects 

of the natural world as huch as they are of Bergson's inner world 

of experience. 

In the next Chapter, on the organization of perspectives, 

we shall attempt to outline the relationship between subject 

and object (the self and the other) as Mead develops it. It 

i s  here that Mead shows himself neither to be a "subjective 

idealist" nor an "objective realist." 



CHAPTER I11 

THE ORGANIZATION O F  PERSPECTIVES 

The idea was earlier presented that the Romantic ideal- 

ists were limited in their philosophy by the science o f  their 

day, which happened to espouse the doctrine of Newtonian 

mechanics. That is, the reduction o f  the physical world to 

a conglomerate of moving particles o f  dead matter. And moving 

particles of dead matter, it was argued by Fichte, do not 

bring forth life forms and consciousness. T h e  solution that 

the Romantic idealists opted for, in bringing t h e  self and the 

non-self together, was to explain the physical world in terms 

o f  the Absolute Self. 

With the acceptance of evolutionary theory, the natural 

world (or physical world) was conceived as existing prior to 

man and the consciousness o f  self. T h e  problem o f  bringing 

t h e  categories o f  self and other together was tackled by Bergson 

by his admitting t o  the reality o f  the physical processes o f  

nature, and then conferring meaning onto that process through 

the experiencing self., Bergson had replaced the Absolute 

idealism of the German romantics with an intersubjective ideal- 

ism. We found that Mead rejected Bergson's philosophy on the 

grounds that he (Mead) would generalize t o  nature, what Bergson 

had limited t o  the iinner experience." 

In this Chapter we will outline the emphasis that Mead 

places on the relationship between science and his philosophy. 



We s h a l l  a l s o  e x p l o r e  t h e  s o c i a l  n a t u r e  of  what Mead r e f e r s  

t o  a s  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  of  p e r s p e c t i v e s ,  and a l s o  h is  s t r o n g  

s u p p o r t  of  t h e  i d e a  t h a t  m i n d  and t h e  s e l f  a r i s e  i n  rea lm of  

c o - o p e r a t i v e  a c t i v i t y .  By c o - o p e r a t i v e  a c t i v i t y ,  we mean t h e  

same k i n d  o f  a c t i v i t y  t h a t  Marx r e f e r s  t o  a s  c o n s t i t u t i n g  

t h e  b a s i s  o f  i d e a l o g i c a l  s u p e r - s t r u c t u r e s :  t h e  a c t u a l  m a t e r i a l  

r e l a t i o n s  o f  men i n v o l v e d  i n  t h e i r  mutual p h y s i c a l  l a b o u r s .  

I t  i s  p o i n t e d  o u t  by Mead t h a t  E i n s t e i n ' s  g e n e r a l  t h e o r y  

of  r e l a t i v i t y  r e f l e c t s ,  i n  phys9cs ,  t h e  a t t i t u d e  t h a t  had 

a l r e a d y  emerged w i t h i n  t h e  b ioJog ica1  s c i e n c e s :  namely,  t h a t  

t h e  n a t u r a l  world was n o t  e x c l u s i v e l y  a  c o n g e r y  o f  dead m a t t e r .  

The b r u t e  f a c t  of  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  l i f e  forms demanded a l t e r -  

n a t i v e d e s c r i p t i o n s  a s  t o  the.  n a t u r e  and t h e  c o m p o s i t i o n  of  

t h e  n a t u r a l  wor ld .  Mead o f f e r s  us  an e l o q u e n t  d e s c r i p t i o n  

of  t h e  impact  of  r e l a t i v i t y  t h e o r y  on t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s :  

I t  i s  t h e  r e l a t i v i t y  o f  t i m e ,  t h a t  i s ,  an 
i n d e f i n i t e  number of  p o s s i b l e  o r d e r s  o f  e v e n t s  
t h a t  i n t r o d u c e s  p o s s i b i l i t y  i n  n a t u r e .  When 
t h e r e  was b u t  one r e c o g n i z e d  o r d e r  of  n a t u r e ,  
p o s s i b i l i t y  had no o t h e r , p l a c e  t h a n  i n  t h e  
menta l  c o n s t r u c t i o n s  o f  t h e  f u t u r e  o r  t h e  
i n c o m p l e t e l y  known p a s t .  B u t  t h e  r e a l i t y  o f  
a  s p a t i o - t e m p o r a l l y  d i s t a n t  s i t u a t i o n  1  i e s  
a h e a d ,  and any p r e s e n t  e x i s t e n c e  o f  i t ,  beyond 
t h e  m a n i p u l a t o r y  one ,  can be o n l y  a  p o s s i b i l i t y .  
C e r t a i n  c h a r a c t e r s  a r e  t h e r e ,  b u t  what t h i n g s  
t h e y  a r e  can  o n l y  be r e a l i z e d  when t h e  a c t s  
t h e s e  d i s t a n t  s t i m u l a t i o n s  a r o u s e  a r e  comple ted .  
What t h e y  a r e  now i s  r e p r e s e n t e d  by a  s e t  o f  
p o s s i b l e  s p a t i o - t e m p o r a l  s t r u c t u r e s .  1  

Mead i s  t e l l i n g  us  t h a t  t h e  cosmology i m p l i e d  i n  t h e  

a c c e p t e d  s c i e n c e  of  o u r  c u l t u r e  i s  r e f l e c t i v e  o f ,  and l i m i t s ,  



t h e  h o r i z o n  o f  o u r  a c c e p t e d  w o r l d .  F o r  o v e r  two  h u n d r e d  y e a r s  

we l i v e d  ( i n  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  w e s t e r n  w o r l d )  i n  a  t h r e e - d i m e n s i o n -  

a l  w o r l d  - -  an  i n f i n i t e  " cube "  o f  " space "  i n  w h i c h  p a r t i c l e s  

o f  " m a t t e r "  roamed a c c o r d i n g  t o  c e r t a i n  l a w s .  Space was i n -  

f i n i t e ,  and  t i m e  was i n f i n i t e .  They were  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  be t h e  

a b s o l u t e s  o u t  o f  w h i c h  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  o u r  w o r l d  was c r e a t e d .  

T h e r e  was b u t  one  and o n l y  one r e a l  o r d e r  t o  t h e  w o r l d ,  and 

t h i s  o r d e r  was d e s c r i b e d  i n  t e r m s  o f  s i m p l e  l o c a t i o n .  T h i s  

m e c h a n i c a l  s c i e n c e  c o u l d  n o t  t e l l  u s  " w h a t "  s o m e t h i n g  was, b u t  

i t  c o u l d  t e l l  u s  "whe re "  s o m e t h i p g  was r e l a t i v e  t o  o t h e r  t h i n g s .  

T h e r e  was b u t  one w o r l d  and one w o r l d  a l o n e ,  and i t  

c o u l d  n o t  be known t o  u s  i n  t e r m s  o f  o u r  i m m e d i a t e  e x p e r i e n c e ,  

b u t  o n l y  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  C a r t e s i a n  c o o r d i n a t e  s y s t e m  w h i c h  

mapped o u t  t h e  word  as  a  huge g r i d  w i t h i n  a  cube  o f  a b s o l u t e  

space  and  t i m e .  To make any  o t h e r  e v a l u a t i o n  o f  an o b j e c t  

e x c e p t  i t s  s i m p l e  l o c a t i o n  w i t h i n  t h i s  cube ,  was t e r m e d  as  

b e i n g  t h e  e q u i v a l e n t  o f  s u b j e c t i v e  - -  as b e l o n g i n g  t o  t h e  

c o n s c i o u s n e s s  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l .  

T h i s  i s  wha t  Mead i s  r e f e r r i n g  t o  when he  says  t h a t  

" p o s s i b i l i t y  had no  o t h e r  p l a c e  t h a n  i n  t h e  m e n t a l  c o n s t r u c t -  

i o n s  o f  t h e  f u t u r e  o r  t h e  i n c o m p l e t e l y  known p a s t . "  T h i s  may 

h e l p  us  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  Mead when he c l a i m s :  

The g r a n d i o s e  u n d e r t a k i n g  o f  A b s o l u t e  
i d e a l  i s m  t o  b r i n g  t h e  who1 e  o f  r e a l i t y  
w i t h i n  e x p e r i e n c e  f a i l e d  ... i t  l e f t  t h e  
f i n i t e  ego h o p e l e s s l y  i n f e c t e d  w i t h  
s u b j e c t i v i t y  and c o n s e q u e n t l y  u n r e a l  ... 



the theoretical and practical life of 
the individual had no part in the creative 
advance of nature.2 

Mead is doing much more than merely placing the individual 

"in the world" as an experiencing subject (as did Bergson). 

It is my opinion that you have to recognize 
not only the organism but also the world as 
having its reality in relation to the organism. 
The world is organized in relation to each 
organism. 3 

By organism, Mead does not mean just the human animal, I 

or a conscious life form, as we usually accept organism to 
I 

indicate. He tells us that "Nature is composed of structures; 

atoms, stellar galaxies, tables, living beings --  all these 

are organisms ..... "3 This definition is not Mead's alone. 
1 

A.N. Whitehead defines the subject matter which science 
I1 

studies (having discarded materialism in its mechanistic form) 

as "organisms" - -  "Biology is the study of larger organisms; 
whereas physics is the study of the smaller organisms. It 5 

Whitehead agrees with Mead that if we reject materialism 

as an ontological base for science, then we must recognize 

that process, or activity, has to be fundamental to any descript- 

ion of the world. 

A theory of science which discards materialism 
must answer the question as to the character of 
these primary entities. There can be only one 
answer on this basis. We must start with the 
event as the ultimate unit of natural occurrence. 6 

The total temporal duration of such an event bear- 
ing an enduring pattern, constitutes its specious 
present. Within this specious present the event 
rea-lizes itself as a totality, and also in so 



doing realizes itself as grouping together 
a number of aspects of its own temporal parts. 

What these men, and particularly Mead, are pursuing 

is the idea that a garden with an apple tree in it does not 

only exist as a unique perspective for the person who tends 

the garden as opposed to the individual who walks by and 

admires the garden. The idea that is being put forth here is 

that the garden also exists as a unique perspective for the I ,  

apple tree (as an organism). I 

Perspectives, then, do not merely have a home in the 

"mental constructions" of individual selves. The relationship 

between the sun and the earth is an objective perspective, 

just as the perspective I have of a motorist speeding by my- 

self is objective as compared to his perspective of passing 

by a person standing by the side of the road is objective. 

These are all real perspectives in nature. 

Perspectives arise, then, out of a relation of the organ- 

ism (as earlier defined) and its environment. According to 

Mead, perspectives arise only in relation to living organisms, 

that is, structures that are continually making adjustments 

to their environment by behaving in certain ways. Our interest 

is, of course, the behaviour of human organisms. We find that 

for Mead, the act is the basic unit of existence, and it is 

the act which is the basis for the selection of alternative 

perspectives which arise with the emergence of novel events in 

the present. 



As we have pointed out, perspectives may refer to what 

we call our physical world, the world of grass and trees, 

the so-called external world. Perspectives may also refer 

to such things as organized attitudes; for example, the way 

we react to news broadcasts on television or to the printed 

news. We may take an attitude that causes us to react to the 

news as entertainment, or as a source of information. These 

so-called attitudes are as real and as significant as the 

"objects" of the physical world. Attitudes are instrumental 

in defining or suggesting the "direction" of our activity; 

in providing the basis for how we willMtend" to organize, or 

select our environment. 

Mead says he wishes to call attention 'to "two unconnected 

movements wich seem to be approaching a strategic position of 

great importance - -  which may be called the-objectivity of 
perspectives. at 8 

These two movements'were, for Mead, "that phase of 
behavioristic psychology which is planting communi- 
cation, thinking, and substantive meanings as in- 
extricably within nature as biological psychology 
has placed general animal and human intelligence; 
and second, an aspect of the philosophy of relativ- 
ism which Professor Whitehead has presented. 9 

Mead claims that Whitehead interprets relativity theory 

in terms of passing events in a four-dimensional Minkowski 

world,1•‹ and that the order in which these events pass is 

relative to a consentient set. Consentient set, would refer 

to a "persp.ective" taken within which all facts concur in their 



s i g n i f i c a n c e .  F o r  example,  o u r  s o l a r  s y s t e m  may be  d e s c r i b e d  

i n  t e r m s  o f  a  c o n s e n t i e n t  s e t ,  h a v i n g  t h e  sun  as  a  c o n s t a n t  

and t h e  p l a n e t s  as v a r i a b l e s ;  o r ,  o u r  s o l a r  s y s t e m  may be 
t 

t d e s c r i b e d  i n  t e r m s  o f  a  c o n s e n t i e n t  s e t  h a v i n g  t h e e a r t h  as a  

c o n s t a n t  a r o u n d  w h i c h  t h e  sun and o t h e r  p l a n e t s  r e v o l v e  ( t h e  

P t o l e m a i c  s y s t e m ) .  

Mead f u r t h e r  s t a t e s  t h a t  a  " c o n s e n t i e n t  s e t  i s  d e t e r m i n e d  

b y  i t s  r e l a t i o n  t o  a  p e r c i p i e n t  e v e n t  o r  o r g a n i s m " l l .  Mead 

says  t h a t  t h e  o r g a n i s m  w h i c h  p e r c e i v e s  t h e  e v e n t  d e t e r m i n e s  t h e  

c h a r a c t e r  o f  t h e  e v e n t  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  c o n s e n t i e n t  s e t  t o  w h i c h  

t h a t  e v e n t  r e l a t e s .  We f i n d  ah example  o f  such  a  p r o c e s s  when 

we c h a r a c t e r i z e  t h e  appea rance  and d i s a p p e a r a n c e  o f  t h e  sun i n  

t h e  s k y  as " i t s  r i s i n g  and i t s  s e t t i n g " ;  t h a t  i s ,  we r e l a t e  

t o  t h e  sun as i f  i t  were  m o v i n g  a c r o s s  t h e  s k y .  We do n o t  

g e n e r a l l y  p e r c e i v e  o r  c h a r a c t e r i z e  t h i s  e v e n t  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  

e a r t h  t u r n i n g  on  i t s  a x i s  and t h e  sun  r e m a i n i n g  s t a t i o n a r y  i n  

t h e  sky .  B u t  i f  we assume t h e  a t t i t u d e  o f  t h e  a s t r o n o m e r  s e t t -  

i n g  up  h i s  t e l e s c o p e  i n  o r d e r  t o  v i e w  t h e  sun,  t h e n  we f i n d  

o u r s e l v e s  c h a r a c t e r i z i n g  t h e  s u n ' s  movements i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  

e a r t h ' s  r o t a t i o n  - -  b o t h  on  ' i t s  own a x i s  and a r o u n d  t h e  sun.  

I f  we a c c e p t  t h e  c l a i m  t h a t  Wh i t ehead  makes f r o m  h i s  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  M i n k o w s k i  geome t r y ,  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e ,  f o r  

a l l  p r a c t i c a l  p u r p o s e s ,  an i n f i n i t e  number o f  s o - c a l l e d  

' p e r s p e c t i v e s "  o r  " c o n s e n t i e n t  s e t s , "  t h e n  we m u s t  a d d r e s s  o u r -  



selves t o  the question of how these many perspectives are 

organized into a common intelligible world. W e  find that Mead 

rejects the mutual exclusivity of these consentient sets 

which is entailed in the Minkowski geometry for precisely this 

reason: it offers no avenue for the establishment of a common 

world o f  experience which communication entails. In general, 

Mead argues that an object is what it is in one consentient 

set only in terms of what is is in all other possible consent- 

ient sets. And he describes the principle for the organizations 

o f  perspectives on the level of conscious selves as follows: 

The principle is'that the individual enters 
into the perspectives of others, insofar as he 
is able to take their attitudes, o r  occupy 
their points o f  view. 1 2  

For Mead, communication is a social process whose natural 

history shows that it arises out of co-operative activities. 

Such activities as those involved in sexual union, parenthood, 

fighting and herding, in1 which some phase o f  the act o f  one 

form, which may be called a gesture, acts as a stimulus to 

others t o  carry on their parts o f  the social act." l 3  w e  

clearly see here, that communication, for Mead, arises in the 

context of co-operative activity - -  which implies some kind 

of social organization. And the conditions which allow for 

such an organization t o  develop are represented in the concept 

of sociality. Further, if Mead is t o  remain consistent in 

his philosophy, those same conditions o f  sociality must be 



exhibited in the so-called external world o f  physical process- 

es. 

Mead argues that perspectives are socially organized, 

and that the so-called common perspective obtains before the 

individual perspective. Or in Mead's words, "in the process 

of communication the individual, is another before he is a self." 
14 

Mead points out that societies other than the society of 

man (e.g. bee and ant societies), obtain their social organi- 

zation in terms of a division of labour or "role differentiat- 

ion" based on physiological differences, while in human societ- 

ies, "physiological differentiation, apart from the direct re- 

lations of sex and parenthood, plays no part in the organization 

of society. " I 5  He means this, o f  course, in a universal sense; 
I 

that is, we would have to show that - all human cultures are 

organized around some physiological differentiation, and not 

just one or a few aspects of some cultures, if w e  are to support 

an argument for the organization of human society based on 

physiological differentiation. 

The mechanism o f  human society is that of bodily 
selves who assist or hinder each other in their 
co-operative acts by the.manipu1ation o f  physical 
things. 16 

Minds, or selves, arise in terms of, and are limited in 

extent, to the co-operative activities (in the material sense 

of manipulating physical things) of man as a biological organ- 

ism. Our conscious world relates back to, or is dependent 

upon, what Mead refers to as "contact experience. " 1 7  T h e  
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s e l f ,  f o r  Mead, t h e n ,  does n o t  t r a n s c e n d  t h e  w o r l d  o f  p h y s i c a l  

o b j e c t s ,  b u t  i s  i n d e e d  i n e x o r a b l y  t i e d  t o  t h e  w o r l d  o f  p h y s i -  

c a l  e v e n t s  and t h i n g s .  I n  r e s p o n d i n g  t o  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  be-  

tween man as a  s o c i a l  s e l f  and t h e  p h y s i c a l  w o r l d  a r o u n d  h im  

t h a t  he m a n i p u l a t e s ,  Mead says ,  " S o c i a l  b e i n g s  a r e  t h i n g s  as 

d e f i n i t e l y  as  p h y s i c a l  t h i n g s  a r e  s o c i a l .  n18 

B u t  wha t  does he  mean b y  such  a  s t a t e m e n t ?  One i n t e r -  

p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  above s t a t e m e n t  m i g h t  go as f o l l o w s :  when 

Mead says  t h a t  p h y s i c a l  t h i n g s  a r e  s o c i a l ,  he means t h a t  t h e  

mean ing  o f  p h y s i c a l  t h i n g s  i s  s o c i a l l y  d e r i v e d ;  t h a t  i s ,  t h i n g s  

o n l y  become t h i n g s  ( s o m e t h i n g  o f  i n t e r e s t )  w i t h i n  s p e c i f i c  

s o c i a l  c o n t e x t s  - -  t h e  mean ings  o f  p h y s i c a l  t h i n g s  b e i n g  a s -  

c r i b e d  t o  them b y  t h e  e x p e r i e n c i n g  s u b j e c t .  Mead w o u l d  f l a t l y  

r e j e c t  such  an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  h i s  s t a t e m e n t .  He s t a t e s  t h a t :  

I t  i s  i m p o r t a n t  t o  r e c o g n i z e  t h a t  t h e  s e l f  
does n o t  p r o j e c t  i t s e l f  i n t o  t h e  o t h e r .  The 
o t h e r  and t h e  s e l f  a r i s e  i n  t h e  s o c i a l  a c t  
t o g e t h e r  ... t h e  key  t o  t h e  g e n e t i c  d e v e l o p -  
ment  o f  human i n t e l l i g e n c e  i s  f o u n d  i n  t h e  
r e c o g n i t i o n , o f  t h e s e  two  a s p e c t s  ( o f  s o c i a l  
a c t i o n ) . "  1 9  

" T h i n g s  a r e  wha t  t h e y  a r e  i n  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
\ 

t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  and h i s  e n v i r o n m e n t ,  and t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s  

t h a t  o f  c o n d u c t .  " 20 I n  a  v e r y  g e n e r a l  sense,  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

be tween s e l f  and o t h e r  - -  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  and h i s  e n v i r o n m e n t ,  

w h i c h  i s  t h e  m a i n  a r e a  o f  Mead 's  t h o u g h t  can  be d e s c r i b e d  as 

one o f  e x h i b i t i n g  s o c i a l i t y .  The common f i e l d  o f  a c t i o n  o r  

"common p e r s p e c t i v e "  p r o v i d e s  t h e  c o n s e n t i e n t  s e t  w h i c h  we 



i d e n t i f y  as t h e  " s t a b l e "  o r  r e c o g n i z a b l e  ( p r e d i c t a b l e )  w o r l d ,  

w h i l e  t h e  passage i n v o l v e d  i n  a c t i o n  e n t a i l s  t h e  emergence o f  

n o v e l  p e r s p e c t i v e s  a n s w e r i n g  t o  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l v e s  and o b j e c t s  

i n  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t .  The mos t  g e n e r a l i z e d  f o r m  o f  such  a  

c o n s e n t i e n t  s e t  wou ld  be, o f  c o u r s e ,  t h e  u n i v e r s e  o f  s t a r s  

and g a l a x i e s  t h a t  we i n h a b i t .  2  1  

Mead assumes t h a t  p e r c e p t i o n a n d  r e f l e c t i o n  ( t h i n k i n g )  a r e  

r o o t e d  i n  a c t i o n ,  and t h a t  a c t i o n  ( i n  Me,adls sense)  i n v o l v e s  

c o n t a c t  e x p e r i e n c e ;  t h a t  i s ,  t h e  m a n i p u l a t i o n  o f  a  r e s i s t a n t  

o b j e c t .  We have a l r e a d y  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  f o r  Mead, t h e  p r e s e n t  

c o n s t i t u t e s  t h e  l o c u s  o f  r e a l i t y ,  and t h a t  t h e  b a s i c  u n i t  o f  
M 

t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  e x i s t e n c e  i s  t h e  a c t .  The a c t ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
/I 

Mead, can  be d e s c r i b e d  i n  t e r m s  o f  f o u r  phases :  i m p u l s e ,  

p e r c e p t i o n ;  m a n i p u l a t i o n ;  and, consummat ion.  A c c o r d i n g  t o  

Mead, " a l l  p e r c e p t i o n  i n v o l v e s  an i m m e d i a t e  sensuous s t i m u -  

l a t i o n  and an a t t i t u d e  t o w a r d  t h i s  s t i m u l a t i o n .  "22  The 

a t t i t u d e  t o w a r d  t h e  s t i m u l a t i o n  answers t o  t h e  i m p u l s e  (e .g .  - 
hunge r  c o u l d  be d e f i n e d  as an i m p u l s e  w h i c h  w o u l d  d e t e r m i n e  

o n e ' s  a t t i t u d e  t o w a r d  t h e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  a  bowl  o f  f r u i t  as  

p o s s i b l e  food, r a t h e r  t h a n  as d e c o r a t i o n  f o r  a  t a b l e ) .  

Mead t e l l s  us  t h a t  t h i s  a t t i ' t u d e  " a p p e a r s  i n  c o n s c i o u s -  

ness  o n l y  as an a t t i t u d e ,  b u t  as such  i t  i s  t h e  f i r s t  s t a g e  

i n  t h e  c o m p l e t e  response. . .  w h i c h  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  c a l l s  o u t ,  1123 

and f u r t h e r  t h a t  t h e r e  accompanies t h i s  a t t i t u d e ,  some 

i m a g e r y  " w h i c h  has been t a k e n  f r o m  p a s t  e x p e r i e n c e  i n  w h i c h  



t h e  r e s p o n s e s  have been c a r r i e d  o u t "  (Mead r e f e r s  t o  t h i s  

p r o c e s s  a s  a  c o l l a p s e d  a c t ,  and i t s  d u r a t i o n  i s  termed a  

" s p e c i o u s  p r e s e n t " ) .  The m a n i p u l a t o r y  s t a g e  o f  t h e  a c t  

answers  t o  b r i n g i n g  t h e  o b j e c t  of d i s t a n c e  e x p e r i e n c e  i n t o  

c o n t a c t  e x p e r i e n c e  ( e . g .  p i c k i n g  u p  one o f  t h e  p i e c e s  o f  f r u i t  

i n  t h e  bowl t o  d e t e r m i n e  whether  o r  n o t  i t  i s  wax o r  a  r e a l  

The consummation o f  t h e  a c t  e n t a i l s  t h e  whole p r o c e s s  

of  p e r c e p t i o n ,  m a n i p u l a t i o n ,  and f i n a l l y  e a t i n g  and d i g e s t i n g  

t h e  a p p l e .  T h i s  v e r y  s i m p l e  example o f  one p o s s i b l e  a c t  

c o n s t i t u t e s ,  f o r  Mead, t h e  l i m i t s  o f  a  p r e s e n t ,  "The f u n c t i o n a l  

b o u n d a r i e s  of  t h e  p r e s e n t  a r e  t h o s e  of i t s  u n d e r t a k i n g  -- of 

what we a r e  d o i n g .  " 2 5  Unl ike  H e g e l ' s  view of  t h e  p e r c e p t u a l  

o b j e c t  a s  "a1 i e n a t e d  s u b j e c t ,  '26 t h e  r e l a t i o n  between t h e  

s u b j e c t  ( s e l f )  and t h e  p e r c e p & a l  o b j e c t  i s ,  f o r  Mead, a  s o c i a l  

r e l a t i o n  t h a t  makes n e i t h e r  t h e  s u b j e c t  no r  t h e  o b j e c t  - more 

r e a l  t h a n  t h e  o t h e r .  - 
The a c t  d e s c r i b e s  n o t  o n l y  t h e  tempora l  l i m i t s  of  a  - 

" p r e s e n t "  b u t  i t  a l s o  g i v e s  a  p ragmat ic  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  t h e  s e l f  

and t h e  o t h e r  w i t h i n  t h e  e x i s t e n t i a l  p r e s e n t  which c o n s t i t u t e s  

r e a l i t y .  

The p e r c e p t u a l  o b j e c t  i s  p r i m a r i l y  t h e  o r g a n i -  
z a t i o n  o f  t h e  immediate envi ronment  w i t h  r e f e r -  
ence  t o  t h e  organism ... t h e  ' w h a t '  of  t h e  
o b j e c t  i s ,  t h e n ,  t h e  e x p r e s s i o n  of  t h e  whole of  
which both  envi ronment  and organism a r e  e s s e n t i a l  
p a r t s .  27  



This s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  i n  which t h e  percep tua l  

o b j e c t  a r i s e s ;  t h a t  i s ,  s o c i a l i t y ,  has been descr ibed  a s  t h e  

p r i n c i p l e  and t h e  form of emergence in  Mead's philosophy.  28 

I n  t h e  next  Chapter  we w i l l  examine how Mead develops  t h i s  

p r i n c i p l e  i n  h i s  t r ea tmen t  of passage - -  t h e  r e l a t i o n  of t h e  

pas t  and t h e  f u t u r e  t o  t h e  p re sen t  - -  where t h e  p re sen t  i s  

seen t o  b e  t h e  locus  of r e a l i t y .  



CHAPTER IV 

THE PRESENT AS THE LOCUS OF REALITY 

of sociality is characterized by its capacity of being several 

things at once, and its demonstrability in the systematic 

character of the passing event. We have also presented the 

hypothesis that, for Mead, sociality is the principle and the 

form of emergence. It is our intent, in this Chapter, to out- 

line the arena in which emergence occurs - -  in which the 
characteristics of sociality are exhibited. And this arena 

is the so-called present. 

The notion of a "knife-edge" present that is associated 

with the physics of Newtonian mechanis is questioned. Mead 

denies the kind of strict causality that is demanded in order 

to explain how an infinite series of instantaneous presents 

can slip one-into-the-other, thus creating a past that follows 

behind. 

Arthur E. ~ u r ~ h ~  correctly points out, in his introduction 

to Mead's Philosophy of the Present, that the most daring . 
development in Mead's theory of sociality (considered in its 

specifically human aspect as the conscious organization of 

perspectives) is that he generalized this theory "so as to 

characterize the whole course of natural development. 1n 

short, Mead is presenting a philosophy that will account for 

mind as "an evolution in nature, in which culminates that 



s o c i a l i t y  which i s  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  and form o f  emergence.  11 2 

And Paul P f u e t z e ,  i n  S e l f ,  S o c i e t y ,  E x i s t e n c e ,  t e l l s  us t h a t  

s o c i a l i t y ,  i n  Mead's v iew,  must be seen  a s  t h e  u l t i m a t e  

e x p l a n a t i o n  of  m i n d ,  s e l f ,  and s o c i e t y ,  and f u r t h e r ,  t h a t  

s o c i a l i t y  i s  i n s e p a r a b l y  l i n k e d  w i t h  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  i n  n a t u r e  

of  t h e  n o v e l .  

Mr Murphy a d m i t s  t h a t  i n  h is  own view " s o c i a l i t y ,  l i k e  

Whi tehead ' s  ' f e e l i n g '  i s  t o o  e s s e n t i a l l y  s u b j e c t i v e  a  c a t e g o r y  

f o r  t h i s  me taphys ic  o f  p r o c e s s  w i t h  which t h e y  were both  

concerned .  " 3  B u t  he does  n o t  e x p l a i n  what he means by " t o o  

e s s e n t i a l l y  s u b j e c t i v e . "  Le t  i t  s u f f i c e  t o  show t h a t  he has 

b rough t  t o  t h e  f r o n t  t h e  c e n t r a l  conce rn  o f  Mead's book - 
Phi losophy  o f  t h e  P r e s e n t ;  t h a t  i s ,  t h a t  m i n d  i s  an e v o l u t i o n  

i n  n a t u r e ,  i n  which c u l m i n a t e s  t h a t  s o c i a l i t y  which i s  t h e  

p r i n c i p l e  and form of  emergence. 

The p r i n c i p l e s  on which Mead's c o n c e p t  o f  s o c i a l  i t y  

i s  based a r e :  ' o n e ,  t h e  p r e s e n t  c o n s t i t u t e s  t h e  l o c u s  of  
I 

r e a l i t y ;  and two, t h a t  t h e r e  i s  an emergence o f  q u a l i t a t i v e l y  

novel forms i n  n a t u r e .  Both " t h e  p r e s e n t "  and "emergence" 

have i n  common w i t h  each  o t h e r ,  a tempora l  d imension  - -  some- 

t h i n g  t h a t  t r a d i t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r a l  and f u n c t i o n a l  models 

p r e s e n t e d  by t h e  s o c i a l  s c i e n c e s  have u s u a l l y  e i t h e r  n e g l e c t e d  

o r  d i s m i s s e d  a s  i r r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  e n t e r p r i s e .  4 

According t o  David M i l l e r ,  ' ' the  emergent  i s  t h a t  which 

by d e f i n i t i o n  i s  n o t  o n l y  u n p r e d i c t e d ,  b u t  u n p r e d i c t a b l e  ... 



which ne i the r  habi tual  ways of ac t ing  nor ,  consequent ly,  

ca tegor ica l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  of experience wi l l  answer. I t  5 

b 
In the  l e c t u r e  notes used by Mead f o r  a  summer course i n  

Romantic idea l i sm,  a n d  l a t e r  posthumously published under the  

t i t l e  Movements of Thought in  the  19th Century, we found t h a t  

9 Mead attempted t o  show t h a t  the  German Romantic ( o r  Absolute) 

i d e a l i s t s  (e .g .  F ich te ,  Sche l l ing ,  a n d  Hegel) recognized the  

problem o f  emergence. B u t  they t r i e d  t o  overcome t h e  implied 

r e l a t i v i t y  of perspect ives  t h a t  goes along with a  theory of 

emergence by appealing t o  ca tegor ica l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  or  t o  an 

" a b s ~ l u t i s m , ~ ~  t h a t  would transcend a n d  overcome t h i s  problem 

of r e l a t i v e  pe r spec t ives .  These abso lu tes  were descr ibed as  

t h e  moral i ty  of r i g h t  ac t ion  (FICHTE), t h e  a e s t h e t i c s  of a r t  

( S ~ h e l l i n g ) ,  and t h e  l o g i c  of reason (Hegel) .  

What i s  of primary i n t e r e s t  t o  us here ,  i s  a  systematic  

desc r ip t ion  a n d  a n a l y s i s  of the  bas ic  ep is temologica l  p r inc ip les  

on which Mead bases h i s  philosophy of m i n d ,  s e l f ,  a n d  communi- 

c a t i o n .  The f i r s t  of these  p r i n c i p l e s  . (epis temological  

assumptions) t h a t  we wil l  develop i s  Mead's t reatment  of the  

present as t h e  locus of r e a l i t y ,  a n d  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  of the  

presbnt ( o r  b e t t e r ,  a p resen t )  t o  a pas t  and a f u t u r e  belong- 

i n g  t o  t h a t  p resent .  We must point  out t h a t  when we say t h a t  

Mead t r e a t s  a  present  as  t h e  locus of r e a l i t y ,  we d o  n o t  mean 

t h a t  he i s  .reducing the  pas t  a n d  f u t u r e  t o  the  present .  Rather,  



in the  words of David M i l l e r ,  "he i s  exp la in i  ng  the  mea 

of ' p a s t '  abd ' f u t u r e '  with reference  t o  the  present .  'I 6 
nings 

Mead brings o u t  a problem t h a t  involves w h a t  we can 

c a l l  "common sense" observat ion about how th ings  happen, o r ,  

c a u s a l i t y .  We bel ieve  t h a t  we can e f f e c t  the  course of our 

own l i v e s ,  in  the  f u t u r e ,  by the  ac t ions  we take  in  the  p resen t ,  

and t h a t  t o  t h e  same e x t e n t ,  our present  s i t u a t i o n s  a r e  answer- 

ab le  t o  our pas t  a c t i v i t i e s .  Mead suggests  t h a t :  

The bas i s  of t h i s  determinism of t h e  f u t u r e  
by t h e  pas t  i s  found in the  f a c t  t h a t  something 
i s  taking place t h a t  has a  temporal spread - -  
t h a t  r e a l i t y  cannot be reduced t o  i n s t a n t s  - -  
and t h a t  e a r l i e r  s t ages  must be condi t ions  of 
l a t e r  phases. 7 

Mead's t h e s i s  i s  t h a t  r e a l i t y  " e x i s t s  i n  a  p resen t , "  a n d  

he denies  t h e  ex i s t ence  of a  past  a n d  a f u t u r e .  There i s ,  

f o r  Mead, no con t rad ic t ion  involved in  denying t h e  exis tence  

o f  a  past  and a  f u t u r e ,  and a t  t he  same time af f i rming t h e  

genuineness of t h e  experience of "before" and " a f t e r . "  For 

Mead t h a t  which "marks a present  i s  i t s  becoming and i t s  d i s -  

appearing";  pas t  and f u t u r e  r e p r e s e n t * t h e  "horizons" of the  

ongoing present  ( o r  b e t t e r ,  - an ongoing p r e s e n t ) .  - 
This i s  a  most d i f f i c u l t  idea t o  accept .  How can we 

say t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no p a s t ,  which e x i s t s  i n  an exclus ive  sense 

from t h e  p resen t ,  a n d  y e t  o f f e r  such evidence a s  a p h o t o g r a p h  

of ourse lves  s tanding in  f r o n t  o f  a bui lding t h a t  had been 

l e v e l l e d  t o  the  ground f i v e  years  previously? Do not things 



happen that are irrevocable? Do not events - -  historical 
events (like the Canadian-American border wars) occur that 

cannot be changed? The Atom Bomb was dropped on Hiroshima, 

and we can still find evidence of that fact. 

Let us examine the argument that the battles that 

Canada and the United States have fought over border disputes 

are quite different battles - -  depending on whether the des- 
cription comes from a Canadian or an American text-book. And 

again, let us examine the argument that the significance o f  

Hiroshima is quite different for Americans in 1973 than it 

was for Americans in 1946. In these above situations, w e  are 

willing to admit that pasts do change in relation to present 

situations. We would not evpect the two opp'osing sides of a 

battle to agree on how the battle "went" for them. They would 

both maintain that each was victorious in some way. And w e  

can also accept the fact that the significance of the Hiroshima 

bombing would change as political and economic relations 

between the U.S.A. and Japan changed. 

In the above examples on irrevocability, a distinction 

has been made between what we call an "event" and the "past" 

in which that,event is located. Mead admits that events do 
J 

not change --  they are irrevocable, but it is the "what it is" 

of the event that ;hanges. Mead is challenging the historists 

thesis that "there has been some real past with all its events, 

in independence o f  any present, whose contents w e  are slowly 



and i m p e r f e c t l y  d e c i p h e r i n g .  1118 

Mead a r g u e s  t h a t  a s  we i n c r e a s e  t h e  c r i t i c a l  e x a c t i t u d e  

of o u r  s t u d y  o f  t h e  p a s t ,  we f i n d  t h a t  p a s t s  a r e  s t e a d i l y  

s u c c e e d i n g  each  o t h e r  w i t h  i n c r e a s i n g  r a p i d i t y ,  The s c i e n c e  

of a n t h r o p o l o g y  p r o v i d e s ,  a l o n g  w i t h  a r c h e o l o g y ,  abundan t  

examples  t o  conf i rm Mead's a rgument .  We f i n d  t h a t  t h e  world 

t h a t  w i l l  be c a n n o t  be d i f f e r e n t  from t h e  world t h a t  i s  w i t h -  

o u t  r e w r i t i n g  t h e  p a s t  t o  which we now l o o k  back .  

I f  p a s t s  a r e  c o n t i n u a l l y  be ing  r e w r i t t e n ,  t h e n  i n  t e rms  

o f  what a r e  t h e y  be ing  r e w r i t t e n ?  The answer i s ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  

t h a t  i t  i s  c o n s t a n t l y  be ing  r e w r i t t e n  i n  t e r m s  o f  some new 

p i e c e  o f  i n f o r m a t i o n  ( a  f ac t ' )  which c o n t r a d i c t s  t h e  o l d  p a s t .  

I t  i s  be ing  r e w r i t t e n  i n  t e r m s  of  t h e  emergent  e v e n t .  For 

example ,  i n  a r c h e o l o g y ,  we c r e a t e  a  p a s t  by d i g g i n g  i n  t h e  

ground f o r  c l u e s  ( f a c t s ) .  I f  we come a c r o s s  a  f a c t  t h a t  does  

n o t  f i t  w i t h i n  an e s t a b l i s h e d  p a s t ,  t h e n  we " r e w r i t e "  t h e  p a s t  

t o  accommodate t h a t  f a c t ,  and i n  do ing  s o ,  we a l s o  r e w r i t e  t h e  

p r e s e n t .  For Mead, t h e  s u r f a c i n g  o f  a  new f a c t  o r  c l u e  i s  

synonymous w i t h  t h e  emergence of  a  novel  e v e n t .  According  t o  

Mead we must t r e a t  a l l  o f  t h e  p a s t  - -  bo th  o u r  h i s t o r i c a l  

and n a t u r a l  p a s t  a s  h y p o t h e t i c a l  i n  c h a r a c t e r .  T h i s  means t h a t  

a s  i n d i v i d u a l  p e r s o n a l  i t i e s  we a r e  h y p o t h e t i c a l  , a s  c u l  t u r e s  
- 

we a r e  h y p o t h e t i c a l ,  a s  o rgan i sms  we a r e  h y p o t h e t i c a l .  The 

u n i v e r s e  i s  h y p o t h e t i c a l  i n  t h e  s e n s e  t h a t  t h e  meaning i t  t a k e s  



on is contingent upon the emerging present. We redefine our 

pasts in order to meet the uncertainty o f  an emerging present. 

This is the methodology of research science. Mead generalizes 

from this, that: 

... the present in which the emergent appears 
accepts that which is novel as an essential 
part of the universe, and from that standpoint 
re-writes its past. 9 

Mead makes the novel or exceptional central: the novel or 

emergent is that with reference t o  which a present is defined, 

and a present is for Mead, as we have already suggested, the 

seat of reality. 

T h e  space-time associated with Galileo-Newton mechanics 

allowed an objective separation between past and future events 

- -  the so-called present instant of absolute time separating 

them. l o  And for Mead, it is this cosmology which supports 

the misguided notion that there does exist an irrevocable 

past and future. We developed, in the previous Chapters, a 
d 

description o f  the evolutionary perspective that ran counter 

t o  a structural; instantaneous representation of on-going 

processes. And we indicated that the temporal duration o f  

living forms demanded a physics that went beyond an instant- 

aneous present. Einstein's Special Theory o f  Relativity 

(STR) or moye particularly, the space-time associated with 

STR, represented such an alternative. 

The space-time of the STR admitted no longer to just 



a  two-fold d i s t r i b u t i o n  of events  i n t o  p a s t  and p r e s e n t ,  b u t  

demanded a  t h r e e - f o l d  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of even t s  over t ime.  This  -- 
space- t ime i s  represen ted  by Mindowski's geometry. Although 

t h e  geometry of t h e  Minkowskian world desc r ibed  even t s  "over  

t ime , "  Mead argued t h a t  i t  had seve re  l i m i t a t i o n s .  

I n  i t s  Einstein-Minkowski form, t h e  STR.had become a  

f a t a l i s t i c  theory  according t o  which a l l  even t s  a r e  w r i t t e n ,  

once and f o r  a l l ,  i n  an unchangeable four-dimensional  block 

un ive r se .  I t  i s  t h e  a b s o l u t e  q u a l i t y  of t h i s  "unchangeable" 

four-dimensional  Ca r t e s i an  block un ive r se  t h a t  Mead r e j e c t s :  

... From t h e  s t andpo in t  of t h e  s p e c i a l  t heo ry  
of r e l a t i v i t y  t h e r e  i s  a  cho ice  between a l t e r -  
n a t i v e  o r d e r s  of e v e n t s ,  whi le  from t h e  s t a n d -  
po in t  of t h e  general  t heo ry  of r e l a t i v i t y  t h e r e  
i s  a  c r e a t i v e  advance. 12 

In accep t ing  Mead's p o s i t i o n  t h a t  t h e  s e a t  of r e a l i t y  

i s  t h e  p r e s e n t ,  and t h a t  t h e  p re sen t  i s  de f ined  in  terms of 

t h e  emergence of t h e  novel ( p a s s a g e ) ,  i t  becomes problemat ic  

f o r  us t o  exp la in  t h a t  t h i n g s  do,  t o  some e x t e n t ,  remain 

t h e  same over t ime.  In o t h e r  words, t h e  no t ion  of c a u s a l i t y  

comes i n t o  ques t ion  a s  t o  i t s  adequacy i n  providing a  

connect ion between t h e  o l d  order  of t h i n g s  ( t h e  world a s  i t  

was) and emergence of novel forms. Mead t e l l s  us t h a t  i n  

"passage ,  wi th in  which what i s  t ak ing  p l ace  c o n d i t i o n s  t h a t  

which i s  a r i sYng ,  ... every th ing  t h a t  i s  t ak ing  p lace  t akes  

p lace  under necessary  c o n d i t i o n s .  ' I 3  B u t  he q u a l i f i e s  t h i s  

i s ta tement  by saying t h a t  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  necessary  c o n d i t i o n s ,  



w h i l e  n e c e s s a r y ,  "do n o t  d e t e r m i n e  i n  i t s  - f u l l  r e a l i t y ,  t h a t  

which emerges.  111 4 

T h i s  i s  a  wel l  known phenomenon i n  both  i n d u s t r y  and 

r e s e a r c h  s c i e n c e .  In i n d u s t r y ,  g r e a t  p a i n s  a r e  t a k e n  t o  

e s t a b l  ish s o - c a l l  ed "qua1 i t y  c o n t r o l  s"  t o  e n s u r e  t h e  p r o d u c t -  

ion  o f  a  uni form p r o d u c t :  f o r  example,  i n  t h e  o p t i c a l  and 

b a l l  b e a r i n g  i n d u s t r i e s .  B u t  we f i n d  t h a t  we c a n n o t  c o m p l e t e l y  

d u p l i c a t e  s i t u a t i o n s  ( f o r  t e s t i n g  r e s u l t s ) ,  nor  can we manu- 

f a c t u r e  p r o d u c t s  which demand low t o l e r a n c e s  t o  d e v i a t i o n  ( e . g .  

o p t i c a l  l e n s e s )  t o  e x a c t i n g  s t a n d a r d s ,  we can  o n l y  approx imate  

t h e  d e s i r e d  r e s u l t .  

As we have a l r e a d y  a r g u e d ,  from an h i s t o r i c a l  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  

Mead p o s i t s  t h a t  t h e  p a s t ,  o r  p a s t s ,  a r e  a s  h y p o t h e t i c a l  a s  

t h e  f u t u r e s  t h a t  t h e y  h e l p  us t o  p r e d i c t .  P a s t s  become v a l i d  

i n  i n t e r p r e t i n g  n a t u r e :  

... i n s o f a r  a s  t h e y  p r e s e n t  a  h i s t o r y  of  
becomings i n  n a t u r e  l e a d i n g  u p  t o  t h a t  which 
i s  becoming t o d a y ,  i n s o f a r  a s  t h e y  b r i n g  o u t  
what f i t s  i n t o  t h e  p a t t e r n  t h a t  i s  emerging 
from t h e  r o a r i n g  loom of  t i m e .  1 5  

He a r g u e s  t h a t  o u r  r e f e r e n c e  i s  a lways  t h e  p r e s e n t  - - -  " t h e  

s t r u c t u r e  of  t h e  p r e s e n t , "  and t h a t  t h e  t e s t  of  t h a t  p r e s e n t  

which we have f o r m u l a t e d  i s  a lways t h a t  o f  " s u c c e s s f u l l y  

c a r r y i n g  o u t  o u r  c a l c u l a t i o n s  i n  a  r i s i n g  f u t u r e .  " I  And 

t h e  f i e l d  of  ' m i n d  i s  f o r  Mead, t h e  " t empora l  e x t e n s i o n "  of  

t h e  envi ronment  of  t h e  organism.  

The f i e l d  of  m i n d ,  t h e n ,  i s  t h e  l a r g e r  e n v i r o n -  



ment which the  a c t i v i t y  of the  organism 
c a l l s  f o r  b u t  which t ranscends t h e  
present .  1 7  

We f i n d ,  then,  t h a t  f o r  Mead, the  locus of r e a l i t y  - -  
the  present  --  i s  a passage c o n s t i t u t e d  by "processes  whose 

e a r l i e r  phases determine in c e r t a i n  r e spec t s  t h e i r  l a t e r  phases." 

18. His t h e s i s  i s  t h a t  r e a l i t y  i s  always in a  present .  And 

as  we pointed o u t  e a r l i e r ,  in our s ta tement  on i r r e v o c a b i l i t y ,  

the  problem of whether or n o t  t he  past  r e f e r r e d  t o  events 

which were pa r t  of "continuous" presents  passing i n t o  each 

o the r  ( t h e  h i s t o r i c i s t ' s  argument) became problematic f o r  Mead. 

Mead, of course,  r e j ec ted  the  notion of a n  independent p a s t ,  

and argued t h a t  the past  r e f e r s  t o  t h a t  "condi t ioning  phase 

of t h e  present  which enables us t o  determine conduct w i t h  r e f e r -  

ence t o  the  f u t u r e  which i s  a l s o  a r i s i n g  i n  t h e  present .  111 9 



CHAPTER V 
EMERGENCE AND IDENTITY : 

THE SOCIAL NATURE OF THE PRESENT 

I t  i s  a r g u e d  b y  Mead and o t h e r s  t h a t  t h e  o r g a n i s m  i s  n o t  

p a s s i v e  i n  i t s  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  t o  i t s  e n v i r o n m e n t ;  t h e  o r g a n i s m s  

a c t i v i t y  ( t h e  a c t  o f  a d j u s t m e n t )  i s  e s s e n t i a l  t o  t h e  o r g a n i -  

z a t i o n  o f  p e r s p e c t i v e s . 1  And i t  i s  i n  t h i s  l i g h t  t h a t  t h e  

p r o b l e m  o f  emergence and i d e n t i t y  can  be l o o k e d  a t  i n  more de -  

t a i l .  We a r e  r e f e r r i n g  t o  emergence and i d e n t i t y  as  b e i n g  

p r o b l e m a t i c  i n  t h e  sense  t h a t  t r a d i t i o n a l  v i e w s  o f  c a u s a l i t y  

do n o t  s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  e x p l a i n  how s o m e t h i n g  can  m a i n t a i n  an 

i d e n t i t y  o v e r  t i m e  and a t  once  be e v o l v i n g  i n t o  s o m e t h i n g  o t h e r  

t h a n  i t  was. 

I f  we a c c e p t  a  t h o r o u g h - g o i n g  e v o l u t i o n a r y  t h e o r y ,  a s  

d i d  Mead, t o  a c c o u n t  f o r  o u r  own p r e s e n c e  on t h i s  p l a n e t ,  t h e n  

we mus t  a d d r e s s  o u r s e l v e s  t o  such  a  p r o b l e m .  T h i s  p r o b l e m  can  

encompass n o t  o n l y  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  e x t e r n a l  w o r l d  o f  p h y s i c a l  

p r o c e s s e s  and t h e  w o r l d  o f  o r g a n i c  l i f e  f o r m s ;  i t  a l s o  i n v o l v e s  

t h e  g r o w t h  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  s e l v e s .  
, 

I t  was a r g u e d  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  C h a p t e r  t h a t  Mead r e j e c t s  

t h e  i d e a  o f  a f o u r - d i m e n s i o n a l  c o n t i n u u m ,  as  r e p r e s e n t e d  by  

t h e  geome t r y  o f  M i n k o w s k i ,  t h e  event; and i n t e r v a l s  o f  w h i c h  

were f o r e v e r  d e t e r m i n e d  b y  i t s  own i n t e r n a l  l o g i c .  Mead was 

much more r e c e p t i v e  t o  t h e  cosmogony w h i c h  answered  t o  t h e  
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g e n e r a l  t h e o r y  o f  r e l a t i v i t y ,  w h i c h  s t r e s  s e d  t h e  con  

c r e a t i o n  o f  n o v e l  f o rms  i n  an o b j e c t i v e  w o r l d ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  

a1 t e r n a t i v e  w o r l d s  t h a t  w e r e  c o m p l e t e l y  d e t e r m i n e d .  

Mead c l a i m s  t h a t  M inkowsk i  i s  p r e s e n t i n g  us w i t h  a  f o u r -  

d i m e n s i o n a l ,  b u t  j u s t  as a b s o l u t e ,  f rame o f  r e f e r e n c e  as was 

Newton ' s  t h r e e - d i m e n s i o n a l  f r ame  o f  r e f e r e n c e .  Mead's  c o s -  

mogony demands t h a t  any p e r s p e c t i v e  ( o r  d i m e n s i o n  i n  t h e  c l a s -  

s i c a l  sense)  can  o n l y  b e  known f rom a  p e r s p e c t i v e  a t  l e a s t  

once removed f rom t h a t  frame o f  r e f e r e n c e .  F o r  example,  we 

can o n l y  r e c o g n i z e  a t w o - d i m e n s i o n a l  f rame o f  r e f e r e n c e  i f  

we a r e  once removed f r o m  t h a t  frame o f  r e f e r e n c e ;  t h a t  i s ,  

i f  we occupy an o b s e r v a t i o n a l  p o s i t i o n  w i t h i n  a  t h r e e -  

d i m e n s i o n a l  f r ame  o f  r e f e r e n c e .  I n  i t s  s o c i a l  sense ,  d imen-  

s i o n a l i t y  i s  t r e a t e d  as a  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  To see  o u r s e l v e s  as 

an o b j e c t  we mus t  remove o u r s e l v e s  f r o m  t h e  i m m e d i a t e  i n t e r -  

a c t i o n  we a r e  i n v o l v e d  i n ,  s o  t h a t  we c a n  v i e w  o u r s e l v e s  as 

a  " s o c i a l  o b j e c t "  i n  i n t e r a c t i o n ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  j u s t  b e i n g  l i m -  

i t e d  t o  t h e  p e r s p e c t i v e  o f  b e i n g  i n v o l v e d - i n  a  s o c i a l  i n t e r -  

a c t i o n .  F o r  Mead, t h i s  i s  an i n s t a n c e  o f  s o c i a l i t y  on t h e  

l e v e l  o f  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  p e r s p e c t j  ves as c o n s c i o u s  p r o c e s s .  

J.A. Coleman (Modern T h e o r i e s  o f  t h e  r U n i v e r s e )  t e l l s  us 

t h a t  t h e  d i s c o v e r i e s  o f  t h e  t w e n t i e t h  c e n t u r y  have  l e d  t o  t h e  

c o n c e p t  o f  a a u n i v e r s e  w h i c h  n o t  o n l y  h a d  a  b e g i n n i n g  a t  some 

f i n i t e  t i m e  i n  t h e  p a s t  b u t  has a l s o  passed  t h r o u g h  c e r t a i n  

e v o l u t i o n a r y  changes.  We had  e s t a b l i s h e d ,  a t  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  o f  



the twentieth century, what were considered as three distinct 

areas of evolutionary process: one, historical evolution; 

two, the natural evolution of life forms; and three, the 

evolution of the stars and planets. We have also indicated 

that during the first two or three decades of this century, 

there were very few men who had the "insight" or overall 

perspective which enabled them to try and formulate a relation- 

ship between these three movements. 

The task that George Mead set for himself was indeed 

monumental. He was attempting in his philosophy to come up with 

a general principle hh'i:c,h would allow the objective integration 

of: physical process; life processes; and, processes of 

consciousness. And the principle is, o f  course, sociality. It 

was the rejection of absolute space and time (the stumbling 

block of the nineteenth century) by the science of physics 

that led the way for a formulation of a f4nite universe. And 

when we speak of evolutionary processes in a finite universe, 

we cannot logically argue that such so-called evolutionary 

processes can be limited to only "this" or "that1' part of the 

universe. We come on the notion of a "unitary thing" - -  an 
"organism" as being the adequate metaphor to describe the 

universe of man and nature. 

fn such a universpl "organism," what would constitute 

a , qualitative change which could have appended to it such 



d e s c r i p t i o n s  a s  t h e  " e v o l u t i o n  of  novel  f o r m s , "  o r  "emergence"?  

Mead answers  t h i s  q u e s t i o n  i n  t h r e e  p a r t s :  

( 1 )  Events  " c a n n o t  be s i m p l y  p a r t s  o f  a  p a s s a g e . .  . 
e v e n t s  have a lways  c h a r a c t e r s  o f  u n i q u e n e s s .  
Time can  o n l y  a r i s e  t h r o u g h  t h e  o r d e r i n g  o f  
p a s s a g e  by t h e s e  un ique  e v e n t s " ;  3 

( 2 )  "The r e l a t i o n  of  t h e  e v e n t  t o  i t s  p r e c e d i n g  
c o n d i t i o n s  a t  once  s e t s  u p  a  h i s t o r y ,  and t h e  
u n i q u e n e s s  o f  t h e  e v e n t  makes t h a t  h i s t o r y  
r e l a t i v e  t o  t h a t  e v e n t n ;  4 

( 3 )  "Al l  of  t h e  p a s t  i s  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  a s  t h e  
c o n d i t i o n i n g  n a t u r e  of  p a s s a g e ,  and a l l  t h e  
f u t u r e  a r i s e s  o u t  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  a s  t h e  
un ique  e v e n t s  t h a t  t r a n s p i r e . "  5 

Compare t h e s e  t h r e e  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  e v o l u t i o n  t h a t  Mead 

p u t s  f o r t h  t o  t h e  i d e a s  of Michael P o l a n y i  ( i n  his  book, 

P e r s o n a l  Knowledge) a s  t o  t h e  o r g a n i z i n g  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  emergence.  

( 1 )  E v o l u t i o n ,  l i k e  l i f e  i t s e l f ,  w i l l  .... be 
s a i d  t o  have been o r i  i n a t e d  by t h e  a c t i o n  
of  an o r d e r i n g  p r i n c i p  +. e  6 

( 2 )  I t  i s  a  fundamenta l  p r o p e r t y  of  open s y s t e m s ,  
n o t  d e s c r i b e d  b e f o r e  now, t h a t  t h e y  s t a b i l i z e  
any  improbable  e v e n t  which s e r v e s  t o  e l i c i t  
them.? 

P o l a n y i ,  a  p h y s i c i s t ,  c h e m i s t ,  and s o c i o l o g i s t  by p r o f e s s i o n ,  

p u b l i s h e d  h i s  works some twen ty  t o  t h i r t y  y e a r s  a f t e r  Mead, b u t  

t h e  s i m i l a r i t y  of  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n s  on emergence i s  s t r i k i n g .  I t  

i s  more s t r i k i n g  t h a t  Po lany i  s h o u l d  s a y  o f  t h e  p r o p e r t y  - of  

an open sys tem s t a b i l i z i n g  t h e  improbab le  e v e n t s  which g i v e  

r i s e  'to them, - t h a t  i t  had neve r  b e f o r e  been d e s c r i b e d ,  and 

y e t  i t  had been d e s c r i b e d  q u i t e  l u c i d l y  some t h i r t y  y e a r s  b e f o r e  

he made t h e  s t a t e m e n t .  



E v e n t s  c a n n o t  be  s i m p l y  p a r t s  o f  passage .  By e v e n t ,  

Mead means a n y t h i n g  w h i c h  happens,  s o m e t h i n g  w h i c h  e x h i b i t s  

change, a  p r o c e s s ,  hence opposed t o  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  i d e a  o f  

an  o b j e c t  as  a  s t a t i c  s t r u c t u r e .  A l t h o u g h  f o r  Mead, an o b j e c t  

does c o n s t i t u t e  an e v e n t ,  an e v e n t  does  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  con -  

s t i t u t e  an o b j e c t .  Mead 's  p o s i t i o n  on  t h i s  p o i n t  has a l r e a d y  

been made c l e a r  i n  o u r  a n a l y s i s  o f  F i c h t e  and h i s  a rgument  t h a t  

a mere r e d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  p a r t i c l e s  o f  m a t t e r  i n  space  do n o t  

g i v e  r i s e  t o  l i f e  f o r m s  and c o n s c i o u s n e s s  ( t h e  ego o r  s e l f ) .  

Emergence t h e n ,  m u s t  i n v o l v e  what  we c a l l  " c r e a t i o n "  - -  some 

e v e n t  o r  some t h i n g  comes i n t o  t h e  w o r l d  i n  an  " u n e x p l a i n a b l e "  

f a s h i o n .  B u t  t h e  f a c t  o f  c r e a t i o n  o r  emergence, a l t h o u g h  un-  

e x p l a i n a b l e  i n  i t s e l f ,  i s  open t o  common e x p e r i e n c e .  I c a n n o t  

e x p l a i n  my e x i s t e n c e  t o  my c o m p l e t e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  m e r e l y  i n  

t e r m s  o f  t h e  "sperm and egg"  s t o r y .  N e i t h e r  c a n  t h e  e x p e r t s  

o f  t h e  f i e l d  ( e m b r i o l o g i s t s  and m i c r o - b i o l o g i s t s )  e x p l a i n  t h e  

c r e a t i o n  o f  a  new l i f e  f o r m  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n  o f  

"sperm and t h e  egg"  = newborn  i n f a n t .  

F o r  Mead, t h e n ,  t h e  v e r y  f a c t  t h a t  we e x p e r i e n c e  passage,  

demands t h a t  a c a t e g o r y  o f  o n g o i n g  c r e a t i o n  o r  emergence o f  

n o v e l  e v e n t s ,  be a d m i t t e d  t o  o u r  cosmogony. The r e l a t i o n  o f  

t h e  u n i q u e  e v e n t  t o  t h a t  w h i c h  wen t  b e f o r e  i t  c a n n o t  be a  1 
l o g i c a l  o r  n e c e s s a r y  r e l a t i o n .  F o r  b y  d e f i n i t i o n ,  i f  t h e  e v e n t  r \ 

l o g i c a l l y  f o l l o w s  f r o m  p a s t  c o n d i t i o n s ,  t h e n  t h e  e v e n t  i s  n o t  



does  n o t  r e l e g a t e  t ime  t o  " s u b j e c t i v e  e x p e r i e n c e . "  We can 

r e a d i l y  s e e  t h a t  t i m e  ( p a s s a g e )  i s ,  f o r  Mead, an o b j e c t i v e  

phenomenon, i n s e p a r a b l y  connec ted  t o  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  phenomenon 

of  emergence i n  n a t u r e .  

Mead's second s t a t e m e n t  ( " t h e  r e l a t i o n  of  t h e  e v e n t  t o  

i t s  p r e c e d i n g  c o n d i t i o n s  a t  once s e t s  u p  a  h i s t o r y ,  and t h e  

un iqueness  o f  t h e  e v e n t  makes t h a t  h i s t o r y  r e l a t i v e  t o  t h a t  

e v e n t " )  p r o v i d e s  us w i t h  an e l e g a n t l y  s i m p l e  s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  

problem of  t h e  Romantic p h i l o s o p h e r s :  p r o v i d i n g  an i d e n t i t y  

o f  s u b j e c t  and o b j e c t .  

Le t  us c o n s i d e r  t h e  R e a l i s t  argument  ( g i v e n  an e v o l u t i o n -  

a r y  a c c o u n t  o f  t h e  n a t u r a l  w o r l d ' s  development)  t h a t  o u r  en-  

v i ronment  --  t h e  n a t u r a l  wor ld ,  must have e x i s t e d  p r i o r  t o  

human e x i s t e n c e ,  and hence i t  has a  r e a l i t y  independen t  of o u r -  

s e l v e s  a s  human o rgan i sms .  I f  we a c c e p t  Mead's p o s t u l a t e  t h a t  

t h e  r e l a t i o n  of  t h e  e v e n t  t o  i t s  p r e c e d i n g  c o n d i t i o n s  a t  once 

s e t s  u p  a  h i s t o r y ,  t h e n  we f i n d  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  answer t o  t h e  

R e a l i s t  argument  made a v a i l a b l e .  There  d i d  indeed e x i s t ,  p r i o r  

t o  t h e  emergence of  t h e  human o rgan i sm,  t h o s e  c o n d i t i o n s  

n e c e s s a r y  f o r  t h e  ma in tenance  of  t h a t  l i f e  form: t h o s e  con-  

d i t i o n s  which we l a b e l  a s  o u r  env i ronment .  B u t ,  p r i o r  t o  t h e  

emergence of  t h e  human o rgan i sm,  o u r  e n v i r o n m e n t , . - a s  - we know i t ,  

d i d  n o t  e x i s t .  The c o n d i t i o n s  e x i s t e d ,  b u t  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  
I \ 

o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  p r o c e s s e s  we c a l l  o u r  envi ronment  i s  r e l a t i v e  

t o  o u r  s p e c i e s  o n l y .  



I n  i t s  g e n e r a l i z e d  f o r m ,  Mead 's  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n  

o f  s u b j e c t  and o b j e c t  i s  much c l o s e r  t o  t h e  m e t h o d o l o g y  o f  

c o n t e m p o r a r y  s c i e n c e ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  t h a t  o f  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  

p o s i t i v i s m .  The p o s i t i v i s t  a t t i t u d e  i s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a  r e a l  

w o r l d  o u t  t h e r e  o f  w h i c h  we can  d i s c o v e r  t h e  mean ing ,  i f  o n l y  

we c a n  c o l l e c t  enough i n f o r m a t i o n  a b o u t  i t .  Con tempora ry  

s c i e n c e  t a k e s  t h e  e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  we " c r e a t e "  

t h e  w o r l d  o u t  t h e r e  i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  we i n v e n t .  

We c a n  a s k  t h e  q u e s t i o n  ( i f  we a c c e p t  t h e  p o s t u l a t e  o f  

emergence) ,  "Why do t h i n g s  s t a y  t h e  same a s  much a s  t h e y  d o ? " .  

How do we a c c o u n t  f o r  t h e  c o n t i n u i t y  i n  n a t u r e  and o u r -  

s e l v e s  t h a t  we do f i n d ,  i f  t h e  emergence o f  a  n o v e l  e v e n t  

changes  t h a t  w h i c h  wen t  b e f o r e  i t .  I n  s h o r t ,  t h e  p r o b l e m a t i c  

i n  Mead 's  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  p r o c e s s ,  i s  t o  a c c o u n t  f o r  how t h i n g s  

m a i n t a i n  t h e i r  i d e n t i t i e s  ( t h i n g s  b e i n g  e i t h e r  s e l v e s  o r  ob -  

j e c t s ) .  And we p r o p o s e  t h a t  h i s  t h i r d  s t a t e m e n t  on  emergence 

o f f e r s  an answer  t o  t h i s  p rob lem.  He t e l l s  u s  t h a t  a l l  o f  t h e  

p a s t  i s  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  " as  t h e  c o n d i t i o n i n g  n a t u r e  o f  passage,"  

and a l l  t h e  f u t u r e  a r i s e s  o u t  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  as  t h e  u n i q u e  

e v e n t s  t h a t  t r a n s p i r e .  

The above  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  how o b j e c t s  " a r i s e "  i n  a  p r e s e n t ,  

and i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  emergen t  e v e n t s ,  t a k e s  us  away f r o m  t h e  

m a t e r i a l i s t  a rgument  t h a t  an o b j e c t ' s  i d e n t i t y  i s  t o  be had 
/ 

i n  t e r m s  o f  i t s  i n t e r n a l  s t r u c t u r e .  Mead a r g u e s  t h a t  t h e  

e s s e n t i a l  . c h a r a c t e r  o f  an o b j e c t  i s  n o t  t h a t  w h i c h  "unde rgoes  



t r a n s f o r m a t i o n ,  b u t  i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  i t s e l f  and i n  t h e  forms 

which t h e  o b j e c t  assumes w i t h i n  t h a t  p r o c e s s .  "8 The i o c i a l  

n a t u r e  of  t h e  p r e s e n t  a r i s e s  o u t  of  t h e  f a c t  of emergence 

and t h e  p r o c e s s  of  r e a d j u s t m e n t  t h a t  emergence i n v o l v e s .  I t  

was e a r l i e r  s t a t e d  t h a t  a c c o r d i n g  t o  Mead t h e  r e l a t i o n  of  t h e  

e v e n t  t o  i t s  p r e c e d i n g  c o n d i t i o n s  a t  once  s e t s  u p  a  h i s t o r y ,  

and t h e  u n i q u e n e s s  of  t h e  e v e n t  makes t h a t  h i s t o r y  r e l a t i v e  

t o  t h a t  e v e n t .  In t h e  c a s e  of t h e  emergence o f  l i f e  fo rms ,  

i t  would f o l l o w  f o r  Mead t h a t  t h o s e  c o n d i t i o n s  which gave 

r i s e  t o  t h e s e  l i f e  forms must be a b l e  t o  m a i n t a i n  them, and 

t h e  o n l y  way t h a t  t h i s  i s  p o s s i b l e  i s  t h a t  t h o s e  c o n d i t i o n s  

r a d i c a l l y  change  t h e m s e l v e s .  Mead t e l l s  us t h a t :  

I f  l i f e  i s  a  r e a l i t y ,  i t s  o p e r a t i o n  w i t h i n  
form and envi ronment  must c o n f e r  i t s  c h a r a c t e r s  
w i t h i n  i t s  whole f i e l d  o f  o p e r a t i o n .  9 

Mead means t h a t  t h o s e  c h a r a c t e r s  which we a t t r i b u t e  t o  l i f e  

forms ( i . e .  t h a t  t h e y  come i n t o  e x i s t e n c e  and go o u t  o f  e x i s t -  

ence  a s  a  p a r t  on an ongoing p r o c e s s  which i s  s o c i a l  i n  n a t u r e ) ,  

must a l s o  be c o n f e r r e d  t o  t h e  p h y s i c a l  world which g i v e s  r i s e  

t o  l i f e  f o r m s ,  s4nce  t q e  p h y s i c a l  wor ld  i s  w i t h i n  t h e  f i e l d  of 

i o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  l i f e  fo rms .  
I 

Mead u s e s  t h e  term " s o c i a l "  i n  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  p r o c e s s  

o f  r e a d j u s t m e n t .  T h i s  i s  e a s y  enough t o  a c c e p t  on t h e  l e v e l  
f 

of c o n s c i ~ o u s n e s s ,  where we a r e  c o n s t a n t l y  a s s e s s i n g  how we 

shoul.d.respond i n  t e r m s  of  t h e  o t h e r s  w i t h  whom we s h a r e  a  

common s i t u a t i o n  w i t h .  Mead, a s  t h e  above q u o t a t i o n  i n d i c a t e s ,  



1 
e x t e n d s  t h i s  v i e w  o f  s o c i a l i t y  t o  n a t u r e  as  a  w h o l e .  A c c o r d i n g l y ,  

t h e  o b j e c t s  o f  t h e  " o l d "  sys tem m u s t  r e a d j u s t  t o  f i t  t h e  "new" 

sys tem w h i c h  i s  b r o u g h t  on  b y  t h e  emergence o f  t h e  n o v e l  e v e n t .  10 

Mead a r g u e s ,  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  h i s  a c c e p t a n c e  o f  g e n e r a l  

r e l a t i v i t y  t h e o r y  and i t s  m e t h o d o l o g y  ( c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  

o f  change ) ,  w h i c h  e r a d i c a t e s  a  m o n i s t i c  h i s t o r y  a l t o g e t h e r ,  t h a t  

" i n  s c i e n t i f i c  p r o c e d u r e  t h e r e  i s  no l o n g e r  a n y t h i n g  t h a t  con -  

f l i c t s  w i t h  new p a s t s  a r i s i n g  w i t h  emergen t  e v e n t s .  "11 T h i s  

p o s i t i o n  o b v i o u s l y  d e n i e s  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  a  s i n g l e  " r e a l i t y . "  

Mead i s  n o t  a  r e a l i s t  i n  t h i s  sense .  He i s  a  p r a g m a t i s t  i n s o -  

f a r  as  h i s  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  t r u t h  i s  t o  be  f o u n d  i n  " t h e  d i s c o v e r y  

o r  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  s u c h  o b j e c t s  as  w i l l  m e d i a t e  o u r  c o n f l i c t -  

i n g  and checked  a c t i v i t i e s  and a l l o w  c o n d u c t  t o  p r o c e e d .  111 2 

Knowledge i s  n o t ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  Mead, t o  be  i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  

t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  c o n t e n t  i n  e x p e r i e n c e .  Mead a r g u e s  a g a i n s t  a  

d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  knowledge  as  t h e  c o n t e n t  o f  a  " s t r u c t u r e "  c a l l e d  

t h e  m i n d .  He v i e w s  m i n d  as  i n d i c a t i n g  a  s p e c i a l  k i n d  o f  a c t i -  

v i t y ,  and knowledge  i n d i c a t i n g  t h e  s p e c i f i c  methods  we use  f o r  

c a r r y i n g  o u t ' t h a i  a c t i v i t y .  M ind ,  o r  r a t h e r  m i n d i n g ,  i s  a  

r e f l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t y  based  on t h e  a r r e s t a t i o n  o f  " h a b i t u a l "  

r e s p o n s e  t o  s t i m u l i .  A c t i v i t y  i s  h a l t e d  i n  t h e  f a c e  o f  a  

c o n f l i c t  and knowledge  answers  t o  t h e  means o r  methods we 

a d o p t  t o  c o n t i n u e  t h a t  a r r e s t e d  a c t i v i t y .  F o r  example,  i f  an  

i n d i v i d u a l  d r i v e s  t o  wo rk  a l o n g  t h e  same r o u t e  e v e r y  day,  we 

can  d e s c r i b e  h i s  d r i v i n g  t h a t  r o u t e  - d i s c o u n t i n g  s t o p p i n g  f o r  



r e d  l i g h t s ,  p e d e s t r i a n s ,  e t c . ,  - as  c o n s t i t u t i n g  an  h a b i t u a l  

a c t i v i t y .  I f  one day  he f i n d s  h i s  r o u t e  b l o c k e d  ( i . e .  h i s  

h a b i t u a l  r e s p o n s e  a r r e s t e d ) ,  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  a  s u c c e s s f u l  

a l t e r n a t i v e  r o u t e ,  a l t h o u g h  he had n o  p r i o r  know ledge  o f  such  

a  r o u t e  ( i . e .  he had n o t  d r i v e n  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  a l t e r n a t i v e  

r o u t e  b e f o r e ,  o r  i f  he had, d i d  n o t  know t h a t  i t  a l s o  was n o t  

b l o c k e d )  w o u l d  c o n s t i t u t e  f o r  Mead knowledge ,  because  i t  a l l o w -  

ed h i m  t o  r e a c h  h i s  p l a c e  o f  wo rk .  

L i f e ,  f o r  Mead, i s  a  p r o c e s s  i n  w h i c h  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  

o rgan i sm,  b y  i t s  a c t i o n s ,  t e n d s  t o  m a i n t a i n  t h i s  p r o c e s s  b o t h  

i n  i t s e l f  and i n  l a t e r  g e n e r a t i o n s .  I t  i s  a  p r o c e s s  w h i c h ,  

" d e f i n e s  so  much o f  t h e  w o r l d  as  i s  f o u n d  w i t h i n  t h e  sweep o f  

t h e s e  a c t i v i t i e s  as  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t  o f  t h e  i ' n d i v i d u a l "  

( i t a l i c s  m i n e ) .  l3 F u r t h e r  a  c o n s c i o u s  l i f e  f o r m  i s  one t h a t  

can  make phases o f  i t s  own l i f e  p r o c e s s  a  p a r t  o f  i t s  e n v i r o n -  

ment .  

I have w i s h e d  t o  p r e s e n t  m i n d  as  an  e v o l u t i o n  
i n  n a t u r e ,  i n  wh4ch c u l m i n a t e s  t h a t  s o c i a l i t y  
w h i c h  i s  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  and t h e ,  f o r m  o f  emergence. 14  

P a s t  and f u t u r e  r e f e r  t o  t h a t  a c t i v i t y  w h i c h  i s  c e n t r a l  

t o  t h e  p r e s e n t ,  and as we have  s t r e s s e d  b e f o r e ,  t h e  p r e s e n t  

i s  d e f i n e d  i n  t e r v s  o f  passage .  Change i s  t a k e n ,  b y  Mead, as  

an a  p r i o r i  c o n d i t i o n  o f  r e a l i t y .  T h i n g s  come i n t o  e x i s t e n c e  

and t h i n g s  go back  o u t  o f  e x i s t e n c e .  The permanence o f  

s t r u c t u r e  i s  u n i q u e  t o  t h e  m i n d  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ,  and t h e  

s t r u c t u r e s  w i t h  w h i c h  we c o v e r  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  are 



b u t  s h o r t - l i v e d .  

Mead p r o v i d e s  us  w i t h  an a p t  example  a s  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  

o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  men i n  p r e s e n t  

s i t u a t i o n s  and t h e  p a s t s  t h a t  t h e s e  a c t i v i t i e s  c r e a t e .  The 

example  c o n c e r n s  t h e  r e l a t i o n  be tween t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  sun 

and o t h e r  s t a r s  t o  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  t h a t  p h y s i c i s t s  have  f o r m u -  

l a t e d  o f  t h e  atom. 

Our p r e s e n t  , t h e o r i e s  a b o u t  t h e  age  and i n t e r n a l  s t r u c t -  

u r e  o f  o u r  sun a r e  based  upon t h e o r i e s  t h a t  have  come o u t  o f  

r e s e a r c h  d i r e c t e d  t o w a r d  t h e  c o m p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e  atom. I t  was 

n o t  u n t i l  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  o f  s u b - a t o m i c  p a r t i c l e s  ( p r o t o n s  and 

n e u t r o n s )  was d e v e l o p e d  and t e s t e d ,  t h a t  t h e  f u s i o n  r e a c t i o n  

t h e o r y  o f  t h e  s u n ' s  e n e r g y  e m i s s i o n  was p u t  f o r t h .  And i t  was 

t h e  f u s i o n  r e a c t i o n  t h e o r y  t h a t  a l l o w e d  a s t r o - p h y s i c i s t s  t o  

e x t e n d  t h e  l i f e  o f  t h e  s t e l l a r  u n i v e r s e  t o  a  m a g n i t u d e  t h a t  

c o u l d  a c c o u n t  f o r  t h e  g r e a t  span o f  t i m e  r e q u i r e d  i n  an  e v o l -  

u t i o n a r y  t h e o r y  o f  i t s  deve lopmen t .  U n t i l  t h a t  t i m e ,  t h e r e  

had been an  o n g o i n g  c o n f l i c t  be tween t h o s e  who p o s i t e d  an  

e v o l u t i o n a r y  t h e o r y  and  t h e  t h e n  a c c e p t e d  l i f e  span o f  t h e  

s t a r s .  l5 Mead s u g g e s t s  t h a t ,  " g i v e n  a n o t h e r  a n a l y s i s  o f  

t h e  atom, t h e  sun  w i l l  have  a n o t h e r  h i s t o r y  and  t h e  u n i v e r s e  

1816 w i l l  be  l a u n c h e d  i n t o  a  new f u t u r e .  

To p a r a p h r a s e  Mead, t h e  v i e w  t h a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  i s  s o c i a l  
/ 

i n  n a t u r e ,  f r e e s  us  f r o m  bondage t o  e i t h e r  t h e  p a s t  ( a  

d e t e r m i n i s t i c  a c c o u n t  o f  o u r  s i t u a t i o n )  o r  t h e  f u t u r e  ( a  t e l e o -  



l o g i c a l  and e q u a l l y  d e t e r m i n i s t i c  a c c o u n t  o f  o u r  s i t u a t i o n ) .  

He says  t h a t  we a r e  n e i t h e r  c r e a t u r e s  o f  t h e  " n e c e s s i t y  , 

o f  an i r r e v o c a b l e  p a s t , " n o r  o f  any " v i s i o n  g i v e n  on  t h e  Mount . "  

A l l  o f  o u r  v a l u e s  l i e  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t .  And p a s t  and f u t u r e  

g i v e  u s  o n l y  t h e  s c h e d u l e  o f  t h e  means f o r  t h e i r  r e a l i z a t i o n .  

L e t  us add ress  o u r s e l v e s  t o  t h e  p r o b l e m  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p  o f  t h e  emergen t  e v e n t  t o  t h o s e  c o n d i t i o n s  a n t e c e d e n t  t o  

t h e  emergence o f  a  n o v e l  s i t u a t i o n .  If Mead 's  model  o f  so -  

c i a l i t y  and emergence i s  t o  be o f  any use  as an i n s t r u m e n t  

f o r  g a i n i n g  some c o n t r o l  o v e r  s o c i a l  a c t i o n ,  t h e n  we mus t  

show t h a t  ther 'e  i s  some r e l a t i o n s h i p  ( o f  a  s y s t e m a t i c  o r  

r a t i o n a l  c h a r a c t e r )  be tween t h e  emergen t  e v e n t  and  t h a t  

w h i c h  w e n t  b e f o r e  i t  ( t h e  o l d  o r d e r ) .  

I t  was e a r l i e r  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  emergen t  e v e n t  i s  n o t  

a - p r i o r i  i m p l i e d  o r  c o n t a i n e d  w i t h i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  t h e  

o l d  o r d e r :  t h e  emergen t  e v e n t  was d e s c r i b e d  as t r a n s c e n d i n g ,  

i n  a  n o v e l  f a s h i o n ,  i t s  a n t e c e n d e n t  c o n d i t i o n s .  B u t  t h e  

emergen t  e v e n t  i s  bound b y  o r  l i m i t e d  b y  t h o s e  c o n d i t i o n s  

w h i c h  p r e c e d e  i t .  Emergence a l l o w s  f o r  n o v e l t y  and change 

t o  t a k e  p l a c e  i n  t h e  w o r l d ,  b u t  n o t  i n  an ad hoc  f a s h i o n .  

As Mead says ,  t h e r e  i s  a  s y s t e m a t i c  c h a r a c t e r  e x h i b i t e d  i n  

t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  emergence. 

F o r  example,  b y  b r i n g i n g  .oxygen and h y d r o g e n  t o g e t h e r  

u n d e r  s p e c i f i c  c o n d i t i o n s ,  t h e  emergence o f  a  t o t a l l y  u n i q u e  
\ 



q u a l i t y  a r i s e s  t h a t  i s  n o t  a  p a r t  o f  e i t h e r  gas t a k e n  b y  

t hemse l ves ;  t h a t  i s ,  t h e  wetness  o f  w a t e r .  T h e r e  i s  n o t h i n g  

t h a t  we can p o i n t  t o  i n  e i t h e r  hyd rogen  o r  oxygen t h a t  w o u l d  

l e a d  us t o  p r e d i c t ,  i n  an a - p r i o r i  f a s h i o n ,  t h a t  t a k e n  t o -  

g e t h e r  ( u n d e r  t h e  r i g h t  c o n d i t i o n s )  t h e y  w o u l d  g i v e  r i s e  t o  

t h e  emergence o f  w a t e r .  

I n  a  s o c i a l  sense, i f  we f i n d  t h a t  a  s p e c i f i c  emergen t  

a r i s i n g  w h i c h  con fo rms t o  o u r  p r e s e n t  v a l u e  s y s t e m  ( i  .e., i s  

e f f i c a c i o u s  as a  means t o  a  d e s i r e d  end, o r  i s  a  d e s i r e d  end 

i t s e l f ) ,  we can s t r i v e  t o  o b t a i n  t h a t  emergen t  by  i s o l a t i n g  

and m a i n t a i n i n g  t h o s e  c o n d i t i o n s  o u t  o f  w h i c h  such  a  d e s i r -  

a b l e  emergen t  w i l l  t e n d  t o  o b t a i n .  I t  i s  i n  t h i s  sense  t h a t  

we may g a i n  some c o n t r o l  o v e r  o u r  s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  

J u s t  as we mav e x p e c t  t h e  emergence o f  w a t e r  f r o m  hyd rogen  

and oxygen,  s o  we may e x p e c t  t h e  emergence o f  s o c i a l  f o rms  

t o  be  c o n s i s t e n t  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  p a r t i c u l a r  a n t e c e d e n t  soc -  

i a1 c o n d i t i o n s .  

B 
k 



CONCLUSION 

Leszek Kolakowski, in presenting a critique of "histori- 

cal understanding" and "indi-vidual responsibility," puts forth 

the argument that, "The belief in eschatology, like the belief 

in theology, is an attempt to find absolute justification for 

our life outside its limits, to establish a reality that makes 

all other reality meaningful and comprehensible. "' we can 

certainly apply this argument to a Platonic philosophy of 

"Forms" which constitute the "Idea" behind the transient world 

of experience: a world of objects which grope toward attain- 

ing that perfection o f  universality. But the world of experi- 

ence remains bent and twisted - -  a mere shadow o f  its essential 
nature. 

The Absolute Idealism of the nineteenth century carries 

with it the movement o f  the dialectic - -  activity becomes a 
mediator between subject and object. But we find that the 

object from Hegel's point of view is alienated subject: the 

Hegelian concept o f  activity is "abstract mental activity which 

can mediate only thought-entities. " *  It seems then, that the 

Absolute Idealism o f  the nineteenth century also made an appeal 

to establish a reality that "trans'cended" experience, that 

appealed to an Absolute Self (Mind) which could bring the ever- 

changing worlds of subject and object together - -  to unify them 
in a Universal reality. 

We have found that the introduction of evolutionary 



theory to the philosophy of Absolute Idealism via Henri 

Bergson and the subsequent efforts of G.H. Mead to refine 

this application, had resulted in a philosophy of pragmatism. 

The main thrust of pragmatism is to stress the relationship 

of man's practical activity to so-called epistemological 

thought. In short, to answer the question, "How do we know 

what we know?" we must turn to our practical activity for an 

answer: the concept of practical usefulness becomes a factor 

in the definition of truth. 

We cannot justify a claim that Mead's philosophy is 

eschatological in character. His philosophy of sociality does 

not provide a "reality that makes all other reality meaningful 

and comprehensible." But his philosophy of sociality does 

provide us with a perspective of the relation of man and nature 

as being reciprocal and interdependent: as being social. The 

world at large is marked by process and change, and insofar as 

this is true, we cannot hope to make an appeal for one Univer- 

sal reality, for the nature of change is to subvert the given 

order, to confer to the universal the character of the parti- 

cul ar. 

If structures, in fact, characterize the 
reactions of men to different problems which 
their relations with the surrounding social 
and natural world rai.se, these structures 
always fulfil, in a particular context, a 
function within a larger social structure. 
And when the situation changes, they cease 
to fulfil the function and thus lose their 
rational character, which leads men to 



abandon them and t o  r e p l a c e  them w i t h  
new and d i f f e r e n t  s t r u c t u r e s .  3 

What Goldman i s  r e f e r r i n g  t o  I n  t h e  above q u o t a t i o n  i s  

t h e  i d e a  t h a t  t h e  impor tance  of  h i s t o r i c a l  f a c t s  ( s t r u c t u r e s )  

i s  n o t  s o  much t h e i r  " m a t e r i a l  b e i n g , "  b u t  t h e i r  "human mean- 

i n g . "  You w i l l  remember t h a t  t h i s  i s  t h e  argument  t h a t  was 

developed i n  Chap te r  IV (The P r e s e n t  a s  t h e  Locus of  R e a l i t y ) .  

H i s t o r i c a l  f a c t s  t a k e  on s i g n i f i c a n c e  i n  t e rms  t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e  

t h e  c o h e r e n t  and a d e q u a t e  e x p r e s s i o n  o f  a  world-view. In t h i s  

s e n s e  world-views a r e  s o c i a l  f a c t s .  

I f  we a c c e p t  t h e  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  of  t h e  

s u b j e c t  and t h e  o b j e c t  t h a t  i s  e x h i b i t e d  i n  Mead's ph i losophy  

c o n c e r n i n g  s o c i a l i t y ,  t h e n  we must a c c e p t  t h a t  t h e  world view 

we s h a r e  a s  c o n c e r n s  t h e  p h y s i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  of  o u r  world i s  

r e f l e c t i v e  of  and d e f i n e s  t h e  l i m i t a t i o n s  of  how we c o n c e p t u a l i z e  

o t h e r  s e l v e s ,  and s o c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s .  We f i n d  o u r s e l v e s  look-  

i n g  a t  governments ,  l a r g e  companies ,  and e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  

a s  c o n s t i t u t i n g  a  s t r u c t u r e  ana logous  t o  t h e  b u i l d i n g s  t h a t  

house t h e  i n d i v i d u a l s  t h a t  c r e a t e  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n  and m a i n t a i n  

i t s  e x i s t e n c e  th rough  t h e i r  mutual s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n .  The 

a c t i n g  s e l v e s  who m a i n t a i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  a r e  no l o n g e r  seen  a s  

n e c e s s a r y  t o  i t s  e x i s t e n c e .  They become p a r t i c l e s  moving t o  

and f r o ,  i n h a b i t i n g  t h a t  which t h e y  have c r e a t e d .  

T h i s  i s  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  we of  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  wes te rn  

c i v i l i z a t i o n  have i n h e r i t e d  from t h e  m e c h a n i s t i c  world view of 



Newtonian mechanics  and t h e  g h o s t - i n - t h e - m a c h i n e  world view 

of  D e s c a r t e s .  Mead's ph i losophy  of  s o c i a l i t y d o e s  n o t  o n l y  

o f f e r  one a l t e r n a t i v e  world v iew,  b u t  i t  does  o f f e r  a  p e r s p e c t -  

i v e  which a l l o w s  f o r  a  c o n t i n u a l  emergence of  new world v iews .  

I f  r e a l i t y  i s  a  p r o c e s s ,  t h e n  by i m p l i c a t i o n  passage  i s  

r e a l ,  o r  o b j e c t i v e .  In  t h e n  f o l l o w s  t h a t  t h e r e  be c o n t i n u o u s  

n o v e l t y ,  c r e a t i v i t y ,  and a d j u s t m e n t .  We a r e  n e c e s s a r i l y  always 

becoming o t h e r  t h a n  o u r  s e l v e s ,  j u s t  a s  t h e  n a t u r a l  world i s  

n e c e s s a r i l y  a lways  becoming something  o t h e r  t h a n  i t  was. 

The mechanica l  e x p l a n a t i o n  of t h e  wor ld  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  

s o - c a l l e d  c o n t a c t  e x p e r i e n c e  has  g i v e n  way, i n  p a r t ,  t o  t h e  

e l e c t r o - m a g n e t i c  e x p l a n a t i o n  of  t h e  world a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  d i s t -  

ance  e x p e r i e n c e .  B u t  t h e  t e s t  of  t h e  d i s t a n c e  o b j e c t  of  

s i g h t  (which i s  a lways  l o c a t e d  i n  a  p o s s i b l e  f u t u r e ) ,  must  a lways  

come back t o  t h e  h e r e  and now o f  c o n t a c t  e x p e r i e n c e .  

The f u s i o n  r e a c t i o n  o f  an hydrogen e x p l o s i o n  becomes t h e  

t e s t  o f  t h e  r a t i o n a l l y  c r e a t e d  p a r t i c l e s  of  p r o t o n s  and n e u t r o n s  

t h a t  e x i s t  a lways  i n  some p o s s i b l e  f u t u r e .  T h a  k i l l i n g  and e a t -  

i n g  o f  t h e  p rey  becomes t h e  t e s t  of  t h e  r e a l i t y  f o r  t h e  h u n t e r ,  

o f  t h a t  promised o b j e c t  t h a t  a lways  l i e s  i n  a p o s s i b l e  f u t u r e  

of d i s t a n c e  e x p e r i e n c e .  And each  and e v e r y  a c t i o n  i s  b u t  a g a i n  

and a g a i n  t h e  r e - t e s t i n g  of  t h a t  promised f u t u r e  t h a t  i s  h e l d  

i n  t h e  t empora ry  o r g a n i z a t i o n  of t h e  p a s t .  

I n s o f a r  a s  t r a d i t i o n s  ( r e p r e s e n t i n g  t empora ry  o r g a n i z a t -  

i o n s  o f  t h e  p a s t )  a r e  e f f i c a c i o u s  i n  a l l o w i n g  p r e s e n t  a c t i o n  



to continue, they can be maintained, In this sense, Mead's 

social philosophy is conservative. Our values arise out of 

the selection of those past conditions which will allow present 

activity to continue, But as new conditions emerge in the 

present with the emergence of novel events, so new pasts and 

values must arise in order to support the new system. 

Mead's philosophy of sociality does provide,for a naturalistic 
i ' 

emergence of the self, but it does not provide us with a final 

reality. Our selves (as objects) are as subject t o  the finite- 

ness of temporality as are the objects that go to make up our 

environment. 
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The i m p l i c a t i o n  i n h e r e n t  i n  t h i s  g e o m e t r y  as  t o  s e l v e s ,  
i s  t h a t  t h e y  e x i s t  i n  space as  does m a t t e r  - -  i n  t e r m s  
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t i m e .  T h e r e  i s  l a c k i n g  i n  t h i s  g e o m e t r y  a  p r i n c i p l e  w h i c h  
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C o u r t ,  L a S a l l e ,  I l l i n o i s ,  1 9 4 9 ) .  I f  we a c c e p t  t h e  measure -  
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o b j e c t i v e  mean ing ,  i n s o f a ' r  as  a n o t h e r  o b s e r v e r ,  w i t h  t h e  
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w o r l d  - a  w o r l d  o f  a b s o l u t e  e x i s t e n c e  ....". (p .587 ) .  
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