
Dr. Ari Santas' Notes on Dewey's 

Reconstruction in Philosophy,

Introduction
I. See Dewey Intro Notes
II. Exposition

A. The Crisis of Technology

· as we know the scientific revolution fed into the industrial revolution, which in turn set the stage for the age of technology

· in Dewey's time, and perhaps even more so today, the creation of new technologies was taking place at such an accelerated pace that one could hardly keep up with new devices and inventions

· technologies are means--often very powerful ones--to our ends, whatever they may be

· what's critical about this phenomenon is that they can easily used by the wrong persons and for the wrong ends

· for instance: World Wars I and II (chemical, biological and nuclear warfares)

· what was apparent is that technology is out of control

B. Science and Religion

· one reaction to this crisis is simply to blame science for the formation of these potentially (if not inherently) evil technologies

· Dewey thinks that such a view only scratches the surface of a very deep problem

· there's a deeper explanation of the problem, and along with it a solution to the crisis of technology

· first, we must consider the historical rift between science and religion

· the tension is nothing new: we find it in ancient Greece; but the particular rift that concerns us here is the one that began at the birth of modern science

· it's a rather long story--to be elaborated on in a later chapter, but the gist is basically this:

· the emphasis of religion had been authority and conformism
· the emphasis of science was independence and experiment
· of course this meant war, but instead of clear victory there was a truce: you stay in your realm and I'll stay in mine

· science: the realm of lowly material things (facts)

· religion: the realm of lofty spiritual things (values)

· the institution of philosophy, in the meantime, was stuck in the middle

C. Science and Philosophy
· philosophy incorporated the rift between science and religion into its metaphysics:

· it was argued that there is an ontological difference between facts and values

· though modern science is a child of philosophy, the two institutions are not the same

· Dewey sketches for us similarities and differences and explains their relation

· hypothesis vs. speculation: often a means of distinguishing them, but misleading

· range of application is the best criterion of distinction (science: narrow; philosophy: broad)

· both seek objectivity, but philosophy looks to the immutable, whereas science looks to application and continued reapplication as a criterion

· ultimately, it is philosophy that gave rise to modern science by reconstructing the way we inquire into things

· our problems stem from one simple fact: the reconstruction has not been complete

· the current problems of technology are a product of a science adept at procuring means, but inept at prevising ends

D. Reconstruction as the Answer

· those who blame science for the crisis of technology are apt to long for a return to "the good ole days"

· turn back the clock!

· remember the Ludites?

· but returning to the old days is both impossible and undesirable

· we must press forward, but unless we do it intelligently, the future will be bleak

· there is only one solution, and it is in the hands of philosophy:

· complete what began with the advent of modern science: apply scientific method(s) to the problems that are distinctively human (the "realm" of values)

· first, admit that there is a crisis of technology

· second, recognize that science has contributed to it more by what it has not done than what it has done

· it has remained isolated from the question of value in its inquiries

· third, develop and apply a new set of paradigms that will "progressively direct inquiry into the deeply and inclusively human—that is to say, moral—facts of the present scene and situation"

· in particular, we must abandon an old and outdated conception of means and ends

· we need a "process morality" that has scientific rigor and human vigor

III. Focus: History of Value Theory

A. Aristotle

· means and ends: extrinsic and intrinsic values
· two criteria for intrinsic goods: finality and self-sufficiency
· reason and ends-in-themselves

B. Hume, Kant and Mill

· Hume: valuation is not a product of reason

· Kant: it is, but not in the way Aristotle thought

· a third criterion: objectivity and duty

· Mill: reason determines neither goods nor duties

· an end-in-itself is one that (a) everyone desires and (b) noone desires anything else

· The Result: ends are not evaluable by reason

C. Dewey 

· we must replace the distinction between means in themselves and ends in themselves with the continuum of means-ends
· every end is a means to a further end

· an end is a goal, and a goal by its nature is projected as a means to the solution of a problem

· as such it is an end

· as long as we hold on to the concept of fixed eternal ends we shall have irresolvable disputes

· but if we abandon the heretofore embraced fixity in morals, we shall have criteria for evaluating any end:

· specifically, we can ask two questions: 

· does this end serve as a good means to another end? and 

· does the achievement of this end conflict with other more important ends?
