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The Humanistic Period.

Analytical Tatble of Contents.

This period marks the beginnings of the ascendancy of the
humen experiences as a basis for the interpretation of reallty. ;
In det21l this attitude takes the form in which philosophers |
stress the importahce of the human unierstanding in the novledge
of reality.

In the naturalistic paxiod the satisfactory orientations of
the thinkers in the world of experience is indicated by a gealous
industrg in the study of nature. The actual experiences in the form
of acientific data are investigated and brouzht into determinatiom.
with the greater develormenti of the personalistic attitude the prob=-
len of the caracity of the human aind to knocw reality is broughd¥
cut. Thera is a constan% increase in the factors involving the
amareness of one's attitude towards experience.

With Locke the consciousness of making an evaluation of ex-

perience cozes out in the gtrict determination of what can and what

" canrot be the object of human investigation. Lccke attempts to

svaluate reality from this standpoint. There is the arpreciation
that objects and events musi Dbe evaluated as within the realm of
practical experience.

Leibtniz stres-es the relation of reallty 4o the knowledge process
in maeking objects consizt of the olarification of ideas. The implied
{dee that the experience of the individual is important in determin-
ing reality is found also in the emphasis placed ugcn the mind in
the acquisition of knowledge. The extreme individuwalism of Leibnig!
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position is illustrated by the menadism which is the cesiral theme of
his enttre thought. -

Both Locke and Leibniz refleot a social experience in whioh
after the group entity is become more Or less stable the individual
membars begin tb acquire some imporiance, In each thinker the spec-
i2ic facts of the environing experience induces a differsnt formula-
tion.

InXitish thought the increzsing value of the individual
finis expressionin the idea that reality can be found only in the
conscicus st2tes 6f ths individual. There im im this tyre of attitude
the otvicus implicaticn that reality is very closely connected with
excerience although experience jg entirely misinterpreted. This
sosition is worked out by é%rkef@-and Hume, each in a way which brings
out definits social ocn2itions and changzes.

Rant arrivda at a self-conscious attitude toward experience.,

Ea is clear on.the point that reality consists of determinations of
experience arrived at by the judgzing processes of a thinker, Kant
expresses in an excellent way a condition of socizal exrerience which
places great store by the freedom of jniividuals who are, however,
strongzly bound by ob#%gfﬂggg{%o the whols of which each is a member.
In Kant this exhibits itself in the turn bis rhilosophy takes because
of his anxiety to avoid a subjective idealism.

Tha succdsaors nf Kant brought what they termed an organtzation
into the dootrine of categories. They made the categories include
more than d4id Kans. Thay made their oategories objective indicating the
jdentity beiween the thought or knowledgse of objects and the objedis
themselves, This attgtude begins the German idealistlc tradition., On
the side of the eveniw whioh thie attitude parallels we find an extreme
need for a unification of the looial group to bring about a desirod end,
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The union of all events ani persons in one absolute i1z an attitude

wkich mirrors ths uniflcaticn of all its individual members toc re-

build and regenerate tkhe German empire.
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The Perscnzlistic Period '

~___——_—-_—-—'—_

The development of persorality and indiviual freedom rro-
gres-ed in Eurcre in imme3irte continuity with the rhse anl dev-
eopment'of natlonal autonony. The States of Europe oame into being

ConeTiedre i
dth the civilization of cower 1r the hands of the kings. Tke fresedom

srom th2 church came z2bout br the strength acquired By tise great lead-
ers in treir owr ecuntries. The antonory of Enzland ani cf the Neth-
erlanic came ancut throuzh the sesistance of the Tuicrs and the
Prirces of Oraage, 2agz2inst the Sranish Philir who waz allied with'
stuted the militans part of the chureh. pater

(A .
Trance established 1ts aaceniency under Louls XIV to the utler des~

the Pore 2ni con

neilatisn of grz2in., The at2bility cf the gevernmens eatablishei)the
rigs anl develorment ¢f commerce and inlaetry assured,the tezginnings
of individual liberty and sregres? have their incertion. 'The con-
3iticns become ripe for the axcrescion of attitudes and feélinge in-
the Arts and thz 3ciencen. - The exreriences become ingorzorzated in
expreared formulaticns of 2 philosophical nature. The history of
rhilogophy trails acrose Europe in the same paths as the social and
volitical events. A racial eituation which gives Ireedom and security
%o the individuval is raralleled by =2 rhilosorby which is more nearly -
thz expreseion of the jniividual's experience than 18 the case with
the philosophy which parallels 2 pefiod of subordination of the reople.

The attitudes torard expérienoe become more critical with the standard-

Neoed

jzation of the racial ccnditicns until finally the fact that the
attitudes zTre functiona of re sccizl conditiona comes to ccnsclous=
neea,

In the Personalistis period we have the categories of philo-

gophy taking on a particularly human charaocteristic. The method of
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determining . the world indicates the important place of the in-
dividual in experience. In the British traditions we find the
streﬁb 1aid upon the human understanding. The problem of the past
generation which cpuld be stated as the attempt to know the world,

in the present period reduces jtself 66 the question of what can

the humin mind attain to in the way of knowledge. We may consider
Locke as an example of a thinker who trings the categories back %o ﬁ

-the inner nature of man. Locke 18 making an attempt to bring back the H

world to the experiences of'?hs human individuals. It is in this ;
strain that Locke makes the keynote of his philosophical attitude the
8

practical results of his study. Locke is sald to be the firet episte;
mologist and the statement is well justified if we take it to mean :

that he raises a knowledge problem by way of bringing out the place f%
of the exrerienceing individual in the determination of the world. ug
Locke, it pust be understool, does not clearly recognize the rroblem ﬁ
he is facing. - Locke represenis a transition period, a turning point ﬁ
in the development of philosophical attitudes. Locke is merely hegin=
ning to {ndicate a 1line of philoéophical development. We might say
that it is true of Locke as of all the philpsophers’of the period
that they do not make a satisfactory analysis of what experience 1:.

Locke then expresses a tendency of his age to give an importance to

the individusl. It was in Locke's time that real property was con-

T W TP TT R 7 I N W M PR s
=1

sidered for the first time as the result of man's labor expended in

improving the original soil. The attitude of Locke is born of a ‘

TR ST SN T

partioular development of social phenomena. A%Lthe social conditions

in England change the expressed attitudes towaﬁ\experienco likewise

change. It bappens to be a fact that in England there is a progressive

. development of the appreciation of the walue of an individual being. ,‘!
The freedom or'throﬁght and aotion grows through a stage of insistence
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upon the right to the product of one's labor, to a stage of importance
of the individual human being. The development of philosophy in
England parallels this series of stages.

On the Gontinent the appreclation of the individual grew to

greatprcportions also. but there the absolute autonomy of the indiv-

jdual was not insisted upon in such sweeping terms. The social condition

on the continent wers developing in a somewhat different way than in
" Britain. The rise of absolutism came a 1ittle later on the OGontinent,

When the divine right of kings was glven up in Britain it was still

clung to on- the continent and especially in France. The German nation

which had suffered its Catholic unitybbreak into a hundred pieces, had
not reached its protestant autonomy which came with the strength of
Prussia. As 2 repreaentatigg of such a social experience we have
Leibnis, the German philosopher. He shows clearly a struggle between
two tendencies. On the one hand he holds firmly to the mechaniocal |
\ viewpnint which is prompted by absolutistic conditloms, whillk he
I.\'a‘l’.ill clings to a spiritualisnjindioating an extreme apprediation of
the worth of human individuality. Leibniz attempts a feconoiliation
of these two tendencies, and 80 he is at once the opponent of Newton
and of Locke. Leibniz believes firmly in the mechanical nature of
the universe, Nature for him 18 a gigantic mechanism but it is a
M1y echanism. For Leibmlz God is directly involved in the
workings of the laws of nature. Leibniz makes sport of Newton's God

who is a poor mechanic and must needs put his finger to his machine

ocoasionally. The work of Leibmniz bﬁth'&n‘it: form and content in-

dicates a vacillation between two differing viewpoints. There is here
the implication that the expression of this type of attitude is direot-

1y in correspondence with a peculiax social aituation. The philosophy

e
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of Leibniz is above all an expression of an extreme individualism
"which in some form or other is directly continucus with a super-
structure which is an embraoing unity. The two traditions growing
out of the attitudes formulated by Lockse and Leibniz correspond

to a soclal etperibnoe which marks the beginnings of an appreoliation
of the place man plays in the determination of his world. There 1is

a drawinz away from the attitude which makes a man merely a part of
a large world machine. The worth of man on his own account will be-
come an explicit component of the consciousness of man. With Leibniz
this is bet-er brought out in spite of his failure to give full ex-
pression to this in his writings, Leibniz in many instances seeg&to
belong to an earlier age than does Locke. This is brought out in the
controversy between the two with respect to innate ideas. It is
clear that Locke is struggling to get away from the tradition which
makes man entirely derendent ypon 5pﬁgﬁcondition§ outside himself.

He ies attempting to make man's experience dependent only upon man
himself. The mechanical world traditiom has its philoscphic roots

in a rationalistic conception. Locke mgant t0 break away from thax.
Locke's surroundings were much as to give the individual great confi-
dence in his own personality as an important factor in experience..

There came about a dichotomy between the functions of experience. The

great increase im man's powers referred to practical conduct and bore :

no identity relation with ultimate truth. This dichotomy brings out
the problem of the place man playe in the determination of his world.
The constituent mature of experience in the structure of reality ba-

gine to be first realized.l The fact that it is only beginning i8 a

confirmatéry testimonial. It brings out the fact of the new departure.

e

1cf. Moore Fun. and Rep. in Locke's Essay.
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It was a beginning because Locke 8t111 throuzht there was much lacking
in this attitude for the detarmination of experience., Locke still
lived close to the scholastic tradition and shared in an inadequate
,viewpoint concerningz the genuine nature of experience. With Leibniz
thare is also brought out the derendence of ..o experience upon the
individual who has the experience, but moré than Locke, Leibniz clung
to the older traditions. Leibniz was certainly more cbrrect in his
contention of the spontansous gpower of the human understanding but
his concertion was evdlved much more in sympathy with the scholastic
tradition. Conditions on the CGontinent were more nearly akin to former
times. The free devalopment of individuals was not allowed to take place
until long aftar it was a fact in Britain.

The time of Locke was one of zreat change in England. The
zrowing power of the ceople finds an expression in the formation of
political partiss. The Tories and the Whigs in thelr conflict over
the principgle of toleration show us the increasing importance that
the individual is acquiring in English political affairs. Another
series of events which is of extreme irportance for the consideration
of the social affairs of England begins with the Revolution. This event
resulted in the establishment of the rrinciple that an English king
ruled by the suffrage: of the people and not by Divine Right. Passive
obedience was also given up. No money could be obtained without
Parliament and no army could be maintained in time of peace. There was
recognized the right of petit-on, the :ight of freedom of debate in
Parliament, the neceseity of frequent Parliaments and the right of free
choice ofvrepreeentatiges.1 The election of WLiliam and Mary to the

throne of England indicated the new powers exercised by the people.
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The Toleration Aot of 1889 gave voioce to the fighte of individuals
to free development., It was,of ccurse, stded in terns of the‘right.
of Public worship.1 The dsveloping nmature of the individual's value
‘comes out in the fact that neithsr Locke nor his time knéw the nean~
ing of toleranoce in 1its complete aspect. Loocke granted tolerance to
all but Atheists and Catholics and this reveals a prejudice which is
born of a strong attachment to a past tradsion. The immediate
occasion for the view that Locke held was probably the fact that he
looked upon the Roman Church as a rolitical power inimical to the well
being of a Protestant state.

The attitudg toward experience as formulated in the philosopﬁ
of Locke ajequately parallels the experience of the time. In the case
of Locke he was admirabtly fitted %c¢ forrmulate an attitude towarl
experience because he took so actigs a rart in the experiences of the
gire, Locke was in fact the official rhilosopher of the Revolution
in England. His relations with Shaftesbury and with William III gave
him an excellent orportunity to study conditions as they actually '
were.3 In his philosophy Locke indicates an unmistakeable tendiency
to determine the world in terms of the experience of the individual.
The significance of the categories with which the experiences weré
evaluated were to be derived diredtly from the thoughts and activities
of the individual. The mezning given to the values of the world were
to be derived direotly from the thoughts and activities of the in-
dividual. The meaninz gven to the values of the world were to be
brought out of the experience of the individual. Locke makes an ad-
mirable beginning in this direction but there is no complete carrying
out of this attitude. Locke is not able to break so completely with

10f. Schevill, History of Modern Europe, I. :
32 » Fox Bourne, Life of J. Locke, Harpers, 1876.
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with the past as to make the world and himself conditions of the
functicning of the experience process 1tself. Locke makes explicit
the attitude that as concerns God and himself there are osrtain
factors of experience which for him lies outside t? process of exper-
ience.l God and himself are intuitive objects;éﬁ&%p ecede and go
beyond all possible experience. The Cartsesidn influence seems aprarent
jn the discussion of the self-existence of the 1nd1vidual. The contin-

4y of the thought of this period with that of the Scholastic stage
is very apparent. The efforts to reach qut for a viewpoint which
would have its ground in the imrediate conditions of experience are like-
wise arrarent.

The dividion of the fundamental categories of experience into
prgmary and secondary indicates the attempt that ie being made to
evaluate the world in terms of human experience and the partial fallure
of the attempt. Locke in common with all thinkers of this period,
1s struck with the inderendence of some aspects of tﬁe,external world
of the iniividuals who experience them. This is a viewpoint whioh shows
a great advance over the attitude which makes the eﬁ;iré.experience an
affair external and inderendent -of the human individualg‘who have the
experience. That was the situation in the Greek stage of ‘throught.
Since a valid attitude toward experience musi considei_ét\%n pé;;*in—
dependent of the individual, we should rather find Lookéga‘iaiiings
4n that he did not have a complately satisfactory notion\yf ;gax'ex-

perience is. To bring into experience a dichotomy based u) onJ%he
; e\

relative contribuitons of the thing in itself, and of the e
individual is to entertain obviously false notions of the c%
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lgssay, Book IV, © and 10.
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of experience. Experience becomes partly something which is not ex-
parience and'nover ocan become such; The most fatal comnsequences of
such a faulty conception was suffered by Locke and his philosorhy. It
was no less a matter than being forced to the conclusion that a gen-
uine sciance of nature is 1mpossible.1 The human understanding can -
attain oniy to praotical advantag-s and not %o theoretical knowledge.
Locke cuts his world into parts, one orly of which is subject to the
scrutiny andi undeestanding of man, theremainder lies beyond the cape-
aocitie; and facitles of his understanding. Locke divides his world
jnto the demonstrable and the probable; the latter only can be obtject

of our experience. It is clear that Locke has only a very inadequate

conception of the nature of experience. Locke l1aboredl under the concep-—

tion of a world which must be absolute and 1ndepehdent. Knowledgs of

this world can be instrumental merely to the practical needs of the

human individual. The irportance of human experience for Locke resolved

itself into the fuﬁotions necessary for the acquisition of the nadvan-
‘tages of ease and health, and thereby increase our gstock of conven-
jences for this life." These advantagzes come frorm the occuration of
knowledge with sensitive objects, that is, objects aotually rresent

to our senses. It is evident that Locke thinks of our experience

as being the appearance Cr faint cory of a re=lity which lies bekidd.
We may oredit him with makinz the arpearance & product of aﬁ exrerien-
tial process.

In Locke's Essay we find a very elaborate anaylysis of the

categories made use.. of in the determination of experi&noo.'grheee are’

all brought into a scholastic acheme of pregressive gradations from

- - L - e =

lgseay IV, 3, 30 1IV. 12, 10, -
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the simple to the most complex, and called ideas. The list gives at

once the impraession of ths abstract and rationalistic oearacter of

e+ g, E—— + Mr——————— e T

Locke's thinking. The objeete of experience are presumed %o be built
up out of simple quallities and functions called ;deae. The whole j
experience 1e'cone£itued by the complicationvof these simple ideas. 1}
The complex ideas are of threés: ¥inds , modes, substances, and relations.

The most important roint concsrning these scholastic ideas and their

complication lies in the faci thz%t the experience which reeulte from ;
them is presumed to be greaily jnfluenced by the mind of the 1ndiv1dual A
The entire essay of Locke denies its importance from the fact that it g
does attemrt to f£ind reality in some sense in the hyman ex ex;encee.
That it does not seem to0 aprreciate what human experience’ ie really =
like is the fault of the time in which it was written rathe; than any b

lack in the author. As typicnl of Locke's attitude with respect to the ”

P

c~tegories —e might consider that of subeétanoe. Substance is a unlver- ;
sal category for it must be included in any object which has qpalities' g
and relations. Substance is a necessary element in experience for 1t i
lies at the tasis of experience, all qualities and relaticns must 1n—3ff
here in eube»ance. It would appear now that Locke gets prettp.oloee“' '11
to tﬁe experience rrocess, but there is a break here, for eubetence,
although it 1s a suptortez of known yualities, ig iteelf absolutely
unknow and unknowable. The rhilosophy of Locke turms out to be not an
experience philoeophy expepting within very narrow limits. For Loocke

as for all the thinkers of the past, redity was somehom not the objects
and events of the present world. Reallty must be eomethingabeyoni then .
Locke could not extend such implicit faith and confidencs in the ex-
periences of human individuale. The work of Locke, taken ;ﬁ its h@s-

toric nexus, might be said to result in the modest confession that
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definite limite are set and will continue to thwart the talents of
human beings in their attempt to reach reality. A more fmuitful
judgment must be made concsrning the work of Locke as an atteppt to
evaluate experience. It would be overlooking much to not arppreciate
that the Essay Ooncerning Human Undoretanding is an advance over the
scholastics.

The Philosophy of Leibniz is an expression of the autonoxy
of the individual, an expression of the importance of human experience.
The attitude of Leibniz is conceived under very different conditions
than is that of Locke, and we will find that the implications of the
twvo attitudes vary considesrably. Leibniz is much closer to the source
of the mechamical philosophy and acience than is Locke. The centre
for mathematical pursuits in England sas Cambridge and not Oxford.
Oxford was more a centre for the study of medicine. The interests of
Leibniz are clearly indicated in the fact that during a very brief
residence in London in 1673 he became acquainted with the notable men
of science who lived in England, espes¢ially Peel and Boyle.l The
vleitkko London at this time quickened the interests of Lelbniz inm
matheeetiee and physics and when he returned to Paris he became an
1nt1mete agsociate of Huygens. The philosorhy of Leibniz shows at
its baeis the mechanical conception; the mathematical and logical
methods predominate in his thought. This mathematidal conception
is so modified, however, as to allow the greatest ploce possible for
the individual. Leibnig brings out the importance of the individual
experienoe by showing a very close connedtion between the thoughk -
of the individual and external reality. The greatest ebjeetivity
is owing to the dietinotneas and darity of 1deae. Speee end time

lgunraver, Life of Leibniz.
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for-Leibniz are ideal rather than real, suoh as & mechanist like

Newton conceived them.l Substance itself is for Leidbniz of the i
material ofiixperionce, for it 15 a% bottom force, and fores is not j
raterial. ' _ i
" In spite of the mechanical basis .of the Leibnizian philosophy,
Leibniz is the most therough going of individualiste. The world is at
bottom odmposéd only of monads, units of the stuff of the world.

The monads are eaoh coextensive with the whole of the worli; the part

and whcle are subsistentially the same dbut therz is a differense in

development or unfolding. The monads are absclutely 1ndivisib;e

and unreaited, they must te simzle and exiat for themselvas. They

% ooy 2 422
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cannot cbntain each cther. The extremely individualistic viewpoint of
Leitniz resolves 1#to the attitude that the stuff of the world is not

- material as ths rechanistlc . conceives 1t. but epiritual., Everything

in the world iﬁwélive and comscicus. Leibniz's viewpoint ccmes to be

a spiritualism. The spiritualistic and dynamic viewpoint o: Leibniz

indicatez the derendence cf objects upron the individuals experieance,

ct

although the whole exparience is conoelved in metéphysical terms.

e

Leibniz no less than Locke stands as a philoscpher sho makes his

Weltanschauung a fumction of the individual experisnce. The two

ke,

viewpoints, however, reflect the different soils in which they are

conceived. dJust as the social surroundings of Leibniz are closer to
the condit:ons of the older traditions, so does the philosorhy ot
Leibniz show & closer connecilon with the scholastic tradition.

The individualism of Leidmiz's ph;loeophy is indiocated in hiq ;
attitude toward innate ideas. Leibniz insists that the mind is not 1

—— —at

1retters 4o Clarke, 3rd. - WindeblandsTufts History of Philsophy,p.423.
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vithout a very active and sponianacus fuontion im the process of ex-
periocne. The mind 1g pever & tabula rasa which has impressions from
the cutside made upon it. It 1s rather an active pover contridbuting
much to the prooess of experience. Leibniz coaceives the mind as
having ite main fuotion in clearxng up ideas contained in 1% in a
confuased state. The process of olearing up 1leas 19 the process
of brinzing them 1nto sel? conasci-usn3ss, 2 Frooess of apperctption..
veibaiz oconsiders the ideas to be ¥iriually innate in the mind, that
is, in perceptian. Experience rmst be in great part thenm, the work
of the mind and is not merely brought to the individual, Tais formu-
lation of Eeibniz is the beginning of 2 tradition which gives tlhe
human rzz:son a very important rluce in the scquisition of knowledge
and in the judging of ths worih and c:n&ition.of nzture. Leibnlz is
a forerunn:r of 2 iine of ihinkers who stike all upon %he human being
vecause of the raticnal capacities ithat he has. Upon tha continent
the viewpoint that Leibniz formulates beccmes the gtandard attitude whioh
makes of mah an extremely important factor in expsrience. Leibniz may
be reckoned on the intellectual side in some sense an initiator of the
age of Reason. Leibnizts attitude is stated to bave had 1ts eflect upon
English 4hought and partioularly matdifeeted by such works as Pope's
Eszay on Manl. The French rationallets no doubt repreeant 2 davelop—
ment of the attitude that Leibniz formulated. In traoing & formulation
which resultsd in the emphatic stress of natural and human rights,
one would need to reckon with Leitniz. In harmony +this astitude ... %

resulted in the period of inue‘leotual Storm and Stress, 3 period in

#hich each man considered himself a genius and capable of romaking the

1oz, Latta, Leibniz, 1898, p. 188.
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world. The direct influence of Lelbmniz on Lessing and Herder 1s
obvious.l .

Thers is no possibility cf overlooking the fact that Leibniz
1s constantly aiming to tring out an exirene individualisn as a funda-
mental prineitle of experience, Leibniz is expressing an attituds
shich indicates the comsciousness of the importance of human exzerience.
We hzve in Leibniz.another aszect etroaaed than ~e find in Locke.
Leibniz is 2 mechanisti and as such acceptes the implications of that
viewpoint. Leitniz accepts the world as firmly fimed ani definitely
given, A fundamental elekent ih the Leibnizian throught is the
principle of contradiction. Leibnig faces the prcblem of how this
world oan be an object for knowledge and this forced him tc assume
great pélef on the rart of the knover. The resdilt is the monadological
conception which he ferrmulztes. The world is really an unfolding, a
development of what i1s latent in the ronad, Leitniz carries this out .
to such a point that his fundamental principle comes to be that of
sufficient . readon.Instead of accepting with Locke =n apparent
aersueg;;;: Leitnlz inclines toward his reculiar form of Rationalism._
we may S:ke both these views 0 te born of a situation which has to
find iLS morld exrressed in terms of experience. The world must be
evaluated in terms of the human personality and 1ts power. Loekej
makes his e#alua.tion ineo far as it can be done in terms of simple
_ elements of an immedistely experisnced soTrt. Locke was of course.
not entirely a teliever in the sensuous explanation and in his 11n~

itation of the powers of the individual he shows himself not: ntirely
a believe: in tne experience attituds. Laibniz also does not cntiroly

onn qen

lMerz, Leidbniz, 1884, p. 195 2f.
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put his philosophy in the realm of experience,but being bora of
a sat of differsnt circumstances from that of Locke, he exrroses
s somewhat aifferent attitude. leitniz is much mcre a metaphysician
than is Locke ana puts his attitude more in such terms. This in a
way explains the fsct that Lebniz leans 80 he- vily upon God., It is
a characteristic of the metaphysiggytg smvoke the aid-of the Deitly
in crder tc explain what he needs to acﬂount fer. This fact is read-
11y understand since the gutstanding charactn*ietlc of tke mstayhysigian
{5 to explain more than in the rnature of the case it is rossible for a
rhilosopher to do. Quite neturally tnem, st some polnt or other the
metaphysician {slls back upon God to help him in his difficulties,
The 1etory of philoscphy indicztes quite clearly that since the birth
¢f ths beliﬂf in powerful zods the dezgzee of metashysical tzint ina
rhixsorher can be- measured by his use of; God whether im:lieit or
exzlicit =8 a sugpord for ais thzories. Afpatrlx ~of the philosophy
of Leibniz is cértainly conoeivea in hetarogénsoua ideas, ¥t.is an
attitule stres-ing the expzsriencs of human peings and still 1t is not
unjustifiably termed a web of abstract speculation. The attitude qg
extreme individualism which runs through the Leibnizlian systenm brings
out this point. The individualism of Lelbniz is carried 1o an
extremzly meiaphysical outcome.‘ In the matter of a rechanicel view-
pcint also Leibniz secms to base Lis philosophy urcn 2 princple that
chysics must be carried out %o metaphysical and so Leibniz rcpoggg
as he does from the mech&nlsm of Descarteg., lLelbniz 1e aiming at a
method of making his_philesophy ccncrete. He zims at an orgain concep-
tion which shall include the experiences which are the oomponents

of the world. The doctrine of con-used and cle=r perceptions as

- - - -

, lof. Rrinciples 6! xéture and of Grace, in Latta, Lcibnis, 1898;»‘
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conatituting the content of the world brings out this point. There
is clearly apparent in the philosophy of Leibniz an expression of
the inclusion of individual experiences in the make up of the world.
This 1s an attitude that has also been expressed in Spinosza. It
comes out in the ilea that man is a vart of the stuff of the world,

- Man 1s part of substance<?/God. Leibniz expresses the same attitude
in his pre-established harmony . Man is not without his connection
with God, that is with the whole of the world.

The change in atitdde toward experience comes eut in Leibniz
with remarkable clarity, The gradual change in the evauation of the
world comes out in the different categories that Leibniz uses and ia
the different me=ning he attach2s to the same categories. A study
of Leibniz saows clearly how such important categoriss as Substance,
Matier, Pgsaibility, Cause,_uotion, Space and Time, Atom (;eroeption,
and Force, ware given a new determination to sult the new oonditions.
These categories are adepted to a viewpolnt which regards the world
ag mechanical and yei organic. fhe organic and dynamic viewpoint of
" Leibniz brought fortih auch new evaluatory terms as sufricient reason,
the compossible and others. It 1s more arrarent im the case of Leibniz
than in that of other philosophers Just how the expéricncee of the time
become expressed as a formulated attitude which gives system anl order
to the valusgs that thgse experiences take on. |

The philosophy of Leitmiz is born of a situation which is more
or leqs unstable and chaotioc. Leibniz is a German who was born two
yea2rs before the Peace of Westphalia, and who wrote in French. The
Germany of Leidniz at the conclusion of the Thirty Years War was in
as pitiable a state of devastation and misery as any nation has witnessd

in modern times., The sucoessive overrunnings of the country by Swedes,
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8paniards, Kroats, and French left the aountfy varren, poor and de-—
graded. When the {ntellectual and soclal forces began to renew thear
onergies they gleaned threlir yigor from ihe;neighbdring Frenoh,
In politiocal matters the absolutism of the T'rench was transported to
Germany and there sepring up sun kings to the numter of four hundred.l
Germany w23 not the coll from mhich could spring a purely mechanistio
rhilosorhy. Abgoclutlsm w28 jpdeed found there tut it was an absolu-
tisn that was the helght ¢f individualiem,® The mechanical determina-
tion of exrerlence w=8 not borne out by the eventes and accurrences in
Gsrreny. The mechanical influence could have been acquirec by the
thirkers from a ccntact with Franch and England, but if the rhilcsophy
i tc rerresent the experience of the German pecple it cculd not be an
a2tcric mechanlem but a wonadistic ore.> For “he ccmrlsticn cf the |
st-hls world im which sne Tinis cneszlf the rescrt zust be hal to the
content of the irner 1life. The soil of Cermany at this paricd repres-
entc: in gcre szuse tke eaxe situa 1on thzt other pzarts of Eurore prés—
entz4 in the Qaya before roliticzl unification. There wzs etill very
prordnently in mind the problem of orienting onsself in the world.
The thilosophy of Leibniz indicates a people lost in -the mazes of
earthly exiotence, seeking for iteelf 2 hcme which falth 1eads it to
be‘i=§évia somevhere in thse whole of the world itself. The elements
in Leibniz's philosophy which are similiz to thcse in the Scholastic
philosophy indicate an envircnmen nt which is similar to the social

experience of the thirnker:z 0? the Scholastic period. The inslstence

- ——— -

lRrichard, History of Germah'ﬁiviliaation, p. 322,
3Monodology 70 - is 2 refleotion of this.

3¢or lLeibniz thers could nct bédﬁrinciple of naturo xerely, bvut
alsc principle of g:ace.
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' Locke both are exrerisnce rhilosophers.. Leibniz does not halt at thee(

it
/70
upon the spiritual nature of objec:us ghows the influence of the ex-
trems sutjective f20tor which always characterizes a viewpoint vhich
jg developed under ccnditions of socizl hopelessness and demoraliza-
tion. To judge frem scxe of the corrasponience with Hessen — Reinfels
the problém of salvation is a paraonal maltier for Leivmniz.

To summarize the resulis we obfalin from a study of Leitniz we
£ind in the first rlace that Leitniz 2oos nd expréss as much as»Locke.
the conecicus inclusion of tke experience facior in his philoBOphica;
formulations. We find alse that the differing ezperiences which |
gurround Leibniz result in a different conception of what the nature
of Exrerience in. Leibniz stresses the cognitive processes of the in=-
dividual in the exreriental situaticn., Te lays grest emrhasis upon
the active porers of the mind in experience. Tuis resulss in a measure
in the toc heavy loadirz ci the zcntal powers of the individual. The
world is ziven cver tc tae ra=cizg ¢f the wmonad. The philosophy of
Leibniz is entirely tco metaphysical for the reriocd in which it 18
develoyed. We hove atterpted to indicate that the social exrerience
of the nation c2n in large measure be drawn upon tc account for this fat.
Wer= it not for the contact that Leibniz as & thinker had with other
events and conditions of his time.'his evaluation of the world would in
no sense have attainzd the excellence which it has reached,and it would

not have been typical cof the exreriesnce pBilosorhies. Lelbniz and .

;‘\&

general significances of experiencs. In his consclous thinking he makes

commond sense thnt Locke doss. Locke nc more than Leibniz grasps o)

14 refer o commonplace activitiss. The division vetween these phases
of experiencs and to underlying realities is made easy for him.

Leibnis aime to include in his ccnception all experience and thus gets

into his “*‘Ph?5i°‘1»*‘\\fYvaaxpﬂ/Q/
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The British Period

The historians of philoecphy who yrite in the traditional
strain all ahoé the development of Englinh shilosophy from Locke to
Bme =5 2 natural evolution of certzin d2finite logicel grounds.

There is irplied the assumpticrn that there was som@thing in e
Lockean philcsoghy ehich imevitably leadsto Hume. It is 2lso implied
in such writlng taat Barke£¥ iz a natural middle link patween the
t=o. A ruch more acourczte viewpcint ig that the formulcted attitudes
of these thiﬁkars ansver Lo experiences which ars inter nally ccentin-
w~us but whiech stow great modification and development. The tcne of
jnitvidvaliam =nd empiriciaw whlca :arvades the philcesophy <f
Perkaly, Bums 2rd 2ll thelr pradscesscrs repragent attitudes wiich ex-
press the fundamental chazaciariatics df :he Eristich sccial experience.
The philosophy oi Earke'fy and Hume are not logical de:ivativei of the
| rhilosorhy of Locke, bub the philoacphies of all three sum up in zbstract
and intellectual form a series of ccnditions waich seemed to have a
Jecidledly organic status and development. The conditions which they
sum up in part are the growth and de?elopment of democrati¢ and in-
duetri2l Enzland. The rhilosophy of Eafkefy and Hume reflect well thg
material rescurces and the practical échievemence of a nation which
javelored an empire ®ith almosti three centuries of undisputed eway.
The philosuphies of Larke:% end Hume could no more easily. hava been
jndivizualistic and smwpiristio, than COle England be waahed by the
censtant bfeakers ¢f the Atlantic eurf.‘ The viewpointa -of Earkal? and

Bume were develored under conditicna in which the signif;canqe of \the

’
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§ndiv1dual experisnce became an objoct IoT conscious conslderation.
The indusatrial changes in particular which came ebout in that reriod
brought with them new atiituldes ccncerring man, The entire viawpolnt

of the pericd vecame mcrs rracilical and w2s corcerned with the srecifioc
conditions of huwan welfare. Trade and 1ts succesces brought 7ith i%
e reorgzanigiion of the social siruciurs, The clasees in sociéty took

on nev forms and atandards,l Tndustry =nd trade trought cut the
gpecific qualities of iandividuals first = a2 self-centzreld, free azenis
and letar =23 equal menmbers of a naticnal aszscciatisn. Commzrc2 and
indusiry broadened the horizen of zan and made'sg::v;ppre¢1:tive of their
cwn experiences. The attiiudea toward the experiences aa they levaloped
in tais period pactook more of the experlences than was previcuily the
case, ~e find then that Barkef& attannis to state experience in terms
sensal atatss assunmin: thit of those states are cuonsiifuted the
cbjects which compons ex:ariencs. Eerkef& rmeant 0 put ths whole exper=-
jence in%c such terma. His wriiings indiczie the hercic efferts to
tring atout this result. The waning power oI the God category 'thich
szovws some signs ¢f lifs in Berkef& iniizases that he vas not entirely
succassfil., There ars still some catagories used 1n Befkef§ which
indic:te tuxbt the provlam of experience is still nct a conscious one

r. philcsecphy. Witk Hure and Kans p v comés wors 2nd more t0 concciocus—
nes- ard experisnce beccmss frarnkly ths comatitue nt of things. The
dewpoints tovard experience begin 0 drop- out--¢heir nr°surpositionkgrad-
vally e ani aim to becors recerdz of the ongoing of experience,itself.
The attitudes towsrd experience begin to te expressions of the mechanisms
of expsrience and not expreesicns of attiiudes toward povers, forced

—— e - T S S B T o P o o T o S B A S B o O I B G € e U B e = RS SR 22 — - — . — > - o o

lrufts, The Individual and his Relation to Society, Unlv. of Chicago
COntribution to Pnilosophy, 1904.
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and principles presumed to underlie experience., If we conaider

the Renaiscance pericd to be the peginnings cf the formulation of
hédern attituides to-ard exparience, we may conaidar the pressnt perliod
to be a transition o the viewpoind tkhat philoaophy is an 2agentizl
expreccicn of expsarience itself. The alfficulty with Bezkely as was
true of Hums and Kani, is. itnat he aas not an adeguate viswpeint with
respect to th2 rature of experience, In Berkely we find 2 beglnning
of the realization that sxperisnoce which ho stated, of course, 8
rez2lity, is given in terms of experience, that iz, 1n cerms of ideas
as he célled them. Barkely came close to the viespoirnt that kncovledge
and philosophy can only be ncaningébg- 14 terms of experience, tut

he was no: ready to recognize thc itruth tact exserience was nes
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renuil states or perceuiions. Birioly's endaave

-

Gigitincition between priuary and secondary qualities indicatues that

11

he w=as peginaing to find in expocience Lvoeil tvhs 3upzo

He wa. Gvecoming scsptical ol ths supposting strata of cxgperiencs.,
Ke a3 losing faith in watier and i the oxistenca of Abstract lZeas.
He did not, nowever, cows 10 23 adequate realization of this ope-

causa he mistook the nature cf the experience préoess. 1 Berkely
pemisted in uwaking one aspect of exparience to ve the whoie.

vita Kant similar condiv ons prevailied, Le wend much feriher in
making a olose conaseclion telween e: zperience and the attltude toward
{1t out he tov had 2 nmistaken noticn of the nature cf experience.
XKant aa« experience frcem the abairacs gtancpoint of the physical

golentist. . Keni thz philooopher vwas betrayed,into the hands of

- o - ot T i > T U s o S S P PR S S SR g G > h = U0 D > o T = o S D o

lgr. Principles of Human EKnowledge, Sec. I.
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mechanics. The evaluation of experience upon the bagis of its own
rights and ev2luation did not come until later and at the prqpent
time is only beginning to be sufficiently understood,
~ . The gegeral conditions of English experience in the period
under.diécussion show symptoms of remarkable changes. England
during this period indicates the development of individual liberties,
and a closer attitude of thinkers to human conditions. The point
now under discussion was one in which the significance of the in-
dividual as a member of the civil order was coming to the conscious-
. ness of the people. The political and religious controversies and
discussions were about to become replaced by eocial and economic

topice. The political conditions were becoming more and more definit-

1y settled and the attitudes of the individuals were less to Dbe shaped

now by the dictates of group orientation, phePToblems for the thinkers
beccme those which are influenced -by conditicns within a group, and

by non—excluded ccnditions arising from inevitable relations between
.groupa. The influence of nations upon one another czn never be
genuinely excluded. The problemes which agitated the minds of think-
er in England concerned more the growing circumstances which resulted

finally in making of England the workship of the world. England

during the rdgn of Anne won a leading position among the nations of
4 Europel. Iﬁﬂpobitical destinies become fairly well settled. During

the aam° reign England became united #ith Scotland in fact. The .
apparent union become an actual one when the Parliaments were united.
From that time England and Scotland were gpvernedvby the same lawt.

The growing democratizatlon of English social life continued and 1e

1cf. Sohevill,  History of Modern Europe 1898, p. 25
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maried by the becinaings of cabinet government in the =ign of

Geofge I. In this tise also the beginnings of England!s indus-

trail greatness became symptous cf the prevalent social orde:.'

The social conditions indiczted by the facts mentionéd are reflected
in the philosdphy of Berkeky,. The philosophy of Berkeky indicates

a growing tendency to regard 28 signific=nt the experiences of the
individuzl. The social demoncracy which is developing in England

ijs reflscted in Berkeley in his attempt to express reality as ultimat-
ly the conscious states of the individual. Just as.the beginnings of
individual independence are refiected in Locke'a interest in the '
buman understanding, so is the development of this independence
marzed by Berkely's advance cver Locke, Locke clings to the noction
of substance in some sense, indicating the lack of ccnfidence in the
capacities of the individual., Berxzésy shows an advance in this respest
and his chanze of attitude toward substance indicates an increased
reliance upon the experiences of the individual. Berkeky represents
in the history of pnilosophy the growing development of the experience
pkilosophy. The social ccnditions which prevailed in Berkeky'sitimeﬂ
gave evidence to the spirit of individual freedém and even license
which indicates the reorganization of the social structure. England
was a country full of the ebullition of resaction against previous
social rigidities, The English were beginning to sense the power

of national expansion, DBerkeky as a2 man of fine sensibilities was sore
distressed with the prevalent moral tone of society. Berkeky stands
as a heroic protest against the egoism and the selgiehnéss of the
English society of the peiiod. Berkely protesis eﬁphatically against
the statement of society such as Mandeville presents it and his

Aleiphron is an eloquent argument against it,  He longed for a
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society in which hise social_idoals would meet with some reali;ationl.
In general this period wae lawless more or less corrupt, and re-
markable for ite speculations and latteries, There dées .not aﬁpear

to be the social stability that one would expect in an establiahgd
society. This period is the time of the South Ses and other bubbles
which flourished thgn and added to the general chaotic conditions.2
Lawlessness prevailed in this periocd and individual license wae rife,
';Hanginga were so frequent and so profuse that many ‘Indto Dbe
transported because there was no room for them upon the gallowsl,
Berkef% conéeived of himeelf as a defender of thelsm against the great
maes of opinion which seemed to be atheistically inclined., This fact
adds testimony ?o the characterization of this period as one of free
and unintellectual sccial experience. The world as an object of
philosophical determination would be evaluated in terms of the in-
dividual experience. Experience itself would enter more definitel& into
the detgrmination of objects and events, Attitudes.toward experience
are becoming more and more spontaneous formulaticne of the happenings
that?g%:experienced. Attitudes are becoming closer oconnected with the
‘experience which give origin to the attifudes. This is tantamount to.
the statement that there ie becoming to be realized tat one'a: |
experience 18 in great pait a function of the individual who hasthe
experience. The theism of Berxef; may be taken to be the expression on
the philospphical side of a need for a more stable éare for the'sooial
experiences. "With Befkefg there is a definite change in the meanings

A :
of the categories imployed in dezacribing and evaluating experisnce.

lpraser - Berkely, in Blackwocd's series, p. 117.
280cial England, V. 5
3Loo. oit. V. 5.
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The fundamental category of substance takes on a decided change
from even the period of Locke. BSubstance becomes 1n the igné¢;ge

of Berkely immaterial, Berkely means by this to deny that substance
has any existence outside of the minds which percgive the objects
having aﬁbétaﬁoe as theéir components. This attitude may be 1nterpretéd
to mean that Berkef§ i unwilling to admit that the objects of ex-
perience are composed of anything but the actual material of ex-
perience. In a peculiar wézlthe place of experience in the realiza-
tion of the presence of objecte and events is brought to conaéious-'
ness, Berke{%, as did Locke before him, indicates an advance in
terms of experience and not in terms of some assumed substance or
principle which underlies and conditions our experiencee. The atti-
tude of Berkefg in so fa: as this represents his attitiude, is com=- .
mendable dbut he was not able for lack of pergpective to evaluate hie
attitude in this way. Berkef§ g0 little understood what hie own
position really meant as tc believe that he was at war with the
Newtonian philosophy. Berkef% was of course deeply fgbued with
theological and religious prejudices and thus failed to understand
how the work of the®™natural® philosophers of-hi?(gfriod wer;}:xpres-
sing a atmilgr gttihudﬁ.l The discussions in fhe. efence of 'free-
'thinging in &othiet;b;ndioate quite clearly what attitude Berkel%

is attempting to set up and defend. Berkel% seems to be reaching out
for the pure facts of experience sc far as science goes, This is
true even though we may interpret him to be misconetruing the essen~
tial hature of naturzl science suéh as Newton and others stand for 1t .

The true significance of Berkely's position lay not in his supposed

lcz, geth - Englieh Philosophy and Schools of Philocsophy, 1910,
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oppoeition to the atheiets and soepticse, but in his furtherance
of the philosophy of experience. The excellence of Berkoly'a philoaoph-

Siwm s
jcal expression falls away with hie later work. The Scfié“ of
V4
Berkely is in some sense a spoilation of th%;splendid attitude in-
VL‘ ‘Q

dicated in the Principles and 4n the Developmentss 1In this connection

we see that it is not a strange irony of fate as Seth suggests that

o] wh.l B T e A T e Y L et T W

Berkeé% should become regardei as of the sceptual tradition while
¢

attempting to refute that attitude, Berkely's philoscphy stands as@

an attitude toward experience whioh wae developed under definite

conditions of experience, and ais philosophy is a link in the chain

of attitudes which developed parallel to the development of that

experience. ‘
Berkef;'a eiznificance in furthering the philosophy of ex-

perience ccmes out in his discussicn of the other categories such as
Spage, Time, Motion, Cause and Numbers. Berkef; protests against

the principle that there can exist such a thing as an abstract idea.
Hie point is_that Space and Time are derived from an actual sensatlon-
al sitmation, which 1s assumed to.be the only genuine experience
situation, In thig connection Berkeﬁfrcomes out as explicity as
possible with the attitude that the categories of experience #re
derivations of experiencé itself., With respect to aﬁatract ideas
Berkef% believes himself to have gone beyond Locke and from our
standpoint he indicates a viewpoint'very close to the actual exper-
ience Bsituation. Berkef§ denies that thegg are abstract ideas such
as color, for example, which prescinds from the speoiis:or ;hdividuals
comprehended under it. For Berkely the presence of such abetraoct
ideas would be 2 distant remoga} from experience.

A

. < W ¢
In section 116 of his Periocds of Kno¥ledge Berkely has a
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splendid stateuent of his position which brings ouf the place of
experience, in the attitudes toward experiencegbr philosophy. The
work of Berkely indicates in a splendid ménner the reinterpretation of
the categories under different general experiential circumstances,

It is clearly seen how the categories ohange thelr meanings and

what conditions the names selected for the categories, The soclal

conditions of Berkeggia time represent the growing importance of the
individual and thus the catezories get their significance 1n terms
of individual experience. Berkely read the signs of his time to
indicate that men were drifting éway from the hizher things of 1life

s s s AL Y- W ot D, - ot 0

and plunging into vice and error.l He conceives then his determina-
tion of experience in apirituél terme, emphasizing the idealistic
elementa in experience.

The exphasis that Berkeﬁg placed upon the fallacy of
distinguishing bet7een primary and secondary qualitles ia an ex-
cellent indicaticn of his attitude toward reality. This position
marks the development of the attitude that in experlence alone 1s
reality to be found. There is nothingbeyond ourAéxperience. It has
no suproris and ﬁo presuppcsitions. In much of his writing Bérﬁef}
‘places great relgﬁnge upon commcn sense, Berkef? seems 10 be utterly
refuxing:zhd olinzyzzutg a dootrine of ordinary experience,Reality
is giveé\in the senations or percéptions of the experiercing indliv-
iduals. qukéf§ sought to safeguard this positicn against obvious
criticisme be declaring that in the final analysis all things are
perceived by God. But Berkely does not wish to be understcod as.
believing that God was the guarantee of the object. of the experience.

Berkely wasg content to let the fact of an objeot's persception con-

'ltlciphron 1732; Eesay towards prevering Ruin of Great Britain
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atitute the existence of that object. If there was experience the
experienced objects were real.1 In fact Berkef% states that his proof
of the existence of God comes from the tagskthat things do exist
and therefore muet.be peroeived..2 The primary qualities are not
beyond perception, they do not exist of themselves. Nothing exists
but that which is percflgved. There is here the unmistakable attitude
of the experience philosophy. The world 1eiévaluated 4in general in
terms of experience. |

The attitude of Berkely taken'as a general~expreasion of a
definite social experience partakes in great measure of that exper-
jence. There i1s expressly implied the conviction that a view of the
world must be given only in terms of the events and objects which
ccnstitutes the actual surroundings of human beings. The defé:%
in such a philogcphy as Berkef;MZe indeed of allthe British ex-
perience philoeophy is that a wrong ccnception of experience is
entertained. While the overt attitude is that the experiences must
be determined in terms of experience bhat experience is conceived as
consisting of such objectionable elements as to vitiate the attitude,
To take Berke{% as an example he conceives experience as coneisting
ultirately in terms of qualities of sense. "A cherry, I say, is
nothing but a congegles of seneible impressicns or ideas peroeivéd
by various senses, which ideas he limiteé into one thing by the midd:
becauge they are observed to attend each other.,* The ideas or
lensations as we should call them are just as objectionable ab-

G
stractions frcm experience as any tiat Berkely exoludes in his

1o
Hyles 2nd Dialogue
2Loc., Cit.
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writings. Experience is then.nét experience buk really a gombina-
tion of entities which ere presupposed and not found in experiencé.
The position of EerkeXy im then orly an experience philosophy in its
intention. Inlite completion it is still a metaphysical viewpoint,
This 18 tfue alsc c¢f Hume although Hume makes scre advances in the
develcpment c¢f the experience philcsophy.

The attitude towards experience which we call the experience
phi®scphy develops with the expansicn of the soccizl experience in
which it firet finds expressicn.- . . . Thé time of Hume's
philoscphy wzs marked by an extrenxe exphasis of the human individ-
vzl as a factcr in experience. There has been an adrvance from the
interest in the humen understanding tc human nature, The tendencies
of the times move in the directicn of a closer intimacy with the
ruran individual. The value of the huran individual is coming ouk
in the greater place he takes in tie industrial world., Enormcus
rowers are being manifested by the human individual in the pro-
ducticn of economic goods. The induestrial revelution which became
an enormcus factor in the develcpment of British life brought out
the interdependence cf industrial expansion and incdividual enter-
prise. The improvements in manufacture and the great inqreaae
in wezlth and power brouzht remafkable changes into the life of the
Eritish. Every attitude and institution was affected and a completely

ﬁew n=ticn was created., The increased importance of the individual

gained expressicn in the developmént of the "laissez faire™ principle

which dominated British thought for an exceedingly lengthy period.
In commercizl and industrial centers entirely new ideas began to
prevail. The soccisal sclencéé date their origins from this period,

Political economy in scme of its present characteristics bégins in this
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time., The genaral diffueion of intelllgence becomes a developing
sympton of the period, This 1ndicatas an inoreasing importanoe of
the individual, Ethics takes on a new face und begins to consider
its problem from the standpoint of man's inntinot- and fealingn.
The emphasis 15 upon the nature of man rather than upon lome
abetract qualitiles givén in connesction with man, Hume declares them:
that reason can never be the motive to any action but is always the
slave of Passion. It became a periocd in which the moral oriteria
w#ere sought for in the make up of the individuals and not in abstract
principles far removed from the sphers of human conditione., There .
#as in general a revuleion against intellectwalism, thers was the real-
jzat4ion that man was more than mind, and had the ccmpesition of human
nature. Huze revolted against the intellectual ethics of‘Locke and
Cudworth,and his leaning tcward a theory based upon human nature
made him a stern critic of the mathematically demonatr;ble morality.
The utilitarian aspect which ethics took on at this time indicates
also the fact thut the attitudes which are formulated ccncerning
experience find many points of contact with experiénce. The good
15 stated in ter:ms of the useful and thus comes closer %o the
wente and peeds ¢f individuale than do the abstraot principles.

The direction in which the experience in England was tending
1s well illustrated by some of the religious movements which flour-
jshed at thie time. The rise of Methodism at this time .brings sut
the enphasis of the period upon the irner nature of the individual,.
Methodism places a large premium upon the intimate experiences of
individuals. The Methodiest movement is an atiempt to express and
meke prominent the inner feelings with which one ie endowed, . Other

religious movements beginning about this time gave volce to the
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growing dissent and freedom which marked the growth of individualiem.
The viewpoint toward experience which Hume formulated indicates
a-oorreeponding change to the changed conditions. The phileeophy
of Hume is more clésely knit up with the actual experiemce processes
than 15 true of Berkef;. There are unmistaksable evidences in the
writinss of Hume tc irdicate that he intende hie attitude toward ex-
perience to be derived absolutely from experience, fhie is unmistake-
ably expressed in his view that no idea can be derived except from
the impressions, and the impressions are for him the very essentials
of experience, Hume goes beyond Berkef& in abandoning the inevitable
perceiver who gives the guarantee for the existance of the perceived
objecta. Hume réducee all experience ultimately to the impreessions
cf sense, Hume does not accept with Berkef& the given fact of self.

Hume reduces the self to a "bundle or collection of different rer-

ceptions which succeed each other with an inconceivable rtpidity,'
and are in a perpetual flux and movement®.l Hume accepts frankly the
farthest consequences of the empirical viewpoint, The whole of ex-
‘perience 18 reduced to this fiux of 1mp;essiqns. Hume has carriéd the
.experience philosophy to its ultimate conclusion., The connection
between experience and the attitudes toward experience are formed of
the very same materlal, The Weltanschauung of Hume is derived from
the ordinary experiance of the individual which reduces finmally to the
data of sense, | '

;The deficiendes in the viewpoint of Hume toward experience
comes out in the examination of his overt categories and in the doc-

trine of categories he leans upon in hie discussion. The categories for
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Bume so far as his own exposition is concerned are the seven phil~
osophical relations which constit#te knowledze and probability. These
miy be taken to be the materials from which are formed his Weltan-
schauung 80 Ia; a: 1% ie overtly experienced. One must, however, add
to these ét once the category of Idea and its immediate correlate,
the Impression. We see indicated the faot that Hume's philosophy
leaves place for levels of Material, Therse is tirst the level of
Ideae and Impreseions. These are the stuff of experience., These
are the materials of which all experience is constituted, The im-
mediate mechanism for the transformation of these impressicns and

ideas is “the gentle force" or attraction, the exact causes of ihich

are unknown, and which is called association, Hume does not hesitate to

decalre that we can never go beyond these inmpressicns but leaves open
the prcblem of their exact working.l That is, Hume dces not atiempt
to attack the prodlem of the causes of the impres:ions ofsense. -

The second level consiets of the relaticns which sre built up fi‘gn

the original ideas. The obvious point in this attitude is that the
categories with which the world is evaluated are of the stuff‘bf;ex-
perience. There are no values or categoties composing the attitﬁde'
toward experience which are not of expérienoe. $his 19 an sdvance
over Locke and Berkef&. With Locke there still remained as a£ gvélur
ation of experience substance which had an existence b&yond exﬁerienée.
Berkef% reduced substance to states of consciousness but allowéd,
however, the self to be an underived element of experience., Hume means
to exclude absolutely everything but the impres:zions and 1de£s and
their derivaticne. Hume means to frankly evaluate experienceiiﬁ terms

of its own self, The categdr1ea of Hume are categories of expérienoé.

1Tieatée, Part II, eec. 6; Part IV, sec. 5.

s
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The experience of the individual has finally come into its cwn in an
unrestricted manner.- The world is reduded to man and the objeots
aidd persons he deals with, | |

Up to t;ia pcint we fihd Hume quite in line with more :edent
tendencieé'1n'ph}1oaophy. This attitude in philosophy is entirely
wholesome and indicative of progress, There is much to be said by
way of dissatisfaotion with she Humean attitude toward experiernce,
Hume regards experieance as an artificial oompounding of given
elements. The world for Hume and knowledge of it are based ultimate-
1y upon such vague abstractions as the old'ﬁetaphyaics dealt with.
Hume's viewpoint as Berkely's, goes no farther than its commendable
intent. So far as its development and ite actual value, it falls far
shert of belng a satisfaétory pceition, Hume's period was one which
stressed experience but this was done in favor of a standpoint which
wza imrediztely concerned with mathematical rigidity. The individnals
are not entirely men of flesh ‘and bone but units of a given kind.
The idess which Hume deals with are chemical elements particularly.
useful for corposition purposea., The impressions and ideas of Hume
are as far from experience as they could be. Experience is not consti-
tuted of these permanent rigid entities. In the entire discussion of
Hume no adequate descriptior is giveh of the workings of experience
cr any of its parts. The association‘school of psychology does not
touch in any sense the exact functioning of the knowledge processes
when experience goes on. The discussion of the Passions asz well as
the Understanding takes on an aftirioialla-pect. The experiences of
‘an individual are handled as by a cabinet maker who puts toggther '
distinct parts., There is no handling of an 6iguqéb proess which 1is
very finely interrelated and adjusted in its parte. The period of
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Hume could not appreciate the genuine worth of an individual, There

were just the beginnings of an interect in the human characteristics
cf individuals. This growing but very imadequate attitude is illus-
trated by the eccnomic thecries prevailing. Eume attemptes to refute
the idea that the wealth of a nation coneiste cf its money.. He

declares that "men and comnodities are the real strength of any

comzunity.® There is a general emphasia upon laboi as being the
source of pcwer and riches. The viewpcint juet misses the importance
of mapn 28 a factor in the economic world. Huge in common with his
envire pericd in makxing ¢of man and hie lzbor the source of power and

wealthdegraded him tc the level of a commodity. Man is no more, 80

far as his labor goes, than a commodity. Tne importance and dignity of
human perscnality is not made much of, It is lost in the lntricacles
of its commodity value., Hume togéthor with his tize cverlooked 1n
their final viewpoint the trus inner 1life of man with its warmth and

color derived from complex passicne and desires. Hume spoke of such

matter, but in the end madé his individusla ccneist of cold 1life-
less atome put together by eternal laws, Hume wae a victim of the
mechanical attitude which persisted in his day. The experimental
methcd of reasoning which he sought to introduce into morel subjects
vas a t00 rigid and abetr:ot method for handling genulne human nature.
The categories of Hume are based upcn given principles or facts
and are not elements of experience. The philoscphy which is reared
upon such structures must be something other than a rhilosophy of
experiénce. The experience philoscphy of the English tré&ition:is an
experience philosophy in intent only. In ite implication and essentigl

nature it is based upon presupposed elements which are accepted and not

at all derived from the experience processes themselves. The world

of phencmena and peraoné i not evaluatéed in terme of itself but
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rather in accepted terms which are artifically imposed upon the
world of experience. The ahtegcries of ﬁﬁne as the best representa-
tive of the traditional experience philosophy are logical categorieé
and not meaning caﬁegoriee which are geﬁuinely existential because
they preserve a vital connection with the actual comditions of
experience, The faqt that tnias ki:.d of criticism can oe made of
Bume indicates that he stands for an attitude toward experience which
is more inp accord with axperience than was previcusly the case. Hume
doee intend to evaluate experience in experience terms but his inten-
tion i1s not fulfilled. In spite of his fallure to work out a saiis-~
factory experience philoscphy Hume hz2s done a creditable worx in '
advancing the cause of the experience tradition. It is commendable
to be a precise representation of one's period of culturel develop=-

»

ment .,




L]
+
2
3
!
;
:
i
H
¢
H
¥

2273

The Kantian Tradition.

In the modern petiocd of philosophi there was established the
irrevocable attitude that reality was in some ﬁay or other given in
experience. The particular formulations of philcsorhic thecry aimed
to state Just what the naturs of this experience waé. This attempt
t0 state the nature of experience wa- more explicit than in the pre-
experience period, when the reluticnship betwe:n reality and exper-'
1ence'waa unrecognized, The oonacious attempt to state the nature

of experience as a formulation of an attitude toward it is no better

exeﬁblified than by the:wp#%b of Kant, Xant has achieved an unsur-

passable place in philosophy Oy offering a definite and deliberate
attitude toward experience from the ngﬁxtf standpoint of exper-
ience. Innumerabie interpretations cun be made and an indefinite
nunber of interpr-tations of the Kantian philosophy are made, dbut

no more fruitful attitude toward it can be taken than to consider it
as an attempt to estabiish the fact that experience is explainable

only by experience. The XKantian philosophy is best iooked upon as

‘a conscious endeavor to evaluate the world in terms ¢f the evaluation

process, The evaluation procees is the process of forming judgments,
judgments which have their source in the facte of expesrience. The
entire éritique of £ure reason may be taken as an exposition of the
validity and invalidity of certain judgments. The sum of all the
valid judgments would give a definite struoture to the objects of
our experience. The line dividing the valid from the invalid judg-
ments would make the point of transcendence of experience., Kant's
point 1n’£he oritique is that our tranecendence of.experience must

inevitably result in error and oonfused knowledge. EKant spoke in

e o g e e e e amn
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.terms cf knowledge asking what were the criteria for the validity

of knowledze. In his development of the problem the éoint comes out
that in order that any philosophical attitude be valid, it must not
overstep the limits of experiemce. Kant,as we ought to expect,

brings paiﬁfﬁﬁi limitaticns to his investigation by assuming the
nature of experience and that of the judgment function. ZXant departs
very little from the current traditicnal views as to both these prob-
lems. Kant's great contributicn lies in tne fact that he made a oon-
scicus excursion into the problem of the relation of reality and ex-
perience. Kant hag the advantage over Hume in this respect that the
latter is answering with less awareness.to the surrounding experience.
Kant indicates a more active participation in the solution of his
proolem, Xant is 3 prcfessional philosopher and 1% arpears he looks
at his problem with a greatar é;rden of re.ponsibility. Kant feels
keenly the necessity for estzablishing a basis for the natural sciencea,
Hume i3 indeed influenced by the scientific development of the time,
but the effect is unknown ¢¢ him. Xant sees the implications of
science with a clearer eye, The difference between Hume and xant
might be statzd aé the difference btetween one who secs that'all
knowledze must be reduced t¢ experience though 1t brings &gﬁﬂéonsequencee,
and cne wzo canunct accept the conseguences and thus examines the na=
ture of experience., The way to this work is indicated by the accepted
convigtion that reality and experienca are clcsely united.l Kant
could not accept any suwh result as Hume did, relative to the pre-
~02:£gﬁsnesa cf knowledge and experience, Kant's philosophic attitude
is develdped under ccnditions of rigid and '@Aﬁkivi-locial experience.

The natural ecience agpeoct would raturally enough then have a more
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welghty influence than wap the casge with Hume., This principle accounts
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alsoc for the fact that EKant labore constantly with problems of the o/ )(
N4 pricri and logical finality. The aim is to attain tc 2 settled and
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1nclueive attitude, an attitude which will ve weighty and permenent,
I:is emphaaizes therefore the ccrstant problem c¢f the limite cf know-
ledge 2nd experience. |
The precblem of fermulating an attitude towszrd experience for

Kant invclved a statement as tc the nature of experience. Kant at-
tempted tc account for exrerience and in zeneral we fina i: his Tork

a clenrer rzccgnition ¢f what the philoscphical protlems are than was
the cace in Hume. 1In goinz from Eume tc Kant we observe the change in
attitude from 2 passive acceptance of the relaticn between reality and
experience, and an active attenpt tc zxplain this relaticn. In making
the fundamental basis of his work the nature of judgment EKant seems

t¢ azrreciate much better the task that devolves upon the philoscopher,
One ray come to the cecnclusion that Kant got no fartrer than Hume in
the scluticn cf his problem and yet may not be able to deny that in the
better statemsent of the problem ttni;/is coneiderably in advance in
viewpoint. Kznt aakes himself ext;emely vulnerable .to the eriticism
that his judgments are entirely toc abstraict and logical and that the
material which they¢¥PvEF~§L;Q is too fixed and rigid. In‘spite of
this he is reachinz out for = basis for a viewpoint vh'ch is scmewhat
more sitisfactory than wss that of Hume, In making the judgment the |
 primary principle of knowledze and experience, Kant glves a powearful
impetusto the inve:ztigaticn of knowledge, Ve hava not even yet gone
beyond the attitude thxt our experience is organized into knowledge by
means of Judgrents, d£ _

In Xant we find the vjust definite attempt to express the at-

titude towards the world of experience in terms of an evaluation process,
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The valuaticn process is indeed subjeot to aeiioua limitations in
tpat Kant is imbued with a very sirong logical'tradition of a formal
kind, but it is hizhly commendable 2s a pioneering movement. The
undininished fame of Kant may be attributed to the fact that he was
of the first toc realize the fact that a successful attitude tcwards

experience must be closely aliied to an adguate analyais of the experisnce

weecess, Hume did nct get the full force of the lunportance of exper-
jence from this standpoint. The progress in philosophical thinking
ccmeists primaly in underatanding whit the relaticn is beteeen the
realitj cf cojsets ani the experience cf them, Hume af{irmed the rel-
ation but dii nct penetrate very Zeeply in its explication. In this
reapect cne might say ccosidering the barest pailosophicil develop-
ment 122t Hume set Xant's provlem. ZXant desesrves creiit for'appreéiat—

ing the problem 2nd attempting a solutica., There must be ocnstantly

'kept in mind the fact th:t the work of Hume and Xant 1s not a develop-

ment uzon lines c¢8 strict logical advancement Tut tha2t ths specific

~differences in the handling of the problem are due to diiferences in

the soclial experience under the auspices-of whick the parsicular

- view i3 formulated.

‘The fact that Kant fully appreciated the problem of relating
reality and experience is indiguted by nis formulatiag his table of
catezories., This table is intended to =xhibit the concepts under
which all experience may be slbsumed, Ths list of categories indi-
cates t2e limit of experiencé in that they ars presuppositions of all
experienée. The categories are in a way claases under which are
placed the wvarious experienoeé by means of judgments., The judgments as
funstions of the undefetandihg are synthetic functlions wpich organize

the menifolds of esense whioh are in- the laat‘analysie-the material of
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81l knowledge. What ¥ant attempto to do in the analytic is tc in-
dicate tha ultimuts judgments which wouid organize the experience into
an adecuate schene of inolwedge. This 1s the wcrk of the understand-
?\ing>to oring o*der and system into the world of phenomena by méeans
of judgmentu. Kaert intended the judgments to be the eessential syn-
thesis of actiol experience. The oatezories are the apriord con-
tribLticns of the mind tc the‘knowledgé of any phenomenal cbject.
We mizht say that up to this point Kant's worl mezanti a ccnaiderable
advancerent in the develcpment of philcsophy. But Kant could rot
withstand the possible stigme of aubjeotﬁgg;ggy’ Kant was at heart:a
metaphyg?ian and oould rot rzst sstisfied with = final reference of
rezlity to experience. This brought him to the unhappy divizicn of
the world intc th;vgégggy\;rd rhenomenal. Instead of making hias
world the crganized experience of an individuasl in experience, Kant
breught- intc his systew the tnknowablie sources cf the two end factors
4n the expe%ience proces:e, namely the thing in iteelf and the synthe-
tic inity of aprerception. Waen we consiier this eleument ¢i the Kan-
tian prhiloeophy we can well agrec thzat le 4id not pregress beyond
Hume in the sclution of his prodblem. Hume puts rezlity frankly into
the flow of experience. Tiis EKant coes also and beth give faulty
descriptibn as to the nature of experience. Both borrow from the
tr-ditioral wetaphyeice elemante which aake it evident that the xe-
liance upon experience in each cae;! is much cverestimated. '
- Kznt's noticn of 3 categcry'CCmes to be then & rigid and un
changing mold irto which are thrown the senss materiafswhich are to

: A
be eyntuesized into objecta. ¥rom this there risee all the Xantian

difficulties of the connection between such little related factors

of experience as the senle\\?ata, and the categories, The sense

it
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materi;l for kant ccmes to be fixed elements which constitute a
flux of qualities. The categories are unyielding molds of an en~
tirely other sort. The difficultiees that Kant knew were contained
in his viewpoint are well exhibited in the anzalytic by his long 2nd
laporious schemes of cconnection., There ie lacking in Kant that organ-
jc view of experience which sees in the categories elements to organize
experience which were developed frcr previous experience. In general
#hat Kant »as endeavoring to explain was not the world of experience
but a wsorld woich ia an especial kind of experience. Xant #as attemp-
ting %o explain the world of physics and not our everyday world.l
It is for taie reason that Kant was so obsessed by the fear that
nis wcrld would not be objective., There #23 not 8o much difiiculty
with universility, Were Kant dealingz with the world which we ordin=-
arily experience, 1ts objectivity would have nseen a matter of no con=
cern for as ex;erience it is as objective aevit is. No one who
really identifies reality and sxperience n2ed fear for the obvjectivity
of reality, there never arises the n=ceasity to overexert oneself to
anchor it in any way. Experience is of itself objective just as 1%
j@ everytning else that one demands of one's wo¥1d. Because ¥Xant need-
lessly stressed this oojectiv;ty thet is the fixity aﬂd endurability
featur=s of his Weltanschauung, he rade it lose 1ts mcst easential
characteristics, thus beccming aritifical, The categories of Kant
are tren in the highest sense categeries of an obstract philosophy not
categories of experience. Kant himself denominates them a priori
elemente preceding experience, From the standpcint of actual exper-
ience they are unrelated elements of an idolated disecipline, the realm
of pure thought and as such detached from everyday experience

Kant was infected with the mechanical science of the time. He
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was an ardentfollower of Newton in the attenpt fo establish a firm
basis for the objects of experience. This inclination toward the
Newtonian science he acqui:od in his student period and never could
relinquish. The mechanical ideal persisted as a -ub§1? influence
upon Kant's‘thinking throughcut his life. The oﬁyan un- >X;
doubted influence of this sort. It is for this reason that Kant had
to have absolute permanence and necessity as characteriatics of exper-
jence. The Kantian philsophy deals with experience according to Fhysics
and not with exprience in the broader way in which it actually does go
on. It is no doubt in this spirit that Kant'made the note quoted by
Riebhl *®Ich besdhaftigte mich nich}rmit der Evolutimder Regriffe
wie TRtene (den Handlungen, dadurch Begriffe erzeugtl worden) nicht
mit der Analysis wie Lambert; sondern blos mit der objectiven Gtig-
keit derselben,®l which indicates an extreme erpnasis upon the objec~-
tive validity of concepts. The hiatoriaha of philosophy insist that
Kant's formalism is due to his toovclose adherence.tc the formal logic
of traditional times. Indeed we have evidences of this in the name of
the principal parts of the Critique and still more 1n Kant's exrmessed
belief of his affinity with Aristotle. The fact sesms to be, however,
that ERant's adherence to Wolf as Riehl points out and his clinging
to the formal logic are interrelated conditions with his Newtonian
mechanical ideas all of which are rooted in the peculiar general ex-
perience which Kant attitudinizes. That Kant appreciated his strong
mechanical attitude 1ls well ijndicated in his aprarent chagrin at its
1imitations for he saw clearly what itse difficulties were, The almost
pitiful way in which in the third Critique Kant is foroed to aoceét
the feleological principlee&for the explanation of naturelindicates

how strong a hold the mechanical principles had

upon Kant. Kant N

1 o
Philosophisches Kritolzmus,.
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realizes the gar which serarated the ¥atural History of the Heavens
from his Critique of Judgment . Kant cculd build a world but he was
incarable of putting into it a single blade of grass. Therea could
bs ro more certain evidence of the inadequacy of the Kahtian viespoint.
Thers 48 in this cercumstance clsarly discernible the fact that the
Xantian attitude towari experience with 1ta'foundation.in the cate-
gorie= is an inadequzte viewpoint., This i3 = pointvat which Kant might
almost have s2en that his acheme of knowledge w:s unable tc give deter-
mination tc experience, This defect in the gantian formulation w2s of
course obvious in his attecpt toc deal with the facts of the morzl and
relizious 1ife, but thare the difference in kind of experience nizht
be admitied 23 a justifiable ground for inmadzgquacy. In dez2ling vith
the orzanic and inorganic bhere is orly the continuous fieli of nature
dealt with and still the sare 22t of categories are urable tc comrra=-
hend then.

Kant's justificaticn might come in the fact th2t after 211 he
18 atte._;zting to estabiish a secm® basis for'physica. In 3o far as
‘that ia true he is of course desling with a particular asyecti of &x-
rerience, an aspect that may wellbe formulated in tke most formal
terms possible. There might be rade then some srecific objection Cr
other. For exarple, it might be argued that time and space should be
palced in the Jist of categoriss »ith quality, guantity and the others.
The entire trend c¢f the transcendental philosophy'indicates that such
.a justification as is mentioned cannot coﬁstitute an adequate defence
of the XKantain positicn., The unierlying motive of the transcenden=
tal philosorhy is tc give an acc&unt of krowledze in such a way as %0
solve the rroblem of the_relation of reality and experience. If this
be the re=ning of the Kantian philosophy it merits all the criticism
of inadqquacy and aritificgality which is brought against it., There
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48 found in Kant the boldzst severance of the experisnces which
ths sciencs of physics deals with from the other experiences whica are
just as re=al and just as important. The f2ult in the Xantian positon
is magnified by the attitude that the experiences of physice are the
essence of iealiéy. Zant was entirely aborbed wish the idez which was
current on the continent from ths time of Descarfzs that genuine redlity
wa~ found only ir the demwain of roth2matice ani th2 3sciences winlich rere
baszd urcn it. IS The in this apirild thal ¥ans dz2niza to philoacphny
a tl2ce in the hierarchy of the pure sciences.1 Tor I~nt genuine
reility 13 found only in the Zemain of tas= discgpl n23 which d221 with
prineiples a pricri. There i3 no ~ug3tion 23 to Xant's meonlng with
roonact to the realldy of experience. Urnles an gxnarience cculd be
relxtel and csrzrshendesl %y means of wrinciples a yricrl, there could
be no certinty ¢f reality. The criterygn of ocjective validiﬁy is
not satiasfizd excerting by'an irredi=te dépendence uron rrinciple=z
a criori. Xant wzs in mertal tarrer of enything thot arzcked of the
subjective, 22 was rointed cut. Kant's work in the last analysis re-
sults then in btuilding up an irpeanitle berrler tetwesn Erhe actuzl
experiences ¢f ar individual and thoas which fer him cemstitute feality.
The grezt fault in Kant is that he hoa 11t+le faith in the actual hap-
peninze wiich ccneern individual human bairge or all human teings. The
experiences must be distilled ard sublimated until their esscncees are
arrived at. In this comnectior it nay te pointed cut that Kant over-
lcoks the fact that psychclozy is a sclence also jeale with abstracticns
from exrerience anl could very well De reduczd to princirles a pricri.
The categories of Eant owing to hils senzral attitude toward .

—-——.——-.———-———-——-—---.-———_.——-—-—-—

lof, Architectonic of Pure Reason.,
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experience as reality, are not flexible and functional factors in the

organization of experience. The categories of Kant are the mosi ab-
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stract concepts unier which may be comprehended the kind of experience
which the science of ph&sics treats of. It is possidle to conceive
all experiénce Being gsubsumed under those categories if space and time
bse added; but then experienc: would be hard and cold. No living pul-
sating being could recognize thzt expsrience as beinz what one lives
through and is affected by. The rhilosorhy of Kant comes to te an at-
titude toward experience which reduces it and @esirgys it, making it
unrecognizable and in a genuine sense unreal., The categories of Kant
cannot ieal with the objects and persons that the human thinker ac-
tually is concerned with. The viewpoint of Xant is obviously pbnderous
and pervsarae. It is forrulated as thouzh the discipline of mathemat-
ical physics offerzd the only means of organizing the world of exper-
ienée. The categories of yxant, it turns out, do not in any sense ful-
f£i1l the promise they held cut as factors in a éelf consciocus method
of formulating experience. 1In the development and transpiration of
experience the categories de not play any part. They may function in
the special discipline in which certain aspectsof experience are
strictly formulated, The immediate successors-6f Kant made incisive
criticiems of yant because of the extreme limitations of the Kantian
position, While we ca2nnot sympaf®ize %00 much with the tenor of thelr
compiaint we may remark upon the extreme vulnerability of those cate-
gories to the charge that they cannot adequately organize experience.
Categories should give experlence as 1t is and should not te limited
to the intellectual experiences. The categories should be representa-
tive of all the harrenings ani conditions which go to make up the life

of an individual or a group.
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The functionzl nature of the gantian citegories lies not im
thair reprcssntaticn of exyrerience as 1t 12, in its essential nature.
The foundation of philosorhy had nct reached in hin time éhe arrrecia-
tion of ito own activity ani siznificance. The functional nature of
the categories 4n Kant is illustrated by the chanzes they have taken
on, in crder to portray faithfully the social backgrounl vwhich give
them their origin. The categori=a of Kant iniicate only a slizht be-
ginning in the develcopment tow=rd the point at which they will func-
ticn ae essantial oorponents of exgerience, This is inldicated by the
fact that thz Fantian categoriss zay te ccnsidered meraly a3 eésasn-
tials in the formulation of the physical descripticn of~exper1enge.
They will not carry cover to the rest of =xprsrience.Phz ccrditicns which
brought abcut such a forrulaticn as Fant's wers thz peculiar zocial
ani colitical expariences of the Gaxman ceople at tha time., The formal
and welighty attitude towara experiﬂnce reflacts a rigid and couxpact
state. The ¥Yantian pkilesochy was davelopeld unier political auasplices
which are well aymtolized by the leadjersahly of Friericz ths Great.
The Garman naticn at this time was takinz on a severe naticral unity.
The Geraan people were beccring mira culously ef?icient and organized.

Nk comd with, T AL ] Pauetsie o1 tac
The rreliminary sters in the esta“liehmert of a aeuure Ge rmMg‘au Lono-

meus ani consequaniial power, The attitude of vigorcus and definite
substantiality was 2 reflection cif this new political ocrndition. The
categories of Fanit fanctioning as easeniial corponents of his attitude
are expiained so far as thelr pcrmanencs and substam»ialiuy are concerned
The cenerzl attitude of Xant in placing 80 groat a part of his exgeriernce
on the side cf tbhse experienoiﬁg indiviiusl reXlecie the social con-
ditions of this period whioﬁzinclude religiouvs liverty and freedom of

thought, Frederick made the greatest efforte to bring culture and




/<

/178
learning to his regenerated kingdom. The greatest enccuragement was
given to science and industry. Under this king Germany tecare an 1n-
dugtrial_nation and the pursuit of productive occupations gave‘great
confidence and pwoer ?o the people. This social condition finds
exgression in the statemeni of Kant that man 1s the lawgiver of na-
ture. Th2 experiences of the peopla were greatly contridbuied tc by
their own natures 23 rationzl b2ianzs. The aze of.Fiederick Was a
raticnalistic age z2ni the philoaophy ol the reriod wis tinged = zgreat
4eal with the Raticnalistic attitude. A9 in previous hiatory a solid
ani firm s0clal organizaticn gives rise om the thilosopkical gskde
to a atern intellsctualistic viewpoint. This was true gn the case
of Aquin@s and ths stronzly organized soclal situation in nis 1ay.
Tha Prussia of Kant's vime wa3 a mcdal of orier ani regulavity. The
cantrol of avery ph2se of tas comscn exisience was knoewn to thz royal
fathzr and regulated. The result of cdnta&t #ith tiols sort of social
orzanization could only be ths developmant of an attitude which should
be formal ani abstract such as the philcsorhy of Xant was. Thz philo-
sorhy of gant admirably reflects the social conditions of his %ime.
It serves also as an excellent illustration of thz fact that the value
ascribel in the determination of experience are functions of that ex-
pariencs.

In t:8 phiksophy of Kant we obsarve two aspecta which in-
dicate clearly the transition place whicn Kant ocoupies in the history
of philosophy. The consciously formulated cassgory doctrine points
baock to the natrual science development of continental thought. The
category doctrine which is implied in Xant's philoaophy reachens for-
ward and forms the basie for German phikoophy in the nineteenth century,

In Kan:t there is distinctly discernible ihe conflict betwsen the old

2nd new viewpoints., Kant was not a traveller but he was a citiae@
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of the world. Xant was atimilatsd by Bume and Rouseeau a2 well as
by Wolf and wawion, The latser two gaired Tthe uprer hand with ninm
for Kant's phillosophy reflsc:s well the conditions of its formulation,
The Xansian catggoriea as the basis of his attitude and representing
hinm in the'philosophical domain ere Wewtonian and Wolfian. They might
nave bteen mors3 in the pattern of the Hume and Housseau influence, but
the perticular experisnce in which Kant the citizer and man partook,
wag & sireng facter. The cztegories tnzt %?nt uncenscicusly uses
as ground principles of his gystem indicate = more human foraulation
than ke is usuaily credited with, Thzt element of Kant was devalored
in ancrer to the new socizl conditicns which czx2 abcut in Germzny in
the teginning of tha nineteenth centwy. The categcriea of Kant swhich

ke dces net ¢211 by thad name and wkhich are essential for his system

B

represent betier what Xant sigznifies fer the history of philoscrby,

t

then his own formulated sa2t, Xant's own categories show us local con-
diticns but rnot all the irnfluences that made themselves f2lt. The
fermulzted Kantlan catezories indicats the extreme political orien-
tation but nct the precise social conditions. The unformulated EKan-

- tian categories of the Third Critiqua and oiler writings are better
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ntativea of the intrinsic soclal conditions; Tha formulated
catescries do not do jusatice to the Kani who claimed to bring about
a Copernicah revolution. Ths formulatail categorias do not reveal the
presence oi the pietistic elament in the Prussian soclal sconomy.
They do not revzal the religlous zezl and ferver which was prevalent.
As was remarked frequantly Kant ornly caught a gliupse of the new at-
titude in philosophy. Kant 4id not carry out Lis proféased stand that
the world of experlence ie‘given as the judgments of a thinker,

Thé extrerely olose connection between reality as experience and -the
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thinkér who is aware of his experience, #as overlooked by Kant.
The successors of gxant developed their attitude toward ex=-
perience upon the basis of Kant's intentional and unfulfalled doctrine

rather than upon the doctrine as he formulated it. Kant may be reck-

oned as thé stimulant to the development of German Idealism but it could

not develop on the basis of his extreme naturalism.- The followers

of Kant soon found grave objections to the category doctrine of Kant.
They came to consider rhilosophy more and more asa systen of logzic
and made more of the knowledgze rroblem.although the catezories them-
selves were conceived in a formal and abstzact way. This type of
thinking had ite culmination in Hegel. The apreal that the Kantian
rhiosophy had was due to the emghasis that was rossible to be
placed uron the inaividual. Ficige made the whole experience depend-
ent upon the develorment of the Ego. The Fichtean philosophy is
indicative of a social solidarity which haes its inherent content in
the nature of the individual. The social experience of Fichte's

time called for a stronz and secure state which is composed of‘frée
and developing individuals. The function of the state was to hold
together and advance these individuals. The Greek state principle

js reversed: the citizen does not acquire his standing by virtue of
membershir in the state, but the state becomes important because of
the individuals who compose it. The disruption of Germany by the
Napoleonic activities in Europe made this attitude stand out. The
individual stands out more and more as the centre of experience. The
philosophy of Fio%{e may be considered as an attempt to derive all
experience from the nature of the individual. The method is describ-

_able as an attempt to interrelate and unify the total experience of
an 1ndiv1dual. The distinotion between the moral and the natural was
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brokén down. The departments of experience which Kant introduced
the Tdealists intended to eliminate. The division between the noum-
enal and phenomenal worlds was 8liminated by making all experience

L ‘Z«(l/o
the development of the eym.

Schelliﬁg atterpted to givé a more thoroughly logical form
to the type of attitude which Fici{e was formilating. The gemeral
trend of Garman Idealism was toward the logicizing of the attitude
toward experience. The impetus that was received in the attitude which
made the objects of exparience come out of a judgment process carried
philosophy to the point of making the whole of experience reducibie to
a set of categories. In Hegel thé whole of experience is composed of
a set of categories which develop from one another by means of a dialec-
tic process., Hegels carrying out of the Idealistic rhilosophy eserved
the purposz of briming external and objective certainty into the judg-
rents of the experiencing individual. The immediate reaction of the
Kantian succeszors was to carry out to the limit the individualistic
aspects of the Kantian philosophy. The Romantic movemsnt 1in phildaophy
was the extreme of iniividualism and subjectivism. In making the ‘most
of the individual experience the objective validity of the experiénce
was forgotten., The mirage aﬁd the appearances were taken to be'r;ali-
ties. It was this condition which pegel determined to overcome, The
changes which came about in the strict formulations of German Idealiet-
ic philosophy have close counterparts in the political conditionskof
Germany. The extreme idealism is an attitude that comes %o light -
when the external props of the people seem to Iade away. During fho
disruption and humiliation of Germany the Idealistio attitude was dev-
eloped and carried out. The atlempt to formulate a more rigid and

permanent philosophy with a gréater support of objective reality éome
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when the war of liberatiion was being fought and Germany was being
regenerated,

The rhilosophy of Hegel meant to mzke the categories universal
elements irn the ?etermination of experience., Begel critimses Kant for
making the éategories so important; they have no restrictions thought
Hegel. Hegel remarks that there is nothing we can know ao easily as
the thing-in- tself .1 Hezel meant to make the categories the exper-
jence itself and did no: limit experience to sense material. Hegel
overcame a serious defect in the viewpoint of Xant. Kant was afraid
to make his categories thorough going in the determination of exper-
ience, he was dfraid that would make theﬁ defective on the s;de of
objective reality. Kant'as categories were very sericusly iimited
halting before the thing-in-iteelf and the objects of reason. Hegel
intendsd to rermit no such limitation to his categories. Hegel took
Kant's attitude to te 2 degiadation of reason to confine it to a mere
transcendence of the finite, For Begel the infinite involves an
avbsorrticn of the finite,not 2 mere transcendence.? He intended.the
categories to conprehend every pos=zible line of experience. Kant would
have certzinly hesitated to accept the Hegeliam interpretation of the
categories since their rower in compreheniing all experience arose fronm
the fact that they were mersly stazss in the unfolding of an absolute.
The obj=:ctive validity of the Hegelian categcries was assured because
Hegel took the categories to be elements of objects, Hegel completely
logicised experience and made it consist of thought elements in advan-
cing stages of development toward the completion of an absolute which
lverke 1843, B. 6, S. 95.

SWerke 1843, B.6, 5.96.
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is all containing. There was for Hegel no question of objective
validity of the categories, for they were all the objsctivity there
was, The categcries were for Hegel of the stuff of experience. Hegel
has brought to a systematic and standardized attitude the riotow view-
points current after the Kantian formulation. Hegel is reducing to
a systematic organization the judgments concerning experience. Coming
after the Idealistic and Romantic attitudes he makes nd discriménation
against any type of experience but make3s them all subject to determi-
nation by the categorles.
T The gravest critidism that can be made of.Hegel's catezories
is that they are stilted concerts, abstract and empty. The catagorles
of Hegel are incapable of representing experience or of being experience
for they are fixed and destitute of life ani power. Theadtegories of
Hegel ar: logical abstraciions and have no connection Ath experience

except by express attribution. They are not in their development

-what Regel claimed for them, namelv that they are exrerimce. The

categories have no existence in realigy and exist only as concepts

in the mind of & thinker, As categories developinz according to the
Hegelian formulation they are metarhysical entities belonging to‘en
abeoluie vhich is a transcendence of arny gehuine experience. Hegel
was gifted with an unusually keen insight into the ongoing of exper-
jence. He observed the factthat the experience process guaranteed 1ts
own objective vdlidity. BHe observed also that experience in ite :

entirety could be given in the form of judgments. The world of ex-

rerience could be given in terms of a series of values or determinations

which were the results of judgment proocesses. Hegel'e liatake liea in
giving an absolutely permanent existnce and infinity tc his ezperienee.
He errs also in making experience an ebeolutely given system of oceur-

rences tending toward a goel fixed from all time. There is no freedom
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and no spontaneity in the experiende of Hezel. It lacks the very
es-entials which are consitutiye of genuine experkence. Hegel's
forward step is breaking down the artifickal barriers ef Kant's judg-
ment fuctions ig vitiated by his essentially mesaphysical attitude.
The categories of Hegel are not of experience but would seem to be
surerimposed tpon expefience. They are obviously logic i determina~-
tions to which actual experience is made to oonform., :§§y~are not de-
terminations of experience whica are develored in an experiental in-
teraction of objects and events. Hegel thinks of his categories as
being necessary elements of the process of experience, This can be
true only if experience comes to be a metaphysical movement of abstract
entities., Hezel had a keen sense for the rovement of experience. He
saw clearly the part played by the individual in the way of forming
juigments, This difficulty came in ascribing such overwhelming valid-
ity to the objectivity of the judgments that the judgmen:s were merely
expressions of the reality of sone phase of an'Absolute. Hegel's ex-
perience, instead ¢ being tiae indet2rminate res&it of an indefinite
series of preceding conditions beocame the absolute unfolding of an
inevitable series of eventa the goal of which was determined from the
beginring. Hegel did not thean advance beyond Eant. He saw clearer
than did XKant that the entire experience must be subject to the judg-
ment proces-es of the experiencing individual. He was Opposed}to Kant's
. separation of experliencs into appearance and reality.1 Begel saw,also
Athét exberience must develop from other experiences. Hisuistake was

in injecting an absolute neceesity into those experiences and making

-Eﬂ .
lLogic, p. 93.
A
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them all tend toward some determined mataphysical goal. In so faf as
Kant merely described the process of judzment as beflaw it and male .

it 'an essential element in thought, he avoided any harmful implications.
In so far as he did not make these Ju&gﬁentu and cstogoriés exiatential
Kant avoidéd th; metaphysical implications of Hcgel. ‘Both Kant and
Hegel a3 recresentatives of a comparatively recent tendenoy in philo-
sorhy contritute moch that is valuable to an understanding of the sval-
uation processes of experience, but both lving under conditions very
different from tpose prevalling now, have very unsatisfactory 1hfrpre—

tations of the genuine significance of human experience.
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Current Philosophical Attitudes.

Analytical Table of Contents,

In Current philosocrhy therz is an avowed appreciation of the fact
that reality ié to be scugzh: for only in experisnce which consists of the
actual conditicns and events of everyday life.

Philosorhy in the rineteenth century and sfter became at various
times merely scientific cr adcrpted an ethical or aesthetlc attitude.

The iiaa that'reality should not be souzht in a domain bsyond the or-
dinary experience btrought with it the additional consequence thai phil-
osophy cculd te reduced tc a mechanical science,

A re%@ion to the nalvely rechanical interrrstaticon of expar-
ience came in the form of a7%gtaphyaice which sought reality outside
the domain of scierce. The crdinary kncwledge processes which were
functicnal in ecience were rresumel to be inadequate for the investiga-
tion of r:z=ality.

There are novdzveloping in rhilosophy t~o promgment attlitudes
tovard experience whih aim to correct the previcus insuffiocienclies of
philosophy. These two movemsnis my be termed Neo-Realism and Pf%gmatiem.

Neo-Realism assumes that real objects are independent of the
evaluation process and the caterories ars clements inherznt in real
things. This results in a concertion which makes of the categories
abstract ontological elements. The Neo-Redistioc position betomes a
similar vie-point to the raticnalistic philosophy of the seventhenth
oentury.

In Pragmatism philosophy arrives at the thorougly basic prin-
ciple that all reality must be sought only in the domain of actual ex-
perience, Pragmatiggg'reoognize that thes ocategories of philosophy are

t
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evaluations of the facts and conditions which aotually occur in human
experience. This astitude has led to the situation that it is considered
thgt all evaluations of experience are those which the practical sciences
produce., There is 1h this attitude an obvious omission of a great part
of exrerience. ' There is overlooked all of that experience which falls
withcut the domain of the special sciences,

To appreciate the functional nature of the categories there
muet be differentiated between the various motives‘and circumstances
which call for the functioning of the evaluation rrocess. Each realm
of experienrce ﬁgfsggwita own evaluations for the rarticular purposes
which ths specific situation required§

The categories of philosorhy in comron with all cther categor-
ies, are functional valuee given to the facts and ccnditicns of exper-
ience in an effort to cdetermine their most general ani profound signif-
icance. These categories deal mith actual condiitions of experience just
as the categories of ordinary experience andi science do, The differ-

ences between these are functional, each tyre servinr as &n important

instrument in the life of a thinker.
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Current Philosophical Attitudes,

In current thought #e hive the mora Oﬂe less conscious recog-
nition that th2 formulationas of science and philosophy are attitudes
taken tovard experience. We have reachsd a stage in philosophical
development in whickh the 2ttitude torari experiesnce is seriously orit-
icized. It would probably be unfair to assert that znv reputzble think-

AL
er accert overtly the sxistence of mastaphysical reality althcuzh a belief

g
ir 1t is frequently the rzsult of an appar=ntly critical starting point.
Current philosophy then is distinguished by the fact that it ie aware 6f
itcelf as an atterrt to formulate the significance of :the events and
objects which consititue the experiental environment of the thinker.
Philescphy may be saild to be 2ssentiilly concerned with the explanation
cf the criinary rhenomena of zveryiay life, and not with existencds ~
«taich a¢c rnotv, and canrot make thenselves folt 1n or influznce the
ttoughts and acticns of buran individuals., Thie attitude may bz taken
tc te the oriterign of valid philosophicasl thouzht and in sc far as
thinkers deviatzs from that pattern they fafl v0 contribute to the
solution of the philoscorhic rroblems of the rresent.

In all this the thesis we hav: beenmitahing namely, that the
attitude toward experlence must be epecifically influenced by that
experience, finds expecial confirmation in current thought.

Cﬁrrent philosocrhy even to the rresumed rejection of it admir-
ably reflects rresent conditions in the organizatisn 2n1 z2c¢iivies of
Fresen’ day sockty., The caisgories with which experience are evaiﬁated
1niicate clearly the treand of social coniiticne as they have deéalopeé
out of previous activitieé and esitunations, These cstegories‘are fhe

rroducts oif&ifferent’conditiona a:d 80 are different in their 1dqnt1ty.

and 1§%the;r,s;gnifioance. They either are different talues attached
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to experience or they are similar values with added or altered signif-
icance. The categories which oconstitute certain formml-ticns of atti-
tufes toward experience are taken over directly from sclence. In other
formulations the categories take on connotations from less critical
attitudes ﬁowaniexperience. A srecial characteristic of* rresent-ddy
rhilosorhy is that there is a violent antipathy toward categorizing
the werld of experience in intellectualistic categories. There is

a general antipathy expresaeq>in he published vieWpointhto the
evaluaticn cf experience in terms of the cold atstiract categories of
the intellect. This antipaihy has ber-n carried to the correlated

" extreme of placing too great an emphasis upon the rractical wlues

of experience. Ther: are decilel tenldencies to give exrerience a super-
aoundent weizht of activity. The Voluntarietic z2spects of exgerience
are stressed in an extreme w=y. Man has been clarsified as a doing
animsl rather than a2 thinkifg animel which, it.is aggertad, has been
traditionally given aaeggz7;i§iacteriatic.1 Reality has beern sonsidered
as entirely without the comrrehendinz tcunds of ths intellect. The
world has been considerei as primarily a center and 2 source cof active
ity. The intellectual functicns are subservient tc and derived fiom
this Voluntaristic background. Reality 1is taken to be this eternal
activity rather than any process cr serias cf processes of insellectual
relationships. Experience is frequently e§a1uated in aesthetic ocategor-
ies, The world is taken to be s marvelléus workiiof art which is constant-'i
1y beingz created and recreated.® The Voluntaristic and aestheiic move-
ments in rhilosoprhy represent attitudes of protdst sgzainst concéiving

the world entirely in terms of mental construction. Those movenents

1Bergson - Creative Evolution, r. 139.

BOvertly'in the Sohelliﬁgian philosophy and implicitly in other systems
since,.
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mean to emphasisge the other elements which play prominent parts in
experience,

An instructive characteristic of practically all recent tend-
encies in thoughtvindicate an aprreclation of zctual exgperience as a
basis or consiituent of reality. The awarenes: of reality is assumed

to be possible only by sa study of the facis of concrete experience,

Thise attitude implles = particulsr kind of experience background, it v

imclles with respect to the f%ngee aspacts of 11fz a gtakle social or-
der. The history of attitudes tovard axperience indicates tha* when
conditions have bean such as to make é%h féel thoroughly intrenched in
thelr place In the ~orld a more or lesa certain attitude is 2dopted,
fuch zttitudes as the naturslistic and positivistic dominate the thought
¢f the period. In th; less oritical attitudes the facis of exrerience
are taken for ;rante! =nd the -ork of She thinker is® record them.
Sr-zeulation beccres an object of suspgcion and the attiiude is iaken
that science .1s sntirely competent to deal with éll the facts of ex-
pirience. The mat:rlaliatic branch of this type of rhilsophy would
attempt tc 2valuate all experience with categories bofrowed fronm the
aratract physical sciencqg. ‘Thé whole of experience is classified aé
variations of mass ana7ﬂ§§§¥2:1 The rrominent éategories of such atti-
tuies are force, énergy, tire, ani space.l Undsr other conditions there
may be a revolt-againat this_ type -of attitude andiexperience may be
characterized entirely in terrs of conaciousness. The ultimate category
might be sentience or spirit of scme port or other.3

The understandinz of the nature of gxrerience is sometines

lost in the zeal to seize holi of 1t.' The disposition to atake every-

S D - A - U T~ — - ——— - —

1Recent Poeitivistic and rhenomenalistic movements.

3pradley.
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sometimes results in serious error, There have becn attitudes developed.
which deny that all experience has reality especially the hore recondite
and the less obvicus aspects of it. The regult is that experience is
linited to some aspect or part and this is declared to be the en;ire
realm of the knowable, What lies beyond this arbitrary enoloaurﬁ is
oonaidered of nc value, The world is divided into the practical and
the speculative and since life is oonsidered as an eminently practical
thing whatever seems not ezesily attainable is deemed not worth striving
for. The adherents of such attitudes miss much of reality because
they lose interest in everything but that which is brought about by
quick methods., These attitudes are born of conditions which make for
self-patisfaction and completeness. -;C:; is the presence felt of a
powei to dominate and ccntrol phenoﬁena. These are preiods in human
experience in which practical affairs are exceedingly successful and
men seem to be wresting the innermcst eecrets and powers from mnature,
Men seem to fairly wallow in the heart of experlience. When thinkers
under such conditions do take cognizance of sxperience which is not
bare and obvious they formulate doctrines which make of men factors
in the dynomic forces which actuates the whole of experience.l There
is heré as in other places evidence that the values assigned to exper-
ience are always functions of the conditions under which the evaiuatibn
of experience takes place., The sort of categories used and the signifio-
ance they carry both depend upon the specific occasions of their dev-
éOpment. A record of the cagegcries with which recent thinkers have
attemﬁfad to evaluate experience showe clearly what the experience which
is evaluated has been, In general the most recent formulatione of
experience were developed under circumstances Wwhich gave great confid-
ence in the oapacity of mgg to oomprehend and define his world, The ’

categories used were than such as were derived from a suoceasful

1Bergconism, for example - The method’ of philo-ophy beoomes entirely
other than that of ocionge.
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handling of some specific kind of experience, Philosophy becomes in
general a part of the discipline of science. The real is taken %0 be
entirely comprehended and covered by the descriptions and definitions
of the scientifio disiplines.l We have observed that thie attitude
my be carried to the extreme in which the most of experience and
perhaps the best of experience ies dissipated, The motive of philoso=-
Phy which is to give any adequate evaluation to experience as such is
lost, There is lost the extremely useful and valid distinction be-
tween philosophy and scientific categories, or between ethical or
esthetic categories, There is the still more disastrous fact in the
entire loss of the significance of the categories. The categoriuvs are
not considered as elements in a thought broceas or an experience
process but as atiributes of reality whether existential or logical,
In more recent times there have been renewed activities in the
way of making more definite the work of ﬁhiloaophy. There has been
developed a philcsophiocal attitude on a firmer basis than was the case
seince the scientifio reaction to philosophy. Phibeophers have become
interested in pointing out the meaning of experience without accept-
ing the dogmatic presuppositions of uncritical thought., There has ’
been indicated also the tendency to avoid the restrictions of a dog-
matic ecientifioc attitude., Recent philosophical discuseions are con-
cerned more with the method of knowledge than was trus during the
reign of the dogmatic scientifioc attitude. The problem of knowledge
is receiving more attention than was formerly true, This may be con
sidered as a return to the Kantian attitude of investigating just what

is involved in the dxperience process,
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Two general types of viewpoint are becoming prominent in phil-
osophy in answer to a demand for a ccmplete faith in experience, These

two are Realism which aims in some form or other to find reality in

Hppibattepes VN0

.experience although it is independent of the experiencing process,

Only in experieﬁce sbe objects met with, but they may oexiat whether
they ever come into experience or nct. The other which may be crudely
called Pregmatism finds reality in experience because thinge are as
they are experienced. Objects zre dependent for their nature upon the
experiencing process. The Realist builde up his Weltanshauung as a sys—
f%h of events or facts or terms in relation.l The Realist aims to '
establish the reality of the objects of experience by considering them
as not depending upon the fact of experience for their being or being
as they arav The experience process for the Rezlist 1s a process of
finding or discovering objects. The objects are nct changed by enter—
ing the experience process with exception of tz2king on a new relation,
The process of cognition and experience are merely relationayql The
method of knowledge for the Rezlists reduces itzelf to a sort of logical
determination of objeocts and a mechanical ordering of them intoc systeme,
The.Realiat reduces his world to an infinite ayefem of simple and.com-
plefﬁentities. The simple entities are logical constantsand sense
qualities. For the realisf the things of thought as well as thoqe

of sense have ontological atatuafa Both types of things have absolute
atabiiity aad ccatinuity in experience. In general the realist tends

~ %o reduce 80 far as 1t is possible the disinction between the mental

- - - oo - —

1 -
1801t - New R&fes, P. 366

roubh-going realism must assert independence hat only of thought
f any variety whatsoever of expericnczj?b, 1Vbbxibx At (e ppuuu/u\
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and the physical. In his attempt to preserve his world apart from any
\

knowledge or experience of it, the reslist makes experience an inter-

oy

relation of logical terms, Rusael]refers to-this as & priori knowledge.
The resliat clatms to put reality imto universale somewhat after the
manner of Plato.2

Despite the great importance of the categories for any point of
view there is 1little or no overt discussion of them by the Reallsts,
It is clear, howesver, what the realistic cagegories are. For the
Realist the categories are subsisting entities which enter into com=
plexes such as the various objecté and events of the world. For the
Realist experience consists of these entities entering into particular
relations. These entities, as waa said, are logical reals and may
exist whether there is experience of them or not. The categories for
the realist are not categories of experience for they exist of their
ow¥n rightand prior and beyond any experience. For the realist the
highest category 1is beingl and Being has no necessary connection with
existence. When an object ccmes into experience the implication is that
4t combines with it another entity or attaches to itaelf another univ-
ersal, or again it enters a new relationm. Realism makes a zreat deal
of its endeavor to escape any sugzestion of anthropmorphism. It wishes
to get at i1ts world as it really ls, without the dieturbing intervention
of an experiencing indlvidual. There is much to be said in favor of
this attitude, The world should not in any sense be considered as en-
Joying nothiung more than a precariocus existence. There is a sound

instinct at the basis of an attitude which strives t0 release the world

- - an anon en G e

CRussell - Problens of Philosophy, p. 142 ff,

Neo=R.,.P. %5. s m
ontagye - Eesay Wm. James, 113-114,
Marvin - First Book of Metaphysiocs, pp. 108 £f.

JHolt - Concept of Consciousness, p. 21.
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from a degrading bondage., This commendable attitude loaes 1ts Yalue and
importance when it makes its world so independent and estranged from

the experiencer who is so vitally concerned witk 2t, that it loses all
meaning. The world that the Realist desoribes might be conoceived to be
real but 1t camnot dbe thought as having any meaning in our experiences,
The experiencing individual cannot possidbly find suéh 2 werld a f£it or
useful place for any purpcse, Tke re2list makes a most sericus error in
failing to investizate the nature of the categcries he employs to eval-
vate his world, It is cobgious that the realist gives values to his work
of experience. Giving it such values as he does takes away from 1t the
essential characteristice that are actually found in it. The realists
follow much too cloesely the idecle cf mathematice and abstract physics,
It is extremely useful for those disciplines tc make uee cf the ab-
stract logical categories in determining their reczpective domains. The
special sciences have certain defirite functions and therse fﬁnctions

are well carried out with such categori;a as they use, Philcscphy has

a different fupotion and a different motive. It reprcaents an autonom=-
ous phase of human experience., Philoscphy aims to state the meizning )
and significance of experience, The categories required to make tiie
evaluétion must naturally enough be derived from experience, They
should be values that mean scmethingfor experience, and should not be
superimposed upon experience as ultimate a2nd substantial elemenis of
meality. Philosophy always aims tc describe what comes to experience
and unless reality 1s experienced }t canrot be the genuine domain of
philosophy. Even if we cannot prove that our experience is the qnly
reality and eveﬁ if we belieye‘that reality is always beyond ordinary
phenomena there can be no advantage in using such catigories as the reai-

ist does. It must be evident that solence and philosophy are attempts




,‘\‘iu’féi%;,fe;a By ak !:h,;.}g kag

FV AR RGN | e

£
3
3

4 |
217

to formulate the significance of experience and no possidble worth can

be found in evaluating experieﬁce as non=significant. This does not
mesn at all tc fly to the opposite and jﬁst as irraticnal extreme and
make all reality anthropmorphic. Logical philosophy VﬁﬁL(I;;;e to
experienoe‘such‘oategories as will be suitable and which will satiafy(///
the aime and purposes of the categorization process. If the purpose

is to give experience a system of abstract aymbole as marks of rep—
resenta?ion, and this can be accompliished by means of cotegorliea which
are Cf&ﬂECVyﬁand unrelated to experience the work of the realist is
justified. Some scientists assume that thie is sufficient to mark the
work of science, The point is tc appreciate what the categoriéef
philosophy are and are for. If the attitude toward philosophy is taken
to be that of adequately determining reality or describin -2xperience

a3 the writer would hold, then the arbitrary construction of lozical
elements wont do., These two attitudes should represent two distinct
phases of philoscophical development. neg-Realism aprarently bel:-ngs to
the former type of philosophical theory, 2nd finds ite parallel in the
past history of philosophy. In general the neg-realiste seem to dis
regardtbhe fact that it is the first requisite of philosophy to be awaee
of the nature of categoires that the philosopher emplcys. This apparent
ly ie tke reascn that the neo-realist fails to observe the interpreta- '
tion of experience 2 s though reality ccnsisted of certein things in
themselves, or it might with equal propristy be said that experience is
not interpreted at all.l Uncritical rationalism represents a state of
experience in which the thinker finds himself more ar less conditioned
by external factors in experience. The thinker doesmt appear to realia
the situation, however. In the secomd case whatever is st=ble and

peranent in experience is preserved and also appreciated. The thinker

- e = o - e - o~

lce, nuéiéi'(-'scununc Meshod in Philosophy, 1914,
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48 certain that objects cannot be produced by the thinker but the faot
is never forgotten that there is an attempt to svaluate them or that
the value of the objects is given as an attitude toward them, Not
forgetting thie there is more ingenuity and oare exoersized in making
the attitude adequate, The degree in value of varicus philosophical
attitudes lies in the fact that scme are more oonsciocus of being at-
titudes and thue have the possibility at least of being better atti-
tudes. '

Pragmatism developed a3 a reaction to the absolutistic atti-
tude which dominated the philosophical world after the decline of the
parrow paturalism and empiricism. Pragmatiem is essentially empiristioc
but not in the sense that it takes the facts of experience 2as given,
It rather considers the world of facts as developing and <crowing. For
the pragmatist reality is not eomething ready made and fixed which b&-
comes known t0 the experiencer, Reality is a condition of eonstant be-
coming. The world of bpjecte ie going through a series of ccnstant
changes each making place for the next change. Pragmatiem means %O
point out the absence of the stable and the eternal in human experience.
Pragmatism looks upon experience as essehtially the happenings c¢i human
beinge and this experience is inolusive of all the reality that the think-
er can attain to,l This attitude is well sumsd up in the words of James
in Lkis Plu:;££f§Z:E Universe, "I find myself no gocd warrant for even
suspecting the existence of any reality ot a higher denomination thant
that distriputed and strgngcéw-\? and flowing sort of reality that finite
bbinge swin 1n."2 Correlated with this viewpoint the Pragmatioc logio

is inetrumént&l and forms a connection between cne experience and anoth-

- '- — : ;//;

loreative Intelligence, p. 55.
2p 212,
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er. It is not a self-subsistirg activity indulged in for its own sake,
Thinking is not merely formal actiwity, a sort of self-perpetuﬂl funo-
tion or activity. Thought is purposive and rmxes for some end that is
desirable or necessary. The criterian for the tiuth or error of anyl
element of'the thought processes is the fulfillment of some definite (
(fiﬁite) aim or purpose.l 1In zzneral for the pragmatlc atiitude ¥here
ar: instrumenis of action.

The ocategories for the pragmatic attitude ars values attiributed
to objeots in anaw:=r to some definite need or purpcse, In this attitude
the natur:s of philosophy comes to be adéquaiely recognized., We cme
ftally to a stage of philosophical development in which the functional
nature of the philosophical categories are azpreciated., The categories
beccme definite values given to the facts of experince in order %o give
determination to experience. We come to 2 period in philosophical
develcpment in which experience 1s conaidered not as some givéf;eriea
of objects and conditions cr as collsctions of original stuff; whether
rationalist%o or sensationalistic. In so far as experience is taken
to be thei2;u31 objects, actions, thoughts and coldditions of human
beings the instrumentalist has achieved an adeguate viewpoint, Phil-
osophy upcn such a basis must signify something in its method and
results,

The catezories of philescophy which the instrumentalist allows
oome t0 be narrow and restricted in their functions. The pragmatist
tends to deny the full implications of his doctrine, Thie is owing
to the fact that this attitude 8t111 is influenced seriously by the
ocondit icne which orig;nally { it. %éf&netrumentalistic attitude
maintains its charzcter as a negation of the absolute {idealistic phil-

. ‘ \
lyoore - "Some Logical Aspeots of Purpose® in Studies of Logical
1903, ,Also Pragmatbmdnlite Critice, p. 1l4~15, ;
Dewey, Essays in Experimental Logic, 1916; Creatige Intelligence. l‘?l?
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csophy. The strain of denying that the functton of philoeophy 18 to

be & speculztive harmonizaticn of a corpleted world leade the inetrum=

-

entalist tc compres:z it tc the point of a aeve;ppracticability. The
instrumentaliet stands very strongly ocmmiﬁed to a @octrine of action
and this alsc has resulted in straining the position. The instrument-

alist denounces with =dmirable jgetification the idez that experienoe'

3
B-?

ie a cognitive =ffair, but permits himself 10 de carriei to the opposite
énd equally faulty extreme. He tends to deny the speculative interest
its proﬁ?i%ér placé and é?Ge ir the ongoingof human experience. The
inatrumentslist is at faultf(in.failing to consider that no matter how
parctical themtegerization funotioa is, therz {8 practicability terved
in strivingz for the so-called theoretical end. The tendency of in-
atrumentaf&ggﬁfe to arbitrarily limit its notion of praoticablility

to sore definite ccnduct. The instrumentalist overlooks the fact that
the thesratical life and activity ar§ practical also, thzt is, ase
legitimate parts of experience, The Pragmatist never tires of pointing
out thét the funoctions of exaluation are conatantly being used for prac-
tical enda. That is, the theoreticzl judgments are for the moat part
functioning in practical eftuations. The truth of this 1s clearly ob-
vious but this truth does not at all obviate the fact of ALl ¢\

valuig of the theoretical use of the svaluation fundtion. It might be

i SR oy

truly said that the development and use of strictly philosophica}
categcries as racognized factors of experlence the instrumentalist
overtly denies. The knstrumentalist has the tendency to dény the
validity of so-called theoretical attlitudes, This is not entirely true
in rractice for the Pragmatist considers the sélientific work to be not
entireiy > dieciplines of pradtice. In general it is true that the

idea of praotice or the practical takes on an extremely limited and

b el e i sl SRRt A

restrictive connotation, The instrumentalist position in acuality
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does not exclude the worlf cf pure science which has no immediate prac—
tical consequences. The instrumentalist lays himself open io much orit-
icism respecting tﬁe extreme pcsitiviem of his position, The general '
attitude of the Prazmatists 1a attacked as anthropomorphic. It ie
charged that Pragmatism clinge too closely to the attitude which
adopte arblitra rily cr instinctively the standpoint of practical belief
waich is a i.igiicn ofji@?gjgiomorphism.l The point is that the
Pragmatic attitude 1s taken to revolve too closely about the individual
experiences, The human individual plays tco prominent 2 part in the
formulation %‘the attitude tovard experience. This may be taken to be
very doudbtful criticism. 1f one me2ns by this that the instrumentaliet
takes his attitude to center arownd huzan activies and reactions to the
sorld about hiz it is a very favorable obsergation. It indicates that
the instrumentalist is dealing with actual hapreninzs instead of #ith
fcrmal symobols of assumed eventa. For it is in fact true that in
Pra~m?tism there is reached the stage in thought in which there le the
mcst thorough going realization of the place the experiencing individ-
ual plays in exgerience. There is not found 1n Pragmatism any tend=
ency to take experience for granted, the given in etperience is re-
duced to an absolute minimum while insisting upon the poeition that
reality is found in experience. The critics of Pragmathsnm aL Conet
only if they showsthat the Pr;tggist g0 strongly insiets upeon the place
of the overt actions of the 1ndividual in experience that the other and
larger parts cf experience are lost. This criticism may be made be-
cause of the exireme 1nsistenoe upon the praétical natuse of the cate=
gorizstion functions llogical processes, knowledge pzoooaeee) The

Pragmatiast,it is gaid, overlooks the aspects of experience which are

not clearly practical or dictated by some practical purpose.

- -

lperry - Philosophical fwdoness p. 39,
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Pragmatiem has had the tendenocy %o deny the value of such
determinations of experience as are properly ocalled philsophical,

Thé anthropomorphiczand subjectivistio oriticism againet Pragmatiem
were inspired by protesis against the restrioting tendencles of

the movement, The subjeotivistic change was ably answered by Moore,
which,howevar, still left the oriticlesm of anthropoﬁorphism.l
Profesaor Moors refutes the charze of a private ocnsciousness and the
more rec2ns literature satisfactory exoludes any solipsite interpre~
taticn, but the inclination to restriot the attitude to particular ’
types of experience remains.

The instrumentalist® positicn does not deny whit is obvious
namely thit human experience consiszts of much besides the prastical ac—
tions. The instrumental attitude in its esaential position should not
exclude such a discipline which occupies itself with those experiences,
Yuch of the difficulty with the problem of the scientific and philoso-
phical revolves around the conception of pure and practical science. ’
The instrumentalist means to insist that philosophy has no other source
of materials to work with than has science. There is an extreme desire
to avcid any preconceifed notions of reality, any theological implica-
tione., In aiming to keep entirely within the field of actual experieﬁoo
the Pragmatist etands for an'admir&bie position. There must be, however,
very clearly marked off the facte and interpretations within that fleld.
With the 1nsiating upon the exclusion from the evaluation of experience
of uncrivical or dogmaﬁic categories, the appreciation of the differ~-
ence between the types of categories must be insisted upon also. This
must be 80 because there are various motives in interpreting experience,

The instrumentalist sezms to confuse two different situations. In saying

lpragmatism and ite Critics, 1910,
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that all intelligible questions az %o causation are wholly scientifio

he correctly points out that it i1s noneense %0 disouss ultimnte origins

#eg,

and ultizate ends, questfons whioh Professor Dewey admirably names
ereaticnal and eachhthig;il The implication is that to discuss cause
intslligently one must discuse cbnditions that occur in actugg exper-
jence. This excellent obeservaticn beccres transformed in the thcught‘
of the instrumentalist until he ccues t0 the idea that philcéophy as
aciénce dezls only with practizal problems. Even toc this peint thers
13 no serioua cbjection to the positicr since it is taken to be a very
practical ocﬁupation to formulate an attitude towards experience in gen-
erzl, .754 ficulty ccres when the pragmatist apparently limits the
practical tc specific overt aciicns,

Then the problem of philoscphy is taken to be an avaluation
of experience in general it is readily seen that cause as a category
semes a diiferent function than does the cause of science, Since we
- ] must stand upon the ground of actusl expsrience in all our atiitudes
the difference in evaluation of experisnce must refer to a different

i motive or purpose. In the scientifio investigationthe cause of an

= event or cordition is of value in bringing about some definite prao-
tical effect. This is the disoipline of Qvefrgﬁticn. The inquiring'
into the causes of events and conditions from the philosoghical stand~-

s

point finds its value in the motive z}ioh men have of understanding

’ )
oy , . adh
their experiences without a viewd? tam about some special a&_

or while realizing that no 3uch s‘:::?%;'possible. It is possible that

- )

' men should be interested in knowing that these are many events and

¢ |
£ 4
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conditions in eperiences whioh they cannot modify or change in any way.
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pewey - Journal of Philosophy, p. 337 ff.
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Thia intere:t is not an unoritical onc, it 48 not a relzidus faith
in the interpretation of things as one would have them, The pnilosop&hﬁf
mofive and philoscphiczl inqul are lecitimate aspects of actual
experience. Since the actual ezperiance which is the field of both
types of investizaticn is ccntinucus there is obviously & continuity
in the evaluatiocns of experience. The philosophidal and scientiiio
categories 28 well 33 all cthers ara el:zmenta in the evaluations of
the same actual exerisnce, Prcfessor Dewey implies in the discussion
of the subject matter of mstaphysical lnquiry that the ocae may prevent
misconcestion in the other.l Regardieaa of what one ray bellieve cf the
value cf sch inquiry Professcor Dewey has pointed out in the article
just referred tc that there 1s 2 definite field for the evaluation of
experience which doea not necessarily imply any specific practical
action is the ordinary meaning cf that term.

The neceasity fcr distinguishing between the differsnt types of
catezories 13 an inevitable outcome of th. fact thzat they are function-
al pruceases, The catezories having certain definite funciions it 1e ’
obvious that those must be carefully attended to and clarified. The )
scientifio function muat be carefully distinguished from the philosoph-
ical functione just as there must be kept separzte the esthetic, relig¥
ious and eccromic oate ories even thcugh these are all evaluztions of ’
different aspectes of the same exgeriences, The rezder of the pragmatic
literature must ccme to the ccnoclusion that the pragmatist does not
keep hié categcries distinct, In feoct, there ie a good basis for be-
lieving that he does not generally admit the philosophical:categories
at all, The entire trend of the pragmatists poeltion is to conceive
that all evaluations of experiénoo are for the purpose of affecting

some practical result. As was suggested above there could be no oritioimm

lHournal of Philosopny. f 337 ff ,
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of this if the term practical was not reatricted to somo/éiert action.
Tha instrumentalist makes the statement also that pragmdtic mean3 that
thinking is referrsd to qonsequences.l But there is very little room
left in the pragmatic literature for such a conséquence ae an oxderly
notion of the diznificance of experience in general, There is little
patieace Qn the part of ths pragmatist with the philosophical evalua=
ticne of experiece. The pragmatisttends to reject the wor: of construo-
ting & oonsciocus atiitude towaré the whole of exyreriece., The pragmatist
tends to zseociate tae pniloscpaical functioning of the catezorization
process witih tine old metaphysics which aimed tc disoive a world of redl-
ity which iay beyond the preseni world of appearance. There ies also
found in Fragwajism the implication that philosophy i3 a diaphonous
ahadc%w which hanegkzver the world ¢f acticn., In specul:iting uron
the'motiva for tlie extreme insistence upon the practical or ccnseguen=
tiéﬁ-tgltzzkxgmfox the evaluationa of =xperience ther: is sugzested j
the pcesibility thut this indicates an extreme desire to make an inrmed-
jate and final Geterainaticn to the facts andconditiona of‘experienoe.2 .
The categories of rhilocsophy are evoluticne given tc the objeots*
cf experience in an effcrt tc formulate the most satisfactory attitude
poeczible tcward experience., The mctive for making this formulation is
to attain tc & view of reality which will make it most significakt and
acproachable, The attitude cf philosophy is thecretical in its function.
The only practical purpose is tc crient the thinker with respect to his
surrougdjngs. This includes :the whcle of experience sc far as it can De
made subject to experimental verificaticn, Tpat is, each aspect of the
attitude musf £ind ccnfirmaticns in actusl facte and ocnditions. ‘In fact
the philosophical attitude is merely the determinations of the signific-

ance of theass facts and conditicnse,

- s W S W - - - - - G - S S Gl W S O W

1Dewey - Essays in Experimental Logic, 1916, p. 330 ff,

2A quick result metaphysics in fact.
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The pailosorhical attitude as azainast the soientific does
not limit its evalwati:ns to any sgecific series of faocts. It oversteps
thé boundaries of the physicai and mental, the organic and inorganio
so0 far as the philosophy of nature i8 concerned. In the realm of
social facts philosophy is not Iimited in its viewpoint by econdmic,
solitical or ethiocal harriers, Philoscphy does not 1imit itself to
such a partial view, 1t alme %o evalu tiete its objects from the
largest 3tandpoint possihle, It 1s far this reason that philcoaophy
may not be conaidered as natisnal in oharzcter ae Professor Bewey
geenms to imnly.l A genuine philosophics. attitude cannot be the reflac-
tion of happeninza in a particular :lzce. Tais hac been the aletory of
philosophical wviewpoints. They have bzen axpres:ions of limited exper-
ience, but tiat was befcre rhilosophy beocame truly self-ccnsclcous. It°
wmonlc be dlsastroua to a philoscphicelposition to circumscribe it with
such & prozrarme., The thinker must crient himeelf not cnly with respect
to the larger situatiof)eepecially since there is really no Weak be-
twe'n them. The limitstion of phibscrhy to these aspesctd of experienoe
which concern the thinker immediately does indefinite dammge to the
attitude. Philoscphy must be at least ambitious to heve ncthing which
concerns actual human happenings to be undreamed of'by it. There 18
vastly more material of experience avallable to the thinker than that
which falls immediately intc one's prarticulareghere of action. ‘

In pointing out the need for an adequate appreciation of the
phibsophical categories there might Dbe meriticned another phase of the
problem reppecting the clarity of the cagegories. There is need not
only to distinguieh the philosophic categories frcm the soientifio

- - DD vm W e S O S e
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loreative Intelligence, p. 67.
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but also to oorrelate them with the categories of other attitudes,
Experience to be complete, or adequately determimed, must be evaluated
in other ways than in the scientific and philosophic manners, If real~
ity ia actually given in experience it is evident that it is evaluated’
by cther than éhe scientific and philosophic attitudes, In fact, if
tne scientific and philosophic attitudes are to posseasany validity
they must be continuous with the cther and less criticzl attitudes,
The categories of philescphy amd ecience are merely more critical,
and selective or oreaticnal values aecribed to the'facts of experience,
The varicus syatime of categoriba or evaluatione of.experience are for=
gulited in answer to some particular purpoae. In the very loweat stagéa
the attitude 13 not a cognitive one at all, It 1s a dirsct reaction to
the immeiiately prevailing ccaditicns ia the surroundings of th: lndiv-
13ual. Ther: i3 hera tne immediate reaction of an individaal 3¢ the ’
surrcunding c:aditions. This 13 an entirely odbjective iateracticn of
objects, This is a condition of experience in waich 1o criterion of
praétical ia functicning to evaluate the cther cbjects with waich there
is centact. The criterion of the practical ccnsequence of evaluating
experiencz comes in as a factor when there 1s scme realization of the
nature of thé situation. The avaluations of experience go beycnd thie
stage of th2 practicil when there develops the interest to aprreciate
the siznificance of the relative totality of experience. The evalua=
ticn of philosophy are the z2bstract formulations which are derived from
the more imnedate sorts of experience., They are refinements ugon the.
experien¢es of & lesser degree cof defirdtion and cf ascertaired meaning.
A more careful study of the nature of the ocategorization funotion
and of the prcduct cafegories indicates the error of attempting to 1imit

the determinaticn of experience to a specific and exoclusive type pf
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values., Pragmatiesm has aprarently taken the attitude that the scle
mctive for the critical and ccasclcus formulation cf an attitude tow-
ard experience ie the practical ome. Thie attitude resulta in the
- construction of a methcdology for the practical solenees. The practical
eciences evilunte experience for scme delinite prac;ical end whnich is
immediately desirable and attalnable . Philosophy which is the mcre
theoreticzl science deils with ends which are not deairqd by everyone
and vhich reguire a more abstract and removad attitude for its pur-
suit, Vhile it 18 certainly t@églthat we muat have intelligence to
liberate and liberalize action, this doee not preclude the necessity for
an intellizence which will be able tc appreciate the meaning of these
acticn, and %c relate them with othereactions and ccnditicns. It 18 &
comaendaplz insight which differentiates the varicus aspects of exper=
jence but fre~uently as wes the case with Bergson this results in )
zoing over tc a position similar tc the traditional metavhysica. There
are twc pitfalls tc be a®Woided. In the first place 1t muat ve recég—
nized that there is genuine resality worthy of investization and deter-
mincticn outside the realm of the practical sciences. In the sacond
place it must be always kept in mind that this field although ocutiside
the demain of practical science is continuous with it, ihat is, there
48 no breix in the ccntiaulty of sxperiense. Correlated with this fact
is the f2c% thit the antire domain of experience 1e evalua?ed by the
same functicnal process which ia different in 1ts epecific activities
ouly bécaase of tne variation of the ciroumstances and the motive of
the thinksrs. There is no knowledge process but the same creating cate~
gorization functicn which crders, develcps and ascertaims the eignific;
ance cf tbd bhappenings and oonditiona.of human beings, Reallty cannot

be intuited, it must be subjected to the prosesses of the svaluxtion
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2uncticn 1f it ie to be reacted €o, known, or dealt with in any way.

oA .

A brief survey of its history indicates thet philocscphy has now
entered upon an era in which it realizes jts own funoction. Philosophy
reccgnises that it is an attitude tcvard experience, It 1s clear in
its awareness that it is a process of criticel and conecioua_evaluntion
cf experience fcr the purpcse of orienting the thinker in Lis world,
Philoecphy appreciates now the fact that the world of exzperience in
which the thinker finds himself is depencent upon the thinker cnly with
respect tc certein definite conditicne. Philoscphy as never before,
entera upcn & ccurse of service and valldity. T+ hzs cnly to guard agalns
confusion and misinterpretaticn of the categorles whioh it emplcys in
ite work. Philosorhy ascumes thet its dormain is entirely distinct from
thet dogmstic misinterpretation of experience whetner called theological
scierntiiic
cr/#rich seeks redlity beyond the ccnfines of sctual experience, Phil-
oscrhy, to be valid, must 2vcid the dangers incident to miscalling all’
of reality that which is crly a part, whether that part be the surface
$f thinge or the sntire fact qf a particular kind, Philosophy hzs a
distirct domain of its own which, while absolutely ccntinuous with the
rest of aotual experience, is still an autonomous part of it. Philosophy,
while never transcending actual experience, is the freest comtive funo-
tion of all the categorization processes. It creates a perspective whibh
guides experience in its develcpment in the direction of freedom, appre-

ciation and useful accomplishment.
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THE FURCTIONAL NATUxE O7 TII FHILCSCPHICAL CATEGORIES

Thesis,

‘The Nature of Philosphy. In this discsertation the assigption is made

that philosophy constitutes an intellectual enterprise which may be described
as an at-empt to arrive &t & valic¢ and systematic evadluation of experience,
This evaluation constitutes a deliterate, theoretical)and practicel crientation
w#ith respect to the objects, conditions, anc events comprising the experiences
of the incivicual and his group, insofar of cource, as the latter can be
historically traced out or inferred frorm observable dwta, Although this
chilosonhical orientation is a critical evaluation of the actual hurman surround-
ings and circumstances of tre thinker, that evaluation has as its c:iterion of
criticism the significance of things rather then their bare existence. HNct
only dces the philosopher not dezl with tiansexperiental things, but also when
he orients hirself to existing things, he evaluates them in their own terms,
8o that he coes not solve the provlem as to what things exist and what their
significance is prior to an actual investigation and description of those
things., Furthermore, instea’ of evaluating things on the basis of their super-
ficial appea&&ances or their relation to him and his immecdiamte interests, the
dhilosopher seeks a more lasting and significant s:andpoint. 1In plainer words,
philoSphy from this angle is precisel:; the seme sort of enterprise as natural
science,

¥hat then coastitutes the difference between philosophy end science?
Cur answer is that the orientations of the philosopher are more criticel,

nore concrete, and more general, More critical than science, in the sense

’Jthat tﬁe natural scien$ist is interested in the evuluation of some specific

-~
4

Y .1

act; so thafhhe solution of any immediate problem is suatisfactory to him even

thourh he may have made assumptions which will not be suitable or satisfactory

R

from the standpoint of some other specific problem.
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More concrete is the rhilosophical evalwztion in the sense that no part
of a fact is neglected in order to solve a specific protlem. For example,
the physicist necessarily and properly neglects qualitative teatures of a

rechanical event for example, in order 1o cet an abstract zand rmathematical

ctatement, which from his specific stancpoint and the stanipoint of his pariicu-

sudibainess

'1ar problem 1s an actual description of the eveni., 1In doing so he is of course
entirely justiried. From & rhilosophical stendpoint it very frequently happens,
}but not always, that tihe gualitetive features of the event zre exceedingly
imnortant for orientational purposes . Since oktviously our actual human
phenomena are continuous, naturally these two intereste fuse at some points
and becore joentical. <~Especially is this fact clear when we concicder that
{philosophy is merely theoretical science. |

_ More general is the philosophical evelustion, since it represents a
free, orientational endeavour and concequently is not limited to the confines
of particuler piotlems. Frotebly the main function of ohilosophy is the crit-
icism of conceptions, the attempt 1o 1imit solutions, to analyze situsztions,
and to roin% out the limitations of scientiric invéstigations.

Not only is nhilosophy continuous Wwith science tut it also may te con-
sidered along with sciexce as an extension of actual huran contacts with
surroundéing things and events. Sometimes in the course of such contacts
scientific protlems arise resulting in the refinements and specifications of
the orfinary contact with things. In general, this scientific activity may be
thought of as a rore evpert intercourse with surrounding thinge and evenis,
3imilarly, indivicusls develop the desire for and practice of more general

orientational behavior toward their sur:oundings, and this we call ohilosophical

activity.

:r The heture of Categories. The means by which these intellectual enter-

nrises are cerried oul we may nare catécories, A category we consicer to be

ai intellectual tool, consisting for the rmo st part of an eveluational function

and dirfering with the uses to which it is put. Accordingly, categhries of

philosophy difter from categories of science end trom those of everyday think-
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e categorles Cif.er from euch other, however, they are ell

(3]

ing. As moch as the

n
’

common in the sense that they «re objective instruments ot evdikuation and not
the subjective reactions (iceas, conceptions) of specific individuals, although
in every sdngle instance they are directly and immediately derived from such
specifig,human activities,
' Developrent of Thesis,

Obviously, since huran experiences are very cifferent from indivicval
to indivicuel, from a snecific groun oY society to other speciiic grours eand
societies, anc from one nerioa of histcry to anotrer; we therefore trind tre
records of ~hilosophical trought filled with varying oriestetlionul statermentes,
of ewnerience, Zach statermentl-ermplors different sets of categories, wrether
nareé the cearme o1 not. Furthermore, in each period and rhilosophical system
these df;tegories carry diirerent signiricances and functions &s iastrurents
for the carrying on of the intellectual orientationel enterprise. Accordingly,
the development of the thesis consists of an attermpt to show how in diftferent
philosonrical syetems the categories have Variéd on the tasis of cifferent
caﬁegori;ation concentions. Uncer the following rubrics the outstanding per-
iods of nhilosophical history mey be indicatecd with the charccteristic
attitudes they reveal to us coancerning the nrocese and tre nrotlems of cate-
Borization.

(1) sttributive Categoriyation.l In the earliest recorded philosophical

1 These actuzl terms do not appear i h the original dissertation; they are
em>loved here for convenience in summarizing the raterial,

pariods the categorization peptess-consisted mainly of the atiribution by-
philosonhers of governing priﬁciples.or besic concditions for the source and
deVeIOpment.of nhenomena constituting the worlé of facts, And so we find

here categorization systems of limited range. One o1 & few categories suffice
to attribute a cause oY concition to things which emcunte to a tairly paive
retlection concerning tire natuie.of tfé worlcé at large. Here we have the

¥ater (Thales), Air (Anaximines), and the pouncless (Anaximender, categories,

Whether we have the elaboration of some perceived material into a cosmic prin-

ciple, or some rathexmatical ratios (Pythagoreans) made the ground of all things
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wzn ¢ithel caSe some nare ol & substanc; becomes for these early thinkers {izy
s0le category.

So fer we may say there is no definite appreciation of the nalure of
sne categorization protlem, Thinkers do not exhibit any selt consciousness

-

i
+ith respect to the evaluation of exnerience., The attempt is made rerely to

icolate and define the funcarental princpies of the world as the thinkers
hnderstood it. In the world of Eeracleitus ané Parrmenides, in which insistence
is mede that nerceived rhencrena cannol te relied upon to give reelity, we

£iné the teginnings of an interest, elthough very priritive end cruce, in the
categorization nroblem. Witlh the origin of the catégory ol peing, the Cne and
.eny, as philosophical evaluetiong, the nrotlem of categorization may be con-

jgidered to have ite birth.

(2, Fredicative Cuisgori:ation, In this neriod the procecs of cete-

oriration becomes fairly srecific. The categories constitute narticularized

S,

i

evaluaulonc or QIEulCutlonc of things. ASs & matzer of historical fact this

?t vpe ol catepgorization process has its roots in ~robtlers which eare to & certain
3c—x ent tranaferrec from the iaterest in cosmic phenomena, 10 nroklems invelv-
11ng nuren indivicuals anc theilr zreletion to the society in which they live.

:In the discussion of thre Sophistes concerning men's duties and responsitilities
ita cther men and society arose the necessity 10 pass speci:iic uogvents upon
things and events. The need thus aprears to identify and esiablish the charactez
‘a nd origin oif things ancd institutions. Tyrifying this procedure is the Soc:iatic
’Letermlqatlon of the nature of virtue and other investigeaiions of roral
‘shenomena. AF a conseguence we have the diszcovery and fostering of univerels,
;which come to be nrecictions, instruments, which when applicable to acts end
icondition , may be -aid to constitutle their reality. 1In the thinking of Flato
ithe universals taxe on rore stable cheradteristics anc in the form of idees
ilead to permanent eveluations in which can be summed up not only the totality
-§0f huran experlence but its cosmic gpounds end concitions. With Plato the

{Pythagorean forms, which Socrates had maae into descriptive functions,become

doredicetes of reality.
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i ¥hen we recach the work of A¥fiStotle, who for the lirst time offe s a
i rull fledged establishment of the categarization problem, we find a very delib-
;erate developmeni of tre doctrine of predication. For Aristotle the ca'egories
become def€}nite workazble instruments for the identificetion &nc organization

‘of all ijects and conditions met with in thé experience to wrich the prilosorhe

attempts to orient hirself, The Aristotelian categories, ho.ever, are unfortune

ly developed with too close a regard to languagce functions., Hence, they turn

3

out to be descrintive elements according to gramraticel forme. Thal Aristotle

a4

2id not reclize the snecitic neture ~t his categorization nrobler iz clear

from various facts, In the firest place, he excluces rrom his category list
jsome of *the rost imjortant eveluctioans thut he employe in his philoa:phical
thinkin; , and in the second place, his categories are mecsured to te predeterm-
-ined and abrolute symbols of the world of reality anc not Lnstrufental des~

tcrintions of eveluwtive elements,

The ~1erication nerio’ in philozpphical thought may therefore be
1
‘1ooked upon as & very el:zkorate ceveloprent of categorization, btut on the whole

ct
o2

e attitude is detachc”? and feorrmal, . From this thought is excluded criticel
appreciztion that the thinxer is adapiing himself to things and conditions
falling within bis own reflective »urview. The ettituce is taXen, rather,

Ithat the trinker merely operates a rethod of orgenizing things on the basis ol

m

jsome absolute uncerlving reality constituting the ground anc¢ concition of thing

observedrle,

oo,

(3, Frojective categorizution, wWith the great cringe taking »nlece in

the countries where philosophicel thought is fostered curi-g the perioc irom
Ethe reduction of the Greek states to the ceveloprent or rocern nations, ue
| _

notice immsdiately a gracdual oeperture from the sirong retionalistic nhilosophy

'of Athens with its empbgsis unon strict,objective coniitions., Later, cones
the cdevelopment of & cutegérization process centered azbout personzl gnd individ-
inalistic zctivities., In the rellensstic reriod the Stoics, for evemple, - allow

- 1the precicative functions 1o lapse fi1om tre position of instruments condifently

.~ lused by the. thinker in evalucting things, Insteal, the categories again tecore
Tﬁg categories
g~ icosmie evaluetions, tut differ. - from the‘Pre-SocrqtiﬁrAin that the cosmos is

5
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lookeé upon as & larger horf for the jndividual than is pos-ecced by & statle
political society.

Trom the Alexendrian-Roman nerioc¢, evemnlified by Plotinues who tringc a

merkxed Eestern influence into FZuropean philosophy, may be traced out cefinite
projective categorirations. It tecomes the function of categeries to evaluate

d decires of rankiné, reack of satis-

g

the world according to the interesti

factory contact with natural conditions induces thinrers to project their cun

p.a-

{ncivicual needs in tre foim of a mrstic interpretetion of thinge. Th view
in the Roman-christian seried turns out %o te, ce in tre cure of lugusiine,

& to%al en: cornlete evaluaiion of &ll prenomena in t-Ivs 06 & ~ersonelistlic

ct

God. Trrcushout this whole perioc the process of categeorization is not the

work oif evaluctiing and cdefining netural nhenonena, but rather & »reinvestipaillv
determination of them In terrs of evu*c“u) relisicus thourkt. With the carly

-~
-

Scholastics, workins in the npericd shen ibe orgenizeticn ol the church exhitis

a growing stabiiity, tre =~rcfective categorizetion rrocedure srows signs of
o 2 . v - & -

a
grecual wening., The lete Scholestice, Thomes end Alvert, for evarnle, represes
the final ste of the nrojective period in which we ncte &« definite at-empt

to hring rbtout a reduction of the projfective cititude «ad i1C nmere rhilosophice

A

eveluations develop in contzet with actual human activities,

(4; Interpretative Ceterorieation. In the Renaissance per@od, we Iind
that through the developrnent cof social end political conditions new interest
is takeh in the concrete phenomena of every day life. Accorcingly, the cate-
porization funciion now becores a process of mare definitely interpreting
what constituies the nature of otjective reality. As a result we find thet so
far as mystic nrojections afe concerned there ie an attempi to translate tremn
into conscious substance, thougcht, or mind, which is correleted (Lescurtes)
or nade identif}al with (Spinoze) concrete facts, tuilt up into mechanical
systems of raterialistic (Hobkes) or spirituélistic (Spinoza, things, Definite
developed are catégories that «re cesigned to give descriptive significance
to actusl ohenormena, In conseguence, this ie the period of methodology as

illustrated by the work of Bacon anc Descartes.
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.cent herc &« very righly developed ap-reciation

&

(o

In auéiticn we finc

jobd

{l‘

of the categcorization protlem &nd how i1l is to te worked oul. 1In such manner
je ‘nitiated the definite orientstion sctiyity of the nhilosopher @ ralleling
the exgct work of the natural scientist. In this periog, however, there is
etill em~haeis upcn a transcendent and pwniversal reason, which it is thought
can grasp or be icentical with cosnic substance or the worlc whole,

(5) Evaluative Catercrizaiion. Fhilosophical thought in the 17th and

18th ceaturies bveceme more Gistinctly humanistic anc personalistic than had
hiilherto been the caze. Acuvordingly, the eveluwtlons and deterrinations of
nature were mzde more in terms of huran evperience. I'cst definitely stated was
man's orientational contactw with the worlc in terms of the indivicual who

investiyates protlers concerned with tre nzture of the worlé ol facts, This

personal emphesis in philosonhy 1s tc be Gefinitely contrastec with the emphesi

ot

deon the infiviucuel in the rmecdievel reriod. TFor et thel tire tle individual

ke

emnhasts was gecidedly a falling tackt on the indivicuel s ¢ lust refuge te-—
cause of an anrerent cdsgeBeraticn of sicie wnC society, whereas in the ‘resens
period the ermsresis oa the individuel is & syrbol of strength anc conficence

of the rerson in human affairs, This point je illustrated by the rect thai
Locke develo-s his »rimary categcries in terms of rental stetes., Similarly,

in the cuse of TLeibnitz categorization involves primerily &n emphaeis unon
individuelity. Noi only doeés he stress the monad s the rrirmery center for all
philoso-hical cropositions but also he states reality in terms of & deQeloping
awareness in trhe human incivicual.

When we core to XKant in whom evaluative categorizatilon culminates, e
find a very cdefinite elaborztion of the categorization funection in deliberaie
terms of juégrents, In the zniiean philosorhy is fully expresred the ract
thet philosophy is &an at<empt to state one's attitude to the worlcé uron the
bzsis of & concrete investigition of actual facts. As over against the

earlier thinkers of the evaluative categorization period the Kantian pos1tion'

is besed unon exact description of ~etailed/scientific facts es the natural

Bcientist elicits them. It is in this spirit that Kant develops a detailed
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workinc out of a set of catsfories which are presurea tc be the actuzl tools
of critical scientific and nhilosophical thinking. As it happens, however,
the catego:ies are worked out in an exceedingly forzal rmanner based upon pure-

ly mechanical science. In ccnsecuence, the Kantien categories are nol gener-

ally s:irviceable in the descri-tion of any scientific phenomena,

(6) Instrurental Categorizetion. In current philosonhy the work of
) ,

the nhilosonher is definitely realized as an evaluation or categorization of
actual fact%. Here we heave a clear and cormzlete accepiance of the idea thet
philosophical worx is srimarily an attenpt to develop an attitude toward the
actual worlc in which the thinker fin<s himself, To be sure, chilosophers
disagree as to the limits of this world. Whereas sore relieve that our con-
crete world of fact is limited by the confines of the natural ccientist, others
believe that an unbroken continuity exists between the world amenable to the

ec—

O

investigations of the scientist, anl a lerger reelm which is veriously
crited, On the tesis, then, of an agreement thatl the wcixk oi zhiloso ~hy is a
procesg of investigetion ead insirurentizl cotegorization, rhilosophers grourp
themselves in fifferent schotls of trought zccording to the various specific
probtlems within the general rovenment. Two cistinct attitudes may bte indicuated
here. On the one hanc, we have the redlistic =chool which standes fcr the noirn
that in eva&luating a fact of experience the philosopher must abstract entirely
from his own interests and desires and evaluate things in a'purely non-huran-
istic manner., As over ageinst this realistic tendency may be indicated the
pragmetic moverent, the merbers of which &re very mucﬁ concerned with pointing
out thet »hiloso phical work stresses the needs and ectivities of man, It is
not me¢ant, however, that these interests &nc desires should influence the actua
dategorization nrocesses, tut that the work of categorization has its lirits
set and i;s developrent indicated by the investigative thinker,




