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aa 
It would bo intoroatil-ig to etudy the relationship and 

developioont of instincts mld habits 1n Dewey's philosopb¥• 

Ono final q1..iast1on comes up. Does not hiator:, show. 

as some ma1'l have so.id, tbat t he common greed of men roduces 

life to t ho struggl e of all against all• clique against 

ol1que. or clas::i a.gg.inst olass'Y 

To conceive oi.' 111.1.man history as a scene of struggle:,, 
of classes for do1aination• a struggle caused by love 
of poner or gr eed for gain• is the ver:, eythology-
of t he emot1o1'ls. What we call history is largely 
non- human. bu.t so far as ~tis human, 1t is dominated 
hy intel ligence: history is the histoey of 1-'lcreasing 
0011sc1ou::m.ess .25 

\1bo.t De1-;ey ., in bis own ,·,ords, said about 1nte111gence 

hao been presented. Bu.t what role does intelligence play 

1n t h.e de.:ll y l if'e of the individual, according to Derrey•s 

w1der standin5 of :lntelligenceT Le Boutillier has prepared 

a br:tof paragraph t ll..at very- neatly ties tocether all that 

Deuay said~ s.nd she applies it to the question t hat has been 

posed. Sho writes. 

Intelligence and effort are the active forcos of what 
r.ewey calls •adjustment•, Ylhioh 11mid deep and enduring 
support to the processes of living•, which take, man 
out or hi msel.1' to manipulate hio environment and to 
actualize his ideals. These forces are a.t work 1n 
all of mw.11s activity, t11rough mioh he trues up 
t he pattern of his life to ooni'orm to bis values 
oven while he derives his values :f.'rom the pattern of 
his lif'e. So1enoe and art and rol1s 1on all have a 
part in this. Science a11d art and religion,, ,1hich 
are, perhaps, our hi&hest va1us a, are methods bJ' 

25 
John Dewey, 0 Ia ltature Good! A oonveraaticm, 11 Hibbert 

Journal., VII (July, 1909), 837. 
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which v,e may bring out of nature mid make explicit 
and rolated ti.nd meaningf'U1 waat 1a 1n nature, and by 
which we aotuaJ.:tze 1n nature the ideals we thus 
de r:lve .26 

26oornel1a Le :eout1111er, Rel1g1oua Values 1n the 
Philosopb.Y of Emorsent Evolution, brew Yorks n.p., 1936), 
P• '17. 



OH.APTER IV 

THE ?JATORE OF H I!i TE.il ;.fS OF SOCIAL INTBRACTIO:tJ 

The social s.1 tuation and t h e inter-personal relations 

of pe1"so11a vrithL."'l the social situation are vitally important 

for Dewey • a philosophy. This has boen aho\m in t he d1soussion 

of intoll1.gonce .•1ith i 11 t he 11atura of li'13ll• Intelligence ,·,as 

discussed w:.. thout emterine; 1n a full measure into t.11.e social 

frruna • .B'~t to U11dorstand completely the mrking o:f this 

1ntoll1Genoo and its manifestations, direct attention must 

be g iven to t : e area o:f social 1ntei•ot1on., 

Dewey doos 11ot deny that every child at birth has a 

capaci t y 01• 1ntoll16enca., but a sharp degree of variance 

arises :i.n tho yea:rs in which the O?-ild interacts with other 

individuals in society. It has boen pointed out. as 

Le Bout!ll1ol" did., that intelli5onoe sllapes experience. but 

a.t t he same ti .1e social oxperiencea have a reo1prooal efi'eot. 

For exampl.e 0 habits are mental constructs that are derived 

1'Z'om s::>oial experiences. 

bits as organized aot1v1t1es are secondary and 
acquired, not native and or1g1na1. They are 
out~rowths o:f \U'llearned aot1I1t1ea vlaioh are part 
o:f 1uanta ondomnent at birth. 

In the cwrse of living the child feels the pinge oi' 

social stilml1• and in turn the child develops a set of 

1John Dewoy0 H,r/ Nature am Conduct (New York: 
Henry Holt and Co. 0 22)• P• 8911 
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rather standardized responses. :ct is those stanclard1zed 

reoponses th.at Dowey calls habits. 

Tl1e essence of hl.ib1t 1s an acquired predisposition 
to v1ay..! or modes of response, not to particular aots 
except o.s., tmde1~ spooial. conditions, these express 
a. way o~ behaving . Uabit means special sensitiveness 
or accessibility to certain classes of stimuli, 
3·c:;anding predilections and aversions, rather than 
b&re reourrenca of speo1.t"1o acts. :Ct means ~111.2 

Obviously · is i a not u rote development. The intelligence 

of t he oh ild plays a st~rong role 1n t h e grorrth of a body of 

ha.bita. rI0'\"10ver., t he f'actor to be noted at this point is 

that socs.a1- interaction al.so plays an important par1; in 

ta development of habits. On the basis of tho material 

prosent od t hus far3 1t om~ be oa1d t hat social relations are 

t ho a round and :t..~telligenoe t he fooua of habit formations. 

e 1ey hin1sol f illustrates this tight inter-relationship 

bet1een il1~ell1Gence a nd social interaction. 

{abits may be profitably compared to phya1olo01oal 
i'Wlct:i.ona., like 'broatbing., digestil16• T'.a.e latter 
are:, to be sure., involuntal'J', vm.1le hab1ts are 
acq\.\ired. But important as is this difference for 
1na.."ly purposos it should not conceal the fact that 
habits are like functions 1n many respects., and 
especially 1n reg_uiring the cooperation of organism 
and envirorm10nt.3 

Since hab1.ts are ":mo<les of response" to social stiml111, 

it is necessary that t he ?Srt1oular response be oriented to 

the intelligence of the receptive individual -- as Dewoy aays• 
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In short. the moanina of native aot1v1t1es 1a not 
native; it is acquired. It depends upon inter­
action 'l:·1.ith a matured social _med1Ulll.4 

ThE> devalopmsl'lt of habit vritllin the individual has 

been seon. no,1 attention is turned to the growth of a bod7 

of habits wi t h in the :i.11d1vidual who both influences and is 

inf'l uonced by s ocial 1n ·~eraotion. Social interaction . woul.d 

be a mi11inum f actor i~ ha.bits n~re passive, but according to 

Deuey t he ver y opposite is true. 

" ch pe r s on is born an infant, and ovary infant is 
subject £rom t he first breath he draws and the first 
ocy he u ttors to t he a tte:mtions and demands of others. 
~be ae o thers are n ot just persons 1n general uith 
u1:lnda in e;ene ra.l. '!bey are beings v,ith he.b5.ts~ and 
be il.1t a who upon t he ,,hole esteem the habits they have. 
i f i'o1" no other reason than that haviJJG them, thoir 
imagination is t h ereby- lindted. The nature of llab:tt 
is to bo assertive~ 1ns1stent. self-perpetuatin{l.5 

1'lli s be i.ng t lle case• 1 t can aaf'ely be said that in t h e earlT 

mont h s o~ t h e 11.f'e of' a child he is• 1n terms of habits. 

moro t he inoved than the mover. However. as time proceeds 

t he body or habits that have developed begin to assert 

t.'1en1sel ves in response to social stinul.1• and a balance of 

social inf'luence remlts. Of course• there are :lndiv1d1.1a1 

exceptio110 to t h is .formulation,. depending upon the stron0th 

of t he il.• aharaoter .• 

For De\1ey., character appears to be the sum total of 

habits f\U1otioning 1n the aooial situation. 

4Ibid-., p •· 90 • 

5Ib1d.,., P• 58. 
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Character is t11e 1ntorpenetration of hab1ta. If 
each ha bit o::tisted in an insulated compartment 
and operated wit h out affecting or beigg effected 
by o•iihera, character would not ex:l.at.6 · 

Characto1 .. ., the1"1., b ecomes the end product of tlle sooia1 

inter-play of habits. 
I 

'lhe adult wllo has tho advantage o~ s reater .oxperience, 

and so of •·rea.ter habits, does not ordinarily look upon tho 

child aa one who is ~.nan ideal position to mcB1ve a 

d:i.sor i mine.te habit edttoa.t1on~ Rat..'lier., it appears from 

Dewey 1 t..'lla.t t h e adult views the oh1ld as a living area to 

bo exploited by mea>.'ls of t..lte habits of the adult • . 
!ie a ome back to t h e f'aot that 1ndiv1dual.s begin their 
cmrce_ as infants. ~or t he plasticity of the young 
pres8nts a temptation to those having greater ex­
perience and !lance greater pov,or -r1h1ch t hey rarely 
resist. It aae•ms putt.7 to be molded according to 
curr e11.t deai gns e That pl.astioity- also means po,1er 
to change prevailin~ custom 1s i gnored. Docility 
is looked upon not an ability to learn ~Jh.atever 
t he world has to teaoh, but aa subjection to tl~ose 
instruc~i on~ o'!: others \".1,:11ch r e.fleet t heir current 
habits . 

I'i:; i a quite understandable that De1f0y- would speak 1n 

t j 1a manner~ for he 1s deeply conoemed with roform1ng and 

improving tha aoc1al life of men through the peou11ar po,1ers 

and a bilities t11at men innately possess. For that reason 

Dewey 1111.l'J.esi•i;a.T).tlJ' chastises tbB 1nd1v1du.al tor soo1a1 short­

ooming a that are oxperienoed 1n the world. 

6Ibid., P• sa .. 

7Ibid .. , P• 64.e 
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Our se1r~10ve0 our refusal to face facts. combined 
perhaps with a senso of' a possible better although 
u.-ru;,eal:tzed self'~ loads us to ejeot t he habit from 
the t houfiht 0£ ourselves m1d oonooive it as an ovil 
pOl·ter which has 3omeho\1 overcome us• 'le f'eed our 
conceit by recallil1c; t hat t he habit ,..,as not de­
libor ately f ormed ; ue never intended to become 
itUei"s 0 1• gamblorm or roues. And how can anything 
be deepl y ourselves v1llich developed aoo1dentally. 
without set int ention! T'nese traits of a bad habit 
are precisely the thinas ~h1oh are most 1nstruct1vs 
about all ha.bits and about ourselves. They teach 
us that all. hab:lts are affections., t.,'lat all have 
projectil e po~~r~ and that pr~d1spos1t1on formed 
by a number of spec ific acts is an immensely 
moro ~..nt izrulte and fundamental part of ourselves 
t hal'l vv.~"'U<:> 0 s enei .. al. con scious choices. All habits 
are dam.ands 1.'or oe:-tain kinds ot activity; and ti'ley 
constitute t he self . I11 any intell151ble sense of 
t he r10rd wil l ., t h ey are . ·will. They .form oul'. .. 
ef'feot:i.ve d esires ana~hey f'urni.sh us with our 
7orkin.$ capaci t ies. They rule our thoughts, 
doterm1ning which . shall appear arJ.d be troa and 
uhi ch sho.ll pass from· 11sht into obscurity. 

Dl.trin6 the oou,...se of 1s life tne individual ln1ilds up 

a body or habits. These habits remain encased in the salfJ 

for that matter., t hey ax-e the self'~ and even as tho nerves 

are al\7a.y s poised ready to respond to any stimuli., so also 

t he sol£., thia body o~ habits., stands oonstS11tly ready to 

respond and constantly responding to any social stimr.tli. 

Dewey indica tes that t here are factors tending to restrain 

habits. ~41ether or not the habit or the restraint wins out 

depends upon the strength o.f tho stiml2lus and the strength 

o~ t he hab1t-dispos1t1on-att1tude. 

Attitude and., as ordinaril.y used,. d1spos-1t1on suggest 
something latent, potential• oomething whioh requi%'oa 
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n poai t i ve stimt.\lus outside themselves to beoon1e 
acti ve. If wo perceive t hat they denote positive 
forms of action i:1b.1oh are released !119rely t hroU£;h 
ramovai of some-counteracting 'inhibitory' tendency, 
and t.l-ien become ovort, ,, e may employ them instead 
of the nord he.bit to denote SL\bdued, non-patent 
for me of t ho latter. 

In this case., we must boar in mind that t he uord 
disposition means predi sposition, readineaa to ElOt 
over t l y in a speoii'ic .fashion whenover opportunity 
1a presen t ed., t h i s opportu."'lity consisting in removal 
or t he nressw.~e due to t he dominance of soroo other 
habit ; and tba. t e.ttit ude moans some special case of 
e. praclisposition ., t he d i apos ition ,1aiting as i t 
were to s pr:ll'1e; t hroush an or,ened door. 9 • 

.c.ven t he inhibitory ·Gendonc:Les are habits and have been 

fol.•mod in t ho way all habits a.re .f.'01~!!19da 

Tho 1osu.lt of this .construction of Deney i s t o make man 

a compl eto aoc:tal ani l'lal. Gi van a certain a.mount of ,.nnate 

abi l ity 0 he can build~ or multiply• t he ori~inal ability 

end cQpacity to almost unlimited heiEhts dependL,g upon t he 

quantity and qual i t y of oooial 1ntaraat1on. quite simply 

man is t _o .easuro or all t h ing s. 

A glanc e at the h istory of mankind would clearly indicate 

t hat man l'i..aa been anything liut suaoessi'ul in h is gro\1th• and 

even t he.t m :has e2tploited his potential 1n a way t hat 

t hrea.te11a is oun d estruction rather than promoting growth. 

Of t his• Dewey, too. 1s a,mre. 

A.foretime man employed t he re-sults of his prior 
experi.enoe only to f'orm customs t..'18.t henceforth 
had to be blindly followed or blindly broken. 
Now. old experience 1s used to S\J8S9st aims and 
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m9thods f'or devolop1n0 a new a.TJd improved exper­
ien ce . Con.aequontl.y experienoo

1
Boooru9 s :1.n so far 

con struct ively self-r eeu,lativep 

·or e s pecit'icn.117 De,1oy Es,,y'B t hat 

1ien who J. :Lves :L'l'l a \'10:t'ld of hazards 1a c ompelled to 
seek f oz- securit y . Ile has aoUP"j.lt to attain :J.t in 
t wo \'lays . One of t hem bessn with an attempt t o 
propit i a t e t he power s wh 1oh environ h im and deter­
m5.ne his de s tinye • " • 1!1'.ne ot her course io to :111.vent 
tu ~ta and by t h e ir means to turn the pov,ers of nature 
to a aooimt; mru1 con structs a for.tress ou t oz t he 
vor y condi t i ons e.nd f orces wh ich t h raaten h i m. 
Ue bui l d s ., she l ters., weave s gar ments., make s flam 
h is f'ri end inat enc1. of h is enemy. and grot'1s into the 
compl i cated a r t s of nsaoo!ated liv1ng .ll 

Hence Dowey ' s an &Jezt is simply that man has not as yet 

ful l y acc omplished b eoau se he has not as yet compl e tely tri ed. 

To the oxten ·~ · e.t ho b.aa t ried to exploit h is !l Otent:i.a l~ he 

has ouoceeded .a dJ:ii r abl y . I t no\"/ remains £or the lntel.ligent 

ind1,ddua.l to ro oognize t ho ob viou s concl.us i on ., and n net"/ 

lli."ld be t te1" way of l i f e .is 11:1.s f or the attempt. 

10John De\'7ey, Reconstruction 1n Ph.iloao~ (liTew York: 
Henry Holt and Oo•• 1920)., P• 88. 

11newey. gue'3t for Oertaintf, P• 3, aa quoted by H. s. 
Thayer., T'.ae I.ogio of PragmatismlJew York: The Hwuan1tiea 
Pross., 1952), P• 212. · 



T"dE UA'l'URE OF !;i.\!l I U TERUS OF Ti-IE SOUL ,um BODY-MIHD RELATIOHS 

In a consideration of t he naturo or man ,·,o must deo.l 

wit h t he role., it' m.1y, of' the soul 1n man' a nature. In the 

elram1no.tion of Jolm Dot"1ey• s pnilooophy on this point it 

will be shovm t hat t here is a strange contradiction. 

Dewey • s think ing cnru1ot i,e accounted for, but perl't.apa some 

l :i.t h t can be t hronn on the matter by oonsider1na t he books 

arid j ou1".n .. ls i.."'l whioh Dewey spoke out on tbis mttor. 

~•he 0110 opii-1ion, that can conceivably be 1abeled tho 

minority opin:l.0110 appears in Blbliotheca Sacra. That po.rti­

cula~ journal i s a respected joumal of Christian philosophy 

and ethic s ., and it v,ould hardly tolerate an evolut!on1st1c 

article~ part1culerl,,v one tbat dealt with the sacred matter 

of the soul of' man . This 1s t he only plaoe 1n which Dewey 

exprossod himself' in the "minority" manner. All other 

expressions are con sistent, thoush :l.n oontrad1ot1on to the 

first. 

Consideration will first be given to the reference from 

Bi bliotheoa Sacra, and then attention will be directed to the 

more extensive expression of Dc•wey• a view of' the soul and 

body-mind relations. Dewoy operates with the oonoept of the 

soul as 1f it \'lere a foregone oono1us:lon that it existed. 

His attention is on the plaoo of the soul 1n the body- and 
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its .function. 

If v,e include \7:lthin our survey the psycho-physio­
logical facts as well as t ne pllrely physiolos ical 
phonomena of' ne rve action. '-"!O come to tile oonolus1on 
t hat t he soul not only d irects and f'ocuaea the 
ecti v! tiea of' the organism. but that it transforms 
t hem into aomathin5 vih1ch they are not. It realizes 
itself' u.po1'l t h e h inta. as :i.t v1ere. g iven by the body. 
'lbe soul is not only immanent in the body• as con­
st1 t ut in~ l t s unity and endJ it is transcendent to 
i t ~ as tran3£orming its activities £or 1ta own 
p sy cb.:i.oa.l ends.l 

Tho soul t hen i s a p ayc hical entity perm9ating the physical. 

body ~ gv.1c.ling and d irectinB that body and giving it ends and 

pl.lrposea. .1:rot ioe t hat here and 1n t ho follow1ng oxpreosion 

Dewey doe s not even h i ni t hat there is any question concerning 

t ho ontol OGY or t h e soul. The article from \\h1oh this materio.l 

uas drawn v1iu, entitled "Soul and Body• 11 but the treatment 

ulthin t h e a rticle is directed more specifically to the soul. 

and the act. 

ibe psychical ls 1tmnanent 1n the pllys1calJ immanent 
as directing it to\Vard an ·end and for the sake of' 
t h i s end selecting sorne act1v1t1es. 1nl1ib1t1ng 
othora., respondinB to some, controlling others 
and ad justin~ and co-ord1nat1ne the complex whole 
so as., i..~ the simplest and least wasteful way. to 
rea ch t he chosen end. 1i e find• there.tore., that 1n 
·t he a implost i"o:,u of nervous action there are 
pril1aiplos to vihioh matter, as euoh, 1s an e.ntire 
stra.n3er. tatter per se lmows no hi§ber cateaory 
than that of physical causality. Its highest law 
is that of the neoeas1t1es of antecedent and con­
sequent. In nervous aot1on we f1nd tile categoey 
of teleol.otU• The act is not determined b:y its 
immediate antecedents, but 'bJ' the necessary end. 
\ie have gone fitom the a~re of p~s1cal. to that 

]. 
John Dewey, "soul. and Body, 0 D1bl.1otheca Sacra, XLIII 

(April, 1886)1 254-255. 
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of f inal ca.usation, and thereby we recognise that 
wo have a one from t he purely physical to the 
immanen ce of t ho p sych ical 1n the phy'aioal, 
d ire cting t he latt er for its own end and purpose.2 

It i o t.or th !1ot :J.ng t hat even at t his point Devl8y has inserted 

t he idea of' t he soul sarvil'l(:S as the c1 irector, the selector, 

the inhi bitor of physical action. In view of the fact t hat 

he has l aicl much · s t ress upon ha"Qit-action and habit-forma:tion. 

oonte c onnection can be seen . Thia oonneot1on could very 

easil y servo as a steppi ll6 stone, or a loop-hola, for the 

posi•i; ion t hat Dewey held dur1ne, a greater part of b is l i terary 

l ife . 

Very clearly Dewey has remarked that t h e soul transcends 

t . b od.y-0 but t."'11 s tran soendo1"1ce 1 s not a st.\perna tural one. 

Dewey• s conoe~, t of t he soul, as it appears 1n Bibliotheoa 

~aor a ., 1s spirit only 1n t he sense 1n which Hegel s peaks of 

t he spirit ancl t he spi rituai. There 1s no connection wbat­

soeve1, with. t he Christi an concept of !I> irit and spiritual. 

:;o t he sou1 becomes a driving fQrce., a guid1ns 11spirit11 of 

t he physical po,·,ers of tho boey. 

The soul accord ingly, is not a powerless. i mpotent 
sotmthing , so transcendent that it cannot be brought 
into relation with matter. It is a liv1ng and acting 
forco wh ich has .formed, and is constantly forming 
t he body, as its omi meohan1~. This assures on the 
one hand t hat no act or deed of the mind is ever lost, 
that it find its registration aid reoordJ and t hat 
not alone 1n some supraluru:iry sphere, but down llere 
1n ti.~e fforld of matterJ. and• on the other hand, it 
forms a mechanism by- ~hioh tho soul oan i mmediately 

2 
Ibid., P• 247. -
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know., can grasp the fragments of 1ta knowledge into 
one symbolic \"/hole without 1abor10,1aly gather:l.ng 
t hem a.nd piecine t hem together. and by which 1t 
can inwed1a t ely act • It is• as 1 t were• the mind I a 
automaton . ceaselessly and tirelessly executing t he 
demands r esponding to t he needs or the sou1~ 

A sta tement of t his nature says in a lucid fashion that the 

soul is ·i:ihe controllinG m'ld directing 1'oroe with in t h e body. 

~'here is an inte1•actio11 of needs anc.l .fuli'illnents between 

t ho body and s oul• but t he sou1 is still the dom:lrumt f'oroe. 

Thi s must b e compar ed trith statements made !n Human 

Jature and uonduot. Deuey•a volume on social psychology. 

As e,tpl icit as he \·1as in ti:10 previous reference tom:u."d t he 

exist en ce o.f t ·10 soul, Dewey is no,·, tal,ing a · cont1"ary position. 

The doctr 111e or a single• a1:mple and indissoluble 
soul wa.s the cause rand the ef'fect of fa!l.ure to 
recognize t hd.t concrete habits are the means of 
lmowledt3e and thought. · • • • Mo\1 it is dogmatically 
stateo. tha~ n o sucb. conoeptions of the seat. 
aGent or vehicle will go psychologioally at the 
present t1me .•1= 

Here Dewey den i es what ho had previously stated concerning 
11 aou.1. 11 Ue even avoids using the word itself' by usins 

de scr i ptive terms ins tead . 

The traditional psychology of t he original separate 
soul, ni1nd or oonaoiousneas 1s in truth a reflex 
of conditions uhioh out human natur.e off from its 
natural objective relations. It implies first the 
severance ot u"W.1 from nature and then of' each man 
from h is fellows. Tlle isolation of man from nature 
is duly l119ll1fested in the split bet\feen mind and 

4Jobn Dewey • . Human Natura and Oonduot (New Yorks 
Henry Holt and ao., l922). P• l.38. 
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body -- since body io -clearly a connected part of 
nature. '!'hue t he 1.nstrwnent of aotion anrl the means 
of t he continuous modification of action. of t he 
OWiIU.l a tivo oarry:tns forward of old aot1v1ty into 
net,., is roBarcled a s a mysterious 1gtruder or a s a 
nwsteriou s parallel accompaniment. 

James 0 1llara., a cr itic of Dewey's position 1n relat ion 

to t he s oul~ o~fers t h is explanation of Dewey's statements. 

r13ue y rejects t he do3trine 0£ a spiritual soul 
because, 1n harmony wi th his theories, it cannot 

e demonstr ated e xperimentally •••• Dewey's 
dismiasel of t t a soul arises from the behavioristic 
viewpoint o~ psych oloKY which was considered under 
t he i 'ore3 oing heading ;a 

t even if De~ey does deny the existence of the spiritual 

soul., lle wil l st;111 have t o deal \"11th the question of t he 

ont ology of mmd a.~d its relationship to the physical body. 

Ir ·t ho pr evious orit ic o:f Dewey is correct, and 11' De 1ey 

remains cons istent . he w11i have to deny the existence of' 

mi nd on t h e same empirical ground on which he denied soul. 

Orea t paL.,s have been taken to permit Dewey to speak for 

himself• and not to put t he name of De~ey over t he words of 

enotllar. However. 1n t h is inst:tnce t he principle is laid 

aside to permit Sidney Hook to l'l1Jrnmarize Dewey's thinking. 

~ physical• or l'.!atter. Life. and ?.Iind are abstractions• 
according to Dewey, not existences. Existences have 
physical. living, or mental character depending upon 
t he set of properties t hey reveal as they develop in 
time. Tho t'aot t~.at some properties whose conjunction 
1nd1oates t he presence of mind emerge later 1n time 

5Ibicl., P• 85. 

·6James O'Hara. 1'he Limitations of the Eduoationo.l 'l'heorg 
of John Dewey (washington. D.c.: n.p., 1929), P• 28. 


