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The prtl:ynatist p h i l o s o p h i c a l  view a s  adumbrated by 

t l x m a c t i o n a l  viev:?oint r s t n e r  t h a n  se l f - ac t ionax  o r  i n t e r -  -. 

ac t ion31  p e ~ ~ s p e c t i v e s  t h a t  l i e  '&hind most contenporary 

ex2 lana t ions  i n  t h e  s c i e n c e s  2s v e l l  as i n  pure ly  ph i loso2h ica l  

l i t e r a t u r e .  T3.e t e r n  ' t r a n s a c t i o n '  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  f u l l  o n ~ o i n g  

p o c e s s  i n  CI f i e l d  i n c l u d i n g  a l l  t h e  a spec t s  and phases of 

t h e  f i e l d  a s  :;tell a s  t h e  inqu i re r  h i x s e l f ,  s e e n  i n  coinmon p rocess ,  

? h i s  d i f f e r s  frolo t h e  s e l f - a c t i o n a l  view (wherein independent 

j?ol;:erS, f o r c e s ,  actol:s, ;ninas, e t c ,  a r e  seen as independent 

p r ixe  movers) and froia t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n a l  view ( i n  which independ- 

en t  e n t i t i e s  zre seen  i n  sone s o r t  of c s u s c l  connection).  

0r;;nnism and environmen-l; a r e  seen  2s mutual p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  

a t r n n s a c t i o n  and a r e  understood t o  be inseparab ly  connected. 

?he v ieu  t h n t  cn o r g m i s n  is c l e ~ r l y  d i s t i n c t  from, and i n  any 

lv~ay independent of tile f i e l d  iil which it e x i s t s ,  i s  he ld  t o  

be f a l . l : i c i ~ u s  and an out;-;rowtin of a necessnry l i n g u i s t i c  

The : : o ~ d  ' 5 e h a v i o r f  i s  t:us used t o  s t a n d  f o r  a l l  of t h e  

cccoliiodnt-ive , :xxesses  of' o ~ g s n i s m s  i n  eiivironrnents. Uniquely 

human b e l x v i o r  c e n t r e s  around n s e t  of t r a n s a c t i o n s  about which 

it nay bo s a i d  t h a t  soae tk ing  s tnnds  f o r ,  o r  r e f e r s  t o ,  some- 

thing; e l s e .  Such t r a n s ~ . c t i o m  ?lave been termed ' sign-behavior ' 
and very b r . o z d 1 ~  cone under t h e  head in^ of language. The 

t r ~ n s c c t i o n a l  approach t o  L i n / 3 i s t i c  behavior focuses  on t h e  

e n t i r e  si[;n-9:-ocess r a t h e r  t h n  n s t i . f i c i z l l y  pronot ing  t h e  



( i v )  

distinction between n s i g n ,  t h e  u s e r  of t h e  s i ~ n ,  and t h a t  

:!hich is s i p i f i e d .  The i n v e s t i ~ ; : ~ t i o n  is the reby  d i r e c t e d  

;;iiclT f 1'03 {ltxestions o f  inecnhn:; 

tuirrards beixiviorcl  obse rva t ion  

i n  ~ i 'n ich  t h e  behavior occurs.  

I n  p a r t  1 of t h i s  t h e s i s ,  

and re fe rence  and d i r e c t e d  

which inc ludes  t h e  con tex t  

a t r a n s a c t i o n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

of ' o b j e c t ' ,  ' i n t u i t i o n ' ,  ' h a b i t i ,  'custom', and 'common s e n s e '  

i s  undertaken i l o n r  x i t h  an a n a l g s i s  of some r e l n t e d  terms. 

? h i s  s i v e s  x5se t o  t h e  g r e d i c a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  h a b i t s  which 

comprise coninon sense  a r i s e  i n  c o n j o i n t  a c t i v i t y  and a r e  -- 
consequent3.y conconi tant  l;:ith a c e r t a i n  kind of s o c i a l  

or~;aniz? t ion .  It i s  argued t h a t  smlall co-operative c o r n u n i t i e s  

m e  e s s e n t i d  for t h e  c r e a t i o n  znd maintenance of t h e  h a b i t s  

of comion sense ,  end t h a t  uniquely huzlnn manif e s t a t i a n s  such  

3s ' n i n d '  and ' consc iousness '  a r e  products  of s o c i a l  a c t i v i t y .  

The second p x t  of t h e  t h e s i s  o u t l i n e s  t h e  s t e a d y  rise i n  

~ o p u l c r i t y  of t h e  i d e a l s  of ind iv idua l i sm a t  t h e  same t i n e  

as t e c h n o l o c i c a l  and econonic ch;:n~es began t o  e rode  t h e  
I 

c o i m u n i t n ~ i s n  i n s t i t u t i o n s  02 t h e  middle ac;es. A f t e r  t h e  

R e f o m a t i o n ,  an acceler3.tj-ng c h z n ~ e  i n  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  of Western 

c i v i l i z a t i o n  reglcced  a qussi-organic  s t r u c t u r e  ( i n  which small 

c o a a u n i t i e s  m d e  up t h e  flosgansil of  t h e  s t a t e )  w i t h  an ordered  -- 
structu;:e ( i n  ;ihich individu~11.s a r e  u t i l i z e d  as uniform p a r t s  

i n  an economic rnnchine). I n  g ~ a c t i c a l  ma t t e r s ,  t h e  medieval 

community c ~ e s t e d  snd s u s t a i n e d  cornmon sense.  Inasmuch as 

conmon s e n s e  a r i s e s  ou t  o f  c o n ~ o i n t  a c t l v i t g ,  it s e r v e s  a s  t h e  

l i n k  between consciousness  and t h e  a c t u a l  ( o r  r e a l )  world. 



( v >  

jut -the oi~dcr*ed s o c i e t y  does n o t  p;.ovide t h e  i n t i s u t e  and 

s u s t z i n c d  circunst; tnces f o r  shared a c t i v i t y  t h a t  f o m s  t h e  

foundat ion  of coaxon sense ,  a n d  s o  common sense  hos Seen'  

rep laced  ST :A su r rogn te  which i s  termed p o p u l m  sense.  - 
I n  t h e  t h i r d  ?art oZ t h e  t h e s i s ,  it is argued t h a t  hunm 

in te l l ik ;e i lce  is ??-inol-ily s o c i a l  i n  na tu re  and is c l o s e l y  

connected wi th  t h e  e v o l u t i o i ~ x - * g  f l e x i b i l i t j .  of h a b i t s .  S ince  

popul-nr seilse is r e m v e d  f c o : ~  shored  a c t i v i t y  i n  which such  

h a b i t s  cze foi7j;cd zsd  x s h a y e d  ns sc tua l .  c o n d i t i o n s  deaand, 
3cc-.-.ll. 

it f o l lo%rs  t h a t  t h e  popu la r  sense  s o c i e t y  is markedly l ess  

i n t e I l i g - e n t  than  o xore l oose ly  organized  system t h a t  permits 

small organ ic  @'$-ouys t o  evolve i n  t u n e  with l o c a l  environmental  

conditons.  Tile :.iuestion of :iiemw and ends i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  

s o c i n l  a c t i o n  and t ho  bearing; t h i s  h a s  on t h e o r i e s  of h i s t o r i c a l  

inevitn3S lit7 is d i s c u s s e d  i n  the  l i q h t  of t h e  f orecoing  

a r p m n t ,  anti conclus ions  m e  dr-vn ns t o  t h e  g o s s i b i l i t y  of 

s o c i a l  :teo~;;ogiz;. tion under p r e s e n t  doc t r ines .  
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The r i s i n g  t i d e  of pessimism t h a t  threatens  t h e  

s t a b i l i t y  of Western c u l t u r e  is not  merely, a s  has been 

suggested, an a r t i f a c t  of the termination of a milleniwn, 1 

Mere numbers, i n  themselves -not even when they a r e  followed 

by th ree  zeros- do not have the  power t o  topple nat ions  and 

undermine t h e i r  idea ls .  The pessimism goes much deeper and 

appears t o  be well rooted i n  an o f t en  expressed f e e l i n g  that 

technology has run amuck; t h a t  man's technological  a b i l i t i e s  

have by f a r  outstr ipped h i s  s o c i a l  understanding and t h a t  w e  

cas t  ourselves a d r i f t  on a f e a r f u l  ocean of p o s s i b i l i t i e s  

without oar o r  rudder. For perhaps t h e  f i r s t  t ime,  man's 

a b i l i t y  with too ls  has amplified h i s  s t rengths ,  and i n  r e l a t i o n  

thereby deepened h i s  weaknesses t o  t h e  point where he is able  

t o  do t h e  e n t i r e  race ,  even t&e l i v i n g  globe, genuine and 

l a s t i n g  harm, We know f a r  b e t t e r  how t o  do th ings  than we - 
know what t o  do, - 

It seems t h a t  the  current  pessimism has broad roo ts ,  

and t h i s  r e a l i z a t i o n  suggests t h a t  i t s  causes cannot be 

understood nor r e c t i f i e d  by a l i t t l e  specia l ized academic 

ch ise l ing  on one r o o t l e t  o r  another, No academic f i e l d  o r  

d i sc ip l ine  seems broad enough i n  view or methodology by 

i t s e l f  t o  grasp or grapple with such a broad and overwhelming 

problem. Various d i s c i p l i n e s  have come up aga ins t  i n t e rna l  

conditions of diminishing re turn  suggesting f a i l u r e s  of sense 

within the  fundamental assunptions of the  f i e l d s  themselves, 

This r e a l i z a t i o n  has l e a d  t o  an i n t e r e s t  i n  the  establishment 



2 ,  

of mul t i -d isc ipl inary  approaches t o  important p r a c t i c a l  

problems, I n  t u rn ,  t h e  experienced d i f f i c u l t i e s  of 

coordinntion 2nd communication w i t h i n  such interdisciplinary 

groups has lead t o  an i n t e r e s t  i n  h ighly  general  t h e o r e t i c a l  

approaches on one hand, and on t h e  o the r  hand, a renewed 

i n t e r e s t  i n  the  fundamental p r i n c i p l e s  of human communication. 

Unfortunately,  although it seems t h z t  the  foundation of 

successful  communication i s  a  common framework of under- 

s tanding,  it does not fol low t h a t  e f f o r t s  a t  communication 

necessar i ly  r e s u l t  i n  b e t t e r  understanding. For tunate ly ,  i n  

l a rge  measure, the  common p rac t i ce s  of surv iva l  on the  same 

planet  assure  a  degree of congruence i n  the  languages of 

ordinary l i f e .  Reasonable t r a n s l a t i o n s  from one language 

t o  another a r e  genera l ly  poss ib le ,  although a  considerable 

d i s t o r t i o n  of sense can occur over th ings  which a r e  not 

comon between two l i n g u i s t i c  groups. But i n  s t r i c t l y  

t heo re t i ca l  undertakings beyond the  p o s s i b i l i t y  of reference 

t o  a c t u a l  common experiences,  no degree of congruance of 

usuage is  assured even among members of the  same l ingjuis t ic  

group, The sense of spec i a l i zed  jargon depends on the  c lose  

cooperat ion and f requent  comnunication of those  who share 

an in t ense  p r a c t i c a l  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  s p e c i f i c  undertakings 
, 

of t he  f i e l d ,  

The recogni t ion t h a t  there are s t r u c t u r a l  s i m i l a r i t i e s  

i n  t h e  var ious  t h e o r e t i c a l  frnmeworks of d i f f e r e n t  f i e l d s  of 

i nves t iga t ion  leads t o  t h e  considera t ion t h a t  underneath t h e  
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s u r f a c e  t h e r e  is  a  deep s t r u c t u r e ;  a super-general  kind 

of o r d e r  t h a t ,  if c o r r e c t l y  i n t e r p r e t e d ,  w i l l  enab le  men 

t o  t i e  eve ry th ing  t o g e t h e r  i n  a way t h a t  w i l l  gene ra te  sense  

where now t h e r e  is  only  nonsense. Unfor tunate ly ,  it is e q u a l l y  

reasonable  t o  assume t h a t  whatever s t r u c t u r a l  s i m i l a r i t i e s  

e x i s t  may simply be a r t i f a c t s  of a r e l i a n c e  on a l i m i t e d  pool  

of l o g i c a l  and mathematical  r e s o u r c e s  r a t h e r  t h a n  profound 

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

The e a r n e s t  e f f o r t  t o  avoid o n t o l o g i c a l  and ep i s t emolog ica l  

c o n s t r u c t i o n s ,  t h a t  i s ,  in termediaryf i th ings"  which have no 

demonstrable ex i s t ence  i n  t h e  a c t u a l  world l e a d s  a t h e o r e t i c i a n  

t o  p o s i t i v i s m ,  o r  beyond, t o  pragmatism which a t t empts  t o  b u i l d  

t h e  u n i v e r s e  of a c t u a l  t h i n g s  d i r e c t l y  o n s t h e  foundat ions  of 

observable  human behaviors? wi th  s p e c i a l  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  f a c t  

t h a t  men a r e  s o c i a l  animals  whose behavior  c o n s i s t s  of t r a n s a c -  

t i o n s  w i t h i n  c o n t r i b u t i n g  environment i n  which change 

ever  p r e s e n t  f e a t u r e .  

To t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  t h e  pragmatic viewpoint s t r e s s e s  

t h a t  t h e  r o o t s  of knowing a r e  b e h a v i o r a l  and s o c i a l ,  it 

r e p r e s e n t s  an i d e a l  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  foundat ion  f o r  a n  unders tanding  

of human coinmunication, It is a viewpoint  which revo lves  around 

nan as an a c t o r  i n  a  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  world,  and which p laces  man's 

s o c i a l i t y  a t  the  r o o t  of t h e  uniquely  human b u s i n e s s  of 

ta l l r ing.  A fundaiiental  t h r u s t  of t h i s  paper is  t o  examine 

t h e  s o c i a l  mat r ix  communicztion from a p r a g m a t i s t  view and 

t o  view soae  aspec t s  of t h e  c u r r e n t  s o c i a l  scene  i n  t h e  l i g h t  

of sone i m p l i c a t i o n s  of t h i s  view. 



Cent ra l  t o  the arguaent of t h i s  paper is the  notion 

of consensus - shared sense - which is the  nexus of words 

and ac t ion ,  It is maintained, fol lowing the pragmatist  t h r u s t  

of the  argument t h a t  t h e  most fundamental kind of consensus, 

which is termed 'common sense '  , r e s t s  on common o r  conjoint  

action. Shared doings a r e  the bas i s  of shared sense. This i s  

the most fundamental argument of t he  paper, 

Es tab l i sh ing  a conrnon conceptual framework then  appears 

t o  be more a matter of cooperation i n  ac tua l  undertakings 

than a matter  f o r  endless  colloquies.  It is through conjoint  

a c t i v i t y ,  according t o  t h e  view expounded here ,  t h a t  th ings  

a re  formed out of the  previously undi f fe ren t ia ted  environment, 

Only i n  conjoint  ac t ion  can the a c t u a l ,  p r a c t i c a l  l i m i t s ,  

q u a l i t i e s  and so f o r t h  of a t h ing  be es tabl ished,  I n  t h i s  l i g h t ,  

it can be argued t h a t  t h e  process of education is primari ly t h e  

business of doing th ings ,  not the  business of merely t a lk ing  

about them. Schools and u n i v e r s i t i e s  consequently do not 

represent  t he  i d e a l  environment i n  which a sound conmon sense 

might roo t  and grow, Rather than f o s t e r i n g  a wil l ingness t o  do 

and t r y ,  a pecul ier  s t e r i l i t y  with regard t o  physical  ac t ion  is  

encouraged, It is perhaps a condemnation of modern thinkers 

t h a t  s o  nany of the3  t a l k  well but l i v e  badly. What is the  
\ 

value of t a l k  i f  it never shapes human a c t i v i t y ?  It is 

undoubtedly a f a u l t  i n  an engineer t h a t  he can ca l cu la t e  but  

not handle a wrench, f o r  h i s  behavior is cu t  off  sho r t  of t he  

c ruc ia l  r e v i t a l i z i n g  t e s t  of h i s  thinking,  The sha t te red  

geography of human knowledge a t t e s t s  t o  the failure of th inke r s  

and doers t o  bring t h e i r  viewpoints together i n  t h e  measure of 

experience. 



Although words may have become divorced from t h e i r  d i r e c t  

re ferents  i n  act ion,  thereby los ing  much of t h e i r  sense, 

they s t i l l  couand a s e t  o f  behaviors, which, though perhaps 

reduced i n  scope, a r e  s t i l l  potent. Such near-nonsense 

language can render human behavior unin te l l igent ,  a s  current  

behaviors a r e  t i e d  thereby t o  environmental t ransac t ions  of 

the pas t  r a t h e r  than being keyed t o  possible changes i n  the  

present. I n  p m t ,  the  current  pessimism is t i e d  t o  evidence 

t h a t  the t o t a l i t y  of human a c t i v i t y  is  not i n t e l l i g e n t .  The 

main t h r u s t  of human a c t i v i t y  is i n  d i rec t ions  t h a t  once were 

su i t ab le  f o r  human su rv iva l ,  but which now th rea ten  d isas te r .  

A s  an example, it might be a r y e d  t h a t  the fundamental require-  

ments f o r  survival  were once a maximum eff ic iency i n  the pro- 

duction of l i f e ' s  necess i t i e s  and a sustained r a t e  of human 

reproduction. It is no longer c e r t a i n  nor, many would argue, 

even l i k e l y ,  t h a t  continued e f f o r t s  t o  increase production 

nor t o  s u s t a i n  the  cur rent  r a t e  of reproduction a r e  i n  the  

i n t e r e s t s  of the  human race. Yet t h e  reasoning which supports 

such a c t i v i t i e s  and maintains a blindness t o  contemporary 

circunstances is rooted i n  sign-behavior which t akes  its sense 

from the  past .  

Although the circumstances of l i f e  have markedly changed, 

the t h r u s t  of verbal  behavior and t h e  accompanying range of 

be l i e f s  and undertakings has not. The technological  revolut ion 

has not been acconpanied by a revolu t ion  i n  sense. This paper - 
w i l l  promote and examine the contention t h a t  t h e r e  has been 

f a i l u r e  of sense t o  evolve with evolving condit ions of 

technological  l i f e ,  and t h a t  t h i s  f a i l u r e  r e s t s  on changes i n  
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the s o c i a l  conditions of l i f e  t h a t  have reduced t h e  

opportunity f o r  the  evolution and r e v i t a l i z a t i o n  of 

sign-behavior, 

The i n t e r r e l a t i o n  between verba l  behavior and d i rec t  

act ion implies t h a t  i n t e l l i g e n t  ac t ion  is a matter  of 

conmunication, and t h a t  comraunication is a matter  of 

community, To the  extent  tha t  members of d i f f e r e n t  

d i sc ip l ines  do not share  common undertakings, they are  not 

l i a b l e  t o  share a common understanding, Though an attempted 

in te rd i sc ip l ina ry  view of the world 's  problems may be broad, 

i t  is not necesszsily a - view inasmuch as  it does not r e s t  on 

a common conceptual framework, It may be r a t h e r  a co l l ec t ion  

views masquerading one, 

A t e s t  of genuine consensus; of a common sense,  is i n  a 

r e l i a b l e  s i m i l a r i t y  of i n t u i t i o n s ,  Emerson applauded r e l i a b l e  

i n t u i t i o n s  when he wrote: 

..,there a r e  more exce l len t  q u a l i t i e s  i n  
the  student than preciseness and i n f a l l i b i l i t y ;  
a guess i s  o f t en  more f r u i t f u l  than a precise  
aff i rmat ion,  and a dream may l e t  us deeper i n t o  
the  s e c r e t  of nature than a hundred concerted 
experiments, 3 

Common and r e l i a b l e  i n t u i t i o n s  r e s t  on common experiences, 

Reliable i n t u i t i o n s  a r e  t h e  r e s u l t  of shared o r  common sense, 

Conjoint undertakings assure s i m i l a r i t y  of i n t u i t  ions, Members 

common f e e l  - t h e  same about things.  Thus, it 

be s a i d  t h a t  they understand each other.. Feelings and 

i n t u i t i o n s  point  t o  subverbal behaviors which a r e  shared by t h e  

members of a group, 

Common sense i t s e l f  r e s t s  on shared experience, It is 
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knowledge of the  a c t u a l  world gained i n  conjoint  exerc ise ,  

The appropr is teness  of sign-behavior revolves around the  

hub o f  common sense, Common sense regu la tes  s o c i e t y ,  nay 

more; it makes soc i e ty  possible.  The maintenance of common 

sense and i t s  environs is thus a f a r  nobler c a l l i n g  than 

the  maintenance of t h e  s t a t e ,  o r  of law and order ,  These 

a r e  but  p a l e  r e f l e c t i o n s  of t he  fundamental s o c i a l  r o l e  

played by common sense, 

be necessary t he  soc io log ica l  s i d e  of t h i s  

d iscuss ion t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  between types  of human s o c i a l  

organizat ion.  The broad use of t h e  term ' t socie tyw masks 

fundamental d i f fe rences ,  seen from t h e  point  of view 

en te r ta ined  here, i n  t h e  foundations of coimunication systems, 

and u l t ima te ly  i n  t he  r e so lu t ion  of problems of s o c i a l  con t ro l ,  

The continuum on which these  d i s t i n c t i o n s  may be drawn ranges 

f r o n  loose co l l ec t ions  of f a m i l i a l  o r  t r i b a l  groups on one 

hand, i n  which the re  is a maximum opportunity among members 

of a group f o r  con jo in t  a c t i v i t y ,  and on the  o the r  hand, huge 

co l l ec t ions  of i nd iv idua l s ,  such as appear t o  be developing 

i n  t h e  major technological  s t a t e s .  Conditions which approach 

the  former case may be te raed  and those  which approach 

the  l a t t e r ,  ltorderedtl, 

A p a r t  of t he  argument which w i l l  be developed l a t e r  i n  

the  paper descr ibes  t he  h i s t o r i c a l  t r a n s i t i o n  of Western s o c i e t y  

from t h e  organic mode towards t h e  ordered mode. 

An ordered s o c i e t y  lends i t s e l f  t o  mass production and 

consumption, but does s o  a t  the  expense of t he  development of 
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comaon sense, The conditions f o r  conjoint  t ransact ions  a r e  

diminished and so t r u e  consensus based on a congruence of 

sense tends t o  dissolve i n t o  merely verbal agreement with 

l i t t l e  opportunity f o r  t e s t  or  revis ion,  An ordered society  

cannot theref ore r ead i ly  adapt t o  changes i n  i ts  environing 

conditions whether they a re  created by i t s e l f  o r  not. The 

enormous short-run success of an ordered society  i n  the 

tasks of production and consumption of goods can consequently 

only be naintained inso fa r  as  the  evolution of environing 

conditions can be held within the  l i m i t s  of acceptabi l i ty  

f o r  a non-adaptive s o c i a l  order. The ordered soc ie ty ,  l i k e  

a machine, has no capaci ty  f o r  evolution. Changes tend t o  

be revolutionary r a t h e r  than evolutionary, s ince language 

tends t o  d i r e c t  a c t i v i t y  ra ther  than the  reverse, 

The re l iance on doctr ine r a t h e r  than common sense 

mark of an ordered society.  Doctrine i s  the l i n g u i s t i c  

instrument whereby order is maintained. Doctrines are 

promoted absolute t r u t h s  by those benefi t  frorn the  

s t a t u s  quo. 

Various kinds of organic s o c i e t i e s  still  e x i s t  insofar  

as the  s o c i a l  requirenents of technological change have not 

wiped them out, But organic s o c i e t i e s  cope with a very small 

range of undertakings compared t o  those necessi ta ted by 

technological progress and i n  general  the quest f o r  secur i ty  

has always driven pr imit ive nan t o  a heavy re l i ance  on the 

proto-doctrines of totem and taboo, Nonetheless the  pat terns  

of s o c i a l  organization whose shadows ex i s t  even today i n  the  
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ordered machine-like s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  of technological  

s o c i e t i e s ,  and many-of t h e  assumptions t h a t  a r e  b a s i c  t o  

soc io log ica l  thought, a l l  sp r ing  from co l l ec t ions  of 

organic communities such as were common even i n  North 

America i n  Emerson's time, 

I n  a sense,  t he  purpose of an organized s o c i e t y  would 

be anti-utopian,  S t a t i c  utopian schemes neces sa r i l y  involve 

tyranny i f  they a r e  t o  be attempted a t  a l l ,  s i n c e ,  as 

offspr ings  of t he  geometrical world promoted by machine- 

soc ie ty  philosophers,  they  ignore t h e  un ive r sa l i t y  of change. 

An organized soc ie ty  would be an  at tempt only t o  maximize 

evolut ionary capab i l i t y  a t  the  most fundamental level of 

human organizat ion.  

His to ry  becomes more and more a record of enforced 

d o c t r i n a i r e  so lu t ions  t o  problems which r e s u l t  from an 

i n a b i l i t y  t o  reach a n a t u r a l  consensus. The i s o l a t i o n  of 

men i n  t h e  technost ructure5 is t h e  end product of a movement 

toward individualism t h a t  surged forward a t  t h e  t ime of the 

Refornation, The gradual  d i spe r sa l  of cooperative communities 

s ince  t h a t  time destroyed the  communitarian foundations of 

common sense,  The a b i l i t y  of s o c i e t y  t o  r egu la t e  its a f f a i r s  

i n  tune wi th  changing needs was thereby reduced, The i r o n  

bands of t o t a l i t a r i a n  bureaucracy now attempt t o  enforce a 

degree of consensus from above, Such an enforced s o c i a l  order  

robs s o c i e t y  of i t s  n a t u r a l  a d a p t a b i l i t y  o r  i n t e l l i g e n c e  and 

a t  b e s t  represen ts  only a shor t  t w i n  s o lu t ion  t o  t h e  problem 

of s o c i a l  order. 
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The theological  t r a d i t i o n s  of Western philosophy have 

lead philosophers t o  venerate t h e  i n t e l l e c t u s  purus a t  t he  

expense of the  practical life, I n t u i t i o n ,  understanding, 

knovledge and so f o r t h  have been given menta l i s t i c ,  almost 

m a ~ i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  but the  commonest t ransac t ions  i n  

the everyday l i f e  of  people have been largely  ignored a s  

the  primary source of knowledge about fundamental philosophical  

groblens, The view t h a t  some u l t imate  understanding of the  

ac tua l  worZd nay be deciphered bz recourse t o  unsul l ied 

reason or t he  nere c r i t i q u e  of a s ingu la r  aspect  of the 

hwan scene,  (such a s  language alone) by i t s  holy s impl ic i ty  

demonstrates i t s  a n c e s t r a l  r e l a t i o n  t o  the notion t h a t  t he  

Gods send r a i n  t o  farrners t h a t  o f f e r  s a c r i f i c e s  and deny it 

t o  those t h a t  do not, It is as  ignorant  of the  a c t u a l  w e l l -  

springs of meaning and sense as such an agrar ian theology 

is of the  physical causes of r a i n ,  

Those who f e e l  sympathetic t o  t h e  point of view thus f a r  

expressed may recognize i ts  roo t s  i n  some of the  works of 

C. S o  P e i r c e ,  C, 13, Cooley, Go H, Mead, W i l l i a m  James, and 

John Dewey. In  shor t  I have been s t rongly  influenced by 

thinkers  of the  Pragmatist or Ins t rumenta l i s t  school. The 

c l ea r  i n s i g h t s  offered by these men have been l a r g e l y  ignored 

i n  the  academic enthusiasm f o r  philosophy a European 

f lavour,  The great  advantage of t h i s  uniquely North American 

v i e q o i n t  is  i ts freedom and f reshness  from the  nusty worship 

of t he  i n t e l l ~ e c t u s  - purus t h a t  permeates the European scene, 

Unfortunately, the  praginatic viewpoint is not f l a t t e r i n g  t o  
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the i n t e l l e c t u a l  qua i n t e l l e c t u a l ,  and it is understandable 

tha t  among universi ty i n t e l l e c t u a l s  a s  among t r ade  unionis ts  

a  c e r t a i n  amount of time must be devoted t o  matters of p res t ige  

and job securi ty ,  Nonetheless, it is regre t tab le  t h a t  by and 

large the  methods of honest boast and d i rec t  confrontation 

have been l e f t  t o  the  t r ade  union movement while a subt le  

propaganda of sel f  aggrandizement a t  the  expense of honest 

learning has so of ten been the unspoken policy of neducatorsll. 

The r e l a t i v e  success of the  t r a d e  union world of too l s  

and ac t ion  is demonstrated by man's enormous technological 

prowess, while the  s t e r i l i t y  of the  purely i n t e l l e c t u a l  

approach is  c lear ly  evident i n  our r e l a t i v e  s o c i a l  impotence, 

f o r  the  former has always been the  bailiwick of t h e  man of 

action and d i rec t  t r i a l  and e r r o r  experiment whereas the 

l a t t e r  has always been t h e  realm of t h e  i d l e  speculator 

buoyed by a  love of doctr ine and surrounded by a shallow 

vi r tue  of h i s  own design, 

It is high time t h a t  a melding of heedless industry and 

powerless speculation should take place;  t o  tame the  former 

and t o  r e v i t a l i z e  the  Latter.  Action and t a l k  a r e  inter-  

r e l a t ed  and necessary components f o r  the  conduct of l i f e  and 

f o r  the  furtherance of  inquiry, The Pragaa t i s t  view was an 

a t tenpt  t o  describe the fundamental t i e s  between act ion,  

s o c i a l i t y ,  and thought. Today more than ever it deserves 

serious consideration by those who remain unimpressed by 

the eloquently expressed f e w  and loathing u t t e red  by i w e c u r e  

academics o f  the old school. 
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Undoubtedly, some w i l l  c r i t i c i z e  t h i s  paper a s  being 

too general  or  broad i n  scope, y e t  i n  the only important 

r e s p x t i  the in ten t ions  of the  w r i t e r  are qu i t e  narrow and 

nodest indeed. It is only intended by means of argument 

and example t o  o f f e r  a d i f f e r e n t  po in t  of view t h a t  can be 

t r i e d  on f o r  s i z e ,  so  t o  speak, and then f u r t h e r  invest igated 

or  r e j e c t e d  outr ight  a s  t he  reader prefers ,  It cannot be 

denied, however t h a t  t h e  establishment of a new viewpoint 

necessar i ly  leads one through jea lous ly  guarded f i e l d s  and 

over count less  borders and fences, But it is not the  

in t en t ion  of the writer. t o  pose as an expert i n  anyone e l s e ' s  

f i e l d ,  nor t o  offend t h e  cognoscendi, It is simply hoped 

t h a t  a new perspective may be gained by taking circumstances 

i n  a d i f f e r e n t  order and from a d i f f e r e n t  s i d e  than  the 

customary one. I n  t h i s  l i t t l e  jaunt  over we l l - t i l l ed  f i e l d s  

it is simply hoped t h a t  t he  reader  may get a s l i g h t l y  d i f f e r e n t  

p ic ture  of the  geography of verbal ,  physical ,  and soc ia l  aspec ts  

of huroan existence and of how these  aspects  i n t e r r e l a t e .  

Common Sense 

1, Sneaking of T 5 i . n ~  - -- 
Dualism is pervasive i n  Western thought. Body and sou l ,  

t'ninlrer and doer, necessary and contingent,  sacred and profane , 
are  a l l  ch i ldren  of a fundamental dichotomy i n  t h e  Western 

/ 

world view. These po la r iza t ions  of t h e  continuum of circumstance 

a re  r e l a t e d  and partake of a long t r a d i t i o n  i n  European thought 

and its long standing s o c i a l  manifestations. The Greeks were 

very much impressed by the  promise of perfect ion offered by 
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The t r a d i t i o n  of inaginary worlds i n  one of i ts forms, we 

mag assume, nust be near ly  as old  as the  use of language 

i t s e l f ,  Language permits itst users  t o  escape the  bounds of 

a c t u a l i t y  and sp in  v i s ions  of l i v e s  without t r i a l s  o r  e r r o r s ;  

but d e t a i l e d  versions of such realms probably awaited the  

advent of wr i t t en  no ta t ion  t o  take  on f ixed forms, 

Aspects of l i f e  which a re  r e l a t i v e l y  s t a b l e  are amenable 

t o  p red ic t ion  with a reasonable s a t e  of success whenever they 

are  t r e a t e d  a s  absolute ly  s t a t i c  or  even if an imaginary 

version of change can be p lo t ted  f o r  them, The p o s s i b i l i t y  

of using ordinary speech and the  processes of counting f o r  

the purposes of ca l cu la t ing  outcomes was not l o s t  on the 

ancients ,  but it was customary t o  t r e a t  f a l s e  predic t ions  

a s  evidence of an mnoying imperfection i n  the  r e a l  world 

r a the r  than evidence of a wis t fu l  idealism i n  t h e  appl icat ion 

of inaginary changes t o  r e a l  changes, For the  most p w t  

i n  any case ,  the  reasonably accurate predict ions t o  be 

obtained by the juggling of asymptotes by f a r  overshadowed 

the  fundzrnental but usua l ly  minor inapp l i cub i l i t y  of e the rea l ly  

pure ca lcu la t ions  t o  t h e  writhing unce r t a in t i e s  of ac tua l  l i f e .  

I n  an uncertain and dangerous xor ld ,  the  s e c u r i t y  from 

an unknowable fu tu re  promised by the  clockwork world of t he  

mind, i n  which there  were no contingencies, was enormously 

appealing. The dancing f igu re  of per fec t ion  could be discerned 

i n  the  realm of the  in te l l . ec tus  puxaus, far from t h e  inconstancies 

of everyday l i f e ,  Even t o  t h i s  day, most men a r e  lured by t h e  
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vrai th .  So, nlthough heaven has grown from the  requirements 

of man and not Inan from the  whimsies of heaven, everywhere 

it has been customary for men t o  o f f e r  sacrifice end prnyer 

t o  the  c h i l d  of t h e i r  own hopes and f e a r s  i n  the  be l ie f  t h a t  

by so  doing, some of t h e  magic of t h e  pure mind may rub off 

and b les s  t h e i r  everyday l ives ,  

The realm of the  pure i n t e l l e c t ,  the  soul ,  of necessary 

outcomes i n  a perfect  wo2ld, has become exalted a s  the  Most 

X g h ,  whereas the a c t u a l  l i f e  of the body, of and r i s k ,  

was demeaned a s  ear thy and  lo^. When fed,  men have a na tu ra l  

tendency t o  sit and drean of :'How n ice  it would be if.,,N and 

it is only understandable t h a t  the  products of these  secure 

and pleasant  times have been given a high value, Men have 

of ten fought t o  the  dea th  t o  pro tec t  t he  v i r g i n i t y  of t h e i r  

b e l i e f s  and dreams, and ye t  have l i v e d  i n  severes t  misery f o r  

centur ies  without ever l i f t i n g  a f i n g e r  against t h e i r  oppressors, 

Thus, t he  anc ien ts ,  impressed by the  s e c u r i t y  and exac t i tude  

offered by idea l  posi ted worlds, caae t o  regard posi ted 

existences a s  of a higher order and even more r e a l  than a c t u a l  

l i f e .  The Greeks, f o r  example, came t o  equate t h e  highest  l e v e l  

of being, t h a t  is, Conplete Beine, with Non-Being i n  the  a c t u a l  

Eon-being required in subs tan t i a l i t y ,  and insubstant- 

i a l i t y  ru l ed  out t he  p o s s i b i l i t y  of change, Subs tan t ia l  ob jec t s  

af ter  a l l ,  undergo changes, and were thus considered t o  be too I 

imperfect t o  be the  t r u e  subjects  of knowledge, Only 

in subs tan t i a l  aad imnutable th ings  could be the  per fec t  sub jec t s  I 

of knowledge, The highest  degree of being i n  t h e  Greek world 
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view was therefore reserved f o r  such perfect  existences 

or  f O L X X ~  

The veneration of the ideal at the expense of the real 

or  ac tua l  world is a philosophical t r a d i t i o n  t h a t  has been 

maintained on numerous l eve l s  ever since,  It is a t  the 

root of the  so-called mind-body problem and comes t o  the 

fore  i n  every instance when the  r e l a t i o n s  between v a r i e t i e s  

of man-created immutable foras  and writhing a c t u a l i t y  are 

under scrut iny,  

Pos i t iona l  objec ts ,  o r ,  i n  other  words, asymptotes, were 

not regarded as such by the  Greeks. They were regarded as 

ac tua l ly  "out there1' i n  some s o r t  of nature, but on a very 

high plane. Thus even today we t a l k  of mathematical discoveries  

when we might more properly say i n ~ e n t i o n s . ~  I n  mathematics, 

new procedures a re  not uncovered, they are assembled, I n  

school, we say t h a t  th ings  are  taught ,  as  i f  teaching someone 

about something were a process t h a t  had a na tura l  beginning 

and end, Actually, something could only be taught i n  i ts 

e n t i r e t y  i f  it were unchanging and fundamentally f i n i t e ,  The 

Greek view was s inply t h a t ;  t h a t  the  subject  matter  of knowledge 

was f ixed and f i n i t e .  But we a re  beginning t o  regard knowledge 

as var iab le  and i n f i n i t e .  Yet we s t i l l  teach a s  i f  w e  held 

the Greek view, which i n  pract ice ,  therefore ,  we do, Discovery 

and learning,  i n  the  Greek view, were the same thing,  namely, 

coming i n t o  possession of soaething already known i n  some 

existence some.dhere, Learning involved some s o r t  of change 
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and was the re fo re  an a c t i v i t y  on an i n f e r i o r  plane,  To a 

g rea te r  and grea te r  e x t e n t ,  however, we have come t o  

recognize that i n  many cases discovery  and l ea rn ing  involve 

f ind ing  out  something new. A new f a c t  is  c rea ted  i n  a novel - 
t r ansac t ion ,  

I n  Runes Dict ionary  of Philosophy we f i n d  f a c t  ' 
described a s  "an indubi tab le  t r u t h  of ac tua l i ty" .  Here i s  

a c l e a r  exanple of t he  a l l eg iance  of modern philosophers t o  

an ancient  and unyie lding doctr ine ,  Can anything of usefu l  

s p e c i f i c i t y  be " indubi tably  t r u e  of ac tua l i ty l1?  Which 

a c t u a l i t y ?  A s  seen from you po in t  of view o r  mine? Notice 

how time is  ignored. Chenge is thus  ru led out,  "of a c t u a l i t y  

when?" one ought t o  ask, It is a s t r ange  coinment on 

philosophers t o  observe t h a t  t he  meaning of t he  word has been 

so  badly twis ted  from i ts  roo t s  i n  t h e  old La t in  factun, 

meaning "something done'l. This speaks simply of the a c t u a l  

world i n  which th ings  a r e  done and undone a s  a  mat te r  of course,  

Nothing done remains j u s t  so f o r  ever ,  

Dewey attempted t o  r e i n s t a t e  t i n e  and change i n t o  ' f a c t '  

and proposed t h a t  it be understood t o  s tand f o r  "knowings- 

knowns du ra t iona l ly  and extensional ly  spread; not  what is known 

t o  and named by any one organisn i n  i ts  l i fe t ime1t  .8 Fact  is 

thereby es tab l i shed  f o r  phi losophical  purposes a s  nothing l e s s  

than t h e  cosmos known through a mult i tude of ongoing trans-  

ac t ions  involving men a s  doers and knowers, . 
The continuing e f f e c t  of t h e  Greek worship of s t a s i s  

has been t h e  c r ea t ion  by philosophers and theologians of a 
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e x i s t e n c e  whose primary f u n c t i o n  is t o  connect t h e  clockwork 

ap2ara tus  of an almost medieval metaphis ics  wi th  a growing 

s c i e n t i f i c  r e a l i z a t i o n  of the  m i t a b l e  na ture  of t h e  a c t u a l  

world. To t h i s  day, l o g i c i a n s  f e e l  obl iged t o  c l u t t e r  t h e i r  

on to log ies  with m e n t a l i s t i c  c r e a t i o n s  i n  o rde r  t o  s u b s t a n t i a t e  

c a b a l i s t i c  c laims about t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e i r  s u b j e c t  matter.  

Dewey and Bentley brought  a p a i r  of w e l l  known t h i n k e r s  t o  

t a s k  on t h i s  point :  

Cohen and Nagel b e l i e v e  t h e i r  l o g i c  t o  be 
i n  tune wi th  t h e  i n f i n i t e ,  t h i s  be ing  a 
s t andard  convent ion among log ic ians .  'Its 
p r i n c i p l e s ,  ' they  s ~ y ,  ' a r e  i n h e r e n t l y  
app l i cab le  because t h e y  a r e  concerned w i t h  
o n t o l o g i c a l  t r a i t s  of t h e  utmost g e n e r a l i t y ' ,  
Me, on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  b e l i e v e  t h e i r  p r i n c i p l e s  
a r e  i n h e r e n t l y  d e f e c t i v e  because t h e y  a r e  
concerned w ' t h  ve rba l  t r a i t s  of t h e  utmost 
t r i v i a l i t y .  $ 

A major problem of any epistemology is t h e  r e l a t i o n  of 

observable ,  f a c t u a l  one hand, wi th  t h e o r e t i c a l ,  

i d e a t i o n a l n a t e r i a l  on t h e  other .  The r o o t s  of t h i s  problem 

appear t o  l i e  i n  'the r e l i g i o u s  p r o c l i v i t i e s  of our  f o r e f a t h e r s .  

But t h e  problem has  been c a r r i e d  forward by theologian-  

phi losophers  i n t o  a  p e r i o d  of h i s t o r y  f a r  d i f f e r e n t  from 

t h a t  o u t  of which it sprang. The canonica l  a t t i t u d e  of modern 

phi losophers  c o n t r a s t s  sha rp ly  wi th  a v a s t l y  modif ied and 

improved s e t  of t echn iques  f o r  i n q u i r y  and i n v e n t i o n  t h a t  

a r e  a m a t t e r  of r o u t i n e  i n  t h e  l e s s  exac t  sc iences .  The 

r e s o l u t i o n  of t h e  c o n f l i c t  wi th in  philosophy does no t  l i e  i n  

f u r t h e r  manipulat ions of o n t o l o g i c a l  schemes, nor i n  t h e  



pos i t ing  of more potent  'mental capac i t ies .  C lu t t e red  

ontologies must u l t ima te ly  be faced with the  t a s k  of 

explaining aVky t h e i r  own cunbersome existence,  and a l l  

theor ies  of - mind must f a c e  the  nagging question of the  

physical  whereabouts of t h i s  remarkable meeting place  of 

the  p r a c t i c a l  and the  divine,  No, t h e  ontological  and 

epistemological rou te s  have been wel l  t r ave l l ed  over the 

cen tur ies  and have of l a t e  given l i t t l e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  t o  an 

ever increas ing  need f o r  good theory t o  un i te  a  growing body 

of p r a c t i c a l  s c i e n t i f i c  information. 

A s o l u t i o n  may be found i n  a  change i n  viewpoint from 

ontology t o  inquiry,  and general ,  a study human 

behavior of which inqu i ry  forms a  pa r t .  Dewey explained t h i s  

s h i f t  i n  viewpoint i n  t h e  following way: 

The e l imina t ion  of on to logica l  re fe rence  
t h a t  a t  f irst  sight may seem portentous 
ac tua l ly  amounts t o  t h e  simple matter  of 
saying t h a t  whatever claims t o  be o r  t o  
convey knowledge has t o  be found i n  t h e  
context of inqui ry ;  and t h a t  t h i s  t h e s i s  
appl ies  t o  which is put  
f o r t h  i n  whether 
the  l a t t e r  d e a l s  with i t s  o 'g in ,  i t s  
nature ,  o r  i t s  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  f b  

This impl ies  t h a t  t he  knower and t h e  known must e n t e r  the  

p ic ture  together ;  whereas the epistemological  approach focused 

the  knower and the  ontological  approach examined the  nature  

of the  known, the  s tudy of inquiry t akes  the  two together  a s  

opposite ends of t he  same piece of behavior. An a c t  of inqui ry  

i s  taken a s  a t r ansac t ion ,  an example of human behavior i n  

its environink condit ions.  Unlike 'knowledge' inqui ry  i s  
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s tudied conplete with i t s  f i e l d  of coexis tent  condit ions i n  

the  ac tua l  world, 

By t h e  same token, then, s o  must observer and observed 

be taken a s  equal cont r ibu tors  t o  t h e  a c t  of observation. 

A l l  behavings a re  t o  be seen a s  processes i n  an environment 

i n  which both the environing condi t ions  and the  organism a r e  

seen a s  coequal par tners .  In another place, Dewey wrote: 

Our pos i t i on  i s  simply t h a t  s ince man 
a s  an organism has evolved among other  
organism i n  an evolution ca l led  ' n a t u r a l ' ,  
w e  D e  w i l l i n g  under hypothesis t o  t r e a t  a l l  
of h i s  b e h a v i n ~ s  , including h i s  most advanced 
knowings, a s  a c t i v i t i e s  no t  of himself alone, 
nor even a s  primari ly h i s ,  but a s  processes 
of the f u l l  s i t u a t i o n  of organism-environment; 
and t o  take t h i s  f u l l  s i t u a t i o n  a s  one which 
is before us  within the  knowings, a s  well 
as  being the  s i t u a t i o n  i n  which t h e  knowings 
thenselves arise.11 

The t r a d i t i o n a l  language about knowings and knowns 

s h a t t e r s  t h e  subject  matter  i n  advance of the  proceeding 

inquiry, Dis t inct ions  a r e  made where none a r e  necessary, 

Trad i t iona l  epistemologies have imprisoned themselves through 

the  incaut ious  use of bicsed language. The knower and the  

known a r e  separated i n  the  knowing subject  and t h e  known 

object ,  y e t  it seems much more reasonable t o  assume tha t  what 

is known is equally a s  much n par tner  i n  the  a c t  of knowing 

a s  i s  the  knower. I n  o ther  behaviors t h i s  can be observed 

t o  be t r u e ,  A game of baseball  would m&e l i t t l e  sense i f  one 

i n s i s t e d  on analyzing it i n  s t r i c t  terms of t he  ba l lp layers  

act ing on the  b a l l ,  A l l  the r u l e s ,  t he  stadium, and so f o r t h ,  

would have t o  be ex2lained i n  terms of some innate  inc l ina t ion  
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on t h e  p a r t  of b a l l  p layers  t o  s e t  up b a l l  p laying s i t ua t ions .  

How much simpler t o  s ee  t h e  b a l l  p l aye r s ,  the  spec t a to r s ,  t he  

s tad ia  and a l l  t h e  o ther  paraphernalia  of baseba l l  a s  p a r t  

of an ongoing continuulil of t r ansac t ions  roughly c a l l e d  rr t he  

game of Baseball". The quest ion of why basebal l  p layers  

play baseba l l ,  o r  of how they p lay  baseba l l ,  can b e s t  be 

answered by reference t o  various aspec t s  of t he  whole continuum 

of t r ansac t ions  t h a t  roughly makes up the  h i s t o r y  and psychology 

and s o  f o r t h ,  of basebal l .  A s e n s i b l e  lnan would not  attempt 
\ 

t o  exp la in  t he  g m e  otherwise. Yet when we look a t  a more 

fundamental and co~lp lex  piece of huaan behavior, namely knowing, 

we f i n d  t h e  knower and t h e  known separated and considered a p a r t  

from each o ther  and froin the  c i rcunstances  of t he  knowing. 

E p i s t e m o l o ~ i c a l  quest ions  general ly  follow the  l i n e s  of 

What is it about a knower t h a t  enables  him t o  know?" o r  

"What is it about t h e  known t h a t  enables us t o  know i t ? "  

When the  b a s i c  e p i s t e ; n o l o ~ i c a l  quest ions  a r e  asked i n  such 

a manner, it is  not  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  no one can give  a c l e a r  

account, I n  s p i t e  of t h e  generat ion of a host  of a r t i f i c i a l ,  

l i s i t i n g  and imaginary e n t i t i e s  by epis temologis ts  over t h e  

cen tu r i e s ,  a l l  of t he  important evidence has been ru led  out  

of order  i n  advance of t h e  inves t iga t ion ,  

The ---C t r a n s a c t i o n a l  - view, forwarded by Dewey and Bentley 

and a s s e r t e d  i n  t h i s  paper,  e s t a b l i s h e s  un i ty  where t r a d i t i o n a l  

epistemologies c r e a t e  d ive r s i t y .  The a c t  of knowing is  seen 

t o  be a t r ansac t ion  i n  which both knower and known and a l l  

the  h i s t o r i c a l  and environmental accompaniments of the  case 
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are par t ic ipants .  A consequence of t h i s  s h i f t  of viewpoint 

is f u r t h e r  t h a t  names a r e  not t o  be taken as  naming items o r  

cha rac te r i s t i c s  of arganisms alone, nor  can they be considered 

t o  name items or cha rac te r i s t i c s  of the  environment alone, 

but r a t h e r  they are  t o  be understood a s  naming an a c t i v i t y  

undertaken conjointly between environment and organism. 

The naming of a r e p e t i t i v e  occurrence i n  the  concatenation 

of ongoing circuis tance s i g n i f i e s  and thereby c rea tes  an 

object .  Seen t ransac t iona l ly ,  ob jec ts  are a s  much soc ia l  

matters a s  they a re  physical,  At tent ion t o  the process of 

naming discloses  the s o c i a l  aspect of objects,  f o r  language, 

and hence naming, is a s o c i a l  undertaking as  is t h e  inves t iga t ion  

or other a c t i v i t y  out of which naming proceeds. It is the 

conjoint o r  shared value of an event t h a t  causes it t o  be 

picked out of the ongoing f lux  as a  th ing  of i n t e r e s t  and 

u l t i n a t e l y ,  as it becomes naaed, an object,  

Lest there  be objections t h a t  t h i s  usage d i s t o r t s  the  

English language, l e t  it be asser ted here t h a t  a t ransac t iona l  

in t e rp re ta t ion  wreaks l e s s  havoc than does the self -act ional  

treatment proposed i n  t r a d i t i o n a l  philosophy, For example, 

here is a typica l  treatment of the  term 'ob jec t ' :  

l'E-&stemological - Object: The object envisaged 
by an a c t  of  knowTedge whether the  knowledge 
be ve r id ica l ,  i l l u so ry ,  o r  even hal lucinatory 
i n  contras t  t o  ontological  object ,  which is 
a r e a l  th ing  corresponding t o  epistemological 
object when the  knowledge is  ver idical ." l2  

We a re  a l s o  t o l d  t h a t  knowledge is " re la t ions  known" and 

"apgrehended t r u t h n ,  Now the Oxford Dictionary informs us 



tkit ' o b j e c t '  comes e i t h e r  from La t in  objecta,  meaning 

"things oSjected, charges,  accusat ions;"  or from objectus 

.?.enzing Itthe f x t  cf throaiag i t s e l f  or being thrown i n  t h e  

xuy: i n t e rpos i t i on ,  obstruction;".  This sits well  with the  

t r ansac t iona l  view which a l so  obviates  the need f o r  a  

d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  between epistemological and ontological  

objects  which assears  t o  be generated i n  st l e a s t  some 

t r a d i t i o n a l  views. 

I n  t h e  course of ongoing t ransac t ions  i n  the  environment 

the  nature  of the  a c t i v i t y  being performed and the  nature of 

the environing condit ions i n  which it is performed conspire 

t o  give a degree of importance t o  a  c e r t a i n  aspect  of t he  

overa l l  s i t u a t i o n ,  I n  a manner of speaking, c e r t a i n  f ea tu res  

of the  enviroment  by t h e i r  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  use i n  a c e r t a i n  

way, "throw thesselves  i n  the way" of individuals  who can 

u t i l i z e  thea.  On the  o ther  hand, and a t  the same time, t he  

need f o r  a ce r t a in  something t o  use i n  a  c e r t a i n  way, 'tthrows 

sonething i n  the way", s o  t o  speak, t h a t  is ,  s e l e c t s  a th ing  

f o r  use. I f  t h i s  occurs i n  a re2eated or  hab i tua l  manner, 

it is l i k e l y  t h a t  t he  p a r t i c u l a r  aspect  of t he  environment 

w i l l  acquire  a  nane. A th ing  which acquires a name is an 

object. A th ing,  eccording t o  the  Oxford Dictionary is I 

n matter of concern o r  i n t e r e s t "  o r ,  i n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  'Ithat 

which i s  done or t o  be done; a doing, a c t ,  or  deed1'. A t h ing  

is an a c t i v i t y  undertaken conjoint ly  between environment and 

an ac to r  o r  actors  wi th in  the environment. This a c t i v i t y  

named, is an object,  
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A s  t h e  t r ansac t ions  of a  group wi thin  t he  environment 

assuxe a  f a i r l y  r egu la r  p a t t e r n  i n  some r e spec t ,  t h i s  p a t t e r n  

o r  - form becomes named. Thereby, it becomes an object .  A s  a 

new e n t i t y  it is i n  recognized I1interposi t ion"  between'man 

and environs. It s t ands  on i ts own. There a r e  no objects  

which a r e  no t  named, al though t h e  gamut of names runs  from 

polysy l lab ic  Greco-Roman eppropr ia t ions  t o  g run ts  and ges tures .  

Seen i n  t h i s  l i g h t ,  a  language is  a  system of names. 

'Erne'  a s  used i n  t h i s  context  i s  no t  congruent wi th  'noun1 

a s  it i s  i n  t r a d i t i o n a l  philosophy. Names always r e f e r  t o  

some s o r t  of ac t i on  o r  a c t i v i t y ,  13 

Language is a c o l l e c t i o n  of behaviors of men, although 

possibly n o t  uniquely so ,  There seems l i t t l e  reason  t o  doubt 

t h a t  language is powerfully developed among men, This f a c t  

is  l i k e l y  c lo se ly  t i e d  t o  man's unique prowess a s  a tool-  

using being,  and both t h e s e  f a c t s  i s s u e  from man's s o c i a l  

nature,  The c r ea t ion  of names-objects is obviously a s o c i a l  

matter,  Language is a s o c i a l  behavior  anong o the r  behaviors 

and i s  not  of the  organism alone o r  of the  environment a lone,  

but is  a t r a n s a c t i o n  of t h e  organic environmental s i t u a t i o n ,  

Nmes men and th ings  named form t h e  apices  of a t i g h t l y  

in terconnected t r i a n g l e  which is t h e  eabodiment of human-ness 

o r  hunanity, A l l  t h r e e  components a r e  i n  a  s t a t e  of constant  

evolut ion along wi th  t h e  i n t e r e l a t i o n s  between them. Thus 

the  evo lu t ion  of man proceeds f o r  t h e  g rea t e r  p a r t  outside 

of gene t i c s ,  but proceeds through t h e  evolut ion of t o o l s ,  

language and s o c i a l i t y .  



I n  t h i s  discussion,  as  has been mentioned, ' language' 

is being used i n  the  widest sense* This use of t h e  t e r n  

exzends i t  beyond nerely  o r a l  and w r i t t e n  speech, It 

includes aspects  of r i t e s ,  ceremonies, works of a r t ,  

monuments, and even aspec ts  of t h e  products of industry  and 

handicraf ts .  Tools and machines a s  objects  can a l s o  take 

on aspects  of language insofar  a s  they are  in t imate ly  

connected with kinds of responses i n  t h e i r  users ,  

Dewey bes t  suamed up the matter  thus: 

"The iaportance of language as  the  necessary, 
and i n  the  end s u f f i c i e n t  condition of t he  
existence and transmission of non-purely 
organic a c t i v i t i e s  and t h e i r  consequences 
l i e s  i n  the  f a c t  t h a t ,  on one s i d e ,  it is 
a s t r i c t l y  b io log ica l  mode of behavior, 
emerging i n  na tura l  cont inu i ty  from e a r l i e r  
organic a c t i v i t i e s ,  while on the  other  hand 
it cornpels one individual  t o  take the  
standpoint of other individuals  and t o  see  
and inquire  from a s tandpoint  t h a t  is  not  
s-trict1.y gersonal  but i s  common t o  them as  
pa r t i c ipan t s  or  ' p a r t i e s  ' i n  a conjoint  
undertaking, But it f i r s t  has reference t o  
some other  person or  persons vzith whom it 
i n s t i t u t e s  conrnunication - the making of 
something common* Hence t o  t h a t  ex ten t  its 
reference becomes general  and 'ob jec t ive ,  1 14 

2. I n t u i t i o n  and Conmon Sense - - -- -- 
A t r ansac t iona l  view of ob jec t s  and language leads t o  

/ 

the  r e a l i z a t i o n  t h a t  shared or conjo in t  a c t i v i t y  is the nexus -. 
of human communication. Actual physical  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  by 

P members of a group i n  matters  of mutual i n t e r e s t  l i e s  a t  t he  

root  of human consciousness. Such a fami l ia r  acquaintance of 

men with th ings  l i e s  a t  the  foundation of a l l  subsequent 

l i n g u i s t i c  behavior. Yegarding t h i s ,  Dewey wrote: 



"Only by d i r e c t ,  ac t ive  pa r t i c ipa t ion  i n  
the  t r ansac t  ions  of 1,iving does anyone 
become f a m i l i a r l y  acquainted with o ther  
hwan b z n s  and with ' t h i n g s '  which make - - 
up the vorld,  While 'common senset  includes 
more than knowledge, t h i s  acquaintance 
knowledge is i ts  d is t inguish ing  t r a i t ;  it 
demarcates t h e  frame of reference of common 
sense by ident i fy ing  it with l i f e  a c t u a l 1  
ca r r i ed  on a s  it is enjoyed or  suffered,  31 T5 

A recogni t ion of t h e  fundamental importance of common 

sense is not  new, The so-called "Philosophy of Common Sense1' 

has a long, i f  not e n t i r e l y  respectable  history.  What is 

d i f f e r e n t  about the  pragmatic regard f o r  common sense is t h a t  

f o r  the  first  time, common sense is understood not  a s  a 

mysterious " facu l ty" ,  but  r a the r  a s  a group of fundamental 

human behaviors, 

S i r  '$lo ' i lmil ton i n  -. Ried's  Works describes common sense 

a s  a " f acu l ty  of primary truths1'  o r  " the  complement of those 

cognit ions or  convictions which we receive from nature: which 

a l l  men therefore  possess i n  common; and by which they t e s t  

the t r u t h  of knowledge, and the morali ty of act ions .  I t  16 

Heither is  the  recognit ion t h a t  i n t u i t i o n  and common 

sense a r e  c losely  t i e d  a necI understanding. I n  f a c t ,  Sidgwick 

c r i t i c i z e d  sense "Dogmatic 

I n t u i t i o n i s n ,  i n  which t h e  general r u l e s  of Common Sense a r e  

accepted a s  axioimtic. "17 I n  1770, Bea t t ie  described common 

sense as: 

11 , , , tha t  power of t he  mind which perceives 
t r u t h ,  or  commands b e l i e f ,  not by progressive 
arguinentation, but by an instantaneous, 
i n s t i n c t i v e ,  and i r r e s i s t a b l e  impulse ; derived 
ne i ther  from education, nor from h a b i t ,  but 
from nature,  "18 

A need t o  a s s e r t  t h e  un ive r sa l i t y  ~f t r u t h s  incl ined even 



conmon sense philosophers t o  look f o r  an unfa l te r ing  

facu l ty  "which a l l  men possess i n  cornmon,It It is nei ther  

expedient n o r  proper here  t o  take antique doc t r ines  apar t ,  

although a lament or two is offered f o r  the small improvement 

offered modern p rac t i t ione r s  of the a r t ,  Nonetheless, 

the a s s e r t i o n  tha t  common sense is  simply received I1from 

natureu,  and tha t  it is a "power of the  mindtt, seems 

unnecessarily devious and magical and reason enough f o r  

r e j ec t ing  ItCommon Sense Pnilosophy" here, 

The Oxford Dictionary of fers  I t  Good, sound, p rac t i ca l  

sense;" as a de f in i t ion ,  and it seems good sense t o  begin w i t h  

tha t  here, Good sense is judged i n  pract ice  by i t s  r e s u l t s  

i n  everyday ac t iv i ty ,  The judgement t h a t  sense is  good is 

passed by those who share i n  the  a c t i v i t y  and a l s o ,  therefore ,  

partake of an aspect of the  "sound, p rac t i ca l  senseH. It is 

generally agreed t h a t  t h e  r e so r t  t o  comon sense is i n t u i t i v e ,  

and thus it does not seem unreasonable t o  suggest t h a t  common 

sense might be described as  ,snared i n t u i t i o n s  - o r  i n t u i t i v e  sense. 
I 

I n t u i t i o n s  have a spec ia l  immediacy and di rec tness  t h a t  

f i r s t  prompted philosophers with epistemological 

problems t o  seize upon them a s  a way out, Well developed 

i n t u i t i o n s  a re  a s ign  of an ac t ive  p rac t i ca l  l i f e ;  of sound 

experience one s customary a f f a i r s ,  They a re  remembrances 

i n  nerve and muscle of paths of ten  taken; of the  bes t  things t o  

be done i n  various kinds of circumstances, 

The La t in  root  of the  word is i n t u e r i ;  t o  look a t ,  I n  

the sense t h a t  looking and i n t u i t i n g  are  both d i r e c t  apd 

immediate, there is some guidance t o  be gleaned from etymology, 



But t he  i dea  t h a t  i n t u i t i o n  involves some s o r t  of conscious 

looking o r  examination is misleading. I n t u i t i o n s  a r e  simply 

fu ix iazen t~ l ,  habitr;al, r e f l ex  Bnorings. I ~ t u i t i o n s  ere t h e  

c l a s s  of knowings f o r  which the  f orni l iar  comprises the  knowns. 

I n  l a r g e  measure we opera te  wi thin  our familiar environment 

i n t u i t i v e l y .  The everyday a r t i c l e s  of our l i v e s  a r e  u t i l i z e d  

i n  a h a b i t u a l ,  half-conscious f a sh ion  t h a t  cha rac t e r i ze s  

i n t u i t i o n s .  An experienced p i l o t  a d j u s t  the  con t ro l s  of h i s  

a i r c r a f t  i n t u i t i v e l y ,  and is  hard p-essed t o  give a verbal  

account of j u s t  why o r  even how he does what he does. I n t u i t i o n s  

a r e  fundasenta l  knowings t h a t  need no t  reach the  conscious 

l e v e l  of namings. On t h e  i n t u i t i v e  l e v e l  the  a c t  of knowing 

how t o  handle a  mosquito i s  simply swat t ing it. There is no 

p r i o r  i n t e r n a l  r a t i o n a l  discourse. 

The t r ansac t iona l  and fundamentally behaviora l  account of 

i n t u i t i o n s  a s  hab i t s  r e t a i n s  t h e  f l avour  of immediacy t h a t  

cha rac t e r i ze s  t r a d i t i o n a l  phil-osophical accounts while avoiding 

a l l  t he  grobless  of t r a d i t i o n a l  dualism inherent  i n  the  

assumption of the  ex i s tence  of a separa te  and se l f - ac t iona l  

mind. Of course, t he  assumption of un ive r sa l i t y  is f a t a l l y  

impaired. Any s a n  with a Chinese viif e ,  however, w i l l  assure  

the  most s c e p t i c a l  reader  that t h e r e  a r e  v a r i e t i e s  of i n t u i t i v e  

so lu t ions  t o  everyday problems. 

Man is a s o c i a l  animal, however, and h i s  i n t u i t i o n s  a r e  

forged conjo in t ly  with those of h i s  fellows. Over a  period of 

time, people who work and ploy toge ther  grow more a l i k e ,  even 

t o  t h e i r  nos t  fundamental habits .  The conjoint  s e t  of i n t u i t i o n s  
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of a f a m i l i a r  grou? a r e  what we w i l l  co l l ec t ive ly  

sense, o r ,  f ron  the  o ther  way eround, a s  has been 

term common 

suggested, 

common sense is t h e  s e t  of shared i n t u i t i o n s ,  Common sense 

is t o  a f ami l i a r  group a s  i n t u i t i o n  i s  t o  an individual  i n  

t h a t  group. This s t r i c t l y  behavioral account of common sense 

bears l i t t l e  reseablance t o  ucommon sense" i n  t r a d i t i o n a l  

philosophical  theory, The t r ansac t iona l  view of conmon sense 

does not hold it t o  be a t  the roo t  of a  se l f -ac t iona l  mind, 

although a l a t e r ,  behavioral  account of mind is not  ruled out  

e i the r ,  Conmon sense is simply the  shared sense of a c lose  

group of people who customarily undertake l i f e ' s  t a sks  nore 

or  l e s s  conjointly.  I n t u i t i o n  is the  r e f l e c t i o n  of t h i s  sense 

i n  each individual ,  19 

Common sense is  consequently not  e n t i r e l y  common t o  

large numbers of people f ron var ied  circumstances, The sense 

of aspects  of the environment and accompanying words, ges tures ,  

and so  f o r t h ,  m e  only coinaon t o  the  extent  t h a t  they a re  

f ami l i a r  t o  a l l  concerned, The conveyed meaning o r  sense of 

a  phrase i s  deesly connected with t h e  f a m i l i a r i t y  of the 

circumstances which prompt it, and with a shared f a m i l i a r i t y  

of the  circumstances i n  which it is habi tua l ly  u t te red ,  The 

f a i l u r e  of one person t o  make sense t o  another person is not 

simply a f a i l u r e  of words t o  express o r  transmit a  meaning. 

Meanings a r e  not "sornethings" which a r e  f requent ly  improperly 

attached t o  words, It is necessary t h a t  the  sense of an 

ut terznce be comon, t h a t  is ,  t h a t  t h e  experience forming 

the  response it evokes be s u f f i c i e n t l y  s imilar  on both s i d e s  
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t h a t  a congruity of response is assured, Thus 

shared experiences l i e  a t  the roo t  of meaning, 

common or 

not  a simple 

f a c i l i t y  i n  memorizing conti,guous words i n  e dictionaq o r  

from everyday l i f e .  

The a b i l i t y  of a group of individuals  t o  come t o  an 

understanding on something deeper than  a s u p e r f i c i a l  l e v e l  

r e s t s  t h e i r  a b i l i t y ,  through t a l k  some ex ten t ,  but f a r  

more powerfully through a combination of t a l k  and re levant  

shared a c t i v i t y ,  under ly ing  experiences common. 

Community of understanding r e s t s  on a community of under- 

takings, The soc ia l  condit ions t h z t  encourage conjoint  

a c t i v i t y ,  theref  ore ,  encourage the  growth of coamon sense, 

and through it ,  the  p o s s i b i l i t y  of a deeper l e v e l  of conveyed 

meaning o r  understanding, A s  the  s o c i a l  circumstances f o r  

cooperative undertakings wane, s o  do the p o s s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  

a f i r m  understanding, Inasmuch a s  any statement ul t imately  

rnakes sense ,  it r e f e r s  back t o  common sense. Words, i n  

themselves a re  not the  sti:nuli t h a t  evoke accordant responses, 

'The connection between verbal  behavior and physical  act ion 

goes deep, and i t  i s  upon the s i m i l a r i t y  of the  connection 

i n  each case t h a t  a successful  conveyance of meaning resides.  
/ 

It is no exaggeration t o  say t h a t  sense is fundamentally a 

s o c i a l  matter ,  

5, Habits - 
Habits  are  d i spos i t ions ,  o r  r a t h e r ,  

c e r t a i n  s o r t s  of th ings  

The 
\ 

th ing  which done 

i n  c e r t a i n  s o r t s  

and the  

tendencies t o  do 

of circumstances. 

circumstances which 
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done ore coequal cons t i t uen t s  of a habi t .  The circumstances 

produce t h e  a c t ,  the  e c t  defines the  circumstances. I n  other  

words, hob i t s ,  including the  h a b i t s  of common sense ,  a re  

functions. Like b io log ica l  func t ions  such a s  breathing,  

d iges t ing ,  and so f o r t h ,  they a r e  a s  much func t ions  of t he  

surrounding environment as they a r e  of the organism i n  it. 

Dreathing i s  a  inatter of a i r  a s  much a s  lungs. Digesting is 

as  much a n a t t e r  of food a s  it is of the  various organs of 

the al imentary canal. The word ' func t ion '  demarcates a body 

of t x m s a c t i o n s  i n  space and time t h a t  are  s i m i l a r  i n  respec t  

of ac t ions  and condit ions.  The h a b i t  of picking one ' s  nose 

when it is  i t chy  is a func t ion  involving an inheren t  pre- 

d i spos i t i on  t o  pick,  and the  humidity, dus t iness ,  t e a p e r a t w e  

and so  f o r t h  t h a t  t r i g g e r  the pred ispos i t ion  i n t o  action. 

A l l  t he  components, both on the  environmental s i d e ,  and on 

the s i d e  of the  organisn,  a re  equa l lypa r tne r s  i n  the  function.  

Habits  a r e  func t ions ,  but not  a l l  functions a r e  habi ts .  

Nany func t ions  e re  b u i l t  i n t o  the  s t r u c t u r e  of an organism, 

whereas h a b i t s  a r e  learned. Apparently, a s  one moves up the  

phylogenetic s ca l e ,  t he  preponderance of a c t i v i t y  i s  rooted 

l e s s  i n  simple func t ions  and more i n  habits .  This  is the  

foundation of a  necessary f l e x i b i l i t y  among the  higher  animals. 

It is  a  human conceit  t h a t  comparatively, a g r e a t e r  p a r t  of 

our behavior is learned than is t h a t  of any other  animal. 

We a re  c rea tu res  of hab i t .  

It seems .reasonable t o  assume 

i n t u i t i o n s ,  and consequently, t h a t  

t h a t  a l l  h a b i t s  a r e  poss ib l e  

common o r  shared habi t s  a r e  
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the  bas i s  of conifion sense. Since h a b i t s  a re  learned,  and 

can be changed as circuinstances change, so then common sense 

i s  s i in i lnr ly  f l ex ib l e .  The evclut ionarg capab i l i t y  of coamon 

sense is one of i ts  chief  a s se t s  f o r  survival ,  Since envison- 

rnental c i rcurs tances  a r e  pa r t i c ipan t s  i n  funct ions  and h a b i t s ,  

a new s e t  of circumstances forms new habits.  Habits  p e r s i s t  

only a s  long a s  t h e i r  environing condit ions p e r s i s t .  The 

conjoint  hab i t s  of common sense gradually coalesce around new 

u t te rances ,  or  old u t te rances  gradual ly  become connected t o  

new habi ts .  I n  t h i s  aanner a degree of compat ibi l i ty  between 

verbal behavior w d  physics1 ac t ion  under a  new s e t  of 

circumstances is maintained, It is only when old  habi t s  a r e  

de l ibe ra t e ly  p3:evented from evolving t h a t  t he re  i s  a  po ten t i a l  

f o r  s e r ious  f r i c t i o n  between men and t h e i r  environs, 

4. Customs, Tradit ions and Lam - - -- 
I n  a recent  paper, Fred 3rown s ta ted :  " In  a  given c u l t u r e ,  

custom is t h e  generic f o r s ,  or kind,  while the  s p e c i f i c  form 

we c a l l  habi t .  lt20 More s inp ly ,  it might be proposed t h a t  a  

custom is a soc ia l  h a b i t ;  the wzy we do things ,  r a t h e r  than - 
the  way - I do things, I n  f a c t ,  custom is  usual ly  defined a s  

"behavior t yp ica l  of a  group or c l a s s "  (Webster ' s )  or  i n  the  

Oxford Dictionmy, "a habi tua l  o r  usua l  practice".  

There a re  hab i t s  which a re  not customs, but t he re  a re  no 

custoas which a re  not habi ts .  Customs are  the  h a b i t s  of common 

sense, more or  l e s s ,  and take shape i n  conjoint a c t i v i t y ,  A s  

hab i t s ,  custons may modify or p e t r i f y ,  Customs o f f e r  s e c u r i t y  

as t r i e d  and t rue  ways of operating within the  customary 
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environment, The essence of rou t ine  is t o  i n s i s t  upon i ts  

own continuation.  I n  t h e  absence of a powerful environmental 

s t imulus,  the v i o l a t i o n  of custom is  a transgression against 

the  rig;ht, Enotional disturbance is the  p r i ce  of a  per tu rba t ion  

of h a b i t ,  and the  temporary reward of a  ca re fu l ly  maintained 

custom is t r a n q u i l i t y ,  

It was no doubt t h i s  qua l i t y  of customs t h a t  leads 

Confucius t o  emphasize t h e  fundanental  importance of a s t r i c t  

observance of t r a d i t i o n  2nd r i t u a l  a s  the  foundat ion of good 

order i n  society.21 Custom t h a t  is  consciously maintained 

and passed on from generat ion t o  generat ion is c a l l e d  tradi.tion. 

Trad i t ions  a r e  f o s s i l i z e d  habi ts .  The need f o r  t r a d i t i o n s  

increases  RS condit ions become l e s s  f a m i l i a r ,  s i n c e  the  need 

t o  know - what t o  do becomes predominant. O f  course ,  the  r e s o r t  

t o  t r a d i t i o n  is a kind of r e t r e a t ;  a  proverbial  o s t r i c h  a c t ,  

which provides the  l e a s t  l i k e l y  r o u t e  f o r  an assessment of 

new condi t ions  and the  ac t ion-creat ion of new, more appropr ia te  

hab i t s ,  The r e t r e a t  t o  t r a d i t i o n  at tempts t o  ga in  s t a b i l i t y  

a t  t h e  expense of a d a p t a b i l i t y  o r  i n t e l l i gence ,  I n  the  long 

run, t r ad i t i ona l i sm is undoubtedly un in t e l l i gen t ,  

Since the  modif ica t ion of h a b i t s  r e l i e s  on t h e  evolut ion 

of con jo in t  a c t i v i t y ,  and the  s o c i a l  circumstances conducive 

t o  shared undertakings a r e  those of t h e  small f a m i l i a r  group, 

it is a reasonable assumption t h a t  t h e  breakdown of such groups 

i n t o  t h e  f a b r i c  of mass soc ie ty  might leave no r o u t e  f o r  t h e  

evolut ion of customs, Comon sense would cease t o  funct ion,  

leaving a r e s o s t  t o  t r a d i t i o n  as the  only recourse,  3ut  s i n c e  
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t h e  bones of var ious  customs 

spawned them have d i s p e r s e d ,  

the  moral s u p e r i o r i t y  o f  one 

a r e  l e f t  a f t e r  t h e  groups t h a t  

a q u e s t i o n  would develop as t o  

s e t  of customs over another.  

Dewey b e l i e v e d  t h i s  t o  be t h e  growing case i n  t h e  modern world,  

and it is hard  t o  deny t h e  c o n p e l l i n g  accuracy of h i s  a n a l y s i s ;  

"No amount of i n t e l l e c t u a l  t r a n s i t i o n  can  
s e r i o u s l y  d i s t u r b  t h e  main t enor  of custom 
o r  morals. Hence, t h e  g r e a t e r  danger which 
a t t e n d s  t h e  a t tempt  i n  p e r i o d  of s o c i a l  change 
t o  mainta in  t h e  immutabi l i ty  of o l d  s t a n d a r d s  
i s  not  g e n e r a l  moral r e l a x a t i o n .  It is  r a t h e r  
s o c i a l  c l z s h ,  an  i r r e c o n c i l e d  c o n f l i c t  of  yes, t h e  most s e r i o u s  moral s t a n d a r d s  and pur  
f orrn of c l a s s  warfare. . 

Laws a r e  t h e  u l t i m a t e  form of p e t r i f i e d  customs, Although 

they  may n o t  be t h e  most r i g i d  forms of custom, t h e y  a r e  t h e  

most consc ious  e f f o r t s  t o  b u t t r e s s  customs a g a i n s t  t h e  e rod ing  

f o r c e s  of change o r  t h e  f o r c e s  of c l a s s  s t rugg le .  The combined 

weight of t r a d i t i o n s  and laws i n  t h e  machine s o c i e t y  co l ludes  

a g a i n s t  t h e  f o r c e s  of evo lu t ionary  change and common sense,  

The p o s s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  v i o l e n t  c l a s h e s  become g r e a t e r  as t h e  

accuau la t ing  p ressu res  of change f a i l  t o  Se r e l i e v e d  by a 

s u i t a b l e  evo lu t ion  of t h e  customary behavior.  

an obvious f ~ i l u r e  of t h e  methods of sc ience  t h a t  a l though a 

g r e a t  change i n  t h e  s t y l e  and e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of human t r ans -  

a c t i o n s  wi th  t h e  p h y s i c a l  na ture  i n  product ion 

has been wrought, t h e  p o b l e m s  of s o c i a l  change and c o n t r o l  

have h a r d l y  been touched. Dewey was r i g h t  i n  proclaiming 

t h a t  because s c i e n t i f i c  method i s  an  extens ion  of common s e n s e ,  

" the  d i f f e r e n c e  t h a t  now e x i s t s  between common s e n s e  and s c i e n c e  

is  a  s o c i a l ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  a l o g i c a l  x a t t e r .  ,, 2 3 



He de2 lo red  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  a l though s c i e n c e  was i t s e l f  more 

than  s imply organized coamon s e n s e ,  i t s  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  

organiz ing  common sense  remained unused. 

"The pa ths  of c o m u n i c a t i o n  between common 
sense  and s c i e n c e  a r e  as y e t  l a r g e l y  one way 
lanes .  Sc ience  t akes  i ts  depar tu re  from common 
sense ,  bu t  t h e  r e t u r n  r o a d  i n t o  common sense 
i s  devious an$ blocked by e x i s t i n g  s o c i a l  
condi t ions .  " 2  

The i n p l i c a t i o n s  of Dewey's t r a n s a c t i o n a l  view of common 

sense  and customs, a r e  t h a t  t h e  s o c i a l  cond i t ions  f o r  t h e  

s u c c e s s f u l  evo lu t ion  of t h e s e  forms of behavior  have l a r g e l y  

d isappeered  from t h e  o rde red ,  i n d u s t r i a l  s o c i e t y .  It is no t  

c l e a r ,  however, t h a t  Dewey himself was convinced t h a t  an  
J 

a p p l i c a t i o n  of s c i e n t i f i c  o rgan iz ing  p r i n c i p l e s  t o  r e v i v i f i e d  

common s e n s e  would p reven t  bloodshed and misery t h a t  he saw 

on t h e  horizon.  It seems c l e a r  from t h i s  s t a n d p o i n t ,  however, 

t h a t  a fundamental  r e o r g a n i z a t i o n  of t h e  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  i s  

t h e  n in inun  requirement  f o r  t h e  r ees tab l i shment  of f l e x i b l e  

s o c i a l  p r i n c i p l e s  t h a t  a r e  amenable t o  m o d i f i c a t i o n  by, and 

i n  tune  w i t h  t h e  achievements of t h e  r e f i n e d  common sense of 

s c i e n t i f i c  method. Dewey be l i eved  t h a t  t h e  l t a t t a inment  of a 

u n i f i e d  l o g i c t t  of coamon sense  and s c i e n c e  was a necessary  

s t e p  i n  t h e  r e u n i f i c a t i o n  of our  " b e l i e f s  and procedures t t ,  

t h a t  i s ,  our  moral and s o c i a l  t r a d i t i o n s  and our  s c i e n t i f i c  

and t e c h n o l o g i c a l  c a p a b i l i t i e s .  The p o s i t i o n  of t h i s  paper  

is t h a t  a  r e u n i f i c a t i o n  of b e l i e f s  and procedures  i n  t h e  

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

t h i s  u n i f i c a t i o n  r e q u i r e s  t h e  r e c r e a t i o n  of coopera t ive  
i 
I communitarian groups i n  which a c t i o n s  and t h e i r  s o c i a l  



consequences evolve together.  

5. Inquiry  - 
The ordinary processes of l i f e  are the  simple prototypes 

of d i s t i n c t i v e l y  human behavior t h a t  nay be termed ' inquiry ' .  

Any movement of an organism for t h e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  of some 

organic need cons t i t u t e s  a pro to typica l  example of inquir ing 

behavior. I n  its most fundamental form, inquiry  i s  the bas i c  

t ransac t ions  of existence.  Every l i v i n g  organism is constant ly  

moving tolwards equil ibrium i n  the  f a c e  of d i se  y u i l i b r a t i n g  

forces.  PIany of the  fo rces  of disequil ibrium sp r ing  from 

p r io r  equ i l ib ra t ing  attempts. A protozoan, f o r  example, moves 

towards l i p n t  u n t i l  increasing d i s e q u i l i b r i m  moves it away 

again, and so  for th .  Each change of course represen ts  the  

culmination of n a q  minute d i s e q u i l i b r i a ,  the  majori ty of 

which thereby tend toward equilibrium f o r  a time, while a 

slowly increasing c o l l e c t i o n  of d i s e q u i l i b r i a  gradually tends 

t o  t u r n  t h e  whole course of the  organism i n  another d i r ec t ion  

a t  sone f u t u r e  time. "Living," Dewey s t a t ed ,  '?my be regarded 

as  a cont inual  rhytnn of d i sequ i l ib ra t ions  and recover ies  of 

equilibrium. ,125 

Nothing i l l u s t r a t e s  the inheren t ly  t en ta t ive  nature of 

the process of inquiry a s  well a s  t h e  simplest examples of 

it one f i n d s  i n  p r i a i t i v e  biological- functions. Behavior, 

including behaviors which m q  be s p e c i f i c a l l y  l abe l l ed  a s  

"inquiry", is  a t i d e  of i n t e r r e l a t e d  changes a11 moving i n  

response t o  the comparatively astronomical fo rce  of external  

conditions. The conjoint  equ i l ib ra t ing  modificat ion i n  organism 



and environment, 

of p o s s i b i l i t i e s  
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c o n d i t i o n s ,  

f o r  f u r t h e r  

t h a t  i s ,  e s t a b l i s h e s  t h e  range 

behavior ,  E q u i l i b r a t i o n s ,  as 

f u n c t i o n s ,  can a l s o  be seen as habits, although n o t  a l l  

f u n c t i o n s  a r e  hab i t s .  Habits  c o n s t i t u t e  a l e a r n e d  preference  

o r  " d i r e c t i o n n  i n  e q u i l i b r a t i n g  moves. I n  t h i s  l i g h t ,  

none the less ,  it i s  obvious ly  a mis take  t o  t h i n k  of h a b i t s  

as mere r e p e t i t i o n s .  Ke i the r  env i ron ing  circumstances nor  

organic  responses  a r e  l i a b l e  e v e r  t o  be p r e c i s e l y  t h e  same. 

Simple r e p e t i t i o n  i s  a mechanical minicry  of f l e x i b l e  organic  

funct ions .  "Sheer r e p e t i t i o n , "  Dewey s t a t e d ,  "is,  i n  t h e  

czse of t h e  human organism, t h e  product  of c o n d i t i o n s  t h a t  

a r e  u n i f o r a  because t h e y  have been nade so  mechanically. 

Such h a b i t s  ... c e r t s i n l y  do n o t  provide  t h e  model upon 

which a  t h e o r y  of h a b i t  f o r a a t i o n  and opera t ion  should  be 

framed," 26 

I n q u i r y ,  i n  its s o p h i s t i c a t e d  human form, is nonethe less  

a  s e t  of h e b i t s .  The h a b i t s  of i n q u i r y  c o n s t i t u t e  a l ea rned  

b i a s  i n  s o c i a l  and l i n g u i s t i c  behavior  as w e l l  as i n  o v e r t  

pizysical ac t ion .  The zdapt ive  f l e x i b i l i t y  of t h e  h a b i t s  of 

inqu i ry  r e l a t e  then  t o  more p r i m i t i v e  e q u i l i b r a t i n g  f u n c t i o n s ,  

but  whereas b i o l o g i c a l  f u n c t i o n s  a r e  func t ions  of i n d i v i d u a l  

organisms, inqu i ry  is p r i x a r i l g  a s o c i a l  funct ion .  Common 

sense  s e t s  t h e  aims, d e f i n e s  t h e  f i e l d  and s u p p o r t s  t h e  

1an~;ucge of inquiry.  The h a b i t s  of reasonableness ,  of we l l  

conducted i n q u i r y ,  a r e  n o t  n a t u r a l  o r  a u t o n a t i c ,  b u t  a r e  

custoinary and nave a r i s e n  t h ~ o u g h  t h e  t e s t  and modi f i ca t ion  

of custom j u s t  a s  b i o l o g i c a l  f u n c t i o n s  have a r i s e n  i n  t h e  

competi t ion of genoty3es. O r ,  as Dewey s t a t e d  it: 



"The r e f l e c t i v e  d i spos i t i on  is not s e l f  made 
nor a g i f t  of the  gods, It a r i s e s  i n  some 
exceptional circumstance out  of s o c i a l  customs 
a s  've see i n  the  case of t he  Greeks, But when 
it has been generated it es tab l i shes  a new 
custom, vhich is capable of exercising the  
nost  revo utionary inf luence upon o ther  
C U S ~ O ~ I ~ S  11 27 

Reasonableness or  i n t e l l i gence  a r e  q u a l i t i e s  c losely  

linked t o  adaptat ion,  as i s  the  process of inquiry ,  A 

successful  outcome of inquiry  is an adaptation, Evidence of 

i n t e l l i gence  i s  repeated successful  adaptation, J u s t  a s  much 

a s  the  r o o t s  of inqui r ing  behavior a r e  deep i n  the  most 

fundamental b iological  funct ions ,  s o  a re  the  r o o t s  of 

i n t e l l i gence  t o  be found i n  the  successful  continuance of 

those functions.  Man's s o c i a l i t y ,  by increasing the  ava i lab le  

avenues of perception, and through t h e  r e l a t ed  growth of 

language which can render individual  perceptions conjoint ,  

enormously increases the  power and soph i s t i ca t ion  of methods 

of inquiry. 'Conjoint perceptions '  i s  but a cumbersome term 

f o r  common sense, 

The power of common sense a s  a d i r ec to r  of inquiry  stems 

from its growth i n  the  problems of inquiry and i ts  roots  i n  

the procedures of inquiry. The s o c i a l  process of inquiry and 

adaptat ion is analogous t o  the equ i l ib ra t ing  funct ions  of a 

simple osgznism, except t h a t  the  conscious func t ions  which 

make up conmon sense inquiry  r e s t  i n  the conjoint  act ions  of 

a group, not  i n  the  a c t i v i t i e s  of an individual  alone, The 

group or  community t h a t  i s  the locus of inquir ing a c t i v i t y  is 

the body of the  organism t h a t  ada2ts through common sense 

inquiry,  and the s o c i a l  organization of the  group has a s  



as t h e  g e n e t i c  make-up of a  b i o l o g i c a l  organism h a s  t o  do 

"con t inua l  rhyt-hn of d i s e q u i l i b r a t i o n s  and r e c o v e r i e s  of 

e q u i l i b r i u n ' ,  

But common s e n s e ,  a s  a c o l l e c t i o n  of t h e  c o n j o i n t  needings 

and knowings of a group n o t  only d i r e c t s  i n q u i r y  as t o  i ts  

s u b j e c t  matte2,  b u t  a l s o  guides it on paths  similar t o  those  

which have Seen p r o f i t a b l e  i n  t h e  p a s t .  Th i s  c o n t r o l  of 

inqu i ry  mainta ins  t h e  h a b i t s  of i n q u i r y  t h a t  y i e l d  r e l i a b l e  

inforinat ion brhile avo id ing  those  t h a t  might g ive  informat ion  

of ques t ionab le  r e l i a b i l i t y .  I n  t h i s  way, common sense  

u n d e r l i e s  l o g i c ,  t h a t  i s ,  l o g i c a l  i n q u i r y  i s  a f o r m a l i z a t i o n  

of common sense  inqui j ly ,  xnicin is guided by a c o n j o i n t  

experience and h i s to l ly  of s u c c e s s f u l  and unsuccess fu l  outcomes. 

This view i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  Dewey's view, and he s t a t e d  it i n  

t h e  f o l l o w i n g  way: 

"The theory ,  i n  summary form, is t h a t  a l l  
l o g i c a l  forms (wi th  t h e i r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  
p r o p e r t i e s )  a r i s e  w i t h i n  t h e  opera t ion  of 
inqu i ry  and a r e  concerned with c o n t r o l  of 
i n c p i r g  s o  t h a t  it nay y i e l d  warranted 
a s s e r t i o n s .  This  concept ion  ixiplies much 
more t h a n  t h a t  l o g i c a l  forms a r e  d i s c l o s e d  
o r  cone t o  l i g h t  when we r e f l e c t  upon processes  
of inqu i ry  t h a t  a r e  i n  use ,  O f  course  it means 
t h a t ;  but  it a l s o  rneans t h a t  t h e  forms o r i g i n a t e  
i n  opera t ions  of inqu i ry ,  To employ a  convenient 
express ion ,  it means t h a t  while i n q u i r y  i n t o  
inqu i ry  i s  t h e  causa co noscendi of l o g i c a l  
f orins, p r i u a r y  =s&sel~ causn essendi  - of t h e  form which i n q u i r y  i n t o  i n q u l r y  
d i s c l o s e s .  11 58 

But, t o  t h e  ex ten t  t h a t  conmon sense  i s  not common t o  everyone, 

, and t h a t  it a r i s e s  i n  t h e  con jo in t  under takings  of a group, s o  
i 
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the con t ro l  of inquiry ,  even u l t ima te ly  of l o g i c a l  inquiry,  

r e s t s  on shared a c t i v i t y .  A modification i n  the  r u l e s  of 

inquiry can only come about through demonstration i n  

prac t ice  of the t r iunpn of new d i r e c t i o n s  i n  inquiry. Once 

developed i n  the r i g h t  s o c i a l  circumstances, t he  hab i t s  of 

inquiry may continue t o  e x i s t  i n d e f i n i t e l y ,  a s  t r ad i t ions .  

But without the  s o c i a l  circumstances f o r  conjoint  a c t i v i t y ,  

r e a l  nodi f ica t ion  of such habi t s  is  not l i k e l y  t o  come 

about. The habi ts  of reasonable inqui ry  f lou r i shed  and grew 

anong the  Greeks, but changing circumstances rooted the 

habi t s  i n  a more unyielding society.  Under a d i f f e r e n t  

s o c i a l  o rder ,  the hab i t s  of reasonable inquiry became the  

canons of log ic ,  and i n  such a  p e t r i f i e d  s t a t e  became 

r e l a t i v e l y  impervious t o  change. Thus Ar i s to t e l i an  logic  

underwent l i t t l e  change f o r  more than  a millenium. 29 

S c i e n t i f i c  inquiry  mainteins perforce of subjectmat ter ,  

close connections with r e s u l t s  i n  t h e  ac tua l  world, and as 

a consequence it r e t a i n s  a modicum of evolutionary f l e x i b i l t y .  

Other forms of inquiry ,  no l e s s  important,  but devoid of 

close a f f i l i a t i o n s  x i t h  concrete undertakings, r e l y  on s u b t l e  

changes wi thin  the s o c i a l  organism f o r  evidence of success 

or  f a i l u r e  of undertakings. To the  extent  t h a t  t h e  comun- 

i t a r i a n  bases of common sense a r e  no longer a p a r t  of the  

contenporary soc ia l  s t r u c t u r e ,  evidence of change, along 

with the  c i r c u ~ s t a n c e s  f o r  e f f ec t ing  i t ,  have disappeared 

from the  s o c i a l  scene. Individuals therefore  must c l ing  

bl indly  t o  such customs and t r a d i t i o n s  as  have been handed 



dorin t o  them i n  nore communitorion t i nes .  Vithout s o c i a l  

circumstances f o r  evolu t ion  and r e v i s i o n  of customs, c o n f l i c t  

secss nssured. Dexex pess i c l i s t i ca l ly  mote:  

HNotions and races f a c e  one another,  each 
with i ts  own immutable standards. Never 
before i n  h i s t o r y  have t h e r e  exis ted such 
numerous contac ts  and ninglings. Never 
before have t h e r e  been such occasions f o r  
c o n f l i c t  which nre the  nore s i g n i f i c a n t  
because each s i d e  f e e l s  t h a t  it is 
supported by moral p r inc ip les .  Customs 
r e l a t i n g  t o  what has been and enotions 
r e f e r r i n g  t o  aha t  nay come t o  be go t h e i r  
independent ways. The denand of each s i d e  
t r e a t s  i ts  opponent a s  a wi l fu l  v i o l a t e r  
o r  moral p r i n c i p l e s ,  an expression of s e l f -  
i n t e r e s t  o r  super ior  might. I n t e l l i g e n c e ,  
which is  t h e  only poss ib le  messenger of 
r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  dwells i n  a far land of 
abs t rac t ions  o r  comes after the event t o  
record accomplished f a c t s .  "30 

6.  Coninunitv and Mind - v- -" 

The not ion of ind iv iduz l  minds partakes of  a  long and 

tortuous his tory.  A l l  t k e  ghosts and warlocks, witches and 

goblins t h a t  formerly inhabi ted t h e  world 'lout t h e r e r r ,  under 

the pressure  of s c i e n t i f i c  d iscovery,  have sought refuge i n  

the  umindsn of i nd iv idua l  men. Thus, when a  nodern man sees  

a ghost ,  he probably does not f a l l  on h i s  knees and pray, but 

ins tead wonders i f  t h e r e  i s  not soinething wrong with  h i s  mind. 

The a c t u a l  i nves t iga t ion  of the  concrete  world by ac t ive  men 

i n  search of useful  examples of concrete  a c t u a l i t y  t o  f u r t h e r  

some purpose or o ther  has  gradually swept the  c rea t ions  of 

s u p e r s t i t i o u s  and f e a r f u l  men out  of t he  nooks and crannies 

of t he  physical  world and i n t o  the  l a s t  sacrosanct  refuge 

from s c i e n t i f i c  methodology. Even i n  c i r c l e s  where the 
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notion of "soul" has f a l l e n  i n t o  d i s re?u te ,  the  i d e a  of "mind1' 

s t i l l  s o l d i e r s  on under a heavy load of c o n f l i c t i n g  claims. 

One reason f o r  t h e  pers i s tence  of the  idea  sf individual 

minds is t h a t  it i s  hard t o  cons t ruc t  an epistemological  view- 

point  under t r a d i t i o n a l  phi losophical  assumptions without 

ossuming some kind of knowing sub jec t .  The range of t heo r i e s  

of mind is v a s t  and confusing, On one hand t h e r e  a r e  monist ic  

views extending from t h e  A r i s t o t e l i a n  desc r ip t ion  of mind as 

a  bodily func t ion  t o  Berkleian p l u r a l i s t i c  ideal ism, On 

another hand, these  a r e  d u a l i s t i c  t heo r i e s  ranging from 

psycho-physical p m a l l e l i s m  t o  epi2henominalism. Treatments 

of "mind1' and "mental eventsn i n  c o n t e q o r a r y  l i n g u i s t i c  

~ h i l o s o p h y  a r e  genera l ly  behav io r i s t i c ,  a f t e r  t h e  manner of 

Wittgenstein and l ' y le  i n  which l'knowing", "be l iev ingn ,  

"understanding", and s o  f o r t h  a r e  described i n  terms of 

behavioral d i spos i t i ons ,  o r  a f t e r  t h e  manner of Tolman i n  

xhich cons~ iousnes s  is simply viewed a s  a kind of llsamplingfl 

behavior. 

It seems t h a t  some s o r t  of an account of mind is 

necessary t o  explain human behavior j u s t  a s  some s o r t  of an 

account of l lcul ture l :  i s  necessary t o  make sense of the  

behavior of a  t e l e v i s i o n  se t .  A mere physiological  account 

on one band, o r  a desc r ip t ion  of c i r c u i t r y  on t h e  o ther  j u s t  

does not  o f f e r  s u f f i c i e n t  reasons f o r  the  "why" of behaviors. 

To say t h a t  X sc ra tches  h i s  nose whenever a c e r t a i n  e lec t ro -  

chemical occurrence t a k e s  place i n  h i s  bra in ,  g ives  no 

i n f o r m t i o n  about why he scra tches  h i s  nose (wi th  accompanying 
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p h y s i o l o g i c a l  phenonena) r a t h e r  t h a n  

F ~ e n  t o  s a y  t h a t  an i t c h  i s  simgly a 

shout ing  l lHa l l e lu ja !  " , 

d i s p o s i t i o n  t o  s c r a t c h  

seeps $ Q  ?yoid the 2 u ~ s t i c g  sf ?!hj one pl~en~nenon  is observed 

r a t h e r  t h a n  a t o t a b l y  d i f f e r e n t  one, O f  course ,  t h e  p re fe rence  

of s c r a t c h i n s  t o  s h o u t i n g  "Ha l l e lu ja ! "  a t  a c e r t a i n  time and 

p lace  i s  a ~ m t t e r  of envi roning  c o n d i t i o n s ,  p e r s o n a l  h i s t o r y ,  

and s o  f o r t h ,  but  giTvren t h a t  i t  is, is  it t h e n  necessary  t o  

cont inue t o  t r y  t o  g ive  an account of behzvior s o l e l y  with 

r e fe rence  t o  so;Ae s o r t  o f  i n t e r n a l  processes  of a n  i n d i v i d u a l ?  

Sure ly  a z r e a t  simplification might be obtained by simply 

moving "mind" out of t h e  head of an i n d i v i d u a l  b e i n g  and 

i l l to  t h e  t r a n s a c t i o n a l  s o c i s l  p rocess  of communication. 
-XI IC 

Inasnuch ns ' n i n d '  par takes of a long t r a d i t i o n  of 

d u a l i s t  e p i s t e r n o l o ~ i c a l  exp lana t ions ,  perhaps it is  be-l-ter 

. to  r e j e c t  t h e  t e m  i n  f avour  of sone o the r  term such  as 

' consc iousness '  which i s  l e s s  invo lved  i n  a d u a l i s t i c  t r a d i t i o n .  

I n  any c a s e ,  ~ ~ h x t e v e r  xosd is used i n  i ts  s t e a d  must be s t e e r e d  

c l e m  of t h e  unzarranted  but  t r a d i t i o n a l  assumption t h a t  any 

such mental  agent is  t h e  i n i t i a t o r  of behavior. For  as long  

es behavior  is  thought  t o  be t h e  work of a s p e c i a l  agent ;  be 

it s o u l ,  o r  mind, o r  even  consciousness;  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  

such an h y p o t h e t i c a l  c o n s t r u c t  is regcsded as t h e  o r i g i n a t o r  

of human behavior and n o t  an crtif  a c t  of i t;  t h e n  it is 

reasonable  t o  argue t h a t  n o r a l i t y  is wi th in  t h e  province of 

such a s p e c i e 1  agent  and no t  a development of everyday l i f e  

processes ,  The r e a l i z a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  a r t i f i c i a l  

s e p a r a t i o n  between knowing, w i l l i n g ,  and t h e  l i k e ,  on one 
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hand, and between more physical  v a r i e t i e s  of behavior on 

the  o ther ,  was responsible  f o r  epistemological and e t h i c a l  

confusion on n theore t i ca l  level ,  and funct ional  helplessness 

i n  the  same areas on n p r a c t i c a l  l e v e l ,  prompted Dewey t o  

denounce t h e  concept of mind i n  the  following terms: 

ft'Mind' or  l a e n t a l l ,  a s  a preliminary 
word i n  casua l  phrasing i s  a sound word 
t o  ind ica te  E region, o r  e t  l e a s t  a 
general Local i ty  i n  need of inves t iga t ion ;  
as such it is unobjectionable. 'Mind', 
' f a c u l t y ' ,  'I.Q.', o r  what not as an 
ac tor  i n  charge of behavior is a char la tan ,  
and ' b r a i n '  a s  a s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  such a mind 
is  worse, Such words i n s e r t  a word i n  place 
of a  problem and l e t  it go a t  t h a t ;  they 
p u l l  out no plums and only say, "What a b i g  
bog a11 I! "51 

The r e l a t i o n s  between conscience and consciousness a r e  

xiore than laerel-7 verbal .  Tied t o  o tznnsact ional ,  and 

consequently behavior i s t ic  account of knowing, must perforce 

be a t r cnsac t i cnn l  and behavioral account of morality. The 

i s o l z t i o n  of the mind as an independent agent o r  i n t e l l e c t  

outside of t he  e q i r i c a l  f z c t s  of iripulse and h a b i t  a s s e r t s  

a d i scont inu i ty  of nind and ncture. Eeason is placed above 

experience; and Sy the  sane token, conscience is asser ted  t o  

r e s t  on 2 nore divine foundation than nere habit. This non- 

n a t u r n l i s t  or  i n t u i t i o n i s t  view i s  tile standard view even 

today i n  p k i l o s o ~ h i c a l  c i r c l e s ,  The basic proposit ions of 

e th i c s  a r e  assumed t o  be ultimate, underivative,  p r i a i t i v e  and 

uninferable. j2 A t ransac t ions1  account of morals a s  habi t s  

promotes t h e  n a t u r a l i s t i c  considerat ion t h a t  t he  basic  moral 

proposit ions are abs t rac ted  verbal components of aore 

fundamental hnbituol behavior and a r e  thus de r iva t ive  and, 
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i n  a manner of speaking ,  i n f e r a b l e ,  The h a b i t s  of more l i ty  

and t h e  h a b i t s  of reasonableness  d e r i v e  from exper ience  and 

res$ upon a soc ia l  foundztion, an6 are  deeply czncerned v i t h  

verSal  behavior  i n  t h e  broades t  s e n s e ,  t h a t  i s ,  i n  t h e  p rocess  

of co;~municat  ion. 

Affairs which a r e  u s u a l l y ,  i n  t r a d i t i o n a l  t e rms ,  

regarded as "affa i rs  of t h e  mind" a r e  i n  r e a l i t y  communicative 

a f f a i r s .  To the  e x t e n t  t h a t  t r a d i t i o n a l  mental  e n t i t i e s  a r e  

not  conmunicable, they  a r e  not o n t o l o g i c a l l y  s o l i d  enough t o  

have s t a t u s .  Cur ren t  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  and psychologica l  

t h e o r i e s  abound wi th  such  e n t i t i e s  necessary  t o  suppor t  

"phlogis tont1  exp lana t ions  of behavior .  The t r a n s a c t i o n a l  

account of i n t u i t i o n  proposed i n  t h i s  paper p l a c e s  e t h i c a l  

i n t u i t i o n s ,  l i k e  a l l  o t h e r  i n t u i t i o n s ,  square ly  on t h e  s h o u l d e r s  

of c o n j o i n t  h a b i t s  o r  customs. Only when knowings of an 

e t h i c a l  n a t u r e ,  a long w i t h  a l l  o t h e r  knowings f o r  t h a t  m a t t e r ,  

can be s e e n  a s  p a r t  of t h e  broad continuum of human behavior ,  

and no t  as somehow d i s t i n c t  from i t ,  is t h e r e  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  

of a franework of d i s c o u r s e  t h a t  w i l l  permit t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  of 

a c t i v e  means f o r  i n t e n t i o n a l l y  s e c u r i n g  such changes as a r e  

necessary f o r  t h e  peace and s e c u r i t y  of ma~kind.  

The ' f c o n s c i o u s n e s s ~  i n  which mora l i ty  is  "perceived" is, 

as a c o l l e c t i o n  of (mainly ve rba l )  customs, a communitarian 

s o c i a l  phenomenon. It i s  easy t o  s e e  t h a t  f o r  a people t o  be 

of one llmind", they  must a t  l e a s t  be more o r  l e s s  speakers  of 

t h e  same language. But it is  no t  h a r d  t o  s e e  t h a t  a common 

l i n g u i s t i c  background i s  not  r e a l l y  adequate;  a s  Dewey po in ted  



ou t ,  "Genuine community of language o r  symbols c a n  be 

achieved only  through e f f o r t s  t h a t  b r i n g  about community of 

z c t i v i t i e s  ilnder e x i s t i n g  cond i t ions" ,  33  A consciousness 

which does not  r e s t  on is d i f f u s e  

and incomplete;  wi thout  a  cen te r .  It takes  no jump of t h e  

imaginat ion  t o  s e e  t h o t  t h e  c h i l d r e n  of our t imes  ore without  

a c e n t e r  t o  t h e  same e x t e n t  t h a t  t h e  cornmunitarian foundat ions  

of t h e i r  consciousness  a r e  s h a t t e r e d  and without  a center .  

The h a b i t  of mora l i ty ,  conscience,  i f  you wish,  r e s t s  on a 

community of a c t i v i t i e s ;  the c o n j o i n t  b a s i s  of common sense.  

Morol degeneracy i s  s n  i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e  degenera t ion  of t h e  

communitzrinn foundat ions  of mora l i ty .  

It i s  always t o  t h e  idea  of community t h a t  t h i s  i n v e s t i -  

g a t i o n  has  returned.  Not the  bonds of language, nor  of 

p o l i t i c s ,  nor  of c l a s s  surround a c o l l e c t i o n  of i n d i v i d u a l s  

with t h e  deep intimacy i n  shared a c t i o n  t h a t  nour i shes  and 

s u s t a i n s  t h e  process  of making comnon o r  communication t h a t  

forms t h e  b a s i s  of consciousness.  Only a t  t h e  l e v e l  of shared  

a c t i v i t i e s  can  doings and u t t e r a n c e s  be melded i n t o  language. 

Nei ther  a man a lone ,  nor  t h e  masses of a n a t i o n  can  s b a e  -- 
community, communication, and, t o  a n  ex ten t ,  meaning,all  

s p r i n g  from t h e  L a t i n  communico; t o  s h a r e  -- c l o s e l y  enough 

t o  a t t a c h  u t t e r a n c e s  t o  common i n t e r e s t s  i n  t h e  c o n j o i n t  

c r e a t i o n  of o b j e c t s  and language t h a t  has g iven  man h i s  unique 

capac i ty  t o  know. The bounds of f a m i l i a r i t y  a r e  t h e  r e a l  

bounds of comnon sense.  

If new sense i s  t o  be c r e a t e d  i n  t h e  f a c e  of new c o n d i t i o n s ,  



i n t ima te  i n t e r a c t i o n  among t h e  

a t  t h e  i n t e r f a c e  of o l d  h a b i t s  

members of a  familiar group 

and new environmental  deaends 

is t h e  b e s t  crucible o ~ t  of ::!hich new h e h ~ v i ~ r s  ~rad corres- 

ponding language mzy be c a s t .  Piodif icat ions i n  t h e  custorns 

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

a t t a i n e d  i n  t h e  s a a e  condi t ions .  The es tabl i shment  and 

s u r v i v a l  of v a r i e t i e s  of f a m i l i a r  comnunities is a requi re-  

ment f o r  t h e  evo lu t ion  of hurnan unders tanding  through t h e  

b i r t h  and p r o l i f e r a t i o n  of new a s p e c t s  of common sense. 

Xames and t h i n @  named can  only a r i s e  c o n j o i n t l y  i n  such a 

f e r t i l e  atmosphere of coo2ernt ive  a c t i v i t y  and almost  

t e l e p a t h i c  understanding. Out of a secure  founda t ion  i n  

such a cornmunitarian b a c k ~ r o u n d  h l s o  sp r ings  a f i r m e r  

unders tanding  of t h e  g e n e r a l l y  c o m o n  f e a t u r e s  of human l i f e .  

A s o l i d  foundat ion  i n  such  a background enabled Emerson t o  

conf iden t ly  exclaim: 

"1 t h e  oimer of t h e  s p h e r e ,  
O f  t h e  seven s t a r s  and t h e  s o l a r  y e a r ,  
O f  C a e s z r ' s  hand, and P l a t o ' s  b r a i n ,  
O f  Lord C b r i s t ' s  Hear t ,  and Shakespeare ' s  s t r a i n .  I, 34 

Secure i n  t h e  kno?~ledge of h i s  own ? l a c e ,  Emerson could more 

conf iden t ly  a s c e r t a i n  where o t h e r  t h i n k e r s  s tood.  Such a 

conf ident  knovrleage and natural m o r a l i t y  a s  Emerson possessed,  

g r o w  b e s t  i n  familiar c o r n u n i t a r i a n  surroundings.  The con- 

j o i n t  s h a r i n g  of a v a r i e t y  of b a s i c  human a c t i v i t i e s  is of 

fundamental importance t o  the  happiness  and s e c u r i t y  t h a t  

an i n d i v i d u a l  can d e r i v e  f ron  h i s  l i f e .  An evo lu t ionary  

f l e x i 3 i l i t y  i s  tile outgrorith of such s o c i a l  o rgan iza t ion ,  

which s e c u r e s  t h e  s u r v i v a l  of huaan-ness on a broad sca le .  
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The cont inued v i t a l i t y  of huiaan c i v i l i z a t i o n  r e s t s  on t h e  

r e c r e z t i o n  and maintenance of new o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  

csnnunitarian cooper:jtion s o  that new d i s c o v e r i e s  may be 

rendered familiar and common. Only by such a  s o c i a l  

r e o r g a n i z z t i o n  can t h e  road  back from sc ience  and technology 

t o  t h e  r e o r g m i z a t i o n  of comnon s e n s e  be opened, and 

i n t e l l i g e n c e  r e s t o r e d  t o  the  conduct of human l i f e .  



Indiv idual i sm - 
1.. The I! ise  of Ind iv idua l i sm - - --. - 

The t r a n s z c t i o n n l  vie*;!point zsser ted in this paper 

proposes t h a t  ;.,n organism' is a n  i n t e g r a t e d  p a r t  of t h e  

world i n  which h a b i t s  form and o p e r a t e ,  I n  t h e  c a s e  of man, 

a l l  of h i s  behavior t h a t  r e l a t e s  t o  what may be termed ' s ign-  

behzvior '  o r ,  i n  o t h e r  words, l i n g u i s t i c  behavior ,  is 

i n t r i n s i c a l l y  s o c i a l .  Language and l i n q u i s t i c  s i g n s ,  as 

communication, a r e  concerned wi th  mzking t h i n g s  common, and 

t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  a l l  knowledge is n e c e s s a r i l y  symbolic o r  

l i n ~ ~ i s t i c  before it is known, knowledge i t s e l f  is s o c i a l ,  

C. S. P e i r c e  s t a t e d  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n  t h i s  way: "The woof and 

wasp of a11 thought and a l l  r e s e a r c h  is symbols; and t h e  l i f e  

of thought  and sc ience  i s  t h e  l i f e  i n h e r e n t  i n  symbols; s o  

t h a t  it is wrong t o  s a y  t h a t  a. good language is important  

t o  good thought ,  merely; f o r  i t  is of t h e  essence  of it. ,I 35 

An i m p l i c a t i o n  of t h i s  understznding t h a t  t h e r e  is no thought  

ou t s ide  of a l i n g u i s t i c  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  be it i n t e r n a l  o r  

e x t e r n a l ,  i s  t h a t  i f  t h e  term 'mindt is  t o  be used a t  a l l ,  

it must be considered t o  r e f e r  t o  something c o n j o i n t  o r  common. 

I n  t h i s  v e i n ,  P e i r c e  f o r t h r i g h t l y  s t a t e d  even t h a t  "Logic is 

rooted  i n  t h e  s o c i a l  p r i n c i p l e " .  36 
I 

Inasmuch as a word, a s  a s i g n ,  c a n  only r e p r e s e n t  o r  

s i g n i f y  c n  o b j e c t  and cannot ,  except  i n d i r e c t l y  i n  a p o i n t i n g  

f u n c t i o n ,  acquain t  o r  f u r n i s h  r e c o g n i t i o n  of a n  o b j e c t ,  o b j e c t s  

must z r i s e  i n  non- l ingu i s t i c  behavior .  It is a t  t h e  po in t  

where zn  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of non- l ingu i s t i c  and l i n g u i s t i c  modes 
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of behavior occurs, t h a t  is, where a th ing becomes named, 

t h a t  an ob jec t  is created,  Such an inter locking of l i n q u i s t i c  

w i t h  n sn- l ingu i s t i c  behaviors occurs in conjoint; ?~rndert;akFngs 

cnd represen ts  a fundamental l e v e l  of knowing t h a t  has been 

termed common sense . 
The t ransac t iona l  view of man i s  therefore profoundly 

an t i - ind iv idua l i s t ic .  On the b io log ica l  s ide ,  man is seen 

in tegra ted  i n  a continuous s e r i e s  of t ransact ions  within the  

enviroment.  On the  l i n g u i s t i c  s i d e ,  a l l  of h i s  knowings are 

fundamentally and inescapably Rowhere is  the  

repudiat ion of individuzlisin so  powerfully p l a i n  a s  i n  t h i s  

passage from Peirce: 

''When we cone t o  study the  great p r inc ip l e  of 
cont inui ty  and see how a l l  is f l u i d  and every 
point  d i r e c t l y  partakes t h e  being of every o ther ,  
it w i l l  appear t h a t  individualism and f a l s i t y  
a r e  one and t h e  same, Meantime, we knaw t h a t  
man is not whole as long a s  he is s i n g l e ,  t h a t  
he is  e s s e n t i a l l y  a poss ib le  member of society. 
Especial ly,  one mm's  experience is nothing i f  
it stznds alone.,. It i s  not 'myt experience but 
' our1 experience t h a t  has t o  be thought of ,  and 
t h i s  'us has inaef i n i t e  p o s s i b i l i t i e s ,  "38 

The e f f o r t  t o  unify  philosophical  subject  mat ter  where 

other viewpoints s t r i v e  d i s sec t  i s  perhaps the  most 

prominent and p e r s i s t e n t  fenture  of the  pragmatist philosophical  

method. k t  l e a s t  s ince  the  Ref or:aation, and i n  ontological  

and epistemological f i e l d s  s ince considerably before t h a t  

philosophical  efforLs h ~ v e  been d i r e c t e d  towards the  discovery 

t ruths .  The e f f o r t  uncover the  

ul t imate simples of r e a l i t y  may be seen as  a kind of philo- 

sophical corresponding t h e  quest f o r  u l t imate  

n a t e r i a l  simples i n  the  physical sciences. An of fspr ing ,of  such 



50. 

a t rend has been s o c i a l  ato:nis:o or  individualism, i n  which 

individual  men are  seen a s  the cons t i tuen ts  or  components 

of s n c i ~ t i e s  a ~ c l  not; as inescn?a'n7y nnd necessar i ly  in te r -  

locked i n  soc ie ty  as i s  the  pragmatic view, 

The f c i l u r e  t o  percieve the  inescapably s o c i a l  nature 

of humn l i f e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  insofar  a s  the roo t s  of knowledge 

and moral it;^ are concerned, has permitted the  communitarian 

foundations of common sense t h a t  were i n t r i n s i c  t o  a 

prepondernntly agx3nrian existence t o  be swept away by the  

economic fo rces  of technology. I n  f a c t ,  as  the  i n d u s t r i a l  

revolut ion p i n e d  moxentun, the idea  of individualism which 

a t  first had been perceived with f e a r  2nd loa th ing  among 

European th inkers ,  began t o  be accepted, and u l t i n a t e l y  

_nranoted u n t i l  today, t h e  p r i m ~ y  v i s i o n  of nan i n  the !destern 

;ro=ld, i f  not  yet  ~xozld-wide, is the  vis ion of man alone, 

Zulf i l l i n g  h i s  own dest iny,  It is  t h e  understanding here,  

thak such a vis ion is not  only ludicrous ,  but extremely 

dangerous t o  the extent  of underlying the g r e a t e s t  c r i s i s  of 

vslues t h a t  nan has ever faced, 

The term ' ind iv idua l i sx '  i s  i t s e l f  of f a i r l y  recent  

o r ig in ,  hzving been coined by Alexis de Tocqueville i n  h i s  

De la Denocratie en Aaeriaue   herein he explained: - - 7-- - --•÷ 
"Individual isn  is a novel expression, t o  
which a novel idea has given birth, Our 
f a t h e r s  were only acquainted with egotism, 
E g o t i s a  is a passionate and exaggerated love 
of s e l f ,  which leads a man t o  connect every- 
th ing t o  h i s  own person, and t o  p re fe r  him- 
s e l f  t o  everything i n  the  world, Individual isn  
is a mature and caLn f e e l i n g  which disposes 
each member of the conmunity t o  sever himself 



from h i s  fel low creatures  s o  tha t  a f t e r  
he has thus formed a l i t t l e  c i r c l e  of 
h i s  own, he wil l ingly leaves the r e s t  
of society  t o  i t s e l f  ."3i 

This  does not sit well a s  a  working def in i t ion ,  but  it does 

i l l u s t r a t e  the  barely submerged loathing t h a t  f i r s t  greeted 

expressions or evidence of the a tomist ic  view of man, 

The f i r s t  co~lp le te  philosophical expess ion  of  the 

doctrine of iadividualism predates de Tocqueville 's use of 

the term, Thomas Xobbes outlined an i cd iv idua l i s t i c  soc ia l  

philosophy i n  h i s  -. Leviathan. - Iiobbes was in te res t ed  i n  physics 

as  well a s  p o l i t i c a l  philosophy, and there is l i t t l e  doubt 

t h a t  he 'das attached t o  an atomistic view of the  physical 

world xhich he l a t e r  expj_icitly mimiced i n  - Leviathan. A. D. I 
1 

Lindsay remarked on t h i s  aspect of 9obbest p o l i t i c a l  theory 

i as follows: 1 

"IIobbes vms t h e  f F r s t  systematically t o  
attempt t o  make p o l i t i c a l  theory s c i e n t i f i c  
i n  this new sense, His men m e ,  f o r  t h e  
purposes of h i s  theory, iden t i ca l ;  t h e i r  
re la t ionships  x i th  one another a re  external ,  
Their r e l a t i o n s  are not affected by the  
re la t ionships  into  which they enter.  "40 

Xobbes espoused the  clockwork view of nature 

i n  physical theory even t o  h i s  descr ipt ion of the  

then current  

human body : 

"For seeing l i f e  i s  but a notion of limbs... f o r  what is the 

:!cart but a Spring; and the Berves, but s o  many - Str ings ;  and 

the Joynts,  but so amy Wheeles, giving rnotion the whole 

body? " 41 

I n  the  f i r s t  twelve chapters of Leviathan Wobbes l a i d  out 

h i s  v is ion  of man as a  combination of mechanical elements i n  

a clockwork cosmos. IIe derived an explanation of sensation, 
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rezson,  r e l i g i o n  and n o r a l i t y  from h i s  simple mechanical 

d e s c r i p t i o n .  3is u n i v e r s e  was composed of innumerable atoms 

all co~in;; i n  res2est  to one anotker ,  I n  t h i s  respect ,  h i s  

vi.ew of phys ics  was remarlrably modern, But he saw a hard 

determinism i n  n a t u r e  and claimed a d i r e c t  c a u s a l  sequence 

between t h e  :notions and c o l l i s i o n s  of such atomic p a r t i c l e s  

and t h e  ttcompoundedn motion of l a r g e r  bodies i n c l u d i n g  t h e  

bodies  of animals and men, The s t u d y  of t h i s  motion he 

c a l l e d  t t N a t u r a l l  Phi losophyt ' ,  and he thought such a s tudy 

t h e  only  proper  s u b j e c t  m t t e r  of philosophy. 

Youxa suSd iv i s io rx  of W a t u r a l l  Philosophyw were seen  t o  

cover t h e  enti:,e spectrunl of p o s s i b l e  events ,  namely, p h y s i c s  ; 

the s t u d y  of ttconpoundedtt motion, ; d e s c r i b i n g  t h e  

s p a t i a l  coondinates  of noving bod ies ,  e t n i c s ;  t h e  s tudy of 

t h e  motion of nervous syste:ns, and & i t i c s 0  .-.- - 9 t h e  s tudy  of t h e  

coapounde6 motion of nervous systems i n  c o l l i s i o n .  Kobbes t h u s  

outd id  A ~ i s t o t e l i n n  monism t o  t h e  e x t e n t  of d e c l a r i n g  t h a t  

not only was t h e  n ind  n e r e l y  a b o d i l y  f u n c t i o n ,  b u t  a l s o  t h a t  

t h e  bod27 x z s  s i a p l y  a mechanical f u n c t i o n  and t h u s  t h a t  

e v e r y t i i n g  ~ i a s  u l t i rmte l -y  seciucible t o  a mere d e s c r i p t i o n  of 

t h e  behzlrior of a t o n i c  p a r t i c l e s ,  

S ince  t h e  p5.rna:yy cond i t ion  of a l l  ma t t e r ,  o'sganic and 

inoqanic,  wzs a s t a t e  of cons tan t  motion and c o l l i s i o n ,  t h e  

r e s u l t a n t  s t a t e  among humans was c o n s t a n t  c o n f l i c t  and war, 

,.'oj: t h i s  v i s i o n  of t h e  " s t a t e  of n a t u r e f i  IEobbes is u s u a l l y  

thought or' as a p e s s i i n i s t ,  though f o r  h i s  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  

t h i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  s imple s t a t e  of c o n f l i c t  might be overcome 
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by h i s  v i s i o n  of t h e  commonwealth o r  Leviathan,  he might as  

v:ell be termed an o p t i m i s t ,  For  a l though t h e  h o r r o r s  of h i s  

d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  s t a t e  of n a t u r e  were not as  h o r r i b l e  i n  

a c t u a l  f a c t ,  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of t h e  b lessed  peace he  hoped 

f o r  through the  r e o r g a n i z a t i o n  of s o c i e t y  i n t o  t h e  Leviathan 

was not  r e a l i z a b l e  e i t h e r .  

Inasmuch as Hobbes saw each man a s  a fundamental ly  

i s o l a t e d  i n d i v i d u a l ,  roughly randoin i n  behavior and unat tached 

t o  c l a s s  o r  c l a n ,  he l a i d  t h e  co rne r s tone  f o r  many a p o l i t i c a l  

o r  economic i n d i v i d u a l i s t  theory,  Hobbes was a thoroughgoing 

d e t e r m i n i s t  and a  devout p r o t e s t a n t  and saw i n  t h e  laws of 

na ture  a s  t h e y  p e r t a i n e d  t o  t h e  behavior  of every  man, a s i g n  

of t h e  s t e r n  and uncar ing  hand of God. Although h i s  phys ics  

seeas  somewhat qua in t  i n  t h e  l i g h t  of modern d i s c o v e r i e s ,  t h e  

powerful and simple l i n k  he assumed between p h y s i c a l  and 

s o c i a l  e v e n t s  s t i l l  u n d e r l i e s  a  tendency t o  s e e  s o c i o l o g i c a l  

law as a v a r i e t y  of n a t u r a l  law a k i n  t o  t h e  laws of physics ,  

t o  t h i s  day, The b e l i e f  i n  inexorab le  laws of h i s t o r y  gained 

cons ide rab le  momentum from Hobbes p o l i t i c a l  theory .  He t h u s  

l a i d  t h e  grounds f o r  a j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  d i c t a t o r s h i p  which 

suppor ts  many a  t o t a l i t a r i a n  regime, 

I n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  t h e o r i e s  which j u s t i f y  t h e  modern l i b e r a l -  

democratic s t a t e  a l s o  have s o o t s  i n  Ilobbes' work, both i n  t h e i r  

unquest ioning assumptions of s imple indiv idual i sm,  and by t h e i r  

foundat ion on r e a c t i o n s  t o  Bobbes' happy espousa l  of t o t a l -  

i t a r i a n i s m  (e ,g ,  Locke ' s  p o l i t i c a l  t h e o r i e s ) .  Hobbes ' b e l i e f  

i n  t h e  fundamental independence of i n d i v i d u a l  men l i v e d  on 

long a f t e r  h i s  qua in t  phys ica l  t h e o r i e s  were abandoned, The 



i n d i v i d u a l i s t  idea  not  only  f e l l  upon good economic t imes ,  

b u t ,  more important a t  first, it grew out  o f ,  and along wi th  

d e c l a r i n g  men t o  be f r e e  and i n d i v i d u a l  agents  b e f o r e  God. I n  

f a c t ,  t h e  r i g h t  of p r i v a t e  judgement had i t s  r o o t s  i n  t h e  e a r l y  

reforms of p r e - r e f o r m t i o n  Cathol icism.  Buckle s t a t e s :  

"That same r i g h t  of p r i v z t e  judgement t h a t  
t h e  e a r l y  r e f  orrners proclaimed was pusned t o  
an  e x t e n t  f a t a l  t o  those  who opened it. This  
it was which c a r r i e d  i n t o  p o l i t i c s  over turned  
t h e  government, and c a r r i e d  i n t o  r e l i g i o n ,  
upse t  t h e  church. Por  r e b e l l i o n  and h e r e s y  
a r e  but  d i f f e r e n t  forms of t h e  same d i s r e g a r d  
f o r  t r ad '  i o n ,  t h e  same bo ld  and independent 
s p i r i t .  fl $5 

;:obbesl c la im t h a t  f r e e  men would g i v e  up a  p o r t i o n  of t h e i r  

f o r  peace ~ e f  l e c t s  a s i m i l a r  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  

i n  Luther  s statement:  

t tChr is t innus  homo onnium Doninus e s t  l i b e r r i m u s  , 
n u l l i  sub, iectus  ; 
~ h r i s t i a n u s  homo oinnium s e r v u s  e s t  o f f  i c i o s i s s i n u s  , 
omnibus sub j ec tus .  "43 

The power of t h e  d icho toay  is i n  bo th  cases  due t o  t h e  

unauest ioned assunpt ion  t h a t  each man is  t o t a l l y  independent of 

h i s  fe l lows.  If rnen were p e r f e c t l y  independent,  t h e y  would be 

p e r f e c t l y  f r e e  a s  i n  ,Yobbesl " s t a t e  of na tureH.  S ince  t h e r e  i s  

no " n r t u r a l t l  reason f o r  sood o rde r  among such s e p a r a t e  a g e n t s ,  

then  oxder :nust depend on t o t a l  c o n t r o l  by t h e  sovere ign ,  o r  

God. 

To soae  e x t e n t  Locke sat? through t h e  dichotomy and 

r i d i c u l e d  Hobbes ' t h e o r y  i n  t h e s e  words: 

" A s  i f  when men, q u i t t i n g  t h e  s t a t e  of na tu re ,  
en te red  i n t o  s o c i e t y ,  t h e y  agreed t h a t  a l l  of 
thein but  one should be under  the  r e s t r a i n t  of 
Laws; bu t  t h a t  he should r e t a i n  a l l  t h e  l i b e r t y  
of t h e  S t a t e  of raature, inc reased  wi th  power and 



made l i c e n t i o u s  by impunity. This  is t o  th ink  
t h a t  xen z r e  s o  f o o l i s h  t h a t  they t a k e  c a r e  t o  
cvoid what mischiefs  may be done t o  thein by 
po leca t s  o r  f o x e s ,  bu t  a r e  con ten tg4 tay ,  t h i n k  
it s a f e t y  tz be devzured by l i ons .  

Locke r e j e c t e d  t h e  implied determinism of Hobbes' s t a t e  

of n a t u r e  and h i s  own n a t u r a l  man was, as R. B. S. Crossman 

remarked, "a gentleman of r u r a l  England, wi th  a comfortable 

p roper ty  and a  r e s p e c t  f o r  t h e  p r o p e r t y  of others1 ' .  Locke 's  

v e r s i o n  of t h e  " s t 3 t e  of nature1'  was p r e - p o l i t i c a l ,  but  

d e f i n i t e l y  not  pre-soc ia l .  "Natu-a1 law1', a body of r u l e s  

based on reason ,  c o n t r o l l e d  affairs  the re in .  Such n a t u r a l  

law, he maintained,  is  t h e  fundamental  r e g u l a t o r  of human 

conduct everprhere.  There is no space  t o  go i n t o  an  a n a l y s i s  

of L o c k e t s  theory from a pure ly  t r a n s a c t i o n a l  viewpoint h e r e ,  

but  it seeins worth remarking t h z t  any assumption of l lna tu ra l  

law1' removes t h e  burden of s o c i a l  r e g u l a t i o n  from groups of 

hurnans which nre supposed t o  be governed the reby ,  and p l a c e s  

t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i n  t h e  hcnds of t h e  Gods. Such a d e n i a l  

of d i r e c t  h u m n  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  human a f f a i r s  can  be made 

t o  seem p l a u s i b l e  under a s s a r p t i o n s  of s t r i c t  ind iv idua l i sm,  

s i n c e  it is  indeed d i f f i c u l t  t o  s e e  how i n d i v i d u a l  men, even 

i n  coopera t ive  under takings ,  could f o r g e  a common understanding 

and y e t  come t o  oppose i t  b i t t e r l y  l a t e r ,  Under t h e  t r ans -  

a c t i o n a l  view, however, t h e  r e a l i z a t i o n  of t h e  s t r i c t l y  s o c i a l  

na ture  of language, i n c l u d i n g  language p e r t a i n i n g  t o  moral and 

p o l i t i c a l  unders tandings ,  i n e v i t a b l y  l eads  t o  t h e  conclusion 

t h a t  m o r a l i t y  and t h e  language of morals a r e ,  s t r i c t l y  speaking ,  

customary. Thus undercut  by a more comprehensive and s impler  

exp lana t ion ,  a l l  r e l i a n c e  on hypotheses  of " n a t u r a l  l a tP  as 
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support  f o r  s o c i o l o g i c a l  theses  f a l l  prey t o  0ccam8s razor .  

The as y e t  unexplained machinery f o r  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  and 

disseainati~n of n z t i ~ r z l  l av  is sirngly dismissed as o z t o l o g i e a l  

impedinenta and t h e  b e l i e f  t h z t  language a lone ,  be t h e  words 

d i v i n e  o r  nundane, has  t h e  power t o  shape men's l i v e s  as a 

p r i o r  f o x e  t o  t h e  a c t u a l  events  of l i v i n g ,  is  regarded as a  

simple b e l i e f  i n  ang ic ,  

I n  t h i s  r e s p e c t ,  Hobbes can be s e e n  a s  more courageous 

than  Locke inasiiluch as he  t r i e d  t o  g i v e  a p h y s i c a l  b a s i s  t o  

h i s  exp lana t ion  of behavior ,  Locke, on t h e  o t h e r  hand, r e s o r t e d  

t o  a respectab1.e b i t  of ph i losoph ica l  mysticism i n  a manner 

t h a t  had a long h i s t o r y  p r i o r  t o  him and which h a s  been a 

f requen t  r e fuge  s ince .  If  n a t u r a l  r eason  is "natura l11  i n  some 

sense ,  t h e n  i t  n u s t  be customary, t h n t  is, conmon sense. If 

no t ,  t h e n  it must be n a g i c a l ,  

Locke ' s  " s o c i a l  c o n t r a c t u ,  because it simply rep resen ted  

an  agreexent  t o  uphold n a t u r a l  law r a t h e r  t h a n  an  agreement 

t o  c r e a t e  order out  of chaos,  as Hobbes8 would have i t ,  was 

a c o n p r a t i v e l y  mild and gent lenanly  nf f a i r ,  I n d i v i d u a l s  

simply agreed  t o  conpulsory a r b i t r a t i o n  i n  m a t t e r s  of law, s o  

t h a t  z s t a n d a r d  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of " n a t u r a l  lawt8 might apply 

t o  a l l .  I n d i v i d u a l  r i g h t s  t o  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  181aw of 

nz ture"  were given up i n  r e t u r n  f o r  a guamntee  t h a t  n a t u r a l  

r i g h t s  t o  l i f e ,  l i b e r t y  end p roper ty  would be b e t t e r  preserved.  

Locke r e t a i n e d  t h e  s o c i a l  c o n t r a c t  idea ,  b u t  i n  comparison 

t o  Hobbes, he corny>letely a l t e r e d  i ts  ntiture. I n d i v i d u a l s  ceded 

t h e i r  a n a r c h i c  powers i n t o  t h e  cornrnon hands of s o c i e t y ,  no t  

s i n p l y  t o  a sovereign. I n d i v i d u a l s  r e t a i n e d  t h e i r  l i b e r t i e s  
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2nd t h e  s t a t e  en~:q;ed by ii cons t i t u t iona l  pact t o  respect  and 

;ncintnin such l i b e r t i e s ,  The thought of the  coamon purpose or  

c ~ d  asf s o c i e t y ,  s o  ~ r o m i n e c t  i n  Ilobbes' theory, was ignored 

i n  L o c ! ~ ~  ' s vieii of t he  f oundntions o i  the  s t a t e .  lie seems t o  

have been of t h e  understanding: t'net s e n  xerely seek i n  soc ie ty  

such s e c u r i t ~  as is necessary f o r  t h e  attainment of t h e i r  own 

individual  ends. A s  Bialliitoux somewhere renarked, Locke 

subs t i t u t ed  the  ltnbsolutisin 02 the  individual" f o r  Hobbes' 

absolutism of the sovereign. 

20th  soc in l  con t r ac t  theor ies  r e s t  on a fundamental 

ossunption of independence or̂  ind iv idua l  men, one from another. 

This naive asswnption has been unquestioned by almost a l l  

ser ious  ~ h i l o s o p h i c a l  thinlcels , and probably represen ts  the  

stunblinfi block on which t r z d i t i o n a l  philosophy will f a l l .  

The obvious f nct of ncn ' s grinary , f undaaentally s o c i a l  

existence has Seen ignored bx n e ~ r l y  a l l  but t he  P r a p a t i c  

thinkers. A l l  of the prof oundlg - nunnn aspects of man r e l a t e  

t o  h i s  s o c i a l i t y ,  and more s p e c i f i c a l l y  t o  sign-behavior or  

luguuagge as  nn o u t ~ r o ~ i t h  of t h i s  c e n t r a l  f a c t  of hunon 

existence,  

Yliatever the f u l l  h i s to ry  of t h e  dogged doc t r ine  of 

ind iv idua l i sn ,  there  can be l i t t l e  doubt t h a t  it has recent  

roots  i n  Protes tant  theolom.  A s  Laski pointed ou t ,  there  

can be l i t t l e  reason t o  doubt t h n t  I-Iobbes and Locke were both 
I 

c rea t ly  influenced by Puritanism. Of Locke i n  p a r t i c u l a r  

ha zrote :  

"God, b e  t e l l s  us, has given the world t o  
the  ' r ace  of t he  indus t r ious  and r a t i o n a l ' ,  
and t he  S t s t e ,  by t h e i r  olm consent, i s  there  



t o  2 r o t e c t  t h e i r  e x p l o i t a t i o n  of it. 
I!e hcs t h e  f u l l  sense  of indolence as 
s i n ,  t h e  corresponding i n s i s t e n c e  on 
t h e  o b l i g a t i o n  t o  labour  and t h e  
- -ecngnit ion of  the successful  man's 
goods a s  an  en r i chaen t  of t h e  coinmon- 
rrealth. I f  p royer ty  is t h e  outcome 
of labour ,  c l e a r l y  it is e n t i t l e d  t o  
securi ty ,  f o r  it is ' t h e  g r e a t  and 
chief  end, t h e r e f o r e ,  of men's u n i t i n g  
i n t o  comonvea l ths ,  ' "45 

It i s  undeniably a d o c t r i n e  of t h e  s t r i c t e r  forms of 

P r o t e s t a n t i s a  t h a t  p r o s e r t y  is God's rewmd f o r  i n d u s t r i o u s -  

ness,  It i s  a l s o  t r u e  t h a t  t h e  b a s i s  of p o l i t i c a l  ega l i -  

t a r i an i sm i s  z l s o  t o  5e  found i n  t h e  d o c t r i n e s  of t h e  

::ef o rnc t ion .  mcde u? the  parliamenta.ry 

p m t g  i n  the c i v i l  x a r  of 1688 were firm i n  t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  

God viewed a l l  right-minded C h r i s t i a n s  i n  t h e  same l i g h t  

and s i n c e  w i t h i n  t h e  t i g h t  l i m i t s  of l3.mitan C h r i s t i a n i t y  

it wa.s impossible  f o r  mere i n w t a l s  t o  gauge God's w i l l ,  t h e n  

P u r i t a n s  deserved a n  equal  s a y  i n  t h e  a f f a i r s  church 

and s t a t e .  This b e l i e f  s t e m e d  from a scheme proposed by 

John Calvii l  tiho perhaps g r e a t e s t  proponent 

p r o t e s t a n t  i n d i v i d u a l i s c ~ .  According t o  Z i l a i r e  Bel loc:  

uCzlvin conceived of a scheze  of s e l f  
govezmxent. The u n i t s  of h i s  scheme, 
t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  churches,  e l e c t e d  t h e i r  
c h i e f s  who were then  competent t o  meet 
i n  e s s e a b l i e s  and t o  d e c i d e  on church 
d i s c i 9 l i n e  and the x l e  of faith.. , .But 
t h e  chieLs o r  n i n i s t e r s ,  once e l e c t e d  had 
abso lu te  a u t h o r i t y  ove2 t h e  e l e c t o r s .  "46 

One czn  perce ive  t h e  t o t a l i t m i a n i s n  of Hobbes r e f l e c t e d  

here near  i t s  r o o t s .  Koxhere is t h e  machine l i k e  i n e x o r a b i l i t y  
/ 

of t h e  seven teen th  c e n t u r y  view of t h e  cosmos more c l e a r l y  

evidenced t h a n  i n  t h e  d o c t r i n e s  of seventeenth  cen tu ry  



, 
P~>otestantism. Calvin taught and enforced a severe i so la t ion  

I 

of each individual  from h i s  fellows, A man's a t t en t ion  was 

t o  Se tuzned t o x r d  Sod zlcne, The f a t e  of every individual  

lvas thought t o  be l a i d  out i n  the cards  of God's awful 

determinism and no a l t e r a t i o n  i n  the exceedingly f i n e  p 3 n d  

of God's n i l 1  was imagined t o  be possible. Human waxnmth, 

other thaii t h a t  necessary t o  sus ta in  on the most austere 

leve l  only the  e s s e n t i a l  re la t ionships  between individuals ,  

was forbidden, 

Max Weber s ta ted :  

" I n  i ts  extrene inhumanity t h i s  doctr ine 
must above a l l  e l se  have had one consequence 
f o r  the  l i f e  of a generation which surrendered 
t o  i ts magnificent consistency, That was a 
fee l ing  of unprecedented inner Loneliness of 
the  s ingle  individual ,  "4'7' 

Yet it is i n  t h i s  doctr ine of ''extreme irihumanityn t h a t  t h e  

p o l i t i c z l  and p n i l o s o p h i c n l  r a t iona le  that underl ies  the 

contemporary xorld view has its roots ,  Trom t h i s  re l ig ious  

doctrine sprang the  philosophy of the  so-called enlighten- 

ment, which was, following i t s  r o o t s ,  s u b j e c t i v i s t ,  atomistic 

and mechanistic. The inductive empiricism of Locke ' s Essay 

was f a t a l  t o  the n y s t i c a l  in-buitionisrn of the scholas t ics ,  

but the  s u b j e c t i v i s t  individualism a l s o  implied thereby was 

t o  s e t  a t r a d i t i o n  i n  post-:.ef ormation philosophy and p o l i t i c a l  

thought t h a t  was t o  obscure the s o c i a l  foundations of human 

knowledge from a11 but a few eccent r ic  academics from t h a t  

t i i e  u n t i l  the  gresent,  I n  such regard,  it is d i f f i c u l t  t o  

see t h a t  the  enlightenment represented so much of an i l luminat ion 

of the  human condition a s  an exchange of the myths of the 
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?ennissance f o r  the  l e s s  humane myths of the Refornation. 48 

For t h e  most p a r t ,  epistemologies since the  enlightenment 

k v e  c e l t e r e d  on t h e  knoxin6. suS3ect i n  c d i s t i n c t l y  aepsrz te  

envirorment, thereby not  only implying a dua l i ty  of body and 

soul  ( a  t r n d i t i o n  snared with the  scholas t ics )  but n c lea r  

separat ion between these  two and environinf: condit ions which 

was not suggested i n  the  bel ief  i n  an organic r e l a t i o n  between 

the na tu ra l  and the  supernatural  t h a t  the  s c h o l a s t i c s  had 

derived f r o n  Aups t ine  s motto: "credo u t  intel l iga;ot '  . Xant 
-9 - 

claimed t h a t  the en l igh tement  represented man's coning of 

age f ron  t h e  infancy i n  which he was incapable of: "using 

h i s  understanding x i thou t  the di -ect ion of another. This 

s t a t e  of minority i s  caused when i ts  source l i e s  not  i n  t h e  

lack of understsnding, but i n  the  lack  of determination and 

courage t o  use it viithout the a s s i s t ance  of another. And 

i n  t h i s  s ta tenent  he disclosed h i s  xhole hearted endorsation 

of one of t h e  primary myths of t h e  ~ufk l j l rung ,  namely that 

which he re in  is termed individualism ; the doc t r ine  which t h i s  

paper a t t e n p t s  t o  d i spe l .  For it is the  pos i t ion  taken here 

t h a t  an individual  cannot ''use h i s  understanding without" a t  

l e a s t  t he  ass is tance of o thers ,  o r  r a t h e r  more s t rongly ,  t h a t  

without o the r s ,  t he re  would be no understanding t o  use. But 

t h a t  Kant should take such s pos i t ion  of heroic individualism 

is of iinportant consequences, f o r  t h e r e  is no doubt t h a t  h i s  

philosophy represents t h e  bridge between seventeenth and 

eighteenth century ra t ional ism and a var ie ty  of more modern 

philosophical  forms. 
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Also out  of the  outpouring of i n d i v i d u a l i s t  thought 

brewed i n  t h e  1:eformation and uncorked i n  the  enlighteninent, 

sync p,. ang the  impetus f o r  f u r t h e r  ferment i n  Jean-Jacques 

Rousseau's Contrzt Soc ia l .  The inf luence of Roussezu's - -  --- 
w r i t i n ~ s  on nodern c i v i l i z a t i o n  is undoubtedly immense. 

Belloc ~ r r o t e :  

nRousseau's hundred pages a r e  the  d i r e c t  
source of t h e  theory of t h e  modern s t a t e ;  
t h e i r  l u c i d i t y  axd unmatched economy of 
d i c t ion ;  t h e i r  r i g i d  a n a l y s i s ,  t h e i r  
ep i~ ; r anna t i c  judgement and wisdom - t hese  
a r e  the  r e se rvo i r s  f rom whence modern 
democrzcy has f loved. " 50 

There i s  no doubt t h a t  most of t h e  Contrat Soc ia l  is  

d i r e c t l y  borrowed from Lockets second Trea t i se ;  Rousseau 

f rankly admitted t h a t  he had t r e a t e d  the  same sub jec t s  on 

exactly t h e  same p r i n c i p a l s  a s  Locke. I n  such a way the  

predominmtly Ca lv in i s t  doctr ine  of individualism found i ts  

way i n t o  predominzntly Cetholic France,  with u l t ima te ly  

devasta t ing r e su l t s .  Vol ta i re ,  Diderot ,  Condi l lac ,  Helvetius 

and o thers  i n  France were a l so  independently influenced by 

the wr i t i ngs  of Locke and Bacon, but  i n  a sense,  t h e  s t rong  

c r i t i c i sm of es tab l i shed  French t r a d i t i o n  put forward by such 

thinkers  only prepared t h e  way f o r  Rousseau's dynamic a t tack.  

I n  the  in t roduct ion t o  h i s  t r a n s l a t i o n  of Rousseau's most 

in21uential work, Tozer s t a t e s :  

"The i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  philosophy and 
democratic p o l i t i c a l  theory of Locke... 
when c a r r i e d  out t o  t h e i r  l og ica l  
conclusions...bore an aspec t  t h a t  would 
have t e r r i f i e d  t h e i r  sober-minded author. 
The reverence f o r  t r a d i t i o n  and custom 
t h a t  had f o r  s o  long dominated French minds 
began r a p i d l y  t o  vanish before t h i s  awakening 



s p i r i t  of f r e e  enquiry. Scepticism i n  
r e l ig ion ,  des t ruc t ive  c i t i c i s m  of 
conventional morali ty,  and scathing 
denunciation of royal  misrule were the  
c h m a c t e r i s t i c s  of the  comprehensive 
movement which ushered i n  the  age of 
reason, 

The culmination of the  French enlightenment was, of 

course, t h e  French Revolution. Inasmuch a s  it was spawned 

from a c o n f l i c t  of doc t r ines ,  and based on the  incomplete 

emancipation of enlightennent philosophers from myths of 

the "Ghost i n  the Machine", the  slogans of the  French 

Revolution composed a f a b r i c  of con t r a r i e t i e s ,  The asser t ion  

of ind iv idua l  r i g h t s  was intended t o  e s t ab l i sh  a new s o c i a l  

order,  but succeeded r a t h e r  i n  merely destroying t h e  old, 

Ultimately the  Revolution lead not t o  the  establishment of 

a republican government, but t o  t h e  establishment of an 

au thor i t a r i an  and bureaucrat ic  regime more i n t o l e r a n t  of 

human e c c e n t r i c i t i e s  than  the old  monarchy, The mixed 

blessings of the French ?evolution a r e  described by W. K. 

McNeill i n  the  fol lowing way: 

Viewed i n  t h i s  l i g h t ,  t h e  French 
Revolution looks suspic iously  l i k e  a 
renewal of t h e  th rus t  towards 
cen t r a l i za t ion  and consolidation which 
had res ided i n  the French monarchy s i n c e  
medieval times, But the  revolu t ionar ies  
acted i n  the  name of a new and pecu l i a r ly  
absolute monarch: the  People. The theory 
which declared the People sovereign,. , . 
made it e a s i e r  f o r  t he  Sovereign People 
through i ts  o f f i c i a l  agents t o  demand 
new serv ices  and grea te r  s a c r i f i c e s  from 
the  people ~ e v e r a l l ~ . ~ l 5 2  

The g rea t  and u l t imate  blossoming of P ro te s t an t  doctr ine  

i n  France was an overturning of town and country l i f e  and 211 
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the  t r a d i t i o n a l  organizations of common sense such as  the 

p i l d s  and cooperetive v i l l age  ' landholdings .57 Calv in is t  

illclividualism f i n a l l y  s e t t l e d  i n  France i n  the  form of a 

well t o  do bourgoisie governed by bureaucracy, The doctrine 

of individualism i n  i ts  first grea t  flowering f a i l e d  t o  secure 

the  r i g h t s  of individuals  appreciably beyond the  l e v e l  customary 

under the  o ld  regirne, on the  o ther  hand, the  p r a c t i c a l  power 

of men t o  order t h e i r  own a f f a i r s  had been reduced and the  

control  of such matters  had passed i n t o  the hands of a growing 

bureaucracy, 

Another ch i ld  of t h e  enlightenment was, of course, 

gotr ing on the  North American cont inent ,  Frankl in ,  Jefferson,  

Adais, Hamilton and Paine were a l l  undeniably men of the 

enlightenment, but t he  American vers ion of the  ind iv idua l i s t  

doctr ine ,  which first prozqted de Tocqueville t o  co in  a new 

word, d id  not  imaediately r e s u l t  i n  t h e  suppression of ind iv idua l  

expression. It seems reasonable t o  ~ i v e  c r e d i t  f o r  t h i s  not 

so  much t o  a supe r io r i ty  i n  the  men of America,but ra ther  t o  

the opportuni t ies  f o r  expansion t h a t  provided n s a f e t y  valve 

f o r  the  young republ ic  and a refuge f o r  non-conformists, 

For h i s  powerful influence over the  p o l i t i c a l  a f f a i r s  of 

Europe, Jean Jacques Sousseau has been termed " the  f a the r  of 

the modern world". 3e t h i s  as  it may, it seems more reasonable 

t o  suppose t h a t  much of t he  c r e d i t  o r  b l m e  should go t o  John 

Calvin, who nost  powerfully promoted and j u s t i f i e d  the doc t r ine  

of individualism. It seems a r e a l i s t i c  appraisal  t o  maintain 

t h a t  Calvin d id  f o r  t he  bourgeoisie of the seventeenth century 



what Marx d i d  f o r  the  p r o l e t a r i a t  of the  nineteenth,  He 

provided the  jus t i fy ing  doctr ines  t h a t  were needed t o  

breaking of customs and t r ad i t ions .  Tawney emphasised t h a t  

Calvinism had a  profound p o l i t i c a l  and economic influence 

which soon was t o  outgrow the r e l i g i o u s  doctr ines  which had 

spawned it, 

"Calvinist  leaders  addressed t h e i r  
teaching not of course exclusively,  but  
none the  l e s s  primari ly t o  the c l a s ses  
engaged i n  t r a d e  and indus t ry  who formed 
the  rnost modern and progressive elements 
i n  the l i f e  of the age. I n  doing so ,  they 
na tura l ly  s t a r t e d  from a frank recogni t ion 
of the necess i ty  of c a p i t a l ,  c r e d i t ,  and 
banking, l a r g e  sca le  commerce and f inance ,  
and the  o ther  p r a c t i c a l  f a c t s  of business 
l i f e .  They thus broke with a  t r a d i t i o n  
xhich regarded a  preoccupation with economic 
i n t e r e s t s  beyond what is necessary f o r  
subsistence a s  reprehensible,  had st igmatized 
the  rniddl-ena as a p a r a s i t e  aad the  use res  
a s  a t h i e f .  tt 53 

But t h e  t r a d i t i o n  which regarded the "middleman as a 

pa ras i t e  and the userer  a s  a  t h i e f "  was a t r a d i t i o n  which had 

naintained the  s t r u c t u r a l  i n t e g r i t y  of communities throughout 

the middle ages, The equation of usery with s i n  had prevented 

the p r o l i f e r a t i o n  of powerful c a p i t a l i s t  concerns which could 

have broken the  f r a g i l e  economic t i e s  which held the  medieval 

v i l l age  i n t o  a  primari ly loca l  economic znd p o l i t i c a l  system. 

It nay be t r u e  t h a t  the  narrowness of i t s  t r ad ing  c i r c l e  

rendered t h e  small medieval community somewhat i d i o t i c  i n  

scope, but the  counter-balance t o  t h i s  admittedly ser ious  

deficiency was t h a t  the  very intirnacy of v i l l age  l i f e  ( o r  i n  

the l a r g e r  towns, of neighborhood l i f e )  assured t h a t  f o r  the  



most p a r t  everyday p o l i t i c a l  d e c i s i o n s  were w i t h i n  t h e  r e a c h  

of t h e  c i t i z e n r y ,  The r i s e  of C a l v i n i s t  ind iv idua l i sm 

r e l e a s e d  man frcm t h e  d o c t r i n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  h i s  f e l l o w s  

t h a t  had been a c e n t r a l  p a r t  of medieval C a t h o l i c  theology. 

Indiv idual i sm i n  r e l i g i o n  s a n c t i f i e d  a s o c i a l  indiv idual i sm 

and accompanying economic ind iv idua l i sm t h a t  by i t s  u l t i m a t e  

enornous p r o f i t a b i l i t y  dynan ica l ly  inc reased  t h e  power of t h e  

j u s t i f i c a t o r y  r e l i g i o u s  i n c u l c a t i o n ,  It is no t  a g r e a t  

exaggera t ion ,  a s  Tawney pointed o u t ,  t o  s t a t e  t h a t  i n  a 

r e l a t i v e l y  s h o r t  p e r i o d  of t i n e  C a l v i n i s t  theology p r i m a r i l y  

e x i s t e d  as a j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  t h e  new mood of e x p l o i t a t i v e *  

ind iv idua l i sm,  and has  l o s t  much of i t s  primal  potency a s  a 

pure ly  r e l i g i o u s  d o c t r i n e ,  

"The i n f l u e n c e  of Celvinism was no t  s imple  
b u t  complex, and extended f a r  beyond t h e  
c i r c l e  of churches which could be c a l l e d  
C a l v i n i s t ,  C a l v i n i s t  theology was accepted  
where C a l v i n i s t  d i s c i p l i n e  was repudia ted , .  , 
I n  t h e  v e r s i o n  of Calvinism which found 
favour  wi th  t h e  Engl ish  upper c l a s s e s  i n  t h e  
seventeenth  century ,  indiv idual i sm i n  s o c i a l  
a f f a i r s  was 

11 58 the- whole, t h e  p r e v a l e n t  
philosophy. 

Somewhere Max Weber wrote t h a t  I t the s p e c i f i c a l l y  middle 

c l a s s  out look of t h e  P u r i t a n s  s tood  a t  the  c r a d l e  of modern 

economic manu, There i s  no reason t o  doubt t h a t  t h e  r e l a t i v e  

freedom from s o c i a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  implied by t h e  C a l v i n i s t  

b e l i e f  i n  a d i r e c t  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  God a lone ,  allowed t h e  

r i s i n g  P r o t e s t a n t  well-to-do t o  undertake comparat ively 

unscrupulous economic d e a l s  secure  i n  t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  God 

s i g n a l e d  h i s  approval by g ran t ing  l a r g e  p r o f i t s  t o  t h e  pious.  

Soon t h e  powerful P r o t e s t a n t  economic i n t e r e s t s  were 
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t e a r i n g  a t  t h e  very f a b r i c  of communitarian 

Where spa11 farming conmunities i n t e r r u p t e d  

s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e ,  

t h e  p l a n s  of some 

l and lo rd  f o r  higb.er p r o f i - t s ;  the landlord  no l o n e e r  f e l t  a 

s t r o n g  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  s o c i a l  we l l  being of h i s  t e n a n t s ,  

By c a s t i n g  poor peasan t s  out of t h e i r  v i l l a g e s ,  P r o t e s t a n t  

p r o f i t e e r s  n o t  only ga ined  f i m e r  c o n t r o l  over t h e  land,  and 

an a d d i t i o n a l  a rea  f o r  more p r o f i t a b l e  crops t h a n  peasant ry ,  

they a l s o  assured  themselves of a  ready supply of cheap and 

t r a c t a b l e  l a b o r  f o r  working t h e  expanding farms. The o p p o s i t i o n  

t o  Cathol ic i sm,  t h e r e f o r e ,  had a  s o l i d  economic b a s i s  i n  t h e  

d e r e l i c t i o n  of s o c i a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  permi t ted  by t h e  

C a l v i n i s t  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  man is u t t e r l y  dependent only on 

God, no t  on man, and t h a t  man's r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  a r e  t o  God 

a lone ,  no t  t o  men. 

When t h e  r i s i n g  power of P r o t e s t a n t  c a p i t a l i s m  was 

t h rea tened  i n  England by a C a t h o l i c  inonarch, even t h e  monarch 

was overthrown, (which occurrence obviously impressed ~ o c k e ) ,  

Concerning t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  of 1688, Marx wrote: 

"The g l o r i o u s  r e v o l u t i o n  brought i n t o  power 
along wi th  W i l l i a m  of Orenge, t h e  l a n d l o r d  
and c a p i t a l i s t  a p p r o p r i a t o r s  of s u r p l u s  value. 
They inaugura ted  t h e  new e r a  by p r a c t i c i n g  on 
a  c o l o s s a l  s c a l e  t h e f t s  of s t a t e  l a n d s ,  t h e f t s  
t h a t  had h i t h e r t o  been managed more modestly. 
These e s t a t e s  were g iven  away, s o l d  a t  a 
r i d i c u l o u s  f i g u r e ,  o r  even annexed t o  p r i v a t e  
e s t a t e s  by d i r e c t  s e i z u r e , .  . 
The bourgeois  c a p i t a l i s t s  favoured t h e  opera t ion  
wi th  t h e  view, among o t h e r s ,  t o  promoting f r e e  
t r a d e  i n  l a n d ,  t o  ex tending  t h e  domain of modern 
a g r i c u l t u r e  on t h e  l a r g e  farm system, and t o  
i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  supply of f r e e  a g r i c u l t u r a l  
p r o l e t a r i a n s  ready t o  hand, "55 

The i n d i v i d u z l i s t  p r a c t i c e s  of t h e  r i s i n g  c l a s s  of bourgeois  

c a p i t a l i s t s  d i d  not  wait long f o r  a  t h e o r e t i c a l  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  

i n  t h e  work of Adam Smith. Smi th ' s  t h e s i s  amounted t o  t h e  



claim t h a t  s e l f  i n t e r e s t  u l t imately  was i n  the  publ ic  i n t e r e s t ,  

The imxiediate success of h i s  Wealth - of Nations demonstrates 

t h a t  i n  l a r g e  measure he was preaching t o  the  a l ready converted. 

He a r t i c u l a t e d  views which were a l ready rooted i n  the  p rac t i ces  

of t he  captains  of industry. Er ich Xoll pointed out: 

"The r e s u l t s  which followed Smith's e f f o r t s  
were amazingly rapid and complete. The 
impact of t h e  Wealth of Nations upon 
businessinen a n m t z i a n s  a l ike  was very 
great.  But, although the  apostle of economic 
l iberal ism spoke i n  such luc id  and persuasive 
terms, h i s  success would not  have been s o  great  
i f  he had not spoken t o  an audience t h a t  was 
ready t o  receive h i s  message. 
By analyzing economic a c t i v i t y  against  a  
background of n a t u r a l i s t  philosophy, t h i s  
theory gave t o  the conduct of the prospective 
leaders of economic l i f e  an imprint of 
i n e v i t a b i l i t y .  i n  the  s e l f -  
i n t e r e s t  which he pu a t  t h e  centre of hwlan 
S u T t h e  motive ihich inspired t h e i r  
everyday business i f e .  And they were 
delighted t o  know t h a t  t h e i r  pursui t  of p r o f i t  
was now t o  be r e ~ a r d e d  a s  unself ish.  Gone was 
any lurking suspicion t h a t  t rade might be 
s i n f u l  or  beneath the  d ign i ty  of gentlemen. 
These rennants of p la ton ic  and canonist  thought 
were swept a s ide ;  the  business man was now 
i n  theory what he already was i n  p r a c t i c e  - the  
leader of t he  economic and p o l i t i c a l  order."% 

The doctr ine  of p r iva t e  judgement which s e t  off the 

turmoil of the  2eformation u l t imate ly  destroyed t h e  socie ty  

t h a t  had spawned it. The doctrine of universs l  priesthood 

which opened the L'eformation, not only swept away the  Catholic 

heirarchy i n  the regions which it conquered, but a l s o  swept 

away a  d e l i c a t e  balance of e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  and secu la r  powers 

t h a t  encouraged a  bondage between men and the  land. Inasmuch 

a s  t h i s  bond was s t u l t i f y i n g ,  it a l s o  offered a  degree of 

s ecu r i ty  and humble freedom. The f i e r c e  onslaught of capi ta l ism 
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broke t h e  bonds, and i n  doing s o ,  broke the  l i n k a g e  of 

a g r a r i a n  coopera t ion  t h a t  p r o t e c t e d  and s u s t a i n e d  t h e  medieval 

c o m u n i t y ,  The freedom from ecclesiastical c o n t r o l  over t h e  

personal  p r a c t i c e  of r e l i g i o n  q u i c k l y  developed i n t o  a freedom 

from governmental c o n t r o l  over e n t r e p e n e u r i a l  adventure,  I n  

such a manner, t h e  C a l v i n i s t  d e n i g r a t i o n  of b r o t h e r l y  love was 

t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  a v i s i o n  t h a t  j u s t i f i e d  simple g reed  as a 

v i r t u e  and s o c i a l  i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  as u n s e l f i s h  e g a l i t a r i a n i s m .  

Laski  d e s c r i b e d  t h e  connect ion i n  t h e s e  terms: 

"In a s e n s e ,  perhaps,  it i s  t r u e  t o  say 
t h a t  Adam Smith completes an  evo lu t ion  t h a t  
had been continuous from t h e  Reformation. 
The l a t t e r  s u b s t i t u t e d  t h e  Pr ince  f o r  t h e  
Church as t h e  source of t h e  r u l e s  which 
r e g u l a t e  s o c i a l  behavior.  Locke and h i s  
school s u b s t i t u t e d  Par l i ament  f o r  t h e  P r ince  
as being b e t t e r  f i t t e d  t o  i>ervade them wi th  
s o c i a l  purpose,  Adam Smith went a s t e p  
f u r t h e r  and added t h a t ,  w i t h  minor excep t ions ,  
t h e r e  was no need f o r  Parl iament  t o  i n t e r f e r e  
a t  a11.ff57 

The Reformation and i ts  consequences comprise a r e v o l u t i o n  

i n  s o c i a l  consciousness  i n  European thought. The upheaval of 

t h e  Reformation broke down t h e  b a r r i e r s  between a r i s t o c r a t s ,  

peasants  end burghers,  Nations were melded i n t o  l a r g e r  u n i t s  

through t h e  g r e a t e r  freedom of warfare  permi t ted  u r a more Y 
s e c u l a r  governmat .  Merchants, miners  and manufacturers were 

a b l e  t o  ex tend t h e  geographica l  s c a l e  of t h e i r  ope ra t ions  

without running  a f o u l  of l o c a l  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  of o u t s i d e r s  o r  

of mutual ly  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  systems of law, By t h e  seventeenth  

century ,  a f l o u r i s h i n g  n a t i o n a l  economy was no l o n g e r  cons idered  

t o  be a s i g n  of impiety.  Even tua l ly ,  under t h e  g r e a t l y  reduced 

moral r e s t r i c t i o n s  on commerce and p a r t i c u l a r l y  u s e r y ,  which 
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becaine t h e  r u l e  under P r o t e s t a n t i s m ,  indus t ry  and t r a d e  began 

t o  grow t o  an  e x t e n t  t h a t  made Europe unique i n  t h e  world 

insofa.r as its urban centers began t o  exe rc i se  a cons ide rab le  

in f luence  over  n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s .  58 

The r u r a l  enviromnent a l s o  r e f l e c t e d  t h e  expansion and - 

i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  commercial economy, Land and r e n t s  

became t r e a t e d  a s  com;nercially n e g o t i a b l e  commodities, t h u s  

d i s i n h e r i t i n g  v a s t  numbers of p e a s a n t s  and d e s t r o y i n g  t h e  

comrnunitarian foundat ions  of s o c i e t y .  For t h e  f i rs t  time, 

perhaps i n  a l l  of c i v i l i z e d  h i s t o r y ,  l a r g e  numbers of people,  

and i n  some na t ions ,  t h e  abso lu te  ma jo r i ty  of t h e  popula t ion ,  

were f r e e d  from t h e  r e s t r i c t i o n s  and t h e  s e c u r i t i e s  of communal 

a g r a r i a n  l i f e .  I n s t e a d ,  they f a c e d  t h e  t r o u b l i n g  ups and 

downs of a t roub led  market economy, Some grew r i c h ,  many 

grew poor,  and a l l  s u f f e r e d  a t y r z n n i c a l  u n c e r t a i n t y  as t o  

t h e i r  f u t u r e .  

The widening p a t t e r n s  of t r a d e  and warfare  wrenched l o c a l  

a f f a i r s  from t h e  hands of l o c a l  governments and gave them 

i n t o  t h e  hands of bureaucrac ies  which began t o  grow i n  d i s t a n t  

seats of n a t i o n a l  governments. Pe r iods  of r a p i d  i n f l a t i o n  

impoverished t h e  r u r a l  populace as enclosure  of t h e i r  lands  

forced  them t o  r e l y  t o  ci g r e a t e r  and g r e a t e r  e x t e n t  on money 

as a means of exchange, The s h a t t e r i n g  of v i l l a g e  l i f e ,  and t h e  

consequent n i g r a t i o n  of peasants  t o  impoverished and insecure  

p o s i t i o n s  a s  l abor  f o r  t h e  growing manufacturing i n d u s t r i e s  

bore out  i n  a c t u a l  l i f e  t h e  feeling; of inner  i s o l a t i o n  and 

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

d o c t r i n e s  f r o n  t h e  p l a c i d  t r a d i t i o n a l i s m  of t h e  Roman church. 
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I11 general ,  the  unce r t a in t i e s  of rapid change and economic 

i n s t a b i l i t y  contributed t o  a  degree of r e l ig ious  fanaticism 

a ~ d  phhlosophicnl d-espernt ion that have seldom been ecr,~-~alled, 59 

The Reformation t o r e  a p a r t  the d e l i c a t e  f ab r i c  of Hellenic and 

Judeo-Christian threads t h a t  cons t i t u t ed  the  c u l t u r a l  her i tage  

of Europe, The d e l i c a t e  compromise between t h i s  world and the  

next,  common sense and s p i r i t u a l  a rdo r ,  reason and f a i t h ,  

s o c i a l i t y  and ind iv idua l i ty  which had been maintained by the  

thinkers and artists of the  high Niddle Ages was re jec ted ,  

The constant  s t r i v i n g  between these  l i be ra t ed  f a c t i o n s  deepened 

the need f o r  a r e so lu t ion  i n  f a i t h  o r  philosophy. Yet it was 

the f a i l u r e  t o  reach conclusions t h a t  s a t i s f i e d  t h e  craving 

f o r  a  r e v i v a l  of c e r t a i n t y ,  t h a t  l e f t  the  door open f o r  t he  

growth of secularism and modern science.  bl. I? .  McNeill s t a t ed :  

"The 2 o l i t i c a l  d ive r s i ty  of Europe thwarted 
the  h e a r t ' s  des i r e  of near ly  a l l  the  
i n t e l l e c t u a l l y  sens i t i ve  men of t he  time by 
naking impossible the  construct ion of a  s ing le  
a u t h o r i t a t i v e ,  d e f i n i t i v e  , and ( a s  almost 
everyone des i red)  enf o rc ib l e  cod i f i ca t ion  of 
Truth. "60 

Although the f a i l u r e  t o  cons t ruc t  a world view commanding 

general assen t  may be responsible f o r  the remarkable c r e a t i v i t y  

of seventeenth and eighteenth century Europeans, it a l so  seems 

t rue  t h a t  the  flowering of commerce eventually sha t te red  the  

communitarian environrnent t ha t  had nurtured Renaissance 

humanism. The outcome of the Reformation i n  thoseplaces where 

Protestantism was success fu l ,  was a  grea t ly  reduced i n t e r e s t  i n  

humanity and a general increase i n  t h e  love of things. 61 

Once t h e  small cooperative ag ra r i cn  v i l l age  was no longer 
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a p o l i t i c a l  and c u l t u r a l  force ,  the  l o c a l  common sense 

control  over loca l  a f f a i r s  was gradual ly  assumed by the 

burgeoning burea.ucracies. The r e l a t i v e  instability of the  

economic marketplace and r e su l t an t  i n f l a t i o n  a r e  arguably 

d i r e c t  r e s u l t s  of the  passing of l o c a l  econoaic cont ro l  out  

of t he  hands of the  people d i r e c t l y  concerned i n  l o c a l  a f f a i r s .  

I n  any case ,  the dec l ine  and d i s so lu t ion  of the  medieval 

guilds and of the sys ten  of " j u s t  pr ices t1  c e r t a i n l y  heralded 

widespread sufferling among the poor and dispossessed peasantry. 

The con t ro l  exercised by the inerchant guilds over pr ices  and 

the c r a f t  guilds over wages, was both f a i r  and f l ex ib l e .  

The f a i r n e s s  and the  f l e x i b i l i t y  were both r e s u l t s  of the  

decidedly l o c a l  and cooiserative nature  of these  guilds. P r i ces  

were es tab l i shed  according t o  l o c a l  expenses, and wages were 

s e t  according t o  l o c a l  requirements. 

Guilds were a l s o  t h e  basis  of l o c a l  education and 

technical  t ra ining.  Local cont ro l  over loca l  education assured 

t h a t  t he re  was i supply of s k i l l e d  workers more o r  l e s s  equal 

t o  the  denand f o r  each place. The t r a d i t i o n s  and a t t i t u d e s  of 

each t r a d e  were passed on through t h e  guild-controlled system 

of apprenticeships 1;:hicb assured not only adequate t r a in ing  i n  

the ? a r t i c u l a r  c r a f t ,  but  a  high degree of s o c i a l  t r a in ing  a s  

well,  s o  t h a t  each journeyman would 5e  brought up i n  a t r a d i t i o n  

of s o c i a l  r e spons ib i l i t y  and deportinent su i t ab le  t o  h i s  s t a t i o n .  

I n  reference t o  the  system of gu i lds  and apprenticeships,  Lipson 

wrote: 

" I n  the  e f f o r t  t o  provide a f a i r  
remuneration f o r  the worker and t o  



reconcile t h e  conf l i c t ing  claims of 
producer and consuner, were developed 
pr inc ip les  of i n d u s t r i a l  control  and 
conception of wages and p r i ces  t o  which 
Tt!e may perhaps one day r e tu rnev62  

present ly  seems t h a t  soc ie ty ,  far from re turn inq  

the  gu i ld  system, through a continuing expansion of bureaucracy 

continues cen t r z l i ze  its powers nodif i c a t i o n  and cont ro l  

over the  marketplace. It nay be t h a t  widespread t r ade  demands 

a general  uniformity economic condit ions throughout broad 

regions. This,  coupled with the  a b i l i t y  t o  r a i s e  greater  

quan t i t i e s  of c a p i t a l  over a wide economic system ra the r  than 

over a narrow one may explain the  success of huge superpower 

s t a t e s  such a s  the  United S t a t e s  and the  Soviet  Union s ince  

the end of t he  Second TjlTo~ld War. PIcNeill wrote: 

"The r i s e  of the  United S t a t e s  and the  
Soviet Union t o  wozld pre-eminence s i n c e  
World War 11 was, indeed, only another 
instance of L f ami l i a r  h i s t o r i c a l  phenomenon: 
t h e  migration of a mi l i t a ry -po l i t i ca l  power 
from more ancient ly  c i v i l i z e d  but l e s s  
e f f ec t ive ly  organized heart lands t o  regions 
nearer t he  f ront ies .  %chine technology, 
which within recent memory car r ied  Europe 
t o  the  apex of its world domination, seems 
now, l i k e  Zeus of ancient  f ab le ,  t o  have 
turned r u t h l e s s l y  upon i t s  parent, Since 
1917, and more p a r t i c u l a r l y  since 1945, the 
ex t r ac t ive ,  t ranspor t ,  processing and 
d i s t r i b u t i o n  complexes of modern industr ia l ism 
no longer f i t  eas i ly  wi th in  the narrow f r o n t i e r s  
of the old  west European nation-states.  I n  1945, 
the  elbo~z room of half a continent gave both 
Russia and t h e  United S t a t e s  a nore o r  l e s s  
s z t i s f  actory bas i s  f o r  mi l i t a ry  power; ye t  even 
t h i s  semicontinental s c a l e  is sure  t o  become 
inadequate i f  any one cen te r  of power should 
succeed i n  un i t ing  the  resources of s t i l l  grea te r  
areas. Modern indus t r ia l i sm and t r anspor t ,  i n  
sho r t ,  have begun extravagently t o  reward mere 
geopaphica l  extent,"63 

A l l  t h i s  may come t o  pass. But a t  what t e r r i b l e  expense 
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t o  humanity? The s p r e a d  of t h e  d o c t r i n e  of individualism 

has not  brought  n o t a b l e  i n c r e a s e s  i n  i n d i v i d u a l  freedom, 

j u s t  as t h e  d o c t r i n e  of p r i v a t e  judgement did n o t  create 

an o u t b u r s t  of i n d i v i d u a l  r e l i g i o u s  freedom a f t e r  t h e  

Reformation, If any th ing ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of c la ims made about 

r i g h t s ,  and about i n d i v i d u a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  God, l i f e  i n  

P r o t e s t a n t  communities a f t e r  t h e  Reforsa t ion  was more savagely  

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

same communities before  t h e  Reformation, The same has been 

t r u e  i n  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  f i e l d ,  S ince  Hobbest i n d i v i d u a L i s t i c  

determinism stood as an  argument f o r  t o t e l i t a r i a n i s r n ,  on 

through t h e  b u r e a u c r a t i c  s t a t e  t h a t  was t h e  outcome of t h e  

French Revolut ion,  t h e  v i sour  of indiv idual i sm h a s  s h a t t e r e d  

t h e  conmunitarian foundat ions  of common sense  and t h e  c o n j o i n t  

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

instead bureaucra t i c  c o n t r o l  over  p r a c t i c a l  human a f f a i r s ,  

l e g a l i s t i c  promises of va r ious  " r i g h t s "  t h a t  were unnecessary I 

i n  communitarian surroundings , and a tyranny of economic 
I 

I 

u n c e r t a i n t y  coupled with an  i s o l a t i o n  of man from man and from 

t h e  e a r t h ,  t h a t  s t a n d s  tls an ongoing c r u e l t y  oil a s c a l e  never  

before  equa l l ed  i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of mankind. Each nan,  when 

separa ted  from t h e  cornaunity of h i s  f e l lows ,  i s  without  d i r e c t i o n  

and sense.  He is t h e r e f o r e  i n  need of some kind  of management 

and becomes an easy prey  f o r  t h e  m a n a ~ e r i a l  t h r u s t  of 

Suxneauc~acy. 

A s  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of indiv idual i sm runs i ts c o u r s e ,  t h e  

twen t i e th  century  inay cone t o  be Bnoan as t h e  dawning of t h e  

age of bureaucracy. I n d i v i d u a l  men, without t h e  i n d i v i d u a l i t y  
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conferred by cornmunitarian l i f e ,  a r e  eas i ly  d i r e c t e d  in to  

the production and consuinption of goods iinich d r i v e  the 

vheels of in.ci~stry s t u p i d l y  onward. Ultimate chaos nay wl l  

eventually r e s u l t  simply because nen as individuals  are 

un in te l l igen t .  The mechanism f o r  t he  evolution of t h e i r  

language (an6 inescapably, thereby, t h e i r  th inking)  l i e s  i n  

comiunitarian t ransac t ions  with environing condit ions,  It 

i s  doubtful  t h a t  man, trapped wikhin the  confines of 

buresucrntic manqenent,  can f i n d  t h e  means t o  overcome the  

massive problems t h a t  t h e  technological- '~ureaucratic l i f e  

s t y l e  confers  upon the  near fu ture .  

The trium2h of individualism on an almost world wide 

sca le  has deprived each man of t he  sense of h i s  own place 

i n  the  NO-ld - of a sense of s e l f  - t h c t  comes from tne 

cooperative associa t ion of men i n  comnunities. Communitarian 

man ( o r  cornilon sense man) control led s much l a r g e r  port ion of 

h i s  orin des t iny  than has ever 'been possible s ince  the  r i s e  

of individual isn .  I n  r e c o p i t i o n  of the  cont ro l  exercised by 

comuni tnr ian  inan over his own a f f a i r s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  economic 

a f f a i r s ,  Drucker la~nented the passing of common sense 

co:nmunitarianisin i n  the  folloving; words: 

tlT:wou@ the  collapse of Econonic Man t h e  
individual  i s  deprived of his s o c i a l  order, 
and h i s  ;!orld, of i ts r a t i o n a l  existence.  
L3e can no loncer  ex2lai.n o r  understand his 
existence as r a t i o n a l l y  co-related or  
co-ordinated t o  the  world i n  which he l i v e s ;  
nor can he co-ordinate t h e  world and t h e  
soc ia l  r e a l i t y  t o  h i s  existence. 
The funct ion of the individual  i n  soc ie ty  has 
become e n t i r e l y  i r r a t i o n a l  and sense less ,  Man 
i s  i so l a t ed  within a tremendous machine the 
purpose and meaning of which he does not  accept 
and cannot t r a n s l a t e  i n t o  terms of h i s  own 



experience, Society ceases  t o  be a 
comunity of individuals  bound together  
by a conmon purpose and becomes a chaot ic  
hubbub of purposeless i s o l a t e d  monads.~64 

If one agzees with Peirce t h a t  language i s  lfrooted i n  the  

soc ia l  p r inc ip le f1 ,  and t h a t  l f i t  is  wrong t o  say t h a t  a good 

language is important t o  good thought,  merely; f o r  it is of 

the  essence of itf1, then  there  is g r e a t  cause f o r  despair  

i n  the  t r i u q h  of individualism, Foz inherent i n  the  sha t t e r -  

ing of communities i s  t h e  sha t t e r ing  of the common sense 

foundations of language, and thereby,  of log ic ,  morali ty,  and 

meaning, This is not t o  say t h a t  men simply cease t o  speak, 

but r a t h e r  t h a t  t h e i r  speech ceases t o  have meaning, t o  make 

sense, P o l i t i c s  a s ide ,  there  i s  a t r a b i l i o u s  t r u t h  i n  a speech 

recent ly  given a t  t h e  United Nations by the  I s r a e l i  

anbassador, E k ,  Rerzog: 

T h e  melcnclioly t r u t h  is t h a t  the  candles 
of c i v i l i z a t i o n  a re  burning low, The world 
is increasingly governed, not so  much by 
c a p i t a l i s n ,  o r  communism, or  soc ia l  democracy, 
o r  even t r i b a l  barbarism, a s  by a f a l s e  lexicon 
of p o l i t i c a l  c l iches  now assuming-a kind of 
degenerate sacerdota l  zuthori ty,"65 

When language lo ses  i ts ground i n  conjoint experience 

every u t te rance  becomes a c l iche,  A s  a consequence, the conduct 

of l i f e  becomes sim2ly t h e  r e g e t i t i o n  of empty shadows of dying 

t r a d i t i o n s ,  The communitarian foundations of t he  evolutionary 

r e v i t a l i z a t i o n  of human l i f e  have been cas t ra ted  by the triwuph 

of individualism. The future of human cu l ture  does not seem 

br ight ,  

2, Uniformity i n  the  I4odern S t a t e  - -I-- -..- 

Given the  l i k e l y  connection between wealth and p o l i t i c a l  

power, it does not seem unreasonzble t o  assume t h a t  the  major 
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supporters  of the modern bureaucrat ic s t a t e  a r e  those  t h a t  

p r o f i t  most from it, I n  t h i s  r e s p e c t ,  it is pe r fec t ly  

reasomble  t o  m g ~ e  that noney I s  the real God i n  the  modern 

world, f o r  economic considerat ions now nave the  p o l i t i c a l  power 

t o  move nat ions  t o  the  same extent  t h a t  r e l ig ious  considerat ions 

had i n  the  middle ages, It seems s t range ,  but it i s  nonetheless 

t rue  t h a t  t h e  Reformation, a genuinely r e l ig ious  movexent, is  

a t  t h e  bottom of the  individualism t h a t  grew i n t o  the  modern 

profoundly secular  s t a t e ,  

There can be l i t t l e  doubt t h a t  supporters of the  current  

s t a t e  of a f f a i r s  have by chance and design done what they could 

t o  blacken the  popular reputat ion of t he  medieval era. 

Although whig h i s t o r i a n s ,  p a t i c u l a r l y  during the  l a s t  p a r t  of 

the  nineteenth century,  d id  t h e i r  b e s t  t o  obscure the  s ign i f icance  

of t he  dispossession of the  peasantry,  there  a r e  a few d i s s e n t e r s ,  

notably Tawney among o the r s ,  t h a t  saw through the  pleasant 

surroundings of the  academe t o  the  su f fe r ing  of t h e  masses, 

A c a r e f u l  study of the  communitarian bas i s  of the  

regula t ion  of p r a c t i c a l  aspects  of medieval l i f e ,  and of the  

humanitarian consequences of l o c a l  contTol of l o c a l  a f f a i r s ,  

leads even a s t rongly biased supporter  of the  credo of t he  

l i b e r a l  democratic s t a t e  t o  question the  t~isdom of increasing 

bureaucrat ic control  espec ia l ly  i n  t h e  l i g h t  of frequent f a i l u r e s  

of nodern governments t o  rnaintcin a su i t ab le  degree of economic 

s t a b i l i t y .  To the  ex ten t  t h a t  economic ups and downs a re  the  

r e s u l t  of mass psychology, a s  it is sometimes termed, they a r e  

a  demonstration of the  lack of adaptive response o r  i n t e l l i gence  

of the  bureaucrat ic machine s t a t e ,  



To t h e  extent t h a t  ordinary men have been s t r ipped  of 

r e spons ib i l i t y  f o r  t h e i r  own economic condition t ~ r o u g h  the  

abo l i t i on  of  cormunitarian l i f e  and t h e  guild sys ten  w h i ~ h  

was the  s p e c i f i c  cooperative system f o r  economic regulat ion,  

the t o t a l  economic s i t u a t i o n  hns comparatively l i t t l e  immediate 

feedback i n t o  the  l i v e s  of the producing and consuming nasses. 

Further burezucrat ic cont ro ls  always tend t o  be d i rec ted  aga ins t  

evolutionary change i n  t h e  economy, s ince  only i n  a condition 

of s t a s i s  can rm o r ~ a n i s n  or machine without sensory feedback 

hope t o  survive. \!hen blinded, a. man stops walking. A 

bureaucrccy 1i:ceiuise attempts t o  suppress the  agents of change. 

There can be l i t t l e  doubt t h a t  organized bureaucrat ic 

s t ruc tu res  of the post, notably the  I'oman, Egyptian, and 

Chinese, have withstood the  t r i a l s  of time f a i r l y  adequately, 

and hove a l s o  provided t h e i r  sub jec t s  with a degree of s e c u r i t y  

surpassing t h a t  of berbarian contemporaries. Nonetheless, 

it is  q u i t e  misleading t o  iden t i fy  such s u p e r f i c i a l  bureau- 

c r a t i c  overlays w i t h  -the a l l  enconpassinf~ bureaucracy of t he  

modern technostructure. A comparison of the  sheer  quanti ty 

of modern r e w l a t o r y  s t a t u t e s  with such as were published 

during t h e  Iian period i n  China, for exanple, i l l  convince the  

wary t h a t  modern bureaucracy cont ro ls  on an unprecedented sca le .  

Nor has t h e r e  been any nention of t h e  so-called t'Marxistll s t a t e s  

wherein burecucrat ic con t ro l  and b u ~ g l i n g  arguably exceeds the  

high l e v e l s  customary i n  the l i b e r a l  denocratic s t a t e .  

Perhaps a t o t n l  and tyrannical  bureaucracy holds the  

po ten t i a l  of quie t ing war and unres t  i n  the contemporary world 

singly by bringing a l l  change t o  a h a l t .  Such a view was 



~ ~ ~ i s t o r i c a l  p a r a l l e l s  t o  such a s t a b i l i z e t i o n  
of a confused and chaot ic  soc ia l  order a r e  not 
far t o  see!:. The Roman enpire  s t a b i l i z e d  tine 
violences and unce r t a in t i e s  of the  H e l l e n i s t i c  
world Sy monopolizing armed night i n  a s ing le  
hand. The Iian i n  ancient  China l ikewise  put a 
quietus on t h e  disorders  of  the warring s t a t e s  
by e rec t ing  an imperial  bureaucrat ic  s t r u c t u r e  
which endured, with occasional  breakdown and 
modest zmendinent, a lnos t  t o  our own day. The 
warring s t a t e s  of the  twent ie th  century seem 
headed f o r  a s i n i l a r  r e so lu t ion  of t h e i r  
c o n f l i c t s ,  unless ,  of course,  the  c h i l i a s t i c  
v is ion t h a t  haunts our time r e a l l y  comes t rue  
and human h i s t o r y  ends wi th  a bang of hydrogen 
nucle i  and a whiuper f r o 3  i r r a d i a t e d  humanity. II GE 

]3ut such b u r e ~ u c r a c i e s  of h i s to ry  merely sought t o  provide 

and mzintain a p o l i t i c a l  and m i l i t a r y  framework wi th in  which 

the ordinary soc ia l  processes of humanity could continue t o  

function. The modern bureaucrat ic  s t a t e ,  however, is 

i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  t o  the  extent  t h a t  t h e  ordinary regula t ing  

functions of hWan s o c i e t x  are no longer operable. Thus t h e  

bureaucracy a t  l e a s t  p o t e n t i a l l y  must control  t he  d e t a i l s  of 

individunl l i v e s  a s  well.  To some ex ten t ,  an attempt is made 

t o  nodify human behavior through adver t i s ing ,  propaganda, and 

so-called "public education1' which includes not only a  mass 

va r i e ty  of the  academic education of fe red  t o  medieval soc ie ty  

by the  gu i lds  a d  the  church, but a l s o  the rud inents  of s o c i a l  

s k i l l s  and simple mora l i ty  t h a t  came na tu ra l ly  and untaught a s  

pa r t  of on i n d i v i d u a l ' s  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  cooperative 

conmunitmian socie ty .  O f  course, t h e  public school must go 

I t o  inc red ib le  lengths  t o  atteinpt t o  ga in  an a r t i f i c i a l  con t ro l  

over s tuden t s  t h a t  have no des i r e  nor appment need t o  be 

indoctrinated.  
X 

The attempt t o  impose a general  d i r ec t ion  on soc ie ty  from 



t h e  to?  down w i l l  a lvays  be r e s i s t e d ,  even i f  t h e  r e s i s t a n c e  

is u n i n t e n t i o n a l ,  s i n p l y  because t h e  impetus f o r  such  change 

does no t  f l o w  out  of 32 orp.nkc chcnge i n  the  t o t a l  envi roning  

s i t u a t i o n .  Human behavior  changes i n  response t o  a demonstrated 

personal  need, no t  t o  a pronounced genera l  order .  Language 

n a t u r a l l y  f lows from t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  of a group, The sense  

of an  u t t e r a n c e  l i e s  t h e r e i n .  The imposition of v e r b a l  o r d e r s  

from t h e  t o p  down cannot  r e s u l t  i n  behaviora l  change because 

t h e  b e h a v i o r e l  r e f e r e n t s  of imposed u t t e r a n c e s  are simply 

not t h e r e ,  Dewey r e a l i z e d  t h a t  t h e  b e s t  a man can  do when 

ordered t o  s t a n d  c o r ~ e c t l y ,  i f  he h e s  never s t o o d  c o r r e c t l y  

be fo re ,  i s  t o  "s tand x i o t h e r  k ind  of Sadly", If t h e  exper ience  

of " c o r r e c t n  s t ance  Is n o t  i n  t h e  behav io ra l  r e p e r t o i r e  and 

c a l l e d  by t h e  sane n m e ,  it is  n o t  r e a l i s t i c  t o  expect  t h e  

c o r r e c t  change i n  p o s t u r e  simyly Secause of an u t t e rance .  

.Tothing i s  coded x i t h i n  an  u t t e r a n c e  t o  make it magical ly  

e f f e c t i v e ,  I f  coxraon sense connect ions cannot  be made, 

i f  c o n j o i n t  experience does ilot e x i s t ,  behavior cannot be 

p roper ly  modified,  even i f ,  by sone lucky happenstance,  a 

t ; i l l i ngness  t o  c h n g e  does e x i s t ,  A b e l i e f  t h a t  a change i n  

l ~ u i a n  behavior  is  p w e l g  and s impl:~ t h e  r e s u l t  of an  u t t e r a n c e  

is what is  termed " t h e  b e l i e f  i n  nagic" .  

The r e s u l t s  of t h e  breakup 02 t h e  organic  community a r e  

a con t inu ing  t r e n d  t o m r d s  a pe rvas ive  s o c i 3 l  uni formi ty ,  

By means of a r t i f i c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  such  as s c h o o l s ,  u n i v e r s i t i e s  

and p r i s o n s ,  2 d i v e r s i t y  of i n d i v i d u a l  behaviors i s  discouraged 

through t h e  maintenance o f  an s r t i f i c i a l  and u n i f o r n  environ- 

ment, devoid 02 n a t u r a l  s t i m u l i  which vary from p l a c e  t o  p l a c e ,  
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and wi thout  f u n c t i o n i n g  fami ly  o r  communitarian t i e s  t o  

i n t e r r u p t  t h e  process  of " l ea rn ing"  t o  be a l i k e .  Contenporary 

s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  i s  t h u s  zn ordered  s o c i d  s t r u c t u r e  of 

l l i s o l a t e d  monadsf1. S t a n d z r d i z a t i o n  end un i fo rmi ty  nark t h e  

products  of technology off  from t h e  products  of human 

c r n f t s x m s h i p .  S i n i l e r l y ,  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of s t andard ized  

met?ods of coerc ion  t o  homogenized masses of unat tached 

i n d i v i d u a l s  demarcates t h e  ordered s o c i e t y .  

I n  each  case ,  t h e  b e n e f i t s  of s t a n d a r d i z a t i o n  and 

u n i f o r a i t y  of product a r e  an enormous i n c r e a s e  i n  product ive  

poi;er a t  nn equal  exyense i n  t e r m  of evo lu t ionary  f l e x i b i l i t y .  

S o l d i e r s  t h a t  a r e  w e l l  d r i l l e d  i n  uniform responses  t o  s t a n d a r d  

o rde r s  v i l l  be extremely e f f e c t i v e  s o  long as t h e  encountered 

c o n d i t i o n s  f a l l  v i t h i n  t h e  l i m i t s  f o r  which t h e y  a r e  progrzmmed. 

Thei r  preparedness  w i l l  make t h e n  powerful opponents s o  long  

as t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  of warf nre  r e n a i n  similm. Should c o n d i t i o n s  

be r a d i c a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  f r o n  t h o s e  expected ,  however, t h e  u n i f o m  

t r a i n i n g  of t h e  s t a n d a r d i z e d  army w i l l  s e t  it a t  a c l e a r  

d iszdvantage  s i n c e  i n  i t s  ranks t h e r e  can be found no man wi th  

3 v a r i e d  enougb background t o  unders tand some a s p e c t  of t h e  nev 

condi t ions .  

A w e l l  d r i l l e d  army mar be a good o f fens ive  f o r c e  when it 

can c o n t r o l  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  of i t s  advance, b u t  shou ld  c o n d i t i o n s  

be h i g h l y  v a r i a b l e ,  t h e  f l e x i b i l i t y  of a g u e r i l l a  f o r c e  g i v e s  

it a b e t t e r  chance of u l t i m a t e  success .  For  t h i s  reason it 

is s a i d  t h a t  .time s i d e s  with t h e  g u e r i l l a s ,  for t ime b r i n g s  

change and change can  o n l y  be d e t r i n e n t a l  t o  a w e l l  ordered 

army. 67 
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Standards  of conduct ,  t h a t  is ,  n o r a l  s t a n d a r d s ,  a r e  

o r i g i n a l l y  c u s t o m  of t h e  communitarian group. Dewey put  it 

t h i s  way: 

"Tor p r a c t i c a l  purposes,  morals mean 
customs, folkways,  e s t a b l i s h e d  c o l l e c t i v e  
h a b i t s ,  T h i s  is  a  commonplace of t h e  
a n t h r o p o l o g i s t ,  though t h e  n o r a l  t h e o r i s t  
genera l ly  s u f f e r s  f r o n  an  i l l u s i o n  t h a t  h i s  
own p lace  and day i s ,  o r  ought t o  be ,  an  
exce?tlon, 3 u t  always 2nd everywhere customs 
supply t h e  s t andards  f o r  personal  a c t i v i t i e s .  
Theg are t h e  p a t t e r n  i n t o  which i n d i v i d u a l  
a c t i v i t y  n u s t  xezve i t s e l f .  "68 

But t h e  r i s e  of ind iv idua l i sm has  depr ived  hunan i ty  of its 

we l l sp r ing  of  custorns i n  t h e  communitarian group. Thus those  

customs which have becone p e t r i f i e d  i n  s t a t u t e  o r  dogmatic 

t r a d i t i o n  e i t h e r  remain v i r t u e  t h e  support  

they  r e c e i v e  f r o a  t h e  e s t a b l i s h e d  p o l i t i c a l  power, o r  e l s e  

they  f a d e  and d i e ,  I n  any case ,  moral s tandards  no longer  

a r e  f u n c t i o n  l o c a l  cond i t ions  once t h e y  c  omrnonly 

were, Bureaucra t ic  c o n t r o l  of n o r a l  s tandards  i s  not  new. 

It may be argued t h a t  t h e  first i n s t a n c e  of b u r e a u c r a t i c  

c o n t r o l  is c o n t r o l  ove7 pub l i c  mora l i ty .  Perhaps i t  is t r u e  

t h a t  no th ing  nalces a conquering bureaucrncy seem s o  much of 

an impos i t ion  a s  evidence t h a t  t h e  s t andards  i t  imposes a r e  

a r b i t r a r y ,  The f i rs t  wish of eve ly  s l a v e  is t h a t  f r e e  men 

might be s l a v e s  l i k e  h i a s e l f .  

Like t h e  wel l  ordered  array, t h e  i n d i v i d u a l i s t  bureau- 

c r a t i c  s t a t e  inposes i ts  code upon i n d i v i d u a l s ,  n o t  upon 

members of s t r o n g  snd contrCwy minded groups, Such a group 

is an occas ion  f o r  war fa re  or  o t h e r  a e m s  of d e s t r u c t i o n  of 

the a n t i - i n d i v i d u a l i s t  t i e s  t h a t  b ind  r~ernbers t o  a d i f f e r e n t  

w a y  of s e e i n g  and doing, 3u t  a  s e a  of confoming  i n d i v i d u a l s  

is u l t i m a t e l y  more c lunsy  than  a group t h a t  evolves  its manners 
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ns c o n d i t i o n s  secjuire, I t  1cir:h-t t h e r e l o r e  be argued,  

f o l l o ~ : i n y  t h e  i:lil.itt=ry metaphor f u r t n e r  , t h a t  t i ;ne i s  on 

+;ie s l d e  2: !nornL ;y;tlerill.s 2s . !e l l ,  f n x ~ y  case , it 22,;~ 

be hoped t h e t  hoiiie grotm mora l i ty ,  l i k e  hone baked b re i~d  

rm;T p:-*eve t o  be s o  ,nuch aore  p u l x t c b l e  t h a t  some w i l l  

couzt it wor.t,"l t h e  e x t ~ l x  e f f o r t .  

I n  any ccse ,  t h e r e  i s  always z p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  imijosed 

-noral stctndax->ds of t h e  bu~:ezucrntic s t a t e  w i l l  s i m s l y  becone 

G O  i j*relevslnt  t o  e;rce,st i o n d  l o c a l  cond i t ions  t h a t  they w i l l  

be i:;nozecl t o  t h e  e:rter,t of' becoininc unerSorceable,  This  may 

of b~:ocZi p u b l i c  s:l;j~>o;>t and i n t e n s i v e  a d v e r t i s i n g  caapaigns 

a,.;ainst t h e  use of .narijuunn., t h e  ccce?tcnce and u s e  of t h e  

kerb alionrP 3 relz-i-ivel:; c l o s e  l m i t  sub-poup e v e n t u a l l y  put  

seco::nized i n  the  i n z 3 i l i t ; ~  o l  t h e  burecucracg of t he  C a t h o l i c  

i ronetheless ,  s o  Lon?; a s  a s t a t e  i s  s e t  up on i n d i v i d u e l i s t  

princL!>als,  s o  % k t  standurdizeci r u l e s  ma c o n t r o l s  are 

appl ied '  t o  all. b,j7 b u - e a u c ~ t i c  o r ~ w i i z n t i o n s  s e t  up Tor t h e  

:yxpose,  t h e  Ic . i lure  of such c o n - k o l s  is a co~nment on a 

danyerous vaezkness i n  such  ~i syste:a 02 s o c i a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  c~t 

$he saxe t i n e  zs a vii;o;.>ous ztte::~?% t o  tl3ply t h e  r u l e s  t o  

an unl::illing ~ o p u l a t i o n  i s  an ex:.u~,?le of i n h e r e n t  tyranny, 

I n  s h o r t ,  bo th  t h e  weakness 2nd t h e  b r u t a l i t y  of bureaucra t i c  

i x i i v i d u z l i s x  stem f ~ o n  t h e  unbendin;; r i g i d i t y  of mass 

uni formi ty ,  
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5 .  Cornnon gens? 2nd Popular Sense - 
Over the  past hal f  century or s o ,  s n a l l ,  s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t ,  

cooperst ive,  z,y;zisn consunit ies have elmost t n t z l l y  disappeared 

from even t h e  backwaters of LTorth America and Western Europe. 

The economic r e s u l t s  of technology and n widespread f a i t h  i n  

the t e n e t s  of individualism have conspired t o  dest roy the  

farming v i l l a g e  and the  way of l i f e  p ropqpted  therein .  The 

pnssing of such v i l l a g e s  nay be mourned as the  ending of a 

p i c t u ~ e s q u e  and f r i e n d l y  s t y l e  of l i f e ,  but t he  grea te r  tragedy 

is t h a t  such cominunities were among the  l a s t  refuges  of an 

independont co:munitarian consciousness which r e s i s t e d  the  

spreading uni forn i ty  of thought i n  the  burgeoning techno- 

s t ruc ture .  A s  the  r u r a l  v i l l ages  were dispersed o r  a l t e r e d  

in to  suburban dormitories,  the s p e c i a l  consc iou~ness  of 

environment and of s e l f  which had permeated the  c i t i z e n s  of 

such f a m i l i z r  condit ions diffused l i k e  smoke on a spring 

breeze. Those ~ h o  knew the  communitarian f e e l i n g  s t i l l  long 

f o r  i t ,  and those t h a t  never knew it are  ye t  aware of a vague 

but pa infu l  need i n  t h e i r  lives.69 The fundamentally p r a c t i c a l  

common sense of t a sk  and gurpose t h z t  t yp i f i ed  l i f e  i n  such 

cornuni tar ian circumstances disappeared along with the  

conditions t h a t  had susta ined it. The close and cooperative 

bonds between people t h a t  were nourished i n  the  background 

of common problems and purposes, gradually broke dov~n as  t h e  

cold power of technological  economics seeped i n t o  the  cracks 

and broke each community apart. External  i n t e r e s t s  and a 

growing r e l i ance  on money thus eventually destroyed almost 
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a l l  of t he  l a s t  foo t ings  of common sense. 

A s  t h e  cornuni tar ian control  over the l o c a l  condit ions 

of l i f e  vas gradually re l inquished,  s o  the c1.ose and conjoint  

bond between word and deed broke down and the  ( expe r i en t i a l ly )  

comnon sense of u t te rances  began t o  fade. A s  the  control  over 

loca l  condit ions of l i f e  passed t o  bureaucrats,  s o  control  

over the  foundations of language was given up e n t i r e l y  and 

the common i n a ~ e s  upon which u t te rances  began t o  r e s t  were t o  

a grea te r  and =eater  extent  furnished by a corps of l i t e r a t i  

and l a t e r  by t h e i r  descendents, the  ad-men. The mass sense 

p r o p a ~ a t e d  by t h i s  l i n g u i s t i c  bureaucracy i s  a s  divorced from 

the p r a c t i c a l  well-springs of sense a s  the technological  l i f e  

s t y l e  is divorced from t h e  underlying f a c t s  o f  human existence. 

The fundamental sense t h a t  der ives  from c o n ~ o i n t  a c t i v i t y  

has been termed coarnon sense. The mass sense which . i s  

propagated tnrough t h e  various mass nedin, t he  schools and 

u n i v e r s i t i e s ,  and other  i n s t i t u t i o n s  of public education s h a l l  

be terrned p o ~ u l a r  sense. The Oxford Dictionary def ines  popular - -1 - 
as  " f i t  f o r  the genera l i ty" ,  which cont ras t s  nnrkedly with 

comnon (shared;  i n  conjoint  use). It is the di f ference between 

'popular '  and 'conmon'; the  d i f fe rence  between " f i t  f o r  t he  

general i ty ' t  and " i n  conjoint  u se t t ,  which demarcates the 

di f ference betmeen the  2redo;ninantly verbal llknowledgetl based 

on popular sense, and t h e  concrete understandings based on 

common sense,  

It i s  not unremonable t o  argue t h a t  the  dominance of 

posular sense over cormon sense i n  t h e  modern bureaucrat ic 
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s t a t e ,  gives doctrine and ayth, r a t h e r  than environmental 

necessi ty the  most potent  leverage over the behaviors of men. 

I n  comnunitarinn cond i t i on s ,  man's understanding and h i s  

cominunications a re  pr imari ly  conce~ned  with conjoint  

undertakings i n  the  immediate environnent, Under t h e  

dominion of popular sense ,  however, human communications 

are  p r i n a r i l y  about o ther  c o ~ u n i c a t i o n s  and so  for th .  The 

most widespread view, r a t h e r  than t h e  most e f f e c t i v e  view 

i n  some n a t e r i a l  sense,  is  the most powerful view, M a n  has 

traded the  idiocy of r u r a l  v i l l a g e  l i f e  f o r  t he  lunacy of 

popular x~ytholog,y, 

Comaon sense i s  conjoint  sense ,  but popular sense merely 

r e s t s  on we11 known images. The f i r s t  is involved with 

f m i , l i a r l y  shared sensat ions ,  r;:hereas the l a t t e r  i s  truncated 

very of ten  before the  senses become d i r e c t l y  involved, Common 

sense evolves '25th t h e  conjoint  t ransac t ions  from which it 

springs. Popular sense does not spping from physical  

t ransac t ions  v i t h  the  ac tua l  environnent; the  known is not 

conprised of  - ac tua l  ob jec t s  2nd the  knowinc has no foundation 

i n  conjoint  undertakings, When language is not cont inucl ly  

refreshed f r o n  inmediate t e s t s  i n  a c t u a l i t y ,  the  lexicon 

becomes more and nore magical, 

Xov Pe i rce  knew t h a t  a l i n g u i s t i c  sign can only represent  

an ob jec t ,  not fu rn i sh  an ncquaintance with it. Ue a l so  s t a t e d  

t h s t  l i n g u i s t i c  s igns  have no reference i n  th ings  or  objects:  

("The Sign can only represent  t he  Object and t e l l  about it, 

It cannot furn ish  acquaintance with or  recognit ion of t h a t  
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Object of a sign; nainely, tha t  with ??hick it presupposes 

zn acqunintonce ic order t o  convey f nrther i;iPorr;,atior. 

concerning it."70) ~f one accepts the  reasoning t h a t  a 

s i gn  presupposes an acquaintance wi th  the object i n  question, 

then one i s  forced t o  accept t h a t  the  connection between 

signs and things cannot be purely l inj iuis t ic .  It has Seen 

argued i n  t h i s  piper t h a t  the connection i s  made i n  p m s i c a l  

t ransact ions  i n  the  enviroanent, and t h a t  it is t h e  conjoint 

nature of such t ransact ions  t h a t  gives r i s e  t o  l i n g u i s t i c  

signs. That t h i s  point  of view is basical ly  i n  l i n e  with 

thz t  exr~ressed by Peirce i s  evidenced by h i s  ins i s tance  t h a t  

nan cannot ac t  d o n e ,  t h a t  Itno mind can take a s t e p  without 
r 

the a i d  of other mindst1/'and s o  fo r th .  

3ut t h a t  conjoint undertakings become the  exception 

ra ther  than the r u l e  does not imply t h a t  l i n@.s t i c  behavior 

should cease. Quite tlie.contrary: ? ~ i t h o u t  a connection 

between ac tua l  things and l i n g u i s t i c  signs,  sign-behavior 

continues on i n  a s o n e ~ h a t  c i r cu la r  way. For the re  is never 

any d i r e c t  reference of s ign t o  object  i n  any case. ]'The 

irnnediate object of a symbol can only be a symbolll .72 And so  

without regeneration of s igns  from conjoint t ransact ions ,  the 

evolution of sign-behavior i n  connection with ac tua l  changes 

i n  the environment need not occur. 

The difference between popular sense language and common 

sense language is  not so  much a matter  of there  being no 

evolution of sign-behavior i n  the f i r s t  case and of there 
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being a pe r fec t  l i n k  i n  the  second case ,  but r a t h e r  of the  

degree of intimacy of t h e  average individual  with the  roo t s  

of h i s  utterznces, Under coxmon sense condit ions,  a far 

greater  por t ion  of sign-behavior is grounded i n  shared 

e ~ e r i e n c e  whereas i n  popular sense condit ions,  profess ional  

purveyors of sense con t ro l  the sense of ut terances.  

By and large the  d i s t i n c t i o n  between common sense and 

popular sense has been ignored. Eearly always, t h e  concept 

of cus tom i s  ambiguous so  t h a t  t h e r e  is no d i s t i n c t i o n  

between what is customary and evolved, and what is ,  r a the r ,  

t r a d i t i o n a l  and imposed. But cominon sense language is 

customary, habi tual  behavior whereas popular sense language 

tends more towards the  forms of imposed t r a d i t i o n a l  behavior. 

The sense of the first a r i s e s  i n  f ami l i a r  %hings, the  sense of 

the second a r i s e s  i n  the  popular lexicon. The first evolves 

through shared a c t i v i t y  i n  new c i rcumtances  whereas the  

second is changed a s  a rncitte~ of  o f f i c i a l  or  unof f i c i a l  policy. 

The chief exaaple of popular sense changes i n  the  language 

is t o  be found i n  the  reclm of o f f i c i a l  euphemisms. Thus 

l i b r a r i e s  becone "Lnf osmztion "esource Centresn , extermination 

of t he  enerq is  ca l l ed  "pecif icnt ion"  and so on - ad niusean. - 
It is  not su rp r i s in@ t h a t  the chief  producers of 

eupkenist ic  a l t e r a t i o n s  i n  the Zanguzge are  the  bureaucrats. 

Popular sense l a n g u a ~ e  is  only an extension of t h e  cen t ra l ized  

control  over human behavior t h a t  is t h e  ult imate outgrowth of 

the doc t r ine  of individualism. An addict ion t o  euphemisms 

likewise ind ica tes  a deep subservience t o  a bureaucracy. If 
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thought, then there  is plenty of mason  f o r  d e s p i F .  

It nppears then t h n t  the  f oundstions of ccmmunication 

within the  corauni tar ian group on one hand, and tbrou@out 

the  bureaucrat ic s t a t e  on the o the r ,  a r e  qu i te  d i f f e ren t .  

I n  the  f rarneT:,ror!r 02 con j oin t  ac t ion  i n  a f ami l i a r  communitarian 

surround, cornmunicatioa r e s t s  on shared experienoes. There 

is a cont inu i ty  between the  demands of the srrvironing 

condit ions,  the  customs of  the group, and the  senaa of the  

l angua~e .  I n  the i n d i v i d u a l i s t i c  bureaucraeic s t a t e ,  however, 

the t i e s  i n  conjoint a c t i o n  t h a t  form the l i n k  between physical  

t ransac t ions  2nd l i n g u i s t i c  behavior a re  broken j u s t  as  the  

cornuni tar ian t i e s  between nen a r e  broken. Such custoas as 

e x i s t  e r e  merely rexnants of communitarian times often 

p ~ ~ e s e r v e d  as  g e t r i f i e d  and f requent ly  enforced t r a d i t i o n s *  

Both t r a d i t i o n s  and l a n g u a ~ e  a re  imposed without considerat ion 

f o r  l o c a l  conditions f r o n  the cen te rs  of bureaucrat ic  power. 

From a l o c a l  viewpoint ,  lankmage tends t o  be euphemistic 

r a the r  than prac t ica l ,  and :)oints t o  popular myths ra ther  than 

t o  shared experiences, Possibly the  current  quasi-rel igious 

search f o r  aee2er "xieanin~" i n  l i f e  by wsy of the  pursui t  of 

mysticism and magic i s  n confused yearning f o r  t h e  deep mutual 

understanding t h a t  was a coimon f e e l i n g  pr ior  t o  t h e  

d i s in t eg ra t ion  of cornnlon sense communities s ince  t h e  Reformation. 

Winston Churchill  once s a i d ,  "We shape our buildings and 

a t e r w a r d s  our Sui ldings  shape us". Or' course, t h e  sane may 

be sa id  of c i v i l i z a t i o n s ,  although t h e  process of soc ia l  
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nor immediately appzren t ,  It i s  obvious t h a t  t o  sorne e x t e n t  

t h e  tts5L3.~7e" of 5: s o c i e t y  r e f l e c t s  t h e  cus tons  of t he  groups 

out  of which it is formed, It i s  a l s o  obvious t h a t  t h e  s o c i a l  

o r g m i z a t i o n  a t  a ~ ; i v e n  time and p l a c e  profoundly shapes t h e  

thought of those who l i v e  under such condit ions.  O f  course ,  

it i s  i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of those  who a r e  i n  power t o  s u s t a i n  

t h e  s t a t u s  quo both i n  c u s t o m  and i n  ? o l i t i c s ,  j u s t  a s  it 

is  i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of those  who would gain a p l a c e  i n  t h e  

sun t o  throw over t h e  o l d  ,pa rd  and t h e  t r a d i t i o n s  and 

cond i t ions  t h t  s u s t e i n  the% Such observat ions  n r e  common- 

g lace ,  But is  no t  comonlg  observed is t h a t  t h e  

predominance of po2ular  sense c u l t u r e  gives a11 t h e  advantages 

of power t o  t h e  -r;ot:re::ful, includin!; t h e  fundaaen ta l  advantage 

of e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  nosms of sense.  The disaemberment of 

coirmon sense  l e sves  language a t  t h e  inercy of t h o s e  who can 

c r t i f  i c i a l l y  f i l l  t h e  requireiaent f o r  t h e  in te rconnec t ion  

between l i n g u i s t i c  and non- l ingu i s t i c  modes of  behavior ,  

The apparen t ly  greztex% povrer o f  t e l e v i s i o n ,  f i l m  and 

t h e a t r e  t o  cfffect Izuinar, behavior above t h e  power of mere 

pr int ,73undoubtedly r e s t s  on t h e  i b i l i t y  of an animated scene 

t o  p a r t i a l l y  zeproduce t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  of c o n j o i n t  a c t i v i t y  

t h a t  a r e  t h e  genuine foundat ions  of co~imon sense.  A l l  s e r i o u s  

a t t e n p t s  t o  modify human behavior i n  a d r a n a t i c  way, a t tempt  

t o  some e x t e n t  t o  s e t  up a r t i f i c i a l  cond i t ions  of c o n j o i n t  

undertaking i n  which t h e  environing cond i t ions ,  inc lud ing  

a n a j o r i t y  of t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  a r e  "loaded" o r  b i a s e d  i n  a 
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d e s i r e d  d i r e c t i o n .  The so-ca l led  mass media, inc lud ing ,  

with some r e s e r v a t i o n s ,  t h e  popular  p r e s s ,  have t h e  power 

t o  c r e a t e  a c l imate  of opinion which i s  a weaker but far 

broader analogue of changes i n  communitarian common sense 

wrought by con jo in t  t r a n s a c t i o n s  wi th  a l t e r e d  envi roning  

condi t ions .  The media p r e s e n t  a k ind  of artificial 

environinent. The a b i l i t y  of t h e  comparatively "weaktt 

t r a n s a c t i o n s  of s imple acquaintance t o  produce powerful 

and long l a s t i n g  e f f e c t s  was f o r e s e e n  by Alexander Pope: 

'IVice is  a monster of such f r i g h t f u l  mien 
A s  t o  be h a t e d  needs b u t  t o  be seen ;  
But seen  t o o  o f t ,  f a m i l i a r  with i t s  f a c e ,  
We first endure,  then  ~ i t y ,  then  embrace.'' 

I n  such a nnnner i t  seems t h a t  t h e  media a r e  t h e  organs t h a t  

enable popular  sense  t o  a l t e r  i n  a ponderous way. Such changes 

Ere evidenced i n  f n s h i o n  and fad throughout t h e  popular  sense  

cu l tu re .  I n  t h i s  r e s p e c t  popular s e n s e  mimics common sense.  

But t h e  danger  i n h e r e n t  i n  p o ~ u l a r  s e n s e  r e s t s  on i ts  

independence froin l o c a l  social-environmental  condi t ions .  To 

t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  t h e  mass of h u r n a n i t ~  i s  brought i n t o  s t e p ,  

a tyranny over  the n a t u x l  t r a n s a c t i o n s  f o r  a t ime and p l a c e  

is e s t a b l i s h e d .  The l o c a l  e n v i r o m e n t ;  n e t u r o l ,  s o c i a l ,  and 

economic, may be savaged by those  v e r y  i n d i v i d u a l s  who s t a n d  

t o  l o s e  t h e  x o s t  by i t s  d e s t r u c t i o n  because t h e y  a r e  b l i n d  t o  

t h e i r  own a f f a i r s  while  they  o r e  swayed by popular  myth. 

The grndunl s h i f t  i n  s o c i a l  o rgan iza t ion  from a b a s i s  i n  

comnon s e n s e  conrnunities t o  an ordered  burecucra t i c  s t a t e  is 

p a r a l l e l e d  by a g radua l  change i n  t h e  u s q e  of words such as 

t r u t h  and f a c t .  The Oxford Dic t ionary  shows o gradua l  s h i f t  - __1_ 
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i n  t h e  usage of ' t ~ u t h '  from neaning something l i k e  t r u s t ;  

i a p l y i n z  fa i th fu l -ness  t o  one ' s  f e l l o w s ,  or  i n  some cases  a 

t r o t h ,  t k t  is ,  2 i' v o n i s e  of f c i t k f u l n e s s ;  t o  neanlng 

pr imar i ly  a conformity t o  f e c t .  The first i n s t a n c e s  of t h e  - 
changed usage appear j u s t  p r i o r  t o  t h e  Fe fo rne t ion  i n  

connect ion u i t h  t h e  v e r a c i t y  of r e l i g i o u s  d o c t r i n e ,  It i s  

a l s o  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  n o t e  t h a t  ' f a c t '  s i n i l a r l y  s h i f t e d  f r o n  

meaning " a c t i o n ;  pezforxance; do ing ; " ,  t o  "having o b j e c t i v e  

r e a l i t y "  ,74 I n  t h e  case  of both words, it is  reasonable  t o  

a s s e r t  t h a t  t h e  change i n  :neanins r e f l e c t s  a t i g h t e n i n g  of 

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

emphasis from tine cormon sense t o  a doginatic i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  

of holy w r i t ,  I n  t h e  e a r l i e r  i n s t a n c e s  a connect ion  with 

small groups and p h y s i c a l  a c t i o n  i s  evidenced, whereas i n  

t h e  l a t t e r  i n s t a n c e ,  a preoccupat ion w i t h  e t e x a a l  v e r i t i e s  

becomes ev iden t ,  ' T r u t h '  first r e f l e c t s  t h e  f u n c t i o n a l  

union of men i n  a community, bu t  l a t e r  demarcates t h e  

l e g i t i s a t e  from t h e  i l l e g i t i s l a t e ,  ' F c c t '  is f i rs t  concerned 

with doing;  t h e  connect ion  between l i n m i s t i c  and non- 

l i n g u i s t i c  behaviors ;  b u t  h t e r  Secomes i d e n t i f i e d  with an  

imposed H r e a l i t g l i .  The slow change i n  viewpoint from a l o c a l ,  

common s e n s e  v i e q o i n t  t o  a broad, imposed, popular  sense 

viewpoint i s  marked by such a shi3-i; i n  enphasis  froin t h e  

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

l e g i t i m a t e ,  The founda t ions  of common sense r e s t  i n  t h e  

c o n j o i n t l y  experienced outcomes of ac t ion .  Popular  sense 

r e s t s  on e s t a b l i s h e d  and pmrdea  d o c t r i n e s ,  



The buret?ucir.atic s t a t e  p e ~ ~ f o r c e  nlust r e l y  on mass 

i n d o c t ~ i n a t  i o n  t i e  i t s  t o g e t h e r  s i n c e  t h e  t h r u s t  

of d i v e r s e  cond i t ions  r e f  1-ected i n  conmon sense  i s  towards 

an unacceptable  d e p e e  of d i v e r s i f i c x t i o n ,  t n e  counter- 

vni1in;i; f o r c e s  of popular  sense promote a s i r n p l i s t i c  u n i t y  

i n  hunan s p i t e  b a s i c  d i f f e r e n c e s  needs and 

obli,r;al;ions. I n  z e n e r a l ,  crlintetre:: pcsses  f o r  l e a r n i n g  w i t h i n  

t h e  ins t ; i tu t ions  of a buremcracy  i s  conses_uently t a i n t e d  

with d o c t r i n e  i f  it i s  n o t  s o l e l y  2nd sim2ly i n d o c t r i n a t i o n  

per se .  'E. 1;. r:allen c t t z c k e d  the  pzSevalence of i n d o c t r i n a t i o n  

t h e  g u i s e  

"Wherever d t e r n z t i v e s  f i g h t  f o r  p l a c e ,  
wherever an  i s s u e  is c o n t r o v e r s i a l  and 
opt ions  a r e  l i v e ,  weighted and rnoaentous , 
i n d o c t r i n a t i o n  Secones c n  n2plauded educa t iona l  
method, a pedagogic t rouble-shooter  which s t r i p s  
away t h e  b e s i t z n c i e s  and t r i a l s  m d  e r r o r s  of 
n a t w e l  l ea rn ing .  Pzss  from t h e  m u l t i p l i c a t i o n  
t a b l e s  t o  s t c t i s t i c s ,  t o  non-euclidian geometr ies ,  
t o  r e l a t i v i t y ,  t o  quantum theory and b iophys ics ,  
and you e n t e r  worlds of a c t i v e  controversy.  
Schools amon5 t h e  Comnunists, t h e  C a t h o l i c s ,  
t h e  Razis ,  t h e  F a c i s t s ,  w i l l  t r e a t  t h o s e  as 
i s s u e s  of doct r ine . , ,  Each l zbors  t o  h o l d  its 
own conce?t ion i n v a r i a n t  a g a i n s t  i t s  own inner  
changes and a g a i n s t  t h e  o u t e r  impacts of t h e  
l i b r e  exaxen. 1175 

I'Jhatever passes  f o r  knowledge i n  t h e  b u r e a u c r a t i c  s t a t e ,  

inasmuch as it must a g r e e  with t h e  d o c t r i n e s  of popular  s e n s e ,  

is  s o p h i s t i c a l  - r a t h e r  t h a n  ac tua l .  --..-- Popular sense  knowledge 

a r i s e s  i n  t h e  exchange of l e x i c a l  s i g n s  r a t h e r  t h a n  i n  sha red  

experience and it seems, i n  t h e  l i g h t  of t h i s  understanding,  

more t h a n  s i n g l e  coinc idence  t S a t  schoo l s  a r e  des igned t o  

prevent  t h e  b e s t  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  c o n j o i n t  a c t i o n  from 

su~f a c i n g  t h e  p rocess  educat ion.  Shar ing  s o r t  
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discouraged, as  is over t  physical act ion.  Indoc t r ina t ion ,  

the  incu lca t ion  of soph i s t i ca l  knowledge, cannot proceed i n  

the face cf opaor tuni t ics  for s c t u a l  learn in^, t h n t  is, 

learning by conjoint doings, and so t h e  po ten t i a l  f o r  ac t ive  

learning through ac tua l  undertakings i s  suppressed, 

Actucl learning a s  opposed t o  indoc t r ina t ion ,  is 

a n t i t h e t i c e l  t o  the  a i m  of bureaucracy, s ince t h e r e  is no 

guarantee of uniforinity of condit ions or  r e s u l t s  throughout 

the e n t i r e  system of education, Actual learning tends t o  be 

concerned with ac tua l  condit ions,  i n  f a c t  it is necessar i ly  

and d i r e c t l y  connected with them, and t h i s  simple f a c t  assures  

t h a t  common sense knowledge w i l l  always have an individual  

and l o c a l  f l a v o u ~ .  Within the  schools of any bureaucracy, 

there  is always a  grea t  deal  of e f f o r t  expended, consciously 

or  unconsciously, t o  c r e a t e  a degree of uniformity of 

environing conditions s o  thnt  what is  l e a n e d  w i l l  not vary 

too widely from p l x e  t o  place. A school room is a c l ea r  and 

concrete example of the  expense t h a t  is  unhesi ta t ingly  under- 

taken by modern burezucrncy t o  c r e a t e  control led and uniform 

conditions f o r  the  indoc t r ina t ion  of po ten t ia l  pa r t i c ipan t s  

i n  the  g rea t  mechaniczl scheme. 

I n  t h i s  regard, a s  i n  every o ther  matter,  t he  modern 

bureaucrat ic s t a t e  by f a r  outdoes the  great imperia l  

bureaucracies of the  2 ~ s - b ~  I n  i n g e r i n l  China, a s e t  of public 

service  exams se lec ted  only those candidates who were well 

versed i n  t h e  c l a s s i c s  and i n  proper t r ad i t ions  f o r  o f f ices  

i n  the  bureaucracy* But i n  the  modern technological  s t a t e ,  



uniform t r o i n i n g  f a c i l i t i e s  guaran tee  widespread uni formi ty  

of s k i l l s  and opinions throughout t h e  poi>ulzce as w e l l  as 

i n  the o f f i c e s  of s t a t e .  

%.meaucratic s u p p e s s i o n  of t h e  n a t u r a l  communitarian 

base of conaon sense  l e c r n i n g  none the less  has  an  u l t i a a t e  

avld overvhelming diszdvnntage.  On t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l  of z c t u a l  

t r a n s a c t i o n s  Setvieen man and h i s  environment, it cannot avoid  

producing what rnzy be simp12 t e r n e d  u s t u 2 i d i t g " .  To be 

s t u m e d  o r  s t u p i f i e d  i n  t h e  f a c e  of a sudden change i n  t h e  

c o w s e  of a c t u n l  even t s  i s  an o f t e n  c a r i c z t u r e d  f a u l t  of t h e  

we l l - indoc t r inz ted  academic. A profound ignorance of a c t u a l  

l o c a l  a f f a i r s  marks t h e  product of modern b u r e a u c r a t i c  

educs t ion  s y s t e m .  The r o o t s  of t h e  so-ca l led  l t e c o l o g i c a l  

c r i s i s u  a r e  t o  be found i n  t h e  s imple  i n a b i l i t y  of popular  

sense unders tanding  t o  be " i n  t u n e v  w i t h  any p a r t i c u l a r  

a s2ec t  of t h e  envi l -oment  as it undergoes changes. This  

con'iriists s t r o n g l y  wi th  t h e  i n a b i l i t y  of cannon s e n s e  h o n i n g  

t o  be out  of touch w i t h  i t s  env i ron ing  condi t ions .  - 
Boy, as far back a s  1858, P e i r c e  noted t h a t :  "The ve ry  

o r i g i n  of t h e  concept ion  of r e a l i t y  shows t h a t  t h i s  concept ion 

e s s e n t i a l l y  involves  t h e  no t ion  of a community." But P e i r c e  

d i d  n o t  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  between comauni t ies  and l a r g e r  

agglomerat ions i n  h i s  own day. Undoubtedly, t h e r e  was fa r  l e s s  

c m s e  t o  do s o  a t  t h a t  time. Nonethe less ,  w e  can  accept  h i s  

arppnent a s  it s tands :  

"And what do we mean by t h e  r e a l ?  It is  
a concept ion which we first must have had 
when we d i scovered  t h a t  t h e r e  was a n  u n r e a l ,  
a n  i l l u s i o n ;  t h a t  is,  when we first c o r r e c t e d  
ourselves.  Now the d i s t i n c t i o n  f o r  which 



alone t h i s  f a c t  Logically ca l led ,  was 
betzeen an ens r e l a t i v e  t o  ~ r i v a t e  inward 
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determinations,  t o  the  negations belonging 
t o  idiosyncrasy,  and an ens such cs would 
stand i n  t he  Lon? run, rea l ,  then,  is 
t h a t  which. sooner or  late??, inf ornat ion and 
reasoning <~ould f i n a l l y  r e s u l t  i n ,  and which 
is therefore ndependent cf the vagar ies  of 
me and you, '1 7k 

3ut  perhaps, given Peirce ' s u n c r i t i c a l  and unexplained 

use of 'community' i n  t h i s  case,  t h e r e  is ye t  a f u r t h e r  

d i s t i n c t i o n  buried i n  h i s  analysis .  That i s  the  d i s t i n c t i o n  

between conrnon sense r e a l i t y  and po2ula.r sense r e a l i t y ,  I n  

f a c t ,  t he  word ' r e a l '  has Seen c a r e f u l l y  avoided throughout 

a l l  t he  fore@cing chapters  of t h i s  paper because of a 

conviction on the w r i t e r ' s  part t h a t  such a poss ib le  d i s t i n c t i o n  

between t h e  knowledce provided b ~ r  conjoint  a c t i v i t y  and t h a t  

:.~hich has a rnerelg verbz l  Sase, is i r r e t r i evab ly  obscured i n  

the use of t he  word ' r e a l ' ,  The word ' a c t u a l '  has been used 

herein t o  r e f e r  t o  t h a t  viex of the  world which is formed i n  

t ransact ions .  That c c t u a l i t y  i s  determined i n  s o c i a l  

circurnstrxnces is  a point  on which agreement with Peirce  f i rmly  

r e s t s .  But t h a t  a c t u a l i t y  is  t o t a l l y  f r e e  from !'the vagaries 

of you and met1 is  obviously false under the view expressed 

here. A uniform " r e a l i t y "  czn only be the product of e 

uniformity of experience. A s  f a r  ss the  net of l i n p i s t i c  

u t terence catches " r e a l i t y 1 ' ,  an zgreenent of sameness depends 

upon a uniform understanding, a shcred experience of ac tua l  

conditions. 

Sow, there  must be a di f ference bet~veen the  " r ea l i t y"  

of mountains as seen by plz ins  dwel le rs ,  and on t h e  other hand 

as seen by mountain dve l le rs .  I n  p reh i s to r i c  t i n e s ,  given 
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t h a t  t h e r e  iias l i t t l e  c o n t a c t  between t h e  two groups,  t h e r e  

would understandably be a ~ r ~ e a t  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  spoken languages,  

This n ~ t t e r  i?_zs been mzde z m e a t  .-, deal of under t h e  t i t l e  

"Sai~ir-Vhorf IIypothesisf '  bu t  i t s  r o o t s  a r e  t o  be found i n  

t h e  work of Pe i rce  and i t s  r a n i f i c a t i o n s  loom l a r g e  i n  t h e  

works of Dewey and Mead. I n  oz1der t o  avoid t h e  p i t f a l l s  and 

~ ~ s s w n p t i o n s  of u n i v e r s a l i t y  i n h e r e n t  i n  t h e  use of t h e  term 

" r e a l i t y 1 ' ,  - a c t u a l i t y  x i 1 1  heze in  be used t o  denote  knowings 

of a s p e c i f i c  GOUP a t  2 s p e c i f i c  t ime  ana place.  The 

p o s s i S i l i t g  of a d e t a i l e d  genera l  a c t u a l i t y  is  denied,  There 

can be no d e t a i l e d ,  universaLly  a p p l i c a b l e ,  geography, a l though  

these  can  be c e r t a i n  geographica l  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s ,  and s o  it 

is wi th  a c t u a l i t y .  General  s t a t e m e n t s  can be made about it, 

but  i n  t o t a l ,  an a c t u s l i t y  is p a r t i c u l a r  t o  people ,  time and 

place.  

O f  course ,  t h i s  t r ea tmen t  of t h e  word ' r e a l i t y '  w i l l  

r a i s e  t h e  hackles  of phi losophers  of t h e  magical- theological  

type ,  bu t  i f  t h e i r  h a i r  is not  a l r e a d y  s t s n d i n g  on end, t h e n  

they have no t  understood t h e  r e s t  of t h i s  paper c l e a r l y .  There 

is  noth ing  e s s e n t i a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  i n  t h i s  t r ea tmen t  than  i n  t h a t  

o f f e r e d  by Dexey, however, and i n  h i s  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of 

t r a d i t i o n 3 1  ph i losoph ica l  v ievs  of t h e  word, he was d r i v e n  by 

t h e  incons i s t ency  of such  vie:.as t o  r e j e c t  t h e  word a l t o g e t h e r :  

"Eezli t :  : A s  co:monly used ,  it may r a n k  a s  
tKwrnos  4 metaphysical  of a l l  words i n  t h e  
most obnoxious sense of ne taphys ics ,  s i n c e  
i t  is supposed t o  name something which l i e s  
underneath and behind a l l  knowing, and y e t ,  
as R e a l i t y ,  sometaing incapable  of b e i n g  
known i n  f a c t  and as f a c t ,  "77 

3 u t  t h e  cond i t ions  under which popular sense  f l o u r i s h e s ,  



nourish a kind of " r e a l i t y t 1 .  That i s ,  a commonly accepted 

vies.: of z f f a i r s  which, s i n c e  it i s  divorced from t h e  c rad le  

of con jo in t  t r ansac t ions ,  sca rce ly  j u s t i f i e s  t he  name 

a c t u a l i t j ~ .  llather than  an evolving, genuine, shared f e e l i n &  
p- 

or  deep understanding of a given type of event i n  space and 

time, t h e  mass bureaucra t ic  s o c i a l  o rder  pronotes a spurious 

and shzllo?: miaicry of a c t u ~ l i t y .  The conjoint  bu t  l i a i t e d  

understandings of comon sense nre  replaced by a general 

l e x i c a l  f ac i l - i t y ,  unl imi ted i n  scope and inconsequent ia l i ty .  

So it hcs been t h a t  the  condi t ions  uader ly ing the  spread 

of t h e  doc t r ine  of individual ism,  culminating i n  t h e  r i s e  of 

mass popular  sense,  has r a i s e d  "a f a l s e  lexicon of . . .c l ichest t ,  

but t he  "degenerate s a c e r d o t d  author i ty1 '  possessed by these  

c l i ches  of popular sense  r e s t s  on t h e i r  being t h e  predoninant 

xorld-view and d-ivorced from t h e  a c t u a l  undertakings of conmon 

sense kno:;iin,g. Each man has become deprived of a genuine p lace  

i n  t he  world thereby. Ins tead  of conmunal t r ansac t ions  on a 

huaan s c a l e  and a profound understanding of h i s  own place i n  

the  environne,rt, popular sense man e x i s t s  i n  an i s o l a t e d  

i l l u s o r y  world of popular  imagining; sus ta ined by a f a i t h  i n  

po2ular credenda, i ncu lca t ed  i n  a factory-system f o r  mass 

i ndoc t r inz t ion  f ron  e a r l y  childhood t o  adulthood, and supported 

by t he  nedia-baxnmges of popular sense  thencefor th  u n t i l  death. 

A s  n consequence, a f a i t h  i n  t h e  f a n t a s t i c ,  a h igh regard f o r  

aag i ca l  so lu t ions ,  and a s tup id  i nconsequen t i a l i t y  i n  p r a c t i c a l  

~ f f a i r s  bo th  2hysical  and s o c i a l ,  mark the  emergence of popular  

sense man a s  a new and degenerate type  a r i s i n g  from the  

d i s a s t r o u s  dec l ine  and death  of t h e  common sense  environment. 



38 . 
I n t e l l i g e n c e  and Change - 

1. S o c i a l  I n t e l l i g e n c e  
-I---- - 

I n t e l l i g e n c e  i s  a  broad word, b u t  i n  one s e n s e  a t  l e a s t ,  

it is  cus tomar i ly  used t o  r e f e r  t o  a t r a i t  of minds o r  more 

concre te  th ings .  I n  such  cases  it i n d i c a t e s  approval  o r  

apprec ia t ion .  A man might say t h a t  he f i n d s  a c e r t a i n  dog 

o r  horse  i n t e l l i g e n t ,  m d  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, he might say  

th t  he alia~iys thought  t h a t  Shakesseare  nus t  have been a very  

i n t e l l i g e n t  man. Such conrnonality a s  t h e r e  is i n  t h e s e  

s tn tements  l i e s ,  i n  t h e  f e e l i n g  of approval  they  genera te  - 
a s o r t  of r e s p e c t  f o r  an iinplied success .  Now whatever e l s e  

misht be argued about t h e  idea  of i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  it does no t  

t ake  a g r e a t  l e a p  of diplomacy t o  e s t a b l i s h  an agreement 

t h a t  i n t e l l i g e n c e  i s  concerned wi th  success.  

Such a narrow admission i s  s u f f i c i e n t  upon which t o  b u i l d  

as 2 p p e c i ~ t i . o ~  thz t  i n t e l l i g e n c e  is no t  a m a t t e r  of mind 

( x h a t e v e ~  t h a t  mcy prove t o  be) a s  much a s  it is a matter  of 

survival..  A t  Least i n  l e s s  confused forms of l i f e ,  success  and 

s u r v i v a l  a r e  p r e t t y  inuch t h e  same. But i n  t h e  l i n g u i s t i c  node, 

a new dimension is added t o  pure ly  b i o l o g i c a l  L i f e ;  t h a t  i s  

t h e  c u l - t u r a l  d inens ion ,  and it i s  i n  t h i s  realm t h a t  hurnan 

successes  and f a i l u r e s  g e n e r a l l y  a r e  i n i t i a t e d  even if t h e y  do 

not  come t o  a f i n d  f lower ing  t h e r e .  I n  t h e  s e n s e  t h a t  

surviva3- i s  e i t h e r  some thin^ you a r e  f o r  o r  a g a i n s t ;  you 

cannot be i n d i f f e r e n t  t o  it i n  a c t i o n ,  even i f  you pretend t o  

be i n d i f f e r e n t  i n  conversat ion.  Even l i n g u i s t i c  behavior  

u l t i m a t e l y  connects x i t h  ques t ions  of su rv iva l .  It has beeg 

argued t h a t  a l l  r e f e r e n t s  cf sign-behavior a r e  i n  a c t i o n ,  and 
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t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  a11 a c t i o n s  i n c r e a s e  o r  dec rease  chances 

f o r  s u r v i v a l  ct some p o i n t  i n  t ime ,  s i g n  behavior  u l t i m a t e l y  

r e fe r s  t o  ma t t e r s  of s u r v i v a l .  

I f  t h i s  be s o ,  t h e n  it seems reasonable  t o  a rgue  t h a t  

evidence of i n t e l l i g e n c e  is  t o  be found i n  a c t i o n .  O r  i n  t h e  

long r u n ,  b i o l o g i c a l l y  speaking, i n  t h e  s u r v i v a l  of a spec ies .  

I n  c o r o l l a r y ,  it seems t h a t  one might speak of t h e  i n t e l l i g e n c e  

of i n d i v i d u a l  organisms a s  sonewhat d i s t i n c t  from t h e  

i n t e l l i g e n c e  of t h e i r  spec ies .  But i n  an impor tant  w a y ,  t h e s e  

two a r e  i n t i m t e l y  connected,  and t h a t  i s  i n  t h e  broad h i s t o r i c a l  

overview. By and l a r g e ,  t h a t  which b e n e f i t s  t h e  i n d i v i d u n l ,  

b e n e f i t s  t h e  mass of i n d i v i d u a l s .  

But of course,  i f  i n t e l l i g e n t  a c t i o n  is a c t i o n  which is 

l i a b l e  t o  r e s u l t  i n  s u r v i v a l ,  t h e n  judging i n t e l l i g e n c e  is a 

d i f f i c u l t  t a s k  indeed,  f o r  t h e  whimsies of t h e  f u t u r e  a r e  no t  

r evea led  t o  mortals.  Nonetheless,  e x m p l e s  of reasonably 

i n t e l l i g e n t  conduct abound. For  only  those c r e a t u r e s  which 

have been i n  the  a a i n  i n t e l l i g e n t  up t o  t h i s  p o i n t ,  a r e  with 

us  today. One major s t u g i d i t y ,  a d  you out  of t h e  game. 

A p e r s i s t e n t  s t u p i d i t y ,  and your s p e c i e s  i s  out  of t h e  game. 

Viewed i n  such a  n a t u r a l i s t i c  L igh t ,  i n t e l l i g e n c e  t a k e s  

on a ve ry  t r a n s z c t i o n a l  tone. I t  i s  c l e a r l y  as much a mat t e r  

of t h e  environment as it is z mat te r  of t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  organism 

o r  s p e c i e s .  Out of t h e  e n v i r o m e n t  come t h e  v a r i o u s  kinds 02 

problems, changes i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of  t h e  environmental  f l u x ,  

a g a i n s t  which i n t e l l i ~ e n c e  is measured, a d  out  of which, it 

is shaped o r  provoked. To t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  t h e  upcoming v a g a r i e s  

of any s i t u a t i o n  a r e  n o t  knovm, but  may be guessed a t  i n  terms 
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oL p r o h b i l i t y ,  a k ind  of b iased  f l e x i b i l i t y  would see.n t o  

be t h e  b e s t  s t ance  froin xi-iicli 311;. o r p m i s n  or s e c i e s  inight 

hope t o  s p r i n ~  i r t o  i 5 tn l l i r ; cn t  act ion.  Eut o gn- A ;:~A,L, ------ Y ~ c j l i t y  ----.- 
of bureaucracy is  immobil i ty ,  it f o l l o w s  t h a t  a b u r e a u c r a t i c  

s o c i e t ?  i s  lundnnen ta l ly  u n i n t e l l i g e n t .  It should  f u r t h e 2  be 

s a i d  t h n t  t h e  i n t e l l i g e n t  s o c i a l  o r d e r  is  t h e  one t h a t  enebles  

i ts p a r t i c i p a n t s  and i t s e l f  (as a consequence) t o  survive.  

An i n t e l l i g e n t  orcanism is n s u r v i v i n g  organism. An i n t e l l i g e n t  

s o c i e t y  i s  n sWvivin;; soc ie ty .  An i n t e l l i g e n t  biosphere is 

a surviving biosphere. Granted, t h e  t e r a  ' i n t e l l i g e n c e '  is  

a l s o  used i n  a conpr.i.~3.tive sense.  To use it t h u s  presupposes 

2 f orelmov~ledge of e v e n t s  l end in3  t o  continued s u r v i v a l  o r  

demise, and c o n s t i t u t e s  an  i n s t a n c e  of the  s o s t  common academic 

c o n c e i t ;  t h a t  ah ich  De;~ey t e r w d  # t h e  ?hi losophers  f a l l a c y 1 ' ,  

ncmelg t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  vhntever  i s  found t o  be t r u e  under 

c e r t o i n  cond i t ions  may h e n c e f c r t i  be a s s e r t e d  t o  be u n i v e r s a l l y  
7 G  t rue .  A v  coi.l;3ar3tive e s t i n c t e  of i n t e l l i g e n c e  can only be 

reasonably assu ied  t o  be p r o b a l i l i s t i c  i n  n a t u r e  and ought 

t o  be s o  used. 

%is should n o t  de te r  us ,  however,  f r o n  i n q u i r i n g  i n t o  

t h e  foundat ions  of i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  nor  froin s t a t i n g  t ha t  one 

social  f o m  nay be e o r e  product ive of it than  another .  

I n t e l l i g e n c e  is n q u a l i t y  of l i f e ,  vh ich  d i s t i n g u i s h e s  t h e  

l i v i n g  f r o n  t h e  non- l iv ing;  t h e  mutable froin t h e  immutable. 

But arnonfi t h e  u s e r s  of a language, i n t e l l i g e n c e  takes on a 

new dimension, end rathe]: t h ~ n  merely being an  a t t r i b u t e  

der ived  from p x r t i c i p o t i o n  i n  n s u p e r i o r  gene poo l ,  it 

becomes an  o t t r i b u t e  of o s o c i a l  Group; an outcome of 



h i ~ b i t s  and custom occurs according t o  the predoainant 

requirements of t h e  group. Where customs nodify i n  accordmce 

with changed condit ions,  intel1ip:ence i s  manifested; where 

ironclad t r a d i t i o n s  f a i l  t o  y i e l d ,  a form of s t u p i d i t g  shows 

i t s e l f .  In t e l l i gence  i s  not change per  s e ,  but a readiness 

t o  change appropriately i n  the f ace  of a genuine need f o r  

ciiange.7q Chaos is not i n t e l l i gence ,  nor is s t a s i s ,  unless 

s t a s i s  i s  t h e  requirement. 

Among men, common sense is the  bas i s  of i n t e l l i gence  

s ince it i s  the  nexus of word and deed. As a consequence i t  

can be seen t h a t  condit ions xhich f o s t e r  common sense,  f o s t e r  
I 

i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  both conjo in t ly  i n  the  modification of customs, I 

1, 

and seve ra l ly  i n  the  modification of habits.  It is through , 

comunicat ion,  a nnlcing common, t h a t  conjoint needs a re  I, 

perceived and conjoint  changes a re  made, but it is i n  ac t ion  I( 

t h a t  these  changes a r e  manifested. I 

The t h r u s t  of po$ular sense, however, is  toward a s t a t i c  

uniformity. It is  no longer i n  touch with the  wellsprings of 

adaptat ion,  t h a t  is ,  conjoint  act ion.  But s ince  conmon sense 

is the  b a s i s  of knoxledge within the  bureaucrat ic s t a t e ,  it 

f ollo~uts t h a t  bureaucracy is fundamentally un in te l l igen t .  

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

adaptat ion nay mean i t s  end. Sone for:n of cumbersome 

immobility seems t o  have brought about the downfall of the  

great  bureaucrat ic s t a t e s  of history.D0 But i n  tho  case of 

the modern bureaucrat ic s t a t e ,  the  s i t u a t i o n  is w c h  more 

serious. ?lot only is bureaucracy nose pervasive, but within 



between 1 - i n : y i s t i c  behavio:: alzd non-1 i l 1 ~ i s t i . c  behavior ,  

It is i n  t h i s  s e t t i n g  t h c t  o b j e c t s  a r e  m d e  and d i e .  It i s  

t h i s  c r e a t i o n  znd dea th  of o b j e c t s  t h c t  is t h e  important  

" n i s s i n ~ ~ "  s i d e  of d u ~ i l i s t  o r  n e n t a l i s t i c  e p i s t e ~ ~ o l o g i e s  which 

u l t i r m t e l y  cannot r i v e  2 ~ o o d  cccount  of hurncn knowledge of 

o b j e c t s  because they  cannot  g ive  a good exp lana t ion  of t h e  

ex i s t ence  o r  na ture  of  o b j e c t s  i n  t h e  first p lace .  I n  con- 

j o i n t  a c t i v i t y  a r e  t o  be found both  t h e  t r a n s a c t i o n s  between 

312n and t h e  n s t u r n l  e n ~ i ~ o l m e n t  which c r e a t e  ( th rough  e f f o r t s  

t o  s z t i s f y  cons tan t ly  a r i s i n g  needs)  th ings  of i n t e r e s t  and 

t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  f o z  v e r b a l  in te~ : : c t ion  bet~veen t h e  a c t o r s ,  who 

must coord ina te  such e f f o r t s ,  Thus, i n  Dewey's words, . . , 
"l ingyuist ic  behavior sugewenes  on o t h e r  more immediate and, 

-*I.-- - -..--- 
s o  t o  s a y ,  ~ h y s i o l o g i c a l  nodes of behavior ,  2nd t h a t  i n  

s u p e r v e n i n ~  it d s o  i n t e r v e n e s  in t h e  course of t h e  l a t t e r  s o  ---- 
t h n t  through t h i s  n e d i a t i o n  r e ; ; u l m i t y ,  c o n t i n u i t y ,  g e n e r a l i t y  

becorde p r o p e r t i e s  of t h e  course o f  even t s ,  s o  t h a t  they are 

r a i s e d  t o  a plane or  ̂ r e a s o n i ~ l e n e s s ' ~ .  'then l i n g u i s t i c  behavior  

modifies non-l inL;uis t ic  behavior t o  t h e  2o in t  t h a t  a c e r t a i n  

regular it;^ i n  t h e  c h n r a c t e r  02 c o n j o i n t  t r a n s z c t i o n s  occurs ,  

an o b j e c t  i s  coxing i n t o  exis tence .  Looked a t  from t h e  p o i n t  

of vieis of a n  a l r e c d j  e x i s t i n g  o b j e c t  , am app le ,  f o r  example, 

is a c e r t a i n  r e r p l n r i t y  i n  the onroiiic-. +. chain of t r a n s a c t i o n s  

involv ing  a c e r t a i n  a s p e c t  of t h e  e n v i r a m e l ~ t ,  a c e r t a i n  s e t  
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of p h y s i o l o g i c a l  occurrences ,  and a  c e r t a i n  p ropens i ty  

t07;ia~d 2 l i n g u i s t i c  u t t e rance .  

Should anples  c o n s i s t e n t l y  fail t o  s a t i s f ; ~  t h e  need 

t h a t  nas  becoine a s s o c i a t e d  s;lith t h e  whole s e t  of t r a n s a c t i o n s  

t h a t  a t t a c h e s  t o  t h e  u t t e r a n c e  "a?ple1 ' ,  then  a break  i n  t h e  

r e ~ p l n i t y  occurs and ~ f t e r  a t ime,  t h e  it~hole s e t  of t r a n s -  

a c t i o n s ,  l i n p i s t i c  and non- l ingu i s t i c  , w i l l  q u i e t l y  r e t r e a t  

i n t o  t h e  generc l  i ' lov of chan{:es out  of which it i n i t i a l l y  

cx~ie.  Such xould a l s o  be t h e  c m e  i f  any o t h e r  p a r t  of the  

cont;lonerntion of tra. i isnctions xe re  interrupteci ,  f o r  example, 

i f  t h e  r e d ,  soael::hat ~ l o b u l n r  , e d i b l e ,  e tc .  environmental 

aspec* should  d iscont i l lue ,  t h e  connect ion vould a l s o  be 

broken. 

I n  t h e  ::esi>ect o: i-t- Seinf-; r e a d i l y  forrned. and ext inguished 

a t  x p p ~ ~ o ~ r i n t e  t i n e s ,  L i n g u i s t i c  behavior can be more o r  l ess  

i n t e l l i g e n t .  :hen i t  i s  cl-osel,;. connected t o  t he  conglomeration 

of t ~ r , n s c c t i o n s  of irhic'r; i t  is a p a r t ,  it is  w i t h i n  t h e  s y s t e n  

which nay e x t i n ~ v i s h  it and c a l l  f o r t h  soine o t h e r  more 

approlmiate  connection. tihen it becones n mat te r  of widespread 

b e l i e f  o r  d o c t r i n e ,  nowever, t h e n  it is out of touch,  s o  t o  

s j e a k ,  1 5 t h  r e l a t e d  t ~ * n n s a c t i o n s .  ?he : , o s s ib i l i ty  of change 

is reduced :mu t k t  behsvior  becomes u n i n t e l l i & e n t .  Bow, s i n c e  

such l i n g u i s t i c  behr,vior i s  !.inl:ed t o  " : p l ~ y s i o l o ~ i c a l n  behavior  

i n  which it i n t e r v e n e s ,  then  n v ~ o l e  a a t t e r n  of behavior ,  no t  

merely an u t t e r a n c e ,  becomes u n i n t e l l i g e n t .  I n  f a c t ,  t h e r e  is 

no such t h i q  a s  r~ n n e r e l f  u t t e r a n c e ,  but  always t h e r e  is a 

p o u ?  of 'behaviors t h a t  t z a v e l  t o g e t h e r ,  s o  t o  speak,  c a l l e d  

f o r t h  by, and c a l l i n g  f o r t h  t h e  u t t e rance .  



Yhat h a s  been termed 'populzr  s e n s e '  is  simply 

u t t e r a n c e s  and r e l r t e d  behavior d ivorced  from t h e i z  d i r e c t  

connect ions t c  shzred  z c t l - ~ i t i e s  ic t h e  e w i x m x e n t .  The rz  

is no n o d i f i c a t i o n  of behavior  due t o  changing circumstance,  

thus  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  behriviors p e r s i s t  i n  s g i t e  of envi roning  

cond i t ions  which kre a n t i t h e t i c a l  t o  such Sehavior .  The 

cond i t ions  f o r  xodi f ;~ ing  t h e  l i n g u i s t i c  and non- l ingu i s t i c  

t r n n s a c t i o n n l  l i n l r  a r e  roughly those  t h a t  fozmed i t ,  :inere 

needs and cond i t ions  n e e t  togiether coopera t ing  

ind iv idua l s .  Ifhen an ' o b j e c t '  p e r s i s t s  o u t s i d e  of t h e  

cond i t ions  t h a t  r e q u i r e  it, it has  become a m a t t e r  of d o c t r i n e  -- 
and i s  an t i - evo lu t ionary  and u n i n t e l l i g e n t  inasmuch as it c a l l s  

f o r t h  behavior  of l i t t l e  va lue ,  o r  p o s s i b l y  of nega t ive  va lue  

t o  t h e  s u r v i v a l  of n c u l t u r a l  z ~ o u p ,  This is  t h e  b a s i s  of 

t h e  u n i n t e l l i g e n c e  of 1,opular sense ,  

P o p u l a ~  sense i s  t k e  mode of 1i10st non-ex-perimental, 

n o n - s c i e n t i f i c  academic d iscuss ion .  Rcther t h a n  a  con jo in t  

and e q l o r a t o r y  s e t  of t r a n s z c t i o n s  of knowins, what is more 
7 

g e n e r a l l y  undertaken i s  a d i s c u s s i o n  of what is  supposedlg 

t h a t  is ,  popular  sense. Divorced from a c t i o n ,  such 

behavior becones u n i n t e l l i g e n t  and if c a r r i e d  t o  an extreme, 

r e s u l t s  i n  what Dewey h a s  termed t h e  " p h i l o s o p h e r ' s  f a l l a c y " :  

"So common i s  it t h a t  one ques t ions  whether 
o r  not  it a i g h t  be c a l l e d  t h e  p h i l o s o p h e r ' s  
f alla.cy. It c o n s i s t s  i n  t r s u p ; ~ o s i t i o n  t h a t  
whatever is  found .true under c e r t a i n  cond i t ions  
may f o r t h v i t h  be a s s e r t e d  u n i v e r s a l l y  o r  without 
ti:nlts and condi t ions .  Because a t h i r s t y  man 
~ e t s  s a t i s f  n c t i o ~ ~  i n  dr inkin-r  b l i s s  
c o n s i s t s  i n  b e i ~ g  dr.owned. I, 82 

A s  a p a r t  02 the f u l l  complemeat of 2 h y s i c a l  t r a n s a c t i o n s  t h a t  
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a r e  a j ? a ~ t  of on o b j e c t  a s  it grows i n  con jo in t  c c t i v i t 7 ,  

l i n i t s  2nd cond i t ions ,  normally n p a r t  of t h e  zccompjnyinc; 

c i rcumstnnces,  ire no lcnger  p a r t  of t h e  p a t t e r n  i n  popula r  

sense d i s c u s s i o n ;  2nd t h u s  d i v e s t e d  o f  the  c i r cu i -~s tonces  of 

couinon s e n s e ,  words s t r e t c h  out of a l l  p ropor t ion  t o  t h e i r  

o r i g i n a l  sense.  The u s e  of language as a c a l c u l u s  without 

f requent  t e s t s  i n  o c t i o n ,  is t h e r e f o r e  a dangerous grocedure 

f o r  those  wi th  an i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  t r u t h .  

The use  of lanquare  as a c a l c u l u s  r e s t s  on a  confidence . < 

i n  t h e  inde2endence of i;ords fro111 cond i t ions  t h a t  is  a h a l l -  

mark of a b e l i e f  i n  nagic .  I1agi.c is  t h e  b e l i e f  i n  t h e  power 

of words a lone  t o  change a c t u a l  condi t ions .  Any b e l i e f  i n  t h e  

c o r r e c t n e s s  of a d o c t r i n e  i n  t h e  f a c e  of o-jposing evidence,  

o r  without  an  e f f o r t  t o  s u b s t a n t i a t e  t h e  claims of d o c t r i n e  

by an a c t u a l  t e s t  a l s o  c o n s t i t u t e s  E f a i t h  i n  megic. The use  

of 'magict  es a term t o  denote such a f a i t h ,  is  n o t  too  s t rong .  

It is inerely o !:ny of i n d i c c t i n g  a common f e a t u r e  of a l l  forins 

of s u 2 e r s t i t i o n ,  be t h e y  relic,-ious , p o l i t i c a l ,  o r  ph i losoph ica l .  

In $ h i s  r e g a r d ,  Dewey wrote: 

"The essence of a l l  hocus pocus is t h e  
suppos i t ion  t h a t  r e s u l t s  can be accomplished 
without t h e  j o i n t  z d a p t s t i o n  t o  ench o t h e r  of 
human povlers and physic-: conditions. .  . 
Belief i n  magic d id  n o t  c e a s e  when t h e  coa r se r  
forms of ~ u p e ~ s t i t i o u s  p r a c t i c e  ceased. The 
p r i n c i p l e  of m g i c  is found iiienever i t  is 
hoped t o  ge t  r e s u l t s  i n t e l l i g e n t  
c o n t r o l  of neans . "63  

The enornous s u c c e s s  of t e c h n o l o g i c a l  a c t i v i t y  r e s t s  on 

t h e  d i r e c t  comect ion between t h e  develoament of t o o l s  and t h e  

p r a c t i c a l  t e s t  of  such t o o l s  i n  a c t u a l  use. There is very  

l i t t l e  roon f o r  nag ic  i n  t h e  ar ts  of t h e  p r a c t i c a l  except i n  
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soae c a s e s  of c o e x i s t i n g  but  unnecessary r i t u a l s ,  Such 

r i t u a l s  as those  surroundin,.; t h e  launching of a s h i p  r e p r e s e n t  

e f f o r t s  S g  the  a z s t e r s  cf d c c t r i n e  s a d  hocus pccus t o  c o z t r o l  

t h e  f o r c e  of techno1oll;y. Tiagical c o n t r o l s  over  t h e  g r a c t i c n l  

mts a r e  no!;adays e k s i l y  broken br nei: developnents  which g ive  

technolo[;y a l i f e  and d i r e c t i o n  of i t s  own. Unfor tunate ly  it 

seeas  t h a t  technology h~ : s  s l i p ~ e d  first f r o n  t h e  hands of 

everydcy p r a c t i t i o n e r s ,  thence i n t o  t h e  hands of m g i c i a n s ,  

and norr t n e  t o o l s  a r e  cveatini: (and beginning t o  s a t i s f y )  

t h e i r  o!;n denunds. 

On t h e  o the r  hand, t h e  r e l a t i v e  s tngnz t ion  of t h e  

evo lu t ion  of i n t e l l i g e n t  s o c i a l  forms can be t r a c e d  t o  t h e  

i n - ~ o r t a n c e  of.' t h e  control.  or" d o c t r i n e  over s o c i a l  behavior. 

S e l i e f ,  n o t  p r a c t i c a l  exper ience ,  now forrns t h e  b a s i s  of s o c i a l  

order.  The d e s i r e  t o  r e s t o r e  hanging as a cure  f o r  a r i s e  i n  

t h e  ~ e n e r n l  incidence of murder i s  probably n c a s e  i n  poin t .  

The b i b l i c : ~ l  be l i e f  i n  a r igh teous  n g 2 l i c a t i o n  of t h e  f o r c e s  

of vengeance a s  a proper  response t o  c r iminal  a c t i v i t y  has  

confused and tbwi r t ed  e f f o r t s  t o  understand crime as an a s p e c t  

of t h e  t o t a l  s o c i a l  scene.  "It i s  hoped t o  g e t  r e s u l t s  with- 

out i n t e l l i g e n t  cont ro l  of neans," 

2. Ends Are !jeans: A Czse agn ins t  ; i i s to r i c i sm 
-L - 

The Reformation and t h e  subsequent  r i s e  of t h e  t e c h n o l o g i c a l  

s o c i e t y  n o t  only d i v e s t e d  nan of h i s  c lose  p a r t n e r s h i p  i n  t h e  

economic f a c t s  of l i f e  b u t  s l s o  i n  many o the r  a r e a s  a s  well. 

Education, f o r  example, was no l o n ~ e r  e n a t t e r  f o r  t h e  

f m i l i a r  group. C h i l d r e n  were r a p i d l y  a s s i m i l a t e d  i n t o  t h e  
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growing p r o l e t a r i a t  as individual  economic atoms, The 

conditions of the economic enslevement of p ro le t a r i an  

chi ldren were t r v l y  h o r r i b l e ,  b u t  even a f t e r  t h e i r  gradrral 

emancipation, they never regained t h e  worth and sense of 

purpose they has a s  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  nembers of the  medieval 

conmunity. To t h i s  day, education is  applied a s  the  aass 

so lu t ion  t o  the  needs of chi ldren,  notwithstanding t h a t  they 

need ? laces  within the  connunity of men; not a separa te  mass 

i n s t i t u t i o n  of t h e i r  own. Thus even today, individualism 

has g r o p e s s e d  t o  the  extent  t h a t  ch i ldren  a r e  law a l i ena ted  - 
from the  l i v e s  of t h e i r  parents,  

The f e e l i n g  of i s o l z t i o n  within  the  tremendous machine 

was so acute  t h a t  it accelera ted an i n t e l l e c t u a l  phenomenon 

t h a t  fins Seen termed by Dexey, "The Quest f o r  Certainty",  

The col1:ipse of the  su2portive circumstances f o r  common sense 

lcnowing threw men back on doctrine cs the  source of meaning 

f o r  l i f e ,  

The prac t ica l  a f f a i r s  of men d e a l  with unique s i t u a t i o n s ,  

no two of which a re  ever exactly a l ike .  Thus t h e r e  is inherent  

i n  man's t ransac t ions  a degree of uncer tz inty  t h a t  is  more 

o r  l e s s  i n  inverse groport ion t o  the  f a n i l i a r i t y  of the 

circumstances encountered, '3y v i r t u e  of the inherent  i n s e c u r i t y  

i n  p r a c t i c a l  a f f a i r s ,  t h e  a r t s  of t he  p z c t i c a l  have t r ad i t ion -  

a l l y  been looked dorm upon by those who sou[;ht t o  a t t a i n  absolute  

secu r i ty  by supernatural  means, It h2s been i n  t h e  advantage 

of nost  p rac t i t i one r s  of the  magical a r t s  of r e l i g i o n  t o  i n s i s t  

t h a t  pe r fec t  ce r t a in ty  was a t t a i n a b l e ,  if not on Earth,  a t  

l e a s t  i n  t h e  great Hereafter.  The l imi ted s e c u r i t y  avai lable '  
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i n  everyday l i f e  was o f f e r e d  a s  a s i ~ n  of t h e  i n f e r i o r i t y  

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

l e d  t o  t h e  belief  in n m o w  cer * tn in  w o r l d  else~??here, 

Th i s  t r a d i t i o n  of s u p e r n a t u r a l  c e r t a i n t y  pe. l -s is ts  i n  

many f o r m .  The e x t o l l e d  v i r t u e s  of mathematics l i e  i n  i t s  

p r e c i s i o n  and its c la ims  t o  a b s o l u t e  t r u t h s .  Logic is seen  

a s  a system of d i scovered  t r u t h s  r a t h e r  than  t h e  d i s t i l l a t i o n  

of acqu i red  ex2~er ience .  I n  f a c t ,  i n  t h e  eyes of many 

gh i losophers ,  t h e  v i r t u e  of phi losophy l i e s  n o t  i n  i t s  

g e n e r a l i t y  bu t  i n  i t s  supposed nea rness  t o  t r u t h .  Truth 

i t s e l f  is  s e e n  as nn a b s o l u t e  - G c e r t a i n t y  - r a t h e r  than  an  

asyslptot ic  ex.;-nr.ession denot ing  s g e r f e c t i o n  u n a t t a i n a b l e  

ou t s ide  02 cont r ived  a x i o n a t i c  s y s t e m  . The coraplexity of 

such sgstems o f t en  obscures  t h e i r  fundmenta l  c i r c u l a r i t y  

t h e  a t t c i n e d  t r u t h s  t u r n  ou t  a b s o l u t e  because 

they a r e  i n i t i a l l y  d e f i n e d  t h a t  way. 

The r e v i t n l i z e d  q u e s t  f o r  c e r t a i n t y  fo l lowing  t h e  

u n s e t t l i n c  events  02 t h e  Fe fo rna t ion  l ead  m n  t o  seek  

c e r t n i n t y  i n  t'neir a o s t ~ c c t  v i s i o n s  of nature.  The removal 

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

t h a t  could only  be f i l l e d  by t h e  f i n d i n g  equiva lent  

c e r t a i n t i e s  i n  nnture.  :'e:;r:1;7dinc t h i s  change, Dewey wrote: 

"The s c i e n t i f i c  r e v o l u t i o n  of t h e  seventeenth  
century e f f e c t e d  a treat :nodification. Science 
i t s e l f  t9rou,gTi t h e  aid of mthernat ics  c a r r i e d  
t h e  scheme of demonstrat ive knowledge over  t o  
n a t u r a l  o b j e c t s .  The "lawst1 of t h e  n a t u r a l  
world had t h a t  f i x e d  c h a r a c t e r  which i n  t h e  
o l d e r  scheme had belonged only t o  r a t i o n a l  and ' 
i d e a l  f o m s .  "84 

Since  c e r t a i n t i e s  lvere sought ,  c e r t a i n t i e s  were found, 



pxrsued lnerely because t h e y  iaere t h e r e ,  but because they had 

over  the i n i l l e ~ ~ i z  e x h i b i t e d  .rn zlrnor t -t;heoLnr~-i .# UI c s 1  c ~ ) n s t z n c ~  , 

At ten t ion  was never t u r n e d  t o  t h e  e s s e n t i a l l y  rand012 haagening5s 

of t h e  cosmos, The heavens were searched only foxb t h e  

comforting assurance of God's cont inued p e r f e c t  presence ; 

t h e  convent ional  s i g n s  of p e r f e c t i o n  were sought and found, 

Nature becane the  evidence of God's g e r f e c t  goodness, I n  

t h i s  s p i r i t  S ~ i n o z a  was ab le  t o  confe r  upon i ta ture  t h e  rime 

Natura s i v e  Deus, 1iatur.e contained a l l  t h e  emotional  -- 
a s s o c i a t i o n s  and n o r a l  f o r c e  t h a t  had h i t h e r t o  been :~ssir ;ned 

only t o  God, 

Spinoza typ i f  Les t:le e x t r a o r d i n c r y  problem of inodern 

philosophy th2.t on t h e  one hand. endeavours t o  n a i n t a i n  t h e  

c e r t a i n t y  der ived  fzoin t h e  Judeo-Chris t ian f a i t h  i n  the  

ul-ti:nate be ing ,  and t h a t  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, wants t o  claim 

modern s c i e n c e  z s  i t s  oxn, Unf o r t u n n t e l y  t h e  methodology 

of s c i e n c e ,  s i n c e  it i s  hum2 z c t i o n  i n  the  n c t u a l  wo.rLci, 

nus t  con t inue  t o  t u r n  UP u n c e r t n i n t i e s .  The most exact  

mathematical  formula t ion  ~ i l Z  u l t i m a t e l y  f a i l  because change 

is  de f ined  out  of nathemztics  i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of " t r u t h n ,  - 
But hunan t r a n s a c t i o n s  fo l low t h e  unpred ic tab le  p a t h  of 

e q u i l i b r i u n  and d i sequ i l ib r iu in  and t h u s  the  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

between inan and t h i n g s  : z l i l . l .  e v e n t u d l y  nave beyond t h e  i n e r t  

p e r f e c t i o n  of mnthenat ica l  d e s c r i p t i o n .  Thus inasmuch a s  

convent ional  philosophy ( i - e ,  t h e  philosophy of convent ions)  

maintains  t h c t  sc i ence  i s  the  s e a r c h  f o r  t r u t h ,  i t  w i l l  f i n d  
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t h e  s e a r c h  u n c e r t a i n  2nd endless .  

The s e a r c h  f o r  zeassur ing  o r d e r  s t i l l  goes on ,  n1thoup:n 

3-k tises susi?icions dnvn t h z t  t h e r e  i s  somethin? ircperzlnnent , 
convent ional  and human i n  the  o rde r  t h a t  is found. This i s  

not  s u r p r i s i n g  when it i s  considered t h a t  order  i s  i t s e l f  a 

human convent ion a p p l i e d  t o  t h e  u n i v e r s e  and n o t  f r o n  t h e  

universe  i t s e l f ,  The universe  i t s e l f  i s  p r e t t y  w e l l  mute, 

The f e e l i n t ?  t h a t  man j u s t  observes i s  s l i p p i n g  riway from t h e  

n a t u r a l  s c i e n c e s  a s  prc.ctic;?l s o l u t i o n s  t o  p r a c t i c a l  problems 

e n t a i l  t h e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of t h e  observer  a s  an a c t i v e  p a r t i c i p a n t  

i n  each e x ~ ~ e r i m e n t .  Althoush phi losophers  a r e  s t i l l  l a r g e l y  

u n w i l l i n s  t o  give up t h e i r  c l a i m  of d i r e c t  r o u t e s  t o  t r u t h ,  

t h e  r e c o g n i t i o n  t h a t  most n a t u r z l  laws a r e  not  much l i k e  t h e i r  

convent ional  h m z n  nanesakes i s  dii'd~nillg. Tnus E!ussell remarked: 

"We nov f i n d  t h a t  n g r e a t  many t h i n g s  we 
t h o u ~ h t  were n a t u r a l  Laws a r e  r e a l l y  j u s t  
humn convent ions,  You 'mow t h a t  even i n  
t h e  r e n o t e s t  depths of s t e l l a r  space t h e r e  
a r e  s t i l l  t h r e e  f e e t  t o  a yard, That i s ,  
no doubt,  a very  reraarkable f z c t ,  but  you 
~ o u l d  h a r d l y  c a l l  it  a law of na ture ,  And 
a g e n t  xnng th ings  t h a t  have been regarded 
3s lam of n a t u r e  have Seen of t h a t  kind.1~85 

The erguxent fro11 t h e  supposedly p e r f e c t  n a t u r e  of n a t u r a l  

law t o  t h e  a s s u ~ p t i o n  of a n a t u r a l  Law Giver,  t h e t  i s ,  God, 

found i n c r e a s i n g  favour  i n  the  n i n e t e e n t h  century.  Even Adam 

S n i t h  found j u s t i f  i c n t i o n  f o r  t h e  s t a t e  of economic a f f a i r s  

t h e  law-l ike r e l a t i o n s h i p  between s e l f - i n t e r e s t  and n a t i o n a l  

i n t e r e s t .  I t  is no exaggera t ion  t o  say  t h a t  he saw t h e  hand 

of God i n  t h e  c a p i t a L i s t  system, Even lwithout t h e  imposi t ion  

of God upon na tu re ,  t h e  b e l i e f  i n  n a t u r a l  law gave a f e e l i n g  



of c e r t a i n t y  t o  t h e  world t h a t  had been :nissing s i n c e  t h e  

pef ormnt ion.  I 
The ~ r e s t i s e  of c e r t a i n t y  embodied i n  t h e  claimed d i scovery  

of n a t u r a l  laws, has been s o  a t t r a c t i v e  t h a t  a lmost  a l l  branches  

of human i n v e s t i g a t i o n  have l a i d  c l a im t o  en immutable law 

o r  two i n  t h e i r  t ime,  I n  t h i s  c e z t u r y ,  governments t h a t  have 

not  j u s t i f i e d  t h e a s e l v e s  by r e f e r e n c e  t o  God's l a w ,  have 

j u s t i f i e d  t h e i r  a c t i o n s  by r e f e r e n c e  t o  o the r  forms of 

immutable law, no tab ly ,  h i s t o r i c a l  law. This  b e l i e f  has been 

termed ' h i s t o r i c i s n t 8 6 b u t  it i s  c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  b e l i e f  

i n  o t h e r  k inds  of imnutable  laws. 

The ebb and f low of human a f f a i r s  can only  be apprec ia ted  

i n  h inds igh t .  This  f a c t  i s  compell ing enough t o  cause sorne 

t h e o r e t i c i m s  t o  sugges t  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  not even any such t h i n g  

a s  t h e  present.C7 Be t h i s  :IS it may, it is  obvious t h a t  n o t h i n g  

can be s a i d  of t h e  p r e s e n t  ere it becomes t h e  p a s t .  H i s t o r i a n s  

p r e f e r  a  sornewlzat longer  vie:w through which t o  o b t a i n  a b e t t e r  

sense of t h e  p x s p e c t i v e  of t h e i r  s u b j e c t .  O f  course  t h e  

i n t e r v e n t i o n  of t i a e  {~rndu t l l ly  obscures  imporbtant d e t a i l s .  

It is an  exaraple of t h e  odd balance of l i f e  t h a t  a grasp of 

pe r spec t ive  and an understanding of n i n u t i a e  cannot  be ob ta ined  

together .  

To t h e  g r e a t e r  e x t e n t  t h e  s u b j e c t  mat ter  of a h i s t o r i a n  

is nore of t h e  broad sweep of h u w n  a x f a i r s  t h a n  of the  

i n t r i c a t e  workings of i n d i v i d u c l  l i v e s .  P a t t e r n s  and t r e n d s  

populate  t h e  h i s t o r i a n ' s  Landscape. Types and archtypes  a r e  

the components f r o n  which h i s  conclus ions  e r e  cons t ruc ted .  



I n d i v i d u a l s  f i ~ g r e  a s  exnr~ples  of t y p e s  or  us i n t e r e s t i n g  

conglonerc t ions  of t y p e s  r a t h e r  t h a n  a s  mere i n d i v i d u a l  

t:hich understanding r e s t s ,  

The h i s t o r i a n  t h u s  scans t h e  p a s t  f o r  r e p e t i t i o n s ,  

These a r e  t n e  fundcnenta l  th ings  of h i s  t rade .  Wars, f a n i n e s ,  

t r a g e d i e s  2nd triumphs a r e  t h e  o b j e c t s  of h i s t o r i c a l  s tudy,  

GS r o b i n s ,  t u r t l e s ,  f l e a s  and v~ood-Seeties are t h e  o b j e c t s  

of b i o l o g i c a l   stud^. liar 2r.d wood-beetle s r e  not  names 

bestowed 'by h i s t o r i n n  and b i o l o g i s t ,  hoveves, bu t  are every- 

day words of t h e  Eng l i sh  iaqyuiige which d e l i m i t  o r  de f ine  t h e  

wor ld  i n  wnys which nre  not  n e c e s s a r i l y  congruent with t h e  

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

I!ennrnines a r e  t l e r e i o r e  necessary ,  and t h e  development. of a 

new nomenc1::ture is t h e  sul:est s i p  of t h e  under taking  of a 

s e r i o u s  f i e l d  of t h e o r e t i c a l  s tudy*  

It  is not  s u r e r i s i n g  t h s t  tile s t u a j  of inis tory should be 

somewhat elnotionally t r a d i t i o n a l  i n  c h a r x t e r  , nos t h a t  among 

the ;>roudest t r z d i t i o n s  of h i s t o z i z n s  a r e  t h e  t r a d i t i o n s  of 

t h e i r  rnotler ton:;ues. A c:wef u l  cons ider t l t ion  of t h e  evidence 

h i s t o ~ y  p.i.ovicies 20;. tlie deveiopinent of h i s t o r i c : i l  hypotheses 

has given r . ise r;o %he nguinent t h a t  t h e  l i t e r c r y  t r a d i t i o n s  of 

h i s t o r y  ure n good t h i n g ,  s i n c e  i f  t h e  s tudy l e a v e s  behind 

t h e  renlm 01 o i d i n i i ~ y  sense  it \ t i i l l  be f e c r f u l l y  a d r i f t  with 

l i t t l e  e l s e  t o  s u s t z i n  i t ,  A t  any p a t e ,  3ure h i s t o r y  rern~xins 

a l a r g e l y  desc:+ntive and L i t e r a r y  n~:t TAnile a t t empts  a t  

e s t a b l i s h ~ n e n t  or;' s c i e n t i f i c  t h e o r i e s  of h i s t o r y  go on under 

the banner of sociology t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  most schools  of 
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soc io logy mi;;ht be t e r n e d  schools  of t h e o r e t i c a l  h i s to ry .  

Sociology Iias developed a, techlzical  terminology, n o t  h i s t o r y .  

1nsofz.r :>.s sociology r e m i ~ s  the study of  theoretical 

h i s t o r y ,  it w i l l ,  a s  a  s c i e n c e ,  r e s t  pure ly  on observat ion ,  

not on experiment, For  t h e  most p a r t ,  those who i n s i s t  on 

t h e  s o c i o l o g i s t s  r o l e  as a t h e o r e t i c a l  h i s t o r i a n  deny t h e  

p o s s i b i l i t y  of small s c a l e  s o c i o l o ~ i c n l  ex2erimentat ion as 

ii source  03 ilea-ningful data f o r  s o c i o l o ~ i c a l  theory .  It is 

c ln ined  t h a t  t h e  e x p e r i n e n t a l  nethod cannot be a p p l i e d  t o  

t h e  s o c i a l  sc i ences  Secnuse p r e c i s e l y  similar experimental  

cond i t ions  cannot be reproduced z t  w i l l ,  Cf course  t h i s  

aqgunent does not hold  water ,  s i n c e  t h e  p h y s i c i s t  o r  chemist 

cannot p r e c i s e l y  reproduce ex2erimental  cond i t ions  e i t h e r .  

If  c o n d i t i o n s  were e x a c t l y  the  saine, it would be d i f f i c u l t  

t o  determine whether or no t  t h e r e  had been two experiments 

o r  one. Uovelty and change a r e ,  e f t e r  a l l ,  t i n e  s only 

markers. 

The view that sociolofry is t h e  s tudy  of t h e o r e t i c a l  

h i s t o r y  r e s t s  on a s e t  of assumptions aSout t h e  n a t u r e  of 

h i s t o r i c a l  evidence,  p r i m z r i l y ,  t h a t  h i s t o r i c c l  evidence 

i n d i c z t e s  a law-like p rogress ion  i n  t h e  course of human even t s  

taken  a s  a  xhole,  and t h a t  t h e r e  i s  s u f f i c i e n t  evidence t o  be 

gained by t h e  r e t r o s p e c t i v e  a.naiysis of p a s t  even t s  f o r  such 

a p rogress ion  t o  be understood and f o r  its 'la.virst t o  be 

deduced. Notwithstanding t h a t  such a claim p u t s  enormous 

p ressu re  on argunents  sup2or t ing  t h e  r e l i a b i l i t y  and s u f f i c i e n c y  

of h i s t o r i c a l  evidence,  it can a l s o  be seen t h a t  t h i s  view 

r e q u i r e s  t h a t  t h e  h i s t o r i a n  be seen  2s a kind of d i s i n t e r e s t e d  

observer and not  a p a r t i c i p a t o r  i n  t h e  c r e a t i o n  of h i s to ry .  
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I n  t h i s  resaec t ,  h i s tor ic i sm i s  a version of the  bel ief  

i n  ncltural lms, clthough as Popper has  pointed ou t ,  h i s t o r i c a l  

12y: claiss, 3-e Sased on rn-ml-7- nore tenuous evidence than those 

claims rnnde i n  the  physical  sciences. 88 3urthermore, and 

perhaps most iaportunt  i n  view of t h e  p o l i t i c a l  appl icat ions  

of such a l leged  l a a s ,  i s  the connection made between the 

existence of such laws and the necess i ty  of c e r t a i n  present 

and f u t u r e  g o l i t i c a l  changes. O f  course, t h i s  represents  an 

argunent froio what is considered t o  be the case now, t o  what 

ought t o  be the  case. Such arguments i r e  cu r ren t ly  unpopular 

i n  nodem logicn l  theory,  and ought t o  be avoided especia l ly  

by those ivho $!orship Truth,  not t o  mention those resigned t o  

an inescapable degree of indeterniinisin o r  uncertainty.  If 

one were t o  hold t h a t  t h e r e  were immutable pa t t e rns  & nature 

then it might be reasonable t o  i n s i s t  t h a t  one ought t o  conform 

so as t o  evoid the  p o s s i b i l i t y  of needless d i f f i c u l t y .  A t  

f i r s t  glance,  t h i s  seems reasonable, t h a t  is ,  i f  it is an 

inescapable low of nature  t h a t  rocks f a l l  down, then  we had 

be t t e r  s t e p  aside i f  we see one i n  t h e  a i r  d i r e c t l y  above us. 

2ut t h i s  i s  a spec i f i c  instance. E x i s t e n t i a l  r e f e r e n t s  of t he  

la; a r e  i n  act ions;  events ac tua l ly  occurring. But the word 

" l a w "  even i n  t h i s  s p e c i f i c  np.alicntion leads a  double l i f e ,  

t h a t  is ,  it ccn be designate the  content  of 

general izat ions  both when ~ e p e a t e d  observations of spec i f ic  

conjunctions of t r a i t s  show no exceptions t o  those conjunctions, 

RS i n  the  instance above, and a l s o  xhen the r e l a t i o n  is  i t s e l f  

a nesber of o sgstea  of i n t e r r e l a t e d  universal  propositions. 

I n  the first case, ns has been s a i d ,  the  reference i s  



e x i s t e n t i a l ,  i n  t h e  second case t h e  word lllaw" r e f e r s  t o  2 

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

d e f i n i t e l y  non-ex l s t en t i z l .  

Zegcrding t h e  l a t t e r  case ,  Dewey wrote: 

" I n  t h e  course  of p rev ious  d i scuss ions  it 
h a s  been h e l d  t h a t  a p h y s i c a l  l a k ~ ,  such  a s  
i s  expressed 2s a r e l a t i o n  of a b s t r a c t  
c h n m c t e r s ,  i s  a  u n i v e r s a l  h y p o t h e t i c a l  
p ronos i t ion .  For excmple, t h e  law of 
g r a v i t n t i o n  i s  2 f o r m u l z t i o n  of t h e  
i n t e r r e l a t i o n  02 t h e  a b s t r a c t  c h a r a c t e r s  
mass, d i s t a n c e ,  end I t  a t t r a c t i o n " ,  But while 
t h e  c o n t e n t s  of t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n  a r e  a b s t r a c t i o n s ,  
n e v e r t h e l e s s ,  s i n c e  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n  is f raned 
wi th  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of t h e  
u l t i n a t e  e x i s t e n t i a l  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  t h e  con ten t s  
a r e  a f f e c t e d  by t h c t  i n t e n t .  Such h y p o t h e t i c a l  
u n i v e r s a l s  do not  exhaus t  t h e  p o s s i b l e  
e x i s t e n t i a l  a f f a i r s  t o  which they  may be 
app l i ed ,  and as a consequence nav have t o  be 
ebandoned i n  favour  o f  o t h e r  h y p o t h e t i c a l  
u n i v e r s a l s  which a r e  more adequate o r  
a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  the  s u b j e c t  a t  hand. T h i s  is 
i l l u s t r a t e d  by t h e  change from t h e  Newtonian 
law of g r a v i t a t i o n  t o  t h e  E i n s t e i n i a n  f o rau la t ion .  
Although b o t h  a r e  h y p o t h e t i c a l  u n i v e r s a l s  i n  
t 2 i s  sense ,  each is an e m p i r i c e l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  
c o n t r z r y  of t h e  o ther .  I n  such p r o p o s i t i o n s  
( i n c l u d i n g  t h o s e  of mathematical  p h y s i c s )  t h e  ' ' 
s t r i c t l y  n a t h e m t i c a l  phase  r e s i d e s  i n  t h e  
necessery  r e l a t i o n  which p r o p o s i t i o n s  s u s t a i n  
one t o  a n o t h e r ,  not  i n  t h e l z  c o h i .  1189 

Nox Isxs as f a c t u a l  c e n e r a l i z a t i o n s ,  as i n  t h e  i n s t a n c e  

of f a l l i n g  rocks mentioned above, have s e t s  of interac-bions 

f o r  t k e i r  s u b j e c t  i n z t t e r s ,  which d e f i n e  k inds  of events.  It  

is r e c o ~ n i z e d  t h a t  only  u n i v e r s a l  p r o p o s i t i o n s  which are 

n o n - e x i s t e n t i a l  i n  c o n t e n t  a r e  necessa ry  p ropos i t ions .  A 

p r o p o s i t i o n  having c o n t e n t s  of d i r e c t  e x i s t e n t i a l  r e fe rence  

con be n e i t h e r  u n i v e r s a l  nor necessary .  Thus t h e  f r e q u e n t l y  

expressed view t h a t  u n i v e r s a l  laws i n p l y  a n e c e s s a r i l y  ordered  

sequence of events  i s  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  t o  accepted logical p r i n c i p l e s .  



11s. 
Yet it must be a d a i t t e d  t h a t  necessa ry  u n i v e r s a l  p ropos i t ions  

( i .  s c i e n t i f i c  " laws")  seein t o  be involved i n  s c i e n t i f i c  

n ~ t b ~ . i o l o t ; y .   his is r e so lved  i n  t h e  understanding t h e t  

h y p o t h e t i c a l  u n i v e r s a l s  a s  laws a r e  necessary p r o p o s i t i o n s  

but  t h a t  f a c t u a l  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s  a r e  not. Dewey remarked: 

"The f a l l a c y  v i t i a t i n g  t h e  view t h a t  
s c i e n t i f i c  l ~ w  a r e  formula t ions  of 
unif  o-rm uncondit ioned sequences of 
change a r i s e s  from t a k i n g  t h e  f u n c t i o n  
of the  u n i v e z s a l  p r o p o s i t i o n  as i f  i t  were 
p a r t  of t h e  s t r u c t m n l  con ten t  of the 
e x i s t e n t i a l  p ropos i t ions .  '00 

Vhen t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  betkleen l o g i c a l l y  necessary  r e l a t i o n s  

i m p l i c i t  i n  ~ G V J S  os h y p o t h e t i c a l  u n i v e r s a l s  and t h e  ordered 
I 

sequence achieved S;i t h e  p o t e n t i a l  consequences of t h e  subject  

mat ter  of a f a . c t w l  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n  i s  not  maintained,  t h e  

universe  t a k e s  on a nechznicz l  a spec t .  The l o g i c a l  n e c e s s i t y  

of an a b s t r a c t  deduc t ive  systein becoues a p a r t  of t h e  a c t u a l  

sequence of events.  

an o n t o l o g i c a l  sequence. 

l o g i c a l  :nethod becomes entangled  i n  

The axiomat ic  de te rx in i sm 4 of a inan 

made deduc t ive  system becornes t r ansposed  on t o  t h e  actual 

world. Dewey sa id :  

"Tde t a k e  ou t  of our l o g i c a l  package what 
we have put  i n t o  i t ,  and t h e n  conver t  what 
we draw out  t o  be . ..-? a l i t e r a l  d e s c r i p t i o n  of 

Thus t h e  p a t t e r n s  of events  we f i n d  i n  t h e  world a r e  t h a t ;  

found p a t t e r n s .  aiadiny: aeans 
---.L-- 

I n  and of i t s e l f ,  

P a t t e r n s  

t h e  world is no t  sequenced o r  order ly .  

out  t o  purpose.  The 

f a l l i n g  of rocl:s, t h e  rocks  t h e n s e l v e s ,  x r e  s o  named, a r e  s o  

chosen out of t h e  uncountable happenin(;s of every i n s t a n t  



1 because of t h e  irnportcnce they have t o  t h e  a c t s  of i n d i v i d u a l s  

i a s s o c i a t e d  with t h e  events .  The purpose is t o  avo id  t h e  rock. 
t 
L The czeatiom ef c z u s a l  l2:.ir s o  regarded i s  t o  h e  tmde~.- 
i 
I. 

s tood  a s  a s p e c i f i c  and complex a c t  of knowing. I n a s ~ ~ u c h  

1 a s  such laws a r e  c r e a t i o n s  of purposeful. nen, t h e y  a r e  

&' 
4 a r t i f  a c t s  of t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  of x i n d  ~ i t l i  environment, 
i 

I To t h i s  grouy, orr" a r t i f a c t s  of ma-mct te r  knowings-transactions 

belong t h e  cbst-nct d i s t i l l a t i o n s  of i ~ u r p o s e f u l  i n q u i r y  a l s o  - 
I 
1 t h e  axioms and s t r u c t u r e s  of l o g i c a l  and xlathernatical systeins . 
h 

i. 
1 They t o o  a r e  t h e  c h i l d r e n  of t h e  f r u i t f u l  in t eyac t io lz  of n ind  
1 
t 1 and environment. Thus, f o r  exa~ilple, t h e  mathematics t h z t  i s  
P used i n  some ins tance  i s  not  t h e  only  poss ib le  mathematics f o r  

n u s e f u l  deduct ive  system, it i s  simply an evolved imthena t i c s  

of purposeful  unde~ tn l r ings .  It no more expresses  a f a c t  which 

t 
i is a p i o s i  t r u e ,  t h a n  it exp18esses a f a c t  which is i n h e r e n t l y  

; t r u e  of t h e  environn~ent.  PIathematics expresses  p o s t u l a t e s  of 

of t h e  n c t s  of incjui?:y. TJof.;ical and methernatical forms are 

e s s e n t i a l l y  forrnuliltiorls 02 c o n d i t i o n s ,  d iscovered  i n  t h e  long  

h i s t o r y  of t h e  g s n c t i c e  of t h e  a c t s  of inqu i ry  - which f u r t h e r  

i n q u i r i e s  must s a t i s f y  i f  they are t o  y i e l d  wnrranted a s s e r t i o n s  

a s  a consequence, 

"Knowing marks - t h e  -- conversion - of undi rec ted  c h a n e  i n t o  -- - 
changes -.- d i r e c t e d  --- towards - an  in tended conclusion. -- I19%iiere is no 

s e c u r i t y  i n  t h e  imagined izmutable t r u t h  of c a u s a l  lam, No 

f a c t s  concernins  t h e  a c t u a l  u o r l d  can  be alwags and f o r e v e r  

b t r ue .  There is no genuine s e c u r i t y  i n  combinations of words 
b 
t 
I 
t' 

no mnt ter  how p o f  ound and e legan t  t h e y  may be. Only t h e  
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pursosefu l  a c t i o n  t o  which tiords connect  ccn provide  a aensure  

of s a f e t y  i n  3n e n d l e s s l y  d i s e q u i l i b r n t i n g  c h a i n  of c imunstance .  

A reqssuring b e l i e f  i n  c e r t a i n t y  must be exchanged f o r  a 

5rorl:able understanding of i sde terminacy if t h e  wolves a e  t o  

be e f f e c t i v e l y  kept  f r o n  t h e  door. The - a c t s  of i n q u i r y  z ~ u s t  b e  

recognized a s  t h e  only b n s i s  of knotiledge and n a t u r a l  laws 

a u s t  be understood a s  l o ~ i c a l  i n s t r u n e n t s  born f r o 3  t h e  sets 

of i n q u i r y  uhich p u r t i c i p o t e  i n  subsequent c r e a t i o n s  of o b j e c t  

and mexninq f son t h e  ongoing t r a n s a c t i o n s  mong  observers  

and observed. The a i m  of sc ience  is n o t ,  as i n  t'ne Mewtonian 

mode, t o  a s c e r t a i n  t'ne immutiible lniis  of n a t u r e ,  b u t  rathel- t o  

s t l i n g  t o g e t h e r  i n  2. vay which t e n d s  t o  f u r t h e l 4  some purpose,  

t h e  u s e f u l  components of a s e r i e s  of s e t s  of t r a n s z c t i o n s .  

This  i s  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  method of r e a s s i g n i n g  nieaning t o  

a s p e c t s  of t h e  viorld t h a t  nnve escaped o r  su rpassed  t h e  common 

sense  realm of o rd ina ry  u t i l i t y  and nave taken on a new 

use fu lness  i n  t h e  :aodif i e d  t r a n s a c t i o n s  of s c i e n t i f i c  inqu i ry ,  

L c ~ s  f u n c t i o n  a s  forrnulae f o r  t h e  p r e d i c t i o n  of t h e  

p r o b a b i l i t ~  of an observable  occurrence.  Less f  o r n a l l y ,  they  

m a y  be thought  of os  ~ e n e r a l  s t a t e m e n t s  which f u n c t i o n  as a i d s  

t o  direct observat ion  of p a r t i c u l a r  cases.  They t e l l  the 

observer  wh;t t h e  components of h i s  a c t  of obse rva t ion  a r e ,  

t h a t  is ,  rri~zt they  o r e  - l i k e .  Laws a r e  des igna t ions  of f a i r l y  

s t a j l e  r e l a t i o n s ' ,  t h u s  t h e y  both s e r v e  t o  p r e d i c t  t h e  l i k e l i -  

hood of t h e  observat ion  of such r e l a t i o n s  i n  individual.  

i n s t a n c e s ,  2nd a t  t h e  same time s e r v e  t o  d e s i g n a t e  t h e  

conforming r e l a t i o n s  as i n s t a n c e s  of t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  law. 
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The progress  of man, t h e  g raduz l  rmstery of a spec t s  of 

h i s  environ:nent, does n o t  co:ne about  by t h e  d i scovery  of 

inhe ren t  o r d e r  i n  t h e  un ive r se  and by subsequent e x p l o i t a t i o n  

of such orde;, r a t h e r  t h e  path. i s  t h e  pa th  of a purpose,  a 

t e l e o l o ~ i c a l  pz th  towcrds an eve r  r eced ing  success ion  of ends,  

raade s e n s i b l e  by 6ro:srin~; and changing s t r u c t u ~ * e s  of e:q)lan;:tion. 

Itex obse rva t ions  b r i n g  about new f a c t u a l  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s ,  New 

f a c t u a l  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s  necessi tz i te  s h i f t s  i n  h g p o t n e t i c a l  

u n i v e r s a l s ,  Such new understanding arouses  new ques t ions  which 

promote f u r t h e r  changes 2nd s o  on, The organic  p u l s a t i o n  of 

e q u i l i b r z t i o n  is r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  h i g h l y  c u l t u r a l  processes  

of s c i e n t i f i c  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  

The d i s t i n c t i v e l y  hu1nc.n . thin(.  about  hwnan a c t i v i t y  is i ts  

h i @  degree of purpose, Human a c t i v i t y  is  undertaken with a 

conscious view of i ts  psobuble consequences, Something i s  

intended. The  stud;^ o f  h i s t o r y  is t h e  s tudy of purposeful  

human ~ c t i v i t ~ .  Tine s t u d y  05 histo;?y i t s e l f  is  purposeful ,  

thou{$l i n d i v i d u a l  purposes of h i s t o r i a n s  may range  f rora t h e  

sublime t o  t h e  u e r e l y  pecuni:x;l~ and. u s u a l l y  i n c l u d e  a mixture 

of both. I n  broad p e r s - ~ e c t i v e ,  howeve:-, it can be seen  t h a t  

h i s t o r i c a l  i n v e s t i g s t i o n s  s r e  unde.rtaken f o r  t h e  sane  reason 

a s  siost r e sea rches  - i n  order  t o  understand k inds  of events  s o  

7 7 as t o  be a b l e  t o  cope r s i t ~  t h e n  more e f f e c t i v e l y ,  man, of 

course ,  i s  not  unique i n  h i s  e f f o r t s  t o  cope wi th  circumstance,  

but what any othe:)  s p e c i e s  a u s t  a ~ c o n ~ ~ l i s h  p r i m a r i l y  through 

t h e  p rocesses  of n a t u r a l  s e l e c t i o n ,  ~ x n ,  through t h e  f o r c e  

of language,  can immecisurably nore  r a p i d l y  accompLish through 

t h e  nediurn of h i s  c u l t u r e ,  Formulzt ions and s t s t e m e n t s  a r e  
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s a c r i f i c e d  rathe: t h a n  indivj-duals,  (a1 though u-2 to now it 

has f r e q u e n t l g  been t h e  p r n c t i w  t o  s a c r i f i c e  indiviciuzls  xko 

r.?k._old. t o  t h e  t ~ ! r ~ 2 g  ~tct;ez;le;?f;s ; tki-c; i s  no t  c c t u a  :ll;. r?er,esax>y 

- it is p r i z a p s  a hold  over. f r o 3  p z e - l i n g u i s t i c  t i :nes $:lien 

i n d i v i d u ~ l s  and trrr?its weTe inse-,arnbly l inked) .  Schoo1.s 02 

thou;ht p e r i s h  r a t h e r  t h ~ n  genotypes, z c t s  of inqu i ry ,  

both conmon s e m e  and s c i e n t i f j . ~  i n q u i q ,  m e  >arts of a 

process  of : a e t a - a d a ~ t a t i o n  which i s  s o r e  rai l id  and aore  

f l - ex ib le  t h m .  t h e  2 rocess  of n a t u r a l  evo lu t ion ,  and is  t h u s  

product ive  of a f ~ r  h i z h e r  d e p e e  of s e c u r i t y  f o r  ezch 

i n a i v i d u a l .  

A s t u d y  of h i s t o r y  i s  a  stud;^ of t a e  evidence of t h i s  

process  of meta-adaptation, :~.nd of i t s  circumstances both 

n c t u a l  :tnd cultut2al. R t h e o r e t i c a l  s t u a y ,  t h a t  i s ,  one t h a t  

c t tempts  t o  be s c i e n t i T i c ,  unaer takes  t o  u- t i l - ize  t h e  s y s t e n  

of f a c t u a l  : ; ene rd iz t -~ t ions  cnd hy;;lothetical u n i v e r s a l s  t o  

f u r t h e r  t h e  undemta~ id in l ;  of t h e  h i s t ~ ~ i c a l  p o c e s s  s o  cs 

4- bo a t t a i n  sorne purpose, Such 2 p r p o s e  might be t h e  

elinninat?..on of c e r t c h  j.;itf a l l s  such  a s  wars, o r  whatever 

o ther  puygose is 02 poi;erful i n t e r e s t ,  Thus, from one p o i n t  

of 7~ie1i?, iie m y  say  t h a t  socio1o;:y atteinps t o  r ender  a c u l t u r e  

more i n t e l l i g e n t  by im2rovinr: i t s  nch;~tabi l . i ty ,  t h a t  is t o  

render  it r2o.r.e e f f e c t i v e  i n  r*eac;iinq i ts ends, S i n c e  d e s i r e d  

ends t end  t o  change as t h e  sea rch  g rogresses ,  t h e  emphasis 

is t o  be 2 lcced  inOlte 03 t h e  e f f e c t i v e  undertaking of purposeful  

c h c n ~ e s  r a t h e -  than on t h e  s u p e r i o r i t y  of c e r t a i n  - ends i n  any 

abso lu te  sense.  An i n p o r t c n t  f e z t u r e  of s u c c e s s f u l  s c i e n t i f i c  



i n v e s t i ~ r r t i o n  is  t h e  i'-reedo!:~ t o  ibandon o ld  purposes as 

i n v e s t i g a t i o n  d i s c l o s e s  inore i n t e r e s ' b i n ;  ones. I n  t h i s  

means and ends, Perha!?s t h e  b e s t  ex ;~ lana t ion  of t h i s  
_I_.I -- 
a r t i f i c i a l  dichotomy i s  contained i n  t h e  fo l lowing passage: 

"The "end" i s  merely a s e r i e s  of a c t s  viewed 
n t  z r e n o t e  s t a g e ;  and a xeans is x e r e l y  
t h e  s e r i e s  viewed a t  cn e a r l i e r  one, The 
d i s t i n c t i o n  of nezils and end u r i v e s  i n  
s u r v e y i a ~ ;  t h e  course of a pro$osea l i n e  of 
a c t i o n ,  a conn-series i n  t i r n e , T e  
I t  endll is t h e  Zest a c t  thought  o f ;  t h e  means 
a r e  t h e  c c t s  t o  be pe r f  orxed p r i o r  t o  it i n  
tim. To r e a c h  an end we must t a k e  our  mind 
o f f  from it and a t t e n d  t o  t h e  a c t  which is 

11 '\-A t next  t o  be nerforned,  2, 

I n  t h e  s tn ip les t  orgnnic rhytil~a of e q u i l i b r a t i o n ,  rneans and 

ends a r e  n o t  d i s t i n c t ,  The neans i s  t h e  end, The motion 

towards equi l ibr ium i s  mems and end, Xquilibrium i t s e l f  

i s  asymptot ic  m d  cannot  be achieved. Ends and rneans can 

only be a t t ~ i b u t e d  t o  unconscious s c t s  r e t r o s p e c t i v e l y  o r  

s a i d  t h a t  t h e  end of a c z t ' s  s t n l k i n g  i s  t h e  e a t i n g  of a b i r d ,  

we a r e  a r t i f i c i s l l y  truncatin;; n sequence of a c t i o n s  t h a t  

a r b i t r a r i l y  r:,i@it be s c i d  t o  begin  r : i t k :  t he  f e r t i l i z a t i o n  of 

cn t ,  As t h e  c a t  e a t s  t h e  Sixd,  we nag a t t r i b u t e  t o  it t h e  

f u x t h e r  end of f i n d i n g  a xm-n p l a c e  f o r  a snooze and s o  on. 

gut  t h e  neans and ends d i s t i - n c t i o n  i s  conferred on the cat  by 

us,  The c a t  was merely p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  l i f e l o n g  s e r i e s  

of e q u i l i b r z t i n g  t r a n s a c t i o n s  t h a t  w e  c a l l  ' b e i n g  a c a t ' .  

Thus ;:hen t h e  c a t  d o e s n ' t  e a t  t h e  b i r d ,  b u t  s e t t l e s  down 
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and goes t o  s l e e p  i n  a  worm s h e l t e r e d  spot  ha l f  way across  

t h e  lawn, rre m e  a p t  t o  say  t h i n g s  l i e  ' it changed its mind' 

t o  cover. 212 the  f n o t  t h n t  our p r o j e c t i o n s  were n o t  shared by 

t h e  c a t .  INeans and ends a r e  two narnes f o r  g a r t s  of t h e  same 

chain  of t r a n s a c t i o n s ,  vhich  -- i n  t o t o  we c a l l  " t h e  l i f e  of a 

c a t n .  

t t ' E n d ' t ' ,  szgs  Dewey, Itis a name f o r  a s e r i e s  of a c t s  

token col lect ive3.y - l i k e  t h e  tezm army. '? leans '  is  a name 

f o r  t h e  s a e  s e r i e s  t a k e n  d i s t r i b u t i v e l y  - l i k e  t h i s  s o l d i e r ,  
C3 Lk 

t h a t  o f f i c e r . " '  To t h i n k  of an end. i s  t o  t ake  a conso l ida ted  

view of a n  a c t  t o  be performed, f o r  example, t h e  e a t i n g  of 

an agple.  ''I f e e l  l i k e  e a t i n g  an  a3plel t ,  we might say. 

To t h i n k  of t h e  means of eatin;; t h e  apple  is  t o  t a k e  t h e  

conso l ida ted  view c p a r t  , t o  t h i n k  of chewing, swallowing, 

and s o  f o r t h .  Ends, then,  and xeans,  a r e  convent ions,  n o t  

e n t i t i e s .  They a r e  p o s t u l a t e d  of n a t u r e ,  they  do not  e x i s t  

i n  na ture .  

Thus, t o  gropose u l t i n n t e  and f i n a l  ends f o r  l i f e ,  o r  f o r  

t h e  e v o l u t i o n  of s o c i e t y ,  is  t o  propose t h e  end of ac t ion ;  

stasis; death.  To s3.g t h a t  t h e  p a t h  of h i s t o r y  inexorably t e n d s  

tolward soroe i d e a l  end Is t o  jmoject a p e t t y  convent ion over 

t h e  t i d e  of hunm e v o l u t i o n  wi-t;l? an i n e v i t a b l y  absurd r e s u l t .  

The r e c o g n i t i o n  t h n t  ends a r e  te~nporory  abo l i shes  t h e  n o t i o n  

of hunan pe r f  e c t a b i l i t y .  It can be s a i d  t h a t  men can improve 

t h e i r  s i t u a t i o n  i n  r e s p e c t  of some t ~ a i t  o r  o t h e r ,  but not  

t h a t  t h e y  can  reech -,e:vf ec t ion .  P e r f e c t i o n  i m p l i e s  an end 

a t t a i n e d ,  o r  i n  an e x t r e a e  i n t e r n - e t a t i o x ,  a11 ends a t t a i n e d .  
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3ut  it 113s Seen sinoxn t h a t  no end i s  t h e  end t h u s  suc i~  - -9 

u l t i m a t e  a t t a i l m e n t  i s  impossible ,  

ckaix t n a t  t h e  nttnilvnent of cn end j u s t i f i e s  t h e  illeulis 

used t o  a t t a i n  it. S ince  ends aze  means, t h i s  m~st  be 

understood a s  t h e  cl:xin t h a t  t h e  compressed view oL a  

co l l ec t io r l  of Inenns a u s t  j u s t i f g  t n e  in~ned ia te  a c t s  i n  t h e  

hoped f o r  sequence. ,-;ut ends, as Ileue;;. s av ,  a r e  thense lves  

endless .  ~ I e s n s  suc;::est furt?ex. neans , and u n l e s s  t h e  i d e a  

of cn end a s  x f  i x e a  r;onl is f e r v e n t l g  maintained, t h e  

n z t u r a l  e v o l u t i o n  of common sense  i n q u i r y  nay t e n d  toward n 

d i f f e r e n t  d i r e c t i o n  ss it cones t o  be viewed as aore  d e s i r a b l e ,  

The claiin t h a t  an end j u s t i f i e s  t h e  neans m o u n t s  t o  t h e  

a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  l;no~rled;e g i ined  i n  t h e  undertalcin,-$ of inems 

should c o t  3e all-oved t o  e f f e c t  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  i n  vihici? t h e  

necns a r e  supposed t o  t end ,  As t h e  desired,  end i s  approached, 

t h i s  view becomes i n c r e  asin;;.l;~ d i f f  i c u l t  t o  ma in ta in  because 

t h e  view of t:m end h e l d  s o  f i ~ m l y  i n  xind t e n d s  t o  d i s s o l v e  

i n t o  f u s t h e r  mans .  

Doc t r ines  wlzicn -?reac?: t h e  c t t ~ l i x r i e n t  or" a  s p e c i f i c  end 

es t h e i r  purpose; t h e i r  enti2:e r a i s o n  d ' e t r e ,  must t h e s e f o r e  

-Mire c a r e  t n a t  t h e i r  ends m e  u n a t t a i n a b l e  by d e f i n i t i o n  o r  

by design.  ' Uo C h ~ ~ i s t i a n  can a t t c i n  heaven on e a r t h ,  and no 

i iegel ian e v e r  a t t a i n e d  t h e  Absolute Idea.  D i a l e c t i c a l  

? l a t e r i n l i s ~  sufTers  fro5n zn i n c o n ; x i t y  ~L2ich can  be t r a c e d  t o  

t h i s  ,iegeLian b e l i e f  i n  an u l t i r m t e  end, I n  t h e  l a s t  parngraph 

of - The -- P o v e r z  of Philoso&, ?!rote: 
--..--.cII 



t L L t  is only i n  an order  of th ings  i n  
;:hick t h e r e  w i l l  no l ~ n g e r  Se c l a s s e s  
o r  c l a s s -an ta~on i s in  t h a t  socicil 
evol-utions v i $ l  cease  t o  be p o l i t i c a l  
revolu-t ions . 35 

This  grompted 3 e r t r a n d  i .us se l l  t o  c o r r e c t l y  c r i t i c i s e :  

" N ~ x t  t h e s e  s o c i a l  e v o l u t i o n s  a r e  t o  b e ,  
c r  h o ~  t h e y  a r e  t o  be 's;~ouglzt about ' i i i thout '  
%he x o t i v e  poirer of class c o n f l i c t ,  I4ctrx 
does not  sag. Indeed, it is hard t o  s e e ,  
on h i s  t k e o r y  , hovi any f u r t h e r  e v o l u t i o n  
:.ioul-d oe poss ib le .  E x c e ~ t  fi.'ol3 t h e  . -  p o i n t  
of v i e : ~  of :oresen$ dsy ~ s c l i t i c s ,  :~arx's 
6icl.ec.t-ic i s  no more r e v o l u t i o n c r y  t h a n  t h a t  
of Ilegel. ; loreover ,  s i n c e  a l l  h u m n  development 
hns ,  accoxding t o  rizrx, Seen ~ o v e r n e d  by 
c o n f l i c t s  of c l a s s e s ,  and s i n c e  under 
Cornnuni~i~l t i l e re  is t o  Se o n l ; ~  one cless, it 
f olloY.ss t h a t  t h e s e  can be no f u r t h e r  
developxent , and t h a t  snnlciad nus t  60 on f o r e v e r  
and ever  i n  a s t a t e  of Bgznntine i i n ~ n o b i l i t ~ . ~ ~ S G  

reject in: ;  an;T d o c t r i n e  bosed on h i s t o r i c a l  n e c e s s i t y .  13y way 

of a su:mar;y, they  :>re a s  f o l l o x s :  

1. The n o t i o n  of i n e x o r ~ b l e  h i s t o ; ~ ~ - c 3 1  t r e n d s  impl.ies a n  

u l t i ina te  end t o  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  g:ocess. For a  t r e n d  t o  be 

de f ined  as i r x v e r s i b l e  o r  inexorab le ,  it ~ n u s t  t e n d  i n  some 

d i r e c t i o n  and a  d i r e c t i o n  nus t  be e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  t e r n s  of some 

end p o i n t  as i n  ' towards t h e  c l a . s s l e s s  s o c i e t y 1  o r  ' u n t i l  

there is  t o t a l  peo.ce on e a r t h ' .  But i n  s t r i c t  s e n s e ,  t h e  

b e l i e f  i n  a2 ul t i ina te  ead is i t s e l f  a means i n  p r e s e n t  ac t ion .  

It sug:?orts a d e p e e  ci' d e d i c a t i o n  o r  i ~ n a t i c i s r n  t h a t  would 

otheswise have no d i :xc . t ion ;  thzt is, it ~ u l d  b e  p o i n t l e s s .  

Fur the rxore ,  no ends a re  u l t i m a t e  e n a s  (except  perhaps s u i c i d e ) .  

To g ive  an end u l t h o t e  s t n t u s  is t o  e n t i f y  o way of looking a t  

t o  &ve it t h e  s t n t u s  of a thin[-, t o  Se a-t;tained r n t h e r  

tilcn an net t o  be ;?erlo:-zed. Fo ossume the  e x i s t e n c e  of on 



u?.ti, .?ate c x i ,  is  t o  n:sonose :; ti:ne .!hen o c t i v i t g  wil.1 cease. 

2, : : i s to .  i c e 1  t r n e d s  , even i f  tiley a r e  not  inexorab le ,  a re  

of t-ce st::tus of f ilctu::? renex1iz : : t ions  not  a o t h e t i c - 1  
_T-- - - 

u r i i v e ~ s - l s .  A s  f a c t u a l  ; :enel-alizutions they  have s p e c i f i c  - - -  -__) 

r e l c r en - t i 21  content .  3och inoiaent i n  h i s t o r y  is q u i t e  unique 

c i~d  t , ~ e r e  is no nllo::ance, s i n c e  h i s t o r y  is r e t r o s p e c t i v e ,  

f o r  t e s t  cnd e:::)e;:i:.~ent. ?%us t h e r e  i s  not  s u f i ' i c i e n t  

inf  orninticn i n  t h e  stuciy of i : istory t o  e m b l e  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  

of brond gene:-nli-z~itions,  s p b o l i c  of cox-~on t ra i t s  i n  i.lsny 

I " L ? c ~ u ~  i ;ener .~ l . iza t icns ,  Such hj.;!othetFccll u n i v e r s a l s  cannot  

be cons t ruc ted .  3'rictual ~;cne;-alizations , because of t h e i r  

e x i s t e n t i - 1  contenz,  do no t  have t h e  f o r c e  of l o g i c 8 1  n e c e s s i t y ,  

t h c ; ~  do n o t  p c r . ~ i t  t h e  ~ o n s t : ~ u c t i o n  o l  conclus ions  on pure ly  

deituc-tive ~ : r ' o u d s .  !il!lus l ? i s t o r i c a l  tyends cannot  be t h e  s o l e  

Sasis fot .  2 socio1oy;ical theo.-.y. 

5. E7ien i f  it x e r e  p o s s i b l e  t o  c o n s t r u c t  h y p o t h e t i c a l  

u n i v e ~ s a l s  or. t h e  5 m i s  of n i s t o r i c c l  evidence,  t h e r e  i s  n o ,  

i;u;ls:;ntee t h a t  t h e  s ta . te~~;ients  of t h e  i lyc,othetical  u n i v e r s e l s  

the:nselves ~oul_d. n o t  change under t h e  p::essu:.e of new 

disco7:eries a s  i i s to :y  ~r.o;:resaed, Under- t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of 

nes  f z c t s  zbout n ~ t u r e ,  2 n y s i c i s t s  hzve been :noved t o  a l t e r  

the i r -  t h e o r e t i c n l  : > o s i t i o n s  and t o  a l t e r  t h e i r  r e s u l t a n t  

u n d e r s t z n d i n ~ s  of n a t u r e  inoie than once. S ince  t h e  a t t a inment  

of  a t k e o r e t i c d  p o s i t i o n  i s  no t  cn u l t i n a t e  end, 2nd s i n c e  

ends eye n o t ,  in arrg c c s e ,  u l t i l a c t e ,  ti-w?e i s  no resson  t o  

suspec t  t h a t  f u r t k e ~ :  chan;;.es w i l l  n o t  take  :?lace, The sane  

i:culd 'm t r u e  of h i s t o J . i c z l  ~ e n e z o l i z n t i o n s ,  i f  t h e y  were 

~ ~ ~ ~ i b l e .  Lj-pothet ical  u n i v e m n l s  ;:re not per:nane-nt o r  



i n e ~ i t a b i 1 i . t : ~  has not dete-r~i-ed men f roi:: s t r i v i n g  2f t e r  t h e  

tile e x t e n t  t ha t  an evolu t ioncay f l e x i b i l i t y  i n  t h e  face  of 

has  been 

in te l l i : ;ence" ,  it i s  obvious t h c t  t h e  t h r u s t  of h i s t o r i c i s t  

s o c i a l  s t u p i d i t y .  

2t is undoubted17 t 2 . w  t h a t  ::n:r d o c t r i n e  w'r,i.cn emphasizes 

t h e  concentrnt lor i  of p x e r  in a p u t h  of idoloy; ical  

promotes s tup ic l i ty ,  a l s o  

enables  3. d e ~ r e e  of contx+ol and su;)pression S e ~ o n d  t h e  f o n d e s t  

iLinginini;s o l  t o t ~ l i c s r i n n  t i l inkers  of a half cen tu ry  i n  t h e  

zny cont inued s t r i v i n i ~ ;  for .  c ~ i v e n  end, !;.ithout t h e  i m p l i c i t  

t h a t  a s  w d s  ::le approached they begir! t o  d e t e r i o r a t e  
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i n t o  f 1x3 t h e r  m:ins, ~ 6 1 1  cer'cttinly r e s u l t  i n  d i s a s t e r  cs 

t h e  a c t u a l  s t r i v i n f ;  f o r  t h e  end i n  vie:;. t ends  t o   event 

nri turzl  adzptati .cn t o  c;:zn;es Srou$$ &out by t b e  eff o s t s  

t o  nchieve t h e  eild, T o t a l  com!nitment t o  a d e s i r e d  end 

involves  n t o t 2 1  r e j e c t i o n  of o t h e r  p o s s i b i l i t i e s .  3 l indness  

t o  i n t e r v e n i n ~  3 o s s i b i l i t i e s  is  a t r a i t  t h a t  can b e s t  be 

def ine  2s stu;j iditg.  

I n  t h e  lic; ':lt cf a l l  t h i s ,  it  is  d i f f i c u l t  t o  f o r e s e e  

tile l i n i t s  of 2 o s s i b l e  c o n t ~ ~ o l  t h a t  can  be e x e r c i s e d  by a 

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

s tug id i ty l1  begins t o  cause  a 5renkdown i n  t h e  system. 

C e r t a i n l ; ~ ,  h i $  technology proposes powerful means of 

nonito?A.n,c: 2nd coerclni-; dev ian t s  t h a t  extend t h e  posers  of 

i ~ o t e n t i a l  c o n t r o l  t o  o remaskuble d e p e e ,  On t h e  o the r  hmd, 

as long as  t h e r e  i s  n de;;r6ee of compet i t ion  p o s s i b l e  between 

s t s t e s ,  i f  not  wi th in  s t a t e s ,  perhaps some value  w i l l  be ~ i v e n  

t o  evolu t ionnry  s o c i a l  i n t e l l i g e n c e  and t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  t h a t  

f o s t e r  it, It is an unhap:q~ r e f l e c t i o n  that t h e  f u t u r e  

t h e  con t inua t ion  c o q p e t i t i v e  

and w a r l i k e  i n t e ~ n a t i o i i a l  ;~essul - .es ,  3u t  such a11 a s s e r t i o n  

does n o t  seem too  f m t a s t i c ,  At t h e  end of h i s  ,imssive h i s t o r y  

of c i v i l i z a t i o n ,  -----' The - ' i se  of t h e  Yest I~lcNeilI. foresni i  j u s t  such  

II I- and ;;hen t h e  2 o s s i b i l i t ; ~  of i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
m r  cezses  t o  a z i t a t e  miinkind and no longer  
spurs  o f f i c i a ldom w i t h i n  t h e  s e p a r c t e  p o i i t i c a l  
sovere iy :n i t ies  of t h e  e a r t h  t o  ever  g r e a t e r  e f f o r t ,  
we should expec t  a hezvy 1;~eight of b u r e a u c r a t i c  
r o u t i n e  t o  f ~ s t e n  i t s e l f  upon a11 p a r t s  of t h e  
globe.n% 
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Undoubtedly, t 5 e  c u r r e n t  t r e n d  i n  j o l i t i c z l  a f fa i r s  

n c t i o n s  , is  s t i l l  toT;ir?r.us a 

t o  be seen,  

! 'After tl:e Second Yar , an ad-conscious American 
cr:ny ori'ficcv i n  Zt2I.3-  xtoted 1;;i i .h raisgiving 
t h a t  Tta l - ians  could t e l l  you t h e  names of 
cab ine t  x i n i s t e ~ s ,  but  n o t  t h e  mines of 
com:!odities 2::ef ez.;>ed isy I t a l i a n  c e l e b r i t i e s . .  . 
!;e p3edic ted  t h a t t h e r e  ;rcs sm-111 hope t h a t  
L t c l i c n s  r : o u l ~  ever nchi-eve zgy s o r t  of dones t i c  
:x -os ;?e r i t~  o r  cn la  u n t i l  t h e y  began t o  worry 
cbout t i e  r i v ; ~ l  claims of cornflclres and 
ci!-.p.q , ~ ~ . e t t e s ,  ra.'~her than t h e  c a p a S i l i t i e s  of 
y b l . i c  xen, I n  f a c t ,  he xen t  so far a s  to ssy 
t h a t  d e : ~ ~ o c r c t i c  i'reedoi.1 ve ry  l a r ~ ~ e l g  c o m i s t s  
i n  i x f i o r i n ~  p o l i t i c s  m d  vorrg ing ,  i n s t e a d ,  
about t h e  t h r e a t  of scaly s c a l p ,  h a i r y  l e g s ,  
slurl;j-sh bo i re l s ,  sc,r;gy b r e a s t s ,  r eced ing  guas, 
q:rcess 1vei.;-lit, mu t i r e d  bloodet t  

on to ,~nal;e t h e  f o l l o x i n ~  pronouncement : 

tt82:{ co:n;nunity t h a t  :,$ants t o  expedi te  and 
;na::u~ize t h e  e x c h m ~ e  of goods and s e r v i c e s  
hrs  s i u p l ~  n o t  t o  homogenize its s o c i a l  l i f e . f t 9 9  

This  s e n t e x e  is an e::cellent su.,iincwj of one half of t h e  

:-'!he o t h e r  half of the 

arguilent p e r t d n s  t o  t h e  u l - t i ~ m t e  s o c i o l  nnd, i n  an important  

sense ,  nen to l  ra iLf icr . t ions  of t h e  actual .  t r u t h  of McLuhan ' s 

d i c t u : ~ .  It does not  seerri l i k e l y  t h n t  i i c I ,~ l~a r~  k~ould be i n  c o n p l e t e  
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agreenent x i t h  t h e  conclus ions  pu t  f o r w a d  here.  

The p r 2 o s e  of  t h i s  essay has  re2117 been t h r e e f o l d  i n  

s t s n d p o i n t  t h z t  o f f e r s  a s u p e r i o r  view of t h e  connect ions 

between s o c i a l - i t y  nnd connunication. Second, t o  ske tch  t h e  
, 

r o o t s  of t h e  con t inu ine  t r e ; ~ d  :il,;zy from l o c a l  c o n t r o l  over 

Local nzt-bers,  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  sense  of u t t e r a n c e s ,  Third,  

t o  p o i n t  o u t  d e f i c i e n c i e s  i n  a r ~ u n e n t s  a r e  used 

just if;^ inc reased  e f f  o:.ts t o  cen t rc l l i ze  p o l i t i c a l ,  economic, 

and conmunicntive L2o::er. 

It h a s  Seen t h e  unchcqiny;  aiL:i throu~t;i?out t h i s  paper t o  

shov t h e  e f f e c t s  of 2. cont inued ho;~logenization of human s o c i a l  

l i f e ,  ~ n d  t o  o q o s e  57 necns of a r g u m n t  and example t h i s  

p e r i l o u s  t r e g d  i n  hu:n:m affaircs, The doininance of popular  

sense ove3- cornmon sense  z:ld t h e  t r i u x p h  of c e n t r a l i z e d  
I 

bweaucra  cg  over cornmunitarim c o n t r o l  of l o c a l  a f f a i r s ,  

7ro:nises s. new erz  of s t a p a t i o n  2nd s t u p i d i t y  i n  t h e  conduct 

of every man's l i f e .  2 o r  s o c i n l  s t u l ~ i d i t y  i m p l i e s  i n d i v i d u a l  

stupid it;^, No nan can s t z n d  a lone ,  as Pe i rce  understood i n  

t h e  nirzeteenti? centuq7, 2nd i n  t h e  t1;:entieth c e n t u r y  t h i s  

sugc_~ests . tha t  ve may f a 1 1  to:;et'ner. ?he re~aova l  of t h e  r o o t s  

of sense  f r o a  t h e  a c u t a l  cond i t ions  of l o c a l  l i f e ,  and t h e i r  

i n s t o t e n e n t  i n  t h e  ~ 1 3 t h  of 202~13.r  i n a g i n a t i o n  has  p r a c t i c a l l y  

severed man's connect ion with h i s  actu3.l  envi roning  condi t ions .  

This r e s u l t  m u l t i p l i e d  by every s o  b l inded,  poses  a grave 

t h r e a t  t o  t i le cont inued benignsncy of t h e  n a t u r a l  ecology. 

Yurthermore, each nun no 1ong;er can be c e r t a i n  of h i s  own b e s t  

i n t e r e s t s  a s  they  x e r e  once v e s t e d  i n  h i s  c o r n n u n i t a r i a  s o c i a l  
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surrounds. Values have thus  become rs whimsical as s e r c e i v e d  

needs have becone shallow. 27 t h i s  r o u t e ,  t h e  sowerfu l  rneaia 

d i r e c t l y  t o  t h e  l i ea r t s  of nerz i n  tune  v i t h  t h e i r  eno t iona l  

Unless  t h e  continuin;; moveinent tov.mrds s o c i a l  homogenization 

can be h a l t e d ,  a t iale s t e r i l i t y  w i l l  s e t t l e  over t h e  genera t ive  

gover of t h e  c ~ e a , k i v e  mind. Tor inasnuch as t h e  mind has 

r o o t s  i n  s o c i e t y ,  t h e  f r e s h n e s s  of nevi ideas  s p r i n g s  from 

d i f f  ereiices between evoLving a c t u a l i t i e s  of v a r i o u s  s o c i a l  

~ m u p s .  Analogous t o  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  of s u s t a i n i n g  a broad 

rene :3003, f o r  ogtiinu~n adnptivit:? i n  b i o l o z i c a l  evo lu t ion ,  i s  

t h e  r e q u i r e x e n t  f o r  a v a r i e t : ~  of v i e v s  and s t y l e s  f o r  t h e  

p r e s e r v z t i o n  of s o c i z l  i n t e l l i r e n c e .  It is from a competi t ion 

betr:cen methods axi viei:s on?.::, that- the b e s t  f o r  a given t ime 

and p l a c e  :aq be s e l e c t e d .  

3 u t  ;?er.ii:x:;.s t h e  scddes t  r e s u l t  of the  c o l l z p s e  of coinmon 

sense consciousness  i s  t o  be endured i n  t h e  d i s p e r s i o n  of the 

profound i n s i c h t s  of t h e  deepes t  l e v e l s  of r e l i g i o n .  Dewey 

sensed t h a t  r e l i g i o c  ::as dying; when he i:frote: ". ..the o f f i c e  

of r e l i g i o n  xi sense of comaunity and o n e ' s  p l a c e  i n  it has  

been l o s t . "  For h e  i;;as zvrare, a s  P e i r c e  ncd been, of t h e  

c j ? i t i c d l y  d e l i c z t e  connect ions he tveen  community, thought 

i t s e l f ,  an6 t h e  r e l i y l o u s  sense ;  rxnd of t h e  r e l a t e d  correspond- 

ence bet!:een con5oi11-t; a c t i m ,  02er::tion.s of the  i n t e l l e c t ,  and 

lnmnn enot'ion. Tie f o r c e  of %he coll .spse of t h e  t r a d i t i o n s  of 

conrnunitavi~m l i f e  has  been t o  c z s t  each m n  i n t o  t h e  i s o l a t e d  

ilidividua1isr:l of an  e x i s t e n c e  i n  t 3 e  bu-~8r:eoninp b u r e a u c r a t i c  



st2,te. Tke i o ~ l c e  ol' , ~ o p u l m .  sense  has veer1 t o  p e r v e r t  t h e  

sx:i;ch t-he-eb;, t h e  % r e a t e s t  czuse loi; ,jeace and joy f'rom t h e  

I u ' e  01' i.;oder.r, inaa. A s  fa:: bocr: us 'I 922,  Uewey caul-a see  t h l s  

aspect  of r! i-hi+enteiiing f u t u r e  ciarkiess  c l e a r l y .  It s e e m  

nl;ijro$ri:3te t k a t  Ue;!~ey's words should  5e t h e  l a s t  i n  t k i s  paper .  

"There is  a conce i t  Pos te red  by p e r v e r s i o n  of 
l t e l i ~ i o r l  ;.ihicn rt.ssi,nilct e s  h e  un ive r se  t o  our 
i je :~sonzl  d e s i r e s ;  but  t h e x  is  a l s o  2 conce i t  
of carryin;  t n e  load of t h e  univezse froin wnich 
r e l i g i o n  l ibel>zites us.  i ? i t h i n  t h e  f l i c k e r i n g  
inconsequeati::!l a c t s  02 s e p c a t e  s e l v e s  dwells a 
sense oi' .the vhcle  :.j:lic'il ~ l i i : 1 1 ~  and d i g n i f i e s  
then. 111 i ~ s  2resence we p u t  of2 , n o r t a l i t y  2nd 
l i v e  i l z  t h e  un ive r sa l .  The l i i 'e  of t h e  community 
i n  xiiich k;e l i v e  and have our being i s  t h e  f i t  
syiribol of t h i s  relat-ionshil , .  ?he x t s  i n  which 
:re express  oui* percept ion of the  t i e s  which bind 
us  t o  ot-ae Ljs ace i t s  only  ~ e r e : ~ l o n i e s .  " I  00 
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