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EDITOR’S NOTE

The selection of twentieth-century thinkers included in this book is based upon the recommendations of the
advisers listed on page ix. 2 i

The entry for each thinker consists of a biograPhy, a bibliographﬁ', a listing of critical studies of the entrant,

and a signed critical essa}y The bibliographies list all books— wit details of original publication in the U.K.
and U.Ss.A. In the case of-those entrants who published ori

|  of-those e inally in a language other than English, original
foreign language publication is listed as well as, where applicable, subsequent publication in nglish.

The editors wish to thank the reference librarians ofthe University of Chicago angi the staff of the Reading
Room of the.Bntish Museum, London, for their assistance in helping us to compile this book.
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ADLER;-Alfred. ' Austrian psychologist.: / Born'in'! Vientia; 7
February 1870..Studied medicisie a¢ the- University of :Vienna,
M.D.1895. Attached to the AustrianArmyduring World Warl.
Married: Raissa Einstein in: 1898; 4: children.: Worked. in’ the
Vienna General:Hospital and: Polyclific; 1895-97;and asa Gen-
eral - Practitioner and Nerve: Specialistzin - Vienna, 1897:1927;
Lecturer; Pedagogic Iastitute; Vienna) 1924-27; Lecturer, Col~
lege: of .Physicians:and: Surgeons;: Columbia ' University, New
York, :1927-28;: Dircctor; Mariahilfer: Ambulatorium, ‘Vieima,
1928-32;Visiting: Professorof Medical-Psychology, Long Island:
College of Mediciric, New! York; 1932:37; Organized Child'Guix:
dance Centers:in. Vienna; founded :the; Journal of individual
Psychologyin Vieanain:1914 and inNew:York in 1935, Lied (in'
Aberdeen)Scotland):28:May d937.1 o conitt ser e jud s
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Throughout his professional life; ' Alfred “Adler onsisteiitly’
advocated that fio Hurhian being cah be compréhended except as’
a unitive' whole; e ardently souight to ' make’ thé’ profoundest
insights of psychology: accessible: t courageously con-

; to‘all, and coura
fronted the:fundamental problems'of psychotherapy: %3
His' first work: stréssed ‘the ‘nieéd’ to' perceive’the individual’
withinf the conitext of his environment. Just as a foctus cantot be
studied independently of the placentaand the mother, 50100 the
individual cannot be properly understood in isolation. In 1902
Adler accepted Freud's invitation to join his discussion group,’
butthe soon founid himself in‘radical'dissgreemerit with manyof -
Freud's basic concepts. Althoughihe acceped the premise that
adult:psychic dynamics’are inhefent in the ‘child, he“repudiated
the conclusion that eurly sexual experience formed the founda:
tion'of psychic developme it Séxuality; bothinitsinternal force
and ‘in. its manifest forms is, for Adlér, the resilt ‘of deeper
factors in‘the child’s growth ‘or retardation. Like Fréud) Adler
acknowledged the importance of dreams in ‘the’ psychie fife ‘of
individuals, but he fourid 'Fréud’s correlation of dream images
with (largely sexual) fears and frustrations too mechanicaf. The
same symbol; Adlerheld; might have sispécific function for oneé '
person and a'rather diffetent significanee Tor anhother. Adler's”
strong' convictica' that Freud's ‘contérn 'to trace sdult thought*
and action chiefly 16 childhood séxual traunia was & néedlessly”
violent: conception 'of humai nature “and one’ that pliced an’
insupportable explanatory burdemupon individa Fsexunlicyled
him'to break fo sver with Freud i F9FE < s cioils sunsinl ke
' With Study of Organ Inferiorityand Its Psychical Compensa-
tion, Adler began to'propound his origimal observations, which”
he would ‘come" to call “Individuslpsychiologie™ to distinguish
thiem firmly from theories which too readily subsiimed‘individial
conduct under suppowdlyumwmaehenﬁhﬁoﬁ:l\dlcrphced ;
the problemssf psychology within'the contéxt of getieral medi-'
cine; heheld that from birth each hman beingis liable through
‘heredity to some organ inferiofity (often rerial) Which commands’
the attentionof the ego as a’persistitig impeifection in the mate-
rials out of which the personality is ¢onstricted. The growing
child hasto compensate forinferiority and may'dosoina healthy
ora neurotic mannér. A person born withouta specific limb. for
example, cannot simply ignore the fact; rather, the inferior organ
becomes the dominant Tocus of égo-attention. The person tay
comperisate and make the'most of whit he has to' work with, cr’
he’may use'the iriferidtity t6 exctise himiself froi responsibility
or‘everi'to manipulate others, This stance implies a teleological
viéw of Human aturé: the individual is a whole with a central
putpose. The Wolistic diménsion of this basic petspective presup-
poses the itise parability of “psyche” and “soma”in
function. The teleological difmension sugg
personality convéyed through 'a g
conceptof what- Adlér c

at the individual'is under the influe
idéa” of ‘persc ‘ﬁaﬁii"Wh’i&ﬂ‘c‘d‘m 10 the deve
neurotic character and its symptoms. Since the individual is a
teleological unity, every aspect of the psychic life is affected by
this dominant urge. The child recognizss a8 imferiority, and



8 ADLER

normalcy is marked by his or her compensating for this while
growing up as a fully participating member of society; but chil-
dren can easily tend to overcompensate and thus distort the
realities of psycho-physical existence, which results in a range of
anti-social attitudes and conduct. The emerging neurotic has an
intensified ego-conscieusness which posits a simplistic final pur-
Ppose; itcan be formulated as, “I wish to be a complete man.” This
“masculine protest (Minnlichen Protest)” is the chief fiction in
neurosis and manifests itself as a will to power or domination
which is inherently anti-social. Insofar as neurosis has a sexual
content, it arises from the masculine protest cast in terms of an
imaginary antithesis of masculine and feminine. Its appearance
reveals the distance between subject and goal, which will be
reflected in the psychic distance the neurotic puts between him-
self and others. Infantile wishes, incipient sexuality and dream
life, which figure prominently in Freud’s thought, were for Adler
already subordinate to the all-governing goal. Sexuality itself is
expropriated as‘a tool for domination. This urge to power may
take active or aggressive forms, or it may be passive and submis-
sive, butitisall one and revealsitself as the conspicuous inability
of the psyche to adapt to society.

There is no element in the neurotic character that cannot also
be found in the healthy individual. In the case of the neurotic,
however, the universal need to compensate for inferiority has

taken an unfortunate turn by being made to serve an imaginary .

goal, focussed upon heightening the fictitious personality rather
than lowering ego-consciousness through social concern ora felt
identity with humanity. Given the unattainability of the neurot-
ic’s goal, he may make vacillation and doubt a way of life, or he
may deify the goal (and move ever closer to full psychosis), or he
may pretend to change the goal so that feminine means are used
to convey what is in fact masculine protest. Thus, whilst heredity
provides the materials for life, the congenital differences between
individuals pale into insignificance in the face of the “guiding
fiction.” Even while the neurotic justifies, explains orexcuses his
actions and passions in terms of that given material, he is really
attempting to abnegate responsibility for being what he is. “Infe-
rior organs and neurotic pkenomena are symbols of formative
forces which strive to realize a self-constructed life plan by means
of intense efforts and expedients.” When the dynamics of human
nature are understood, striving for power is reduced in favour-of
energetic pursuit of constructive social interests.

Adler’s profound concern that psychology be regarded as a
practical science led him to publish Understanding Human
Nature. Itis written for any intelligent reader. In it Adler argues
that the immense range of interests and experiences to be found
in any life do not indicate alterations in the lines of psychic
movement; the “life-plan” remains essentially fixed. All prob-
lems of life can be reduced to three broad categories—occupa-
tional, social and sexual—and neurosiscandevelop out of any of
them. Therapeutic cures are often adjustments of means, not
:transformations of goals. When the goal is fictitious or unrealis-
tic, such cures are delusive; the neurotic remains neurotic. While
he may cope better with some aspects of the world, neither he nor
society has benefitted. Authentic therapy occurs only when the
‘root’ error, upon which the fictitious goal and deluded life-
_pattern is based, is fully uncovered. In this the strict determinists

" are right: the chain of cause and effect is inexorable. Only self-
knowledge can make a decisive difference by inserting a new line
of causation into the nexus of error. For ‘Adler, parents and
schoolsare crucial, and often negative, influences on the child. In
families where the faiher is leader (the norm in many cultures),
masculine protest, the will to power and the implied competitive
aggressiveness and its inversions, are enhanced. Teachers are

- ill-prepared to treat their students in truly human terms, and
even when they are, class size and school rules vitiate their
cfforts. Until parentscandraw the fine line between empathy and
indulgence, and men and women function on equal terms in the
home. and until teachers come to know their students as well as
their intellectual disciplines, these basic sources of human health
will continue to contribute to the production of weakness and:
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aggression, irresponsibility and disease.

Adler summed up a lifetime of research and reflection in What
Life Should Mean 10 You. which he dedicated “to the human
family in the hope that its members may learn from these pages to
understand themselves better.” Pointing out that human beings
live in a realm of multiple meanings. he indicated that individuals
are bound by a triple tie—to the earth on which one must live, to
the human species with which one must interact, and to a sex.
since humans “are living in two sexes.” From these ties derive the
three categories of problems of life, and in their avoidance or
solution is found the meaning of life. A true, as con.rasted witha
fictitious, meaning is sharable with others, and this is so even in
regard to genius. “Life means—to contribute to the whole.” One
meets the problems of life successfully by discerning that the
meaning of life is co-operation and sustained interest in one’s
fellow beings. Individuals are not mere products of their trau-
mas, but may use them as they will. Hence each individual is
self-determined through the meaning he assigns to experiences.
(This implies, as Adler saw, that eugenic selection is no solution
to problems arising out of inferiority.) Neurosis and unsatisfac-
tory life-plans in general result from one’s becoming too con-
cerned with the fictitious personality. In work, this leads to
tyranny or escape from responsibility; in society, it is revealed in
failures of relationship; in sexuality. it is love that turns to
oneself. Inferiority may manifest as fear, fatalism or auto-*
intoxication to the point of feeling superior. Learning to co-
operate and to take an interest inthe welfare of othersinvolvesa
sort of self-forgetfulness that is inherently therapeutic. Like
Plato, Adler advocated the early training of individuals to take
their places in the division of labor, the assumption of responsi-
bility for solving the problems of life co-operatively, and mono-
gamous and equal partnership in love and marriage. In Socia/
Interest: A Challenge to Mankind, Adler reiterated these insights
with a detailed analysis of superiority in terms of overcompensa-
tion for inferiority and turned his attention to the particular
problems of the pampered individual'and the removal of social
obstructions in childhood.

Adler’s “Individualpsychologie” was distinguished by its respect
for the givens of each individual and its refusal to treat all
individuals as psychically intersubstitutable. This was the conse-
quence of Adler’s essential respect for the mystery of each human
being, inherent in each one’s life-plan. Fully aware of the coher-
ence and strength of that line of life, he nevertheless held out the
therapéutic possibility of change. The results of experience
acquire entirely new values when the power of self-knowledge
and self-criticism is still alive and remains a living motif. “The
ability to know one’s self becomes greater when one can qgter-
mine the well-springs of hisactivity and the dynamics of his soul.
Once he has understood this, he has become a different manand
can no longer escape the inevitable consequences of his
knowledge.” 3 ¢

~—R.N. lyer

3
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* * *

Theodor W. Adormo was a philosopher whose work extended
far beyond the traditional boundaries of philosophy. He made
original contributions to social psychology. aesthetics, musicol-
ogy and literary criticism. He returned continually—always in a
critical vein—to the works of Kant, Hegel, Marx, Freud, Husserl
and Heidegger. His essays, on topics ranging from parataxis in
the poetry of Hélderlin to the socio-political function of televi-
sion, frequently display a subtle literary texture of their own. The
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" breadth of Adomo's knowledge, talents and interests poses a
unique and extremely difficult problem for anyone attempting
an evaluation of his complete “oeuvre.” = =

Although his Rame has become closely linked to the Frankfurt

_ Institute for Social Research, Adorno’s intellectual orientation
and philosophical methods were formulated before ke officially
joined that organization in 1938. Music had played a decisive
role in his cultivated, bourgeois upbringing, and throughout his
career it would retain a central place in his philosophical and
social scientific work, rot just as a recurring subject of analysis

but as a model for the organization and presentation of his -

thought. By the 1920’s Adorno had immersed himself equally in
classical German philosophy and in the theory of atonal compo-
sition in music, and cognitive and aesthetic experience had
become inseperable for him. In a series of articles published in

_ the Zeitschrift fiir Sozialforschung in the*30's and in his Philoso-
phie der neuen Musik of 1949 Adomo argued that Schoenberg’s
twelve-tone compositions, in their rigorous exploration of a logic
internal to their own musical materials, remained exempt from
complete social determination. He devoted so much energy to
analyzing cultural products because he believed that under con-
temporary conditions they alone kept alive the utopian prospects
of individual autonomy and happiness. Popular cultural forms,
such as jazz and the mass media, were treated under the heading
of the “culture industry” and were deemed highly regressive
because of the automatic, standardized and passive satisfaction
they engender in theiraudience. Adorno was repeatedly charged
with cultural elitism for such statements as: “Popular music is
objectively untrue and helps to maim the consciousness of those
exposed to it, however hard the individual crippling effects may
be to measure.” .

The most important single influence on Adomo during the
*20's and *30’s came from the philosophical literary critic Walter
Benjamin, who was eleven years his senior. Adorno's assimila-
tion of Marxism as a method of cultural criticism rather than a
political program was inspired largely by Benjamin’s study of the
concept of art criticism in the romantic period (1920) and his
essay on seventeenth-century German drama; Ursprung des

-deutschen Trauerspiels (1928). In the “Epistemological-Critical
Preface” to this second work Benjamin defined philosophy as a
fragmentary, representational mode.of discourse given to shat-
tering ossified historical consciousness. The way in which itdoes
so is to cite and arramge concrete details of the phenomenal realm
in such a way that a transcéndent meaning breaks out from
within their configuration. Adorno’s Inaugural Lecture to the
Philosophy Faculty at Frankfurt University in 1931, “Die Aktu-

" alitlit der Philosophie,” eschews a-historical questions concern-
ing reality, appearance, the formalcriteria of knowledge and the
structuré of Being, and instead advocates the construction of
verbakimages that expcse the irrationality of the historical pres-
ent. Theterm Adorno takes from Benjamin for suchaninvention
is “constellation.” Although he had little if any trust in the
proletasiat as the bearer of revolutionary social awareness, his
own writings were intended to be instrumental in dispelling
collective, repressive delusions. Benjamin’s theory of figure con-
struction had a lasting effect on Adomo's conception of the
emancipatory purpose of philosophy.

Adorno fled Nazism in 1934 for Oxford, England, and then
went to the United States in 1938, staying first in New York and
then in Los Angeles, where his neighbors included Thomas

Mann, Brzcht, Schoenb2rg and his close colleague Max Hork- ~

heimer. Adorno’s volume of aphorisms from this time, Minima
Moralia, documents an intense personal effort to analyze totalit-
arian barbaristi; One section bearsan epigraph from F.H. Brad-
ley: “When everything is bad it must be good to know the worst.”
Insinuating themes of insomnia, environmental ugliness, child-
hood and memory, sexual intimacy’, 1 -ortality, radical evil and
language, Adomo unmasks the pre €1 ce of awful social condi-
tions in the most private moments of daily experience. Also
during this period Adorno co-authored: Dialectic of Enlighten-
ment-with Horkheimer, director of the exiled Institute for Social
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Research. This work, which has come to be regarded as a main
theoretical statement of the Frankfurt “School” as a whole,
traces the historical emergence of reason from: myth and the
transformation of reason itself into an irrational force dominat-
ing both nature and the human subject. They attempt to show
that the rationalization of social life has resulted in the virtuaily
complete negation of freedom as embodied in the structures of
totalitarian social control. Progress has turned into its opposite.
They conclude: “Enlightenment is totalitarian.” .

Adorno became involved in an‘empirical study of the psycho-
social déterminants of anti-semitism sponsored by the Berkeley
Public Opinion Study. the Institute for Social Research and the
American Jewish Committee. The result of this collective work

'was the monumental study of The Authoritarian Personality.

Adorno brought to this project a long-standing interest .in
psycho-analysis—he’d written his first “Habilitationsschrift” in
1927 on the concépt of the unconscious and Kant—and he
assisted in devising an ingenious questionnaire (the “F scale”) for
isolating and quantifying the essential but latent traits of the’
fascist personality. The underlying assumption of this study was
that Fascism was not merely a disastrous political aberration but -
was rooted in unconscious personality structures conditioned by

advanced capitalist society as a whole. * il ¥

Adomo returned to Frankfurt in 1949and, with Horkheimer's
retirement in 1958, he assumed directorship. of the Institute,
which had also returned to Europe. During the post-war years
Adorno became the leading theoretical voice of the Frankfurt’
“School” and his microscopic analyses of social and cultural
phenomena excrted a strong influence on leftists. He was 2
central figure in the public controversy known as the “positivist
debate,” which concerned the conflict between empirical and
dialectical methods in sociology. His position was that all obser-
vations of discrete social “facts” are necessarily mediated by the -
social totality and that social science must therefore examine the.
social whole in order to make truthful investigations of any of its
parts. But thé polemic mobilized mote than views on method.
The disagreement was about the kind of knowledge each side was
seeking. The “positivist™ aim was a unified body of statements
explaining that to which they refer, and the critical theorists’ aim
was a mode of self-awareness consisting of knowledge of one’s
own true interests. S i %

The major philosophical works of Adorno’s later years were
Negative Dialectics and the Aesthetische Theorie. In the first of
these Adorno exemplifies a type of discourse in which thought is;
not inhabited by reality in unperceived ways. This is the main
point about Kant, Hegel and Heidegger, the three philosophers
discussed in the work—that conceptually their texts reproduce
reality in ways uncontrolled cither authorially or linguistically.
This is why, for Adorno, the aim of philosophy is to criticize
ideology without positing yet another conceptual scheme. Adomo .
was working on the Aesthetische Theorie at the time of his death
in 1969. This fragmentary and difficult work, to have been dedi-
cated to Samuel Beckett, focuses on the way in which an instance
of liberation is built into aesthetic experience precisely in its most
formal, non-representational dimensions. This thesisisexplored
chiefly within the ficld of modernist art and literature, . .

In the 1960’s German students turned against Adorno and the
Institute for Social Research. Although they had found guide- -
lines for political action in his critical theory of society, they
themselves had come to be criticized for exhibiting just another
form of socially manipulated behaviour. Adorno's career ended
with his being held in disfavor by the only social group he ever .
inspired to action. His thinking had been informed by a fascina- |
tion with structures of self-deception. a ruthless logicalityand a
sense of historical helplessness. ; :

—Ahn Wlter:s
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"“The. Poluh phllquher Kazumgrz A)duhemez wu l duld of
his epoch, which was obsessed with precision, logic, semantics,
language, an epoch that attcinpud to ;nve a new. expmnon 10
philosophy by putting it on a par with science. The Bncestry of
this philosophy is. on the one hand, Descartes. mthhlquest for
the right method, toarrive at cleound precise l:mlu.m on the
other hand, the German mathematician and logician Gottlob
Frege (1848-1925) who iniiated the inquiryinto the foundations

of mathemancs and logic. From Frege the line goes to the early -

work of Bertrand Russell, who was clearly working out Frege's
problem; how to secure solid foundations. at least in the realm of .
mathematics. If mathematics cannot be shown to rest qni.wcm
foundation, then what other branch of knowledge can? From,

Russell the line goes to the Polish schoal of logic. especially,
Lumemkn(lss&ww)ud Lukmewxcz(|878-l956)wh¢cquauy .

sought to wosk-out a hngu”e 0 nlean and precise that it
(almost) 2 alone would be able not only to solve complexpmblems
of logic and mlthcmlucs. but llso to create a universal means to
put phllosophy on a firm and _secure footmg—once and for all,

The same line of assumptions is continued through other later

* branchesand extensions of analytical p j:sophy lopbd emplr-
icism of the Vienna Circle in the 1930°s &fid 40's; Oxford linguis-
tic philosophy in the 1950’s; and then through Americananalyti-
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cal pbllompb:y——ane eCamap duhng lm Amcnun penod)
then Chomsky, then Kripke;.and all others-of the-amalytical
p;mmmn, via the refinement of: l:ngmge they all ammpted to
amve at lasting philosophical results.:: ]

-Ajdukiewicz was a partof the midnom He was m symptthy
wath the Vienna Circle; He published hisimajor:papers inithe
early 1930's. which made for him:andinternational reputation; in

- the official journabef the Vienna Circle called: Erkennmis: Yethe

clearly separated himself from:the-one-sidedness and crudity of
the Viennese philosophers. He always insisted (like Poppcr) on
the. importance.of problems and not of 'techniquesi

.- Fhe main focus of Ajdukiewicz's philosophical enduvoms
was hwﬁ;n& cognition: how do theydetermine each other;

" how, do they determine: the, structure of>our' knowledge and

indeed ultimately the structure of our world. The mostfar reach-
ing result of Ajdukjewicz's insights was thie doctrine of “Radical
anwnuonahsm. which:, claims: that: the. structure ' of our
hagmn-ronz ‘conceptual apparatus—determines uniquely the
world view we hold. Different.conceptualapparati lead to differ-

: emplclumoilht"world. ‘The totality of meaningsattributéd to

the expressions of a given language A;duhemulbd the con-
ceptual apparatus of this language.

Radical conventionslism wasia: ‘bold doctrine wh:ch ancorpo—
rated. the main insights of 19th.century conventionalism and
carried these insights to'an extreme. While: Henri-Poincaré (the
creator of .19th century conventionalist) suggested:that some:
clements of our system of knowledge, be it physics origeometry,
can be assumed as & matter of convention, Ajdukiewicz went the
whole:way and insisted that our entire linguistic.apparatus, with
which we describe; the-world; ‘is a.matier of convention. ‘The
conceptual appanatasis often uuhsungudwhlefm language as
such. The choice:of the conceptual apparatus: isnot n:pond on
us by the external reality or our inner cxpenenee Itistoa large
degree.a matter of convention.

This is a fascinating docjrine which has neubcr been proved |
nor disproved by “reality.” Nor can it be. For it assumes being
prior to any reading of reality. . iy

In a profound sense, Radical Conventionalism 2nnc1p.tcs the
revolution of the New Physics of the 1970s, which maintains
(going, actuaily further ﬂun -Ajdukiewicz) that:the) notion of
reality.independent. of our knowledge and our minds does not
make any sense;; We. live in & participatory universe: (J.A:
Wheeler), andithrough our actof participation. through peculm
cognitive faculties we possess anu specific coneepts of knowled.e

. we have: invedted, -we.constitute {or co-create) reality. The epis<
" temological insights.of the New:Physics are.in.a perfect aooo:d.

with Ajdukiewicz’s notion of Radical Conventionalism, |

.. Let me emphasize:; Radical Conventionalism was not: onlym
mm or a linguistic doctrine, but alsoan epistemologicalone.
What Immanucl Kant (1724-1804)attributed to the categories of:
the mind (shaping-reality into appropriate forms), Ajdukiewics:
attributed to the conceptual apparatus. Nor was Ajdukiewicz
alone in this quest. Concurrently with him, and actually slightly
preceding him, was Benjumin Lee Whorf (Language. Thought:
and Reality, 1956) with his Linguistic Relativity Principle, spell-

" ing out (though less rigorously) very similar ideas. A bit later

came W.V. Quine with his idea of radical conventionalism (se¢ in
particular the intreduction:.to .Quine's. Merhods 'of Logic):
Quine’s conventiomalism was; in my: opinion. influenced by
Ajdukiewicz's idess.. And lster still came, Chomsky ! with: his
concept of man as languege animal. Alliof them (and many
others in the 20th century) attethpted to find in language the .
medistorand indeed dmnmmtovof the stmcmrzof our knowl~.
edge and of reality. .. "

Ajdukiewicz’s Radical Conwmwmhsm was bom out of hls
researches;into the theory. of meaning whichi in .the 1930, was.
the professional pnoecuplnon and obsession of analytical phi-
losophers. To recognize l2nguage assuch. Ajdukiewicz claimed.,
implies following the ruies of its use. If we do not respect the rules
of use (workm;t of language). we do not operate with the lan-
guage in question. In a word, meaning is use. This was an
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important anticipation of Oxford linguistic philosophy, as well
as an anticipation of Ludwig Wittgenstein. Indeed, some of the
credit that usually goes to Wittgenstein—f or grasping the nature
of the rules of language in use—should go to Ajdukiewicz.

Ajdukiewicz was a philosopher’s philosopher, most rigorous
and painstaking in his approach, with a bit of German pedantry
thrown into the bargain. He wrote voluminously on all subjects
with which analytical philosophers were preoccupied. They all
wrote on logic and contributed textbooks to the field. So did
Ajdukiewicz. So many of them wanted to salvage empiricism,
which was considered a good thing. (This adulation of empiri-
cism among analytical philosophers is to me a strange phenom-
enon—not justified at all.) Although Ajdukiewicz was a radical
conventionalist, he entertained the strange notion of radical
empiricism. It was conceptual émpiricism (really not empiricism
in the traditional sense—as language determines it all), not radi-
cal empiricism.

Ajdukiewicz studied at Géttingen—philosophy with Husserl
and mathematics with Hilbert—in addition to his earlier studies
with K. Twardowski in Lwow (Twardowski established the Pol-
ish analytical school, often called Lwow-Warsaw School). Dur-
ing the interwar years Ajdukiewicz was one of the handful of
Polish philosophers with a truly Renaissance mind: completely
at ease with Arisiutle in the original as well as with modern
formal logic. He also commanded considerable personal respect—
to the point of being called, while he was Rector of Poznan
University, Casimir the Magnificent. There were at least half a
dozen of such individuals in Poland in the interwar period
(Lukasiewicz, Kotarbinski, Ajdukiewicz, Witkiewicz, Chwistek,
Ingarden): they put Polish philosophy on the map; they also
created the legacy of the stubborn independence of the Polish
mind not only in the realm of things intellectual but also in the
realm of things ideological and political. The spirit of a nation is
often determined by the quality of its philosophy.

—Henryk Skolimowski
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Samuel Alexander’s aim is to get a synoptic view of the evolv-
ing universe which science has depicted and to find in it the place
of mind, values and religion. He seeks to “take time seriously”
and, as a “naturalist,” to understand something without dissolv-
ing it away. The relation of mind to body is the clue to how all
levels of existence are related. The mind requires a neural basis,
and mental processes can be expressed completely in neural
terms. But, while the mental process is also neural, it is not
merely neural. For mind to emerge, there is required a constella-
tion of neural conditions not found in vital actions which are not
mental. Nor could knowledge of the neural conditions enable us
to predict that or explain why it would have a mental quality.
Mind is thus something new, evef though expressible in neural
terms. Mental processes, though they may be red uced to the class
of vital processes, are so distinct from the rest of the class that
they hold a privileged position init, just asa king isa man like his
subjects but is not one of them. Also, the neural process which
carries thought becomes changed into a different one when it
ceases to carry thought.

The emergence of a new quality from any level of existence
means that at that level there comes into being a constellation of
motions belonging to that level with qualities appropriate to that
level, which constellation also has a new quality distinctive of the
higher complex. The constellation and its qualities are new yet
expressible without residue in terms of the processes from the
level of which they emerge. Mind, for example, is not merely
physiological but is also psychological. The emergent qualities
are to be accepted with the “natural piety” of an investigator,
admits of no explanation. The different levels are roughly:
motions, physical matter, matter with “secondary qualities”
(e.g.. color, taste), life, and mind. with possible intermediate
levels. Each level is related to the lower as the mind is to the
neural processes. They are now emergents, expressible in terms
of the lower, but are not merely the lower. This is Alexander’s
alternative to reductionism and dualism.

It is the job of the scientist to trace the history of things. The
philosopher points out the general features of the advance. Phi-
losophy, like science, uses the empirical method: refléctive de-
scription and analysis of data, making hypothesis to form verifia-
ble connections. Unlike science, its subject matter is comprehensive,
the all-pervasive characters of experienced things.

Alexander’s ideas about space-time are complex. Each point
in space is distinguished by its instant in time and vice-versa.
Thus we can speak of space-time and of point-instants. Alex-
ander sees his notion of space-time as somewhat similar to that of
Minkowski and Einstein. There is an analogy between time and
mind, space and body. This suggests the intimacv of the r~'_tion-
ship and also that something like mind was present frori the
beginning, helping us to see all the forms of existence as a
continuous series from Space-Time upwards through matter to
mind. The analogy breaks down in that mind. unlike time. is a
new emergent. If the past is not to be lost, there must be some
continuum to sustain the togetherness of past: :d present. Thisis
space. This is time. Each plays the part of identity to the other’s
diversity. Alexander wishes to develop a position distinct from
absolute space and from space and time as relationships between

things. Space is full of memory and expectation. We always



