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IBTROINCTION

le oe of the Froblem.

The subject of the present thesis is The Significsmee
Dewey's Fhilosophy for Religion |

1t wes 8sid ng ago, snd it hos been fmmtiy repeated,
that "the proper study of menkinmd is wez, m study of men oon never
bo complete mws it imcludes the w&’aﬁy of religion, for there i2 mo
more widespread, impressive, or significent thing im the history of men-
Eind them religion. Eowever crude religion may have been 1n origis,
sud however gross the supsretitioms with which it hss offen been saso-

oisted, its ommipresence and cemtrality in the history of the rece are
facts to be recikomed with. In o sense, sz Comte admitted, mligﬁm G-
braces the whols of mﬁgtw* apd the kﬁ.&tm of religion is 2 reswe
ﬁm&l@m& %o should not be far

of the emtire histery of humem
wrong io saying with Mex MGller thet the true histery of man is the
history of religiem.

What ¢hen is miigﬁm, whieh is so lwportent ard lnseparsble
, m&ammmm Co we give to it any

zieal basis or mott Here comes in the impertamce of philosophy for

religion, when we ';:::'3 to answer these guestions. It is mot my intention

to disouss the relation of philosophy to religiom or to theolegy in gen~

eral ot presenmt. By imtentlon is to point out the significonee of phil-

1. Positive Polisy, Voi. ii., p. 119, guoted by A.S.Pringls Pattisen
in The Ides of God inm the Light of Recent Philoscphy, p. 187



gsophy for religlon, becouse one's interpretation of religion differs
asegurding to the philosephy ous holds.

portense of philesophy is indiecated iz the Zollowing

Toe im

gquotation from Chesterten: “There are some pecple, end I =m ome of
them, who think that the meost practisel smd Important thing about a
map is still his view of the wniverse. ¥e $hink that for a lendlady
eonsidering a lodger, it is i hie income, but still

y to kmow his philosophy. Ve tiink thet for & gensrsl

mportant $o Znow

about to fight an emesy, it is isportant te kuow
but it is #6111 more lmportamt o kuow the eneny's philosephy.””
westionsbly, is one of the omtstandiag

of Bis philesophy as the

the eeuy'e nusbers,

“ Y *‘-’-’
philesopbere of this sge. Will Durent spesks
ession of an informed amd conscions mw”z o4 Fret. We B

age by o ving that "the world hasz iu and through

Eilpatrick does him bhom
&@M ] 3 irv 3

will never withiraw and for which his name will stand clearer ss time
g

which it

great steps forverd in its thimking, steps

shall zun®, |
Concerning religiom, Dr, Dewey hes only incidentally referred
to 1t as sueh, in his witings, dut ome writer® says tht he has bsd
more infiuence than say ome 91se’ in dstermiming the tread of presemt
day religious thimking im imerica. This will be seen by the fact that

most of the lesding writers on ﬁa&%ﬁwﬁ

sad sspecislly om Religious

1, G.X. Chesterton, Heretics, pe. 18, quoted by J. H. 0'Hars in
Tue Limitation of the Bducetional Theory of Jolm Dewey, p. 7.

2. 0f. Will Durant, The Story of Fhilosophy, p. B66.

3. Jom Dewey, The Mam asnd ma Phailosophy, pe Be

&, R &, Hall, %w Significence of Jolm Dewey for Religious Inter-
pretation, Upen W Jw, 1928, p. 381,

8. 1 mesn here mem 1iks E’r@f. Ames, Frof. Wiemsm, Prof. Homtague,
Br, Gog.




% .

Bdmcetion, in this eomntry sre building their theories oud pre
¥ @Mﬁc@@w,i
Wret is the significen:

ion? Very few smubjects, it seens

sany people are bulldisg thelr Yulldings without first

sondations 13

8. sting the Problem.

The mode of treating the problem comsis

pretation snd evalustiom.

Firgt of 21l we went o gee Dr. Dewe

iy &8s o philosopler
sparsble. Then we will try o trece the

An estinete ond eriticiss will imoiuds the merits sud dsfests
of hig viewg on velipgiem from ithe writer's own viewelnt zs s protestant

Carigtisn student.

1. 0f, #. H. Horme, Religious Bducstion - Owr Dang
ﬁﬁtm&iﬁﬁﬁwiwg Hove 1928, P gig.
2. Ibid, pe B1B.







Short &@@m @f m; &iﬁm
',%ﬁiﬁ’% m mgg ﬂ& Jear Whﬁ —

ERyY
;‘&m %‘«@3& ,
ywmm& nig % ax%@m of Species”, in %’M"iﬁ@t@@ ?mw m the
”&ff%& Eﬁ&tﬁ = had 3;%%% %&mﬁ% ﬁmﬁ, a8 if w sesord the old
erlture before ad 1

turing inte the new,
i %I%w @%&t@ %&w@rﬁw in his native

eity he wiﬁm »
sl & mm gmg wom)

; writings, and leotures helped to Twing

to Ameriga. Dr. Berris wes the editer of the Jur
Rivself, of his

sgiead Dr. Berris for

iesophy at that time. Ir. De




advice as to the possibility of my am@mny‘ prossuting philosophic
%ﬁmﬁ it wes & dlebinet fmw in
decliding me t@ try philosophy as = ywm&mi eareer, ‘*3‘ ~
" ¥he system of Hegel wes to influence Ir. Dowse
While of Jolms Hopkins, he samwe wnder the influemes of G.
 Stamley Hall, who ws interested particulerly is biology =ad sdolescent
’gsym&aw mmsgk he &#w ot w of %. Hall go mh}. s tells more
ssnios of Profe G. ﬁ« Etm*w of %%# %ﬁ‘ai?m%? of Michigen, who
. shns Hopkins, saying that “while I
1@&@ meﬁ M&Wﬁ from his Miaamﬁ tai’m, i amm be hoppy te be-
lieve ‘&?mt m influenge of the %ix’iﬁ of kiﬁ
tng influence."”

ng of his professiomel cureer.

ks s w&wgiﬁy ﬁafmm, t&n cereer &ﬁ o

immedistely

%@;&i‘w&rﬁiwf of ﬁ;if " 1&&*2&%;
sota, 1886~1889;

Pniversity of Michigem, 1869~1894;
ago,  1894~1904;

Columbis Wniversity, 1904-19%0.
: ‘mm he wes st %ﬁmga, he was the Hea

Daiversity of Minm

University of Chi

a o the School of Bdm-

w@iw, a8 %iae guccéssor to Framels W, Parker, from 1002 to 1904. The
40 W‘ the period of his persomal active exper

1. Ibid., p. 16.



enviremment gave him thet almest rustic simplicity which charssterises
Bim even now that sll the world acolaims him. And them, in his twemty
yoars i the wma West, he saw thet vast Americe of which the Basters
mind 1s so proudly ignoraut; he learnsd its limitatieoms and its powsrs;

snd when he came Yo write his mﬁml sphiy be gave to his siudents

nd his resders en iﬁfyamgaﬁzm of the pound sad simple naturalism
shich underiies the superficial supérstitiems of the provinces’ of
Awprica. He wrots the philosephy, M %&m wrote the poetry, mot of
. one New Sngland state, Wt of the continemt.” ud

Dewey's seventieth %mm@ v ﬂlﬁ?&iﬁ& in Gotober, 1%2%,

in Bew Tork @&tﬁs wndar %m my&m of the national committee for that
Though m is now & retired ymtmar yet he is M&iﬂ is meny

- purpose.
weys 88 & public mes,

2. His Main Vorks.
Hr. ¥ilton Halsey Thomss and Professor Berbert Wallace Sclmsider
‘of Golumbie Umiversity compiled end published "A Bibliography of Johm
Dewoy™ in 1929, inmelmding the writings of Dr. Dewey to July, 1929 and
writings sbout him o the seme date.

We find his writings sre so numerous that we can hardly refer
nere even to the names of all his works. The mest importamt, howsver,
arg the fellowing:

&yamgagg, ¥ew York:; Harper and Brethers, 1667
(F1686} pp. =il ¥ 427,

leibmita's How Essays Conceraing the PEumen Underst
’ A Oritieal Exp ﬁﬁiﬁimﬁ @iﬁ%ﬂ# S Qc @rw & @0. 1&%,
Pp. xvii + 272, (Grigg's Philosophical Glassics, edited
w '&l g‘# mﬁ&&Q x#a ?Q}

Durant s 00e 2i%., Do 566



Outlines @i‘ 8 Oritlenl Theery of Bthics, fum Arbor
m, %*, m@z, :@‘ viii 4 255,

m mfi}' @f ﬁ‘km & g?ii&m$ «&Ws &1‘%@1‘ - »a &
R s Difs iv & wﬁm : ‘

Pay or abd i%e Applicstioms Yo Methods of
WM &Mmﬁi& {8y James 4. Melellan amd Jobm
Dewey). Hew Yorky ' D. Agpleton'd Co., 1896. pp. mv ¢ 809
i&#@m&%i@%ﬂ. %mmim %WM@; aﬁ%&ﬁ by W T, Eﬁrﬁg,
¥eole. 22381 }; :

: ogie Oreed - How Work: B, L. Eellegs & %w;
{ W} ﬁ%t 5&:

¢ Lectures '@y Jom M%
- of the %ﬁs&miﬁy Blesgtiary
f Chicoge Press, 1899,

. Ghdoage ~ %ﬁv&r&w of %@@%@%
?m%, 3%%% ?§* %ﬁ i@mh@wik M ﬁkm&g@ ﬁmﬁrﬁﬁﬁ%im
%0 Bducation, No. Tie .

The Bducetional Sitestion. OChicsge - The Ualversity of Culesge
- ¥ress, 1902, pp. 104 {‘&mﬁwi&y of Chicego Combributione
%o Béncation, Ho. .‘Sm}'

Btudies in Leglsal Theory, (with the ceoperation of He
end Fellows of the ] mont of Philesophy] Chl
University of E’r&w, i@%. Pp. 2iii 4 386,
{University of Thicego, the Decssmis]l Publisetions,
Seecond ﬁwi&m Yol. Kih

ﬁ&iﬁs, fﬁﬁfﬁ Je B, %ﬁ%s} - Hew York - ﬁm folt & ﬁ@«,. iso8,
Ppe %iil 4 818, ldmer i@% sﬁim gSeries}. (Jepunese
translation w B oshine, Tokyo, 1912},

E@f’ﬁl mmwzm m Eﬁmﬂm E@Wﬁ& Kﬁﬁg&%m Hiffliin Go.,
' %3%@3 Eis iz 4 80,

1 on Fhilesophy sud Other Epsays in
ht - Ew Torks ﬁm Holt & Ce., 1010,

interest mﬁ %ﬁf@ﬁ in %ﬁ@&tim* Bogton - ﬁm@ms& xwm
. ﬁm. {¢ 1918}, ppe 1= 4 101,
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ﬁ&m mm phy sund rmzm %‘w 'fam ‘ﬁ&m ﬁaiz & 00e,
1@3&&@ %! m* '

Sohools of Tomorrew gwitix Kfa}g& Dewey) . Hew York: E. P.
ﬁ&ﬁw % %ag £ &giﬁjf gﬁt 31&! .

‘and 3 matiea in m&raﬁmﬁ.ﬁs& to fa}m Philesophy
of B Tor ¢ Eeomillam Co., 1936,
% =il # m, {*ﬁm—&m geries in Eduestion edited
by Peul Km%} {Ispenese trausistifn by Prof. Hoashi).

E&myﬁ in Ezmperimental m@m =~ Qbhioago: The %Marsity of
Chicago Prems, (®1918), pp. vii & 444,

e Nead for a Recovery of Philesophy. In Crestive Intelli-
genoe, Hssays in the Pregmatic Attituds, ﬁ?e Mﬁ. '
- Hew York: Henry Holt & Ce,, (01917}, |

%aam%m%iﬁn in i’hﬁw&g&ya Hew York - Henry Holt & ﬁﬁm
1920, pp. vii # 224, (Tramslated imto Japanese).

Ea‘wm and &m&w&:, aa mtmwmn o Socisl ?axﬁshﬁ%,
m’f@m Heary m% & ﬁa., 1922, pp. vii * 386,

mﬁrm and. ﬁaﬁnm Chicege: Open Gourt mﬁﬁm Coey
mzﬁ, . %1 4 448, {mww vpen the Paul Carus
Foundations, First 3@%&&} .

Qw :@a‘mw and Ite Problens - ;%W ‘1'@2?: 3&253“ fﬁﬁit & €0,
(°1927), pp. vi 4 224,

wuasim of Soviet ﬁﬁ#sm & i the Hevelutiomary World,
Hexico - Chins - Purkey, m York: Hew Eﬂgﬁhﬁii%, :{sw,,
1929, pp. 270, .

- The Quest for s\ ¥ew Yoris mwn* Baleh & ﬁa‘, '
{Gifgord zwma,, 1939} . 193@, Pp. 318,

From m@mimwm iy ‘ Baporary &
osoply, Vole 11 BDe .‘;@-3?, mwa %}y f;é. P, Adsme
w. xu xmtw* m: York - The Haomillen Co., 15%&.

iaéiﬁémnm, 014 ond New - Few Tork: m*gm, Baleh and Co.,
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%. His Philosophical Development.
The artiele which Dr, Dewey hos contributed to Comtemporary

Amerigsn Philosophy emtitiel, *From Absolmtism $o Experimenteligm
reveals the mmwi dovelopment of his thimicing:

ginseguently we shall
drew our materisl in this section S‘rm Bis m expressions mainly,
"The ‘elghties’ md ‘nineties’®, he writes, W s time: of
new forment in Baglish thought: resctiom &g@mt astomie individuslism
and sensationalistie empiriclss wes in fmll swing. It was ‘the time of

Thomas Hill Greem, of the twe ﬁ%&m, of Yullsos, of _ﬁ% appenta

noe of

the Essays in Philosophicel Criticim, co-operatively produced by s

younger growp wnder the leadsrship of %&a late Lord ﬁsﬁm. This move-
ment was st the time the vital snd comstructive ome in philesophy."l
sparding his yrafmaf* or. ﬁwﬁa, he sposks; *To Mr.
mfrig the only philosephical question was ss to the meaming of this
existence; his idealism wes wholly of the objective type. Like his com~

temporazy, Frefesser Jolm Vataun of Kingston, he oombined a legical amd
idealistic metaphyaics with a realistic epistemology. . . . He had ac-
gnired a great révarm@ for Aristotle, and he had mo Aifficulty in
wniting Aristoteliamismm with Hegeliauism,> |

He contimmes to say, "Thers wers, however, alse 'subjective?

dememd for unificstion that was doubtless en intemse amotiomal oraving,
and yot was 2 Immger that only en intelleotuslized subject-metter could
satiefy. 1% ic more

diffienit, it is impossidble, $o recover that

1. ﬁant emporary Americen mm@w, ?ﬁf}w i, p» 18
gi I%iﬁ-#g ?Q i&ﬁ



early mood. But the sense of divisions sznd separstion that were 1 suppose,
lemd oulture,

bormé in wpon 1¢ a3 & consequencs of & mﬁww Hew Ing

divisicas by

way of iselation of self from the world, of seml from the
) 1 eppression ~ or, rather, they

wre from God, brought & psimfy
'd laceratimm.” He writes thet, "ny esriier philesephic

gtic. Hegel's synthesis of subject

been an intellsctusl gymsis

sad ebject,matter and spirit, the divime end the humsn, was, howevor, me
mere intellectus) formula; 1% operated as an duume

s sulture, of institutions and the arts,

186 release, s libera~

tion. | e
imvolved the same diswelution of herd-sud-fagt dividing walls, and hsd a
special attraction.”t

He inserts here some remerks om the religious problass which he
emcountered which we shell examine later. It seems, from this very early

period, his chief interest was mot so mmch in religious questions s in

social problems., He says, "Socisl inperests snd problems from sn eariy
period had to me the imtellectunl sppsel md provided the imtelleetual
gustenance mw seem %o have found primerily in religious ms&im;#
He #drifted awy from Begelismiam 1n the next fifteen yoors®,
ut be awa’m never thinke of igmoring, m& less denyl

guointance with Hegel hes made 2 permeuent ecouiribution to Bis thisking

His admiration of Hegel is shown by $he followimg: "Weve it possible for
ge to be = devoites of any system, I etill should believe that there is
greater richmess and greater veriety of insicht in Hegel them in any ether

single systemstic wzw,r - though whem I sey this I exeluds Plate,

whe gtill provides m? faverite philosophic reaﬁing.“?'

lo Ibid., pe 20
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0f course his liking of Plato is mot of Plato aa am ideslist
ut of “the ﬁrmt%, restless, @@wmﬁww inguiring %*3.&% of the
m&ma, trm ema :
xm.ﬁﬂ% in other words, ?&am as = mmmmssg and s & precticsl

ofis of &g

aﬁsx snother to see mfﬁ it mﬁgm

ﬁ%i&i mﬁmm

in ﬁh@ fﬁiiwizg sentencss; % phil-

ﬁt ma&s his
mm@mr, u i wg aygly *ska:% wsmi % weiz, that I ‘hw a8 1 moyed
my m &erm I&mzim, iS tw m& the self tm I m&ii & aad. is
ﬁ‘&il}i tw mﬁ% in yrfaﬁaﬁ of W ﬁé mna uaa},f to ram&. e s « %
seem to be Wt&’&ﬁ.ﬁ, amzwzm, yielding ome after mx wvw
ﬁiv&r% m m mm&tma Mmamm; ﬁﬁ%ﬁfmﬁ t& a;a%&atﬁ some-
'Bkiag from each snd yet atrivwg to aarrx it f@wm in & way tw& is
logieally @mmm with what has beem mm from it predecessors 2
Tims we see }az*. Wﬁ wmm}. éwaimsa in philesophy be-
m wﬁ.‘m mmmm m& %Esmagk the ”aﬁwi&& Petween o mative imclizatiom
toward the wmﬁia mﬁ. f@mﬂy &egs.@al and ﬁmﬂ& inamw of personal
| w@arim“ he was empaﬁtﬁ t@ -&m aaam @z Wi wttxial* 3
ﬁ'rw t&wmﬁm t& Wmmﬁm fm zéﬁaﬁm to ﬁatﬁmii#ﬁ@

:?mmtiwﬁ mﬁ wsem to w m psrami develeopment of hia iz

e iﬁﬁ&;, 2 21,
gt xbiéag ?t 23:
éa} Cg, H, B, Eﬁmﬁ, m ?ﬁii&a@w of Réuestion, Revised Eé,,’ Do 283,






HAPTER 2}_3‘
TEE BASIC FACTORS 1¥ IR, DENEY

| 1, Phe Theory of Bveolution
Ir, Dewey's work bos been dove in & pericd in vhich fremend

social change 4 from a rural and

siken place. iAmeries bes change

smell scale menu faeturisg netion inge ﬁz& grestest gapitalistic and in~
dmstrial coumtry in the world, |

mwmmgw enough, 65 has been gaid gz*wim;m’, the year of
his birth sew the publiestionm of Durwin's Origin of 346 Species, sud svery

year since hasg seen the advancenent of concreie application of the evelu~

mary hypothesis to wider m wider aspects of the wrld. k%rhag&.
Darwin 1ittle reslized the lmportance of the evolutionary hypothesis which
m develeped in the Origin of yﬁ' Speciss. Tolday meny people are secing

Bow revolutiomary =ud epochel wes the implicstion of his work. “Derwim®,

says Dewey, “conquered the phemome:
tion”. Tims what distingmnishes Dr. D

pon of 1ife for the principle of tromsi~

6y in hig philoscphic thiaking "is

the undisguised completeness with which he sceepte the evolution theory.
Mind ss well a8 body is to him e organ evolved, im the struggle for mv-k |
$ B A

istense, from imm famﬁ

In one of his works DT. I 2 said of

species what Galileo hed said of the sarth, @ pur si muove, 19 emanoi~
gawﬁ* onee fark all, genetic snd experiments]l ideas os su orpenon
ing questions and lodking for explanatiom,"

ﬁi&'%hwgm is built sround this foct, with the result thet

of sgh-

sppesr, and in their place

‘we have the exphesis upon , the somorete, the natural elements

AL

}m W&ﬁ; op. cit., p. 568,
2. The Influemee of Derwin on Philoscphy, p. 8

is




of the worid, This thorough-ge eptan ,
of svelutionary mim, as Duremt said, hss most luportant resulits for
Rim, and it furnishes ome
philosophy.
evolution” he says, it "lles precisely inm its emphesis upon comtimity

‘of the keys for the interpretation ef all his

‘»4he philosophic cigmificsnce of the dootrine of

of siupler aad more complex orgamic forms watil we reach men. The de-
ere the adjustient of

wanio foriss begine with struct
ot snd orgemism is obvious, sud whers anyihing which csm be
called mind is 8% & minimm. , . . The effect wpon the tHSory of knowe

velopment of of

ing is to displace the notiom that it is the activity of & mere onloocker
or speetator of the world, the motien which goes with the idea of now-
ing 45 something complete in itself, For the doctrime of erganic develop~
ment meoms that the living crestwre is a part of the wrld, shering its
vieissitudes snd fortumes, snd mek Bg itself secure in its wmﬁm
dependence only as it imbellectuslly identifies itself with the things

and forecasting the fubure consequences of what is going om,

about it,
shapes its o setivities accerdingly.”'

 Mew, his institutions, his moral codes, his beliefs and his
values are all seen in a different light whem they ere placed in the evo~

and their Wﬁ%

lutionery process

is given an mt_&z“gm‘%&%w ia terms of its biological mﬁiégmeﬂt, ita

funotion and plsce is no lomger that represemted by the classical philos-
cing is mot & weans for arriving st objective finalities.

1% in a secondary process and fumotional to the activity of t&é armim*

1. Demoerscy and Bducation, pp. B92~895.



i d

» ig ® mw of edjustmemt; an instrument for ongoing protesses
of 1ife. | | ‘

Tole mwm&.s&m ﬁ&%W@%&tiﬁﬁ of %&W o &zm mw*
ralisstion of mwmgm s B0 mwm to his @i&ima@m, @Mﬁ under
oF “short clreaits® the traditionsl theories of mmmg@ upon which the
elsssical philssophiss wers @W@Wﬁ; Xmim,, for exempls, inter—

prebe the world h? the laws of aemi

aa% k@i&s that mﬁ%y is of

the meture of mind. To 1&%}&%& +he W%w& beoomee o sysbem of iw
x e%f an Absolute &girit or Mﬁi’:{i«-'
ewey's philogoply, W&,
véimé.mtag tha ﬁaﬁwﬁiw of smy such syfstm wﬁ;k Bl thimcing

from which we srvrive &‘ﬁ %m

gemoe thet comstitubes the system.® . Dr,

genaral but @:ﬁmya concrete, Wrm%‘l, wwﬁiaal Rfsx%m’ can :x:ﬁ By
its very mature gﬁw w ﬁm‘i mmu w shsolute mzm or bave wﬁlﬁm

t or supernatural werid. Thisking

o W as regards suy trauscenden
wﬁr&mﬁ, Wﬁ‘k&, instrasental, wﬁai% in the Wﬁsm;imﬁry Process
mont Wﬁ the orgemise smd i%a uvironment.

2 m&sm imﬁrialm
%m sacond w&&w foctor thet has stromgly infinenced Ir,
Dewey seems to e modern industrialism. Nodern industriesliem is & pro-
dust of the sciemtific development of the. age and Bas been & grest factor
is wﬁm&gmﬁ world :Izn these days. 1t has crested comditioms which
Bove chenged the zetmel soolal ramﬁim apd emviromments of men and thus
; in&irwﬂy émm new velues, attiwm, ingerests and %amg

2, Cf£. ¥W. 3« Soelking,




is

¢y is not imterested inm s philesoply
finel truth or uitimete reslitiss; his interest, as we have seen, is in

philesophy a8 s wey of life - s fwnishing guidengs in securing prac~

tieal eomtrol over the world of meterial things in the interest of the
¥ be

in part, we ma

bogt possible 1ife for all men. Thet interest has
gure, arisen out of the practisal sliustlion resuliisg from spplied sciemes

in the f£ie1d of imdustrisl develoy

the phgsical forges of the world, %hrough
of isdustrisliss, weelth snd quan

been mads possible. Such materisl comtrel hms for the first tiwe msde

This powsr valeh

possible the opportunity of = decent life for all

we bove sttained in the meterisl realm of life promizes even grester pos-
sibilities for the future.
Tet eve

Vith 811 the possibilities it affords, grest imdustrislism
war. The isst decads bhas

hos meds poverty

for mamy, has prodused socisl discord emd

gtartisd mmltitudes inte the reslizetion that possibly renkin
nants released forees which wight

the prooses of its materisl schieve

prove beyond its contrel. The spplication of intelligence, sc evident

in zovel 28d sooinl 1ife,.

in the reslm of mmtevial foress, is lscking
Soclal 1ife is 8811l provseding on "eult velues*, svcisl platitudes and

traditionsl hebits to such an extent thet meny foel we sre in aonte dongs
¢f catagtrephe.
at of this denp

In this respect, 28 cognisa

er, Dr. Dewey

$ainly en ocutstondlng writer. Hepo# his practical interest iz o phil-
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osophy thet shell farmish intelligemt guidames for $he social life of

gind, He hes felt on overy hand the resulté of mem's intelligent con~

trol.over his » He gsye, “Mam bes com¢ 0 recog-

physical emviremment

aize thet the existing order is determimed meither by fate nor by chence

b is based on law and order, ou & system of existing stimli and modes

of resction, through knowledgs of wiich be cen wedify the practiesl out-

come, Ve cau sntlcipets with the application of the sclentific methed

no other cubcums thsn increes
end extent of vhich can be best jndged by somsidering the revolutisn thet
has token plaee in the @aﬁmi of Wsm‘i nature Shrough &

Bor @mg,‘g}‘

eontrol in theethical sphere - the msture

roy pleads that the sses study, foresight end plapming
3 rélstions that we have spplied o physicsl mature.
msis. Epistemologieal

be applied to huw
"Fhilesophy 28 & way of life” is his central em

and mebaphysicsl interests teke seconds
ker in this age, influenced the actunl develepment of prag-

them any thix
ticel teclmigue for achieving secisl betternemt. His books ox eurremt
issues all Dear witness o that sccisl intevest; enid that interest hss
come out of the aciusl meeds of & civilization Puilt and controled

no@ in its physical order but endanger

that contrel in ite soclal and morel 1ife.

mocratic ovement .
Another factor which inflmemeed grestly Dr. Dewey's philosophy
seens t_;é be %h& demopratic movement which has been foreed inmto wider

1. In his Psycholegy and Social Practice - Psychologicel Review,
Harch, 1900, VI1I, 10B~124 gquoted by Hall, op. oit.,p. 556,
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chamnels by tho new sud domimating industrialism, sud which bas become

semething more then o mere politicel arre
Bvéry oné who reads Dr. Dewey's wrisi:

cperimentation, of sourage

=, Which we have Gome to recogmize ¢
‘ leatures m sBYE,
ness, arf, smlagi% 811 social Wﬁ%ﬁ% have & mesning

b

dividuals without respect to Is

this is a1l ome with sayiug m@ the test of their vaius is the extent
$o whick they séw&%& oyery Mﬁm:é inte the full i&%ﬁm of his pog~
8ibility, Desogracy has fes

oaraey mesnings, but if it hes e worsl mesaing
1% is found im resolving that

sp test of all Wlﬁ"éiﬁﬁi ingtite-

the ali~around growth of every tasber of sooisty." |
o Bas spplied Wimeelf with sxthusissm aud devotion to the

brisging sbout of the kisd of & world which will vesult in such a develop~

nows how memy of the suf-

cene and operations of our

king in idesl dmport, and to 4the comsequent tendency o flee
for lacking idesl factors to some other world imbabited exelusively by

 3deals. . . « Ifa p&ii%‘ a@&iﬁ ald in melting it ﬁw %o ns. $roubled

: Mﬁg &w@ idesls are a@mimwa wi%‘h antural events, that they ‘%m
repregent their possibilitlies, snd thet reorganiszed possibvilities form

1, Rﬁ%mﬁm@im in %ﬁw@ﬁy;x}g i86.
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methods £or a ﬁm%

y vealize them in ﬁwﬁ:. g@i&im@ag&sﬁw wonld
enforge the #maa of & sosial wnmg and r%gmmamm*ﬁ

Vpon i;}&asa ideas he whéﬁ %3? kﬁ.& iz;waw of the ammﬁzy

of %ﬁ& “Miﬁ%‘iiﬁ and -m “real®, ﬁmﬁ. treats @m‘m mﬂi r@wgi&% gsr@—-
isus fz*m %ézm vﬁmpaiz&%*

1. ZDesoye on Experimental logic, p. 72
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573 OF DR, IEWEY'S PHILOSOPEY.

Conoeption of Philesophy.
8¢ far we hove tried ¢o find the baslic factors in Ir. Deway's

philesophy. In this chepter wo shell examine his comosptioms of the
mein themes of philosophy in gemeral, Im order that we may be sble to
clear mp his thought we shall contrast his views with others ia meny
gases., OUur first teopic is his comception of philosophy itself.

~ Philesephers for gemturies have looked mpon philescphy as o
mowledge of all things in their ultimete camses. DeWulf seys, however,

thet "this does not mesn the aggregate of the nmen sciences, bul “the
gemeral seience of things in the universe by their uitimate determine-
tioms and ressoms’ er W ‘the iatimete knowledge of the cowmses and
reasons of things®, the g;mfm& mmw of the universal erﬁgm wd

| He means that philosephy is the resultant expression of men's conten~

plation of the whole of reslity.

 Move recemtly Prof. Hoeking® said that "whem inm the vernscular

we gpeak of & men's philesophy we mesn simply the sum of his beliefs.
in this sense, &WI’W or at lesst every moture persen, neécessarily

has & philosophy, becsuss mobody con man 5ge s& life without am equipment

of beliefs™, mz "when we g@é&&: of pﬁimw as o science, we mean the

examination of belief, -~ tmm @m*a wy te 2 well-grounded set of
beliefs vand we refer, ia general, t¢ those beliefs which have the widest
scope - such beliefs as emter into o religion {existence or nou-existence
of God, immortality or extismction of the self at death), & code of right

‘1. Article "Philesophy™ inm Catholic Emeyclopedis, Vel. XII, p. 28.
2, ¥.%E, ﬁ@sﬁ% Types of Philoseophy, po. 5~4

23



end wrong + . ., political comvictions . . e, the most gemeral seiem-
tific primeiplss . ; » Thus phﬁés@;yw differs from the special
Esch science deals with & portiom of the f£isld

sclensss in its runge.
of xnowledge; philoseply sttempts %o frame o pleture of the whole, ~ to
establish & world-view, af’@ﬁa‘kmam'&l “Fmms, he slso concelves
Philosophy as "s stady of the whols of Feslity."

Dr. Dewey, however, has & different view from these men, st
isast he %ﬁw to "reconstruct® it., Ouch is his statement;

"Philosophy Pecovers itself whem it oceeses to be a deviee for
dealing ¥ith the problems of philesoplers and becomes & method, culti~

ophers, for desling with the problems of wem O

According 4o him, the speeial mission of philosophy is im its
epplicstion %o the problems of mem. Hitherto, he says, philosophy has
besu too much concerned with the probiems of philoscpheors, snd a8 & re~

salt hes lest itself in immmmersble culte, superstitions, mad dogmas

It hes attampted $o justify by logically organised systems of thought
the values which an imert tradition hes upheld. Its mrwﬁw son~
cern for a‘hﬁm@% &eﬂ.ﬁitim snd ﬂlﬁ:‘&-&&i&%ﬁiﬁ srgumentation hos re—
duced it, "st the worst to e show of elaborete terminology, & mw ‘

splitting E@@iﬁ, and a fistitious devetion to the mere extermal fam

1. m war& W&itmemﬁ is diffiemlt to g&t 2 ;;raais& eqmm:{mt
‘ eﬁ in Smgilsh. It is the word "Welt anscheung”, semetimes inter~
chamged with another compound of the seme 3@1:&.&&%&, "Helt~
m&a%“ Both words mess litersily "wiew of the world®, bub where~
a8 %ﬁa phrage in English is limited by ws%i@kiw wwh conneot
P sately with physical nature, in Gé&men the word is not
thm 13&1 el, but has almogt the forece of a techmical term, denct-
ing the wi%ﬁ viow which the mind cen feke of things in the effort
%0 grasp them together, ss 2 vhole, from the standpoint of some
particular philesophy or theology. Cf. Jomes Orr - The Christian
Yiew of God and the World, p. B65F, :
2, Of, algo E. B. Horne, op. cit., P 297, ‘
8. J. Bstmer, The Fhilosophy of Jolm Dewey, title page.




shengive snd mimste demonstration. ZEvea atb f%m best, it kas

| teuded to produce an cverdeveliped attackment to system for its omm

< gake, sud mm over pretestions claim to certeinty, Bishop Busier de-

clared that probebility is the gnide of life; but few philesophers leve
‘ sough $6 ovow thet philoscphy canm be %%iﬁfiﬁﬁ.‘Wi‘ﬁh

WM thet is merely probeble, The custome dietated by treditien
and dssire kad @g sed Tinslity sud mmmmﬁ o
Te stboppltz o ﬁmi‘?ﬁ of philesophy not as v‘i% is copcerned
with sitdmsie or sbsolute reslity, Wut with something %&W vartieniar
sxising ont of the subject matter of mw&m within specific individ~
‘wsl or social sitwatioms. Whils the classionl philosophies contemplated
Cdndividusl situstios of musan

the whols 1ife, his philosophy
iife.

present effectsy %m&%@%& i Wman

¢ former am&g@;ﬁk ount the niltimnte eauses; ithe latter geosks out

weal 9r woe. The one simed at
establishing a fixed body of truths, principles and idesls thet shomld
grids Mawen activity; $he othsr considers suck sn sequnisition impossidle,

ienge is charag

for it regards sxperiemce s the omly reality, and
terized especially by change
mot fized and wniverssl tut are chenging smd pergiculer. They aré com-

pdition of becoming, and by the sssumed

stantly in = oo

ed purposive charec-
ter of evolution eventuslly ‘become move snd better sdapted %o the condi~
tion of mm.® Thme, to him “the tesk of future philosophy is to clarify
men's idscs s8 bo the soclel and movel strifes of their own day. Its ailm

iz fo become, sc far ss is lmwenly g@gaﬁam , &f orgen for dsaling with

these @ﬁﬁ;ﬁmﬁmﬁg ¥4 study of socisl confliects, sapecially those im~-

30 Beconstruetion inm Prilosophy, p: 21 -
2. OF, The %ﬁ@ﬁt for ﬁﬂr&&f%&% %i @1 48,
B. HReconstruetion in Philescphy, p. %
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volved in the relation of the three slleged leeding forces in modera

ndustry sod &‘i&wﬂl is alene philosophy

gociety, viz., demooracy, i

He f:&m the root of error in the classical conseptiom ef
philosophy in the “separation that hes been made between kmowledge
and sction, betwesn theory amd practice”®, and sttempts to £ind the
“contimnmity” between the two, But by dolng this he limits his phil-
osophy to the sciemtific method of thinking sbout humem experiemce and

&mm’m it a8 = pragmetic mmw, Sure enough its range is

the brosdly prectical rather thenm the strietly ratiomal, cemtemplative,
or speculative. It sets sside sny compideration of philosophical prob-
lems Which have in the past but led to seemingly interminsble dispates.
As such it is s revolt agsinst intelleetmalism; it ezalts the provimee
of semse, While it diminishes the provinse of imtellest. Thus the in-
tellect which bas hitherto been gemerally comsidered ss the highest
fooulty of man, is mede by him the servant of the semses, as "imstru-

mental”, or as & "tool" .5

2. His Coneeption of Knowlsdge
The theory of kmowlsdge called epistemology is the most im-
portant snd interesting philosophiesl inguiry im these days. Hany bocks

have recently been written on the subjeet, meny hove been dovoted to the

history of attempts to solve the problems imvelved in it, These sttempts
have becn made from verious points of view, snd there is s wide differ-
enge between the solutions offered.

1. H. E. Horame, op. cit., P. 297

2. The Quest for Certaimty, p. 47
g, Cf. E, G. Spaulding, The Yew Bationslism, p. 278.



1% may, however, be granted that the splatemologienl problem
is mo% ?&Mfira;t’ for the individusl mind or for the Tace. Eistorically
we find thet philesoply beging with m%aymiﬁn. VWhat is the form of
the universe? Vhat iz its sx&gim’ ¥hat ia m&i#ﬁ Whet is the nature
of the soul? What iz the W Thess wore *@m 2irst w&%&m %mﬁ: man
aghed, am%tm #ov8 %ﬁh EHSWOrs 88 wm pogsible.. it was the ﬁ:&ﬁ'i—

wers glves

thet led $o the further inguiry ss to the meture of kuowledge sad its

gring them or of resting satisfied with the aus

possibility. Fer the an

sars wore not omly meny but comtradigtory, amd
they gave rise to the further gquestion, Is the humen intellect adle to
#olve such problems? From the mmmmai point of view, therefore,

epistemology 19 8 w&%imﬁ. mﬂw&im e:a metaphysice. It is an endes
to ascertain why m aw the mm&immy Wz's which have srisea in
motaphysical inguiry m'wamm&, and whether these are nmot 4ue %o a

i

disregerd of the limits of the hum suted applics=~

tion 9§ $ive progesses to matters bayond its kKen.
While it is trus that the epistemoclegical preblem arises out

of the fallure of metaphysicsl inguiry, it is alse trme that it emerges

elsewhere snd otherwise as soom as mem begin to reflect on kuowledge it~

xnowledge 18 not o problem. I1ts mature sad validity

self. At the outset

are m for gremted. Apart from say other implicstion, be 1t payche-

iﬁgﬁ.m m:‘ mmma&, m tos cone and does coue inte ;msﬁss&m of

mwlaﬁga The plsin man recognizes a éia%imtiw between the subject
sowing and ﬁm #&3&% m In $his, there is the @xpression of &

wﬁapmm - the existenos opart of twe kiads of entities, memtel and
1, £, James mm* kr@ieza "Epistemology” M Ka%wg*a Bnoyolopedis
of R@I&gﬁm and @ﬁmﬁag Yole ¥, P Wt
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meterial. The problem of the contact of the world of mind and watter is
& problem of gs:wmiwy As we couesive it, therefore, lmowledge beging

‘hy tkﬁs action of the object o upon the subjeot knowinmg. It luvolves

dent realities of

ﬁ}a& ﬁwﬁw awi émm&% existence of the two indepen
;am end of ﬁw wrm | |

0k s he makss this

gresp. Yet some consideration is nesessary inesm
;g;mms@ of mﬁm i@aﬂw, sayiag *'ﬁw greatest effect of the solen~

o6 has been “to substitute am

%iﬂe, :mmtrmz, and political chomg

IM%& vased on mﬁtw},f, or the ﬂ%m of W@ga& for the
z&mlism bosed on ﬁw mﬁa@miw of ¢lassic %ﬁi@@w* He, =g well
; emg, fims revelted sgainst the intellectuslistic smd

@y&lﬁ%&#ﬁ& gﬂmwmﬁm with finighad loglcsl systems, snd olaime at
lesst a hesring for the Pheory of kmowledge which e sebs forth.
, | ﬁis ﬁwﬁ% method of sbtack upon the problems which have

philosophers for cemturies is to render them meamingless by
'@:mir Wiﬁmt The ﬁa&i&m, antitheses, or separations,

mﬁh m 'Mea ammﬁaﬁ in the ms%, be would have us believe, were
led in socecial smtifm&im or m&rmm divigions im soclety,
m mei&m that “aiz Fhilcmgw has its rajaon é*&km in ﬁa@ organisa~

and sm&imﬁ@a a;t wam iifﬁaﬁﬁ Wmﬂg is againg
&%‘&@&Ei&mﬁ of elagses; but Dr. Dewey goes & step m&w snd meintaing
that the duslisms of the philosophe
&@#ﬁ.ﬁi @gmmim, aﬁWs to give mﬁim&i ganction Yo, and thereby
#mﬁa to perpetuste the divisions vhich they meet in soclety. According

rs are likewise gob szides omoe the

1. %emtm%w in Philosoply, p. 49.
2, 7he W?sﬁm of W on waﬁa@w, Be 277,
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to him the basic duslism of all “cuch os mind (or spirit) amd metter,

body and
ships to others, etc.”, is comsidered that which lsolates

wind, the mind sud the world, the individmel smd his relasiom-

"mind #rom

activity invelvisg conditions, bedily orgeus, materisl applisnces and
mmi @%3&3&5‘“3“ / ’2‘@ him, activity is the supreme ideal of zif@, and
,h& says "the effective WI‘W of an ides amd its truth are ome wﬁ the
same thing. 3

 His snalysis of the problem sf Efz‘wwm@ga is aami&w&a from

. one gamt ax view W, mi;g from the aide of setivity or behaviour,
;i'&:’f,a to sensatiocns and denies the cepacity

it mm MI xnowledge re
| mf ﬁ'ﬁa i}awilwt alons %ﬁiﬁg upon the dsta of aense experiemce. it
Mn.sié@m %shwim alene to the negleot of introgpection. It slse
umecessarily narrows down the field of philesophy to $he partiemler
in&ivi@aai or méigi gituation,as we hove seen in the previous section,
and %o tm §résmt, felt ‘mm& ﬁfzaiaﬁz iz urgent in i%s dempnd for &ttmi@ﬁ.s

ﬁ:ﬁ the whole, Ir. Dewey's aﬁlﬁﬁ.&ﬁ of the problem of mowledge,

m its inmsistence uwpon aetivity, wonld seem to maive, wem the measure

of all things. He regards xmowledge as ebsolutely lmmse while the
clagsical philosophy like Ideslism holde that kmowledge is umiversal,

both immenent in humen experience aud transeen

6y's view lesds man o vrely ez~

axperiences.t  Consequently, Dr. Dew
em@ivﬁy én}mslf for his soclsl prugress; whlls the other view re-
ferred to leads wen to mlg om the Abscluts as well 22 on himmelf,
m&w gmyﬁm, a8 in %‘Wﬁem

wilet knowledge prow from more to more
But wmwore of reverence in us dwell.®

Demooracy snd Zducationm, p. 877
2. The Influence of Darwin on Philosephy, p. 14.&
‘B. Cf.C0%Wara, op. cit., pe 2B
4. 0Cf. BE. BE. Horne, op. cit., o "%.
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8. His Comeeption of Heality.
*A11 philesophies of the classle type™, Dr. Dewey says,

“&a&?@ made & fized &&ﬁ femdnmental dletizetion bebween Y90 realms of

mia%m&. One as* %W&% Mz‘msgem&a m the mmgﬁem& and. m@&%ﬁﬁmﬁ,
tradision, vhich in its z
i) hest and wlt mw wamg, ams m £inal souroe aa@,

%fﬁ& ﬁf *

sazetion o a&:’x _ﬁ%a% truths a:szﬁ rules @g &a&éﬁﬁt in %amiw lifs
Vm '&m fmé, in a@wi@r and mﬂﬁﬁw religious mliefg, z0 the

W@ﬁ&é %M only mre

&%ﬂ'iﬁgﬁ ’s;‘sﬁv :

Wm wam'k;? @i gmzm by
guavanty @i" ﬁ'&%& &Wﬁ empirienl m@t&mg aad %33@ sele m&im& @iﬁ&

te proper goclal lanstitutions mﬁ ﬁa&iﬁé&% ‘é}azwxim* Over agamat%
this sheolnte end m amensl m,m& which oonld be spprehended omly by

the m&m&i@ discipline of g&iiﬂz&— iteelf, stoed the ordimary em~

piriesl, ra&:wmzy reel szl woTld of everyday mrim&ﬂl

mbimes to sy w’*mﬁ%@ Which sarrenders its some-

. momepoly of mm@& mm nitingts %@; shaelnte %@M isy

%3.1 ﬁm% & compen %&m in enlighteming the :ﬁ@mi forees which move

smkind am in %&M?ﬁ%ﬁ% to the Wim&iw of m te mmm to &
wWOTe %ﬁ’éﬁf&é amé mazw M§M$m”g E
sbend of k@v&@g phiicsophy concern iteelf with the whole

of realily, Dr. Dewey restricts it to },fmmﬁ apd prgent meral smd
ﬁmi&:& @iﬂfi@ﬁl{%i&ﬁg saying that “it has %@n maﬁk@égg w%mt@ﬁ that
ﬁ’%& ;gm‘*%mﬁ 1imit of iﬁ%ﬁiﬁ&&ﬁ@’i mﬁﬁwﬁm@im liss in #Iw foot that
it bas not ss gﬁﬁ ‘Beon gex S,zmai@’ aygmad in the moral =nd social

. Bae sonstruction of Philosophy, pe 28 V
- Eﬁi&,, P 26
& Eﬁﬁﬁqg s 168
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His methwd of regonstruction is the experimental method used

in the sciences with such well-kmows results. Iz commectiom with it

br, A, ¥, Hogers writes: "1t is mot obvicus how the twining of philes-~

ophy from the work of reality . » . inte & 'method' merely, hes supplied
us with suy practicel tool for the rectifying of specific secial ills.
Dgwey's sualysis lg perfectly general, and leaves comerete gues—
n gense and good jJudg~

tions, as before, $v the fomilier methods of comme
ment, emlightened by szpert Wﬁﬁg@‘wi
<im short, o Ir. Dewey reality is nothing more tlon mmen

pEperience; it le entirely mw@mwﬂi@é He denies the reslity of
cendental®, while ancther system,

‘the ibsolute, the Immteble, the Trens
msizes the experiense of the Absolute, the Imsm~
;sf Etw. E@w&x‘s g}sﬁw e;gﬁag,,

“Man is concerned mﬁi& the gwmm m&mt&m ﬁg 31

Jj " 5’) @ 11 v -

while in the other system, m ig mmmﬁ “in mﬁim % ﬂwss, wiﬁ&a

guch s Idealism, empl

table, snd @W@M@k&ia M EM*

f

their mity iz & higher m&%&wig.ﬂg in the last amalysis Ir. Dewey
would say $hat “there are vealities bub ne Heality®.

&, Hiz Conception of Trath

iing to Dr. Dewey, truth is not the confeormity of imtel~-
in what

lect with reality, tmt comsiste im astivity, ia vhat happens,
works, in what is dome in o partienlier situstion. He says explicitly,
of an ides apd its

&a we hovegoted before, thet "the effective workine
truth are onme and the wame %m nh Truth is not tested but m zande
by its successful operstiom, In place of an intellectual atm&,

l. 4. X, Rogers, Baglish snd Ameriecan Philosophy sisce 1800, p. 393.
2. ©Of. The Quest fer Certainty, p. 262,

G gﬁ! ﬁi@b, P oz

4. The Imfimence of Darwin on Philosophy, p. 143.
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volitional and emotiomnl one is established. Instead of ammivin@
truth ss an inherent quality of en idea, the criterion now is the re=
sultant satisfasction in action. | Thus truth to him becomes auwbulabtory,
dynanic, ;szahgéaﬁ to revision, as the particular life situstion presents
new conditions which are different from previous experiemces.

mw@m says: "Truth with Professor Dewey is vwhat is ‘in-
strumental?! for 'satisfoction'. Hence truth is relative to the person;
what is useful to pe iﬁiﬁ? not be useful to you, and what is useful to
me today way not be useful fomorrow., Thms truth changes with persons,
times and places, But this is skepticlem snd destroys the basis of
physicesal Mieﬁ%a*‘*i |

Prof. Speulding in eriticising Pragmatism says, "If the anti~

intellectuzlistic and immedisstic conception is socepted, that the out=

come i the sole ‘tﬁ@k,} then mey not vhat some c¢all evil be %o others the
good, the false at one period may be the true at snother, the beautiful

to aém mey be the ngly to others, aad, conversely in sech case "2

In fact, to him there is no "the Truth®, He says, "The ad~

verb *%miy* is more fundamental than either the adjective, true, or
the noun, fruth. An adverdb expresses & way, 2 mode of scting. Now an
idea or comception is a claim or imjunction or plan to set in a certain
way as the way to arrive st the clearing up of & speseific situstion,
When the ﬁmm &i* pretension or plan 1s aected upon it guides us truly

or falsely; it leads us to our end or away ffom it. Ite sctive, dynemi

function is the all-importent thing sbout it, and in the quality of
activity induced by it lies sll its truth and falsity. The hypothesis

agmatism and the Problem of the Ides, p. 24, guoted by O'Hara,
‘ ope Cite, Ps 22, ’
2. The New Rationmalism, pp. 288-289.
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$hat works is $he true ome; snd truth is e ‘sbstract moun applied to
the wmmﬁi&n of cos6s, M%}%,‘i* foreseen and desired, that recelive
confirmation in their works mnd %ﬁmm&aﬁx

| E&@m nghe standard snd tests of validity in the con~-
sequences of ﬂwx‘t activity, not in what is fixed prior to it and
independently géxj'ig*#‘g Magmmkm ceriterion of truth ls directly
refliected in E:&:ia :‘zmﬁs%ﬁyﬁiaﬁﬁf value which we are going to discuss in

the next section.

B. His ﬁama@tm; of %m

zm; as m. Miﬁ%ﬁ, u ; and %eﬁ:&&f mmm from the

mﬁemaﬁm w%.%h mﬁr&m‘k, so do i@rwz’amﬁ ﬁl‘iﬁ@iﬁ?ﬁﬁ of morality
arise from t&w wx@ m%wkiam "Good consists in the mesning tlat is

e@&z‘iﬁﬁwﬁi w M&.&fg %a a& activity when &&Mii&s# and entanglement of

i lws s&a& habits témmwés in a unified orderly

1
release in m&iem”g Again, the ;”gwé** is _mwaw found in a present

To mm the "good™ and the "true" are madd convertible; or

in activity.

nore m@im S;%z agmm that the true is subject to the g&am in the
conflict srisimg from the emtanglement of habit =nd impulse, the good
is the satisfaction concomitent with the successful issuance of energy.
Instend of sn intellectusl criterion of reference by wahich something is
Judged to be good, there is & reversal inm the process desoribed, and
that which ;;m% satisfaction, or is felt to be good, is 1ikewise
trus., k |

m.inmu Dewey's philosophy, reason is dethroned from its

1. The Guest for Certainty, p. 73.
2+ Huoman Hapture and Conduet, p. 210.
1 8¢ Ibid., p. 298.
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@@aitiam of ﬁﬁﬁ&‘klim tm erijerion, em:i satisfactlion or xwz% or
utilisy W%@M& %M amm ﬁm mu Oare soFe, this ag&&aiem is

a,},ag M we rmﬁ that @m system is aae&*mwmwmi’-

istie awi reduces i%w:if $0 = %ﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬂiﬁ of sense, %aama ig 4 emend
s&:ms w cutward test or » ;a sgm*

| that truths pmw
gmaﬁ he &&ﬁw ta %& ma ﬁiwiﬁiﬁ of Remssesu, m&%m@ taéimg,
&w&im@, wﬁﬁw, ais‘&m@ﬁm t@a m&a&iw&, supposing tha mmﬁi
gﬁW&& of mem, m mmw t:'eaﬁ valae ai legical tmk&;.
On '&hﬁ ﬁ’mm:' hand ,/ M i&mm‘m the moral with the M@i&i,

m th@ wmz is mﬂam}mﬁ w %% attendamoe of Mw&aa upon activity

. Tae ?“i%ﬁm??& iz not %o ‘ﬁ%ss alcen that 3%3?&5&%3“

iﬁ s gosial

ﬁmﬁaﬁe&a a%ixviw yaw ,T'M&w of sogisl hablis and i&m}.s which

*&m individmal is $o B

maxe his own as repidly as possidle. m individual
aﬁﬁm o be %E&e zm aﬁ*mtsx’ mmt is gmzé and in so far as his

aetivity is domi ‘\taﬁ by %ﬁfma is ﬁ#@m or m@igﬁmézaw for the nseds
of the msm& aim%im, %&&a far iz 1% morals He would have the
individunl censider the a@tsim value of his achiomy by direeting i%

to ﬁﬁ# M&%@m&:&% of @wm mm ﬁaﬁ; m;mm fixed primciples, with-

wx e wiﬁ;@z‘im of mmm&iﬁ& for the dirgetion of mmmv, s ger-

imiy Ma program af &g%iﬁty. He deprives m‘aiﬂw-@f $hat

mﬁ of 2ll ‘?iﬁ‘a, and &Ew - 4 that Mimmm wilch arises from the

frw & sowdld réwview ond ol

t'”V’@v “ﬁﬁ@h ’“*

X

%W&% of

game &wa:g @ww&m that his doptrime "negates the possi-
pility of lmdividual w@ soslal progreas whiekh, ouriously, is the burden

ﬁf ths whole amm.

}.t %«fa @?* gigtg @* gﬁ
2. Eh freasmsn, “"Deweyis %&m’g of the Horal Gbod” in Monist,
AAATILL ﬁﬁ?&; ig%2s, B ﬁi?y mﬁ&é ’ﬁ?@}%m, ops ity Do 3B,
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Dewey repestedly preclaims thet there is mo hierarchy

of values among goods. A distinection in moral goods, he seems to

‘fear, would lead to distinctions of lmportsuce, of rank smd dignity,

to the establishment of classes. Agaim, his epistemology mekes impos~
sible any fimed, stable, sud wniverssl eriterion by which various |

goods may be ebjectively evelusted. He denles, for instemce, the

lestusl order, ond the distinction of spiritual and corporeal in the
moral order. Psycholegloally, he sets sside smy distinction between
soul M& body, betwe

- eonformity with Behaviorism, the freedom of the mmman will. Freedom

o higher mature and lower nature, sad deniss in

is not leooked wpom ’w him as the aceepbance of the good and rejection |

of what is evil, but the liberation of sctivity from whatever hems it im.
In the last amalysis, (1) he nm to set fixed principles,

aims, znd ideals which shell influsmoe
(2) He rejects all comsideraticn of the supermatural, of

soneeption of the whele life,

the transeendental, of the waiversal, and of the fized in 1life,
{2} %e ethics magﬁtm sogial in origin and gseena |
to make individusl desire and gatisfactionm the basic oriteriom of

bamen activity,sines to be felt ss worthwhile im itself is tims the
ultimate eriterionet value, | |

In ghort, as ﬁr Borne writes, "his conception of vadue is
 tbe extreme of subjectiviem snd individuslism.wd

;-% GF; ﬁitig ﬁﬁ m»



THE BELATION OF DR, TEGEY
%0 HIS RELIGIOUS VIEGS




o HIS HBLIGIOUS VIBWS

1., His Attitude towsrd Misterieal Religion.

¥e sholl nmow investigate the relstiom of Ir. philo~-

sophiesl views to his religious views. First of 21l we shall see his

attitude towsrds historisal réliglem. Im his confession he speaks of
the religious stmosphere in %iak hé wes brought up as follows; g
"Although the University (of Vermont) retsined pride in its
plomesr worlk, snd i%s atmosphere was for those days theologically
'iﬁ"ﬁwgﬁ;' - gf ther songrégational %mﬁ the tesching of philosophy wes
nt scoteh

more restrsized in tome, more influexced by the still domins
school, Its professer, ¥r. H. A, P, Torrey wus & men of geminely

sensitive sud mm&m mind, with merked ¢sthetic intereet end teste,
which, in & more congenial stmesphere then that of morthern New Emgleand
in those days, would have achieved somebbing sigmificemt. He wes, how-
ever, constitutionslly timid, and mever reclly let his mind go. I re—
gall that in a @Ws‘vﬁmﬂm 1 had with him s few years after gmwum,
He said, 'Undoubtedly pantheism is the most satisfaotory form of mete-
physics intellectually, tut it goes counter to religlons faith.' I

foncy thet repark told of un lmer conflict the$ prevenmted his mative
1

gapecity from coming to full fruition.v
“Peachers of philosophy®, he contimues to say, "were at that

time, almost to o mwan, ol ymen: the supposed reguirements of religien,

1, Contemporary American Philesecphy, Vel. II, p. 14.

o7



or theology, deminsted the teaching of philosophy im most colleges.

1 do mot mentiom this theologicel end institwbiomsl phase bessuse it
n my own development, exeept negatively.

. + » 1 was brought up 1n 2 ammamm gvangelical astmosphere of the

¥ad eny lasting influence mpe

more *Mﬁsmi* gm, and the #ﬁmit&a that lster arose between ascep~
taace of that S&ﬁ.k‘& aud ﬁw é&wﬁiﬁg of traditiomal snd institutiomal
ereeds came tﬁm yﬁx‘&mi gxper ienges and not from the effects ai’ ymi*
wa;p&ieax %mm It was not i am&r words, in this respec
‘pkiléaw &iﬁmy asppealed to 8 or infimenced me - though

%‘wg ﬁﬁﬁ@r‘*ﬁ i : ;ggém wﬁﬁh i‘&ﬁ a&i&é iegié and soute analysis, was not,
ad

in a rmm& way, a factor in ﬁ&wlwg&ng scepticism,”
It seens that ‘s rather bostile sttitude toward Bistorical
and mtmwam, religion is mot always the fruit of his philosvphy

tut is & persomsl resction ageimst his early religious emviromment in

meny sases. Jut @a the %im' m this attitude is 2 natural outoome
of his inclinstion Sowmare

rd soelsl m‘t@xmt snd his pecmliar intellsctual
m ﬁi&éﬁ; %ﬁn the conflict of traditiomal religious be-
1iefs with @M&& that lm&é W@%f honestly entertain was the source
of & trying persomal orisis, iﬁ éié.w& &t w ﬁim& smﬁimta & leading
yﬁiiﬁﬁéﬁﬁmi m%zem &kis might :ﬁaa& &8s if the two things wers kept
apart; in raalii it wm éﬁ to o t%m that any gemul

f:iy sound re-
3.igim mmrimw ecould m akmm aéa,m itself to Whatever beliefs
one found oneself mamgmny entitled to hold ~ & half wncomsclious
sense at first, but ome which emsuimg years have deepemed into = funda-

AT

1. Ivide p. 18,
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montel conviction. In consequents, while I have, 1 hope, a due degree

iduels who are wadergeing the throes

of persomal sympethy with indis

- of o personal chamge of attitude, I have not been sble $0 attach much

importance e religion as a philoscphic problem; for the effect of thet

, (&%&@&mﬁ seens #ﬁ be in end a subordination of candid philesophic

~ thizking to the a:t‘lm but i&aﬁi‘#mﬁ needs of gw& special set of
mﬁwm "

o eny :mmﬁ utell eetual ehange
%o be dishanest] te fores
Anterest will take as a fimel comsequemce of {he grest inmtellsctual

est pramaturely just what forms the religiocus

trangformation that is going om, . . . It seems to me that the great

solicitude
meed for religion, sbout the present and futnre of religion proves

of mauy persons, professing belief in the university of the

that in fact %&wy are moved more by partissn interest in sz partiomlar
religion them by interest in religious Wﬁxmﬁeﬁz

These utterances show thet (1) Dr. Dewey is mot friemdly
toward Ristorieal, institutiopal Teligien; here I mean, the Ghristismity

which claimg itself as a final religion, (2] The cause of this attituds
~should be sought, 28 we have seen, in his persomel resction sgainst his

sarly emviromment and im his imtellestwsl imclimetion toward 2 social
interest, (3) However, he has foith in the depth of the religious
tendenciss of wen and believes in the religious experiemece. (4] Conse-

g‘ﬁ@ﬂ?? we note, his ﬁ%&@ﬂi% of religlen is different frem that of
historisel religion and his comesption of religiom-is very closely re-
lated Yo his philesophical views,

1. Ivid, p. 20
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8. His Comception ﬁf E%&mgiﬁm
| mrw; m«aw of the question  of religion by Dr. Dewey is
m%: fmé aﬁm, am even m it is tm& gfms

ament is rm&a? vegne

t@ most uinds, aad. n; iﬁ not easy to grasp Whst he reelly meamt,’ s,
nowever, I m, m && to the fm’k that Wzigim %ﬁ‘k hin ie &@% a dis~

imm ﬁ?ﬁk ﬁmhsammémw ma?a,, ﬁxmw

sbive mﬁa or ﬁ,ew.'
ig%em is #mﬁﬁﬁ %ﬁ & W&. #gzpression
 the tmplicstion is thet our com
#m& MW ?ﬁ%@:&m' %@mwy mmﬁmt miwi as w&m as art

L postry, ave &u “religlows” ox m be religions fz‘m kis point of view,
8 ia hig Becomstruction in Philesophy he

in ; gmwﬁi&g ok

' “I%ﬁrg, art, wimﬁ&m are yx%im things. m;g camnot be
| mﬁmﬁm& w ii@&ﬁw iz the past vl m&:‘sﬁs wighing to restors wmz
ﬁh& :wwmiz of am%a in mm*; imﬁtw sud politics hes destroyed.
%w Bre an wﬁ-‘ﬁwia@ ax %

'mé mﬁmg that woconscionsly cone-

bousands of %%33 %&3&%&@ snd w&ﬁwﬁn fhey cennot *&»& ﬁiim into
eﬁﬁw or gm&& m%a WM& The wind of the spirit bleweth where
it listeth amd %% s

af @ed in such things dogs not gome wiﬁa ob~
seryation, But mxa it is wm%m %o retain and regover by éﬁﬁ:&w

erate %1&1:&% old goureces of religion sad arg th&% have been discredited,

it is y@mi‘@ia %o ia%g @hﬁ development of the vital sourcés of & re-

ligion sud ort that ere yet to be, not indeed by action directly aimed
st their gwéﬁeﬁ&, vat by substituting faith in the active te
1. Prof, %@&Mkm of m&%ﬁm t}wzi@ga w:*itﬂas in his book Thelss end

Bodorn Moods ®1 say nothing of Joliw Dewey, the father of Chicago Progme

tims, for he is so vegue and cires %t in his utterances a@@u miigim
themes that it 1s slmost mw&‘bm to deseribe his positien.” p. B&.

Beleg
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of the day for dresd snd dislike of them, and by the courage of intel-
ligence to follow whither mm onf mm@ma chonges direct ue. We
arg %&.&: %W n i&ﬁﬁl m%am because mwzngm i.fz &iwzm frw

m&m&iwa : @ﬁ& baxe f@m ﬁf &irf%&% ammm us @Wé’ﬁ in ma

éaﬁ.y ﬁmi& of owr ‘hﬁiiﬁ% mé. mm, but our deeper wmms &m& desires

Wards . %ﬁm& gmzmw smzz, have cooperated with the course

ef wmtg aw Bade @m&r m wmw m mesning of the Mﬁ.lx &eﬁaﬂ,

ﬁa:mw& and » tion wﬁlz &nﬁﬁrwmm&a, practice and wgmtiw %11

' mﬁm, E'awvy mﬁ w:mgim ms_m wil& be the Warm ﬁmm of
im‘m e oot |
m awmsr y&mw m mys of m:;.&@mw gxperience ss mm

experience is & mali&y in go far ag in the mw& aé‘ ef~

t@ﬂ to foresee omd regulste fﬁmﬁ cbjects we are sustained and expanded

in ﬂt%lmw w& fallure by t&w ae&a@ of an m%z.@:wg whole.” £

%wg and Conduct }w marihas

in the last m@m of his Huen
religion sg % gm of the mm m tzw most individuelized of 211 things,
the most spombax
ffmi migm ﬁﬁmmi&m in the wgwia. Tot it w besn pawmw inte some-

m&:&@ sund wﬁ.&é. Por ipdividuelity signi~

%m wﬁ&m msi mt&m‘ it m boen fam&aﬁ&eﬁ mﬁ fﬁm& zm@ ﬁoﬁmﬁ

‘%lmfa mﬁm in ra&a&m& w&s mﬁ %mi@#. Ingtend of merking the

txwim sud pesce of the individeal as & mesber of an infinite whole, i%

hes been petrified into & slavery of thought sad semtiment, an intolerant

superiority on the pert of the few and sn imtolereble burdem on the part
of the meay.” |

| "iet every w BBy carry wikhm itself & consoling a.aé myyert-
'% congciousnass &f the whole to mgh it belomgs and which iz some sense

3@* R&mmt“m@%mn in Ehilﬁaa:@éw, pe 2128,
2. Huwen Hatare sad Condnot, pe 264,



belongs o it, With respomsibility for the imtelligent determimation of
particuler sots mey zo 2 joyful smuncipation from the burdem for respon-
aﬁaiﬁﬁg for the whole which sustaing them, giving them their fimel out-
gome opd quality. There 18 & conssit fostered by perversion of religiom
which sssimilstes the mauiverse to our personal desires; but there is

else & comoeit of carrying the losd of the wniverse from which religien

1iberstes us. Within the £lickering inmcomsequemtial scts of separate

solves dwelle s sense of the whele which claims and dignifies them, Ia

its presence we put off mortslity snd live im the wniverssl. The 1ife

of commmnity in which we live and heve our beimg is the f£it smbol of

this ra&aﬁim&g; The acts in whick we express our peresption of ithe
ties which bind us to others are its only rites ond aﬁr@mﬁz

Ve mn quote here another gtatement from his Gifford Leg~
tures delivered st BEdinburgh University in 31929. There he says: ™The
religious sttitude as & senes of the poasibilities of existence and as
devotion to the gause of these possibilities as distinet from acceptanese

of what is given at the time, grad

nally sztricetes itself from these wun~
nscesgary intellectusl commitments. But religious devotees rarely stup
%o notiee that what lies at the basis of recurrent cenflicts with scien~
tifie Zindings is not this or that special dogme 20 mmch g& 1% is alllance
with philogophbical schemes which hold that the reality sud powe

¥ of

whatever ia excellent and worthy of supreme devotion, dspemds upon precd
of its antecedent ¢xistence, so thot the ideal of perfection loses its
claim over us unless it can be demomstrated to exist in the sense in

which the sun and stars exist.*2

Lo Humen Hature and Conduet, pp. %31“@%
2, ?&w Wﬁ for Carteinty, pp. S08-504




The .refersnce o “the couse of thess possibllities” might be
taken &8 referring to God, or at least $o some reslity, yet im the fel-

lowing words, “cammitment to", he introduces further slibiguity, for they
snce of, as

ing hypothesie®. He seems to be so desirous of aveiding degmat
peiief inm God that he does not evem comeider asgepting God ss o working
1 of Boston Umiversity’ seys that *Dr, Dewey

sothesis. Prof, Brightme

bss proposed tw ﬁﬁﬂw@% substitutes for God ~ the infisite whole and
the posgibllities of existemee™. "The former”, he says, "is far move
skin o God, thex the latter, which hes hmows conduct sz its conter®.
Oun the whole, Dr, Dewsy seems to believe that religiom is mere them vwhat

zan is mow doimg; it is what menm can do, what ideal goods cam be realized

in existence, and so it is comcerned with the structure of reality. It

is significant thet Dr. Dewey believee thmt Schleiermacher's comespbion

of religlon as = sense of dependence “"comes ¢loser to the heart of the

m&ﬁwﬁgg Nevertheless it csh mot be said thet his referemce is more

then & very vague suggestiom. As Prof. Brightmen® says it lacks both
$he intellectunl vigor a8d ccntemt fo sap

lack ie vital.

plent theism, sud to me that

$. How His Fhilesophical Tiews are Related
%o His Beliglous Views.

{1} Pirst of all, Dr. Dew

ey's thoroughgoing metursiistie
makes for him impossible say religicus formmia~

evoluticnary viewpoint
tiom which allies itself with swpermeturalism, because o philosophy éx-

1. . 8. %rigkm, %@ ?r%},m ai God, p. B6
2. The @ma% #@:ﬁ* Sertainby, D B0
3. E. &, Brightmen, op. @@ﬁ‘*q %» %;




tracted out of the )

possibilities actually existent in this world mekes

impegsible sny supermaturalism..

The mlmtim of Dr. Dewey , K
matural =nd any religions famm&i% %mg the i@},ﬁ.aa%am of his wrig~-
ing ouamot offer smpermatural Wmmﬁm 28 part of its data.

 This mecng the substitution of Mumen confidence snd self-
relience for the faith ia and obedismee to God fouad im historical xe-
ligiem.

R ¢ The demooratis Wiimﬁﬁm of his zmwm hes ite ef-
fect on his comception of God. The comception of God im higtorleal re-
ligion as the 5‘9@3%5?3?5@@% being, as the Father of mankind meons

mothing to him. God is not the 6ther One to man inm any seuse but is
identifled with man's possibilities and astivities. To him religienm,

morality, God himself, come into the funstiomal category. [Heliglous

interprefation founded on Ir. Dewey's thimking is certaim to be human-
istie and smthropecemtrie, It will emphasize the pogaibilities of Immen
unoture and voice the ery of Swinburne,

- "glory to man in the Wﬁt, for men
ig the mester of things.”

Be wenld n&#,' to be religious is o show practieal loyalty and conge-
eration to the realisetion of the demoeratic life, to mesk with all
ome*s power Yo bring about the "mirsels of the shared 1ife,® A re=
ligious persom, sccordinmg to him, would be ome whose ideal was to use
meterisl resources to attain the better 11fs for sll menking '
‘aﬁ%@xf 1ife wonld Ml one waich allowed for ths developmen

espacity to the fullest extemt and made possible the widest shering
o2 mwan experience.
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(8} The question of hew a religien of devetion to hnumn

values might be promoted regeives 1ittle cousideration fyrom Dr. Dewe

Bridently he would zely slmost exolusively om the intelligent wnder-

standing of the meaning of 1ife. The Church wonld heve 1o part in such

gim new shades of mesning and me
"Hothing is guined by delibverative aﬁ'w& to return to idees

ﬂ&iﬁ?ﬁ &aw bﬁem Wa&&%@ and w ﬁ%@ﬁa whick have m v

ﬁwsm can be gained by moves

%h&ir mﬁ&&&t saf &‘kvﬁm peaning,

%&1 mm& sonfreion = sonrlty, which tend to am emotl mﬁ.

t»

#&zﬁw and :mw =s t@ﬁ oppos sw,

{4) 4s we have seen slzeady, Dr. Dewey

ks of religlen m&g
m@ & “‘am of ‘kh@ mw & ”am@ of %:ﬁw communit ’

hes given expression

tga = a@rtm tyoe aﬁ‘ m‘zmm

mongmens with all those elememts of our emviromment thet bave sheped
our matural m& soclal w&&x; |

' (8] Be. Dewey

mﬁ ﬁ:@w i&;ﬁ maﬁiﬂm of m philogephy for religlem is clesr enough from

has pot carried out religion enoush mﬁm

the expressions he hos wede, and that implicetion hos besn @mamﬁ %o

1. Hibbert Jourmal VI, p. 799, quoted by R. E. Hall, op. oit., p. 340.



| instimct thet gusrantees the peTIENENcS

gaite an extent by his followers in the religiems fisld.
ﬁ%;%‘ﬁmﬁn Enas, Profe %im, aud many okhers who are comeelved

- R i

religicus thinkers in $his coumiry.

of a8 oubstanding
| - $ims Prof. lues %ﬁ%‘i&é@?&&i&iﬁﬁ% as "the comsciousness of
o soclal valwes".® Likewise Dr. Ooe has defimed it as "self-

realizstion m& goaisl wodium® end "1t involves, {1} Seslial lmmedisgy,

(2) Revalustion of valuss.*®  Hove regently he proclaimed that *it is

frue that we can mo longesy affirm thet there is a specific religicus
of religicn. Mor is thevs suy

Mwmﬁ ‘sonse of sin', nor 'longing f&r redemplion', nor wuiversally

: w&i% tsense of ai%mm@as depenience’ . :sm iﬂm gome guslities of the

i spirit that guarontse %ﬁ% future of zoiencs, invesntlon, and enber~

¥ *amgism alge, anl they determine the brosdesr

W&@t%ﬁﬁ%ﬁéﬁ that 1% st more cnd more sssune. s

prise promise o fature
He conoeives re-

E. 8. Awes, Poyohwlogy of a@lﬁg&aﬁa Ezperience, w@wﬁg

It is mgerwimg %o note that though Prof. Ames iz guite in sgree~
wont with Dr. Dewsy'e thomght inm his Book cited here, he finds its
m 1&@#&%% m his Ka‘aaz‘ mw. ”E&iﬁg’im” He writes: "ihe

dea of God may th : more then the mere projection
aﬁ Tomen i&mia, for that mﬁm&aim mzz garries within it: the ¢l&
dunliss betvesn ap alien cosmos smd man's 1ittle world of interests
and mm; PP ﬁm sdvecates of medern *W&M‘ mmit tm

M m @m m&m&%x&i . h . 'ﬁm are £t %*sk a ﬁrma%ﬁ. %xl&,
and the lower half of the old dualistic order, M hove wnwittingly
separated man from mature with the same streke, sud have Jeft their

tie re suspended between the void of mﬁ%&r on the one pide
md tm vagonoy ;m on the other by the removal of the old super~
naturalistic ﬁsits" L 1’?&-3?&. ~

3" QQ 3'0 %‘Q ‘
"%, 8. A. Goo, What's Coming é& Religion? in the @mmﬁm Qemtury,
‘%}.«; mi m@zx 3. Dec. 31, 193%, P 3,533.«
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ii.gisw% to be Yless and less & watter of faith, and more =ad wore &
matter of ratiomsl imferemce snd interpretatiom™, and saysy "It
ake sooisl forme; it will deepen the sense of obligation while

trongforming its contemt; 1t will become, tv o degree mever reached
in smy historiesl religlem, sm sctive, mesmingful, fertile fellowship
between men end the power $hat 'rolls throwgh all thimgs'®,’

Prof, Wiemsn in his latest bouk defines religion thus

%ﬁzigim of the sort we wish to sdvocate is dediesting 1ife in suprené
devotion to that order of ezistence and possibility which provides the
highest values whiech ever sau be &@izﬁﬁﬁi&aﬁﬁa This sesms to be baged
o the expressgion weds iz Dr. Dewey's Gifford Lectures om religionm and
might be taken as 2 represemiative defimition of the pragmetis schoel

‘s type.

of Ir. Dewey

3» i?éiﬁm De iégiv Y
2. E. E. Wiewen, The Isenes of Life, p. 135.



STIMATE AWD CRITICISM
£15 VIEWS OF RELIGION.



A3 it wes g2id in the introduction, the criterion of our
estimate sud criticisms of DIr. Dewey's views om Religion will be the

whing of the New Testoment interpreted smd experienced by &

protestent Christism studemt. We shell ses the merits first and them
the defects.

1. The Herits of His Views.

{1} 1In as far 28 his philosophy is based onm an evelutiomaery
theory snd uses the terms of & biclogical hypothesis, it cen be used
in apprecinting Christionity as & develeping religion. Of course we
mist be very cereful mot to confuse the ussblaness of iological terms
in Christicn truth with their basis besring on the determination of
(hristian truth. Perhops the relation of bdlolegical $erms to Chrig-
tisnity is more by way of illustration snd comparigen then of fHunds-
_wﬁga’.& values Clristianity hed at first to struggle for its existencs,
ut it survived despite all opposition becsuse of its fitmess to meet
the needs of msm's ery for salvatien,

{2) VWhen Dp. Dewey's philosophy applies the psychologiosl
test it e offered s %ﬁé.ﬁﬁﬁt snd nsable medium, Prof., Brightaay

gays that Dr. Dewey's philoscphy “hes comtributed one ides of the
velus of lmumen consciousness, i individual and soeial. It is prob~
ably this fector inm his philosophy that mekes it seem to many the
gospel of & new w&.’*i it is ¢rne fh&t thrvugh pregmetism in general

le ﬁ; 8+ Bright

, Religious Velmes, p. 152.
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- the psychologionl view hms besu furthered. It hes rendered real service

in classifying and differentiating religious phenomess,

in the stud
{5) Tbe attitude of Ir, Dewdy's philesophby towu

tien has s elememt through which it com be brought into hermony with

end history Ohristlenity

g of religlous cousciousness.

Christisn idesls and olnime, In ifs wafoldment
bos constently poined strength snd has become its owm evidence, becauss

'iiﬁ truths met the demend, and satisfied amd snswered the meed of msu,

i% is thorough the %Wiﬁﬁﬁ of m kiatarg with the history of other

faﬁﬁ%, it is through the ﬁ%ﬁé@' aﬁ‘ its rawﬁm amd nﬂw% that it hes

m%iﬁﬁé %wif’ %a m&m&m wx&iﬁmﬁzﬂa aﬁé mawzm of Chrig=-

%iwiw to the @mﬁiw is alse w wm&ﬁwm@ of its tmﬁk i sad

 through the mw&m of the recipient. e good tTes can be known

48 ot other wey tuem by its fruits.’ " 1t mey be good, but men do mot
m M: o be good watil i% bears fmz:it.

(&3 The wmami@n of smisfmtias&, which iz a yartiww
aypﬁ@@ﬁm of the idea af vwiﬁmﬁiw, slse contelus & trus poing of

viem %f @@m ﬂkriatmty mWwa gatisfaction in the highest

am, and it maxes ﬂw gaprems mﬁia%atiw of man to be tlw gatisfan~
tion of the soml. mm there are some wWho interpret Christianity's

proffer of satisfsetion im 2 selfish sense, there ars others who real-
“ ize ﬁm’; ‘em spiritusl setisfaction should not be the mais motive.
Hevertholess oven these advocates of & Guristisnity in which mem does
ot primerily sesk the salvation of his sowl, do not demy the fimal

N

1. Cf. Matthew, 7; 16£,
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ﬁ‘kﬁ& o },% of & %ﬁisﬂw@im‘ m gmﬁm outgone @z&ﬁ wxnw of
ﬁwmimw as an wiﬁam m L eﬁfm&.iamﬁ of i‘m elaim ia

ia&imt@é @Wﬁ iﬁ @:t eiwi.sﬁ. ﬁi&iﬁﬁﬁ the wraea m&imﬁ

i& %}w yxwim Mﬁ%iﬁ% we i’imi a giﬁw& mw ha 3&3‘% aam even his

om doctrine ke sﬁ‘m&xa, m its wz@n‘

ramzm and ﬁwsw.’* | |
(5} a@m and ﬁgam it 1as ’#m ’swzw m m@m us, t&m the

‘t; ‘&@ %&& ‘kﬁst of its

tm@h @f m%ﬁ%ﬁiﬁg‘ is mst miy m&zm&.

iﬁﬁﬁ %iw w@gmw aﬁf thought m& &wim, it hes aamm mmiw to
i‘.%w @&riskim trath ‘ﬁﬁiﬁ}i mmi&% @m amzmﬁw aﬁ ﬁmt& aﬁ% w%,
1&@&1& mﬁ ifwg,

£$3 Eku i&i@rﬁst ia s&mi&i wf@m, %&mﬁ 1&& hig

gﬁi&ﬁg@w %ﬁ w wmm w maa%imi, ig zlse 8 great contribution.

a% we do m% gm that $@€5%&%§. reform is m whole of &m @mzmm
sﬁi%im, yet it m,, im, and akamﬁ Bs, ‘the natural m@a&m of i% miﬁ*
ﬁi@m. %@ gaawx* mm* was perhaps gm mﬁa&t gocial reformer in

the &iﬁ‘gﬁi’ﬁ‘ wf e

race.?

kind zs woll a8 the gma@wk t&&@m of the uen

% The Defects of His Views.
Ve have s6% Jorth the sspects of Ir. Dewey's views on religien
which we conceive as perite. Jut sfier conslidering these sspects which

istlam religlom, it is necessary
i;.

88y be seid to be faversble to the Ch:

$¥o page to the examination of other aspects, which are imimienl to Ou

tian truth,

3; Ht. %%ﬁ; Iz, mg% sto.
S. In aimost every page of the Gospels you will find it snd the
histery of m world will ehow you i%ts proof.
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{1} m 2ot of development, im his @ix%@w, has been

stated in such & msturalistic maz
temt of Christianity, There existe in his philosophy & tremd to see

- and ptress the merely matursl side of é&ﬁimt and precess. Be-
80 the finding of the truth
‘ M%}Q%& $hat ﬁwﬁ& is mde, ‘
How while %ﬁ;ﬁaﬂm &wk@zz’g and its development shows that
truth has sasumed merg ‘forms, and that it camnot be expleined apers
from Juman reseptivity, yot Christismlty cam mever gramt thst the
eptivity produced the reality of the truth, The chenging forms

is in the process, it is throug

of the Christisn message are not the explametion of its essemoe. If

it is trus that umen experisnce mads
mast surrender its olaim to be reslly supermstural. It is not super-
netural without 2 history imte which the supermatursl descends, but it

is olso mot an histericsl and & matursl development without = deposit
ot %mi; While religion is mot reason, it is ressomsble. The immer
. reasomsblemess eamnot be fomnd in the confusion of development aud
nistory in which both the resscmable and the umreasousble ocomr. The
very substence of Curistismity is denied whem development claius to be
the aahwk of the $rath of Christianity.

2 Dr. Dewey
ﬁémmm of the 9&;@%&%&%& facts from bielegiesl facts, and
8 of the mind %oo largely te the objective
Becuuse of its materisl and maturalistic tendemey

's thimcing fzils to give real valuwe to the

2inally reduces ;ggg
biologieal ﬁaﬁa}
it is detrimental to = spiritwel comceptiom of mind

ides of the mind is lost there iz ne sdequate basis in lwmen

¥hen the spiritusl

nature for

1. 0Cf. H. H. Horme, op. cit., p. 295,



BB

red the ides of the mm, of the cemscituce,

religion. Thus 1t nad LR
m ﬁfm 'a;;‘,,
fw%ﬁm z%aa& wﬁi; &m& ma w%mi&a is m@&% by the wmaugﬁﬁ

;aswr ﬁi‘ zan., ﬁéiigiw idess ‘%wm@ subservient to

nands, in @;ﬁ}wﬁ%ﬁ $o all such zmiw‘
baok and thet it be givem am

: .1 % , if there iz no mz'm; from the point of
view of ﬁmg%&g stm* M iﬁ@iwi norn wgzm*t fm&a its peyehologiesl deriva~
tima e ﬁ&%&ﬁi&gi@i conditions of & standerd do not explain its
mm 1z @imy nre a&xﬁﬁw& we shell ﬁ‘mﬁg have & at%ﬁar& which

‘ams wm and shifts, but & %ﬁ%iﬁg
o of any fact is sufficient in bis theor

is & perishing stamdard,
" y to ﬁz:satw
i&. if sfk dobs wot @m&&w ﬁfxm@r@ wﬁm smother experiamce. Now this

setter of mm pm@%iwi % or disagresmont mey be & wrﬁm bagis

$ & higher

r , ?m %%w gtandard of truth demand

gays thet the whole Western Buropean history of fwo

,‘533!3 nd yoars is but a provineisl episode, tut how about his
}, L Eegatisia

0. mmg@m WW&W m&%w; Yel. 11, P 27.




Mtifiaaﬁ.&a* Christisnity csmnod abandon itz clalm, that there is
a fixity end a certainty about its truth which is due Yo its own inmer
nature, Therefore, ue clangs of inberpretaticm snd no varieties of
experience can decids ss to $2e final werth of Caristian truth.

(4] His pregmetic theory of the workablemess of truth, of
 its satisfoction, and of its utility, vhich bas & faverable side, alse

bos 2 very dangerous implication. It sesms to rest trath on the ya#asi-
Bility of ite beinmg tested., 4 claim snd o truth which cannot be tested
eam mever be established, |

Siow Christisn truth colaime to be ethienlly right emd Justi-
fiable on its own foundations. It works, it satisfies, =and ls truly
nseful, becouse it is what it is. ®The truth is the csuse of the work-
ableness, mot the worksbleness the cause of the truth, The followers
are compelled to eliminate meny smd perheps

Dewey's m:g@ﬁ& by

dent idess of Christiemity. Some truths may mot at all

sar practicable. They must be believed to become practicable. In
other words, it would not be the worksblemess which wonld esteblish the
truth, but the truth aceepted would make its way.

Br. Dowey utterly rejects the classieal philesophies and
nistoric religion by reason of the fact thet they are the arts of
sccepbence and mot of somtrel.®  We commot demy the fact that the
acesptance of the ideal gan be translated into actlion, mt 1t is meot

the tranglstion snd the success of ¢he setion thet mewe the idesl,.

Great religiocus ldeclsg 2r9 not taken up by men because they work, but

1. Cf, The Quest for Certalnty, Chapter 1V,
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} tw work becouse tkﬁ?‘ are M}ﬁm. 4 true belief ,is not & blind
vwm, for s%ra iﬁ as; igmrsm masam&imas in a grsm ie%.&a.}.‘
¢ of their

%mat mm m gx%% im @mﬁe trae zw&iﬁg
izmer truth sad reality.

Dr. Dewey has *&rmm she g&rmiﬁw oz the Mimtiﬁ#s
b the inner

1&%&*@&@:@ te tm rwm of gﬁyﬁﬁtm v&i’aﬂa. He m redus
aﬁrﬁ&ﬁ&‘ks’ of ﬁﬁrmtm trath ‘%ﬁ% ﬁw W@;&W of & m‘a eﬁﬁﬁr%&mh ’
(ﬁi 1% is ng for rﬁii&iﬁ&% i& &éani:#ar %Mt kw |
&re valoes te kROW more a’ﬁwﬁ them then that they are mm
iz ?&i@a are only m&wﬁem ﬁt is mﬁy possible o declare the wwﬁﬁm

aﬁ‘ ﬁkﬁﬁx ww&m mzm @r t@ &mz miﬁm %& it& Wﬁiww
m %mﬁk @f mesfi razigixm s.a nwar tﬁm were gitetement of
"*&laa W&%i’ﬁilﬁéiﬁﬁ ef mwam* nor m mra %w M the whole”,

iﬁ’ m Mﬁeﬁ m m i% mt e ‘&m He m«;* Christ éma

mot xm & m &a’kmm @f mﬁ ﬁ# w %rﬁh w us. The mslntenmanecs
of wzigim wzm mﬁ'ﬁ‘w& 4 i‘&ﬁ Gz::ittme is Wﬂain. Any theory
’ uzf tmﬁk. thamfaﬁ; mak dezends that rﬂagim, Judgments sre to be

%astaﬁ by their a&aywkiﬁtg to and their mww within Iumey experi~

enee ﬁm,, &:ﬁﬁ. which é%s not begin with the belief m the exliztence
end xwfii@y of ,ﬁmﬁ; kéiws and ‘&ﬁﬁ‘m upsn experience, will £ail te
ﬁéﬁﬁ? V%&& demends of @rmmw. m gutivation of v&i‘é&' throngh
test a&m makes truth wz@m 1t cen them only besom:
it is %gﬁkmﬁm by the theun '

s oertain when
ght ond experience of men.

Z&r. Dewey's claim ﬁm, apart from truth through the experi-
enge of m, tmﬁx ig doubtful will £it bwian gemerslizations and humes

wmum in aﬁwﬁif&a sxper mﬁa&im snd in dedueing certain re-

‘gnlts §m life, ‘%m:i: in religion the prime sseumption wust be that Ged

ugh all men be lisrs.
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an @rperiemes is for the

bmission of divins truth $o I

nity and not for the sake of truth. 1t gennot be claimed

gake of Tmume
ﬁw&, i _;miwi‘%? rome ing :@Wa, i% m&a@gg and perms

an testisg, It mey be necessary in the lumen reosptiem of divime
of the xmg, and of

tm%h to ehow é*m W@i parsonization with the dewends
1ife, but such has t&m is not m establishuent of the fundamental
perity of mm&w frath.

{6) Dr. Dew

&mwﬁy vefors it has besn tried out and whose Hypotheais of ¢ruth

gy's 3@@%& ﬁmx*y, W@& can possess mo fimm

&ixm truth to hove only a8 mmch velidity ss it has precticsbility, cem
urnish a basls for strome moral postu

Now am ethical religion 1ike Ohristismity mast Mold to the cer-

‘tainty of i%s moral primciples sud dewends. The persistemee in emphe~
sizing the certaimty of moral primeiples im Christlsnity erises from the
tive

theory, but that they sre founded on
divinely comm micated. As :iamg as Christianity eclalms & specific rivels
tieom, the M&WW of the right apd truth of ite moral system i mot

% its ethics are not due to the sssw
the sure fommdstion of & fruth

m&;&w& to the umcertainties @&, virtue iike meroy is trus,

mérey is on

therefore, not because  practieshle, but becsuse
eternal m:ti%y in God ﬁm is mx@mg %@m %&mgﬁz merey would be &

fallure apong mes it a&ai&% m% ke donbted as 1@@ a4 it is sustained by

T fﬁtgm’ma iz of larger worth in
nesty and parity

aré right not because they are ezpedient or prove to be the best policy,
e they ave divine in their origim snd claim, Thelr certainty

uman 1ife then revengs.
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mist 1ie within the immediste mmw of the divine commend,
«mm m gz%mmgi@ esteblishuent by Mmmsn test.
{?3 The amﬁw# sppeal to w&aﬁ smé, test sndermines fimslly

ail wﬁkﬁriﬁg i& ﬁﬁmiﬁ and faith. If m@hwi‘:y is meedless in religim,
mm fiifﬁmikg &ma ﬁm in the least trouble ms, But if suthority of
ete falth, it fol-

ﬂ«m sort or m is Wasmx to wmﬁm and propeg
&m that aw gkwrx wmmk disturbs wﬁwﬁw is detrimentel. The proof

sm Gan ‘%e
i

&.3 ww the Wf thet &aﬁh@r%g is the rigm;

authority. ' '
B mm*i;y is m‘&mﬁw griw t%; 21l yswf, and it must be

maaiwé @m‘i mawwi éimﬁy, m suthoritative claim of mrsammw

apm $he conscience and 'a:gam ﬁm am& of men asks %o be received not

Wtw@ wmt m m ita own demand,

i% is %mﬁ that men accept

%m feel ita ﬁw& ﬁ%w recognize its neces-
tigy, 'ﬁai: tzw fwzmg of this need and the m&wm&tiw which may come
: #E;amagh a&t&aﬁw do not gm&iwﬁﬁ suthority. R@a} religious authority
::mé. divine wtﬁ@riﬁy st résé uﬁa& itsel?, Ohristianity pemmits and
&mm‘a@w za@ devsmd for &mmity to be tested, but the test ls not
m& which Wﬁs mﬁwriw‘
(8] ¥Whe lack of @M&arﬁsﬁy appears in the mamner im which

Dewsy errives st his comgeption of God, Dr. Srightmem pointed cut

, GeBe, "Iha infinite

peweyta proposed teo mﬁ&%ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ for God

mw Mﬁ “the Wﬁi&i&iﬁi&& of existemce®, ~ are "am "miwis of pore

somaity into abstraction®.” mvery view which is besed on am inter-

1. GF. Jomes Iverach, irticle “iuthority® in Hastiags Emeyclopedis of
Religion end ﬁam@, Vols 11, pe 249,

B, T, Forsyth, The Principle of Authority, p. 10.

2. E. S, Brightmon, The Problem of God, p. B6.



by iteel? apart from the whole

~est in cme aspect of persemality, btoken
- pergonal 1&%. leads %o an mﬁrmt and iﬁw@i&% view of whet religiom

s m, on wﬁwt of its m&a@mw vasis, arrives st an _’“
| m‘ . A Dr. ﬁxigm nos suggested, if we are to find the truth
apout rgiiigi% or gbout God, we mast taxe all the evidense imto acoount.

The evidenoe with which we stert in religions experience is mot fimmg
sm or %&m@aﬁ azm or will a&m&, *m is the whole self, the mxm,
nivicing , ﬁ_zziag mrgﬁm :w we ntwb w exapiniig the mxnzmm

of Jmmen personslity, :it zy be that slear thimking will compel us to
arri.w at P aasm;?ﬁ% of és:wm p&rmliw* Also, it ias :g@agai?a:m
that th@ &iﬁm ws&mmﬁx way m&im the mind's need for & rational
ia%sargmmﬂm asf mi&gim ezpel ffsi in sueh a way as to provide fer
| all the walues which are éﬁw w twﬁa who propese substitutes for God.
~ On the whole, if we are %o understend the ides of God im & liberal snd
| mmngm taakim* we should consider i‘k* not in the 1light of ocur omn
beliefs or disbeliefs mevely, but in the pevspective of the religlous
experiences and bellefs of hamenity in the past and present.’
v{?i 1% follows iagitimﬁiy fx‘a@ such an inadequate somcep~
pose of God in the world. God
is mot really the First Couse, He lives altogether im a world of

tiom of God thet there cam e mo real purpose

‘”W a&mm He aiw;g states this:
| “H%x'a‘iy %@Wﬁ Spencer la

| A animowebls emergy 'God!,
}mﬁ faded yim of mwmzm goods was greeted as an importsnt mﬁ
gmfagmz gmwiazs to the reality of the spiritusl reslm., Were it
not i‘az: the deep hold of the habit of seeking jmstification far ideal

Le i'ﬁiﬁng Pe B8,
2. 1Ivid., De ﬁf?s
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*mmw in the remote sund tramsosndent, W&l@' this reforence cof them
imowable sbsolute would be ﬁas;@waé in somparison with the
jence that mow

able emergies are daily generst-

smonstrations of exper

ing shout ws preecious values.”’
He deoes not explein the real ressonm of the dsep hold of idesl

values and of the humex trend to sesk o siugle tromscendent emergy.

He claims %ﬁﬁ#ﬁé do ot really meed ik, “And were it s thomsand times
cendent primeiple to & £inal immaiw gonl, nomethe less, truth snd

error, health and disease, goed and evil, hope and fear im the eomerete,
2
®

nstrated that 11fe as o whole is regulated by & trans-

would remein Just whet amd w&&m %miy BOW ard.
But the guestien reamaing waether all experiemoes would be

“what ond where they are now", if there were net im the world and in

the religious history of man the belief im & transeendent, divine power
and purpose. Eﬁi&m& an hypothesis of God's objective mon
mekke mo difference im the 1ife of man? Does it mot aid righteonsness
end 1ts couse both in deepest distress end in temporsry failures? Is
1ife, without belief in & purposizg sud powerful God, fimally the seme
end will 1% amw the saxe z-vwma 88 & belief in mere Mﬁé found in
- the %W of the mrlﬁ?

%ﬁ‘iﬁ%&%%ﬁ @i&m ﬂa&% the world smd the 1ife of the soul
of men do ma% £aith ia &mﬁ's &at
Dr. Dewey's denial thet there is

existence

purposs beyond the
slavement to biologlam. He has not shaken

ezperiencs of mam is a real indication of its em-

off the secidentalisn of

i, Influemoe of Darwix

on Philosophy snd Other Bssays, p. 16.



susd 1t iz not free frew this it cspoot have

aent in the universe, He dan be

t, scoording to his theory, only &s & result. The consistent
k ' ing shoped ond wede in the world.

wmming wup 0f wemy traths tried omt amd found
valusble; so God will be the fimel swming up of men's religieus experi-
emoes. He will come ot the emd, ond not =t the begimaing; He will be
V 2, bat ot %E@[ Alphe of the world, His im
one but & developing ome.-
1% is quite possible with pr
to ask, "Who mede God?* Beck of God lies mere possibility. Possibility

onenod iz not a real

matists, as Prof. vam T4l says’,

is = wider comgept than sctuality. God and ven both dwell on the island

salled Resality. This islend is surrounde

by & shoreless and bottom
léss ocecn of pessibility and the raticmality that God and we enjoy is
’&m of chanes.

The Chwistien theist thinks, however, that it is imposs:

to ask "Who made God?*  God ig, for him, the source of possibility -
setuslity is o wider comgept them possibility. The 1ittle islend on
whick we dwell rests wponm the oceen of the reality of God, cur ratiom-~
ality rests wmpon the ration ality of God.

stiom meintaing & thorough metophysicel reletivism, while

ristisnity will mot compromise on the comeeption of God a8 o self-

comscious abiclute Persouality.

In the lost analysis, Ir, Dewsy's religion is & religiom with-

le Ce Vo 211, God and the ﬁh&mﬁ%, iz the Bvangelicsl Guarterly,
© Yele 1L, ¥oe 4, Dot ’}ﬁs%. Bdinburgh, pp. S86-B8C.
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out God in ﬁkﬁ $roe theistic sense. Dr. Dewes is st one with Ir,

Perry's statement: Religion is "men's semse of the disposition of the
universe to Mimself£."’  Man is not respexsible to God but to the
g srae, Sineé the universs is impersomsl,

. s $o mamy religion is morality and morality is

It is this emphosis on Wamenisw, humenism sgeinst theiem,
it 18 this proud claim of pragmetism, whether it be opemly wstered or
0%, that brings 1t into oppesition with Christisnity, which teaches

muw, and whose sentral figure, Jesus Ohrist gloried as men to be
meek and lowly. Por Jesus only God wes good. The God of Jesus is not

$he God of 'gram’&im;
Dr. Dewey's ﬁhﬁﬁﬁaﬁw peints it.

menity o8 Jesus sees it is nmot hmmenit:
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