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Before the Classic Age of Pericles im-
mortalized the Glories That Were Greece;
befors Herodotus, the Father of Higtory
sired his high art, there flourished bheyond
the site of the Great Wall a “civ1lizéd
mild, just and frugal”” people who “al-
ready counied theu' history in long slow
centuries.

The Chinese are today, as they were in
the sixth century before Christ, a “‘civil-
1zer1 mild, just and frugal” people In
numbers ‘they outdlstance gll "the other
na.tmnahties ‘of” mankmd but in indust-

rial achievement their record is notorigusly
they are out of tune with the

PooT;
times, and, ironically enou'gh their pres-
ent :,ufferm-’s can be traced largely to
those very vlrtue: whlch idxstingmsh their
national character,

The Greeks today play a minor role
in world affairs, but their ancient for-
bears bequeathed the beginnings and much
of the foundatmn of wha.t is called Wes-
tern valhzat:on In a sense. we are all
Greeks, for 1t derivation of cultural tradi-
tions is the criterion of ndtionhood, every
being alive foday, except possibly some
still ‘savage tribeamen, 1s subject to Hel-
lenic influences and gmderd in “many
respects by Hellenic standards

It is 2 curious fget to me that Con-
fucius who rejected concern wnth super-
natural problems and propounded a phil-
osophy for practical use in life on earth,
contributed to the establishment of na-~
tional traditions which are, as things go
now, eminently impractical; while the
Greeks who labored so assiduousiy with
metaphysical guestions, provided the
bases for practical progress in many de-
partments of endeavor. Tt seems that
nature demands more than 2 modicum of
wastefulness in our efforts; the frmtless
attempts to discover Ultimate Reality or
the nature of Being gun Belng are primed
by a curiosity that knows no confinement,
but relentlessly pursues knowiedge in all
fields,

Some day I hope to go into thiz sub-
ject more thorcughly; meanwhile, space
limitations being what they are, I must
take leaye of it sabruptly and come to
the point: Philoscphers for thousands of
vears have asked themszelves ‘“What is
Triie Knuwledge?" “How much can we
Know?" “How do we know that we know
what we know?' And ultimately, of
course, “What iy Is?"

Confuclus had & sxmpla formuta. To
orie like myselt who found practmal in-
spiration In William James' forthright
approach to philosophical problems there
i3 something nostalgic aboyt this sim-
plicity, *“The way to do & thmg, sald
James, “is to do ft': and thereby promul-

gated the hasic theme of pragmatism,
Confucius answered the question as to
tfue Imowledge in this manner: “To know
that we know what we know, and that
we do not know what we do not know,
that is true knowledge.”

Phﬂosophers of the Western world have
not accepted this formula. A long time
of Epistemologists and Ontclogists have
fotlowed in the footsteps of the Greeks,
speculatmg mtermmably on the nature
of. Reahty znd the vahdxty of Knowledge.
Even today, in an age suppnsedly devoted
to the test tube and the measuring rod,
philosophy concerns itself largely with
the intellectually archaeclogical remains
of thousands of years. In practical science
disproved assumptions, by and large, sink
info desuetude, and thenceforth become
almost forgotten history. In philosophy,
however, history is the very substance,
g0 that right or wrong, proved or dis-
proved, the great names and systems of
the past lag on to bedevil thought and
hinder a pra,cncal application of philos-
ophi¢ reasoning to the social problems of
society now made soluble by the advances
of science. If a disproved chemical theory
can be exciuded from text books as 50
much useless burden, why cannot dis-
proved philosophical ideas be eliminated
as well? ’

The answer 1o this question is not so
simple as it may sound, for in chemistry
proof or disproof is not usually 3 matter
of oplnmn while in philoaophy opmlon
keeps alive many ideds which deserve a
coup de grace. Phifosophy is not a com-
pendium of useful knowledge—though
some philosophers have attempted to malte
it such—it is largaly a history of opinion.

Among those who 'in recent years have
sought to establish philosophy as a liv-
ing gmde to social Aat:tion here and now
no name surpasses in 1mportance that of
John Dewey, .the “Teacher of Teachers.”
‘“The burden of one of Deweys argu-
ments,” writes Joseph Rattner in his In-
troduction to “'I‘he Phﬂosophy of John
Dewey” (Random House, $1.25) is that
~philesophy rather carries 'its own past
zlong with it too often and too much as
a dead and deadening weight.”

Dewey disengaged himself from the :

restricting inﬂuences of tradltmna] phxl-
osophy and struck out boldly fo discover
the functional uses of thoughis. He for-

mulated the idea of “instrumentalism,” a -

practical development of James' pragma-
tism and the earlier doctrines of Peires.

He pleaded with the eloguence of logic tor :
the coalescence of thought with experience

and the wutilization' of knowledge thus
gained as an instrument for the better-
ment of society. He rejected the super-
natural and condemned philosophy's en-
slavement to the epistemological German
schools,

It would be easy enough to disregard
the metaphysicians were the effects of
their lucubrations unfelt by the practical
world. ‘The mischievous possibilities ‘of

attempis to solve the seemmgly mscrut— :

able facts of the origins of life and the

nature of being mersty through takmg .
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thought s iHustrated effectively in Marx-
ism—an aIleged system of economms de-
rived - from 'a metaphysmal analysxs of
the social structure. Marx tuxned the
dialectics of Hegel '“‘right side up” and
at the same time nearly turned the world
up side down.

Dewey extended the formulz of Con-
fuciug in the sense that he demanded
knowledge be demonstrable in a tuncuon-
al manner. His efforts were directed
toward furthering man‘s realization’ of his
desires.

Selected passages from Dewey’'s works
are now available in this volume of nes.r-
Iy 1100 pages which is aptly sub- tltled
“TIntelligence in the Modern World." Here
the reader finds truly illuminating guid-
ance in every 1mportant sphere in which
pmlosoph]cal thou‘vht €an eds¢ man's way
and enrxch his ultlmate rewe.xd The
long introduetion by J oseph Rattner sum-
marizes Dewey’s contribution to ph1los—
ophy and eduction and ties together in a
loglcal whole_though not in a rigid sys-
temmthe wide Va.ne.ty of sub]ects in the
scope “of his thought

I must take exception to some of
Dewey's passages on the nature of social
cooperation, It sepms to me that in this
particular aubject he has allowed himself
to bBe influenced by those pretty pictures
which utop1ans paint te such an extent
that ends and means have become con-
fused. The natural social atate iz one
of coopemtlon of course, but this means
cooperation through 'competxtion nut
through “socialization’ of resources men-
tal or material. To add the quahflcatmn
“voluntary” to cooperation, as he does, .
iz not enough, for doing so but givés
the false implication of universal altru-
ism; and alfruismn i3 not a social or am
econoinic goality but a peraonal and moral
attribute. In thé economic sphere there
can be cooperation only on a basis of
struagle tor finding the easmst means
of sausfying deslres and only compet:-
tion provides the opportumty to seek such
a means.



