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_ Preface.

This work aims to 1unicato the role of categories in eome
Phases of the main ocurrent ot philooophioal dovelopment. It dose not
pretend to give exhaustive lists of categoriea used in the determina-
tion of piperianoe. Jt is in no sense a history of philosophy. It
aims onl& to point out that the various categories used ;re deternina—
tiéna of exrperiences, and fo 1ndicate in some sense hov tre changee in
experienoe bring about lerious modifioatione in the categoriea or
ovaluations of that axperienoe.

This work being based upon the hypothesis that the philosoph-
ieal categoriqq_argfg,garticular class of evaluations of the total ex-
perienbe 'hetherpbr not tﬁn philosoﬁhors are aware cof the fact, 1t does
not in 511 periods discuss specific categores but Tfefers to the mass of
- them as the general attitude of the thinker or period. In all casegs the

attempt is made to describe the kind of experience which on the Eé?g?ggé?
side led to the aprreciation that the categories are constituent factors

of experienoe.

“The arrended analytical tables of contents are nct intended to
be indices of the material used but merely rurning guides to some of

the autstanding arguments.




INTRODUCTION

Analytical table 6! contents.

The futility and Bareness of philosophy is owing to a fallure

to apprecizte its aim and purpose.

Hy

Philoszhe-s 30 not fully zprreciztz th2 significzance of the
categories they are using. When calegzcries are undzratoovd 28 evalus—
tions of experience, which is a special case c¢f axperlence, the prob-

1

o

18 of the thinker are kept d=finite.
when th2 nature of catezories is attended to, the history of

rhilosophy %akes cn 2 new significance. It cannot be longzer considered

N

as a reccrd cf =2bstract logiczl systems. A survey of philosorhy indi-
cates thz rzlaticn of ths abastract formulation to concrete experience

and %he changes in th2 fermulaticn by the demand of the corcretzs 2x=-

The extreme valus of caiegory studies coxes out in the con-
gideraticn of recent thilosopnhical attitude:z. In recent times the
value of concrete experience has become so prominent a factor in
formulated 2ttitudes, that these attitudes have stressed the surface
aspects of experience to the neglect of some of th2 more significant

eatures,

A study of the categories of philosophy will serve 28 an 2id in

distinguishing them from categories of science 2nd religion.
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INTRODUCTICN

_ Philosophy from the earliest times has had to deffﬁd(ﬁ;helt
with great valor from its enemies, Philosophy, however, has suffered
far more from ites friends than from its enemies. In the earliest
time Platol found it necessary to rrotest against the condemnation
of philosophy and to explain why it is attacked. This state of affair:
has persisted fror that time to this and philosorhy still has to
struggle to maintainé&ts place as a legitimate discipline. The dif-
ficulty with philosophy hasbeen a lack of arprediation of its functions
and purpose. Thus we have today the statement of one of the most
conscienticus devotees of philosophy that philosorhy has claimed more
" and achieved less than any other science.? This writer falls to afford
rhilosophy any comfort because in common with those he critizes, he
mistakes the méthod and purpose of philosophy. Mr. Russel aims {0
reduce philosorhy to a series of abstract and contentless propositions
which have perhaps a remote if any conmction with experience. The
history of philosophy arpears to be a series of futile attempts to
solve the croblem of knowledge and existence. In the earliest times
Philosophy aimed at discovering the ultimate facts of existence in
the form of the stuff of the world. Later, with the growth of the ideas
of man's importance,vthere developed the viewpoint that the problem of
philosochy was really a problem of knowledge. In still later times the
problem of philosophy was implicitely determined as aﬁ effort to ex-
Plain the world in terms of human experience. . It is only in very recent
times,that philosophy is beginning to make explicitkto iteelf its funoc-

tion as an attitude toward actual human experience. These various
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shilosophicd formulatione mark the stages in the empirical develcp-

ment of philosophy in its attempt to realize its purpose and the
means for attaning it. In the conaideration that this development

oi pailosophy ;a ensirely empirical is implied the question as ©o

the futility of the previous philosophical formulations. To deeignate
ag futile all earlier stagzs of philosophy would be an erroy since each
jndividual philosophical formlaticn is a definite function of the
experience of the time, 1In assuming this attitude ons precludes ipso
facto the idsa of complete error in previous eystems, for that would -
jmply an eternal and static standard. From the standpoint of any
particular time it is possible to judge whether a poilosophic attitude
adsquavely represents the period., As an example there is suggestzsd the
extreme unsuitaoility of an absolute idealism or a ﬁig;gﬂg;piriuism '
to intergret current experience. To formulaf:euch attitud? to day
would be to develop false and futile ﬁhiloeophy. We may exrect a
Philosorkiczl peeltion TO be especially cognizant of the experience

4o which it is a formulated attitude. The futililty of rhilosophy

is best illustrated by the situation in whioh thinkers bring back into
relief‘poeitioﬁs which were developed under other ciroumstances. It is
quite an efroneoue method to interpret experience with categories bor-
rowed from quite other times and conditioms, In current thinking/ﬂ{kﬂ
new rezliem appears as an attitude which attempts to interprét twentieth
century experience with a methcd borrowed from the eeventeeﬁth. In
every such case the pressure of the rresent experience fcrces a mod-
ification in ﬁhe formulatei attitude, but the attempt to make living

experience fit into a dead shell bespeaks a lack of awaremess of the

philosophical function. The genuine fuitllity of philosophy should be

carefully distinguished from the apparent. There are two, éntirely



oprosed sltuaticns hers, The apparent futility of philosophy is
explaineda by tae fact that .the critics of philosophy consider it as
aﬁ gosclutely rizid and permanent exrlanation of the world and man,
The charge of futility mzde frem this standzoint obviously has no
merit., FPhilosophy is an attitude towzrd experience and naturally
encugh it{ changes with that exzerience. The genuine chilosophical
futility is fcecund in the fact that thinkers fall to realize that
pniacaoriy 1s a highly conaclous evolution of experience,.

| The probliem of zhiloscrhy 13 tc maxe a systematioc and valid

IV yPns
xzeriance. This evolution i1s a conscious orientation
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with resgect tc the objects and condition which constitute the exper=
iznce of ths individual and the race. Philosophy is a highly conscious
and delivsrate determination of the nature of experisnce., Philosphy

i3 a cfitical bvg ueion cf experience which stresses the egszential
significance ¢i exgerience. Tke motives guiding the determination

of puilosophy all relate to ths ultimate rurrose of briﬁing about the
aefiniive orlentation of the thinker in his world. The evgluéaons of
pPhilosopay are ccincident with the general determination of experience.
Whnere there is experience therc is always this process of orientation.
in fact experience in great pszrt i@ nothinz more than a determination‘
of objedts and conditions which constituteé exnerience, for purposes

ol acticn and thought, Ths enrichment of exrerience is the further
orientation among the objects and conditions determined in previous
=x,er1en e. In the mors advanced and specialized kinds of experisnce
tais processz is mere familiar, The sciences 21l illustrate this
froces: of determining experience for specific purposes. The orienta-
tior in the world of = particular kind of phenomena hzg ite nature

in a wmore cr lecs definiie need., Up toc the proint where the sciences
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zerge with philosophy thie orientation for a epecific purpose goes

on, The difrerence between this and rhilosophy lies in the difference

in motive. In method and material the work of philosophy is entirely
continucus with that of all other disciplines which foramulate the
meaning oI experience and point the way to further experience., The
difference batween rhiloscphy and science 1s a difference in degree of
criticism in handling the materials, a difference walch is entiraly
plauslble because of the ecntributing condittons in the resrective
situationa, Between science and what may be called ordinary e:per=-

ienc2 we Iind also a difference in degree. 1In ths latter case we

zay nzre the difference exrertness. The scientist deals with the same
objects and conditions thatv the ordinary experience deals with, but
there is pressnt a vastly greater amoun;‘of expertness in handling the
cbjects and condisions. To sum up,philoporhy is an attiiude toward
exrerience, an attitude that is rigorously and criticzally formulated.
Phlloscrpny 18 an attempt to ccnstruct categories which will detsrmine

the nature and the meaﬁing 6f experience. Thie work of determining o
and conaitioning experience is a continuous process with the fact of
experience itseli. Experience is an-act of determinaticn of some kind

Cr other whether the end of the exrerience o?becme act or knowledgg)
eithsr a3 preparation for an act or some other end. This zact of
experience as determination may go on in terms whioh are not in any sense
cognitive but as the ineraction of objects, to one of which at least

tne action makes an appreciapvle difference. In the dagree with whioh
this exrerience becomes complex; there emarzes a series of determinations
Or categories whicn give definition to and a sense of control over the

éxrerience.

The categorles of philosophy are more definite and usually more



permanent evaluations of experience than we find in most of the
disciplines.  Thie is owing to the fact that the motive which guides
the formulation of the philosophic attitude is an interest in the more
rarmansnt phases of experience, and in the more permanent experiences.
Cause as a philosophical category has wider implications and a more
rermanent significance than cause as a scientific category. To insist
upon this point bringa out the relationship tetween the various forms
of catagories. The most daraging criticism that may be laveled at
present day philoaoﬁhy is a fallure to aprretiate the importance of
the categories. To understand the nature of the categories is to
acpreciate the task of pﬁiloooﬁhy better and %o exert by that fact

a wholesome influence upon the solution of the philosophical rrobléms.
If the thinkers would arrreciate the fact that philosorhy is an attitude
toward experiénce anrd that an attitude is a sublimation of experience,
then ths valus of the categories which are the components of exger-
ience and the attitude alike, would be more appreciated.' This would
result in a greater agreement among philosophers and in a greater
unity in philosophic thought. The change of futility so %en laid

at the dcor of philogoph;;vgehaﬁ to disappear. The historian of
Fhilosorhy would have the task of accounting for the kind of experience
which influenced a particular formdation. The typesof categories
used to describe experience would be traced as far as praticable in
the experience of the periocd in which they are formulated.

The Bistory of philosophy as usually written is a record of
8ystem making., The histories desoribe the attitude which is tak@n
toward experience at & particular time as a logical formmlation. The
conditions under which the partiéular system is developed are not .

‘brought out. There is a record of the categories used,whether the
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phileopp#er himself formulates them in a table oxr not, but the
meaing of these categories as evgluti%ns of experienoe-ie not die-
cussed. With ﬁhe appreciation of the value of the study of cate=-
gofes new'light is thrown upon the development of the history of
philosophy. - "The rhilosophical experiences are now brought 1nto eon=
tact with the other kinds of experience. The determination of the
philosophical attitude ere found to be of a piece with those of the
other sclences and all other phases of experience. The study of
philosorhy as a detached form of intellectual manipulation will loee
its standing and justifiocation among philosophers.
| An adequate interest in the nature of categories must lead
to the 1n§estigationpof what the experience is whieh yields a certain
kind of catezorization system. The oconcrete eysrience which forﬁe
the background for any such system will be inquired into, and this
will eerve to throw much light upon philosophical pursuits., The his-
tory of philosophy indicates how in different pe:iode the wholeipf
exrerience 1e catezorized in cognitive categories, at otﬁep,timee.
great stress is laid upon affeéive of volition categories, JThe ex-
perience at the basis of these forms of philosophy will de examieed
and the cause for this apparent nieinterpretation of experience will
Aieqardd.
be determined. Expenenee1 is sometimes entirely neglected to
ethical or mental or material categories and here also the basis in
the actual experience of the time would de investizated. In faot
there would be an interest anakened in experience itself as well as
in the specific attitude toward that experience. The determinatien
of exrperience in terms of a minute part of it will be exposed as ;

eerioue fallacy in philosophy. There will no doubt arise from this
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J ulﬁ‘wie term reality in place of ex-
thinkers are gmployed, of course, with reality. :
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a tendency to explain experience as far as possible in terms of
1tself rather than in some part of 1it.°

| A pragmatic account of the hisbory of philosophg would in-
dicate a progressive growth in the appreciation of the value of
categories as elements in the evglut?on of experience. fhe impor-
tance of the categories follows the appreciation of the importance
of experience in the determination of reality, We find thus in
Kant df;\attempt to formulate a doctrine of categories which should
exhibit the nature of experience. Kant, however, did not succeed

in his enz?rprise because experience for him carried too heavy a bur-
N / .
2 ang b

den of Wesent's mechanical philosophy and Newton's science. The

Kantian categories do not bear any noticeable resemblance to categor-
ies of genuine experience. From the standpoint of present day events
we may criticize the EKantian attitude toward experience as entirely
misrepresenting experience but allowance must be made. for thse fact
that in a genuine sense he lived under different conditions and had
different experience. The type of categorization doctrine that is -
formulated is sympatomic of the experience under which it is dev-
elobed. There is thus a rational explanation for the difference be-

tween the Aristotelian and the Kantian tables. The tables of categor
| ies consciously formulated are integral parts of the general dititude
toward experience and yield significant information as to the kind of
attitude a thinker develops. The objective attitude of Aristotle
toward experience iw illustrated by his table of categories, It in-
dicates the fact that Aristotle had not yet attained the conception
of experience as the basis of reality. The realization of the ax-
tremely close connection between‘reality and experience was impoesible
in Aristotle's time. Philosphy for Aristotle was anythingAbut an.

attitudé toward experience. Aristotle and his time were not aware of
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their own attitudes toward experience and only in proportion as a
period is conscious of ite own attitude, is there an appreciation of
philosophy as an attitude toward experience. Where the realization
of attitudes is at a minimum we find categories of an external kind.
This is‘tﬁa caée in the ecarly philosophy of Greece im which the world
is stated as objective substance of some kind or other. In the modern
philesophical statements the categories are in terms of exrerience
but, as was suggested in the case of Kant, experience is conceived in
an artifiocial mechnanistic way.

To consider the histé;j of rhilosophy as a record of astitudes
toward exrerience with refer:nce to the experience which is being
attitudinized,‘obviates the difficulties attendent upon considering

q.
the—hislory of phileeedhy as a record of abstract, logical systems,

This attitude toward the history pf philosophy considers the successive

doctrines as broduota»of a process which attempts“to evaluate human
experience in its gencrality. This would include the social, political,
economic, artistic, and religious experiences. The succeeding for-
mulations have no logical development or evolution, they each represent
& more or less oritical attitude toward new conditions and new objects.
Philosophy as dootrine is the most exact interpretation of these -
experiences. An investigation of any formulated dooctrine would indicate
then why a particu;ar Phase or other of experience is made bas{;'énd
dominant in a specific attitude. The categories of experience for the
Philosophers are abstractions of the actions, beliefs, and attitudes »
0f a certain time and place. The thoﬁghts of the system are not

born and carried on as thought, but ideas fundamental in any system

find their origin in the 1ife conditions of the time or place in whioch

the sytem is formulated. The es:zential nature of any given experimnce
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finds 1its expression in other attitudes than in philosophy. Philosorhy
is only ons of many ways in which the life of a people may be inter-
preted. Philosophy is, however, the most deliberate and oonsoicus of
all the attitudes. It is the attitude which exemplified most what is
being oxpérienéod. |
The categories of philosophy no less than other categories
are functional constituents of experience. The categories are symbols
of the exreriences come t0 rezlization aé vieible reality. The phil-
osophical categories are functional products of the experience proceaa.
They arz not subsistential entities which remain rermanéntly in time.
Becaus they are in a functional sense symbols and sublimations of
exrerience, they arise , develop and perish with experience. The
categories of philosophy are derived from the ordinary experiences
of the trinkers who handle these categories. The most abstract cate-
gores of rhiloasophy are derived from the ¢cnflicts and the collisions
of ordinary human relaticns. They are gleaned from the sorrows and
jcys,the buttes and é}giﬁs‘of men and women. The evaluations of ex-
rerience are elements in that experienoe and this faot accounts fbr
the ognresponding changes in the philosophical doctrines aad the ex-
perisnce situations in which they are develioped. Phklosophy is rooted
deerly and inevitably in the political, social, economic, and the other
exreriences of everyday life. Philosophy is, however, not a mecord
merely of what goes on. It is a genuine and integral part of this
experience. In fact, true philosophy is nothing apart from experience.
It is experience worked over and condensed by way of appreoiating the
profound and intense significance of this experience. Philoaophy thus

is in its esaentlal nature a relatively permanent aspect of experience

which graneoonds the other phases of experien&e because the meaning
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characteristic of their general philosophical attitudes are the
barest logic-al simbols of knowledge and existence.

With the radiocal changes in human experience which took place
with the downfall of the Greek civilization a more or lees conscious
attitude toward exgerience took rlace. The world began to be cate-
gorized more and more in terms of the inner experiences. Following
the crééades and the rehabllitation ¢f wan in the scheme of human
events, the world became categorized in terms of experience. From the
days cf the Renaissance tc the prssent Philosophy has become frankly
concerned primarily with experience. The increased importance of the
individual and the growinz stability of the aocial order gave origin
to the irrortance which was gtpacyed to the corresronding series of
categories cf thought and exﬁgéﬁéiéﬁ; and nature and spirit. The
extreme mebility of the clvilization of the period finds its adequate
expression in the rrominence of the categories oif mation, force and
rotentiality. As European civilization became more and more organized
and standardized, and the security of the individual seemeé to be
attained by the development of the individual nationé.the evolution
of experience in terms of nature, law, and mechanics became a prom—
inent phase of rhiloscphic thcught. Each new develorment in the
sooial and political conditions brings with it s new kind of formu-
lation of those ccnditions. The important place which such categories
as substance, essence, cause, and attradtion took in the determination
of re=lity in ths early modern rhilosophy reflects a definite con-
dition of social experience. The changes in the meanings of older
ocategories taks rnlace in answer to the same general conditions. The

fact of attemrting to establish a formal dooirine of oategories in-
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dicates also definite conditicns of the develcpment of sceial exper-
“ience.

The work of Kant 1i”attempting to set up in a table the
fundarmental conditons of exprerience 1is eyrmptomatic of a situation
in whiz: the tfeedom and value of the human individual gains recogni-
tion. The Kantian categories at once indicate an estatlished social
order, strcng and inderendent; and a pietietic emphwie of the prigg:
cy of tae inner life of the individual., There is th@e the phenomeana
which rerresent all there is cf reality so far as it can he experienoced
but there is still remaining the things in themselypz which can never
be known. The philosophy of the early nineteenty’fgﬂd:;many clearly
indicates how the struggles and strains of a disfﬁpted naticn to find
iteself brings out a categorigation of the world which stresses voli-
tional and affective categories. The werld is somehow cetermined as
depending upon the indivicdual in the way of creation cr arrrecization.
In the same preriod the chaotic national conditicne gave rise to a
calegory which has played a tremendous part in the phileoscphy of the
ninetdenth centry and later - the Absolute. In the latter half of
the same century therz came a settling down aft8r the revolutions.
The various nations of Europe became more and more solid and the world
took on a2 more certain aspect han it had possessed for come time.
In the world of philosoprhy the attitudes begazn to reflect this exper-
ience by the formulaticn of positivistic and materialistic viewpcints,
The categories with which the wcrld was evaluatcd were c¢f a more -
external nature than in the previcus period. Matter became an important
category in the evaluaticn of experience. With the development of ex-
rerience social and scientific, the categories became altersd andﬂ

traneformed,and energy becare a proménent category for the evalustion
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of experience, Ths movem:nt waich is bteing delineated finds a
rerallel development in the other attitudes, The peclitical, religious,
aesthetic and sokntifio attitudes 3ll are changtng and devaioping in

: | 0 e, - \
a very similar process. In the petulus reriod under diacuesion there
exists:an,exceedingly close connacticn between the categories of the
several attitudes tcward experience. In fact, the connecticns becones

80 close that ther: 1s a marked terndency to fonfuss thz vdrious cate=-

At the pregent time in the Tredominance of mechanical achieve-
ment and the surreme succdss of ccmrercial ard industrial efficiency
there is a tendency to determine reality as escentially mechanical
and external. The chanzes which have come =2bcut through rrczress in
scizntific aprlicaticns havs given izretus to the inclination to
evaluate all exzerience in ecme scientific form or other., At the
beginning of this tendency thers was current :the ittitude that a for=
rula could be devised wrich would comprepand 211 reality.l Evolution-
ag a2 rrominent catezory in such a formula at first seexed to oren the
way tc the most hldden secrets of esxistance., Withthe developrment of
this attitule aé a conseguence of greater amareness of experience, the
inadeguacy of thie catsgery as a total évaluation of exrerience became
errhasized. As a reaction to this attitude of catsgorizing experience
entirely freonw the standpoint of eo-called ecience, there have arisen
vewpoints which have attsmnteu to take account of the mcre ccmplaxt
exrerience which the mechanical z2ttitudes seemed to leave unaccounted
for. fhere have been rersistent references to those agsrects of organto
phenomena subh az to shszke tnoroughly the beli=f in any orude mach-
arietic solutica of importamt prcoblers. Various forms of optrliulllln

hzve been developed to take the rla2ce of the croes rechanistio do?;rinoa.

The Synthetio pnilosophy of “#encer, 1s an 1llustration,
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Evolution has been reinterpreted and made creative rather than
mechanical. So far has this reaction to the mecharistic philesophy
gone that the authors have placed themselves dangerously on the side
of an uncritical philosophy.

The conflict of the cr@aa naturalistic viewpoint with the
attitude vwhich stresces an extréme spiritualism brings info sharp
relief the importance of the categories which are used in formulating
an attitude toward experience. When the categories used are eon-
sciously attended tc theme are brought out at once the demerits in the
polemics of those who take such orposed stande toward phenomena as
the vitalist: and the mechanists do. The bitter quarrels which center
about their issuen can resolve themselves readily when the funotiqn
of the categorlies 2s evaluaticns of experience are cleariy heid in
mind. In the world of physics the rroblems raised by the relativhets
do not offer such insoluble situations, wher they are a:proached with
an attitude which critically regards the function of the categories
used in the determination of rhenomena. When the categories are
seriously studied, the evaluation of the rhesnomena involved will not
be takeh as a descrirtion of absolute reality. The categories them-
selves will also not become far the thinker transformed from determina-
tion more and more approaching rezlity (because of the greater clé}%i-
fication of the immediate situation) to elements of a fixed and rigid
reality. 1In general the various aspects of any problem, the ontoiogic-
al and the experiental may be held apart and considered with especial
reference to the best solution of the problem at hand. The rhases of

vhe problem which arz particulally observational or interpretative may

likewise be held apart, the confusing of issues which result from
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confounding the two aszects would tedbviated in a2 strict study of
the ocategories involved when a problem is faced.

A eritical study of the nature of categories not only brings
ciarity to the thinker in the soluticn of pfobleme, but in a gens2
way enahlas him to0 definitely locats his problem, The i?ﬂéﬁsion of the
Philosorhical 2'titude with the scientific and religious is alsc avoided.
There has besn manifieczt in reecsnt thinXing thes tenisncy t¢ consider
gome exrerimental vievpo;n* or cther 23 the only sciantific one.
Philoscphy was %taken to0 bz conscerned with some sort of spiritual reals
ity which lay beyond the realm cf science. It3 material could not be
manirulated nor its findiﬁgs verified, The conflict here arose from
the fact that th2 exrerimental scientist seemed to leive untouched a
vast range cf actual experience which azpears important; This exper-
ience can ea33ily be lost sight of in the exitreme emphzeia that is
place; ugen syrface =2srects of harpenings, Witk the s;mé\vigor that the
philcsochic experience was denied rezlity its champiogﬁgdéélred it to
be the only genuine reality. The ordinary f:cts of’lifé\were cornsidered
a8 fhe shadows or appearances cf realityl, This attitﬁdé}cculd ‘hly
lead to the result that philosophy becomes ir ecme sense ofﬂcther

.‘.

a refuge for the disarzointed hoc's ani unrealized amhit‘ons'gf a;
hopelass humanity. Lifs and re-lity beccre disdpintad'dnd dishgratc

to accorodate themselve: to such as cannot face the actua% facta o!
5 \\
ordinary life., A morzs critical atitituie tovard ex,ertance than Qither
d '\
of these views indicate would find no such disfunction n experienee.

The rroper arrreclation of the catezories used would preYent the c?n-

fusicn ¢f the asrects of problems and the problcma themoliygs. TFe
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lpewey and Moore in Creative Intelligence. ; "y
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R2a1i-ation of the siznificance of th2 categories 1s an extreme
necessity for adequate thinking. Thinking as a highly censcicus methed
of orient~ticn iz the world of experisence can never succeed in its
work unies 4he marks which guide 1ts pregress are entirely visivle
and clear. '

The history of rhiloesorhy illustrates ﬁﬂ a very instructive
manner tae efforts of rhiloeopky to underetan& its funcvicn. As the
realizeticn of th: function of the philcsophic catezcries beccres

earer the historical prcoblers cf chilosophy tzke un a
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new agrect. The specific systemc of rhilsosorhy as satterpis al the
sciuticna of tha prcbleme cf the siznificance cf exrerience tecame
understandatle in iterws, of the exgerience which is Telny statod by the
rarticular thinker, The catszerien of rhilosczhy are found io be fune-
tioma oF eritic-l thought darived from experience which give meaning
ani deserminaticn to experiznce, and which facllicate the approzch

and adjmstrent t¢ the process of exzerience, A careful study of the
fuction c¢f categcries indicates the place of rhilcscrhy in ths exper-
fence of huranity and reduces the necessity for a constant def=nse of

itgs method and results.
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The Pre-Athenian Period.

The early Greek philosphy showe us a stage in reflection in
which therg is a prjection of attitudes that may be looked upon
as unoritically naive. This is, to be sure, a reflective naivete
for where we have philosophy we must posit a oonsiderable amount of
awvareness in degaing with problems. The activity called reflection
begins when there is some understanding of the existence of a prob-
lem. The differentiation in thies under:tanding comes through the
adebtness in handling the problem. The feature which most of all
distinguishes the stages in reflection is that of expertness. The prob-
lem ofjiégician is such by natur: of the superior technique which he
trings to bear upon his problem. There is a difference in degree

betwveen the work of the logician and ordinary reflectlon. The early

Fhilosophas of Greece took a naive attitude tow:rd the world. There
was a8 y2t no clear recognition of the nature of the problem. Ther:2
was an attemrt to state wh-t the world was, but the arprehension of the
nature of the processes by which théssdeterminations wemsmade, did not
come out as a problem until a later peériod. }

The experiences of these people, in a political and econoumical
'way and their temperamental equipment both favorei this type of attitude,
The world as such is taken to be the object of investigation. In this
period there is no realization of man and his needs. Spculation is at
this péricd not tﬁe formulation of assumptions critically made with
reference to an intimate human problem. The result of such speculation
as the Pre=Athenians indulge in cannot be brought into close relation

to their actual needs. It might be well to point out here that the state-

ment just made would have little force could one transport onesalf en-
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. in%1y into the Ionian milieu. Thetr experience was such as to make °.
—{hgir philosorhy weriously neglecsf/thd essentially human espects of
il petfectly plausible. To consider only the political experiences

an was throughout the whcle of the Hellenic period in complete
subordination to the State.:- I:\igjbroportion the qxperiondel of the
Greeks change 8o as to give man a more important place in the general
experience sc does his rlace iﬁ tﬁe rhilosophical éxpreesion of his

time beccme more important. But even in Plato and Aristotle the

genuin humanness of the individual fails to aprpear. The most funda-

-mental categcry of the ancient Greeks wasihat of Physiés.l The

problem that came to the Ancient Greek was as to the determination
of nature. The question they asked related to the mnature of the world,

TBis nature is ther:fore assumed as a vhole. Na2ture is taken to

be the whole of reality; it is an immediate complete experience.

The further development of this procdss of experience is a specific

determinition of what tais nature is, Thales found his determination

in water. This was a Jdefinite category to account for the ultiﬁate
nature of reality. This effort to state the underlying principle of
nature ia an advanced stage in intellectual development. There is
probably no stage in human dovelopmen:7which the act of attitndtnidation
does not take place. We might indeed make this criterian of overt |
attitudinizatiop the line of demaﬁgézion bg;ween those who are and thouae
who are not consciously aware of their experiences. The attitudes that
g0 to mak2 up the content of Greek philosoPhﬁﬂformulation are very
dofinife attitudes though, the Greeks had no defirite awareness of

them as attitudes. The awareness of attifudes comes only with the

l1Burnet, Greek Philoeophy, p. 37.
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spproach to the problem of knowledge. When the problum of kncwledge
becomes a source of troubleg to the refledtive mind, there is an =
5pprec}ation of the presence and meaning of ones determination and
ovalutfbn of experience, Throughout the whole history of Greek
philosophy there is no true aprreciation of the nature of experience.
The process of experience is never inquired into. Aristotle himself
never rises to a correct consideration of the nature of experience

nor even arproaches it to the extent such as the Kantian philosorhy
does,

The determination of the nature of reality by Anaximander il-
lustrates the immediacy of the attitude expressed. Reality for him
is thega7T&|P°V; the boundless something. There is an indeterminatzan”‘
determination. The experience there is evaluated but the valuation
is vague and indefinite. It seems that a determination must be made,
an attitude must be expressed, althougk'it is hardly adequate enough
to be deecriptive. In this formiation we see the powerful effort to
give desermination to the world. There is a‘vigorous attempt to:give
a value to experience. There is an unmistakable effort to give
expresaionéto the attitude towarde the world, but there is no definite
attitude. gThere is an expression of the belief that there must be a
source for all the materials of the world. If a{Jof the vieidble mat-
erials of the world which are in oprosition to each otber were infinite,
the opposites would long have ceased to exist. And if none of them
is infinite then the ultimate stuff of the world is not known,

Another rredicate aﬁpliod to this boundless was God or the
divine (T GtieV). Thie predicate is probably the expression of the
most exalted quality of the material thus described. With the Greeks
at this reriod the most precious stuff was called dviﬂc; This is

weall brought out by Burnet in the passages quoted from Hippokrates.




"I do not think that any disease is more divine or more e-cread )G
than others..... I think that those who first called this disease
sacred were men such as there are still at the presant day, magicians
and purifiers (X404 (""‘*" ) and charlatons and imposters. They
make use of the godhead (T1¢ ©tioV ) to cloak and cover their own
incapacity." —"The Sacred Divine.*

*Nothing is more #ivine or more herclc than anything else, but
all things are alike, are all divine.?—"Air, Water and Sites".

A third philosg}ﬁz;ming from the same city as the two mentioned,
was Anaximenes. He accepted the idea of Anaximander that the real
was infinite. He made a definite determination of this infinite and
called it air, Anaximenes did not find it necessary to think of the
infinite az being different from the material which 1staaparated out of
it, since diversigéféust be due to a greater or leeser quantity of the
substance in a given srace. Anaximenes drew an anology between the
human processes and the cosmic proceeses;.thie gave him support for
the particular determination of the real. *Just as eur eoulg, being air,
holds us together, so do breath and air encomrass the iorld.' We see
in this form of philosophy an expression of an attitude derived from a
more or less superficial observation of some obvious experience.

The investigation of the probable influences which yielded the
kind of attitude the Mileeians express in their natural philosophy finds
some sugzesticne in their general conditions. A question of importance
in this ccnnection ie thie: Why has the birth of what we call Greek/
philosorhy taken place in Miletus, an Ionian colony in Asia? The answer
to this question throws some light upon the fact that the Mileslans
expressed the particnlar attitudes with which they are aceeedited. ‘
Miletus became the favored place for the growth of philosophy because

s
i1t was saved the fate of the other Ionian colonies when Llyatte7 and

Croesus subjugated those cities, Thus as long as the Lydian kingdom
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singiem—lasted Miletus was a safe and settled oity where science ZQ‘]
and commerce could floemish. The Milesian tradition comes to an
end with the capture and destruction of the town by the Persians in
494 B.C., after the battle of Lade. The freedom and the security
held by the more cultured citizens of such a town would give occasion
for the abstract formulation of an attitude toward experience.

That any forrmlation sheuld be made of the experiences requires
no explanation. It is a fundamental aspect of human experience to be
expres-ed. The human element in it means precisely that it has meaning
and significance and this meaning ?annot entirely fail of expression.

There ig necessary cnly the etinu%?% to this expression and there

were p-cbably many of these in the particular situation. There is sono‘; 

warrant for asserting thet material prosperity is a prerequisite for
the develorment of philosorhy and this has pkayed its part here.

In order %tc have the excresesicn in the form of deliberate formulation
of the mzaning of the experiences 1t 1s necessary only to have the
complex conditions of a balance beiween an assertive personzlity and
exreriences favoring aseertion/.

The naturalness of the attitudes of the Milesians toward exper-
ience is indicated both in the questions they asked and in the answers
they gave tc these questions. To inquire for the nature of the Real
without a prior 1nqu1ry as to thevpossibility of the discovery of the
Real is an indication of an extremely naive attitude. To answer with
" the particular determinations of the Real as the Milesians did is to
be little avare of the gravity of the problem. On the whole the de-
terminations of the nature of the Real as the Milesians made them
indicates an immediate roaotibn toward experience, The attitudes of

the ¥ilesians revez:l a reaction that is direct and hardly sophisticated.

The importance that attaches to their attitudes lies in the fact that




j?Egg; state them in a scientific way. The ¥ilesians are of iﬁportanéﬁe
z; the history of thought on that ac-ount. The Grgqg sgientifioc tra-
dition may be characterized not as an ent1rely‘£2$5a1 a;titudo but
rather as a serious one. The Milesians were serious 1h théﬁr attempt
to térmulate a definiteifdea of the nature of reality. .

To the critigal student it must be obvious that the Milesians
were not making entirely new determimations of reality. To suggest
that would be to poeit a discontinuity in exreriencs. This would be
a total misinterpretation of what actually took palce. We must posit
that the Milesians were assuming a more criticalrattitude toward
experience than was formerly the case. They gave up telling tales,as
Professor Burnet puts it. That the deterniﬁations were nz2ive indiéatee
the naive nature of their experience. The Greeks at this time were
living in a comparatively simple world, their experiences were not
fraught with the complexities of modern life.

The sirplicity of the Greek focrmulations as t0 the nature of the
Real is menifest also in the fact that the connections between the
determin>tions of the real and thg experiences that bring them out are
8o obvious., These can be traced a continuity between the categories
the Greeks used in their scientifioc determinafions and the categories
of their mythical and religious periode. It is thus that a connection
may be found between the water that Th%les suggested as the real and ihe
Oceanus which the Homeric poems sreak of and the QXESJ”?whach the
Hesiodioc poems inontion.1 The Anaximandrian Boundless can be placed
into correlation with the Heeiodioighgls. The attexrrts to ltate‘cx-
perience 6n the part of Homer and Héeiod must be taken as expressions

of the period and indicate the immediacy of attitude towarde experience.

lyon Bartmann “Geschichte des Metaphysik, s. 3.
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ﬁbre 1s a continuity of attitude in the exrression of the poets and

early philosophers. This brings out the close connection between the
categorie~ of the various experiences. |

.There is not as yet developed an attitude categorizing reazlity as
something beyond the immediate eternal objects. Theré ies nct yet
brought to coneciousness the idea of the real as residing in a prin-
ciple not immediately aveileble to the percertual expeiiences. The
Boundless of Anaximander, while sometimes taken to 1£dicate the view
that he struck upon a metaphysical doctrine, does not really warrant
such an inierpretation. There seems to be a genuine connection between

the Boundless of Anaximander and the Oq}anus of the Homeric poehs.

It is not a far fetched explanation to point out a con?ection batween
such a determination of reality as Ocegnus and water, end tre fact
that the Greesks lived close by and derived much of their experience
from the sea,

This continuity between the formulaztion of the philosophers and
the poets indic:tes that at this period there was no fundazmental
differentiation between the philosorhic and the less critical attitudes.
There is no sharp differentiation betwesn the various expression of

the attitudes toward experience. The philosophers do not ask any ,

and experience as a true philoaophy.muet do.

pointed queeti*ns as to the nature of knowledge{ The fact that the
entire exprerience is being categorized in simple, nature categories
i{s also evidence of the immaturity of the Ionlan philosphy.

. The hie tory of Greek philosophy indicates thit not until thers
come sharp oonfiiofs between the direct'determinatioﬁs of exreriencs,
ie thera developed a coritical attitude toward the procese of experience.
A critical attitude is not developed until the oategories are considered
with a view to their adequacy.‘ To accept a category from the tradition
of'mythology or relgion is not critical and is essentially not philoso—

, i i e ey o | u;; o "féi B
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1t is no: intended to draw an sbsolute line between what is con-
aido;ed Philosophical and what is mythicel and religious, No such
absolute line exists, Even in the most highly abstract thinking there
are definitetraces of attitudes derived from other aspects of ex-
perience. Experience is a united whole and all sharp divisions must
be considered as entirely arbitrary. At this pericd of Greek philoso-
rhy the attitudes toward experience were sc direct and simple that all
the attitudes were intermingled. A8 an jllustration may be takeam the
close rarallelism among the Greeks of the doctrines as to the number
of Gods and number of worlds.

with the change in gener-l orientation in the world of experience
Greek philosorhy takes on a slightly differ=nt comclezion., The attitude
taken and expressed reflects the new haprenings. The'philosophy of
Pfﬁ%géoras 1htroduces the new motives and the history of rhilosophy
absorbs a series of new experiences, 2nd cagezories which give them
exrression. With Pythagoras bz:gins the tradition uhicn categorizes
experience in them-that are not entirely peroeptgg— The attitude
of Pythagoras takes on a mathematical trend gnd the Pythagoréan
finds the reality of things 1n-number. The Pythagorgan attitude
does not represent a complete change from the earlier tradltione. It
is in truth merely a traditional attituds, for numbers do not mein
for Pythazoras what they-aignify to a modern mathematician, Aristotle
pointe out that the numbers of the Pythagoréan constituse the actual
content of ordinary objects.l In Pythagoras and his school, then, we
f£ind from the side of_categorizing experience, the source of & slizhtly

more independent attitude. The school of Pythagoras in adopting nurbers

- - - - S enav - an o oo - ——— ————

lyetaph, A. 5.
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as the essence of reality give more standing to the act of determing
experience and incidentally make way for the problem of One and !ghy.
The development of this problem is influen csd by the concert of
hafmony which the Pythagoreans fostered. This notion of harmony
with 1ts peculiar connection with the number congept 1is derivéd
to a great extent from the Pythagorean reformation of the Orrhic
religion.l There is no doubt a very close connection between the
attitudes which look upon the world with the veiled eye of mystiéiem, i
and with the implicit faith in the reality of unscen things.

It is quite probable tkat the Pythagoreans, because of their be-
lief in the rossibility of the One evolving into the Many, stimulated
the criticism of Xenorhames who was perhars the first to insist
emphatically upon the onenqge of Reality.

The problem of the One and Many means to the rhilosorhic con-

sciousness a develorment of extreme importance. It stimulates the

discussion of rroblems wkich advance philosophic history by the pro-

Jection of new attitudes, The early Ionians accerted without oriti-
cism the unity of the world seaking merely a precise determinatidn
of it. Sc little did this speculation scem ielated to the conoréte f
experiences of their period, that no very sharp conflict was encogntered
from ths polytheistic mytholozy. When the Ionian civi]zation'brgke

down and different exreriences hzd to be correlated, the issue becanme
localized. The problem of One and'ngiy became a live topic for
thinkers., The advance it brought into the philosophy of Greece is
symboliéed by the fact that the rroblem stood for a genuine appre@iation i
of the experiences-of the period.

The Pythagorean traditions atove all stands for philosophical |

10? Cornford, "From Religion to Philosophy", p. 194 ff.




progress in that the fundamental determinations of reality 34
it makes, are sozewhat more independent of the unrefleoctive categortes
of relgion and mythology. The need for harmonizing the various ex-
reriences which became problemdi led to the projectipn of categories w
which, beczuse ?hey are less direct are rmore adequate aes deterrintions
of experieﬁce. So far as formal doctrine is concerned Pythazanald
probably harks back to Anaximander. For Pythagoras there was also
a Bcundless from which all thinzas were derived, but Pythazoras con- |
ceived this in a mere abstract though more definite way., The lin=-

itzticn of the unlimited gives origin to things and thus Pythagzoras

finds reality in a realism critically determined. The superiority
of Pythagoras and his school in this instance is thzt they wet up
in a hizhly conscious mann2r a set of rrinciples which give deter-
minaticn to rezlity., This marked a stage in the develorment of the |
Greek rhilosrhy which ended in the emrh2sis of the attitude tovard
experizsnc2 which was stated in knowledze terms by Plato and Aristotle,
The Pythagorean philosoprhy in a genuine sense is a transition movement
between the Ionic and Athenian viewgointa.

The Pythagorean attitude toward experience is derived from a
series of happenings quite in contrast to those of the previous reriods
On the political side we find Ionia brought under the cloud of the
Persian invasion., This results in a series ofPi8Ta¥ION®  .p,yop prougnt
the Ionizns into contact with new attitudes and new experiences. The
growing power of the Persians and the breakdown of the Ionian civili
gzation brought such reactions and interactions into the culture of the i
period 2s to bring to consciousness new problems and new methods of
solution. On the social side we find that the increasing importance

of the Orrhic religion brought about new attitudes by way of com-
Xenophanes and his'work_stah¢ as examrles

batingz its polytheism.




of the protest that w2s made againat Ionlan culture in general anjig
their polytheism in particular.l

Whether Xenophanes was the father of Eleaticism or not he
belonged to the general tradition which made the problem of the One
an important factor in Greek philosophy at this period. A% this
time it becamre a genuine problem and was established imae conscious
way. Ag the herald of the tradition which placed r=ality in a
domain beyond the regicn of the senses Xenophanes! insistence ugpecn

.the onz2ness of the world is an important aivance beyond hés pre-
_decesfors. This is true in srite of his own expeessione which gave
a theistic turn to his statezent.?

In the conflict of the Heracleitzan and Parmenedian vie-pcints
we observe the advance of Greek thcught to the stage in which the
work of tzae thinker plays an increasirzly important role. Heracleitus
znd Parmenides both place reliance in Reason as a m=zans for thz
discovery of reality although in neither zhilosorher can we f;nd
a total departure from the naively objective attitude of the Milssians.
In botih of these philopheres there 1s an 2dvance in attitude both with
respect to the interrretation of realit& and the assigning of the
‘value to the 1n£erpretation of experience.

With respect to the problem of One and Many these thinkers
have arrived ai 2 higher plane of explanation which is worth noting.
The viewgoint of Heracleitus scems vqu sorhisticated when comrared
to that of the Milesians, Whereas Anaximenes finds 1t necessary to
roait rarefacticn and condensation to overcore Anaximandes' theory

MAMNRSS : ‘
of injustice as a cause of the monymars ¢f the one, Beracleitus

(_Llr . -‘-"‘-. . D - G D . G — - G . . -
lgee Bury, History of Greece 1911, p. 319 ff., Diels fr. 11,15,16,17,

2
See Aristotle Met. A, 986 b 24.
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wneiders the charges as rerfectly normal conditions of reality.

ﬁLeracleitus has found himself s=ble to profit by the disooveries of
the Pgthagoreans. Their theory pf harmony made it imposzible to
adcept the too naive attitude of the early Ionilans, ,Hcraoleitus
desrises aleo the mythiocal and mystical views of the Pythagzoreans.
This led him %o oategoriie reality as fire vwhich took him not foo
far from observable phenomena, In fire Heracleitus found a sub-
stance which could account raticnally for the multiplicity in
unity and still avoid a mythological doctrine. The ceasaless flux
of thigs and the moyement from cne to mgny and vice versa could all
be explained by the conception of fire, "Fhere is a way upward and
a way dcwnward, a oonstant movament of things frox fire and a return
of all thinze to fire." With this concection Heracleitus maintatmed
a connzcticn with actual things and yet found rezlity in a reald ..

dep=ndent uron reason for its discovery. Rzeality for Heracleitus

is ultizmately to be found in the harmony of oprosites. This harmony
is a divine law, a right which rules the entire world. All things
are géverned and prevented from oversterping their limits by this
right (Dike). With this conception Heracleitus aimed'to overccne
tha difficulties in the problem of the One ani Many. The world can
be both one and mony, the unity of ths world is not précluded by the

onenes~ nor the m@nyness. The changes which tazke place are merely

_expressicns by the one of the undsrlying harmony which is the gen-

o uiﬁs reality.

In Heracleitus we find a crystaligation of the attitudes that
N manifested themselves in Hfe Greek thought. There 1is found in Her-
a acleitus a subt%p mixthre of popular belief which is controlled by

i a desire to be scientific and above thz level of mystisism. This all

results in bringing to comsciousness attitudes that make for a more

)

pbstf%ot siznificance of the categories as the determinations
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of experience. 35
This orystallization of the determinations of ezperience <
came as a result of the social interaction of the time. The
determination of experience as one or many has in its underlying
motives the guarrels of = religioms nature involving the criticism ofx
of the approved polytheism., Xenophanes 1n his criticism of the
Folythelsm of the pveriod develcped a doctrine of the unity of
reality. The purpos: of this doctrine ani thaz supporting evidence
offers a vulnerable grougi for the critical faculty of Heracleitus.
The world is one but this need not be taken a3 a denial of the
reality of the many. Chaﬁée and motion became components of rc&lity.
To deny theirreazlity on the basis of sense perception is to show
the extmre unreliability of the senses as capable of giving knowleadge.
Beracleitus indicates to us the beginning of the more absiract for-
muletion of experience. The dirsct connecticn cf the philosophiczl at=
titude of Heracleitus with the relliglious ileas iniicates that we
chave =25 yet only a beginning of the razlly critical attitudes of
philosphy. |
with Parmenides there bzagins a clearer emphasis upon the
creative aspeot of the philosophic attitude. The attitude as attitude
stands out clearer than 1t has done in the previous stage« of Gieek
history. This attitudg is of course put entirly into terms cf reason.
That is, Parmenidea-}resees more and more the ide-a that reality is
to be known only thfough reason. As a matter of fact Parmenides
-argues: - that thought and reality are one., Pzarmenides carried the

One and Many problem to the stage of logical abstraoction. Parmenides

goes far?her than any of his predessors in formulating a non-per-

ceptibie category of exrerience. Parmenides gives origirn %o the
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category of Being which is rade to fuse completely with the category

of the One. The One is here in a more ccnscicus way offered as a
category of reality. The One of Xenaphames finds here 1ts most
thorough going development., Parmenides in a very decided sense

presages  the advent of the problem of knowleige as the Sophists

develored it.

The poem of gprmenides indicates a definite'argumentrin favor
of the particular determination of realitiy that he makes, In spite
of what the senses tell us re=l1ity is, and is not passing away,

: nor has it come to be. It is not many but one for otherwise it

! could not be. This argument is based uron the truth that it 1s

iﬁ inconotivable that we should think that which is , is not. Par-

3 menides holds it to be absolutly true that what cannot be thought
csnnot be, and what ie not cannot de thought. The entire Parmsniiean

-

'E argument is one of though;aa az3inst the report of the sanses. Prar-

ﬁ menides zoes much farther than Heracleitus in giving power to the
reason in cognizing reality. Parmenides arrives at the abstract-
thoughf not very sophiaticated conception of existence. For Par-
menides existence is still external daterial, it is corporezl, it is
spread out in space. What Parmdnides has done has been to conaider

ordinary sense material at its lowest terms. The reality of sense
mate:-ia}, whioh is all material, lies not in the fleeting qualities

that our senses inform us of, but in the fact th2t it is, that 1t
exists. This is the ultimate determination of experienced objecis

j for Parmenides, for his criterion is comceivability. Rothing cor

2 non-being can be an object for thought, for all thought must be
i thought of something. Further, if reality must be something, it must
also be one for otherwise 1t cannot be thought of as being. Oneness

is than a specific determination of reality, it is one of its char-
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aoteristic features., The iwo fundamental categories of reallty 5527
Being and Cne.

Parmenides has reached a stage in the atttibutes of character
to‘reality which places him far and beyond his predeoo?aors. The
attitudes toward experience which Parmenides cxprolseehhas booome
much more self-conscicus ani avare of it2elf. Parmenidoo brings to
bear such an argument for his determination as to all bﬁﬁ'preoipitate
the zrotlem of determinstion itself. In all of his arguﬁenﬁ Parmenides
gseema to be suggesting that he 1s making determinations of. exparienoe
on scre tasis thzt {a 44fferent from that of unreflective observation.
Parmenides hag reached a higher type of determinz=tion from tho otapd-
poirt of Cresk rhilosophy. His determination is not higher qﬁ thek‘\
genase of more 23eguately describing experience. On the conﬁﬁary it )
may well be sald that he totally denies the reality of all ;mmodiate
experience.  The #orld of evaryiay experience 1s 2 delusion: for
Parmenides, Parmenides' determinziion of experience is higﬁer in that
he sought in a more li:finite and determined way to discover wo a2t really
ja. The datermination of reality by Parmenides 1a more deliberate and
cautious than is that of his predessors eéven though he did not attain
to a truer ccncertion of reality. Ve may see 1in ?armeoidea the
develosment in the history of thought of attitudes which though they
are immediate functions of the experiepoe of the period still rerresent
more aieguately ithat axcerienoe; It oy be readily aé;eed that Parmen-
ides a,preoiates more profoundly the experience of nis period although
from our present stanlpoint he has a meagre unde*standing of the
course of human happenings. '

The philoaoohy of Parmonidos seems a fitting. ozpfo-sion of the
experiences of the Gresk world in hie time. The poriod.ot the foreign

oppresaion served to bring a compactness and a unlty whﬂoh fore-

shadowed-1mper1alv5theno. From the oido of the exporienoq of a
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people the establishment of the One as a fundamental categzcry of

reality becomes easy to explain. The identification of Being with this
category firds its explanation in the development of a more oritical
méthod of determining the nature of reality.

The solution of the problem of the One and the Many reached
a peculiar étatus with Parmenides. The argument of Parmenides, es-
pecially with the supvort of the disciple Zeno, was unansverable.
And yet 211 the following philosphers were Plur%lista. The philo-
sophera were not yet able to grasr the sizaificance of an attitude
which put reality so far from sensee experience, The Greek mind at
this period wae naively objective. Reality had to be external
sc it could be grasped by the senses. For the Greek the fundamental

processes

kind of knowledge rprocess was the the visual sensation. The kncwledge/
so far as they were problematic for the Greeks at this rericd were
considered from the standpoint of ;isual data. Phe rluralists .
who took up the philosophical rroblems directed almost entirely their
energie - to explaining change 2nd permanence. The problem of the
Oneness of reality was not further develorad.until with ths chang of
social experience tke teckhrique of reasoning and knokledge was pre-
pared to further handle it,

Philosophy for a time gtill remained content to explain
experience upon the basis of sense percertion. The Grecks were not
yet ready to investigate feality in & realm far remcved from their
constant and ordinary activities. Even when thess activities led
;ater'to an erphasis of the knowledge prosess as against nature,
human experience did not go far in modifyinz the study. The Gre@k
thinkere had not yet attained that personal indepeddence which ie

escential for a constructive attitudd toward experience, In.the.
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oircumstancee in whioh the thinkers found themselves they could
not have the indeprendence of the immediate sccial surroundings,
to categorize reality in humanistic terms.

A modification in the attitudes of the philopophers at this

ii

point is manifested in the lessened energy given to the categorizatiam
of the ulﬁimzte substance of reaiity and greater effort directed toward
an explanation of how it operates. The impetus to this is found cer-
tainly in the ocniroversy of Hzracleitus and Parmenides with respect

to chanze and permanence &ven though the rarticular contention of
Haracleitus that r2a2lity 1s change did not stimulate it. The
philoéophers of this period were interested in discovering a means

of reconciling the Parmenedian denial of genération and becoming;

mith the Beracletian emphasis of these phasss of experience, The
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categories rerresenting the ultimite of experience for theze

v P

rhiloscrhers refer to the controlling forcss of the changes in ex-

perience., Te have the love and Strife of Empedocles and the Ncus

it

cf Anaxagoras. Empedocles the physician finds the permanence of

things in the four roots which the early Ioniams took to be the ul-

e T A S R 2

timate sources of reality. Chanzes in things were brought about
by the two principles of Love and Hate. These are for the most part

just such material as the four roots. They are not incorporeal

forces, ihe concert of force as distinet frcm substance had not been
' ‘ derived from
arrived et as yet., The two categories Love and Strife'EmpedocIQSf/
the obaervations of a physicz2l kind which he was of course in the
habit of making. There are many points of similarity beiween the

Love and Strife of Empedoclea and the rarefacticn and condensation

of Anaximenes, but with Emxpedocles these two principles have very

much clearer functions. w1th Empedboles these have become almost

guiding principles separated off from the material which they
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effect. With Anarxagoras the seraration is more ccmplste althcugh

even there the Nous is not a totally different kind of material
from the stuff of the world.

| The determination of Nous as a fundamental category marks

a turning poinq in the development of philosophy. Anaxagoras
poipta the way to a new direction which the attitudes of the Greexs

Eook. From this time on ws shall see that the attitudes toward

-exnerienpe take on a morz provlematic aspect, The process of dstermi-

nation of experience reaches that stage of consciousnes~ thal imgels
1t to consider its ovn attitudes. The formulation and expresséng

of atititudes becomes 2 problem in itself. This intellectual movement
parallels a growing interest in cne's own experience. The Greeks

of this gsneration are led to £ind an abosrbing interest in their

own rarsonalities. The Greex lbegins to become aware oi himself more
and more, o7ing to hiz contact with the Perstan. It is in this
pericd that Asschylus spsaks of the Greeks as men whb hzdi "nsver been
called the subjects or the slaves of any one." This is the period
when individualia began to be the keynot; of Greek civilization.

This 1s ths beginning cf the rariod wnen Athens assumed ‘the leader-
shir of the Grepka. The struggle of Athens with Sparta for the
leaderships of Greece typifies the growth of 1ndiv1dualism and the
supremzcy of the 1ntelleot. It was no coincidenoe that the« Yovs
should come to be g fundamental category of experience! for‘Ang;agoras

is the firzt pﬁiioaopher of Athens. ; “’ﬁg \:,
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In the Athenian period the problem of One and Many becomes
an eszentially logical one. There is brought out the fact of
rredication rather than that of existence. '

Ta2 entirs philosorhical attitude changes frcm a study of
external nature tc an iantersst in human conduct. Tals results
in bringing out the interess in the essentially human problems.
With th2 change of exrerience that is found in Athens, th2 think-
ars arrive at an interast 1in the attitude toward experianmce and
4o not stress as all important ths assumed objects of knowledge.

The individualistic experiences of the fourih century lead
'to e chanze in the philosophical viewpoint 80 as to bring out ths
| emrhasis upon knowledgé.

Through the scphistic tradition the problem af the valldity
of knowvledge came to tne front. In making valid the knowledgse pro-
cess Plato develors the dectrine of participationm which originates
®1th Pythagoras until it becomes & highly conscious doctrine of
ﬁrsdiéplon. The categories which Plato formally nama33 are ., however
ratipnzli:tic abstracticns ani not methodolozical evolé&ions. Tha
general categories of Plato ara ontological entities and are
pot functicnal detsrminations of egarience. As such there is an
unmistakeable limitation of Plato's viewpoint to a fixed me tephy-
plozal reality.

with Aristotle there}is an advanced methodologiocal viewpoint
developed, It appears that Aristotle arrives at an admiratle att?

with respect to the relation of knowledge and experience. AristoT(g
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ptresses the necessity for studying sctual conditions, and factk of
oxperiencé. He develops & logic to deal with those faots. Aristotle
1 the firet toO get up a consclous table of categories.

The apparent confidence and worth that Aristotle placed in
experience 18 vitiated by an entirely erroneous conception of the
nature of 6xperlenoe. Aristotle no less than Plato oonsiders the
world of experience as & pseudo-reality if not actual illusion. For
ATistotle the two'worlds exist in quite as emphatic a manner as for
Plato. |

The categories of Aristotle do not form elements in any actual=-
ly experienced proocess vut are formal aspects of a transcenden?i real-
ity. So far as they aprly to actual phenomena they are elements of
expression, grammatical forms.

The Greék philosophy in general is an extremely externalistic
attitude toward experience, and even when it develors 2 highly metho-
dological technique it still remains far removed from actral ex-

perisntial conditions.



