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PREFACE

MTo'eétimafe”a philoédphef's poéltiénvis,iat.any time,
a»diffidult hasﬁ,'and for thoée who have done ‘their work
in the present century the rapid shiftings of contemporary
thousht impose even greater difficultiee upon the atudent.
Such ‘has been the case. with R.G. Collingwood. There are
many sides to his thought; we might have devoted whole |
sections to his idea of histbry. hisfidéa of nature, his
archaeologieal contributions, or his theory of metaphysics.
It was evident, therefore, that seleetlion was necessary 1n ;
a work,sucn as this, and, if possible, selection of the
moat,important ingredients of his thought. On thiégﬁasia
. hie ccnception of philosophical method was chosen. o |

Thé problem of method has elways besn; more or less,
central to philosophy, but during the twentleth century
it has been especlally so. In aoncentrating upon afthebry
of logic and a’méthodffop.philosophy. Collingwood was thus
.moving in the main stream of philosophical ifaditibn.

The method of the following study has been two=fold.
First, it wes necessary to study Collingwood the mén, and
consider the influences from his early yéars,and from his
other fields of interest,whiéh were responsible for the
growth of his concgptioh‘qué method. Secondly, the méthod

itself had to be stated, and in ordef t0 reveal its meaning
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and significanee, lts affinities with the pragmatism of
John Dewey were 1nvest;gated, _As the following pages will
revesal, it_isrmy'bél;ef‘thqtrcollingwood was, in many ways,
a pragmatist;!alphoygh he,himself, wgs,apgarently.uhcqnsqioﬁs
Cof 1. - | -

'Chapter vareéents a general 1ﬁtroductioh to the subject.
Chapter II 15 a study of the earller Collingwoo&, insofar as
his first years 1nfluenced the development of his conception
of "how we think", and in Chapter III his first important work
is treated in a similar fashion. Chapter IV 1s a study of
his theory of logle; a brief outline of the method of pragé
matism is sleo given. in order to reveal collingwood's close
.relationship,to 1t. The finel formulation of his method |
for philoaephy is preeented in Chapter V, and again prag-
matic affinlties are pointed outs Chapter VI ecntains the

‘.conclusion.~
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It is not truth tha.t makes man greatj but man
tha,t makes trubh great.

i anfuc lus.



CHAPTER I““
IﬁTRODUCTION

Every perlod of hietory and every race upon the earth
have ‘produced men who yielded to the call, so pecu}iar and
g0 vital to»thaAnature,of:msn, to embark&upon a quent. for:
certaintys The meterlal world, in which man lives and moves
and has his being, is charaeterized by e quality which has

aIwayé~been truly reeognised as transient and shifting. The
uncertaﬁnty of the future is a thought which has been upper-‘

most 1n men's minds since ‘the dawn of history, and one whiuh
- was aven more primary and fundamental to primitive msn thsn
the nan of<today,. The imnedlate and recurring discovery
tﬁat velues in 6he.world of action,are,uncertaiyfled to a
‘natursl réamxzﬁésgbhewquestaforJaomethinstﬁe?mgﬁehti for‘_
truth, It wee essentlal to man's being thet he feel the
need of something whiéh could be relied unon;‘.Té move with
confidence amongst hie fellow men, man required a knowledge

of rulee of condu&t which were abaolute and unchanging. to

feol at peace witﬁvhimself. he required a falth in the belief )

- that a greater Beiquémhutabla and omniscient, existed.“%

ivation of the humag.mipd’to a quest for certainty. o
The fact that the search exists, therefore, is one whieh

méj go,unquestionedg A deeper aﬁd more significant problem
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. 2.
goncerns the,gethod which has marked.the activity of those
men who chose to devoté theﬁsélvea to furthering thenprOQresé
of nankind in the quest which saems to be unending."Exber-
lence has taught us ageln and again that it 1s the method
which deserves our: greatest attention, that the- particular
problen we face is of temporary value only. It 1s to an
exeminatlion of method, then, that we must turn, énd, bscauée .
the deepest truhﬂs,have a&ways'been spproached through phlle |
osoéblcal thought, to an examination of tﬁe‘metbod»or;bhilf
osophye | | t

The external, meterial world was the primaryvféctog 1n,
the 1ife of primitive man, for he came into direéﬁ,conﬁaat
with 1t every d&&. In order to survive, he hadfto.séeﬁre
his food ahd clothing from it, and had to prqtéét'himself
scainst it. The natural result, theretore,}ﬁas that éarly
man took an objective vieﬁ of nature, and éonaidered himself
a8 apart from it; it was as though the forees of the meterial
universe.were arrayed againgt man,‘and man hed to fit himself
into the world‘in which he had been pleced. As well as being
an element to be met and conquered, however, nature was a fact
whieh had to be explained.' No explanstions of physical changes
seemed forthcoming to the savege, and so he turnedyto guper-
stithon end myéticiam a8 methods of discovery., Tﬁe recognition
that material.valués were essentiélly transiént led to the
belief thet the thoughts of the mind were of & permanent -

gy by




charactérg "The quest for eertainty by cognitive means"b
therefofe, beceame aupreme over what might have been " a searoh

for seourity by practical meane“a It was partly through

this tendenay to exalt. the 1magination that the first religionsA:

arose, in the form of. varlous kinds of naturs worship. It is
through the medium of religlous canceptions, too, that we
catcn our firut glimpse of the search for *ruth, and our
flrst nwareness 0of a developing chanbe in method.

The Tirst. great 1eadere who rose in answer to a. demand for N
something permanent were religious 1eadera.,'@hisvwas Que to
two iundamental reasons. The first wae the asneot of continuous

chanbe whieh everywhere seemed to characterixe ﬁhe materlal

& _
‘worlds _“A}l,things‘flow; nothing abides" 'appeared to be the

law of naturé; But a CallAwithin man's being demanded some-
thing msré{’Man wgs a2 rational creature. and this fact provldes

the second reason for our coneern with the religious. The

ides. that he(gas,meant to serve come purpose, that tne-tranaient:

msterlslity which faced him every day was merely s surface
covering, that/permanency.feally lay behind the world, haﬁnted?
him, #an had to turn samewhere'inihis neéd for the permenent,
for thaﬁ which he considered to be the.truth. énd:sé he turnéd
1n%ards- The mind provided an escape, and from the mental it

was unly ) step to the spihitual. Perhaps. after all. truth

was a spxritual thing.

And ‘g0 the great search begain. There was Confuciusg and

170, B.h,G.Fullery A History of Phi ; (New Yorks Henry Holt end
Compaxys 1946), pe 50, :
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Buddha, and manyfother graétvpnophets too numerous'to ment lon,

Thelr presence marked the begihnings'and eerly years of every &

race upon esrth. In western thought the teachings of thé:'

Hébrew prapheﬁs'wére deetinedvtofbécome of 1a§tiﬁs;impo:tanoe,

- and mradually; withvtﬁe decline of Grecthen cultﬁre and the

'vﬁoriod of ‘he ¢n,ellectually barren Roman Emp ire, they supplan-

tod the earlier naturelism ag the core of cultural progress.
The change;wag.not withbut its value fofvthe development af

: philoﬁobhical'methdd;. Ve have nointed out the objective view-'

point of pnimitiV9 man, a viewpolnt which. charaeterized the |

' writings of the }reek-philesophars as well, This was due,

in large measure, to their conception of & Cod who moulded

the universs. oLt of e primordisl chaos, as en arohltect would

plan and conatruct & bullding. Goa therafore, thouah He had

- made the un;verse. had remalned outside it, Such a view had_

colored the nhiloscnhical appreach to en understending of

noture. The uhrlstian conception: og God, on the other hand,

Antroduced a signlgicant chenges Gecd had nat,created the

universe;cuﬁ'of chaos,,bu$ ou$_of Elmsaelf. Hahwgs anfimmanant

. God; His very being was in the process, was, in fact, the very

substence of that process,  Man, in seakingipe understandgi

be@ah to-cbnsidér the mind es supreme, and the men@alirealm
as the realm which would Bupply tne answer, And hovering ‘
over the searoh, &bove and supreme, was the epiritual. In the

discevery‘thatrmind»and splrit were to be consldered as partr
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of the: universe, and not as separate from it, mankind had
taken a great step forward. Bubt he was not yot preparad to
make the step epmplate. The objective and classificatory
tendency clung to the philosophical mind, end, in effect,
the change be ceme one which merely sav mind and spirit as

chectiveAinvteu; cf matter as oﬂjective. What might have

~ been an advanse in method was lost in the illusiong the focus

of attention had been shifthd from the oﬁterfto the 1nn§ri
but the cenons of thought remained the same. The outcome of -
the shift to the self was to eulminaté in tbe\individualistic_
humanlsm of the Renaissanae before & new influence appeared

to reshaepe the progress of method.

A gllapse of somethlng deeper and more}intrinaic to the .

‘naturexef phileosophical method was not entirely absent‘frém |

the work oflthe earlier thinkers, howaver;*'Preoccupatien
with en dhjectivag claasificatory v1ew predominated’their
thlnlting, but bénéqth~%he%sﬁrféae%&ay-the geeds, in embryo,
of & dmvalemment which was to slewly take: root and spread its.
bra nehes in the oenturies thet followed, o

- Greek thought wes,to & large extent; méthematical. This
was naturel, for it 1is essentially connected with ah objective

view of nature aud with concepts of the mind, two tendencies

which we have seen to be characteristic of esrly civilization.

The first Greek philosophers, therefore, oceupied themselves
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with speculation about the origin of the universe, of "all

things", and with probing into the nature of number.snd pure

Qiscover Socrates,who, perhaps, occupled the central pes%tion '

in Greek thought, Socrates was one of_the first thinkers

 of western civilization to concelve of method as perhaps
~enteiling more than thé.outer,vlewpaint{_ éé genbralize, we
. may say that he dealt with problems chiefly in mathematical

- termag embedded in his discu551on of those problems. howaver,

vas som ething which is of interest to us «- his 1nvenuion of
the teehnique of a question—and—answervmethod.

- Boerates gtated his own theory of his inventlon
by saying that knowledge was to be sought within the
mind; and brought to birth by a process of questioning.
The contrest here insisted upon is the contrast :
between peréselving (dicdnes ), rogarded ss the obser-
vation of things outside oneself, and thinking

(vémees ), regarded as the discovery of what 1s
withine. Socrates showed that thls second activity
was conmon %6 two kinds of inquiry, which he does not -
geem to have distinguished in nis theory of method:
nathematics and ethles.  His revolt against the

study of nature was esgentieslly a revolt against
obgereation in favor of thoughlj and wheresg math«
emeticel method, as an example of thought, had

alresady been discavered by his predecessors, his

own discovery was that e similer method, for which
he invented an approprlete technique, could be

aprlied to ethical questions.z

Associated W¢tn thia meth@d is the Socratic doctrine of
anamnesis, whieh prapeunde the theory that the soul, in a

pre-natal exiatenee. had. come b know certain perfect, arche

- etypal forme which represented the divine ﬁabﬁerns to which

2 R.&,Gollingwood,

~ hwnhiasl Mothod (Oxfords Glarandon
Preas, 1933)y PP 10—&1., ,

g

'mathemstios, This is the intellsctusl ferment in which we diso



“”'In the invention of sueh a theory Plate had tauched upon

. . Y 7
a1l things in the inperfect, materisl world approximated to:

To know somethinu;'therefore,'was nct to "discover something

of which until now we have béen ignorant, but to- Anou better
something which in some aenae we knew already 3 R
Plato, too, is significant for aur brief glance at the ,

develgpmgnt of 1 hilosephical metbod inesmuch as he ie the
inventor of’"dialeot;c v IY wes a well=known fact that in
mathemat;vs the mind moves from an. hypotheeia to a conclusion.
This 15 the dedactive method, which played such a fundamental
: role in traditianal logic. But, the methoa of dialectia |
'exnressed the view that the mind goee from an hypothesie

'thrcuvh 8 series cf hynoth@ses to a nanﬁhypothetical principle,

.. from which tbe steps cen all, in succession, be established.4 R

'aomething which was part of‘the “1nnar“ method eas apposed ;Q
the "outer'.. éut the idea was not. clearly formed with1n<his
mind, and even though he used 3t ln giving to the world a
deep - and fundamental truth, he never stated it fully as a
methgd.» We are left in doubt an tn how one moves from hypo-v
theses to & non~hypothetica1 principle, and to how dlalectic
really differs from mathematics.‘besidec givlng a greater
freodom_togthought, |

With Arisyoile,,however, traditional'logie Wagxﬁelﬁe given |
- its foundations. He was the scientist, and brought to the

study of nature ) keen, analytlcal m¢nd. The cbjective view,

i&gaa,gégﬁf'
4fnﬁ$°afﬁﬂﬁkéiﬁs 511

.‘5;(Oxﬂuﬁs(narmmbn




‘the view which we chbéae to call the "outer”; triumphedv
completélya Aristotle gave ﬁo 1pgic the syllogism, and

his three lawe of thcdéht: the principle of_identity; the
principle of contradiétion, an& the principle of excluded
‘middle.' For this briefjéurvey, onip certain main points
sbout the Ar¢stotelien 1ogic concern ug., Iin the first place,
knowloave wes formelistic, was “cu* and drﬂed" Nature was
theught of as changing, buz because of the teleolcgical prln—
¢iple Zhat knowgble change tends toward a limiting fixe& end,
el‘ motien wes thought to: tend naturally to a state af rogt, 5
Knowledge, therefore, consisﬁed exclusively of definiticn

and classificationa,,This leads to a second aignix;eant,peint;z
tue Tact thet the Aristotellsn logic, while it allowed for
the coneéptién that ip discovéry we’are coming to know better
'that whioh.we‘knew beforé, such wéavoﬁly_in a liﬁitéd sanée@
By the methods of traaitional'légic, “1earning belonged in the
inferior re ion of ehan"e, and 1iko avary ‘mode of change

- counes to souething. emounts to someﬁhing, only ag. it falls
vithin fixed limits of knowledge o6 It was almost as if what
ves acceépted with one hand waes digcarded by the obtherj the
meterial aot®d was admitted to be transient; but bégause of

the tendency to search for the immuteble solely in the paths

of the mind, sucuktranaiency was-spbordiﬁaﬁed to a teleologicglé

scheme which mitigated the significance of change. Man,

therefors, was not within the process; his mind was outside it,




eni by reeson he was thought to see beyond the. physical. N
The syllogism in the\original logic was in no
way a form of inferring or reasonings It was .
immediate apprehension or vision of the ralations
~of incluslon and exclusion that belony to real
wholes in nature.? ) ‘ ,

Awthlrd point of importance for our study lies in the
difference between the Greek and the modern conception of
‘nature. Feor the Greeka, the reality of a material substance
did not dwell within its physical measurements, but in the
essenca a: its oalng.' ‘The Aristotelian calmology, the”efore,‘
failed te attach any significanee to quantity, oansiderlng
it ﬂs wholly irreIGVant te esaenae. and 1y1ng outside the
scone of knowledge. The madern conception, on the ethsr
haﬂd. eft'ected by bhe scientific ravclution of the sixteenth‘f
vcentury and the introduction of "primary qualities by
iAuescarﬁes and Locke, conelders measurement to be of supremg; 
1mportance in the knowledge of the material World. | |
" The search for truth had thus 1ed man onto the pathway of
tradltienal lc le by the time Aristotle left the scéene. Hls

luence was desbined to play a paramount role during the
meaiQVal ages, and it was not until the syllagism vag pushed
r'te absurd usagesathaﬁ man again toek a step fcrward.in,the |
' queeﬁ.‘ | o | | | .
| " The émergenbe from medieveal . acholastlclem and'ﬁhe reéulting
effect upon man's method of 1nqu1ry wes due chiefly to the

| peculiar comblination of two factorsz the rediecevery of’

? Jotm Deuey, ’ g ’I'he Theo: . (ﬁw Yarks Henry Holt end

Compen )s P D
8 §§¢§ a;s "If angela axiat cutside of spaae and if e point has no
real megnitude in spaca, hﬂﬁ'mauy angels ean ait on the point of e pin?"
-~ Henry Thomes, £ Phdlosophy (Philadelphias The Blakiston

 Gompenyy 1946), e 604




10

Pliatonic mathematical conceptions, and a growing awareﬁese
of the pkyslcal universe. The'éffeét of these influences
'fis'summed up in the work of the Copernioén'end Cartésién
revclutiona, and for our present purnose we naed cnly point -
out the prineciples involved which uarried implications. for
the method cf wodern sc&ence. Two such principlas are
,&1scerniole, oue h&ving to do with the mauhemaﬁicdk harmony ‘
lying banind observed facts, and the other with the Paoog-
nition of uuantitative characterietics as the enly real
characterissicsraf the sensory world. The first ie plainly
Pythaogorean and Platonic in spirit. but 1t carries an 1mp11-v
cetion of tremendoua importance fer modern phyaiesi namely.
th&t "of alnumbér‘of,varianx hypotheses ébout thé éame‘aétf
of faets, thét'ane is trus which mést éimply showae why the
facts are what they are, i.e., which demonstra as thelr ‘
crdeﬂ.y and m&hhematical conneet.ion © ‘The aeeond 1nvolves ‘
vthe distinctlion between primary and Secandary qualitiea, |
which was to play sueh an impovtant part in British.end
eqnbingntgl philosophies during the centuries which followed.
Toiggih atfuii,eonpepficn gf.this develcpment ﬁe must return
agein to tﬁe esrly Greeks.

Tﬁé'Sixﬁéenth century was not the first occesion upon:
* which the humen mind had obtained a glimpse of the duality
involvéd in tﬁe maﬁter~mind problem, Leucippus, 1n the fifth

=century,” .C.. made one of the most momentous 1nsights in the

......

§ E,@.Bm&kes, and atnei‘a, Hias,
EB& Bm'ﬁh&l”ﬁg 19‘4@ R P. 448: c

ith (New York: Harper

saan
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s

higtory of humen thought when he»dlacovered spece, and

reglized that matter was asparate from 1%%0

le and Democ-
‘ritus had then proceeﬁed to invent a theory of atomag ¢f‘
aifferent wéighms gnd sizesg; falling through a void;_tdg]
sccount for the natural world. And at the.same:time; Anax=
'agofae_diésavered the dualism of matter and mind, He called
1t Eggﬁ; aﬁdseonstrueted a cosmology arcuhd his new concept,
besing it upon the idea that, Nous pervaded the universe,

: was,inf;nlta and self-ruled. Dﬁringﬁthagmédiévalféériod,
howsver, such speculation was forced4in§c‘the{baekground

by a praoceupation with religlous concéptiuns; man con-

celved of all things as united in God, and any tenﬁency te .

' soparatism as e final phlloaophy was expungeda ‘So the problem :

remained until seientifie advancements of the Reﬁaiasance :
again brought it to the surfaee, this time in osmpany with
Platonic mathematieal idealisms

This wes the philosophiical framework into which Galileo

stepped when he revived atomism,; op atomie materialism; as 8

‘econvenient theory to aid him in his mathematical 1nxerpretatlonl

of the dats which obaservation and experiment had yielded.

-The real world vas henceforth held to«consist of
physleal bodies moving in space and time according
to lawe capable of mathemetical formulation. The
gualitative aspects of thinzgs, thelr colors, odors,

. tastes, and sounds, must sccordingly be regarded merely
ag effects in the minds of men == eifects caused by
the motione of atoms whien in themselves are. odorless,
.colorleans, taﬁtelesa, and without sound. The distinction
“was, therefore; dravwn between primary and gecondary

10 J.E.Bcadin, Qgg lNeW'Ybrks The maamiluan Gaﬁp&ﬂga 1934). p. 139.




. ' gqualitléss imax'J qualities are the qbsolute, L
' ‘ “immutable, objactlve qualities which beiong 16 the = '
world indepenfidptly of humen knowledge: These are = e
the qualibles of number,; figure, magnitude, position,
and motions The secondary qualities are the relatlve,
fleoeting, and unstable characteristics which depend -
- . . upon the mind of the perceiver: Thess are the ‘quelities
f : o o of taste, smell, sound, and color. Since resk know< -
P ' ledge consists of mathemetical formulations, the ' = =
primary or ueasurable qualities alone constitute its
suﬁject matters The secondary qualities, subjective.
- and beyond the reach of mathematical deseription,
constitute the realm of opinion and illusion, ﬁﬂfh
is the logle. of Gealileo's. philosophy cf sclences .
Bu* wha at, might have been a. tremendoua a&vance 1n ths
-nhilosnpthal quest was again enshrouded 1n the numerous
fAcrcﬂs df the ageg the result was a tranSLtian frem the.

culmination of spiritual dogma to. &hh bsgmnning g

ment Uhlch was to develop into seientific dogua. ‘Again man
wag set apart from his world. and thinkors contmued to
seaxch for realiﬁy by sbarting en the GUﬁSlQr, ith nature,
and working down to mans The vethod Deecartesliropounded
was & mathematical method, snd he used it with great success_
in that sgience. it never oucurred to him that perhapg‘
a phiipsophical-methed might involve éom@thiﬂg more than a
purely objective approach to knowledges |
A century and a half later Kant appeared upon the scene
Methematics, in following the method prescribed by Descartes,
| had progressed rapidlyj§ philesophy, however, had worked
itself into a blind alieya The mater&al world, claimed the .
continental rationalists, must be capable of explanation ”

by the rules of ec;entific 1ogie' they were possessed by

11 B,G Bawkea end ethars .Q ~~91t ; 453~54
12 cg, * aisenﬁrse an 2 enah ?pa Engd h

21 man “ 25:1 G‘.'W,Elib‘b,.
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. : 2 i‘aibh thet &fl.l ‘bhinsrq could be rétioﬁalﬁ.zed. - The Britleh
s .. empirical school, on the other hand, found the material

| world the source ef all Kan's 1ﬂeasl3and, in pusning gmpinq

“jcism to its logical 11mith@,foﬂnd‘themselves,hOpeleaslyV

involved in scepticism. Surely, thﬁugﬁﬁ?ﬁéﬂty‘philoagphera,
vere f011awiﬁ9 the wroﬁg'méthodi' ‘ - . ' ‘

The vefwaﬁ ideslist, the efo ih’The‘Crifiﬁu@'ﬁf'Pura'

Roason proeaeded +0 reconstruct the oasia of philosophical , s
ﬁhinkwﬁ « Hie attempt prnnised, ‘at the outset, tc be a |
union of rat;onal;sm and ecpirieiem, of the +nner and the~
outer ine new concenuion of the nature of &nowledge.
Perhape the most significant thinz abqut nis work was the
propcéalﬁthat in the process of knowing the mindichangéd“’
the natuv@:of*th@ dbject. Buﬁ.Kaht feiled‘to d@vélbp‘the
ldea, failad to See in it an evolutAQaary and grawing con-yi,
tmxt. The cheins whieh had bound humen reason since tha.
golden age of @w@ecelétill exercised thelir atif'iinU effect,
In allowing for the pbject to echange in the act of knowing,
we find Kant éteppi‘% forward in the nexb breath to deny
that t5e'“rea1" neture of the object underwent change.
Tﬁe'abjective point of View-again gur#ived supremeg the
.tru+h of thingd was Still comcelived a8 part of that great
wobld which existed outside of 2and beyond man.
In the introduetlon of & critical philosophy,»hovever.f

Kant had mede 8. contrlbution. He aset out to propound &

~13 Cf, John Locke "An Essay Comcorming Humsn Understemding™s Modern
Glassical Philosg ex ¢ B Eand, -editor, (Gambridgeg lnsses Hlverszds Preas,
1936), DPs 215-262 s ...
14 Cf, E.T.Bell, Zhe Search For Truth (NGW‘YOPkm Royual end Hitehcoek, 1934).
Pe 170
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methodology which wes to gect as a proga@doutic to e substane~
tive. philosophy, or g meteghyeiee. Bnt‘in ure eypositicn
he made the dxscovery that methoaalogy ecannot be. s&pareted
from phuasophy. that it 1s, in faot, an easem,ial part
of,pniloaophy. tbod is an evolubfionary cenception, and
deyelpps hand invhan& witb the. broadeninO of our metaphysi-
cal horlzons. & It was elmost as'though metephysice had
“bécome a propaedeutic to\CriticiSm'in'Ként's thcughﬁ?ﬁiaut‘
even thqugh he féiled to revolutionize method, he had made
e contribution ih,the laying of & foundatioﬁ for ell ruture

ingulrises,..

What is truth?  The question cannot be evaded,qr "shrﬁgged
off“ in ah& bermanent faShian;  1t searches us aut, no
matter haw we attempt to losge oufselvvs in. exper*ence, 1nj
temporary enthusipsm, or satliely ourselves with a pseudo»
answer. And the paradox is this: that ho anawer has yet
come; or seems forthcoming. In motpe than two thoudand
years of philnaophtcal search by the greatest thinkers of
the ages;. the domain of Eruth still stands impregneble,
'still remains unpenetrated. But the search is beginning
to turn inward upon itself, and in that turning a method
is slowly emirging.‘ It may be thet man hes been looking in.
the vwrong diréctian; ‘?erhaps belhas held the answer in the
palm of hils hand throughout ‘the years., Might it not be that
TS Cf’o R.G.Gallingwood, g, m., e IR
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he has been blinded by its very nesrnessj and been awestruck

by the lmposing presence of e vast physical unlverée‘beforé.
him, and an appealing body of tr«nscendertal'doétrﬂné’COn-
cerning an ideal realm of absolute ideas? These are problems
which concern us 28 we aprroech the twentleth century,

;our;own dey, and, in partinular, the work of Robin George -

'~Pollingwocé, The temneravy baﬂkwreund of idesﬂ, texpersd

by 8 h¢fhly depa@twenhaleed aoci t*, a world of twemandous o

scilentlfic afdlvancement, end an ara,in“which the "humanities”
and the cultural have oft-tirmes h;ngAp@riléusly in the
balance, is, by~andtlarge, split into three schools of -
‘thought upon the nature of truth. It 1s to a brief lgl_a.an
at these SGEQOIS»thaﬁ we sball now turne |

The idealist of the eurrent century is still the one who

- has a conﬂeptien of an abeolute tvubh' the f unaamental fact

for him !s 86111 the whole unlverse, ie still ona underlying
Reality; Plato's Idea of the Good.still in?luences himy -
Truth, therefore, he conceives of as that which a proposition

N

has from its relation to its implicative gystems This is

known e8 the coherénce theory.. A statement nust agree with

other, known fucts and hypotheses, for it derives.its value
from them, Whatever truth any particular essertion or infer=
ential ‘proeess possesses is wholly constituted by 1its place

in the implicative: system to which it belongsd6 One ideslist

Vhas written: "Unless we hold that human science is progrese

Gantury Coupany Incorporatods 1947)s Pe S45¢

16 Gf, D.S.Rab&nson, g ing (New York: DsAppleton=
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sively feeling 1ts way into the smétuz]l nsture of the untverse;
we ars rea11y $hut up in ubtter relstivism anrd scepticilesme.

Either the coherence theéry is true or humen knowledge im
a fairy tale" R |

A second theory cof truﬁh is the correspondence theory,
thet held by the modern reslisti For e proposition to be
true, cr_gxstatemen;~t§gbe‘Vali@,/it,must.correspend with
fa&t,'ﬁiﬁh that parﬁ bf\thé‘"realAWOrlﬁﬁléﬁout which~ib is
madef‘ And the matgrial world 1is "real"/te the realist, for
the téo prize postulates in his thinking are that the cbjeeté
given through sensesdate have independent é&xistence, 1n'and_
by themsélveb, and thet they undergo no clange in the process
of Xnowings | |

One such tgpeurpf theory is thé "eopy" or“ong-bne.corbes»
pondence" thebrya. According te this view we hove ldeas in
our nindsg which 20py or égree«wiuh'objects in nature or with
facts, An‘idea is true; partlally.true. of fslae, inasmuch
a8 it is an exact copy of, an approximate éopy of, or a false
representation of sn objeet in the material world.

A second type, and one mors widely held, 1s known as the ‘
representative theory., Here the universe is seen as a dualis%ic%
affeir, divided into bsychical existents_and physieal exlatehts.f
In the epction of knowing the mind abstracte from the psychical
. exlstents certain chéracters which taken together constitute

an "1dea" or "pssence" of the psychicel existent as distinct
Y ‘D,F.Rdb:i.ziaan,i 9Pa Cibsy pe 359, '
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from its "existenée", This essence is then réferréd to
some physical existent; 1f the latter is ﬁhe right physical
exlstent,; the jgdgﬁent ( acﬁ of reference ) 1s true, btherwiSe‘
it is false, | | ‘

St111 enother form of the eorrespondence theory of truthi *
is thet held by Bé“trand mﬁésell and the ﬁebﬁrealists.‘
Afcovd;nx to this thoorv certaln Lommles entities called
fact 30“01°Y9° or propositions exist in a. lcéiuqi world
which 1e non-hunan and non=-physlcals

A human Judnment or bellef 18 s plrely subject ive
asgertblon of some minds It is true when it correctly .
rapresents or corresponds to the nroposition or

fact complex to which 1t refers in that independent .
world of subslsting propositions. Now, both the

huran judgment and the non~human proposition are
highly couplex; iavolving both terms and relatlonse.
The relation which tles together the constituents

of the proposition is known as the objlect relation,
and the relation which tdes together the terms in '
the judument is known as the relation of belisving,
Now the Jjudgment is true when the relation of
believinzg tiem fLegether the constituents in the

same way in whieh they are tied together in the

fact complex by taﬁ object relation. Otwerwise the
judgment is Talgey

A third geneval theory, and one which has earmarked the
growti of modern tines and the rising supremacy of scien&lfic)
mbthoa ig uhe instrumental theory of truth, or the pragmatist
theory. “Ppush for the pragmatlst is the intelleetual proceas.
‘e; Verl;yxn@ a judgmernt.d. %rﬂtﬁ lﬁ*ngﬁfﬁm§§atic and fixed
quality of a jadﬁment. it is verv humsn aad nouoriously
‘?varlable., it is what happens to judgmnents when they lead to

good practical consequencas " ?0

18 .3'.Eb§.nson gp_, c:.t, p. 355
19 Ibddes p. 346, * )

20 Ioc, cite
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Truth, then, has to do with utility; If an hypothesis
"works", it 1s true, and that 1s as far as we need inquire
into ite valldity. But in the full pragmatic eense, ite
- value doea;neﬁvstep there. For a'pnopesitian,to be true,;
it muatusid,ughin furthering 1nqu1rj<1n$¢ new'problemqbfqr
which it has 1tséit paved the way¢ It 1é'far‘this‘reason
that Dewey prefers to substitute the term "warranted agsert-
ibility for "truth"; a propoeltion is true insofar as 1tr
warrants further assertions. William Jemes has egpreesed‘ R
- this conception of truth as an ever-growing element of manigf
-experienee in Pragmatism; |
Truth means that 1deas (.which phemselves are but;
parts of our experience ) become true just in 80 I o

far as they hedp us to get into eatiafaotorw'zl
relations with other parts of our experience,

It 1s in such a background of ideas; therefore, that we .
find the figure of collinswood, riaing out of tha early years f
~ of the century; and developing a rather unique and 1argely
historical approach zo what he felt was philosophy s most
fundamental preblem, the prablem of method, At the. zenith ’ ;
of his powers, and in the very heart of his career, he. producedé ,
Pgé;esaghlcg; Method, e direct treatise of:thgt,which had
alveys. been his cﬁief'boncern. The tragedy, hbweﬁer; is that
he was not destined to go on. It was sbout this period of
his life that t1ny b1ood'vesse1s began to burst in hls‘brain,
,’and, by aegrées, he was'slowly reduced to helpléesness during
the follawing decade, until-pneumonia ended his life in 1943.,, ;

- 21.Wililam James," ggg@zsm,g. -5, quoted in D.P.Hnbineon, gg,ggg,, p.347.



- CHAPTER II ,
THE EARLIER COLLINGWOOD

Collingwood was destined from the first to become a
thinkerc As a youth, gleaning his educational_fodhdat;ons

' 1in the shelter of his. own home, he often found himself lost

in thought about the nature of things. The signlfioant

‘thing was that such thinklng seemed important to hlm; he

felt that the reaulta of the 1nqu1riea he was making would
be important in his later experience. And that feeling was

to become e gulding factor in the;development of a ”Queetion-

and-answer” logic,; for more and more Celllngweed,eame.to'

realize that the only significant and meaningful. knowledge

man obtained wasrarrived at as the answe:,;e a problem, and

derived its value in so far as. 1t was coherent with experience.

Theleerly yeers of the British phiioeepher are lmportant for

our‘aﬁuay inasmuch a8 they reveal the development of e method,
perhapa

or; ae we might,say with a greater degree of exactiness; the

growth.ef,an avereness of e method. As with everyone we shall

find that.there,wera,a,few major inrluenaes~whioh shaped the

mind of Collingwood, and each. must be considered,ih some

detail, There was, to begin with, the influence of hiis fivat

contact with the,boeks_in,hia,father?s etudyg,therelwas his |

" reaction against the Oxford "realists"”, and the training he

had received undar_cpok¢W1lsen; there was the work he exper-
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‘ | lenced during his Rsummer-s, fx-'ém 1913 onwarasfzas a. member
-of. reeearch partlea performing . archaeologtcal diggingsa; . and,
in the final analysis, and acting as e pervaaive and shaping
inrlugnce:throughgut.his_life.,therexwaa:h4a steadilyugrqwing
interest in history and. historical'method; This laat might

almost be seld to be the guiding 1igh$ of his 1ntellectua1

- Collingwood wag a precoclous child, This may have beén
partly due to his being an only child ( no mention 1is anywhere
made of any other children ), and the fact that his father
taught him at héme until he was thirteen. 'He began.Latin at
foﬁr and Greek at six. His formal training vas only secondary,
however, for 1t was in those momenta when he was isft to his
devices that«the real Colllngwood began to develop.‘ He was
early seixed with a burning deslre to find out all he could
about thebnatural 5@1eneea., Thie interest was mixed with e
good deal of music; paintihg, and literature, At. the ege of

eight, a new addition'Waa madé in ﬁiS»discovery of Kent's

eary of Ethies, an event which, seen in the light of his
later years, takes on an importance. ' '

veeds I began reading 1t, my small form wedged
between the bookcase and the table, I was attacked -
by a strange succession of emotions. First came an
intense excitements, I felt that things of the '
highest importance were being sald about matters

,, T CE. R.G.Go_lmguoad, Amtoblggranhz (lew Yorks Penguin Books, 1939)s
‘ ' 23 Mw Ps 540 o " P'%i"
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of the utmost urgency; things which at all costs
I must understand. Then, with a wave of indig=
" nation, came the discovery that I could not
understand them. Disgraceful to confess, here
was & book whose words were English and whose
gentences were grammetical, but whose meaning
. baffled me. Then, third and last, came the '
. strangest emotion of all, I felt that the ccntents
of this book, although I coubd not understand
- 1t, were somehow my businesst a personal matter
- to mys %f, or rather to some future aalf of
my own. e N

Thus 1t waa that“a veil had been lifted and. (his) destiny

. revealed“g 09111ngweod was to become a. thinker. and to devote

his 1ife to an understanding of truth, - The young lad spent
‘many an afternoon alone with his thoughts_ |

80 when the fit was upon me I would set myself

to make something quite uninteresting, like a

regiment of paper men, or wander aimlessly in

the woods or on the mountains, or aail all day

- in g dead calmdd .

Gollingwced's few. years at Rugby were followed by his
entrance into Oxford in 1910, . and his sﬂbsequent oontact with
John Cook Wilson and the:“realiats"@,wha_aeemed,to_have_qnder~
taken.ﬁthe.task_of.diacred;ting ﬁﬁe;entire wqu.gf Green's
school which‘they éeéeribéa'éampraheﬁsively as. '1dealism'". 26
He remarks 9f having passed a great daal of time fellewins
his own bent . in‘his reading, end . entering centeéts ‘simply for o
~the experience of participating in a "fereign” field. Suoh
behavior -- gpending his years not Jolning in the social
life of the Gallese, and. eft-timee praducing the bare minimum'

'of clasawork -~ Was apparently rather 1rksome to hisas professors.54

%4 R.G.Gollingmod. An jutobiogrephy (New York: Penguin Books, 1939)s pp.sag,
25 Ibidis pRe 10-11,
.26 §Bldes e 16
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But the mind of Coliingwood was developdng along 1ts own

linws, and during the war, after he had left Oxford, the

fuii effect of nhis contac;_with'the realists began to be

‘ 'éeenc L

The growth of & method of thousht and a conception of

 dher “hature: efﬂﬁtuxh does not occur suddenly. It 1s essentially
‘a prcceas whioh has 1ta roota deep within experienoe as &

whole, and 80 with 00111ngwood we must cantinually bear in

mind the entire bankground of his eaplpkx life. In allowing
our thoughtito dwell upon a Btone'mémérial as a symbol,

therefore, we must nat’farget thb exparienbe out of whioh it

. riaes}'_Mérea#er.iin bullding the awakening, the coming to

birth of e realization, sround a memoriasl, we are followlng

. Collingwood's own illustration of a‘slgnificént»deVelopment.

in his thinking. .
. Collingwood passed by the Albert Memorial every dey on his

Cway te,Wprk’during,his peried of gervuice with the Admiralty
Intelligence Division. When he first began to pass it he

went by with averted eyes.

Everything about it was vlaibly mig-shapen,
- sorrupt, crewling, verminousj for a time I
‘could not bear to look @t 1ta...2l ,

" Then he began to womder why the architect had designed it in.
- such & fashion,~forrit'eertainly didnit appeel as being
‘beautigul.' But, mused Coilingwacd. pérhéps he had been looking i

for the wrong uffeotg perhaps the memorial was msant to fulflll
“Wﬁﬁmﬁ%mﬁy‘mmm “*mw%ﬂﬂmem&hm%hmzhh




‘ philosephidel methed. A11 questions, all Judgments, come

| 2h
some other purpose. The reason it appealed to him as loabh-
gome was due- to the fact thathe hed always been lookins for

‘beauty in it, He aught to have raised ‘the qusstian; "What
dlid the architect 1ntend?", before assuming an aesthetic

attitude toward the production.
- And therein. lay the secret, the diaoavery whioh 09111ng~

‘weod was later to axpand into & detailea oenception of

a8 the answer to a BpEmRtfiz questionw And not a vague.

‘general queatlon, but & spescifie queetion-

hy work in archaeology, as I have aaﬁd;
impressed upon me the importance of the "quest-
loning activity" in knowledge: and this made it
impossible for me to rest contented wilth the -
intuitionist theory of knowledge favored by the
"realists"., The effect of this on my logle was .
%0 bring about in my mind a revolt against the
current logieal theorftes of the time, a good
deal like the revolt against the scholastic
lozic which was. produced in the minds of Bacon
‘and Descartes by reflection on the experience
of sclentific research; as that was teking new
"shape in the late sixteenth and early seventeenth
~ centuries. The Novum Orgenum and the Dlscour -de
- 1a Methode began t0 have a new significance For
" MOs ey were the classical expressions of a
‘principle in logle whish I found it necessary to
restates the principle that a body of knowledge
consiSts not of "propositions”, "sbatements",
¥ judgments"”, or whatever name legiciana use 1n
order to designate assertive acts of thought (or
what in those acts 1s assepteds for "knowledge"
means both the activity of knowing and what is
known), but of these tofether wlth the questlions
they are meant b answerj and that a logic in which
the enswers are attended to gnd the questions.
neglected is a false logic.

28 B‘aocellingwood, gg_ggzgkgggg_ggz (New'Ybrks Penguin.Books, 1939)g Pe 25.  _
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Collingwood’ proceeda to’ 111ustrate by ‘an examples - For . .

'1natance, ‘if his car stops, ;and he 13 looking for the . = .

trouble bP teating'a;spark;plugg,his actian 1s_mada_pnt;1n;

answer to the general question, "Why won't my car-gé?”, but

the specific ‘question; "Is tha stappasa due to failure in

. number one plug?", From an éveryday example he moved to a
'aensideration of the. validity of the body of traditicnal

»10310 of the schoolmen.

* The same ptﬁneiple applied to ‘the- 1dea ef
truth. If the meaning of a proposition 1s rel-
ative to the queetion it answers; its.truth must
he relative to the same thing, Meanlng. agreement
and centradiction, truth end falsehood; none of
these belonged 90 propositions in their own right,
propositions by themselvés} they helonged only to
prepasitlons ‘a8 the answers t0 questionai each ,
proposition answ%ging a question strictly carrel"
- ative to itaself. ,

At thls point Gellingqaod parted company with "proposit-
1nngl 198#?" (by which he mesnt “traditional‘lasie‘ilthe

“idealistic” logic of the elghteenth and nineteenth cent-

uries, and the " symbolic” logle of the xiineteengh.ga;p@_ twent=
ieths He saw that truth of falsehood did not belong to |
propositiens g8 sugh, The cenﬁrar doctrine of*propositional

[

logic seemed to be that there exista a "one-one. correspondenoe E

- between. propositions and indicative aentences, every 1nd1cative

sentence expreszing 8. pnppoaﬁt&nn; and a proposition belng
defined as the unit of thought, or that whieh is- false or

'true."30
329 Golliagwoud, An Autabiograghy (New Yorkz Panguin Books, 1939). Pe 27.
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This is the doctrine which is presupposed by
all the warious well=known theories of truth, One
school of thought holds that a proposition is

. elther true or false gimply in iteelf, truenses
or falseness being qualibies of propositionss
Another school holds that to call it trus or ,
falge s to assept a reletion df:"edorrespondence”
or "non~correspondence” between it dnd something .
not & proposition, some "state of thinge" or "fact",
A third holds that to call it tr.s or false is to
~ assert a relation between it and other propositions
~with which it "eoheres" or fails to "oohere”,
And, since in those days there mere pragmatists.
a fourth school should be mentioned, holding (at
- least according to some of their pnanouncemente)
~that to caell a proposition true or false is to &
‘assert the utility or lnutility of belleving it~

Collingwood denied all these theories of truth beaauae
they all presupposed the principle of propositianal 10@10.

~_For a logic of propositions I wanted to

substitute what 1 called a logic of question

and enswer, It seemed to me that truth, if

that meant the kind of thing which I was

gocustomed to pursue in my ordinery work as

& philosophéer or historlian - truth in the

gense in vhich a philosophical theory or an
historical nerrative is celled true, which

seened to me the proper sense of the word =-

- was something that belonged not to any single
-preposition, or even; as the coherenco-theorists
amainteined, to a complex of propesitions taken
togethers b‘.gh to a eomplex eonsisting of questions
and ansvers,’’

" Thus collingwooa‘g break with the realists was complete,
But he was not yet prepared to write, to-set down ‘his viewa,
There were yeara of teaohing, thinking, and debating to
axparienae«bafore the matbod took its final shepe in his

- mind «- and in saying "finsl" shape, we must, say it softly,
for by the very neture of the method, 1t could never be

expressed in any sbsolute forms




.27
There Qere meny ekementabin thev"realist”iphilosophy

whioh Gollingwood disagreea with. Hia}whole teﬁpefament
was eppoaed to 1t, Because ef his occupatlon a8 a teacher,
however, We may say . t.ha.t the "realist" approach to studenta
and the subject matber af philoaophy was the first aspect to
aneuae him. He saw in this an attack-on moral philcsephy. _
due chiefly to the prevalance of the objeetive appreach.. |
Moral and political theory waa:presented as something to be
studied, not as something which would make a difference to
the lives of those who took 1t aeriously¢ Theory and action
" were seperated, the. eld, wellwknawn, and inevitable, rasult
Y'of the ebjective viawpoinx. This. waa closely linked, in

realiat thaught". with a tendehoy to separatism. In moral
philosopny, any doctrine whiéh wes tested "to show whether
"1t was'fib to form part of that theory was found Wantlng“
VI'A theory of knawledge was found to be "a contradiction in |

‘ terms" because of a refuaal to see propositiona as eassntially'
related to a,gontextg 'Political theary was destrcyed by
the denial of.the eonception,of,a,eoﬁmonigeoai,aii'?goods"
were held to-bef privatea33 Sepax‘.atiism, 'a‘s Collimgmod again
revealed, tends to. abstractness; and when: knowledge becomes
'separated fpom life and aetion. we mey well esk how 1t may
profit us. |
Ve haeve nokiced how Eollingwood's summers, during. the
| wer years and after; wero spent in charge of digging expe-

38 Gellingwond, t biography, p, 37,
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ditions. 4 gener§1 th1rgt for knchedge.linﬁergted from
his*earlylyouth,:and;a rap1d1y growing,1gterest*1n~history,
combined te’make,thegéf?ﬁntures interééting;éhd“signifioant.
-Out of them ;1ev91°p_‘e‘a » for Collingwood, the idea 'qf a living
~past and a theory of hi,st.cric,‘e.i method. He found that many
“of hnis px"‘e_dece‘sabx‘s{ hed been "Jus’t, digging” in‘ order to
| unearﬁh mobe'information- Infarmation about what? Thé '
obvéous réply wes; about nothing 1n partieularz the new facts
could be added to en accumulation of unrelated data; with
the result that we would “kncw.ﬁore" about, sﬁbh‘and,quchzaf

~eite. Such actidn appeared to be foolish to Gollingwooa,

 who realized tham. above all, people should think and act

to some puzpose. He.thenefore sonceived of the past as
11v1ng:?h the present, thOugh Ancapsulated in it, 34If the
'past and present are oempletely separated, there would be

no justification for studying the. past, fcr haw could know=
1edge of it aid us in solving ‘the problems of the present?
We must realize, he pointed out, that the paat}is,still with
us. although hiddan beneath tha aurface éf the present.w

‘, His theory of. history, then. weas. "primarily e study of
_the nature and impiicaticns of procesa and beOoming 351,
wae slens . an attaek on “realism”, for the "realists" refuﬂed
to admit the reality of beccming. They would,analyze the .
proposition "Pj becomes P2" 1nto the‘aomplex:fgi‘islpi, P1

is not Pp, P1 ends wheya_?g,beging,_Pg’ié.Pé, and P2 1s not Pi.
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‘ This, hewever. merely defeats. itself, and rendera history
| meaningless.. Collingwood describes his own appreach 1n
details ’

If Py has left traces of 1tself imiPp so that
an historien living in Po can discover by the -
- interpretation of evidence that what is now Po |
was once P1; it follows that the "traces" of Pl
in the present are not, 80 to speak; the corpse ﬁ*w~
of a dead ‘but rather the real Py itself; living
- and active though incapsulated within ‘the other form -
of 1itself P2, And P» 1s not opaqwe; it is tranaparant.
¢ 'so that P1 shines through it end their colors - . = =
~¢combine into one. Therefore,lf the symbol P
stands for a characteristie of a certain historical
period and the symbol P2 for the correspondins '
but different (and therefore contradictory or .
incompatible) characteristic of its successor,
that successor is never characterized by Pp pure -
and simple; but always by a Po tinged with a.
swvival of Pjy. : :

.Hlstory,kthanefora,_has,to'dcnwith purposive activitys

of thought, . anﬁ Callingwood has glven us the conditions
whieh make it posaible to know thw. history of a thought, -

. otivity 37 Secondly, the thought must be re-snacted in the
h;stérian‘s mindﬁeand_thirdly.>fclloW1ng from this, we have é
tﬁird proposition: "Hiaterical Jknowledge is the re-enactment .

-of & pastgthaught incapsulated in a context of present thoughtd
which, by contradicting it, confine it to a plane different
from theirs", 39 ’

' The advantage of Callingwoed'a thedéry is readily evident

T » 1 lf we glance at an example taken from his summer activities.

9 36 Collingwoods Autobiogre phiys Do 684
‘ 37 Ibides De T6o

38 m’l p. 77,
39 Ipid., p. 78,

we must know W why a thing happeneds All hiatory ia'the history

First, thevthougntfmustabe,expresseﬁxin some form of exXpressive .
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For years archaeologists hdd worked at the Roman Well -

between Tyne4andu501way. but had been at a loss as to its .

purpose and how to explain ceptain features of it. They

‘had merely gathered lnformation, assuning that the wall wes

8lmply another barricade from: whioh defenders might repel

- attacks. Collingwocd, however, suggeated thaet they first

ask w gz was it bullt, end then lcok for further, definite

'veviaenee. To proceed turning up 1rrelevant facts Just for

the sake ef turning them up seemed useless to hims /He:.had
noted the height of the wall. the strange parapet &long the |
outside. (Qne side ,of‘,._ the wall was hi@;’r‘zent,hanuthe other). |
and‘the“tOWers'ab,regulaf,intervals. Could the wall n0t.hava

been intended as e sentry walk? Ome question always leads

to another{ and it seemed that if the wall were a sentry

walk, it would not serve its purpose flully unless it were
extonded down the Cymberland coast, beyond Bowness+on-Solway,
80 a wateh could be kept on vessels moving on the seas.. Along
the coast there woﬁld be no need for a continuous wall and’

& .parapet; for the danger fromfsn;pers would not exist,

Only towers, athintervals,}therefore, would be neededs The

 question was, did such towers exiet? 01d~ar¢haeologieal

records revesled - that bowets ef exactly the right type had
been. found years ago; but tha infermation forgotten about
because it'seamegpto indicate nothing of importance, ' Agaein

the advantage of considering the purpose behind inquiry was:
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apparent. Fupbher search on the ground revealed evidence
| of other.possible towers., It 1s'qu1te obvious,'too. that

no government should spend funds foolishly in exoavating at

| first, and then procesding‘to excavate with a purpose in
mlnd. . ] ; ‘ _ _ |
If we. interpret this example in terms of Gollingwood'
theory. we see ghgnvphe_existenca of the remains of the
wéll represents_the éxpresalonuof the thbught. T@e_qugété
1bning activity experienced in;reponstruoting,tha purpose
of the wall is the re-en&otmant of the thought in the his-
torien's mind. And fina.llyg the fact that Collingwood was
Collingwoo@, a philosapher living in the twentieth century,
workihg with_éolleagueg like himegelf, serves es a preeént
§onyext, which relegetes the past thought, the historical
knowlédge, to anoﬁher plane. - | | -
Anotherfpréblem aroge in the sttempt by archaeolegigts
to expjain the "Celtlie Revivalﬂ.vwhich oceurred in Bpitain
gbout three centuries after the Romen conquest had resulted:
- 1n_whatlaeemeﬂva,ebmplete‘VRomaniiatien"o Three theories
1were adVanced."One,Wasvﬁhat the case wes & perfectlyqnormal‘_
 one of survivsl, that Celtic traditions in design, musle, etc.,
| had reslly never‘béen‘brokeni But no substantiating avldence :
could be found fqr,this;_ A seecond suggesrion was thgt_ghera
existed a f§W-Celtﬂ~ﬁhb were not subjédted‘te the‘full'impaet'

~ random, when far more is to be gained by asking proper queations 51:
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'of Roman eulture. . This, however, was highly 1mprobable,  a
for. the. distr&cts where a Celtlc revival occurred were those
farthest away from}tha frqntigr. A thlrd theory . presupposed
Celtliec art to be e product pfsﬁhe ”Celtlc,hemperamenpf,,and
th@tlwhenaVer certain. conditionéAwere;favoraﬁie it.ﬁlé&aomed
1nto artiatia expreaaign. But this. explanatien was far too ,
psychologieal and uncertain to be accepted. The problem,
therefore, had remained unaolved. | ,. ' }i o
Cellingwood proceeds to point out haw such a phenomena ‘1s
understandable if seen in terms of the "inaapsulatipn»_phaory.
eve8NY Drocess 1nvolv1ng an hlatorical change:
from Pj to P» leaves an unconverted residue of
| P%1é2§a3§?%ﬁ§gg§g§§§§?53fyﬁiztgféggitﬁggtgg?20 '

' ~I§§apsula€icn differs, too, from the"oecult entity" appeér-j.
ence of a psycholbgicgl temperament, It 18 fepresenﬁé&’iﬁ |
the outward habits of & person, 'and of a people, and.wﬁén a
deliberate change is undértaken in vehavior, habits persist ;
and contlnue to influence action, A proper ¢onsideration of
the problem giving rise to the ingquiry and anﬂ the application
‘og the histerical pergpective, therefors,:aid us in the
proper 1nterpfstetlon'of experience. lThfough his interests
}‘in history. Gollingwood had touched upon a new inroad to the
nature of truth. | - -

A thinkev. in 6rder.té think syBﬁemat1cal1y and 6leerly,
'géne}ally haé ﬁogdbeaté. This is usually done in two ways,

'through dlscuﬁaion and 1ecturing, and through writing.
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00111ngwood did both. and here we are conoerned chiefly
- with the 1atter, for it is in his books that hie record
liee open to the worlde The early publications are, in e
aense, nothing more than experiments. writtan to helg him 'f
>th1nk; hut even 1f they were valusble only for that. thay
would still be slgnificant for & true understanding of the

: m&n- .

_g;ggggghggg_gggégggggx was pUbliahed in 1916. Galling- ,
wood hes given us his own statement upon 1t, that. 1t was" :
written "in order to tidy up end pum behind me & number of
thoushts ar131ng out of my juvenile sbudies 1n theology" a

This was followed in the next year by Truth and COntradlotion.~

which was never pwbl¢shea. It was Valuable,_how?vev. ‘in
helping its auﬁhor t6 Tormulate more clearly the feundationﬂ
of a ﬁew fquéstion—ahdhanswerfflogié which hgd.been'devqloping
in hig mind as & féaetion to thé "realisﬁs“; )

With the end of the wer and the begimning of the second
deo@@e of the century we come to the end of our study of the.
earlier.00111ngwood; More importent advances in his develop=
- ment of’a.philogophieal method were to spring from thése
early'infernqes.fandflt'is_to'a dohsideration df them that

we»éhall turn oub attention in the next chapter.

"~ Gollingwoods Aubobloereshy, pe 33



CHAPTER pos o
“SPECULUM MENTIS”

Collingwood's first philosophical work of real lmportance

 was produced“in'iQEA; entitléd'ggeculum!Mentis.'TIt, too§wis;”

. not a great workg it ia annther experiment. but we. 1nsist

that it is not, 8 "mera" experimanz. It was the firet b00k
in which Gollingwood tried to 1ndicate his position‘z‘z It is

'partleularly valuable for our underetandlng,qx_its author,

‘however, for twquhimary reagons. Filrst, it is perhaps the )

- greatest example he eger gave us of the application of his
"philosophical meﬁhoa" $0 literature. From bezinning to end
‘the ‘book is an inganious paece af literary composition. and

to reed it is an experience in. itaself. The conoeptlon of -

history given within it may or mey not be totally va;id,~5j~f

such is béside.theApeint:‘the value of the Sook,lies in thé”v
~ splendid fashion in which the conception it presents gzgﬂgjx'
’upon‘the'readerg facte discovered in the early pages are
rediscovered sgain aﬁd ‘egain es the'readér proceeds, each

't*me in & slightlv changed and fullev forms there is both

~.an cverlapping and a developing of concepts, and yet, mcving -

concurrently with this, the process of "incapsulation" is
prasent»' It lobks backward't9 ﬁﬁe_doctrines-collﬁngwocd '

_proposed in his. approach. to'hiatoryg end forward to that

1asting monument to his contribution t0 the search for truth,'

o) Collingwa°ﬁp éﬂ&&ﬁé&ﬂﬁéﬂh!b Ps 4,
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Philesophical. Methods

A second reason for the significenee of gpeculum Mentis

is the introductlon, by example, which it provides to Colling-
wood's theory of. mataphyelcsi Hls published treatise,)&g A

Essay on Metaphysics did not apnear unt il 19h0, but there
is evicdence. 1n the earl*er work that the main beliefs ocnf
tained in the 1ater were already at least partially formulated_

-in his mind, Berore examining the content of Sgegulumﬂwentis.

therefore, it will be necesqary for us to make a‘béief
digresslion, and acquaint ourselves with the fundamental
pointe in Collinowood s view of metaphy51ca.»~ '

- Metaphysilcs 1s defined as "the science wh*ch daals with
the preaupnositions underlying ordinary gol encefﬁ%r‘"the
attempt to.find out what absclute pnesuppositions have been
made by this or tbat nerson or group of persona, on this ar
that occaszion or group of oecasions,; in thefcourse_of_thish~
or that piece of thinking" . 4 ymenever anyone states a |
thought in.worda, there sre many’more thoughts in his‘mind
than are actuelly expresséd. These stand 1n a peculiar
reiationship tc~the stated thought, end are just as easentiai’
to it as its immédiate_oontext. They are lits presuppos;tions;
they have:to:dg with the questlons which gave rise to the
thoﬁghtg or thevstatement. The priority affirmed by "presup-
position, therefore, ia:hot,a priopity in time but a logical
priority, The theory of metaphygi¢s is thus reduced to the

| *‘¢ *56,.£Em§u§ﬂb pa 11
“ m.. Pe 475 T
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theory of presupposing as_far_as its fundamental tenets are
oonéerne@.} }tv1s to ihe'létter,tben,<tha§ we must turn, with
Gollingwood, in this;oonsi&eration of what’1s¢ean;_byjmetg_‘
physlcs« n ' |

B Wcllowing is'a formal statement of the theorya

Proposition I. Any statement that anybody ever makes 13 .
made in answer to.a question. |

Definition 2. “Let. ‘that which 1s stated (1.9., that

',whioh can,be true ot falae) be called a propoeition, and 1et
stating it be called propeunding it. '

Pro msition’i;f Every question involves & pneauppasition.

Definition 2&; To say that a queation does "not arise
1s the ordinsry Enzlish way of saying that 1t involves a
presuppesition whieh ‘is not in fact being made. | _

Definitien }p The fact that something causes a eertain

question to arise I call the flegical efficiency” of that ;hing.z

| §§finition 4. To assume is to suppose by an act cf“free
‘GhQ ice. | |

Proposition III. The logical efficiency of & supposition

does not depend wpon the truth of whatllé supposed, or even

. on ite being thgught true, but onln on its being supposeds

- Proposition IV. A presupposition is either relative or
absolutea ' ‘ |

ggfinitionJQ;,By a,relative‘présuﬁposition Ifmean;one

which stands relatively to one question:es lts presupposition
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and relatively o enother guestion as 1ts answer. |

Definition 6. - An absolute presuipposition is one whieh

_stands, relatively to ell questions to which 1t ls related, -

as & presupposition, never &8s an answer,

Proposition V. UAhébiutéipresuppositidﬁé are not.propgsihions.é
- Proposition I is perhaps the most fundaﬁehtél'doctrine“

in Collingwood's cntire theory of logié. From the beginning
we have seen that;he,was obsessed by the 1daa that some .
purpose lay behind 21l action, some ﬁreblém:behiﬁd all 1nquiry.
The present sibuation must ariee ‘6ut of a past having 1agical
prioréty. And then, ln con31der1ng the queatlon. it 1s
netwral that it should exist against a background ofvbeliefsg;
Such'béliefs nay belong to us as the resuly of experiencag Qr, 
they may be inherited (l.e., obtalned in a second-hand fash;én.
from the éxperience of an older generation), but they exist, .
for every person and for_évery ago. And the most significant |
thing aboﬁt such beliefs’or présunpositions ig that they are
not to be qu93uloned, they are the foundation, so th- speak,
of the pattern of inguiry, af knowledge ibself. and. the

;whqle sdifice tumbles and becomes meaningless if they are.

questioned. Thistleadsvto Proposition III, tha;ifée;evaqce.
of the truth of falsity of the propositions.. There are two
reasons for this. If a belief i1s held;, and serves as a
supposition, it is. acting as a step. in a process. and the

process, even if leadiné to false statements, is still
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1¢glcgl1y valide Also, if a sﬂppositionvis false, iﬁ'must
have arisenvfromvé falae préeuppdsition"and_as,the;latﬁer
is the only ground upon.which a person may base his knowledge,
it ie meaningful for him whether true or false._ _

It is thus evident that metaphysiea 1s fundamental to any
study of hilstory, sclience, or any form of knowlédge.] We must
know the frame of referenee-withiﬁ which théée‘péople whose
‘records we are studying are moving. If vwe are. examining
what Newton meant by a certain goientific doctrine. we mist
firet know what ebsélute presuppositions lay at the basia of
his thought. If we wish to comparc end contrast;Plato'sA«'
conception of the. state with that of Hobbes, we must again -
" gearch for absolute presupnositions.4 Ye may'fina‘that our -
discussion is meanineless. for uhey ﬁay quite well ‘have been
enswerlng different questions, l.e,, beginning from different
prémises. Collingwood, in fact, snows us thet thié,ithhe_
case, :”Plato‘s‘ﬁegublicris,an<attempt at a theory:ef 6#6;,
'thlng; Hobbeé' Leviethen is an attempt at arthééry @frsémeghing
else.9451n opder to gain & true view of the meaning of a

~ theory or a body of knowledge held at any period in histery,
we see that it is essential to know the metaphysics-ofvthax o
" era. And the ebsolute presuppositions;themselves; are changing
’vin‘an evolﬁtionary fagshion, "All metaphysical questions ere '
Eiatorical questions, and all metaphysical propositions. are
historical propositions.” 46We must never lose the vision;nnr

45 Coilingwood, é&ﬁ&ﬁi&ﬁﬁéﬁﬂ!ﬁ Pe 45,
Sios, be 49

46 ceimgwaoa, liche
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forget. the implicatione, of the grewing ideal.

- "Pursuing this line of 1nqu1ry, I soon L
realized that the history of ,political theory '
‘18 not the history of different answers given
to one and the same question, but the history of
a problém more or. less constantly changing, -
whise solution was changing with it. The
"form of the . ., ™. 1s not, as Plato seems
to have thought, the one and only ldeal of
‘hunman soclety poss&ble to intelligent men.
It 1s not something eternslly laid up in heaven’
end eternally ernvisaged, as the goal of their
efforts, by all good statesmen of whatever age ;'-
end countrys. It was the ldeal.of human soclety -
as that ideal was conceived by the Greeks of Sy
- Plato's own time. By the time of Hobbes, ,
people hed changed their minds not only about '
. what was possible in the way of soclal organ=-
ization, but about what was desirables Their-
ldeals were different. And consequently, the
politicel philosophers whose business it was
to glve a reasoned statement of those idesls
had e different task before thenj one which,
if it was to be rightly Mdiachargea, muet be ..
discharged dlfferentlyo o

Me have descrxbed Speculum Mentie as an attempt to state _”

8 philosophical pesition. Golllngwood begina hls pﬁéface by

| giving us an :msight int.o what that pcsitlon wass

' This' bcokaSvthe=cutcome of a longégrowxng
conviection that the only philosophy that can be
of real use to anybcdy et the present time is
a critdcal view of the chief forms of human

- experlence, a new Treatiseégf Human Nature

- philosophioally concelved.

. And yet 00111ngwood would be the firSt to admit that the

complete and finel description of = system is. impoasible. o
A8 soon as the pen ‘head been laid down, after writing the . =

final word, error would 1mmedlately become part cf the eaeentidl
being ef that system. This is the keynote to his agﬁhad;

';, pe 46, s
ia:(Oafbrds Clarendon Press, 1924), Preface. Pe9e
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it is the result of his gpplicatlon.of historical methgd“

to metaphysieés and to philoaophy; ;t-ié_the positive after-
math of hia early reaction to the abstraatness and partleular-v'
ization which so characteristically ‘marked the objecyi#é
approach to Enowle dgevpractised by the“realists“. In _ o
Sgeculum Menti ‘he had set out te construct a map of knswledga.
:Bum he was convinced before beginning that such was 1mpoasible
in any absolute sensej he was also convinced that the ‘work

wag worthwhile, YJowever, for his "trouble" would be "weli

'spénz if it produced no other result than fhé reéogniticn S
that the tesk was impossible.” %and Collingwood knew ng 1£

';;dwaa 1mposaible. The reason was embodied in the very c¢oncep=

" tlon of history which hd given birt.h to his’ philosophical

systems It is also to be found in hie Justifieafion of the
study e;,history; a justification whdédh fundamenually follows
from his basic conceptions For he saw history es the "self=
- knowledge of mind", and a philosophy of the "forms of exper=
‘ ience“sas the only worhtwhile philosophy. To know history
ia to knnw the histopy of the thoughts which gave rise to
the physical detalls, ‘and thus the history of the absolute
) mlnd. . '
The absolute mind, then, must be an historical
fact, not a generalization....the mind of which
we are speaking is an absolute fact, one of which
there can never in anybody's mind be any doubt.
That 1s to say, 1t must at least be the mind of

each one of us, for each his own particular mind
_eseall is obviously a'product of society; and

ry (Oxfords Clarendon Press, 1946), Pol0e
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conversely the society I know is the product
of my mind, es thinking#it according to its
lights. The absolute mind, thenm, unites the
differences of -my mind and other people's,
but not as the abstract universal unites. .
The absolute mind 1is gn‘hlstoriaal whole of -
which mina is a part.

It follows, therefore. thax beoause we exist ag 1iving
beings; we carinot helt our experience at any point, ‘end still -
retain the privilege of stepping outslde it and estimating

ite worth or systematising ite completeneaa. Our very act

.of thinking upon it would ba adding tc 1te being, and. in

addition, modlfying the whole. And beoause knowledge 13
expariance of the mind, 1t must be lived. not studied. |

*.Therefore‘

there is and can be no. map oB knowledge, for

2 map means an. gbatract of the main’ features :
of & country; lald before the traveller. in
_advance of his experlence of the country 1tself.
‘Now no one can describe 1ife to a person who
stands on the threshold of lifes The maxims -
givén by age to youth are. valueless not because
age means nothing by them but because what it
means is just its own past 1ife. To youth .
sthey are empby wordss The life of the splirit
cannot be deseribed except by repeatinﬁsitzs

an account of it would Just be itself.,

Tha evolutLonary concept is to be seen upon every page
of Speculum hentis, and is txa nost meertant doctrine for us 
to bear in mind as we. examine the v1ew ox histovy ezpressad
therein. It gume up for us,‘at tnls early stage in Golling-
wood's thcubnt, tbose Variaub agpects of a phllosophical
jmetaoﬂ which he was lauer uo formulaﬁe in detaxl. ~And the

substance througn whlch evolutlon a8 a process. weveals 1tself
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18 the metaphysics of westernerVikization.( The absolute

presuppositions which have been reaponsible for European
culture taking the eourse it did are set before us amid
the full body of hiatorical awidence which presents their
effects. , o

,Manfs first etfbrts in the seﬁych for truth_wérg pelated, 
beging Collingwoed,,to-that'which,appealed‘za h1a.aesthe;ie
sense, .1n much the same fashlon as a child values the beautiful
over the-deformed;i The object whleh.was,beautifgi was worthy
of possession, ﬁas_true. in a sense, Such a criterien, the
mark of the aesthetic consclousness, marked the age of Hellenic
civilization. Beauty to the Greek was s quality to be sought
after, in art, education, physicel activityj the beautiful
was linked with perfectidngaefficieney, harmonys Like the
child, however, ﬁhe Greeks did not question the valfaity of
their criterion. _"Shoﬁld‘eomething be #a;ued bebausa it 18
beautiful?" is. a questien which simply did not ai'iae'.._ _People
do not doubt their presuppositionsj it never opcurs,ta them
to do so. Knowledge would be rendered meéningleﬂa if they
did« And when they finally do begin to question them, as

inevitably happens, it is an indication that presuppositions

off a slightly different kind are beginning to take;shape.‘

: These new presuppositions exist only implicitly at first, bux
‘a8 soon as tnay become powerful enough to influence the

_queationang activity of a people, they become explicit, and
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force the former absolute presuppesitions to hed¢me;rélative

presuppositions, At the preeiéé:momént'when'thé value of

‘the beautiful began to be questioned, it. ceéééd to exist as

an absolute presuppositian; It had been replaeed, Callingweod

~ points out, by the pestulatien of e religious symbol aa ‘the

explenation of all reallty. Tha<religiousﬂconseiousness,h34 
blosaamed out in the development of the abeolute mind.‘jv
This process of going behind the hypotheais 13 the true
method of metaphysics, and more than Qne thinker"of the past
reslized its significance, Plato lived atvavtime when one

absolute presupposition was g;ving way to aneﬁherg when the

":”very‘naﬁure of all Juﬂgments‘waa being questioned by>the

-"SOphists. In the 2 ;io he caught e gllmpsa of what was

happening, and in the method of dialectlo placed nls finger

uponAthe_pulse»ofithe ‘method which two ‘thousand years of

philosophy hes not yet suseeeded in fully discovering, The

" most dignificant element he diacueséd wes the “rémoving of

‘hypothesea" as inquiry'proeeede. By this he maant "eausing

 the rion-supposal of what had been supposed.f54

- The relig;ous oonsciousness was the characteriatioyfeature

-6f the Medieval Ages, and wasresponsible for what historians

have deseribed as the mediewal unity of mind. No matter what
one wished to do, 1t could be done with a feeling that a
purpose existed for it. Today there is a difference,

d; Metephysies, pe 158,
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One wishes to be an artist, ‘but there lis nothing
~for him to do as.an artist except to paint picturea
that nobody wants. Another wishes to devote his -

life to religion of philosophy, and he can only
preach sermons to which no one will listen or -
write books that no onw will buy. In the middle
ages the firdt would have worked happily et
missals or churches, the second would have
passed 1life in prayer and meditation, the third.
would have helped in someé nascent university to
create thet medievel logic which is stlll the
background of all our speechi~and thought. This
fact is so obvdous that some of our social
physicians are all for rewerting to a medieval
institutionalism and entrusting our welfare
to a system of guilds or a great international
Cathollic church or the like, thinking that our
individualism is the root of our troubles. This-
" is an error. Individuslism is a symptom, not & -
causej and the middle ages enjoyed that degree
of happiness and sucteas that was thelirs, not:
becguse of their 4dnstitutionalism, but because of
something gpey poasesseﬁ which made institutionalism
workable. ‘ i _ _

The "scmething which mad& institutlodalism workable waai

the special absolute presupposition of. the time.c In those .
days the church-was held to be. ofxaupreﬁe value, “God"?wag
| 8 symbol which was thought te be reality, conceived as - |
spirit. Thaught was st111 imagznatlon, had yet to beeome A
explicit as rational thought. The truth of‘the;relig:.oug_,
‘symbol was, therefore, néver questioned;; i# ¢1d not occtm
to anyone to_quesﬁion 1tg_su§h'was accepted by all, aﬁd-‘
1ife was integfatéd ébout’*he'church.v o
- In . thegﬁe iod of the Renaissance, however, ;he bbeékdﬁwn
came. Man beban to Zo behimd his postalatex, began to thlmk

about it. ,’hat pendered it valid“; of what wes it composed?
55 Gbiliagwpo@,_ gaau;gglggggis, p. 264
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‘ Observation and the general growth of knowledge had brought

;more faots to th&fsurfaoe, and rational thought 1ed to divlslcn,?’

!

and . 015331fication.~ The 1uua of syatems arose, and grad»

-ually the scientific conaciousness succeeded the religlouaa'

In the former themminﬂ was aoeustomedto regard thé unity of

God as standlng in perfeetly eelzncontained4independence

over against the reality of observed facts. Aﬁstractions

wore personifiedg the divine splrit was thought to invest ‘
all things, and 80 the suprenacy of Gad as the flnal aubhority
was oomplete' But in turaing to acxence,‘the mind movas

from. the 1ife of imagination to the life ef thnught. and

ceases to personify abstractions.saThis attltude is readily

observable in the tremendous qwing to en 1mpart1a1 concern

. for- suxenti;ic facts Wthh marked European thought frem the

time of Galileo onﬁards.. Such facts were henceforth to be

gonsidered for their own value, &part from any connection

with the religious or tae 1ife of. the spirit.
But in this gelfwrefornation the mxnd did not ge far
eaough. - ;t was the nineteenth'century befcre_the scientific

consciousnesS gave way to the historical conscliousness, and

‘the mind Begeh to stop abstracting facts. 'Tafabatr§ct is
to consider separately things that aré insepareblet to think

of,thé'universal,vfor instanee, without refdecting that it
is m@fely the universal of its particulars, and to assume

taat one uan xsalate it in thougat and study it in this

’oﬁa,_esﬂzuﬂaéﬁaﬂﬂﬁb Pe 159.




1solationa But 6ne cannot abstract‘without‘fhlsifying; |

The evolution of the bistorical cmnsciousness, ‘therefore,
was another advance in method, as well as a change in. thef
absolute presuppositions of & culture. Mankind, in his

1nterpretationga§%faa%s:gbegan to see escli one as naturally

and eseentially related ta.all the rest. The tendency to - |
"particmlarization was replaced by that of "1ndiv1dualization?.a‘;
A shartling example of Gellingwood’s position 1n this ragard
18 that no hietories, in the scientifie and avolubionary
~ sense in which we know them today, were praduced ‘until the
- ninetéenﬁh century. Man had nottthought'in such terms befereg'
fBut‘the full'reelization of thia~00nbsptinn paved,the.wéy .
for the collapse of the histor*cal consc&ouaness. Nan finelly
" began to conceive ﬁhat he Was an essentxal part of the ‘ppocess,
~and, if every new diseovery and activity affected tha meaning
of the whole,_then no sbsolute 1nt§rpretationfwould ever be
. possibles
esstlie realization that'history or perception

is an activity which affects 1lts own object in
such a way that the hope of discovering was _

elgentlich 5eschehen ist is foredoomed to
?ailure, Tg the breakdown of history, 1ts

collapse befcre an historical scepticism to

which there is no answer.57

" The philoscphical consciou%ness is thus the ﬁnevﬁtable
result. To think philosophleally, bouever, isg not to exclude
the other aspects which are taken ap into it. That period in

the developwant of the mind ‘in which ‘the aesthetic consciousness

57 “dllingwund,
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was dominant was not one in which the others were emcluded.

In every stage ‘all the forms are theres they .are reneated,

however, on higher and higher levels as one end then: another

becomes supreme. And to say that the twentleth century has .
ushered in the :reigh ofphiloseophy ie to say that we are - |
finelly brought face to faee with the problem of method.

iteelf, KXent, 7léng ago in Thé‘critique'discovered that

method and metaohyaics could net be separated, that one.was
esnential 'to the other, and both formedtthe proper. subjec%

matter of ppilosophy. 8 The objective viewpolnt,_the‘te ;Q

to set man 2nd his mind apart from the world end to begln

the search féf truth'by:a'conéideratiCn of the"great outslde’

A'W%ich was so Lmnresqive *n 1ts material va tness, had -

finally given way to o realizatlon that method ltself was -
‘part end parcsl" of the very goal of the guest. Thought

had returnéd upcﬁ itself,,had ceased to comtemplate the

L e?ternal‘object and had bezun to study the process by which

it came to be aware of such an objects thought had become
gelf-conecious, This is one def\nitlon of philosnphy.

A second is that 1t ig the self-liberation of thought from

all uncriticized assumptions, the determined effort to belleve

nothing except on Tirm and valid groﬁads, the pursult of

the ideal of knowledge as rational thﬂoumh‘and t%r0ugh¢ The

- first def‘nltlon defines phlilosophy by refprenﬂe to its

pocjsct* the secand by reference to ite: meﬁhaéégﬁThe first

58 Ci’.‘ Sum, 9. 14. !




48
opens the door for us to Céllingwood's conception of phil-
osbphical‘methOdfvﬁhe second places us upon»thefthreshold
teadlng to that door, couprised of two basic. steps: & "queste.
i@n-and-answer"Tlégib; developed by Géllingwooé; and_thé.

pregmetic” theory of ingquiry"; propounded by John' Dewey and

the devotees of thé'pragmatie method in philosophys .




CHAPTER IV
THO THEORIES OF LOGIC

- We have aeen.how 00111ngwaad's experience as a philosopher
and a historian had gradually led him to & rejeotﬁnn of |
propositional" logic, and to tha ‘belief t.hat the only 'orue
method of 1nqu1ry was through a medium or eomplex ecnaist~
1n5 ‘of questions and ansvers. It 1s useless, he argued, :]

to attempt to find answers ta questiona which do not arise.

" in the ceurse of on»‘s experiencey and, from the opposite

slde, he realized that mest questions do 1eg1timately ariae

from somathing, and that every statement or proposltian we

”make is mede as the answer to gome question» our attention,

then, shoula not be devoted to a consi@eratlon of the form

of the proposition and its sbsolute truth or falsity, but te

an‘attempt to dlascover what question geve rise to it, for :

'only in relation to this gquestion can the truth of the prop- -

~ osition be determined.

Collingwood sets forth three general conditions concerning

theiquestionéanswervcompleX¢ First, "each question,ana each
‘anewer in a given complex had to be relevant or épnropblate._

" had to 'belong' ‘both to the whole and to the place it occupied"

in the. whole."s Secondly, each que:stion had to arise'g

there mvet be that about it whose absense we condemn when we

60 Gallinswnada éaﬁakégzzezaxa Po 30,
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refuse to answer e quaation,onﬁtha 5rouhd‘that4it“'doesn't
arise'”. Finally, “each answér.mﬁst be the 'right' answer
to the question it professes to answers |

The last mentibned cendltien gives rise to = disoussion_ ,
of that question which seema ta lie behind. all philesophies,"
and wh¢ch is the maln cangern of the present eesay, the
question: "vWhat 15 truth?" cellingwood distingulahes
between a "right" answer and a "true answer.‘ The “right"”
answer, he maintains. is "the answer which enables us to get'
ghead with the pregess of queat.ioning a.nd answerfmg" 61 The.
riaht answer tm a question may therefora be false, If ong‘
is followlng a "false scent" in order to prove a point o

| (method of reductlo ad absurdum), or simply throuuh an |
unawarene“s that one’ s premlses are false, the fight answer;
the one which logically fallews, ig usvally false. When
a prOposition is aalled"true", on the other hand, it 1mplies
four thi.ngs. ‘

(a) the prop031txon belongs to a questlon-and-answer
complex which as a whole ig "true" in the rboper sense of
the word; | | -

 (b)Awithiﬁ'this complex it ié*an ;nswer to a certgin,quﬁatioﬁ;f

(¢) the question is what we Qfdinarilylcall a sensible or
intelligeﬁt quesiion, nthansilly one.‘or in Collingﬁqbd*e
‘Lermin¢ology it arlses | o

, (d) Lhﬂ proposltien ig the “rig L answer to thaﬁ‘qussticn.
e o colme.,wood, Autobiography, pe 30 B
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. AS Collingwood proceeds to point out, the whole complex
hangs”uponvthefbazlchueszionfthe prcpdsitioﬁ.was.intende&
to angwer. Only when this questien 19 ‘known cen we proceed
to stamp. the proposition as true or false. And»even if a
proposition is true'fit can'bevmade to appear felse byLéésumingv
it to be the anawer to a question to whieh it would be the
wrong answerg similarly. a sighificant prepeeition would
seem‘tc~be,mean1ngless if & person convinced himselfﬂthat;ig
wes intended ag the anSWér to a queatiqn_Whicﬁ it fails to
"answer et all, rightly aé-qrons1y¢‘ Ve musat; théreforeg'gé;,
, Sehind'allvpropoéitions to the questions which.gaweiriaelté_ .
.them; and such a procees is hisﬁorical. .Again we seelthé‘
‘inseparatle ik between philesophy and historys: Vs Plate |
: r&ght or waes Hobbee right in propoelng e theory of the state?
if we consider ‘the questions they were proposing to answer,
>:‘we nay see Lhat both vwere rlght. Th;s,la the ouly true method
of atudylng the pastse It is senséless to‘oompare P1a£¢ ﬁ1th-
'Hobbes.qand ask'”Wh@‘is'neafer”the truth?" for they were
f maVLng in défrerent quest lon-gnsWer compleXess |
If wo now carry our examination a little further, and go
‘betind the complex itself, we @1ght raise a question ag to
ﬁhe first coh&ition'given:by Collingwood in discusgsing ﬁhe‘i
truth dr'a prbposition;--ﬁcw:do.we know when aqcomplex'“ag a
whole is 'true' in the proper sense of the word"? ﬁhaﬁgis
our‘criterion?i doliingwoodfs answer would be, we think, that"

Es
3

~a-complex is "true" if it arises as a problem in our experiences ;- . -
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if my cér éﬂopé'en the réad'thé'quéstibh’ariées} “ﬁhattia!

the trouble?". and we have the besis for a complex ef 1nqu1ry.
Such en answer brings us very near to another modern theary

of logic, a tbeory which, we think, Coll ingwood fellows

hvery clesely, even thaugh he is unconscious of it, That

theory is John Dewey 8 1egic of 1nqu¢ry, and we shall new
censider it 1n some detail. after ‘whieh 1te affinities with
Collingwaod will be p@inted out, o ' -

The supremaéy’of method déuld-well be the title éi#ani 
to the chapter which Americen pregmetism hes written into the
history af philosdpﬁji Metaphysice, for it, has fallén into

" the background end almost the sole content of ohilosophy has

become method itsslf.

Te those who know him by his less teobnical writings.'

.John Dewey appears as a greet morallist and edusater..,v

But his basic doctrines end most fundsmental contré-

‘butions have been in the field of logic. Logic has

been his primsry inteéllectuel *nnerakt for mope than

forty years, It is safe to predict that his piace

in the history of science =~ broadly conceived ==

~will depend upon the influence his conception of

logic as the theory of inquiry will exeroise upon
Jbsequent generations, ™ ] :

In Dewey's axperlence we cen deﬁect a Siﬂllafiby to that

.of Collingwoods 'He‘tqo, early in life, felt a gfowing

distaste of traditional logic and the need for an "inquiry=

- context" to be. piacsd ah the cnntre of our principles of.

and
reasoning, Thn purpsse oekind our actions,Auhurexore our .

tuoughtq, is what lends meanlng to them, and we. should

A S1dney Tiook, dokn n Irbe: legtuel Porbrait (New Yorks John nay‘
999’ 1939)’ Pe 880 ‘
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therefore coneentrate upon the relationship of logic to
eur delly experience. . In speaking of the types of. older
epistemological tbeory, he wrlites:

.eeseaCh type represénts a selective extraction
of some conditions and some fachora out of the

. actual pattern of controlled inquiry..s.this 7
borrowing is what gives them their plausibility
and appeal, while the source of thelpr invalidity
is arbitrary isolation of the elements selected
from the inguiryécontext in which they functions
They will not be. ceriticized, then, on the ground
that they violate all conditions of inquiry as
means of obtaining knowledge, hut on the ground
that the selections are so one-slided ag to ignore:
and thereby virtually deny other conditions which

- give those that are selected their cognitive force

and which also prescribe the limits’ under which '

o % "the selected e‘ewents Valldly apply.

 With the "theory of. ¢nqu¢ry a8 nropoand 5@ by Dowey, nan'sg

~quest for truth has conplpted a complete revolution in

- methods Dewey tnslsts that we must begin with the "1nnar”,
- with our own experiencs, with prob blema as uh@y srise in the
- courge of 1iving, and begin our qaesuionings from what We

" know of the worl& 88 we have experienoed it In ;he languasge .

of Collinswood, Dewey would say thet questions which consern

'fihe ultimate nature of the univefee gimply do not srigej it

is seﬁselésztQ ask them. The focussing of attention upon

the individual slso ylelds us e basic insight into the new

logie, and it is this: the realization that thinking makéa_a
diffﬁverceaséThe ‘world, in‘sd far as we. know 1it, is man's

‘ World, and he has the poueA to ch anbe 1t (egain, as far as

he ig coneerned) in ohe process of knowinn ite

63 Jahn Dm, QE. G&'ﬁ.g Be 514;
64 Sidney Hoak, 9Ps. Gi'h.; Pe 69¢
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Let us begin by considering ideas. For Dewey an idea
ig a plan of aotion._;es It originates in our minds only
because we are faced with a problem, and are forced to o
some responding action. Also, an idea always originates
in an “exietential inquiry" pattern, l.e., nature and
mind are slways together, and an idea is a product of
their interaction. | |
Thought 1s as much an inquiry into the micros-
copic and stable conditions of nature, which
heve been settled in nature before they have
- been settled in us, as thought 13 a recon-
structionm of groae experience.
And because ideas arise 1n the ex&etential pattern, the
resulta whioh determine their nature, or the actions which
follow from them, also are te be seen- 1n the complete
situation. and not in any one part of it, abstracted from
‘the wholea. That is to say, the nature of an 1dea is not
to be determined by merely think;ng about 1it; rather, ite
value is to be determined by observing the kind of actlon
it leads to..
Ideas, therefore, never create what they act
upon although a new creation may be the con-
sequence of their action. When there is no
relevant speciflable difference in the kind
of actions that follow from entertaining two
ideas, the ideas are loglcally one and the
same, even though they sound different; when
specifiable differences are observable, 1ldeas

are loglically different, even when they sound
alike, 9

~

The quesiiehn of the relation of thought to reslity 1s

thue accepted a8 central by the pragmatist, and he endeavors

65 Sidney Hoek¢ 0Pa Giteg Do 536 . T ‘ =
‘66 Donald 4, Piatt, "Deway's Lngieal Theery ,.Jeyg SWeY e ad. Punl A.

Sehilpp ig Library of Livin® Philosopheis (Lvenston end Chicagos Horthe

western Univereity Prossy 1939); pe 109,
67 Sidney Hooks 108, Gite
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to anéwer-it in the operational and situatibnal context
through' which the questions obteins lntelllgible meaning
and 1s capable of being anawered.6 The common sense world
in which people aot, therefore, forms the.startlng point
for Dewey, and here we deteot an affinity with Callingwocd.
The latter, too, thouzht that there would be no sush.thing
ae inquiry apart from a world of human experience whidh:géve
rise to-probiema;‘aotual'and necesgsary presuppos;tions are
prerequisite fof 1ﬁquiry. |

We thus have ideas as pians of aeticn arlsing out of
our contact with the common Sense warld.~ But all plans ere
relevant to some problem. and. 1n the;caue of an 1dea, the
question arises: :What.problem?": The answer depends upon
"the particular difficulties out of which :problems arise
and the,particular4purposesgwhich are being frustrated by
the difficulties."®

This concenzration upon the particular problem at hand
also forms the keystone in Collingwood's logic{ If his car,
fdr}insﬁanqe,vfails to climb a,steep~h111,:tp9 p:pblem which
arises—for Him concerns the cause of the stoﬁpage. A passerby'
may say that. it 1s because the top of the hill is farther
" from ths earth's centre. than the bottom. This proposltion.
however, is meaningless, for it does not ald in solving the

problem. A mechanic might 1ift up the hood, examine the

_motor, and notice that only three cylinders were wbiRRA

™GB Piatt, ops ibe, be 11% | -
69 Haok, oPe Gitey p.'bw; .
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This would be a relevant answer to the guestion, and the
right anéwer,'foriit would enable.the motorist to remedy
the trouble and proceed with his journey.
In taking such a view Collingwood is. definitely pragmatlc.
eriterion
The fundamenma;npf truth for Dewey is whether or not a
propcaitiqn "wqua,, or is successful. If a theéry or an .
hypothesisﬁsuoceedé in_axplaining phenomena, or in solving
problems which heve arisen, it is true;. if it fails, it 1s
false, Sﬁch e oriterion 1s a.direct result of the intrusion
6f scientific method into phllosophy.' Inseparately_linked
withiit;is‘angthar element which we slso find in Collingwood,
and that is the d&dea of continuity or progress. - Aggﬂell gs
‘being the answer which "wqua?, a s;atemen&;gif it is to be
" true, must lead to further indﬁiry; iﬁ,mus£ allew us to proceed ;
with the prbcass“of,disedmery, Dewey atresses this element
Wsc.muoh that the term "warpanted gssertibility“ 1s4used.
1natead of"truth", Thb statement that a proposition is tfue
means only that it warrants’ further assertion, or is coherent
| with a system of,reaspnlng within,the existential situatlon.
Such arsyéteﬁ ig continuous in the sense that further inquiry
follows naturally from the aasertion of the propositions
COIIingwood has nropounded a. similar theorys Ve have seen
that the fourth of hleicondit;ongrfor a proposition to be
true is that it must be the righg answer, '8nd the right

answer 15, for him, the one which enables us to “get ahead”
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with the. procass of quesnioning and answering. 'Both phil;
oeophies, therefore, recognize the prime role played by the

existential situatio 'y and the necessity of not abstracting
the pattern of 1nqu1ry from it.

Pragmatism recognizes the mind-matter duallsm 1n the

world, a. reoognition whioh is really implied in the positing '

‘of the existent.lal situe.tion as the basls for the pattern
of inquiry.s But what the epistemological dualist mistakea
usually for a dualiam of mind and nature as independent B : '
substances, the pragmatist aoknowledges as a dualism within
the wor1d”® The sltuatlon existsj 1t must not be denied
.importance 1n determining Judgment‘ But the 1ndlv1dua1, or
"the mind, also exists as 2 determining factor. and 1t ggggg
from the situation data depending upon biological, psycholog~
1cal, and cultural eonditlens. Suppose, for example,‘an

animal is resting in the gress and 1t scents gnother animal

.upon which it usually preys, The,former nay conminue‘resting
and take little note of the presence of its prey. But 1f 1tf}

is hungry, the data taken from the gituation may be. entirely
'dlfferent.__

The particular sensory excitat.ion occurs, but it

is coordinated with a larfer number of other organic
processes «- those of lts digestive and eirculatory
organs and its neuro-muscular system, autonomic,
proprioceptor and eentral. This coordimation, which
is a state of the total organism, constitutes a "
stimulus. The difference between this condition
(whatever name it be called by) and a specific
seneory excitation, 1s enormouss * :

g £ . ,,“_g Pe 30s
e by ODg G to, Pe 1140 '

EXY



, | , 58
This example illustrates a blokogical im‘l,henee, The
_example of the car from Collingwood reveals a psychological
influence, for all his actlons were gulded or influenced f
by the prbblem‘ariaihg frem,thé'stbpping of the)vehiele.:
The data which one takes from a éituation mey vary greatly,
ﬁhérefdre; from time to time;,:_ )
Far}the?realist, any expefienée 1skknawledge; for the
' pragmatiai’there must be & prbblém which is capable of
baing solved through the transformatian of the sibuation
due to inquiry. - |
Inquiry is the controlled or ﬁlrected transformation
of an indeterminate situation into one that is flo
determinate in its constituent distinctions and re-
lations a8 to convert the elements of the original
situation into e unified wholeﬁ@ S o
- Things, therefore, acquired through immediate experience‘:
are not affalrs of knowledge. becauae there. ean‘be no question

) abeut thelr occurrence for thought to raise, no doubt that

they exist as theﬁiq";’

Experience 13 not a8 knowing experienoe save as
there is in the existential situation experienced
something dublious or problematic, calling for
Jjudgment, about and hence inqudry into the meaning
(not the existence) of the situation. Inquiry.
passes. into knowledge or rather Warrantad,assertion
when inference from features of the situstion .
taken as date or signs is actively followed out
to other existential occurrences signifled, in
such a way that the initlal dubious situation
becomes reconstituted and settleds Only relative
to other natural events is the initial perceived
situation cognitive or problematie 75

3 Bertrand Eussall, "Dewey's New Logie", John Dawey, ed Sthlpp, g. 3..
PB P&aﬁ 7 QQ cit.g Da 117, '
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At thls point Russell raises an objection. He points
out that no cfiﬁeﬁién‘is given for measuring the‘é#teh& of
the situations The pruﬁlem which gives rise to 1nquify'has
to do with a'eiﬁuationkwhiéhvis defined as "a quélifiea ;

existential whole which is unique”. But how 1argé must it

be tc'fulfil.thig_cdnditien? _Apparently the pragmatist 18
forced to admitﬂtﬁé‘whole universe, which leads io‘Bradley's

conception that every. judgment qualifies reelity as a whole.

Russell's realism, however, is confusing the iseue._fﬁéwej,"

in ingisting upon the centrality in the pattern of 1nquiﬁy'

of the éxistential matrix impliesthat'thé"largeness“ of thé
situatien is to be determined by the truth we are seeming
fory the effect we desire determines the data we take.
Collingwood is pne with Dewey here, and we may take an

illuetration from the former to reveal the latter 8 meanlng.

If a car stops on a hillside, the "situathon' includee only ‘
those aspects of the trouble which, if. "1nquired" into, or

'suocasefully investigated, will yield to the motorist the

power of startlng the motor again.;‘lt seems te us that
Russell has forgotten that all experience is not knowledge
for Dewey, as it is for: the reallist. 7

The orgenic unity which exists betwéén the quéétiéh and

the answer, the problem and the aolution in the thesry of

'-inquiry leads directly to anothsr basie dlfference between

it and traditional logicw {Logieal forms are not imposed
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upen propositions from without; rather "all logical. forma,e
with thelr characteristic propertias, arise within the
operation of inquiry and are concerned with the control of
inquiry so that it may yleld warranted aeeertions w76
Pragmatism thus does. not rejeot 1eg;cal principles, but
merely reconceivee their erigin in terns of. Pierce 8 guiding

or 1eading prineiplea. The methed is regarded asheupreme,’

and the w ®way of doing a. thing becomes indispenseble to what

is’ doneﬁvthls implies that. 1ogio 'is a progressive discipline{f“

and that ite subject matterg}s determined operationally. :

"‘Logical forma are generalizaﬁﬁone ef the nature of. the means

which must be employed if assertibility ;s to bevattained ae
an enda This, in turn, implies that logic 1s a naturslistic

theory, and a aocial disciplinez language becomes the "drese

of thought, not that without which “thought" cannot be.

Finally, Dewey' e:posltion renders logic autonomeue, inasmuch

as it doesn't rest upon a metaphyeies or an epiatemology;

' 1t is sufficient in itself.

‘Let us now coneider the pragmetic pattern of 1nquiry
and polnt eut its elese resemblanpe to,collingwaed?s logic

of question end answer. The first step is to begin with

‘@ specific situation which 1s objectively determinate, and:

thefseeendfereceede to the discovery of what constitutes the

prOblem., So far we have mereky been discovering the locatien

of the troubln, or determining, as collingweod would . say,

75 Dmy’ b ;0‘5.'5., PQ. 3"40

%EEL: Pe 13 '
£. Hook, gg,_g_gt__.. PPe 95-964
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whgt,quespion~?aelarisen;, As.a third step, the pregmatist
entertains‘relgvant ideas éa posslble ways of selving‘the
‘problen; Collingwood, too, proceeds to consider the relévant
possibilities. Fourthly, the pragmatist formulates the
entertained hypothesis, formulsted in a proposition, into
8 8ot of'gquivalent,ﬁeopgsitionsmand by a process of
.reasoningf?tracketdown# the relevant‘ideag ,ThedeXperiment
is then perfobﬁedg,tha idea is tested, end 1f successful,

" 1t 1is true, The#, as a final step, the difflcultles are
settied'out of which the problem has srisen. This again is
similar to. the manner in which Collingwood remedies the
tpoublevafterv?hittlng upon” the relevant questlion. w1th;‘
both theories, ihe fact that thinking makes a difference

is recognized as fundamentalg . Inquiry should exdést in order
té.Serve-some,purpoée¢ For both this purpose 1ls the solution
of the difficulties which arise in humen experience, In

‘ addiﬁion, for Collingwood, we have seen that it is to ggih

‘a self-knowledge of mind in the beliefithat‘suah knowledge

i essentlal to the full realization of our capabllities.




. CHAPTER V
~ "PHILOSOPHICAL METHOD"

It may ﬁe tiaﬁ Gollingwoéd may never stand in the list
ef'séeat and prdéen,éhilosophera, snd that the mldtsﬁef
time may engulf his'memorylbéfere nis contribution to the
Amethed of inquiry hés beénffully recognizea. It may be,
'tee, that the vast majority of his writings are destined
to be Justly fersotten. for the earlier ones were mainly
aids to his own thinking,. and the later ones were the
produot of a man wheae powers were being sapped by ﬁll 1
health., One work, however, written just before hie powers
began to fail, stands supreme:: as hls greatest anﬁ ig one |
whioh pfamiﬁeavto teke its piace‘aa a lasting GOntribution
to phileaophical_theof&. That work is Philosophical Methqd.

’published in 1933, It represents the cnlminatiéh“of"the
‘development of a method in the suthor's mlnd, and representa
'his position more than in eny other single work. The chief
thing Callingwood was to give to philosophy was a methcd. and
this is his own full statement of it. Method seemed to be
_of first importance to him always, and it seems as if the
Gods had been!kind in allowing him to»produce'hia,gréateaﬁ
work befoére iilnesé began to shérteh»hisAlifea Profeésor
T.M.Knox has called hiloso ohical Method a"philosophical

alaaslc". and sayst
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In Ehe Ldea of Nature Collingwood laid down hls'
his own test for detecting the grestness of a A
philosopher. The grand manner in pRilosophy
‘Yis the mark of a mind whlch has its phllosophical -
material properly controlled and digested.
It is thus based on width and steadiness of
outlook upon its subjectematterj...it is =
narked by caluness of temper and candour of
statement, no difficulties being concealed -
and nothing set down in malice or passion.
All great philosophers heve this calmness -
of mind, 21) passion spent by the time their
- vision 1is clear,; end they write a8 if they sew
" things from a mountain<top, That is ‘the -
~ tone whieh distinguishes a great phlloaopher;
‘& wrlter who lacks 1t may or msy not be’
worth readlng. but he certainly falls ahert
~of greatness.' Judged by this test there 18
only one book of Collingwood's which could
be called great, nemely the Essay on Philo-
%%gai*al Method, .though 1t must be added -
it the same philosophical temper is to be feund
in most of Ehe Idea of Nature and The Ide
of Historye.ssl was fortified in it (this.
opinion) by seeing a letter about the book
from Alexander to Collingwood and, some years
later, by a talk with Joachim; who described
the Ess %bphiloeophical work 'of the
first order',

Collingwood's own desoription of his work is simple end
st.ra.igmaforwgmz

By this time I had in my hesd a great
deal which I believed the public would value;
and the only way of giving it to the public
wag by writing books. On thls, therefore,

1 decided. to.spend my.leiaure; and plenned

& series, to begin with An Essg 1
ogsophical Method. This I wrote dur
long illness in 1932, It is my best bcok

in matterj in style, I may ocell it my.

only book, for it is the only one I. ever
had the time to finish as well as I knew
”~f‘hsw, ‘instead of leaving At in a mnre or :
less, rough atate. " , ) S

79 A.E.Kﬁazg Preface to’ Colling%ood,
€0 Gollzngwood, Aunabzography, Pe 80

!
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| . ' Philosophy, in being concerned with truth as such, and
this or that truth, is concerned with somethlng which 19
universal. It thus resembles science, for ecience also
_ deals with universal lawsg an@,conceppg, This would perhaps
| validate the_qxtension ofaacientific method tp philosophy,

whioh."aa'we heve seen, 80 dominates the prasmatist sch@ol;v
But 00111ngWOod,,avep though the originator of a lpgic‘whicg
bears a close relationship to that of Dewey, 1sffgrgfro§‘.
be_ixig é.z;"‘a'dv.océﬁ‘e of scientiflc methods It 1s; in fect,
"ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%dﬁstinctiéﬁ'betﬁeen the subject matter of sclence
end philoeophy end the methoda peeuliar to the 1ﬁvestigation
of each that the ehief oharacteriatics of Eﬁéﬁphilosophical
.. method rest.afs }5“ o |
| To begin ﬁith, traditional logic regards the concept
as uniting a_numb@r of differant things into a olaes, The
division ni,élearﬁcut and well-defined, being based upon
two distinet kinds of plurellty, that of individual instanceé
and that of specific differentistion.  The ckess of "trees"
for example, unites éll those objects that have thé'esaential
propertiea of,a”treef consideration of specdfic differentiatioaaf'
would then léad to abfurther.dtfisiOnzinﬁo varlousykinds 3
| of trees, such as oak, elm, maple, etc.’;In the former the
concept is general. and in the 1at.ter it is generic, 82 Suéh
o~ - a treatment euffices in the realm of exact science; but in

R ' philosophy it fails, claims 00111ngwood. 'The concepts of

. : ' 81 Colliugvmcé, P!hlosophicg}____gg_,p. 264
82 Ibidey De 4Be
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philoaéphy are of a different nature. "The specific ciaeées
of a philoaophical genus do not exclude one another, they
overlap one another.: This overlap is not enceptional. it
igs normal; end it is not nsglisible in extent; 1t may reach
formidable dﬁmeneions‘“aaThe classificatory systeﬁ, therefore, |
cannot strictly be applied to d subject matter which refuses |
abaolute division. Aristotle long. ago shouad that goodness
was a concept which did not fit into the system of elassifl-
cation. | o |
| Examples are to be found sverywheres. . Judgmenta;»for‘
instance, heve been classified as afflrmative and negative,
upon the aseumptien that the two classes are mutually |
exclusive. Such an assumptian is false. however, for all
negative Judgmente contain an affirmative element, and all
- affirmative Judgmehts & negative element., '

If I say that my watch has atopped. I %oth ’
affirm that its mechanism 1s at rest andat
 deny that it is in motlonj but this 1is not
a compound statement mede up of one affirm=
ative and one negative propoaltion; I am
making one statement, not two, and that
statement is both the affirmation of
thing and the denial;ef ite opposites ,
The theoryAOf overlapping cOnoepﬁs)la carried into thg\fields
- of logicqgnﬁ of eth;cég%sweil. and in both it 1s seen that
an overlapplng is prasent. .
'In assuming that claases averlap, however; there ere
dangera which must be .avolded. Ve mey, oonneive cf the
55 phicel jd, Pe 31e
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overlapping a8 having a deflni e mangin beyond which it |
fails to spread. This is to fell into the fallaoy‘gf
. précaridus,margins, fer'”Oncé the;overlap is admitte& in
principle, there is no ground for aséuming that it will
stop at'any particular paint'”s?fheniagain, the recognition
ofhthis principle maygleaa to the fallagy of identified L
- eoincidents, in thap all‘éoncepts may be concelved ef'aa -

’bélng the same, when they are really different¢88
| ~ The, nature of the adbject matter of philosophy; therefore,
necessitates the realization that it cannot be eoncetved -
as an aggregete of parta n@r as admitting the applieation f‘
of ‘a" 015891flcatery eystem; the elementa of an obJect of
philosophical thought cannoh ‘be coneeived cf as separEble.
Implied toe. ig a continuous revision of method.

' A principle of method is neceaﬂarily prov;sienal.
To commit oneself to it at the beginning of one's
inquiries, ss a caste~iron rule to be followed,:
come what may, in every possible varilety of
problem and subject-matter, would be foreign
to the whole spirit ofphilosophical thinking.

- Thinking philosophiceally, whatever else it .
means, means constantly revising one's starting-
point in the light of one's conclusions and
never allowing oneself t% be oontrolled by any
cagt-iron rule whatever»

In exect scilence we often nctice a double change occuring
| in the subject matter of our investigation¢ If we apply
heat to ice, the result is:'a change in temperasture and a
change fPOm-a golid to-a liquidj a.chahge in both degree

and kind hes been effecteds ~ Systems which revesl this

87 qulingwnad, Phlleso hicad Lethods ps 484
88 Ibidsy De S -
89 Ibid., P 52
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charaeteristie uollingwood calls & “scale of forms". 90

Such a peculiar,doyble characteristic forma a property

of‘philosbphidal'concepts as well, but not in the same

fashion as in the above example., .In the nonsphilosophical

_instance the variable (the temperature) was aomething

extraneoue'to the generie essence (the water);'in a

“philasophical sacle of forma, the variable is ldentified

' with the generic esaenee itself‘"glA difficultj which

seens t6 rise is that the,lewer.forms would»qgt-bg”speciesb

of the genus at all, except in a very iowidégrée.lfDoes

the philosophical scale of forms, then, explain the overlap
of classen? The ‘answer is yes, ir the speeles are oppositea°

no, if they_are_dlstinctsa The former wcgld 1mp1yv¢ zero '

and infinity ends of the scele. An objectlon to this as.

a oriterion is the fact that e non-philosophlvel scale of
forms has the seme characteristic. Further 1nvegtigation
revesals, thtea‘éolliﬂgwood.Athat_in philosophical‘concepps_
opposition and diétiﬁétian,cbmbine to fqrm d,peéﬁliar type
of double characteristic =- thus only one set cffdifferencea

exists. The difficulty eoneerning'the phileséphical sceale

of forme is thus removed.

" To sum up. Differences of degree and dlfferences
of kind, which in non-philosophical thought
cen be disentangled from one another, are in
phlilosophy fused into a new type of difference
uniting the characteristics of boths Distinction
and opposition, which in non-philosophical
thought are two mutually exclusive kinds of

90 Goalinguao&,
91 Ibidey D 606
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felatidn,'in ph11090phy coalesce into one,
80 that what seems at first sight a mere
" opposition =- the relation, that is, between
a term and its own absence == turns out to
be also a dggtlnction between two terms and
viee versa. ‘ ,

‘Let us apply thils to the concep% of goodness. An act
which poeseases a low degree and kind of goodneee 15 Jusﬁ
a8 much en act as one which possesses a higher degree and
kind of goodness.‘,But_it is.not merely a 1qw type of
goodness} 1t 1s bad, and the opposite of good,  ve must
also remember that, bad as the sct is, there is a certain
amount of goodnels in it, that it is goed within its own
~ special 11mitsa In thia sense, 1t 15 distinct from the -
Ahigber form of goodness. We thus have both opposition and
distinction involved in. ‘the philoeophical concept.

. The overlap of classes in the scale gives rise to one of
‘the most significant doctrines of pollingwood’s ﬁhilésophical
‘method, ‘Thie is the conception'that each term in the scale
gums up the whole scale to that poinx. The lower ls always
included in the higher, This is an outgrowth of his.theory
of incapsulstion in history, is another 1ndication'that v‘
Collingwood is applying the historical method to philosophy..
~The negative element which is left behind in the '19£:ar form
is the affirmation that 1t is a full answerj the developmegt
to the higher form naveala-that,there exists something which

wasn't taken account of. The higher overlaps the lower

92 Coll.!.ng;uood, Philo onh:.cal me'i;hod, Pe '76.
93 Ibid., Po 89.




69

. ‘ | because it includes the positive content of the lower as

& constituent element within itselfj the lower'overlaps the
higher in that it adopts part of'theﬂpositive contenﬁiof
the higher, while rejecting enother part -~ for it, the
new which the‘higher ﬁaé'added is simply superfiuoua~and .

‘unheeeésarya The acale of forma reveals to us more- clearly

what is. meant by an overlap of classes.
The overlap consists in this, that the lower
is conBained in the higher, the higher transs
cending the lower and adding tec it something new,
~ whereas the lower partially coincides with the
higher, but differs from it in rejecting this
increment. Thus the overbap is. essentlally not, .
~as we took 1t to be in our first rough survey of
the ground, an overlap of extension between
classes, but gn overlap of intension betweon -
concepts, each in its degree a specification
of thelr generic essence, but each eumbo gging
it more adequately than the one belows
Collingwood proceeds to consider the majop implications
of his theopy of philosophical method and the view of .
philosophical subject matter contalned therein, The first
of these is the problem of definition. To define means to .
fix limits, not in the sense of making abaolutely definite.
what was . absolutely indefinite but in making more definite
'what waa to some . extent definite already‘ -In exact seiencer
,abaolute definition is possible, The eseenbe of g:tbing‘is
is capable of,being sharplmucutworf from:itshproperties. and
en equally sharp line is draﬁnubetween_knbwing.anavnet knowing.

in philosophy. however, no such distinction is possible.

~9i ca:.ungmod.

4y Ds 915
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The properties of a concept are the elements which constitnte
ité essence, and a definition must be the.wholé~expoeltioﬁ
of the éoncept. "Essence and property are two,spediés of
‘sttribute, and definitions and theorems are two corresponding
- specles of»éxpOSiﬁidn?gs There is also no absolute difference
between knowing ahd,hot knowing‘a philosophical concept}
we must distinguish between knowing better'and khowing '
worse instead of knowing and not knowings, We see, therefore,
that definition,in philesephy fésembles deseriptien in
| empirical sclences
The lmplications for. philosophiaal Judgment affect both
relatiqns of quality and qpantityg In respect of_the former;
3we.find two principles, following from the pwq divisians ‘
of quiallty which are ﬁraditioﬁally made <= affirmatlve-and
negétives The first is the principle of ccncrete negation,
the rule that every negationilmplies an afflrmatien. To
neglect thig,xe te<cemm1t the fallacy,gf abetraqt negation;
Similarly the rule that every sffirmation contains e denisl
is celled. the pbinciple of cbncrete affirmation;'and follewing
-from it is a. oorresponding fallacy of. abstract affirmatlion,
If, for ‘example, I .say that my pen has ' Ceased. to write, I am
denying that it continues to write. Ax the same,tlme, however,
I em affirming that it is out of ink. Te neglect the latter ”

would be to commit the fallacy of abstract neﬂation. The

afflrmation gives 'ooimh ,ta my ‘denisl by indicatinly\

’M.‘w

95 comngma', g
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what it was meant to deny. We note, in this pegard, the
difference between a philosophical statement and a non- -
philosophical one, As an example of the latter we might
choose: "This chair is brown." Something is being deniled
here, but no particular error is implled. It is not denied
gepecificelly that the ehair is blue, green, red, etc.

Thus a non-philosophical judgment, when it
affirms, denies indiscriminately all the
Judgements incompatible with itj a phileo«
sophical Judgement, when it affirms, picks
out some one 1nnompatible Judgement.,, focusses
itself on the denial of that, and by thés
deniel comes to focus or defline its own
pregise slgnificance,98
In respect of quantity, Géllingwaod points out that'the'
species uitiversal, particular and singular all naturally :
overlap in judgnents of philosephy. All three forms of
etrucyure co-exist and it is fallacious te conslder any

one type.by itself.

 If wé pause for a moment to place Collingwood's theory
of philosqphical.method,besidemnewey’é theory‘of inquiry.
we shall see;'aé.in our eonsideration of the former's logic

of questlon afid anawer, marked slmilarities to the method

‘1  of pragmatisme - The evclutionary oanception 19, again, an

obvious palnt of regemblance, and is oharaoteristmc of both
thin&ers because it is a natural attribute of any syetem

'which finds 1ts roots in a reaetlon to traditional. logic

~55 Goliing
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and_thew#réakist"«viewpoint; In neither theony.is.khOW; |
ledge conceived of as an abéolute,something,,but:rathérﬁJ:

- a8 an ekement whiqh*gfows a8 the search or the 1nqﬁiry;gt
is carried forwar_d;3 Anft the inquiry. is made»frqmvbfbbiéﬁg
. .arising out of . men's experience, not fbomvabstract gehér—
1izationa ceneerning elements outside of experience.  ‘§ \
~Knowledge has truth value in so far as it leads to further
inquiry._to,a fuller and more complete conception of what
we might call the goal of our search. But the method of
that aearch is histerical; the inner must be allowed to
develop, as man gradually grawa to a fuller knowledge of
the uamverse in whieh he 11?35.,

In another sense. however, Collingwood differs from
Dewey. Those thinzs which form the subject matter of
» philosophy are not of the same kind asuthese with which
science deals, . The scienzific method in Dewey has been
replacéd by the historical method in Collingwood, a stap }
whieh, in Ccllingwood'a own conaeptian of history. repreaents
| an advance. Scientific method involvea a theory of elaaa~,
ification and definition which cennot be epplied to phil-
- osophical subject natter, e.s-_collingwaqd ‘hes .ée;feg’ully'
‘revesled in the exposition of his philosophical methods But
we have sean}that in so farAas]Dewey uses the'mgthéd of .
science as a method of inquiry, he mekes an_"histérical“

uge of it, a fact which serves to keep the pragmatist
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within qulingwood's philbsgﬁhigal fleld. .
. The importantielemeﬁt for our present cohsideratién;‘
s the‘mannér in whichfgruth is eataplished,»andithe~can-
ception of that. trﬁth) Dewey and Collingweod agree. upéh}‘

the. former, for both insist that our starting peint 15 the
| relevanb problem at hand, and the true proposition 15
that which solves,eur problem or answers.our question by
allOWiﬁé'ua to proceed with\the‘proqeés. As for the cone
v_ceptioniof.the,trhth,eata@lished, however, we can detect a
differenee; For Dewey thé truﬁh‘value of a proposition |
dependa upon the success which attends its applicationg

nis is a phiioéophy,of*action in,the gocialvenéﬁronment,‘fl
and the existential matrix of inqi;iry is alﬁaye,ixi the |
 foregﬁéunq, Collingwood requires that a true proposition
”be«pne_which enables him "to get ahead with the process of‘
questioning aﬁd answering”,.but, in additlon, it must Eelohg
to a complex "which is true as & whole" Gollinéwebd,never
ceaaeé to teke cognizance of thezfaat'that absolute-preéi
,éupposi tions exiet that the metaphy31cq of the time. fulfil
a function in determingns our problems and the questions
which arises The nature of history. that is,'is such that
'the xndiv1dua1 mind is never really eeparated from. the
univeraal ef abaolute mind.? We mimhtxsay»that CQIlingwood
goes further than. Dewey: in the acknowledgment of the signife=

icance of metaphysicsj tha foruier sbops short with an
pra.’ p; (] MQ
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1mmediate appllcation of scientific method and the 1mmed1ate
tosting of an hypotheais or a proposition as the determins

ation of 1ts truth value == he io not concerned with 1ts

'relationship to any larger whola outside of the coherence ¥

established with the individual's process of 1nquiry. o
For Collingwood 8 propositlon is not true if it just

works"; it 1s essentially related to the problem and the
proposition whieh gave rige to it 1n the oenseiinqwhioh a
highaf,form on'the'philosophicaliocale ofyfofms o#éb;gps‘

a 1ower form, It must broadan aﬁd make fuller and. moro | ‘
oomplete our knowledgej it musgt represent a change in both ‘
degree and kind, in the. farner in as much as it yields &

deeper and more definite conception of the true meaning ofv

a concopt, and in the latter in including something which

the lowor form would rejeot,as(irrelevantf_ A true propositiom
ig, therefore; emergent. Ib also sums up the earlier . |
process of questionino and answerlng, so. that the thread o_
may he unravelled solely from dts There is no such evolu}
tlonary concoptlon in Dewey g 1ogio otrotohing over tho v
whole pattern of historye. For pragmatism, the oontinuity
stops short, wlth ‘the immedlate oituatlon; scientific method»

does not allow for the overlapping of claaoes,‘but on;y foro

a preeodlng proposxtion to. "point to) or bé logicaliy préoxr
to, a succeedlnb one,, It is in thls hlstorical perspectivov5
that we find Coilingwood's philosophical method reaches.

beyond the pragmatic use of scientific method in inquiry.

-




~ CHAPTER VI
~ CONCLUSION

LIﬂ;thgafgrggqigggpQgésﬁﬁe.have attempted to set forth

' the conception of philosophical rethod held by R.G.Colling=-
wood, -and to shaw_that,itvig one éséentially linked to.
modernAtimés, first, AS‘coming in the main stream of a
tradition which has seen the source of man's thinking

| move from the "outer" to the "imner", and secondly, by
pointing out its similaritles to the method of pragmatism,
In turning from the "outer" to the "inner", philospphers
have become, apparéntly, less and less ambitious, and more

~ and more'humanistié'in thelr approach éo problems. No

| 1nnger do they take all knowledgéffor their province, as
Bacbn'prcposed; rather, they seem to be concerned dboﬁt

only that which seems of pafamqunt importance for the

time. This change, however, 1s not to be interpreted as.

a loss of the universal element in philosophy, but only és

a réeognitlonvof that which ig;trnly”unlversai. ~For the
first two thousand yearsfdff;ecérded;history man's total

. sum of knowledge waafso.limlted,ﬁhat ;t‘seeméd ﬁcssible

for a single mind to péssess_lt all; the treﬁendousﬂsﬁgyth of
his knowledge since thé Renalssence has eraaéd that illusion,

and with its fading men has been thrown back upon himself.

PR
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The 0l1ld method was to begin with the outdide, and proceed
to know everything; the new method begins with the inside,
and proceeds on the assumptlon that man should come to know

only those things which concern him as a human being Such

an appreach to the everawidening sphere of knowledge is

humanistic, natural. and above all, practical.

 An examination of the subject matter of philosophy will
reveal the trend. The central core during the middle ages
was man's coneeptibn ofTGod,, With the rise of science,
sclentific methodvand mathematical theory immedlately
became'the centre of attention. The nineteenth century
produced the-historians and the concept of evolutlion, and
again philoaéphy reflects the change. Philosophy's subject

matter at the preqent time has to do wlth soience, a8 in

A‘Jeans, Eﬂdlngton, Russell. and the. realists (a reflection
" of the work being dane by the seientists 1n the fields of

relativity and. the quantum theony), and with soclal valuee,

as in Dewey, Hook, and the. pragmatista (a reflection of our
v‘acute eoneeleusneas of clashing aocial ideologies), as wall

"'as other flelde. This trend, 111ustrated more and more

fully frem the Renaissance enward, is 1nd1cative of the

| growing recognition that to know everything s 1mpossible,

and it 19 bast to. 1nveatigate, instead, that which 15 of

If Wwe examlne the trend more closely, however, we shall,
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see aomeﬁhinsfelse4emenging;:something vwhich does aeém to_:

be of universal and permanent import. That something ié‘iv
methon,‘ana GVen thohéh théiénbhédt matter of philosophy ‘

'may ohange, the methed of approach to it. no ‘matter whether
the sﬁbject is the idea of God, the theory of relativity,

or a: plan for a better society, emains distinctly ﬁomething
aox,philesophical concern.» It. is undoubtedly true that the
individual. or even a generation. to encompass; it is alsp
true, however, that the discovery and mastery of & method.

to serve as & guide to conduct and to study in all spheres

'4ﬂ'of life. 18 esaentially not beyond our grasp. To the problem,5
':”-1of method. then, philoaophy has legitimately turned.i% -

; We aee evidence everywhere of the aignificance of method

‘}1n contemponany philosophye We aee it in the razor~edge
'A_}minds of those writers who have so keenly and 8o preciaely
'.‘nevqaled.thexinndeguacies_pf‘ideaiigm,_such a8 G.E,Moore
g nnd G DsBroad. Through‘thé‘uéefof:"celd 1ogic" thqy'hdve
. succeeded Inom that standpoint, in rafuzing idealism, and
: the latter haa given us, in addition, a constructive concepuon

o of method in diacovery.QBWe alao see the concern for method

iin the entire school of the pragma.tista,‘ where scientific

- method has been ndopted, on the ground that its productivityA

is a deserving criterion., And. with the growing significance,

. of method has come. a tendency, which we. have already noted

38 C. D.Bread, ire (Kogin, Paul, Trench,
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in Céilingﬁdod, to not negleot the:individuali to remeﬁber
alwaya thet 1t ig a person who thinks and who must use the
method. Dr. Susan Stebbing, in one ‘of her 1ast books, hes
1ndiceted a recognition cf the trend which we diacovered to
be supreme 1n Collingwood.' She writes- . |

_ To think logically 1s to think relevantly to the.
purpose that inlated the thinking, .all effective
thinking is directed to an end. To neglect rel-
evant considerati 9%'as would entalil’ failure to
aohieve that end. R N

.end proceeda to recognize the importance of the one who

thinksl

It 1s, We need to remember.,"\rsons,yhouth;nk,‘_‘
. «.n0b puraly rational apirits;wvn T

v,;and again: : | . e
ssaWé need to remember that it 1a : rsonshwho thlnk,
and, therefore,persons who'

semethg% thinks in me. Mg 1 tellSet does. not -
ct on apert from the rest of my personhlity391

f It may be, a8 we glance back over the history of philosophy,

"“ﬂthat we perceive Collingwood to be found on the right paih-

'«vWe would be doing him ‘an injustice. however, to assume that

1'fhe has given a complete conception of _ method, or even that

';?he thought he had done so.‘ Philosophical Method has e dog=-

| 'matic ring,. but, as one who knew him well sees fit to remind
" us, "the real Collingwood was. not like tha.t"m Collingwood
';haa only made another contribution to the search which
~_belongs to the. very nature of man. And already destructive

3criticism hes been 1evelled ‘at his work, Professor Ducasse 103
o 99 LegSusan Stebbing, T-f""*z =4Ml‘;e;,@jmosae(Panguxn‘Books, Hamrmondey.
~vcmrth,tﬂﬂdleees, nglend e 3l

300 Ibid,y pe 21s

108 Mo’ ‘Peo 28-

302 ‘B M, Krioxy. Pref{*ﬁe%berljqulptﬁ% OL¥y APa Qi
103 Ducaase, i, Ay 85 B LCLISIPE \
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has come forward to point out ‘many “telling" 1nadequaoies,,‘

mand even though he bringa a sciontific frame of mind to

bear upon. the sdbject, and, we think, faile to catch the
apirit - and, perhaps. the fundamentol purpose -- of '
Collingwood, his objootions are not suoh as oan be lightly
brushed aside. But if method is to remain the oore of
philosophy, and wo feal that it Justly may, 1t is essential .

that such criticisms as Professor Duoasae s oome forward;

it 13 only through work of thia sort that progress ié

e.chieved. IR 4 |
And 80 the goal of truth still shines afar. beokoning

us- onward. The. method philosophers have followed in. 1ts |

search has varied from age to. asa, from. 1nd1vidual to 1nd1-
viduals At times man s attention has. been causht by somo 'l:
one aspeot of truth's form -= by the idesl stato. by the
mathematical formulao of Newton and Lé&bnitz, by the rolling
'M‘flmaterial

‘planets abcve, or by the weleoming prospecii“
. comfort below - but through 1t all he has movedg yet even
‘todayﬁhéfmust admit that. for all he knnws, the end of his '

‘searoh 1s as far off as ever.,"

But. as human beings. we are destined te proceed with -}

‘ saarch which has become a,very”part of us. Milton recognized

its presence, in the midst of the turméil wrousht by the

clash of religious ideas and the fury of civil war, when he
.wrote, in that glorious'defence of freedom of unlicensed
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printing. Areogggiticaz

To be still searching what we know not, by
what we know, 8till closing up truth to truth
as we find it- (for ell her body is homogeneal,
and proportionall) this 1s the golden rule in
Theology as well as' 1nlﬁzithmetlck, and makes
up the best harmony...

Beoause the soal we seek and its searoh belong to man

1as auch, we must remember that. even though Truth 19

aurrounded by an- atmosphere of abatraotion and far-flung

1dealiem, phllosophy must always be oonoerned.with thinge

“éohuman and earthly.x Hen, 1t 18 true, 18 glfted with the

power of viaion and of reason, whioh eleVate him above

“,,,the biolosical; but he 13 also a material being, ‘and 1iveeAr

‘,oiin a material world. The true purpose of philosophy. then,
" must be to bridge the gap, to link the divine with the :
" human, to make ldealism a working 1dealismc And it is in

times'of'sooial chaos, when opinions-clash in everj sphere
of thought, and raoial. national, and class pride and pre- .
judice become paramount that ‘the need for clear philosophic o
thought is greatest, Suoh a time is our own, and, todqy, it
is essentlal that we keep the taskoof philosophy constantly

' before us.

It is the business of philosophy to help uss
to tell us about the intellectual basis for
the moral law and its sanctionsj how far our
actions must be regarded as determined by :
external causes, and how far by causes. within
ourselves,; within our own personal or. soclal
responsibility; the nature of what we call

- Evil, its causes, and the posesible remedies;

104‘ John mtOn’ “&rmmtica" c ML s Po
(New Yorks The Modern Library,; 1942), pe 713.




: . : ' whether our. general attitude towards the present
. human situation should be one of pessimism and
dataohment, or of consclious resistance to wrong.
tendencies and energetic support for right ones.
‘The age 1s crying out for aerious constructive ‘
, phllosophic thought 305 S ,

- That philosophio thought may be primarily tc serve those
who lead. as Field-Marshal Smuts haa put it

,‘Philosophy has an opportunity and a platform,
"as. seldom before, to teach sanity, to appeal
to- reason, to point to fundamentals, and to
steady us in this critical time. Philosophy
‘has of necessity a limited appeal, it cannot
lead the world at largej but 1t mey held to
guilde and lead the leaders who will be respon=

sible fcr conducting us to the more settled
futurel06 .

er, 1n a more general senae, to direot human 1nterests and

- reSpansibilities, as Benedetto Croce has written:

. The thing of most 1mpertance for philosophy 13
'to reject all theories based on political or
 ¢lass conslderations, and to maintain, in all
‘circumstances, her characteristic %uality of
kuniversal and undivided humanism

and Jacques Marltains

'The present atate of mankind mekes the taak
. of philosophical reason more negessary . -—- end -
more difficult -- than ever. Seeking and
serving truth for the sake of truth, phllosophers
~ _thereby serve tgn}highest 1nterasts o: ‘the . ,
human community . _ v

But ne matter which aspect 1s emphasized. it 1s the duty
" of philosophy te,gontinue.her galden‘path,.at times rising
R fo heights 6fventhusiasmfand diééavéry,‘at timés,mbving

| quietly in the Valleys of sléwer progress, but ever following

‘the 1deal which Plato long ago set before her, the idesl of

,Tru'c.h embodled 1n the Idea. of the Good. _

EGSI&rdﬁkmﬂe
(LmenzTheB
‘Noe988; Pe 226

106 Quoted iR’ Samm £ 23

107 Sbides 2‘;. 22-% 9Ba 6ltep Do 23,

l08 M’ Pe 23, '

zﬁthtish Philoeaphy end the Wbrld S&tua&inn", he Listener
ish Broadoaating Corporaﬁion, Janoloa 1948), Vol xxxix,
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