THE UNIVERSITY.OF ALBERTA
N X ~ o . 'f

~

LS

FREEWILL VS. DETERMINISM:.
LR O
IMPLICATIONS F®R EDUCATION..

2 \ . : : : - M
} N 'by
.BARBARA KLASZUS
V/ -
A Y ~
»

SUBMITTED TO THE FACULTY OF GRADUATE. STUDIES
{PARTIAL FULFILMENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE DEGRER

OF MASTER OF EDUCATTON

. DR&%?TMENT'OF EDUCATTONAL. FOUNDATIONS -

Y
»

-

~ EDMONTON, ALRFRTA

FALF, 1977



NG

wpj T
Wi

ABSTRACT

The controversy between freew1ll and determln‘

'has far reachlng 1mpllcatlonq for the future of soa1ety,

'espec1a11y educatlon. The determlnlsts, who base thear

1 N

‘doctrlnes on the causal model of scmentlflc explanatlon,ﬁ

clalm that human actlon is caused .by heredm ary physxo— .

.lOglCal and env1rnnmenta1 condltlons. Consequently,

'accordlng to ‘the hard determlﬁﬁst a man 1s not responSLEle

for his actlons, the soft determlnlst holds that he 1s

'responsibleeinaofar as he could have acted other than he

did, that 1s, lf hls deSLreQ, motlves or c1rc1mstances,
had been dlfferent The educator who accepts the hard

determinist's account of human action belleves that sxnce,

'all bohav1or 1s out81dc man's control ‘his behav1or mh 8
»be controlled. He advocates an ducatlonal qutem 1n
which every ne. is condltlonon to Jant Nhat is good for.

‘hih._ Tho qoft dcttrmlnlotlt educator belloves that

.-

porqonal Lntuntlons, dLSlILG and reasons do lnfluenco a

‘man”s action. Altho"qh they are cetcrmlned thev are.motV

inevitable; tnurofore,-they an be nurturoa by oducatlon.

The libcrtarinn baseg hls doctrlnts on 1ndetor—7

minacy, claiming that there are. some - events; or at lcast
Some'aSPnctS\of some’events,:which arb'rot 1nev1tabl‘

determined. Recently the rise.of the general system theory

has given tho'libertaritn'a‘sciontific basis. The theory

hoI“‘ that an oruanism is a ayQtw.,'d»whole"which Is more -

than the sum of it parts, wBesdides obey 1nq causal laws
RO , - . S oo oo
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the organism also Obeys organlzatlonal ‘and organlsmlc laws

-

which permlt that range of freedom in actlon necessary for

respon51b111ty l An actlon 1s the complex category of the

*

self, the psychc, the- soul, which is manlféstcd in intention;

choicg'and'VOlition.~ InSofar,as‘ah’action>is within an
: LA A
agent's’cohscious”control, he is responsible for it. The’
libé#tardénﬁ;dvocateé-aﬁ educational systém'tha£ fosters.f
the.cognitive funétioné‘which are-involved in docidinq on
faCtion: Furthcrmore, he will. encouraqe‘tralnlnq of dLSerS
and the w1ll/¢o that th ey come more and more unde;,the
1nd1v1dua1 s control |
vBoth A_dte_vtfr rminism, ?m;i j_"—l,i.,b_e ,rﬁ.a,r__i ';a.n.i@_r_n; .,a_i:haugh, S
seemingiy bdsed on séienﬁific theorics, nevertheléqs have
thelr rootb 1n metapb °1cal prcmlsoq about tho.natur 'bf‘
man. Tho determini vonSiders hfm a mere machine-like .
 ©%-an an1mal 11¥e sﬁbstanco which is “the fum oﬁﬂdlscreto
rpart ﬁhu'liburtarlan hold% that man 1s moertQan the

~ends-the machine and also:

' 5um of Lhc parts, thut he trans

, ‘ L o o : S e
hl mero animal instincts. Which view one accepts ‘depends

'On,anfs-mutaphysicql bcilwfs;

: o Lo
/\‘_{l B
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- L FREEWILL VS. DETERMINISM:
. . . . IMPLICATIONS. FOR EDUCATION,
N ' CHAPTER I J
* INTRODUCTON

/.

There are some problemqfln philosophy whlch Hgbe been

-

around- a long time. ‘The problem whether man's actlons are

the reéult»of his‘OWn free will or whether theyjqre determihed
o

by chusesvnot under hlS control ls one such‘problem Survey

of recent 11teraturg on the SUb;SCt shows that no measure of

agreement has been reachod desglf&;all the ddetO.' On th/

l

contrary‘ the dlscu551ons are as dlverse and llvely as ever.
That the problem has far reachlng 1mpllcatlons can be seen
by scannlng any blbllographv ‘on the %ubj ct which: COVEr“

'such areas as theology, jurisprudédce,.poﬂ?ﬁics,_hiﬁtory;

"physics and psychology. ‘ $
..+ . the ’Uﬁdi“”‘(u; proviems f mind and mattor
of free will versus der.s LRy

TLnn :fe‘~‘i12'vwrvlmuch

wWith uo,  dand have aoag [ B3 4

sulvjoet of sphi ¥

direct bearnd
: ~

cav
O

an}

Th ‘)roblems lnvolxed ~al'so have a dlrect bearing: on .
.

= odgcatlonal phllo ooh\ “on educational'theory; and tinally
- alsa on practice in_thc cldssrooms,_ As. t acherq'and

~administrators rely more and more upon  in: mghtb foorpd b/

psychologists, t} u1so have to face the contllcts,which
are involwved in

s

Tt



. o . L . \ . ,‘ \ " o : - ,,; . "_”__ ‘: 5 . .'., ‘
& ' I. THE PROBLEM - . .
The problem examined in the following discussion;iégf o

this: Either a(varaon is.1n controt of hig own actions, that’

e, ke r trulw free to make wmeaningful choiames for which he

can 'uot?u be held responsible; or he is not in control, that

¥ . . , o . ih7
16, he s ndt free to choose and -ps@uot reg pon 0 for
hia bnhnuior.f Imb ddcd in thlS pr@hlxm,arc threo phllOSOphl—

cal dlfflkultrOQ. llnqulqtlc, moral ah&“metaphy51cal

Plrot, thn dlfflculfv lS ) llngulstl one, Conceptual

' . ’ ! o . .
confusion surroundlng such concapts aq fpccszi, ;rac*a&tion

. L . ﬂ""ﬂ,, c oo s .
q§o1cc, intention; could hgve dondgiothérvise not to mentloQ

‘fause and 1KuRfCPV*nSQV is perpleking indeed. AAtte&gEE.have

. . A . . . R e & -
becen made to settle how these eXpressions are to be under-~*

stood usingflogiCq} analysis., Some phllosophers conSLder

. v . ~ o *
this the only .. o:.settllnq the issue betwcen dcterm1n1Cts

w

‘and freeulll advocatoe \ccordln to them,® once llngulstlc
o dlfflCHlth“ are_solvcéi all other problems ﬁill:disappear,r‘
che: philosophers feel that after ahdlysis and clarificationv'

irtecohcilablo_d;fferencos still,remain;4 Undoubtcdly, ,;_;\\\i

linguistic analysis-has made great contrlbutlons to tho

@%ato by cldrifying the issues, raising_impdrtant qupstionsv

i ) ’ S _

S removin ¢ misunderstanding.,  But after %0 Callcd m19under~

standings have been cledred away, the fact emerqos_that whqt” o
. N - ‘.-"5 . - N . ’ . . !

toolks which has its

i

Sassleft ds oa "rrdfound drfterence In out)
roo»; in bath the moral and thé metaphysical aspects,:

The second diffiC lg\ the moral one, has becn

- .
. F
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about the natute of man are cnr*u.tly besiyg defended:

5

. . ' A e, ~*:/ - 6
SOmewHat neglectcd by phllosophcrs in recent1years. The
¥ L

problc : is a- moral one/Because 1t concern§ ltself noE)only~
/

with chjective descrlptlon oF act‘on, but also W%sﬂ reasons.
Mo . o o
f”l action whlch i clude their ]ustlflcatlon.7' In addition-

“to- goals, purpose and lntentlons 'actlons also lnclude 1nter—

actlon w1th other peoplo whlch lnvolves quostlons of - rules,j

fand .norms of. conduct w1th1n a culture.8 Rules and norms also

3.

1nvolve the concopt of respon51blllty which in turn 1nvolves

\
{

_moral qult or lnnoccncc.

' S T ) e
But even w1th1n\the aoparently objective scientific
deqcrlptlons and loqlcal analysos of actions values, are
hiddan 1ncey'scaence and loglc, the highest;objeofiVe arts,
B : : /\‘

prcsgppose goalg @nd Significances; Truth and clﬁrit“ are
9
tholr key valuoo;' In uddltlon to trut and clarlt , all
Y

the other valuo% of a c@ltu*o also 1nfluencc descrlptlons

/
and explunatlmusg4nply berﬁuqe‘gclcntlflc inguiry and

_loglcal analysis are thomselves human act1v1tlos uhlch arof

ba d on a wide rango of cultural valuef.lo These valucs

PR
shapo Lho h}pothof es ‘and the cories whlch "ouide oun obsoern-
. N Lo _-
viation, -an:! help uh o csoloct fpom th 1nrn4mcrwﬂ>lee L\M»c*”
- & W . el ' ,1, L b . E LN N 11.-1 »i
G ohmurv@hzon Gl Wi ch are of Cinterdst., . Most 1mport-

1

zant of all, thoqo hldden valuas wlll also stroqﬁlv Lnfluence
BN )

“his Icads to thonthird; the ret aph}s1cal Jlf‘lculty

vMbv ovd in“thd 'rcow1ll Gugerm*nlqm conorover"”.‘

Three mctnphysrcal asshmptions_intalviuq'béliefs

R

e OHSUrmxr‘c attitudes and oollefs abo 1t thL naturo of man.



i R : . * . \
. 1) "Man is a machine, very complk “To-bl sure
o b.ut a machine nevert wlc-ss. TN
‘' 2) Man ‘is ' an” anifial, émd"liko all nnlmal 1ives
' accordlnq to a pre dr%pr'nlnm‘i proqram qommu a‘lw
transhitted. * iie doés.what he daes because of
this program, anq bec caus 3¢ efsthe %(,,L,dy)(:\k,}\a e
gets from Lhe tnv_tror)‘mon_/

2) Man is "an cnty oy wh
wh(ﬂ"('\'&‘ has e termis
bighogical-paycholopt %

- ~that entity, in oth§ro worls N

‘ all these determBnan s ol o L

} Cey -

them and « 1(_1; Pr i om Ty "~
5 . . . T B
. submitting to: thoem, e ' ‘

In our time, thu' hxrd image ot man,

-
4

cnﬁity,' is loast-.popular among. philesophers P foaciontise
iy a =t

: S. .
- ' .a‘" .
PR 3 [ (R
It hdS boan aqscnlcd by both alike. - Lingyuistic analysis - >
: . . . N ) s
has show_p t:.h(c meaning lessness of concepts ~1 ke the T
the mind,”  "and impressive reseavrch in the :}cic:’:yw:;&i rr:*l\'
. TS : ; 4 s s
pecially “in physiology, neurolodgy, and psvchology Seams
. R > ' ' " . ot . : : e : .
5 ) . .‘f ) . oo L
.to cast grave. douou on thuys view 7that man can, 1&/““‘
. o A N ‘\ ( G . :
brmxk froa from d(ﬁtomininr_f factoryg.  Poycholoalztes, Tod® by
I-‘rofossor~ s nner, have made speclal of tor\,-: te
"free image :of man, ds the vtitle of ’Sk,ii:z'm‘ e popy / g
s Frew o il el ot sugg«wtn . "“(\c,w\ who arqgue for
aselt, a mind, a soul, a payche ars called Pre-scientific,
psychotic, néuxotic or at best contused and canaght up in o
.rhc:w_"‘»aph',-'vf.lic;al and hence roaningliess problems which Sonoonly beo
| % P : S N o .
reso 1&--\"'""'." by lingilistic analysls or sciantific rnvestigation,
But not al! philosophers and scientists have ol roe
re. ‘“:r-* ary i W vigorous by chinoot ton
. . - ) R AN
A .
thiv Grterming Ltie nage o Trany Gl e tors maan ol
‘ . SN .‘,
;
| o . :
N Ky ’ : .t_ '




" that questions about the nature ‘of man'are_highly'speculatiJe

'if for no other reason "than,fheus%mple fact that human

beings are:such‘surpagsingly cdmﬁlek‘ereatures."l7

an entlre program of human and soc1al englneerlng on mere

;To baée

‘ speculatlve assumptlons i$ extremely dangerous and accordlng
 to the defenders of freCWill;‘ih the. end fatal for aﬁfonomous-
'__mah. jWhat,“exactly, is it that' is being objeoted to? At this

p01nt it mlght be best to quote leaders of " both SLdes at . 'g

&

\

length. Sklnner, in- BeJond Freedom and DLgnzty, comments on

the wrltlngs of those who are afrald of the abOllthH of man°
. What is being abolished is autonomous - man——the
inner man, the homunculua, the possessing demon, the
man defendod by the literature of freedom and dignity.
His- abolltlon has long been overdue. Autonomous
‘man.is a device used to explain what we cannot explain
in any other~an. Y¥le has been constructed from our '
‘lgnorance, and as our unders tanding increases,. the
very stuff of which he is composed vanishes. .. . . To
man qua man we readily say good riddance. Only bv
dispossescing him can we turn to the real cause of
human behavior. Only then can we turn from the
inferred to the observed, from the mlraculou to the,
natural, from. the Jnacceaalble tofthe manioulable.lw

In The Aboliﬂion of Man; o S.‘Lew1s,5§£wp1ng twenty-
flVQ years earllor, eloquently summarlzes ali that the

defendera of freedom and dlgnlty st&ll are. concerned about.

. J

1 am only raklnv clear wna‘ 3 CO'luést ovaature

really means jand cspecially v o @ inal o cage in the
CONQuUest, wb1cb perhaps, T. 5. ar off.  The final
'ostage ds come when Man by 17enics, by prenatal
- conditioning, and by an cducLTion an. bropaprantia -

bascd on” a-perfect ‘P?1L(t s feholopv, has O\(“lned'r
full control over nimtelf .  wman nature will be the
last part of MNature to surrcpder ter Man.  The battle
will then bee won.. o .. Bur de, preciaely, will have
won o oit? o IR P P

- cFor the power of "Man o maku'himyelf'wha' he pleases.
Smeaps . ow . th \wav“cf‘acmy'men Lo make other men

Aowhat they p‘o S ST \



S
y ’Thls *%hen, is the problem. -Because it has linguis-

tic moral and metaphy51cal dlmen51ons, it has far reachlng

implications also for educatlon. As C. 5. Lew1s p01nted out,

~7

the educatlonallsts w1ll be the ones who will be'"the man -

mouldere of the new age .. .'who really can cut out all

_poOSt ity in’w%?t shaue they please.ﬁQO

Y -

»Wheth;’(er this is

what chould be is the questiod atvha ., If man.reallyﬁie
not in cohtrol.of his.aotions; then perhapg Skinneryis,right,
‘But if it should be the'case»that‘man {e or can Ea in oou-'
tfol}of hisbown actions, then to rob him of that control?

is to rob him of- part of hlS nature.'
II. NEED FOR THE STUDY

Those who are famlllar with Aldous Huxley s Brau 'Vew'
‘ 21
World” ® will remomber that the cvents recorded 1n that novel
took place some time 1n the 51xth or seventh century after.

© ' Ford. That book was written 1n‘l93l.‘ Almost thirty years;J

later Huxley wrr

. , o :
In 1931 -« I'wan convinced that there was rt*’l

plenty of © w0 The complately orpaniuogd society
the scientl.ic caste aystem, the Qbo?{tEOV'of j"cv

‘ Will By omethodiesl conditioning, the servitude made
acceptable by regularadoses of thew1_1lly'induced
happiness, the brthodoxics drummed in by night Iy o
~eourses af sldep-reachiing - -fhenn Things were “““lﬂﬁ
arripght ¢ bur ast in my. Ulme, not oven in the tl"“_
. (‘.kf e R R TR T R IR e [ Tv 319 Yl s + Ry S g s 1
CL Iy pranaonhy ldren, e EORNS SN B 8] noRne originalld

1.19~8 Huxley realized,'and 1n 1973 we reallﬂe lt

0 . : ' .
even more that the prophesies he ‘made are no longer scxenbo

fiction,yvﬁnether onc corsxu«rs th e socxetv of controlled

men and women g thrnat or utop:a UDpOndS on - many lactors,A'

-



not the lcaot of ‘'which is whcther one- thlnks that man has
‘freewill. Slnce sc1ent1sts have the tools with whlch to s

manlpulate the braln, tho genctlc system and behav1or, the
" C’ . @ g
problcm underx. consxderatlon is a very real one and also a

- ~

very urgent one.
Those who oppose determlnlsm reallze that 1f man can.
be manlpulated )those who do the manlpulatlng have to exer-

:cxse_thn"» frcodom.‘ Questions naturally'arlse: Who dec1des

“what, the outcome will Jbe? 'who\willecd trol thc"controllers?‘

Th?SO\QUOQLlOHb are being dicussed no ont by phllosophers

but by ertGIS for oUCh popular mag<21ncs as. ime Wthh in
J

Aan eqsay on Sklnncr obsorvcd that the loglcal dllemma in

“his philosthy was ‘that "the sources of the Standards of -
: ’ . e e IR ﬁ23 : NP A
good and evil in his ideal soclety"” " were not specified.

N -

Of Course;vSkinnof in his‘fiCtional portrayal of

: e
: TN S T [V y .
thc controll od ooc1etw in wWalden Two showed a happy,

'co¥opcrativc group Qf pcople, but..as seen from the point of

. co ) . . . . . . - . 12q
view of thC'COhtrOllcr Frazier. Erdve Jew worid " showed

.

-that world from the mxsflt s p01nt of v1ew ~Both musthbq

‘q - g - ' ’ o o "

c0n51dercd.

HThere'{ﬁy thfeforelfa real nced to, clariiv‘tho ’r.u
philohephiCai‘issﬁes-of’tho,fEGQWill—determiniSm‘conﬁro—p
VQfsy bofogo a docisipn gah be'reachedpoﬁ thepﬁind‘bf society

B "" . . { N O : h . ) :
cducators and the puhlic at largeewantsﬁ.'hccoréihq to the

democratic tradition, the

IS B

people should chgose. As Walter

KR . e . o - . ) . N § i :
Worth.sald to the people of Alberta in the Worth Commission

I‘,.g*p*ort, Aoos et e S0 T red ’ DRSS PR A T AR 3 AT AT

O 2

. ) e, . "“,
. . .



There” are some choices that await your agreeme ¢
while others await your')udrm«nt -« .« What toma... .
ho](h;-dv;ﬂkxd' on all of us--on what we foreseo, on
what we beliceve, _()11 what we do.2b

In order to déCidc; thn‘pnoplv must knOW'thP vac'-
bllltlﬁu. fﬁdhcdtors w11] be in tho forofront of LhO-dOCLQLOH'

muklnq process;  therefore, thy must not’ only know tho

possibilitics,vbut alsd the philo opthnl prlnclplUH lnvo]vn

With the "advanons in the techniques for cont r‘<>1 ling I'c-?xvx\’i'C>!“
! . . . e v

wtrd brinﬂing-nhoh{ pvynonu]fry‘chanﬁw"{} whlch W1l] bé.
‘ﬁﬁcorporutﬁd iﬁ udan{ion, two ultornatho are presented:
rL por,on~cont:rn( sociéty‘which tros,,°_”5ﬂlf»dixf«ﬂicn:,

. , : v v : . . ‘
svlf—(u]fi]lmuntw'individndliﬂm"f”ior a qrogp—contnrdd
socicty whicﬁ ;Lrvoqp; contr61 from tho'tép. _

| It is ﬁot_thc,purpOno of Lhc phllosophor of odu atlon
-ib téli-tho oducator or 001ctv for thaL muttor what tho
aims ot qdugutioh qhould b«. H1 Iunctlon ls clarlfxcatxon
It sﬁouiailgg_ohsuxwuﬁi howv\wur, that achx)tlon -of tho ;ﬂillo—
A"E;O}.)‘h.‘ig(_‘.’]l dQ(ﬂ'fip@% of trchll .or d(.tex‘mltu smodo he nm(prdc*-'
Atiéal coﬁsoﬁuvﬁcus for dducntioﬁ. What thOSw d@ctrlnoq and
.thgir éonswquohcos are’ wxll bv oxumlnod xn tho rollowan
béduﬁ.x . “_ o ' o ' \ 

CIIIL pLAN OF TR ;'I‘Hf 16

In order to vasnnt %or” of,thu implications 0f'thé

P

irnv“xll~dwtvrw1n1ﬂm cont rovursy ror vducatloa, dvtormxnlﬁw'
w111 N dofined in Chaptwr {I. A cotormlnxut', intcfpret~
jdtion ﬁfbactAmq 1nd rvqoon” h}llt“ ndond on tho'vapsal'mmdbl

‘ollowu. Tho n luqn\o of dotvrmxnxsm on vJUCdtxoqal thvory



andupraotiée a;eidiécuS$ed in Chapter'III The llbertarlan s
argumcnts agalnst determlnlsm are submltted in Chapter Iv.

In addltlon, a scientific model-éthe general system thoory—4”
is presented as a foundation for free action and responsi-

blllty. Flnally, ;mpl;cqtlons of ;Escw;ll for educatiohvare'
B ‘-- ' / . -
considered in,Chaptor V. - , . 'A T
a'study of this kindg, more will have to be left

out than tan possibly be 1ncluded No attcmpt will be made

to give a svctcmatlc conceptual analyfls of key conccpt%

'involvod. Tho llterature c1ted has gone a long. way in‘doing
'that; Nor w1ll an attcmpt be made to separate the moral
and metaphy51cal problems although both Wlll of course,

“enter into the discussion.. Flnally, and mout 1mpomtant of

all, this °tudy does not prttend to solve the problems whlch~

M.
Ty

have beoen dobattd for centurles

Instead the studv has a, much humbl er aim, namely

. _ | >
to o>am1no two quostlons' wiat e oan getion? and Is @ man

1,

“c&p@HSfﬁLU Jor ~Jzzv%n Hdoes? These two questhns w1ll be

discussed on ‘the b351raof the cau>a1 model and the general
: Ay
system model. ’
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CHAPTER * II

PR ,‘ DETERMINI%M '
. - . ? o . ’

In order to be able to dellnoate the 1mp11cnt10ns of
'determlnlam for educatlon, it flrst is necessary to dean
determlnlsm in terms of modern SFlentlflC knowledge and

‘contemporary phllodophlcal thought

I. DEFINITION
<

Accordlng to The American HJeritagye D'ct1nnarv of the

*

Englich Languagw, dotormlnlsm is the phllosopHLcal _doctrine
‘that every event, act.,and dec151on 1s the 1nev1table conse

quence of'ahtecedents, such as physxcal poychologlcal or

s

‘env1ronmontal Londltlonv that are 1ndependgnt of the human
will} Thuq dotorm1n1¢m, ln the minds of most pooplo'3i#f
, cornogtcd with the; cause-cffoct modol of the bllllard ball
;varioty; If one can. control the dirdction and qpeod of the
white ball, theﬁ one¢ cdn Ja:rrﬁinl'tho dire ctlon and spwcd
fofiﬁhe-cjd balf,l Very simply $tatod, déterminiém claims

that_for.ovqrv‘QVQnt F, terL must be anothor dl“ inct
L

cvent, a4, tOQttHLr w1th a cau%al ldw w“mch assort‘ that .
. . Ty ‘ 2 \\
whvnovor ¢ then 2, cL
In addition: to the common shnso’assbrtionVthat"ovéty'
dvent has a cause, science also claimg that thero is a lm&

“of natureo Mhich'cbnnects.them; This law ran be dlSCOVLrOd

Sin principle at least, for every. knomn event;

.d .

. In'science, the thesis of determinism ha. proven to be

F12

-
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T~
~——

ajvéry fruitful working proposition.who;e écceptan. ;has ied
to discoveries invall.fieldsfincluding astrohbmy,b hygiéé,
ghemistryvand'biology. In physiCs,'for_éxample, Newtom}s
laws of.gfavitatibn“and ﬁechanics Qshéredvin'an eravﬁbﬁ>bnly
of scientific aisébverics,,bﬁt also Qf tremendouS-technologi%
cal advanccs, and determlnlsm based on causatlon becamé a |
famlligr model to anyonc working with machines. As a mattérva

: ! < .
of fact,.it did rot take long and the machine model was

'applicd>to evcrything,'ihcluding man. .Althoagh this model

has proven_tq be useful iﬁ‘explaining the functioﬁ3'of thé

braln, for example, evidence in’ current wrltlnq shows thaf
. <

. . g .
many uqe 1t not only as an analogy but as thc thlng 1tseif;

vaen the hlghest functlons of the human brain such as elf(j
conscxousnesq, awarenobs of goals and symbollc communlcatlo;\\\\
'aro attributed .to the human machlnL |

It is at thlS poxnt tbat tho age-old problem of free-
w111 enters, for the,machlne model of man, if taken to be
‘more than‘d.uscful angloqy; threatens to undcrmlno.manrs
moraljrbspbnsibility} it mgﬁes hiﬁ‘ihto a robot. It dlsbv
‘_p05§s the possibility thét‘mdn‘sbpehavior~cqn be predictcd

Aand controlled because it should be possible "o ro“ ot

E

y '3 . - . . LTy . - N .
Ve thing that cnIints In thee upiverao inoevery context ancd
: ¢ . . .
PO . LT ... NP E - N o o, e~ . e~ - . - .
aicter ol pan L0 Ve soonditt © This is not Laplace

speaking but a twenticth coentury physicist who seems. to have

Sgreat faith in the, causal mo“ul of science.
9,

- v‘ N ot . > “‘A. . o .v o ' - . : q ‘ "
It 15 txuv‘that-sqﬁlal-scxcntxsts have not been uble‘“:;

. e S T o |
to come upowith tegmwlas for prediction which Are as noat Ay
' kS
5 »"‘_ )
S A T e e



'and.prec1se as. those in the physxcal sclences, but thls 1n
1teelf is no proof that they do not CXlSt.6~wThe'SOCiﬁl
1hsc1entlst just llke the phy51cal sc1cntlst tests ‘the
alldlty of hlS theorl s. by u51ng thcm for predlctlons
CIE tho predlctlons drc conflrmcd ‘Lhe theory galns accopt—z:

o

.ance. If not thc theorle have to be changed

OncL Lhe 5010ntlst are able to prodlct futurc events,

'thfy are. alqo able to control thom Thus controlfis another
.outcome’oJ'tho cauSal model. Notlonly_in-theiphysical
ySéiénQpS bt dlbO in thu socidl c1onccs, modorn Rnowl<dgc

A

enables,sc1entists Lo control CV(ntS, 1ntlud1ng human bchav—3

'[fior 8 Many foar Lhc ro ult w1ll be that perqons are. troat ad”

v . 'n

as machines4 Then 1t followg that all talk aboutﬂporsons

“\
hbuld bu drbppud 1n favour of talk about machlnﬁs.' And dne
Tne with the
] .

.

Toupht Troode he Thar Tuari S Dedqoong s o e oin
e : R EH o : ‘

untty O Gorinch deause af - Inoreaaed
o . . N

i

. 3 ) . o ,
ard centro Y T ing sl ' Liwety
The causal law has hqd cons nquc RN O v in the

“sciences buthulso in philOsophy. rs of mind, of

,aLthH ‘and of moxd‘a who LSpouso have concluded-
thdt the minﬁ”is,non “existent, that, S :ior is no more than

G TQSpongo'to vh“s¢cal atimuli and that ho-one_can be"held

respennitole for \\fh;xt; hc. (‘(,( > In- oth r hordn; u@ like all
e T 10 _ .

othir. things, dro~only automa a. Ii-man Ls,only @ machlne
He need no lOnduf,uﬁk,him$Qlf, "What‘5h00§d7l‘do?“ nstead,

e

hee ondly has o gsk what are the laws which gqovern, my bhehav-

LOr2t e Uncy he knows. :hum,,he can describe human action, he

-

nomedioine
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can controi'it,'and he éan«use the laws to predict it; bQE
éince'he Cannot;alter tﬁe laws which: ,uovern human actionﬂ'

. he cannotvcxerclse self contrel in the tradiﬁipnal‘senge;"
iFor many- phxlosophcrs and mos St sc1entlstsv"Que§tibns'of
C&HSdeVCPSUS uncaused 1n_human'behavi0r" hdvé1givenrwa§ toh‘

’QUCS&iOnS.Ofi"kiqulof laws and ‘kinds of concepts related
by th(m. ]1 Co ‘ o ’ ' S v

’

These and Lclatod concluslon¢ raise twooimportant_
qucstion5 with_which the determinist'mQSt deal: (l)'What'is‘

. RS

_‘a human ac tlon° {2) Is man responqlblc for tht he docs?;h
The answor to the flrft qucsthn will 1n£1ugnce the kind'ofl
banawor q1von to Lhe sccond onc Althouqh there arL many'

i_different ancw\rs Whlch dotormlnlsts glve, only two will be

oy

‘conQ1derod hexe. « - T 'A__;r 
”‘"~u.,'¥w ~ R PURISNEIY B o ‘
: cL T II% - “HUMAN ACTION | e

whét~is,a hum uman - aétidh? One way that the dete rminist
“will answer tho queatlon is to say that an actlon 1“"

“behavior whxch is causcd by Olﬁhc:»anioxtcrnal or 1nterna1

stimulus. Behavior, "in turp, can beAdoflned as'anYVmovement
o Lo ‘ . S . : U
of the body which can be observed by an eutsider .and which

can be de@ﬁnibed n terms of discrete, obscrvable events,

~Ideally, ‘this concrlptlon'should not contain any terms which

rcfur‘to.nmrsﬁu events or states, for . .thesc .are only o
fictionalyicad processes. _ v

The use of the caupe—cifcct_model in explaining

behavior has led to some real k>ru‘u‘t¥1roxx7‘, in psycholoyy.
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ot .

whlch seéﬂTto support the determlnlstlc pos1t10n._ impressive
emplrlcaL ev1dence haS(been brought forward to show that

human behavxor 15 caused by chemicals, by subcongcious‘drives};
by genetlc factors and by condltlonlng All these‘COnsider—

atlons strengthen the belief that determlnlsm is the ba51c

a

law of psychology
I

One area ofupsyéﬁoﬁoglcal research which has lent '?
-support to the machlne model of man is in cybernetlcs 051ng
the computer av‘a model actlons are descrlbed much as the

: .
feedback svstem of.the: computer. A man ] ch01ces in a certaln

c1rcumstance are mer%ly so many c1rcu1ts open to h1m Because

°

machlnes._such as computers, can learn, work toward a goal
and do thlngs whlch ln humans requlres mental skllls, the

uestion naturall arises thxLF man hlmsvl“'is ah thinq -
q . . y k'.

more than a‘cybernetieal syatem conStruofedgof organic'rather
than norganie partq. : g e

If behavior can be reduced ‘to the 1nput output model
then obvxouslv the tradltlonal concept of mental events hasfv

-to be revised for nental predlcat es reftr to the unobservable

and nen mtasurable 901ngs on in the mlnd whlch Hth no. counter—f
-partfrr the machxnt model Lon tquentlv QPznner and other
-behayiOrxsts advocate the abo’ltlon of mental eve nt termln-'

sology or. else'the substltttxo =thorto£ hlth behavxorlstlc

T T

desceription. As. a matter‘of Fact

Sy RN e b LR o T YN SO S N
et llaVviis SASTED S R A 41O TE TN DR B (AR S A A5 T B o
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. . . - . . ( ' 171.
' 4 - - . ) : S ,
To include in ‘a descriptioén ofvbeﬁhvior any reference
14 méntél events merely‘postponeé explanatioh because mehtal

B 4 ]
terms "of fer no real explanatlon and stand in - the ‘way of more

n15

»effectlve analyflo. A further dlfflculty in u51ng mental

v 'e
exgihnatlon is that actlons cannot be, explalned 1n terms of -

mental events. w1thout also explalnlng the cvents themselves.

iy

-To glve a causal xplanatlon of mental. events 1s not: p0551ble,‘

'1t merely 1nterrupt° the account of actlon, 1t does not'

expldln 1t 16

¢

Rather than face the dlfflculty .of “xplaining wvhat =

~-meqta1 eventS»are, the behav1orlst1c determlnlst proceeds

/

without them. Accordlng to Sklnﬁer,_u51ng mental terms

ines_Man the lmpr05510n he 1s~auton0mous) but in realitY’

autonomous man helps to oxplaln only those thlngs we cannot

explaln in any other way 17 vZ

»

Thc problom Wthh thc determlhlsto face at thls p01nt

‘is thiv:.lf actlon is the rosult of outsxde forccs, how is 1t
§ 5

that mosit people eﬁ freo° ThlS persxstont fecllng of

iy[’ 'troedom whll@ ohqoglnq 18 one of thL most frcqu ntlw used

arqumonts aqainst de nr.lnlqm Wetcrmlnl t%, in turn, havo

g vasonttd a numhor of oxplandtlon of'the fecllng of free dom

wy e N R I . e
| Lt,thv CUTOTIIN st Le e ioht, thin Toeline o Lr‘ 1@
A - W T )
. \ . . , .
~r . ) .
[ P N , L. : R N :
M hny vllucion el Sourse SFor whatew powe s hit have
. ' . R '
o ' : - } :
. . ) l [ . AR R ) 3o . N .
el Ther: munt )sq» L aoCause s Bwven ' we had to Ao ‘V-'hdt.
~ ] ) ":Q h . . / . VAT : . v .
R Y LR r S om0 - . . .
SR SRR This i t‘o most ‘popular D\olanatlon whlch the

-

a

R T T ) e
determinist gives for cholwe. Others call it pheeniomen’-

‘ . TG
. ALt B K R 1 (e
e b o e . Aoga ety Ve e ot
JORTHIA- 10 B ore

s, Lwhich it.is

<



; hlq chlldhood xwoa blquuq ny.his fathex

'.‘f' R

‘tfathcrp in no: Wlo“ unn(r ILO“COn*rol ne ertho‘wra

committed and thercforé;his’crlmo can ho e\pldlnod in ttrmuQ

"covorvd thdt‘a hljacbwr 1n oqc>re¢ent suc1 oleode had in-

[3

ifficult to shake just as pércéptuélli '”biins are difficult

correct. “However, although perceptual il uSionS'atAleast

to people, the 1llu51on of free dOm is not llkeW1se SO easxly

,dlspelled : 2 o .

How does the determiniét try to dispel it?. One- way is
to p01nt out to a man that ]ust because he is not aware ‘of

S
the cauqcs oporatlng W1th1n him. and Qn hlm does not mean they

.do- not oxlst 20 Once he is. made aware of the fact that his’

‘actfons,are tlL result of energy wilch is dlsptnqed w1th bv

forces. of whlch he knows ﬂotﬁ’ng, he Nlll re! ognlzc tbe

feellng of freedom for what it 1s——an 1llu31on. SN

RV

" The more,scionce finds out,about.the'Causes,‘thg more

agparént it'bécomos that'even wheh a man feels and thinks he

.the quUlt Of horcd1t§ and onvxronmont If ‘one examlnts the

&

past hlstary of Q criminal,
sorts of conditions which'serve ‘as cause s of thn'crimc he

Y

@thof’than,hisébwn d@libL ato foreth0uqht  So 1t was dlsf

EOr'thebdqath bfihié

”llttlx brbtuv_'who Nhsurunﬂﬂ?dxlbv'a.cdr hhll 'ln hls rare-i‘

—_—

‘Thé traxnud Ttlatlonshlp wh cH t(Vﬂlonod botuovn hlm and hls

‘. R

;iﬁcctcd hi5'pwr$ona11ty,dvvyxcpmunt. '5yfthovtimﬂ h

e . ) o .v 3 . - . Y

-

»

_15 choosan somcthlnq in the future, hlS actlons are actually'#"

for gxample “one can find all ot



‘was not rcally

8

'\

"plannlng and oxgcutlnl ’ho hxjackinq,

~

directly-dUc to his dD(LSiOhS, but At was thc result of the

' sum Lotal of all his past e *xpcriences plus hlsihcrcdlty‘

Hls aggrossjvc actions woro mvroly "Lho wrlpp11np of a worm

e 21
on a fishérman's }\o<ﬂ< "

Another,réSpon ? to thc pcrsxrtcrt £oollng of frcedom
'is to consider it an illu ion whlch lu n¢eessary for purposos

of concoPtuallwatibn; wGsturn manfs conccpt of iroedom
‘results from’ talk abouL ‘human achon wh1ch is 'pdﬁ% of the
P .

- P o =
sel f—.i.!fl;_.i}‘:t of m.'.l».n c'h;'op ly (-'Illkm:'(h,lml cin the v htmpht and valueds
o . :)"P . N - . aoms . .

, of Western man. " "’

Unfortunntoly, talk about ch01cc is in no way Oxplan—'

.

atory or des crlptlve&of what actually qooq on. - thn maklnq-

a choico'“takcsibmaco, what actually happon ‘lS'thht onc‘of
L F _ _ .

a: numbcr o{ poss1blc res pOﬂSCu ; respondod Lo in a- part1cu~

lar 51tua{1on.f This respthL is condxtlonod by any. numbo

of otlmull. -Such d ltuatlon 15 QLlll rcf rrod to. as choxco“

'7becausc Lhat is . how thi qxtuatxon was roforrod to 1n thL Q
pre-sci?htific‘@qe; "It was thxv talk: about choxco whlch

engondervd tho'illu Loﬁ of:frevdom;. Today 1t s roallzed

e

",

that "to upbak\@f', o]f~mandﬁomont' 1(*10 poqk of

conceplualization x()!‘ ;W11r~p()'.u~ C>f glx “\_\':J.1<gx\, not f<3r‘ I)IRI'*.

-“unn'»o!'vxplanntlon.ﬁ Actually, the'concopt of chglce is
a meaningless one becauv§ there is novoperation—4heasﬁfinq, e

5'weithng, etc., which could posoxbly establlqh whcthc ‘a man =
S e o 24
has _made. a £roc‘¢ho;cv or;notg, s vaun onouqh tlmc

[
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. o o <o
physiologists will discover what-neurological processes are

crequ1rcd to 1n1t1ate the causal scquence whlch ~goes on when :
ch01ce i# made and then- ch01ccs w1ll eigher be considered-
that neurologlcal sequence or a functlon of lt

The dotermlnlstlc account of human actlon, as was.
e

1hdlcatcd bcfore, poqes a rearfproﬁlem in conductlng human~
affalrs, including educatr&n. If lt is &rue “that actlons
are not orlqgnatod by the agent but by the env1ronment R
'\by hCerlLY and othor factors, how can a man’ be held respon—’
sible for whqt_hc hoeS?'.Traditionally it has alwayS‘been

thought that a man Was mora]ly reqponulblc for hlu actlono

] . ' 5
in proportion as hL is their orlglnatlnp cause; ' 2 . Wh t-
' S 0

ever was not in a man's power or control that he was not'
‘ A

ohcld'responsiblc for; If the above determlnlstlc account is
1nd;cat1ve of tho truec state of affalrs; thcn what of

‘responSLbllxty?" o
Not all dotcrmlnluts are behavrorlsts, howevcr

. oY

Anothcr group not as 1uf1uent1al or popular as. the behav or-

~

‘ists, take 1nto account th cxxstcnce of mental events and "
‘1nc1udev them in an oxplanatlon of human actxon. Terms
-referrlng to mental«evcnts are con31dered legltlmat and

moanlngful concupta.> Theso.detcrmlnlstq drgue agalnst tho Lo T

.)\._-,
\ 4 - N

behavxorlctxc pooltlon outlined above which llmlta behav1or

to obqervablc ovont or tries to reduce it to ;nysiological

-

conditions of thg body.. Instead;.theysdefinc behav:or as a™

tunctlon of environmental wvarlableo and mental’operations.t™ s

These mental operations obey causal laws just like bodily

i . . : : ¢ R

[y
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movements do, even though at present very little is known

about either set Of laWspof';he’eventsithemselves,

-

To deny that‘méntal'processes, such‘as perception, for

example, take place, 1s to dcny the pOSblblllty of a theory

for perception. This in turn means that a psychologlcal

-

‘theor; of the causatlon of bchavlor is . also not pOSSlble,

since "if it isilndced a loglcal tvuth that a motive is notp

a cause, thon,ww psychologlcal theory can hope to explain

107

how motives cause bohav1or This would be truc of all

mehtal'ascriptiOns whatevér.

Fodox, a proponent ot this pOSlthﬂ,_argULS t

assert that mental events do not exxst leadg to the conclu51on

-
.

that “all'r cvant pvwcholopx cal txuth “about montal prone

3 28 . L S . ;
are-necessary tpurhf" K and thlS in turn leads to a con51der~
ation_of how we use pirrecive for'éxample. It cannat lead to

an -empirical inve ethatlon ‘about pcrceptlon becausc "there is

nothing for an ‘MQIP‘Ldl theory of purcept on to.be about,

i

no body of. contimgent tbuthn‘fdrixuch a Theory to articu-.

o]

9 . . ' ' . . o R
'lats. ‘“4 Sklnner would agree with this conclusion, but

accordlnq to Eodor, that leaves very lictle interesting work
. - . IS : . . S

’

‘for %kxnnur and thk rQCt of tho uuhavioriSts to do, for thc S

H&ﬁz'o{ actlon cannot‘oc fully and satlsfactor1ly explalned

o

without thm.

ln cad_of'donving the Qxistehcc’of’méntal'events,

they urpfqlvcn a 2unctlon in p°"ch010q1aql oxplanatlons.

The conutructs_which'retcr to’them are to be ldentltlod W1th REE

_c}a’,"
W,

neurological events which in turn are "t uorts of things .



[T .
- . . o

e . . 30 s I e
that are 1nvolved in caus dl tran actiong." ThlS position.

diffcrq from Lhose behav10rlsta who aLLempt to reduce all

»

mental terms to physiologlcal ones, -‘thus d01nq away with

1 Y A

: mental ascrlptlons altoqcthcr. The &unctlonallst sces a

COhtanCd uqcfulnoss of mcntal tcrms ‘and makcs room for thcm

2
in his thnorlos.

, The;job of_psycholbgiéél théoriés of aétion,.accordind'.
to'thé'functiohalis£  is Lo seek explanqtlons of ‘how pgyChO*
1égical‘ Lato< and event% relatL to nourologlcal states on’
the one hand and our txlk of human actlon on the other.
;/7‘ 'These psy < hol 6§1cal events are no dlfferent in kind from any
othcx phy51cal evonts, ?F thelr descrlptlon is not restrlc—
~ted to bohav1oral dvs;gnatlons, rather\'

Thc'n arc'somo truo,_contingeht propositions that

cannot be formulated unless mental lanpuape 19
employed: namely all propositions that assert of.
specificd hental states that they argwfdontlcdi
with Spuciiiod phvwiulogical ufate3.34r . o

»

_ThC‘fun tlonallst unlike-the strict'behavioriSt

. hOlda thaL therc is a pOaalblllty that the phenomuna under

- [

1nvvst1qatlon ‘arc of suéh complexxty Lhat bLhaVlOrlSth

methodoloqy alonu cannot deal with thcm.
1t is pcrhaps_safe to*say that func;idndlism haé:,

. <lappcared_as'é réd¢ti§n-$gainst strict'behayiorism[ " As ‘was
moentioned Qbfqro, it'has,not had-muchﬂimpact oh edﬁcatibnail
ithoofy-as“yht} houuvor, thnre 15 a growtnq gr0up of phllos— :;
Ophc:é aﬁ*h§¢; as pévcholoqmsts who &dVOCQt0°LhL us o of |

woﬁtdl af/xlpt‘ons in p*)rholomd ~al. explanatxonu.; Pfdfossor‘
A .
aLcolm tor oxamplo -«ho ‘has much praise for Snlnno ':.work}

3 ‘ R
Y . o o . H ' . ) oot 43
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necessary factor for that very concept.

(| IS . ‘. - . . ' ,
éﬁberthelcss suggests that there is a definite place for

fa

{first person accounts of behavior. which necessarily make

the same kind-as third person accounf,ts.32

‘ Two‘influéntial'séhools of thouqht in'psychology,

‘reference to mental states whose verification is not of

with many Oariatidns'not di5cussed here, have.been briefly

23

cach

described ‘Both con51dor actlon the rosult of causal factors

Tl

"whlch are oxplalnable in terms of causal laws a&d whlch aro

,Lho result of physxcal processes whlch are subject to thOaC

laws. It_isvnow time;to consider how these phx]osophers who

hold ‘this view of action can account for human responsibility.

1I1. RESPONSIBILITY

’

7The'determinist-has,two'ahSWQrs which he can give to

the quostlon Is man rgsponslble for his deude’ (1)

face the facts squar(ly-and say %o/ (2) Or else the

.

minist can say that the Loncept of rcspon%1b111ty is

meaningful.as ever; as. a matter of fact, dgtermlnlsm

—

He can

detor—

as

is

a

‘A survey of those philosophers, who beélieve  that man -

cannot be held.rcsponsiblc for,his‘actidns, and'that there-

chexr numbcr is rathor sma;l.. hnownwas ha:d dotermlnlst

by iagtors outslac the qunt s control, he cannot‘bo

e

responsible for them:  John .HQS;)(‘:KS .and Paul Edwards

-

r

held

care perhaps” the most outspoker advocates' of thlS po dtlon.

1'foru'thc ‘concept of resp0951b11xty is meanxngless, shows that‘

“these phxlosophcrs uOllUV that - since all actions are cauqed
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'QEQOéners is readj to grant that in eQery—daygiifelmenudo
‘espeakdné if people‘are reéponsiblelfor‘whér'they do;- But
)y'they dodthis only wnile engaging iﬂ tne_'upper-leﬁel' ofa
discourse. ‘Then such qUestione aé'"Could he have‘done.other~
) wise?ﬁ*or'"WLll punlshment deter him?" are- respondcd to w1th—f

i
out rofloctlon and re%ponslblllty lS ascrlbed' ‘However, 1n

.

more- serlous moments, a persom3w1ll reflect on why péople
act as they do-jln those moments he w111 recognlze that all
-an are what thhy are becauoe of condltlons occurrlng out51de
thelr_controlL Then it is reallzed that ‘'could have done

2 )
atherwise', . 'that was wrong and oLhor moral pronouncemonts,

jthave.no;meanlng at all.' TheY s1mply do not apply to the'

Situation.33 Thls is the point of view. taken by the famous

-Amerlcan crlmlnal lawyor, Clarence Darrow, who persuaded
.f’a N
Jurorv Lhat the crrmlnal cou]d not holp belng what h 'was

becanse it was ne& his fault that he turned out the way he

~

- did. - bdlIOW H(dP‘/ flwuys convinced the ]l”“’ rnatethe
SRR ol ‘ v, oy . B e m3h
acoused «-:;ou‘]d not be he 1d "Iuldl"’ v‘Don sible for his acts."
Aniong the]sciontists who holdlthe"hard determinist's
_.View'bclonq thcibchaviorists; their influence has beén'very

groat both ‘in CGUodLlondl psycholoqy and 1n popular psyehol--

o -

. ogy Accordan to thtm a_sqrentlfl‘ andly is of all behav1or
*places rcnponsibllity wheru it belongs, naWulv on hcrcdxt[

and the environment instedd of on the person. For this
. . . , h . o

‘ reason an individual -cannot Le- held res pons iible and “"it-is
o . . . : o Lo S AL.‘ o ' \
Ruellenn to praloe o or blame Wil " 35 i

Not alr ard determinists arc willing to go so far as . -



'psycholoqqu and psychiatrists.

,

to eliminate the concept of responsibility aitogéther.

o

‘Instead of abandoning it, they suggest it be retained as

'a necessary illusion" or a "convenient fiction held for
the indivi dual's well being and for the well heing of the

S ; R 36 o .
fOClal group of which he 1s 4 part.” " = The concept has

utllltarlqn V31UL bocauso 1t aqcrlbos rcsponqlblllty not on

thc basis of causes but on the basls of thL eifo ts on

D Y A . c 2 ’

5oc1ety.~ Thls view is particularly popular among

B

'The number of those who beliuvu rcsponsibility is an-

outmoded concaptg although smdll, is-ne erthele s Vexy

influential. Amonq phllO‘OphprS, how;vbr, morg adhcrc tﬁ

the othur posltlon, namely that determlnlsm is necessary

c o

for rnﬂponmlbxllty, they aro known as soft determlnlqts and

thcy,dccupt tho fungtlondllat g explanatlon of human dCthﬂ.
3

SThe argument f()r res poxmlknllltvqotjb somuthu&q 11}\0 this: If

oo i e o
my actions are not determined,. then;they must b rnndom or

chance events. I1ff thcy are ghance events, then they are not

within my Control thuy )u%t hdppen and so 1 cannot bv held
rQSansihlc for thvm. 'It 1s Only l,vmy actiqns‘are‘the.
e¢sult of an orderly 5¢q0uhc¢-of events which are filtered

throuqh myYLvllb(rdtlon and decisions, that action Cqﬁ bo

v

R 39 S L ' :
ngld,tx) be mine. L caﬂ/qu neld responsaible for events

" which filter through my network of nerves and thought pro-

cesses, because praise or blame will influence my,decisions;ﬁ

I

Furthermore, in ascribing responsibility 1t 1s mis-

Neading to concuntrate on the causes for action; instead it
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should be ascertaln 2d- whethgr the actlon was free or com-
pelled. A free actlon is deflned not in terms of .cause but

3 —ar

o

in terms of restralnt ~ When a man des;res qometh;ng and can‘
‘carry out hlS actléns to- satlsfy that dosxre w1thout
constralnt, 1f he can do what' he wants to, then he is free.
”‘Compul“lon on‘AP" whore man 15 préyopted from realizing
.his naxural'dgsjpep."uo |
Tﬁe soft determinist holds*han responsibie for his’
frebvactions,“those.not_done.uﬁder Eémphlsioﬁ, ahd_it>is

forﬁthoso thnt he must b ed or”blamed. The purpose of

v

praise or . blamg is: to tull what poopl are- llke,‘Or to encour-

Cage them to contlnué 1n Lhelr actlons or to dlscourago them.41
| Anothor very 1mportant argument prcs ented 1n ~connection-
w1th a)crlblng fCSpOnSlblllty is that if the agcnt could haVC_
done OthUEWlhc than he dld Lhen he is pOnSlblO Accordlnq
to the GO‘L dntormlnlqt this means very. slmply that if thc
'xnltlal_Conditions_at‘thg moment of éhoicevhdd.bgen diffcroht
than thuy in fgct'werog;if dc 1req kddibecn differént,'if
Ahofﬁdr mot ive h@d_beon;pfcéont, if“thciagent éould have
mustered mofe,willbpbwur-—tﬁéﬁ'he‘cogidvhaye ddne otgéxwisef4%w

The agent is responsible for his actiohs wvcn‘thoughgthey are

the result of causal conditions, tor 1f txouagcnt Twilled vo

1 o < N : ..
e v N il N 0 1 (S RS BRI R SRS SV SRR RN SU S R T ! i
. -
g "
. EE G o 1 T " ’
. v . [T A R . - o g e
sheat s T ) et have Jone otherwi e,

~ Although thv SOYL dntﬂrm n°vt'3 positioh is very
popular among kalo ov“ax , it is not as widely held by the

-

Scientlfic community, probably because it rests essentially



’actlon made wlthout constralnts,

7

- S _ L
on_philosophic ather than sc1ent1f1c arqdmgn
. K2 ¢

around the meanlng of 'freedom"}athex than'af{'
VJ '“"Z- b

2

&

facts.f Frecdom 1;.not dcflncd on the basxs of causallty
» Ql ,,u‘,v .

_Iabsence of causallty but as the abge%c%uof rcstralnts on

- - Y oay N

voluntary actions. Free ch01ce rgrieiimpd-as a- volunt&x,'

h;@s'

e

on ~wﬁ;dh'could have becﬁ“

otherw1sc 1f conditions had been dlffef@%& Most sc1entlsts,’

o

2

:1nclud1ng phyq1c1sts,.Psychologlsts and psychoanalysts want .

to dlg deeper.. They’ are not satlsflcd with linguistic Tf -

‘analysis of the meaning'of the terms involved. Consequontly -

they will align themselves with hard dctermlnlsm or against
}dotermlnlsm altogethcr.

The hard determlnist claims ﬁhat’Sincé all actions
are causcd  man cannot be resan31 le for any of them; the '
soft determnplstlaldo clalms thattall actlons are caused,
but that is not what one needs to know to a551gn respon%i;
blllt) What is neces sary for moral ro pOP“lbllltV is.

; SIN
nt »The‘moral_

thaf the ayoent cou]d'havn‘ﬂctﬂ4 o*hﬂhdise.
odqnt implios 'I can but I nged not'

| Although nuch more could bt sald espécxally on
behalf oi thL soft detormlnlst, enouah has beon oresentod

to clarify phe.undorlv1nq issues. It repedtedlv ha beén

mentioned. that they have lnfluencod eoucatlon. mhat

Ry

influence will now be e mamlncd
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A . CHAPTER III’ .

IMPLICATIONS OF DETERMINISM FOR EDUCATION

= “The 1mp11catlons of ‘the determlnlstlc phllosophy for -

educatlon are twofold the behavxorlsts who take the hard.
el ¢ )
¥ determlnlst s line W1ll advocate an educatlonal system whlch

‘1S controlled by the behav1oral sc1entlsts and whch*useS

technlques dev010ped by those sc1eﬁtlsts exclusively;.the
L34

Ve,

fsoft dotorwlnlsts w1ll continue to stress self control

n '
responslblllty and  the dé CLSlon maklng process by maklng e
; ,

use of the flndlngs of the- behav1oral sc1ences, but also

by stresSing coghitive functlons o ¢ o e
: .C‘ . u - » ] -
’ I. - THE BEHAVIORISTS W

e _ r\
As wcsﬁuhown 1n the : prvvlous chapter, behav1orlsts
. V‘gg
“who ehplaln human actlon in terms of overt behav10r haVC ‘a

\!

vCry' lmpl and trulghtforward -lnd of causal explangtlon

of action, one h“lch ‘has some very prsctlcal and us eful

R N T

conseQuehces for educatlon.. On the other hand behag}orlam v
also:cQuses much conccrn amopq phxlosophtrs and educatora' _Y.f
.bechSo the 1m011<1t aims as wcll as; thc mothods USLd to
'0cﬁioﬁo‘tﬁe'aim5 arc quostLOﬁod

Thc'a1m of*the behqv10r4011c wducarnr,-whlc.ﬁighioqifA
ce}l§ con'xvtuot thh tho thos1q of determlnlsm, ;sbca%br»T

) ?’? . L e
BN RN [ b
R Sy ; P

[N
Taiar st N
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.Chlld or what wi ll make for a hampy !ult communlty as 1:{'

¥ : . \'32

> . . —

This 5§m, total contrbl naturally raises a number of

N

-questlons- Who degldes what behavxor will constltute the

result’ and Who controls th controll@rgD

.

The first- qucstlon revcals tho moral asnect of thlS

A

Whole dlSCUSSlOﬂ for what is’ achlevnd in educatlon 1s

2
in parahle from judymvntc of value. "f Sklnner and the

e

rest of the bohav1orlsts are not at alJ clear on the 9r1ter1a

they use in dec1d1ng on what to teach’ Th@y mlght bc honést-

u‘ N N

ly conv1nced that they know what is bost for the grow1ng

°

‘Waldc zuo, but thls loaus naturall) to the Second questlon.
Who has condltloned them to know thls° .Elther‘somebody elSe,~
- . ot
'-proqrams the programmur or ° ‘ R -
the <zd11chtcuf isi using his knoswlaodpe of
and the soclety in® ordor.to chanve and redi -~
must Lo conenived as Ltanding outside of the R
isticostroam and mhdn;ing-itm “ﬁu“.é Lyoout
vention, in ”J.;I cnne the Inditiater himae
assumed to-beo e Teom. the defwrmiﬁinric
.- ' R : , .
" To say, thcn, that the aim of educatibn is oowtipol o
- ‘ ~ - G \
is not“to say what the o&ugatlon brlnq1n7 1t about wlll
consist” of. Obvxously much carv:;l Qtugv and(ﬁndlY51q is .

noodod on thl" poxnt

B

b}

:

. LikowiSé, thp maanr of brlnuan the aim about, the .

mnthudsﬂuged, abgo need £Xxam 1nation._‘That-ope:ant ron LCLOW-"

: . ' . o .
lnq methods work nobtiody doubts. For example, in‘thc'book'
.';'l Pt ) : . gy B LYy Tl :'T v ':»I\‘\ 20 ro :‘ ¥ u;l‘ y',

Mark Aok rqu deseribes in somd detaill hew one can use

operant comiitionin: to-alter almest any kind ¢f undésirable
» E » »“ ’.. v - . 1 o S I ., 4 ’ T -

behavior of vou: - t o an the ¢lassragom, For a

v



it

,applicd to alterlng the eatlng hablts of obese people.suv : B

: educatlng because it is a way of changing people s 11vbs'

all’ habxts ang/,kllis But . of all learnlng generally‘7

]

33 -

P

_m@re'popﬁlér-eXample of an educationél application,of the

same pr1nc1ple one can turn to the Reader 8 ngest 'Whiéh

contalned an artlcle some time ago explalning how me thods

of rewards ana punlshment "based‘on theorles of léarning "

“developed from the work of Pavlov and Sklnner have been

This typc of sowcalled ‘thcrapy is just another way of

by controlllng thclr behav1or.6.»Th¢se methods,_hypqthet;Q

‘cally; can be.used for Learnlnq'aimdét izzigingu‘ Acéotding .

to thc behav1or15ts they are the ba51s not only -of 1earn1ng

/

— / -

It should come as no surprlse that lcarnlng theorles‘

-baaed on Sklnnur s work have made most 1mpressxve strldes.

~And»they aro'no;lw1thogtjthe1r'advantagcs._ Onc is that by

_applylnq thom, tanqible results are;Qplckly,obtalned,_results

whlch can be seeh, meésured “and delikérateby‘planned.

Anothc advantadL is that teachlng m\}hodj baan on cond1t10n~~

1ng, thc re ult of whlch can only bc‘ qnsuced by overt behav«

1or, remove UﬂLPrtdlnt} “and 1nsecur1”ynbyth for Lhe tcachbrs.,>

~
g

_anthhc stgdcnts: 'Thc teacher cleaf’y gpells”out the ob]ec-

_tives'bnﬂwhiéh cldsszoom actxv1ty wdll bv baSed thp students

.:know cxactlw what is oxpvct(d of,fnem.' ‘The teacher elects

P - - - “‘,’ . » T
student "t interaat with

‘tho COntnnt, the proccdures and Ne mothodb that aro dCSland

{}ﬁ;l

. to achieve the objectives;

)
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]

i

ia-d?fined.aé "any viuibie activity dispiayéd by a 1CﬂthPy"

As was mentloned héfore, thiq approach brings

9.,

tanqiblv and visib]c rUJUlLu. But what-about understanding,

critical appralsal,~appreciation'and;belicf? To ba consistent,
o . _ : . s :

A R o . Co
/ .the behaviorists: cannot include them in their educational

Ve

theory. .But_fhen,'is teachfnq-with0ut-thcso roally

"teaching'? The' ‘educational phi]o&ophor Israal Schef flor

for onc¢ would say Nu For hlm tvach1nq g dist ixquiqhod by’

" iﬂt.:‘: Spedd al. conne ction wAl th rational e pl(umt 1on xunl

ord b ical di :t’]m_{\uf D with the enterprise of p_-.rvnm- honest

. N o . P . . o i . . ]0
reasong ‘emd we leom n;’ radi (‘.(1-] Qques 'l' itona." '
', C 3 . : HE
o The formulatlbn of ob octxvns solely in bohavi@ral,

tormq also threutehs to res urrect Lho old bogy of the mcro'

.
teacﬁinq;of facts whivh i dmons Lratud by the rOthlL101

ofdapproﬁriato ,tatomentu of fart Since the mental cvents
whlch must agcompany undvrﬂ;andlnq and bolxonnq of Lho
tau\n\vnt' are non—um tont 1n bnhavxorlqtlc psychology,

kaninq “the fhc&% cannot’ connxdt of anythlnq but ropotltxon.

&

L pnxant condxdxonlmp and othvr technlquo ba od on a ‘theory
of oducatlmn whict ﬂgn turn is ba%ed on dotormlnxam dogﬁ not

seem.to. be, cons onant thh tuachlng whlch a1an1'~.o‘thn
free ratiogal 1 uclpmvnt of the ot udcnt «

!

Undouhtndly Oporant condxt;onlnq is: vnry us nful 1n
toachan routine facts, and,as such it can climxnate~much
fdrudqorw for'ﬂhv Lcachgrﬁ; but tﬁis shpuid'ﬁpt.be confhsed .

, , "13 ,

“with Ledchan for undo rstanding, with- "hnowing that .

Obv;ously ’twachinaffor understanding' needs analysis,’ but

{



only to rcﬁect) any other beIiefs on these. matters;

-

whateVer else one.means'by it, one certainly dbes-hot.mean’
rote repetltlon\of statements learned by the same methods

nl3 or that Sklnner developed

"that Pavlov worked w1th,
Aside from questlonlng whether the student has gctually
understood what'he has learned, the other question is whether

he has had a chance to accept or rtject 1t. "Conditioning,

g1v1ng the correct response on cue, "makes the student unfree

_w1th rcnptct to the btllLi he acquires. as an outeome of any .

usc of this educatiohal procedure. His beliefs are what they
k R e Couu - . . el
are condirtioned ta be, ", Of course, this is prec1sely what

[

5o

tthe behavioriSts»want. But what is troubllng is that these

'./

vbellefs do not have any other bellefs to compete with. vThe

A}

student is not really "free to seriously COhsider (eVen if
u15

At the hlgh school-and universlty level thlS appr@ach

results ln emphasis on rec1tation and rewards orrpunlshment.

Studentq,/ © R

\

are trainod andindoctrinated as’ passive, powerless
&

g
ricipivnta, lzu‘h'is:oZtOh *eudted_ Jith' te ez/ iguesg .
cand regarded as revealed, Thus finality ratier than
doubt ard;*crdﬂz ~,‘.dpt_: much of the offex'ng atidl
climate. & 7 . - o ' ' o :;

It Wlll bo rOCOghl?Qd thut the above cr1t1 sism appllts

'~equa11v well to 1ndoctr1natlon as tg tondltlonlng ﬁwelther;-y

‘ - T : .
.
1t

.vshoulc be (QJatOd wlth teachxng T mﬂv try to prOﬁara:v

o -'t"s‘fz‘“xx:: N r;\.xme:x‘uu:w WAy S cther than teac "l.\{—-*[()“ "‘-dh‘ ley

R TR ar TR L) TURE LRI S N P U S R S
PhUOUys Secentian, inoinuation, adverticing, hypnaosis,

\ - . . s o e wi?
UV, aniolrination, threarvs ) Leibeny s and forge '

The stigma attached to indoctrination necds fo
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'ralsed agalnst condltlonlng technlques by R.‘S. Peters._

velaboratlon. However, the ‘same type of moral ObjeCthnS are

‘18

¥

A51de from questlonlng whether anlmals 'learn’ anythlng of .

51qn1ficance that way outsxde the laboratory, much less human1

‘belngs, Peters qoes on to say that whatever else condltlonlngA

is, it'is not edugation as long as uhderstandlng and'knowledge'
are absent '- S - ) ' '? y
Another objectlon to these technlques is that unless‘

'understandihg' and“doing»something-at mLLZ' are anolved,

”1earn1ng really has not taken place.fv"'Beihg conditioned'

precl ¢1v not som&thlng one does.. It is something which
done to one .. ."19 Learnlng, on the othér hand,

something one does. Tt suggests oﬁehkind“of intenti~nality

K "'2.0
on_the'part-of the learner hOWPVLP embr nic."

B

Another result of the above technlques is standardls—

atlon of programs, be they computer proqrams, pmoqrammed
) ('/

loarnlng or- OtthS.» Instead of varlety' dgvarsrtlcatlon and

.novelty the educatlonal system threa'ﬂns to produce a monot- -

.'onous samonvss descrlbed in the extreme;lq fpave ew. Wor7a.

B

'Theadanger.is that there w111 not be muothifference'betweeh

- R

1nd1V1duals if Pavlov s or Sklnntr s methods are.used. If"
conclusions'to their'expérimeuts afe.to.be,believéd,‘there-‘

even is-not much difference By e L
z Vwanti
Gdme pr Lrt-zl\ les

OnLy Q“oﬂ Lhaty
. N ! :

‘1;'1n<prﬂJn‘{xw; ofi -the one

}u}tw¢m4x.p11n‘on IE
s the other. s The

and human beings:

apply eveorywiope o0 “vwcq 1tod
w‘i?vzn “dti(dUdeg Luooout down Tt

: 1
AT .
P

RO

' .

>

-

'Those»v.pywrite theiprograms,washforycxamplé big

£l
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?

corporations such as IBM, not only dlctate “how something will

T

be learned but also what w1ll be 1earned If it 1s con-’

‘51dered that IBM domlnates not only the North Amprivan Markct

but 60 por cent of the?luropean market, the 1mpllcatlons can .

I
b

be staggorlng Certalhly 1n a 51tuat10n llke that it is no.

longnr up to tho peoplo of a communlty, or of a prov1nce, or
a country to choose elthcr the goals or methods of educatlon..
Lnough 1mpllcatlons of hard dotermlnlsm for educatlon
thO been glcfn to show both tho advantagts and dlsadvantaqes
By baSan\th01r eduratlonai theorlvs on Sklnner s psycho~v:
loglcal Jtornlng thtorles many educatorb in e‘fect allqn
themselves w1th dutermlnlsm _ Sdmt, as’ Professor Pohlman of

allfotnia, opénly defend,dotermlnlstlc assumptlonb in

education. ' He say that ln the counselling sxtuatlon ‘in the'

f

~school  the counstllor 5 advice bocomts part of the env1ron1

vmontal situation whlch"} tormlnc th; cllent 'S ch01CL,

he continuecs to bpoak of Choluh bocause

(NOlLH i
mieleadin i
enyinenring
lead to the

a Jonvenione b

Mlient weiph

e, miEusal Tactors
Tethat che makes, 8

IT. SoFT DETERMINISM

'In]contrqst_to hard dotorminist“, tho soft dotvrmlnlsts_

éhave nothhad a notiédable inf luence on educathnal theory
‘w : N

One phllo oohor whao. hab op0ﬁ1" opted for soft doterminism is
i L e

i

R. §. FetOrS; Xn hl book f‘:ﬂ?wfrp,:ﬁvspmnsfhf?fﬁg and

@

R N x\ir.nort“’thq‘typical soft determinise'y position

LUy

P

\,
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We only ask whethcr a.person is res ponuiblc for
an” action when there is a. question of blaming or
punishing him and when we want to rule out certain
~typical. nPHGYLVP conditions, such as 1gnorance of
fact or dctlng under compul ion or’ duress.

T

Here the emphasxs 15 not on causes of actlon, but on

tho cffectq of blamo or punlshmont It‘is evident that in

'ordcr to make - tho best use of pralse or blamb, the soft
dctormlnlst wlll mako muén use oi bchav1orlstlc techwlques.

But he" w1ll go - far boyond them as far as his aims and ‘his

:

methods are_concernediyfdr hc\will include;understanding,

belief, criti?ﬁl th{nking“and?the rest of. the mental .
‘.&$cri§tiohs in His ai{é.ffwa;“

E ' Although Pete rQ, liié the hdrd‘detérminists, bcliéves
thaL all behav10r has causes, these causes cannot be .
'considered ewonnratlnq c1rcumstancc‘ el‘To consider them
that lqwflrst of" 1}?’5 loglcal qutdkL (an examplelgf'thé
phllo oph1 al rather than emplrlcal approach to tho problvm),.
it is}also é pra;tlcal mis uko' forvif‘pcople'believé“they

d:o hép_fésponsiﬁld,uthat belief_will lead to irréspOnéibié‘

behav1or.“ _‘ThlS coacluslon seems to be supported by o

empirical Studiuq 1n pqyuholog) whiCh’have shown that

L T ey . B N S S R
PO VLW D et ;,'k.r{‘.lu‘...!l L i t Voodre Signlilcdantooun
Y e T e e e g e T T s Y v ;..u?S’

LR N T I U E M SN S STAE SR S U Sl e LY L ]

When Peters speaks of causes of action he goes much:

1‘_fﬁurt_'mwr than,thu hard determinist.  He includes,such‘thinQS ,

as: dPlth dtlon,‘decidinq, 1aVinq reasons and undfrstandlnc 26
He says that (these do not lﬂdd to xne"ltqblg;resultn4for
T s AR 27
they could huvv-bcnn dltered by prnisevor'blamc.
i oo
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By including mental ascriptions in causes_of bghavior,
thé soft determinist has a-ﬁuch.brdader‘baSe'for his edu-
caﬁional theories than tﬁe_hérd acéerminisﬁ. 'dnce it ié

fknowh what.fhe cause oOf certéin'behaviér is, then necessary
steps tdfgiﬁer, modify or reinfo}cé thét behaviof can be
taken. ‘This is_wﬁat education is all about. It;ié to
Peters' credit that/he is not afraid of téckling the impli-
'cations.oi this phllosophy for educatlon. .He does nqt)~on
the oﬁc hand espousc de tcrmlnlsm and on the othcr speak of
fr001ng chlldren from all controls and lettlng them develop
-on thelr own, W1thout 1nter£erence from the adult world
Professor Hobart of the Unlver51ty of Alberta for example,
rejects free w111, ﬁree=ch01ce‘and accepts dotermlnxsm w1th4 
0ut_quélifiéatibns."8ut thén'ﬁéfgoeé.oniﬁo say that éfyoﬁné;”
“child has fo_bc “éifuéﬁivé]vatrirpud ofvthe.cff:cts of his
p@:cétn':kraiﬁing,"?a sb.that he then is free to choose-his
own bélief& and value s sys tems. What Péte£s correttly‘ré¢é§—
hiécs:aﬁdanbbqré fails to'ﬁoticé is that 6ﬁfside‘cadseS‘ih'

. . ', . . . e, -

the form of pocr‘ roup préssurc, mass. communlcatlhn and a
m}rxad oth\r 1n£luoncbs W1ll act as causes to Lmzluence
that ch01ce Whuther that ch01Cﬂ lo fr(oly made is hardly

decided by who influences it or what it is aut bv how-lt'//)iv

is made. - R S : L

Rather than advocating dﬂ 1001 51tuatxon in which

N S e .
tre o child 1s supposwdly,in;a own

éﬁctivitios'dnd bhuuxoﬁ, but his own valus system.as wisll,

Peters advocates u‘sghocl situation that recognizes the role

1
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of "determining influences and that therefore'demands ;ertain

ﬁrestraints.}'Thds,a school child is hot free but‘compelled‘

to attcnd school in thc flrst placoJ to bc in a curtaln room

'at a certaln tlme, to study certaln‘subject matter, to

29

“observe certain rules. 1f complete freedom were allowed,.

. that is, if all restraints were lifted ‘ g

it i*Uslmply nﬁ% the case That Fnl]dP(ﬂ are . actuallv
~able to do what thgy individually want. “They are
subject either to the arbitrary will of a bully or to
the tyranny of pecer-group pressurae., '

In order to make sure that the propor causes are

"11nflu0n01ng a chxld s dovelopmcnt hesadvocatessthat-theif

'wants(_thelr d081res and their wills bg controlled. Wherc'

Petors differs from. the bchaviorlsts who after all advocate

"the same“thlng,»ls that in addltlon to thlS. he also stresses

tho cognltlve functypns Thoso 1nvolvc more than mere.
31

responseslin a llmltcd sltuatlon. } In his dlm of educatlon

he "includes . " 1u;1iatronvinto pubilic traditions wh1~h are

darticulated in lanfuage and forms of thought," ”rhu inten-
] N . . A. -‘ X ) . “ ) . . ) i . . . . . . _" 3 3 ..
trional brinping about of a desirable state of mind,
1" y S . ,,3@

"minimufecomprebonsion " and "copnitive perspeotive,

3

IL stqnds to reason that with such alms,‘bcbayioristic tcch—

niques will become subs orvlcnt to l arnlna theorlns wh;;h
take into’considoration the nec essary FOQRILLVO asnncts.u

The 1mp11cat10ns of determlnxsm for oducatlon havo

buen'brlorly-prnsented.' Both hard and soft déterministé aim-
- : ‘ ,

for control of bLichavior but W1th’a ver"‘marked dxff<ronco.

The hard'czi'e.:t‘u'x:mini,st, whother he admltts it or'not, .h-as as hi."sj

qoal control by ‘the educator without involving the educated.



- The soft determlnlst will involve the 1nd1v1dual s reasonlng
;powers and consclous assent in the educatlve process. In

 that respect he 1s much closer to the llbertarlan whose

‘ arguments will be con31dered next than to,the hard determinist.

"Furthermore, the educator who. acccpts hard determlnlsm wlll .

\

advocate control of human behav1or ‘in llne w1th the laws of

, behavmorlsm- he will refraln from talk of responSLblllty,

7.

) ,
keep talk of pralse and blame to a mlnlmum and get on with .

the'bu51ness of flndlng out. how best to traln and teach for
’%learly deflned behavxoral objectlves ‘This he wlll do by

i)
ncarefully analySLng causes and then proceedlng on sc1ent1flc

pr1nc1ples to measure,ﬂto predlct and to control these causes.
AU
Y : The educator who formulates hlS thcory on the soft

«ddﬁ@%mlnlst s account will advocate deing very much the same

thlng, althouch terC will be ompha51s on responslblllty,

Y

pra1se and hlame, deliberation and,above-all on choxce whlchh'
) . - . . o . o

-,cu;mxnaoes in voluntary . _tion: and which can be greatly
i . v : s ¢

3iff]ueqced.(dotermined?) by ¢ cation.
j A . . )
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CHAPTER IV

LIBERTARIANISM
| | o o
'The detefministic accoun£ of action’ and of responsi—
bility, although based on’ everyday experlence as well as on.
. ik
scie ntlflc observatlon, is not accepted by all phllosophers

nor by all sc1ent15ts.k The arguments of those who reject

dctermlnlsm must now be con51dered —

‘The same proceduro as that used in Chapter 11,

"Determinism,” w;xlﬁbeufollOWQd in th;s chapter: flrSt, the
‘causal model wiliahe'ethihed; then,Free actlon and respon51—

blllty w1ll bc dloCUSSCd in. terms of the self whlch is glven

Lan cmplrlcal baqls W1th1n ‘the gencral systcms theory

B

The p091tlon of opponents of determlnlsm is known 1n

phllm ophlcal llteraturn as llbertarlanlsm. These ooponcnts

v

“-cla,m t%at ‘man 1is not determinad, but that he haq fre w111

Erccw111 1s- c‘.lncd in Jny Amerioon Herlvoge D onlonary as

the belief that man's choices uktlma_cly are or can be

voluntary: they arce not det rlxnod-by DRy rndl CAUSO ¢

<

The. libertarian can use many approaches to defend his:
posnition: (1) He ofn attack the cagsal model of scientific
Cexplar rat rony X

T - et e e Van oqet R .,,-' . Ny ey L
oo caRKILSLINQULISH Lotwoen d‘JﬁlOH dI.L‘ LAY SLh
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Jrests has whole case on it ‘or ‘xﬁlaznx ng - Hnmdn,acﬁion, He .

e o 45

[

bodily movemént; (3) he can deflne freew1ll 1n such a way

that it is consonant w1th free choice and respon51b111ty.

All three approachcs are frauaht wnfh metaphvs1cal dlf g

culties whlch usually expose thc llbcrtarlan to rebuttals.

The groatest weakness, howevcr, in hlS arguments is that none

-glves a atlsfactory account of what freew1ll ~can pOSSlbl

Oor mean ‘in thc real world of thc sc1entlst. An attcmpt W1lk

be made in Lhe dlscusslon thdt follows to prcscnt the ouL—

-lines of a scientific thcory whlch w111 serve as a foundatlon

for fruowxll and rnspon81b111ty and Wthh w1ll at thggsame:.

_tlmo give. ,upport to ‘the Lhrce defenses above

1. CAUSAL MODEL REFUTED

The. first line of .argument forfthe 1ibcrtafian isfto

réfute]tho‘cnisal,principlé.l Whereas ™ tnat pxlnc1blo depends

- on nincteenth c(ntur" classlcal ph”SlLS thvvargumentsfagainst'

it rest in part mn:twnntiﬁth cenpury physics. This seems -to

.

make the libertarian's position more reTOVAnt; Unfortunately,

t does not make it"strongcr. It on1" he Ips to.qUestion'the'

doterminist's dqct:inej‘it-doLs nothlnq to establl an alte¥- .

nat ive ayp}un\tion for,frcc 11 On tnc contrar?¢ modurn

'»;,..- o e ‘w\ : . ‘("w-- P o i
xkn..sgns mu L treat ao-kzcedom of Lno1co and res ponsa—»‘

LS

h:)ity 4 Us mechanical phjsics. ‘tvorthulu%v ‘tlcjargumént-

u‘aln »Uothe causal model is uim }orsan! becnusg the:determinist

Mk Tl e Dol 2t aie (1 s A0 D ovents are ldigag
e o .‘ : S T S P :
Paloar doubt can e cant chothis.elaim, then thie whole
L S S T R o S .
. .
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system-is éuSpect. Furthermorn, modern phy51cs can serve. as
a p01nt of departure for a theory whlch w1ll adequately

support freedom of ogblce and respon51b111ty
\

The libertarian denies.that causation }é a'universal
prinoipie_in operatiOn'in all of nature, espeoieliy human:
n%ture.' Hc.doesvnot oeny thevcaueql principle,eonly that it =
.is the univérsal'principle.‘ Since the _ausalvlaw ie based |

o

. on laws of pnh

ics, it muét be arguedVag inst by the laws of

physicsf Twe ticth ce nLurv ph”SlCS prov1dns sucn arguments.
Vory brlcflw, lt 1s lmpObSlblc to ascertaln both thL p051tlon
and veloc1ty of an eleetron bccause the'instruments of -

N

"observatlon are the photons whlth when uscd to measure otheér.

purtl los, altor the mass. of the ObSeIVLd partlcle.4 Purther—

.:‘moro ‘the dlrtlnctlon thWLOn mattcr and energy 1s_not opserv—'
30 at uhv qub atOMLC lovel “herc photons exhibit-onoe_phr%

ctorle ics and‘at othér_tiﬁes'wave'v%aracteristicS;

that it :r;f:ndi Viea wh Toroe

hx“ to LN»%QJRQDHLV. ;Instcnd-Of~cauSation, the

R R @ .. S Y \
. meortant 1u~a 1rnx modnrn vhysices is indeterminacy s ong can.
- T o - ' ST N
only use DIOudbl lt" lnsq to predict at the sub-atomic level.
.‘.‘- K ) ) . ‘ - ; ] . . - . .
~ W{Thret (OﬂLl :,10m Wave -heen drawn froem th findings
_ },“_‘u,g_, : C- o ‘ L o :
Canophysyess D (1) Som e will overcordsothe limitations
which now ninder ug in. asco ring the cause of ap elactron's
N ST PP i L ) . o RN e
Loehavior., R RO S G ST el L e T T e Y
b K cL c7 . - o . ! . A B e
. N \ . * o '
i ; : , s
\ ‘:9, ce g ! VIY e drd
at o micrs-Veesl wrenent  Limitatd



technologlcal and theoretical development can ever overcome,

because no matter how: 1ow ne goes in ch0051ng an lnstrumentJH-
S A

of measurement someone Wlll want to measure the 1nstrument

for whlch one then must go lower yet. ThlS p051tlon does—not"

deny the p0551b111ty of the causal principle; it does deny°
that 1t can ever be demonstrated (3) The thlrd concluslon
whlch can’ be drawn from Helsenberg s uncertalnty pr1nc1ple is

that thtrv 1 really 1ndtterm1nlstle, chance llke behav1or
¢ u&!

,OCCUTPJnP in naturo and thdt thls chance 1lkL behav1or is

a.

Whai &ocount for tht oermantnt llmltatlon to human know] dgef'

of aot1v11y on the mlcro level. "9 | . S

Whlchever one of the three conclu51ons one draws, how—

ever, everyone is agreed that at present 1t is amp0551ble to

.

set up an experlmental system in the 1aboFatory in which

events occur whlch are predlctable. No causal’ connectlon

between two bvents can, be establlshed 10 If prediction;is

’

e s

not poSsible,”then°controi is not either. Of course, it .

imight'be‘argued that whatever happens atithé'quantum leveii

can have no possrble e‘fect at the macroscoplc level. How-

',everuﬁit has been shown that events at Je’sub~atomie level
' e e .1 ‘ 12
can have dxéeernable effects ' 1enc mutatxonq the eye, ,
and even_braln-wave excltarie : tﬂ;ortunately it is dt this

poxnt that xndotermlnlsm also falls the 11bertar1an, ror it

5

chance opu atcs in the brain, tth bot"n rational theory of

attlon and of ragponslbll ty would ‘be imposs lblt.

2 ’

PAWLT D
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v

All that modein physics. contrlbutes to the debate is .

i

to .cast doubt on detcrmlnlsm as the only principle operatlng

15 but according

in the-unlverse. It is not only conceivable,
.to theoretlcal and exporlmental ev1dence probable that chancc‘
operates at the sub-atomic level
| However, admlttlng chance events 1s not - clalmlng that
huoen behav1or is unpredlctable or chaotlc or. arbltrary16 or
CaprlClOUS,lj nor: 1s it saylng that no event has a ca”se.e
"Libertarians have‘agreed‘that most‘eVents‘have ‘austs.hgt
they'wish to maintain that‘a fQW'eVCnts or atiieast Some'
-aépects of some or all evento occuv even’ though there are no
‘condltlonb whlch are 5uff1c1tnt for thelr'ocohrbence‘ 13
. S ‘

,Thls clalm does not preclode the p0531b111ty that overpﬂwerlng
physical determlnanta cannot 1nterrupt a self- determlnlng
act.19 But the converse ‘is also p0551ble,vnamely that a self--~
dctermlﬁlngvdct can 1nterrupt physxcal determlnants. Herexni'
;'lles ‘the key tc the whole llbertarlan argument the mind can d,

¢ i : e |
inf luencL T body and the bod} the mxnd There is nothing

1llog1cal about’ thlo, although 1t is not very popular among

phllosophers and qc1entlsts todav _
A“ﬁﬁ’q -

. ~How can a llbertarlaﬂ make Such a c].aun’J Many ao so
. " 21 .
simply bccauso_theyvfww; 1t muﬁt be so;:% But as_one surveys Je
~tho llbortarlan llte ature, a gencral pittern ’ ips- to

omergc Whth attrxoutus ‘ree actlon to the self - This self

"hag also buen dtslcnated as. tho mlnd the psyche, the'39ul.

WthQVL, 1t 1s called, can the libertarian give;an'account

@t such a concept? _ B S T



"

anad drgaqismic'lnws.are

S

oy o g

kE oy . II. GENERAL SYSTEM THEORY

o

Once 1t‘1s admltted that both categorles ot detcrmln—
lsm and chanco are p0951b111tlos in explalnlng phy51cal

phenomcna, then,anothor category for the blologlcal level at

. /

whlch humdn actlon occurs is also a p0551b111ty ‘Ludwig von

Bertaldnffy, a mathematlcal blOlOngt ‘1s one anfong many who

ha° rccogn1bod the need for "an cmpaﬁuion of'catagoriws,v

: y 292 ’ S o .
modﬂls‘dhd thnarw‘”fj 059001ally for the sciences of man.

The theory whlch he has proposad to deal w1th the
)

cmplrlcal a“pc ts not 1ncludtd 1n mpchanlstlc sclenco is the

gon@rdlvoys em thuory AccOrdlng to this'thcory, organisms
are not only subject to Cdusal’and prohablllty laws, but also

to organlzatiena .laws; Thesc 1aws dre only poatulatod at
e R p

presﬁnt, but pregress in reflnlhg them isg belng made in

123
such dxvcrse,ﬁlelds as hlstogﬁ‘g

26,

25

Lo .24 .
biology, cybernetlcs,

and alvo in psvgholoq e

/-

The‘general sys?qﬁ7fheoryj under whlch organlzatlonal
i _ , . R
subsumed, lncludos causal an prob—

.' . ) ’r' ) : y
ability Jaws, but, chq bL“ond thom to aceount for the com-

plexity obsurvquﬁgrllvxng organlsms. To recognike that

m.OpO ate in organxsms is nbt thc same- as

cause and chanm
. -,as"

b Co : 27 ‘ '
msay;nq t‘ztﬁﬁo othor nrlnclpl' 18 1nvolved.“' The~general

IY I ;

syutemvthcory hau room for such an &udltlondl prlncxpln

- which takes intgo agcount  the interaction and mairtenance

~

]

ot Gomponent parts and wholes, as well as Morpanizavion inth




.

'Jt.hi'ng'»”nx«:r.-l,t Ly a purv y xnt«'lluhxll ur'tlh'n.

)

. R

. ’

’ V'.ﬁ . - [ ! ' :
4 o -3 '

e conh'.xlx.,atlon A e 't'Mno]og»-y.,an}ﬁ yo.:l-«hrww Mlm“:::.,

. A

ﬁ; ,
"All of Lh(- w pr 1nc-iplcﬁ nro obqox\mhfc- in 11ving org.:mi«;mb-

’

ne

for "'I vm‘y m"y,an“l:,n\ rmpx'w,« nt a nyut«:' m. by which ~““T‘"! W ”"’«"i“‘_. -

a complex of éloments in nult'tm:] interaction. " Because it

is a system, no exhaustive account .of it can be g;ivcr:y me rc:]y
by p,ut;_t.._ix,\q t()«"‘p,\. ther the a,,h“ou'} characteristics or ul) tances:

¢ . . - o

of the- (th- ‘ent party that ma_\kn -up the whole.: 1n Jhxdyinq

,thc’whulp 1t mu:.t alwayr bu' remombered that

’ K

L / . ; s « o » 4\ .
Flach Mnlxvx lan ;.nn"t and each individual Vet

e pods, potoondy oneonditiomn e wit h bno i tseTt bats o

V
A Ereatdrop Lol ot entoon 't.h«‘ conditions within
the whele op within: supcrordi rate units of which -
iv a part., 3 L, ; . Geno T :

! -

S'iﬂCuUlé whole i*: mm]n up. of tho 1ndlvidunl unlt'x Lhat qro

o
\

its-parts, it mmnot unamblquou'zly ho dlstlnguv;hvd as a
T

The: human bvlnq is onc.-._such " multllovol' anrd "multi-

e
Y

variable* Organism whxc-'h. 5 a whole rat.hcr._ than the sum ‘of -

its partss and which: mus St be viewsd as u' whole’;' 'I‘Q~ .alvk of

a

- parts of the é’;wlf, of. the poi’son, is to spoak m(taphnncull".

foundation tor: .‘:nch a (r,_ mawork .

4'1:“) (("
.\‘H)’ AT
'1-".‘ A e

A eomscions R ‘ih;f _i G unity,

ol dronn et o e Do '0":?'.'-'.'-1!_'-".'.‘ o
Do ware of Do g e U g e
cannat Cye w iy Ve el ired g bl d
Cparts, S o

At prc\:;e"nt_ t hee f.}czx')c:r‘.fxil system theory does not .provide the

thwnrnt RS \\1 Lamewoy k Lo, views that unity (.-'i ther ag él whio Lo

<

or in part.:a , but it does provide the- rdx-z?ch\.,.;.)ry tiu m ot 1(“11

W - . . “
o« .

o From the organismic theo x“?,‘i t follows that at . the
highest level of :.)_xz;d'nig iu‘ ~=15 cment, - the human brain Aand

p

A



~all, ipitiating action.

and finally to give meaning and purpose to its activity.

51

nervous system, there is the greatest range of unpredlct—.
ablllty and. freedom whlch do not occur randomly or even
accordlnglto probablllty»laws but accordlng to organismio'
laws whlch entail order, organlzatlon and predlctablllty.

These laws are so complex that the scientist's present math—

ematlcal and theoretical formulations cannot encompass them;

it is this“very.complekity; hoWQVer,hwhich allows for a theory

of the self within that unity of man, which is the wholc and -

the parts'acting, reacting, interacting and most important of

-

III. FREE ACTION. ~

o) o - oo \
. - i S

What'isithislactiOn which an individual_can_initiete

‘himself? Accorcing to the general system theory, a human

‘action is an event which is not only subject to causal ‘and

chance laws, but also to'orggnismio; to organizational laws.
. N . N R é . - .~
It isSucs,from a complcx system which is the highest form of

organlzatlonal complewlty known, namtly the human braln.u At

thla lxvcl iropdom and autonomy are found, not in 1solatnd
“k } » 'uA 3 " ay o o C
evv ty or thxngs but_on,tae Miewel of wnolvs. A Cd

- To dlstuss what goes on dt thls ccomplex lOVLl 1n

caysal Ianguaqv is to ov(:qupllf} To 1qnore;whnt,90es*on

within the oho'r organisnm, including the brain,’durinq‘ac?%ﬁﬁ'

o m . R S ' : _ N L v .
¥ to.remove from anvestidgation. the key aspoect of action,

‘namely human intelligence: the ability to remember, to fore-

. X ) . . i . . . } . N ) \ .
see consegquences in o the future, to symbolize, to ovaluata

S
P A &

¥,

". o . -! \
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‘Hdwcvér, juqf as physicists do‘not know the actual mcchanlsm
by wQ;cqﬁtho atom_radlatos llght and by whlch light is propd—
gatcd UﬁreUQh sp;ce, S0 nourologlsts and pu;phOlOngLa ‘do not-
kﬁow whqt hdppnnggwhen thought occurs. But that thOught
ocgurs, ovoryono knOWh._ To attomptAto fit that procc to
‘Lho ‘causal’ modol is utra1n1nq it to fit wh 2re it is ingd—

¥ equate’. ThmlresuLt is to populdto tho inner self "with
entitics whooe ) (,:fl) e ois o SEPye t‘}w, AUl omo t 1v« funct >J'(llnin;'

B

(']«:j:nmm‘h.\dv Dy 1t he _c:du:‘.dl mod«:.fl of Inite ]J 12 1r.1] i ty " Wh'at_ is '

woruv thxf attompt to apply thw cau%al modol Lo action sQems

Lo forvo the 11b(rtar1an Lo admlt to some supornatural self

-

or to abandon thu concept,ot ',elf'_altqqether. But"by

pbstulatinq.a self . w1th1n tho organlqmlc whole, the liber- 7
¢ '

', tarian need not abandon Lhe cxplanatory functlon of the » 4f// :

'self', neither does he haVe to fit 1t to -the Cdusal modol

What then iﬁ'ﬁhc s2lf? It is that

; o ) .
of whh;,;u,. ety :‘k;_v.-a};-, andwhich phdlos ophera aned

Uy ()l(»é'l\mx Qoo Pliemio lve s with, [IHJ'“?'.] Lo e

Operat inng iy dof Lo g poycholopicre aind el Tl

the el t THat 1he L : <>-zi the welf, . r‘(*:_‘x-ii, TR
Sehbeo ol Rt ting, Lo oute o ), At eant few weugld
doubit fra e Gl Ity whem e e 1,0 Phee we 16 g e

L t.
cublective 0. Ot man s bhat whiioh 1o Private aps
perconal bmmed it Ly

. N . !
'v}»;(‘?x e e mro ey odat
Spontancongs e, st '

* This self jg contral in discusning human action and’ responsi-~

N . . '

i

bility as ”fax as  the libe rtari. an is concornod. Whercas the

h“-ﬁ x"d (,v:« rmxnl ,t ,w;m ted to.do away with the -Lelf and the' ‘ﬁoft .

de te rminist c:on:z,i (iurrséd chozc@ nnd J.nt(-ntlon me rw}y p*‘ycholt;qx—'

v

_(uxl t¢-rnn 4c’r sub )u'ﬂ LV ¢ h‘”‘ll‘q\kk‘,‘trhf' 1ibws rt\\r1cum k(wn_,xua*rn

Tooothe selt oan oxw1.1“,“-\@1;():1::_1 \_»!tl Joury within the gr-n,;sr-gl "H;tnm
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o, T, A
'1 A

theory' Although at present: thevVarlous manlfestatlons of
the self are only sub]eotlégi§¢§§?celved, thls ‘should not '
‘prevent 501ent15ts from studYLng 1t w1th a new perspectlve
~and greater 1nsxght

According tO'the éénéfai’syStem'theory ﬁhé‘self"is
,cohsidered ‘a: qlngle functlonlng unit Wlthln a system in
which what we term physical, mental and splrlhual lnterpen—

»atrato one another completclyﬁ.'a7

It can be studied by
approprlate tcchnlques such as self dlsclosure based on
'intrOSPection[aa whlch lS cxpressed ln flrst person accounts *
',és well ‘as 1nferent1ally by observatlon of tﬁg actions of
'others, wh¥ch is expresscd ln third person accounts.39
~ The connectlon betwccn consc1ousness,.thought bgaiiy
-ﬁéroce sses . and’ the mxnd the SQlf,,xs not knqwn. But as"bhe :

scientlst_has p01nted out, rio matter how perva51ve the

‘mechanistic model is, it cannot ”Ianlsh COHSClOUSnCSE, or

nt0

make it other than' we knew it Ly direc (zx*v‘cr.ic:‘xc:é ‘to be.

Hevqocs on-tb>asSert that,mcntalﬁand '.‘ﬁrlal prochsscs

acébmpany one anothcr, but that is. not GXpldlnlng the actual
1iﬁks Which attach~thom.3 Theso wl]l not be knOWn untll "g$’
have Q@ﬁﬁ “ure_oéoﬁ}y inad_@hu mental proqygz,»ﬂf‘thu mét¢rial
procecs op Loth M
. - | | ' | .
ThavsoIf is known and experibnco thrcugh drtlon- the]
bodfly movLmth a;companylna dctlon can 50 studlod by ordi-
nary sci untxixc mothouoloqy;‘ hhdt Pots.on hlthln the‘sclf
.whi)v éQti@q gdoﬁ on canﬁot at presﬂnt be ‘tudi&d by Lhm

observational amethods of science., If the orqunl a’loual



. .
. g

léws_ofotbe;gonerai systéﬂ Eheor;>are éVétvdiscovéred, then.
the aopomﬁanying action also wiillcome under sciontific
scrutiny;' Ofboou se, the.possibilit;'éxists that thesé laws
govornlng thoug t are beyond human conceptuallzatlon, jUSt
. as the wave«partlcle behav1or of llght gs beyoné@ﬁ%nccptu—w
ballzatlon at pres nt. IL would be rash to b@ emphatlc about
this, for many thlngs con51dered beyondtmnxs reach before
bove now become commonplace; iHowever;vthe foct that
consciousnesst:tho.SQif,vis inoxplioably oonnectéd witb life
ought to pr de“ us for findinﬁ- at tho very problem of the
dlstlncplon botwoen the. 11v¢ng dhd 1hL dcad eocapeb,comprq—’
hensioﬁ-in fho ordinéry sense of the word." nh2
. Thé’dofioibion'of the solfvoivon above does not:imply
a sebatéte entity, logxcally dlstlnct from the body, but lt
is the body in acLlon. ‘ThlS p051tlonAis very close to that
of ‘the functionalist outlined‘odriierflﬂnc hOldu that mental
asoriptiohé'afe neceséary for an aiccount of.behav1or but
‘that Lhey do not rofur to dlffercnt klndg of thlngq nor
events than phy 1cal.. whore the functionalist’ differs with'
tho llbertarlan is that he still insists on a causal xpla—-.
ndtlon of thc same klnd as -found in'tbo tradltlonal foianQO.
Thv lxbertarlan Wanta»to got.any'Lrom the cauqal explanat1on
‘o{‘dctlon and scarch for organludtxonal oxplanatlons
: Since the catogory of the self is ts sehtiql to a-

,oxacuaslon of ‘roo 1ctlon, thxs'cathory must Qurv bfiofiv bo
.QXqurvd;. Tho'sclfican oeyﬁglbo known d1rcct1v':>cnpt by tbo

: N
S person exXperiencinid. Furthermore, the ,nlf is known not
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’

vdlatuly, dir(‘( t. Iy 44 N It follows that

<by obs nxvaﬂion but

L»“'lll hv fncvt- ol Um '~1f~—@’vo 'nq:.:, t:h xtg.'.,‘ dnum-.-, ete,

g

° N v
al*m are not knmm b oh-wxvatib oy c)annht hn kx&%
. .«»‘. . . Y. L.

N . Q ‘
ROEVe. an
) " ] o -
ob':m vati c:)nul vurl i”x cation ot’ suc:h in f o rr(nc«'\ .

Y

That ig why
“the h( havxorl"t will never di ‘covoz th‘cm. .ll()wm.'vr, it the

&0l cannot be known by - ol):.veron, how d()t"“()l‘"l(."know about

another person's self?  One (.)1_: the ways is if _thv other

- | ©

person: tells what he is oxperiencing.,  This hn can only do by

using lanquaqe which is the ¢ yn\bolx(‘ oxpression of ull human

o.xpor,icnco _bot'h u.f' the out,i.&r wor’.l.d and thu inner thoughts and

% -

tvvllnq... 'I’ub]lc' ’;lanqumm may re'fcr t_o 'privite' ovents

b(!(:ixu:w "thux*uﬂi_:k no pood r‘mx:;«m not r(‘) think anthropo-
R ) W7 S

movphically about men." .

Talkiny and understanding lanquage in a distinctly

human activity which is characterized by great ffluxibi_l.it;y

and frecdom of chotcoe. Whethoer t_h'g’c:;o'.noxt‘_;.\] “ ':.tvm thvory can

ver give a full and ‘a.udt.squm'v ;u:cdunﬁ“of Hug procv S0 remains

to e s':‘m'vn., An Py u!vn-.m’ Mxl]«-r, A P“YLhulln«xux.,t has

pointed out, al t.hom;h :;syn_'t:._lx' Morvme we 1T W ithin eur AEREEE S

. S S R AT " ol hel e e e bl ems el Moy omd
4 AR N Y SR herhape Tt e thepe thar oo TR A

» AT ' _‘~. o ? SO ! allen ot o P
cropinal kb §

Language is considered a patterncd conf 1qurat ronn of
: : o ] : . : ' 49 .

symiaols whicoh make  zonse , whach have meant m; . A patterned
responcie g defindd as e g S R S S S R S RN R ! 2t

RPN



eeparate rcaponsce of whioch they are compoae_d.”J »[Ita}lcs
hotvin_tho originall. Even the simplest organisém is capable
| SPT W51
of "patterned F(SpOﬂ“ﬁP to 1ts sensory onv1ronm0nt . but

. ‘J .

only man can symbollcally represent not only pattorns plcked.
up byuihe qensos but also those pcrcelved SUb]GCthCIy Not»r
1only can he repres ent thoqo éxpcrlcncec symbollcally, but hc
'can glVL moanlng to thpm, he can undﬁrstand Lhcm.' Meaning
and undqrstandlng onter'into-the formulatlon of 1ntentlons
Pz -

and doc1 1on whlch lead to dCthﬂ. Thc llbertarlan maln—
tains that nét only U@; formlng of lnfontlona, thc maklng of
choices and thoe carrﬁliq out of thosa - ch01cos are nan detor{
mined, but he also claims that the- languago with whlch he. .
vexprQSSOS thoso choices is froely cho cn,sz and that the
: connoctlon botwonn the qymbol and thé ObjCCt is not ”blologi—
cally o forend franm uu?uimv, r? but that muaning is qivgn
'go a cymbéi by tﬁv_individuql_himsei{ And Hybthe society of -

/ N . . ) ' S - _
men.  Most important of all meriing embedded in symbols cannot.

by DNA messages or

€

be expkained by the bLrain's activi

€

eloctro-chamical changes for it c¢xisks on anbther'plané.

It 1s ‘time to upply what has-buun Jdid about the. uulf
to troee action, The coiu.tlive sys tvm-~1ntvntlon,‘choice,

o L & 5 , _ R
volition--1s central to 4 trun. : SLHCC"thquhi 1% part of

[a

the bodily movement which ia calllend ucticn, dwaflpthn of
\", “ y + } ) v P . ")6
acticn 1 mord than deseription of more bodlly movemen

TA desoriotion of action (Which ituself is.an action using

. . 3 B . e .
nysteal ddegeription, but 1¢ is not

.n;;rigﬂ.:uns,!uy:h;sn:,intthtion, cholce



or volition.>’ These mental ascriptions which the behav--
iorist 1ab¢licd 'hypothetical consttucts! will how be
'discu550d. It should be kept in mind- that none of the catog—

ories can bc mcntlonod w1thout 1nclud1ng thn others 51nce
‘ B
thoy are all 1nd1v1olblo parts of ‘the sclf.

> ' Inthtlon leads to ch01ce Wthh the w1ll translatcs

\

into action.: ”Actlunu, in one way Qr'anothmr, involve a

058

reference to thought o purpose Doscrlptlon of bodily

"mdvoment, on the other hand, only: tolls what was donc The

Ar151ng of my arm Lu]lu Lho obsorvor nothlnq except that my

.

””arm 1, rxslng. Only I can toll whcther 1 am wav1ng, slqnal—

' o3 -
lxng or if my arm is ju i r1s1ng 1n response to a rcflcx or_

electrical-stimulus. Intontlon or purpose in dCtlhg answurs
the question, - Why dld you do that’" The answerlg}vcs the

reason for acting. - Rpasons meody'social standards and

conventions.  Hence explapations of actions will follow a

rule or purposive model; "in this rospoct thoey ares quite
wrlike Twotenoes wnd o Iimplyea o mechabicoal o mode ! af xn Tan=tos

. o - T o ' - ' |
atian " The win of action gives reasons for doing some-

hing and these will, of céourse, involve motives.  But
motives cannot be considered caUﬁes"in'any‘“o scof tho word -

because they do not cotpell, they do not,nvcussitato thee
60 "~

action in guéestion, they only oxplain v,
I" \‘0;”. N . - T v"b"" . . ]. '61‘
ntentions are tormulated on different levels, Arom
A

’,

rather abntract aeneral surivings such as for hnppiﬂosﬁ
nition, s to Yhe very donorete intontion of

‘ Bl

».) .
~
Ea)

i

U
o
~
—

-
~
\

Pt
23
el
)

DR Thotse levels overlap so
) . !
. : « A
W



that one‘action is describable j.n moré. than ene mt;nnar. I g(*

irito'the ar Lo drlw ‘to H\c library to qeL a book in ordu

to read 1t f(wr thc' wri ting of my thoesis w}uch, I want to

'(‘:o_mplx.e.'t:p for selt-satis fa(:t..'i'on or for: ilcta‘(ih:mi.(.‘. x:écoqni t.iorrl -
- or fo?umOrQ pay. .

| The int,d{ntion i.ss gery 3oft‘(\n bm,vd on a(":lr. which.

has lud umny plu louophol to Spr“.(_‘llldt,t' that U\u desires

/slut(-wumvthv 1ntontlon, but ex amplo‘ qbcmnd of mtuntlnm‘

formu]nté\d .lffnx- d(~lib< ration, aHvr thouqht p\rom;:s;:»s“;(-:‘z whi(“h-.

.eWcL(—ﬁ\ tho various desi ro:;‘-unt;l_l thu onc‘- wluch seems most-
pravtuuL OT the ono‘wludx omght to ho iollowvd s riucidod
uponﬂ lvon in the mos;t; extreme cases of, Lbrt.uru”- tor c-xumpl,o

when -one. can w.-zl.l imaqin'e that the doslru for physl C‘al

W

relict wo,ulc"l be tho‘st;rohgost pooplo hfl\l(‘ choson Lo resist,
N EREE B -

.

o o .' . <\\. P o - .
¢ of Lome.r gy ',‘m'whiuh Lh.-} have .1ttdn‘hud U) .,uiferlng dnd

and this n @ because of dnothvr ph"hl{dl do‘*lro but because

Yoesis tanco e \ h Lur Frank l the ! 1.1mm. " -V u-nnu( , p‘;ydu dtr L»t

7

Sonal _vxp&riuncf-.irx a "]‘Clvl'.,lv

attegtéd to this from his

Sconcentration camp. studies corroborate his tinding.

AL Heo wald of hisg Jexperloncos: ' S et
L2 - SR . . s : -
g f’ . - :
L W Wl Yt 1y ety Lt "5‘
thoe aren o whe QiR sl e ,; ’
VIVIT ahaeny e Pl ol . ot
Do higmaaly oy n e oty
ANTES RN S Y AT Dol n oy
T, Yy . 'y L TTOAN ‘e :
1YLt ek ony, et Yy R ETRRER NP
\,'?‘,\ e ot Y
. Making a vholoe in the sense relovant ofor action o is o

SORRCIOLS Aot Iviiy e 0f the ool wh i ACCOMBanien or 1g part

- PR SN B . < A

of tormulating intentions and carrying !z moout m o oaction.
‘ : , :



of freedom is the strongest '\FIndeéd" }‘, dec1d1ng between
alternatlve courses ¥es at the hcart of freedom. "GA Agaln,'
the’ determlnlst says that de51res or motlves, whlch hqve been
molded from 1nfancy pn, cause me ‘to choose what T choose,65
But thc llbertarlan denies the causal re latlonshlp between
de51res and ch01ce He malntalns _that ”'is thé choice.
“which. d<1ebm1nef what the strongest motive“iC to be."56

Thdt is not the same as’ saylng that motlves are not cause%L
,but 1t is saylng that they are not the suff1c1ent cause. ‘

"Thu somg mOLlV pr oodod cuooslnq, but oh0081ng Dreceded

'Lnar'moment knnn the mothc whlch b“lﬂbo about observabl
w ”67

r

“actiong ron&est.

1ncxp11cablc fa mere random ovcnt Since the"self' whlch is

supnmﬁiyly ma}lng the cnoxcc:"is noither an emplrloa7 objec

Lo

R U S . . 68
&wfjuym& LmﬁqhqrhctAXL.tlc u:t;o“.f)' The llbortarlan
‘-ang ﬁlr? {t%& tho ﬁelgngg the act1v1ty, the experlence of that

orgxnlpmlc wholu whlch e presses itsell 1n moanlngful actionf4
N ., 5 ‘ . : N

D
moun1n<'ul not on]v to othprsybut to hlmo 2 1f also That-self

-

15 noL d1>CO“ux“d lnxidQ bhn humdn braln, uut in h10 acts.

A-v

fhnu* 15‘nvudbd to undwrstwnd tkv

acts_is to find out how
;;diffprnnt Uhpnrlan-‘ ATE Lur Mg ihto_knowlcdgo’and und@r—

LGt sndxw' TR

Thie Guestion whother *“ozc. CONSLsts of equal ly.



p0851b1e choaces W1ll be dlscussed under “Respon51b111ty
Suffice 1t to say that choice makes sense only if there

'actually are ‘at least two open’ p0551b111t1es. One must be

]

able to forbear d01ng somethlng as well as be able to do it

»
~

if one really thlnks one¢ has a ch01ce.70

Ideally, ch01ce should be unhlndered by soc1al or '
polltlcal pressures, by subconsc1ous drives or . physxcal
_restraints. -In reallty these all act to reduce the range‘of
nch01ces and unfortunately sometlmts even to surpress choiee ;

i N
altogether. A;Lhouéh every experlence of free choice w1ll o
be to some extent c1rcum,cr1bed by determlnlng faetoxs, whlch l
.makes every experle@ce to some degree 1llusory, nevertheless,r
there 15 a dlfference It 15 to be found in the startlngb
point of actlon ' In the 111u31on the. startlng p01nt lies

'outSLde man, wheroas 1n the true feellng of free ch01ee it
/1 s ‘ . 5 ‘
'lles wlthln man hlmself T differonce - betwoen Yhoae

o-rgellnxw g obioctive nor.huﬂéoﬁtivc. 7 The illusion
remains as ling as the poarson 15 not eon scious of. the role

of the outsidce forces impinging on him,

In discussing choice, the libwertarian avoids the term

Tcause, ! ulmpl" Lecause of de;orministic,OV&rton S If he

1s.uqrd pPres: sed he wWill call reasons for. action cadses, only

not the kznq ftound :in mechaniocal phiysica, S R RO
. . -
MO RS e DY ey e e Uy e BT
i

Pallonieven greties Ty reasens are thought’ of ds sauses

in thv-dct&f@:ﬂ{ﬁtlc sentge,  then ane can cnl”_cmncl“lw‘“‘i;ﬁ
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" |

the thoughts no feSs than the'deSipes and other factors that .

elther issue_ or fallcto issue in conduct." )

I U

A man' s choice then has both ' 1ts reason and its cause,

,

-but they are to be found w1th1n man in his phﬂ51cal-psych1fal

structure. A frce ch01ce orlglnates W1th1n mad in a manner

in Which'"thlnps in the physical worldﬁ so.far hs we kniow,
. £ phy 3. :
s 1

75
are never done or brought about. " A free ch01ce is deter-

BN

mlned from W1t11n consc1ous man, an unfree ChOlCO-—lf one  can

»

‘speak of- that at all--lies outs;de of man.76

Intentlon and choice are put into action by the will

which is a category»designating special executions or perform—

ances and spe01al actlon“ belonglng tao the entlre person,

namely ‘those 1ntcntlonal actions dellberately chos@h 77 Any

attempt to 1nvest1gate the subjectlve experlence of the will
 meets wrth thn usual dlfflculnles of xntrospectlon The very
-characterlstlcq whlch nake up the w1ll~—spontnnf1fv, creat1v~
1ty, and the actual ch01ce of a goal--are destroyed in the

78

very act of examination. Tho only way that the will can be-

dIthnqulahﬁd from othur cato gories of the self is in action:.

reeny PR - N - v ey e s ey g & P T
shiee W2 000, UThelhiy, 1o 0 Very perliorcdnos afoa sab Vot toward a
, . : ' 7
., 1 . O . 1) S T e 3. . Ye, 187 ¢ -
ead whiohy Tednrvonded Ly qin cairectio B

<. ‘The feeling of frecdom akes on a positive aspects in
the will since it is so éﬂoSuly_ponnectod to action. Wher-

ever there 15 talk of'volition, there also -is ‘talk of freedom

o BO .. - . . I oL
and action. T4 etwrr;r’ot called this fréedom -an 11~

lusion, kut the libertarian o alntuxna,rt_is not an illusion

. B N e ...- " . ! oo . . o . .o . »' a :
buy anTantearal part & the 1ife process, since without .
, e : . o . : , : ,
o N L - . - . .
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whatever.81

psychlc ‘experience as is- the féellng of causallty 82:

'fof

.Since

PR

both are based on rbpeatod experlence @hich is the baqls of

8
all Qc1once,

is wgdt the llbertarlan mdlntalns, whlle
. )X ) I‘
bclnev<5/frwow11l to bc an 111u51on, He

ausatlon ig- an

IS

physical- assumptLOn thdt

principlo;

prOOf 81

_‘thrianfs qccount of free

empirical

2

1gnatod

1t could be assumed that both are real,

- '};l

nlso is a me dph];lcal concept:.

Thls
the'determinist
does so on the meta-

absolute and final

thla doe‘ noL admlt to any kind of . oxpurlmpntal

/.

oy

thn de pends on

pelf whlch because it Cdnnot at present be

How—

ever, therco arv‘xva%onn for bol)uﬂlnq that the selt can have

ob)<ct1V< ItdlLi“Wthln the gvn<rul syst

rate, without this \b“(tD“ of the

ences remain un«xplulna lu ne of the

theory is ity nxp%ghqtgry power; - the

Powerin the or of

to account t’c31" ¥ x O 'x\ t ion Ull\l c*kx
N ¢ : . .

body ‘ub et to‘dbﬁorminutn ldws'bpt

randge of  Lreodom xu'ansszar3W to e

IV, 1<1-::;;1xc‘:)z:£j1 111""

the dlv<.>rJUH

Q‘ : T ¢

l" er LG

Ciboratlier obaiGas . Both the act ion and

testé of a
libéft&riqﬁ
agent,
cmanates
whic

responsible

L‘}.)C"‘t’;rl
"1s man responsit:le tor hig

thie

-om thuory. "At any‘

finds-thap
Or person or psYy
from . a physical

o also. enjovs that
e

for

’ ‘ Y}_";t,!
urtiohs?f
of

resuly 1 STR

;
‘!

scientific

that action.

s

self too many human experi=

ChL

libertarian's

e
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~done otherwise, : o )

63

/.as_they were in his

. ’ ’ Sy e a b
-action are g man's re5p0n51b111ty iqjé £ 1
X . X G :

b , .
ﬁg%erz As John Dewey said:;"ﬂach ‘regpongihle fop

making the best choice'availablu‘to him within the scope of
L ’ . .

hio Timitations anJ hin’Pomcfn.”85:vOﬁ the 5th@r.hand,‘ohé
is not hcld‘roSpénsiblo for 5omoth1ng tht’happens or ﬁﬁat is
‘donc to one as forn oxampln 4 knee. jerk ¢« Sudden blindness,
'nPUIDLJC compulolvo 1mpul ies or the movomcnt of the arm that

1s being 11ft(d by somuonu ¢lse.  The dJVldan line thW(U%

reqponvlllu uctlon and dvtormln(d action is by no means clear-

cut “justg bugqumu-dotcrmlnants u?c_alwaYs present in all

actions.  The important qucstion s whotho* the agent had

"thcse determinait under his Controi ‘whether he could’havh

The question, "Could he have doho othe rw15n“" has

N T

Srecerved extensive frmnltnuxlt in ;ﬂll]xa"o;ﬂxl(nll Jlt(’ ature.

o : 86
by both liboertaridns und deL(rm1n1 sts, " ﬁhe>llbxrtdr1an,

é) N ’

Qr cours:, will answer with an, 1)!1(*(]L11."()(‘<1 1l Yool Che 1)(3] j.c:\!¢=ss’

that men are free not only in thv"sbnsu*thét'they can do
o o SRR - i

what- they choosde to do "o IR Y PR ol et bl e o
. : N . \
, ’ , A
STl U L e T PTR R CHBMTe L it D e e | g
. j ST 7 : o
ity The Tibertarian will O S0 far as to Slaim that

oven when phu (11(uwntun(<” for a frec choice Seem dlmost

v

totally absmont, oo for examplo on the raek , or at the point,

G oa gun, wven there an indlvz‘ vl can vixoreise frve choice.

‘

No hettor o ess can B called an Bran one who his CRper -

.- . ' ) o AR

enced thic kipg of cholee first hand a8 did Dr. o Frank) whoo

s o o 4 S
conclodod ¢y O NIN concentrar, Loy aramp X HPorrences:
. LN ; . . + L

o
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i . ) n"& . . < :

And there wgre always choices to make. . Ivory day
every hour, of Ferad the opportunity to make a decisiony
a decision which determined whether you would or would
not submit. to thos e pownr“fwhl(h threatened to rob you
~of your very self, yvour inner fr:odom,'wh1<h deterinined
whaether or ndt“ou would become the playgh:ng of
circumstances. : ' e <

.

That even in such extreme cases avperﬂon at any onc

‘lec has the; opportunlty to chooqe elther one of two or more

ways of acting can nevervbe‘proven empirically, of eoufse.w

The ontlrc-dwbdte is bnyond proot bCCdUSL nothing that ever

"}1<1[)y)c:r1L; Y }*IfJ\Jt‘ or have ANy lﬁt-;ix*lxx;g On t!1c= fb(lt‘“:! 1()11 whe the

L

W

something olse cowld hauu':uwpﬁnbdg Lven lf bclontl)ts

21 "

r

are able to prodlct thv futuro bOhﬂVlOr of mén or atomq thiS‘

5t1Jl doe not andwcr the quethOh whetQ ,;tﬁﬂés‘ ev1tablo.

: ' i o
-NO.pOh ible exnﬂrlmwnt w1ll vvor have any buqung oh thc

’ ) b , - _f . .
, . o : &) o S, a

'quostlon.gQ . ) T i+ 3KQ-J", «.ffftff

e. I . -
. [ “ vy

The upqhot of tht &1lemma r& Lhab.the qnest1on is. and

. I R \
always w1]1 bu”JpCCulatuVl Lha¢ndov" not ma?c lL,mcanlnqless

. OI‘IQSS'UTQOHt,-hUt 1L,doo° mﬁan dud’tho freewiblfdetorminis
- o p .
debateicaunot[iln the forosioublw'ruturO‘ bctoott}yd bv

' . . 0 e, v

uxpor}ﬁpnts. .Nor_cah it;hu ¢ t;dd b“ appeal to llanJ stic

analysis. - 011 d?t(lmlnla( I%RU‘NOWUll" mith and Schlick
claim to have nxu(o\(rnd thO'lmpllcatlon11n-ev0ry—day usage

m

that the ordinaryltun'whilw considering choice means "1 could:

have done Uthl[“lhx L AP S “Libertarians, on the otbﬁ

-

hand, claim that the gommon sense notion is that a pcrson who -

says "I can Inz)l,i_‘if‘.'u's; that he has the power Lo act in more:

Sthaie ond way in .:,g«x\.xzu,_>1lt‘ation and no 70 and Duts o about
. 91 W T : : . :
D T N has 1<cun;#'so Lhe argument qoen, has an ﬂﬂtlr']”

y . .

. « LARY

. ’ T N .-
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different‘meaning than the 'can' used for physical phenomena.92

7

.

"This stone is so hot it can fry an igg,"93 is hypothetrcal

but the fcan'.of human agency is nelther hypothetlcal nor.
causal]y contlngent 04 Instead "there 1s an Jq@ntlal dlrfcr~

Cence bcth4n My moving my‘fingar, and my finger merely

i"KZ‘,g . ’

c ‘ ‘
moving.'gﬂ; hqfsdepends on wheth r 7 move my finger.
. . & ; 23

SR ST . : y -

As has béen mentloned-before, the libe rtarlan afflrms .
that ausal factors dre oporatlvo in human actlons, but he
also maintains.that the more he knows. about them the more
free he will be,’ It is conscious reflection and not
coniftioned responsc which makes the difference between a
responSLble action and a mere happening.

If a man can be hold rCSpOnSlblc for thﬁ actlonb Whth

are undex hls conLrQl then,it follows.that everyoho should

hl%_aLlf control as much as p0551b1e.

Gpp091tu or doing as one pleases,
;ﬁcsponsiblc'not unlyvfor whgt he does,

B P 8 . i N _b
"but also for -the rgasons he ChOQSU?—fﬂ do. as he does. sIf hL

‘because uvtIYOWC L

can ‘irxrease his ‘r;no\-zl(_:_dg_cz,‘ if ‘he ("dﬂ ma}'u use of oppor—‘:

tunities which will increase his range of choices in the
o ‘ S ' o980 ' : L
Afuture, then he is responsible, Those who equatoe today's
Jack of agrecd-upen values, permissivencss and ‘related social
11Fs to libertarianism have Jdone so because they think
“libertari anlsm means that one is free to do as he pleases.

But that makes desires and notives the causes ofhaction and

N

N : ' . R . Sy . e
that belonos to Yhe e nr'lnxuk‘s doctrines,.onot 4he’ libop-
. T . .. - " . . 4

'S . . -
L IR L .‘~ oy N -~ Ve e o - ‘." ,,' .q - EPR
E 4 ur T, Purthormore, bLoecause the causes and dps LI il
'
s e :
. N
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. L ’ - .
beyond one's control according to the determinist, therefore
1one cann\t\ﬁe held responsible for them.’” Irresponsible

behav1or is the result of sound fﬁglcal deduction; it is in.

99
rhat sense no pervers:on.

An analysis of the libertarianfs‘éosifion shows two
AWeéknésscé; one linguistié and the dther‘metaphysical.
Although;the,libertarian:wodld like to get awé§’from a -causal
’d?ébunt‘of aét?on, he' does not dhite succeed. He still ends
up byAﬁaying thét the self “auses action withou£ qiﬁinq a
clear dufibition-of Ehe self.

Th§ h5@aphysic§1'prbblém is clOseiy'cohnecﬁéd'with the
'linguiétic.one: ﬁwhat ié the sélf?"' Al themprobiems of the‘;

-

philosophy of mind.need settling beforc that -can be answered.

-

Today philosophers still disagree as violently as ever as to
"what characterises the ossdnee of the mind and of conscioun-

oo e B - '
Tntenn ! Even with -the help.or'the organizational thceory

the libertarian does not re al}y come close to solving the
metaphysicdlbproblcms. But he can Qake.heart.in the fact that
; 7 . . . . f

~ the d«tarmlnlju,cannotwsolve'tbe problemn sither without the -
ald of metaphysical dfiﬁlig}'lz‘)tiifﬁﬂs-
As 'a rational cexplanation of action the libertarian's

.4

X

account has appeal even 1€ it is difficult to detend philo-
sophlically. 1t doasﬂdccount for responsibility in the ordinary
sense in which "m‘ t [L‘U}‘ll g 1t. It does corrcupeond to

Csubjective expoerience whick most poople <;1‘1‘.im‘t..o have. Above

. . . . - v o - .

1Y N .y Syt “y y T : PR I 1 3. - ooy en R NPT

all it does prescrve tor fhe individaal his freedom and hhis
[ - e} o
dl(lxx. Y. ‘ ) - M . AR X e T
) o :
3
N D
. .)y' 5 /
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CHAPTER V S

IMPLICATIONS OF LIBERTARIANISM FOR EDUCATION

< . , ’ - a

“The 1mp11catlons/of llburtarlanl sm for nducat1on can- °
nét bo as casily doscrlbed as those for dctermlnlom . The
dotcrminist_can use hlb tcachlng mdchlnos, hl test scores,
~his prodlctlon curvéc gnd'a certain amount of research in

psycholoqy to baék'up his educ atlonal thoory’baéﬁd on deter-

minism, - The, libertarian, on the,othér hand, scems to have

.

‘nothing concrete to offer. However,; appearances can be T

deceiving.

For one thing,. the libhrtarian;philosophgr can act  as

T : . N ) . ' 1.
a. f011 ‘against the behaviorists who still "man  the x*nvw "

my .
v”ﬁ can quhstioh the aims and mv*b od: _USOd by th.. d:rcrminist;
'”.Hc.can cbrtainiy‘cprév'tho phildsophical agsumg'imns:undor—
},)'i na t Xici:;‘* alms ‘alzwci noethods ." _ ;>,

.

Hho libesrtarian also has a poéitivwvcontribution~to

o]

e

make . Aims of education which arise out of libertarianism
can be emphanired, as for example in Paul Riuh's book,

. ol .
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used to talk about aims and methodsm, . .A _ U

S /

Perhaps” the most 1mportant contrlbufron of the

Ilbertarlan w111 be to rescue the Ghost in thL Machlne,

"
’tho ( ) of thc sequence.  He will adVOCate'the nurturing
0of the intellect, the dlsp051tlonq, the de51ros and the .
emotions so thdL u% .the child qrows inte adulthood he will

bv in conLrol of hlmqe]f and hlS an1ronment Slnvo self-

control is-be‘::achlov d by 1ntel]1qent ChOJLe/ Lhc intelli-

ggnée‘will be thc-focus( In this aim, the ]lbprtdrlan has
one of thHe most - Jntlu(ntlal of all educator, on hz side.

o

Dr..BhdtLdohn1§a 1n his drtlclw ”Thv Loncppt of 'lntelll—

: e
: q(nCr in Juhn Dowoy s Phllo¢oyhy and qucatlonal Theory ‘
quotes hewe Yo, - ' . I : _ T
Por vduegticg, ~“}£nq P Dewey s 15 ot Just . the
CAVITRRER iery B D de ‘”ﬁfd“§nYVmQﬁf$U ol torming
Puncime oot o i vornte I e ot Al and eme T on g
Towarid nanare Nt e beng eyt ' ' -
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The intoll Lgence o! which Dowey spuaks and which the liber-
tarian, al so Stresses has to operate in a world that is .
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e SR A ST in .
AN SRS B SR A VYo ann U
Cdroey N S R RN L
Sl ot el HI 4! ISR Rl Ureaitel s
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R. S, 'Peters stress, Scheffler warns aqaln t methods swuch as *
propananda, comlltlonlng ‘and suggestion whioh are aimed at «
mOd]lenp the popfon”ll but av01d hig 1ntol]octual 1nvolve—

ment. Instead he hold up as the 1deal of succcssful edu-. .
; R s
cation a student. who ha. galncd a full underCtandlnq, a true

knowlcdge"of whai_uv'er is learned. What that knowic dge

i

consists of Scheffler so well analyzed in his book ¢ondit{ona
Of Knobledge: An Intaediges fon to f;’nz'.:r.:r:-.wid:].f/ and Fllueation

Likewise, K. 8. p¢ out rote lmxrn)nq and atrw,_ms

1o
L N R . 1" .
aeriibane iyt CUTvel e,

“knowledge which

The knowiedqy"«_ J_nudr.@in education’ should b one that
.foster’s_‘t;he feeling of freedom in the child., This fc‘rel.i'ng

of freedom is bdsic for his actions and thinking. 7  Studies

have shown that thee e ling af fro.-dom has o posi t:iv';: influ-
- E S o *
Cnee in situations in which poopl:s ire apt-to u'l&_f'”'“}) to

W
iy ressure A e e Cld v
qroup pressurse, Those-who resisted (dnd by the way,

Pavlov ;z'lé;o._h\u‘. Aoiye w“o dled not vsuccumly tor 8t reas

[on

Self-contained and adtonowous in their think ng.’
The implication of this study 15 that the gerson who

feela tree, whe i conselens of s resvnoensibile chioid

.
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are found everywherd, and not adl controllers are of the.

i“benign Frazier type who sdid in‘Waldcn qu:' , .
Q( We see too i t. that they will want Lo o preclsely
the things WITTRH are best for thoemselves and fhe
eommunity . Their behavior i determined and yet
lluy darc fI(t'.]-” s '
Th@ 11hortxr1an YU]U(Lb Lhat klnd of frecdom. RBesides,
' . . : i
he wou] d ques S1ion whvthor Iran( T (or Sk i,nn(_.‘r. or anyonc clge,
for that matter).js in’ ‘: position to dgcide what is best for’
sociovty, e » i . -
L A -~ M . R

ke
.
P
L
5
3

Fuant ta,” hut then-fails 1O pn_;svnt, poswlb]u di Fornatlves or

‘

©One wu-y, that t,,hc 1.'uelimj'o!’ freedom can be increased
& . 3 ) _

1r f f -

is 'Lo pxpo:w LR mattulnq du]d to a wide range of ,C}Qi_cds'.
F ruzdom can only;» be found "in that Find of dutevact ion whieb
maintaing crvironment in which Human degire andlenoioe

- T . . ) - : ’

o C S - S
count tor Something '.’ué% . This has.some very concre to cappli-
. . d‘ o o o o ‘ . R L. b . N ~ A .

4.

3

R - . . ”
e S A . . ‘@

. L . R ~ . - ) P L P . )
cations 1in the clasgroont. ~John Holt inhis latest popular
book on educat i.()xv\e.!';-. o Bepend, rRgountsTa visit to

an clement ary ("l-.‘XS'S’\r()(‘)IV\Ih‘(ﬁI.?f;- the children  had hean.told to.

do anything they likod, b’u t ;1:51(10. from ';(1 cseries of traditional

2 : - . ! . v

' A o . o 20 .,
-t(?Xt‘S;;.f.hv;h: was nothing tnr thl"n to choose fx‘om. CooSrmr o e

. . : . -
. PR .
NS . oL ;.

‘.pitudtlun‘ oodur 'i_n‘.c.l'.s:t:f.;ijoc:h?s; dl] 'h(‘ w:r‘.,; ,up 10 t!m nm”o r-

v

T e
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must also become in ternalized.  This };rmn'.-s;r; Lakes on :;},.uec:iu]
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Cdmportance in‘.xn(,)r(xl- cducadt i(:h " hv libertarian aims for
moxal lu-!mvwr b‘“( d on thc Huunc-r 5 own decisiong of
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cation because "A moral situation is one in which” judgment

')u

[o

and choice are required antecedently to overt action. "
As the child develops his judgments and makes choices based
L L, .

on thém, he should learn to take responsibility for: them.

-

This is contrary t_o current t:ro.nc'is. No one wants to take

responsibillity 1_‘0:"'}11',3 weaknesses and sho tcomings. But the

. o . B oo
radical conséquences of freewi 11 are Srtoevery man i whiat

hesds bocause Gf Diu past free ohod con and EVETY Al may
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The libertarian in his linguistic analysis of action

starts out With that 'meaningless entity, the self, ’: 4e_md
defines "1t as that 'wh_ichh ié; .l;I_lOl"t: L'lmn» the sum t()‘ti(‘ll. of its
[)?11"13):, "t_h.vxt wl;li.(.:h'}l:uuexufs;: of Lhe tremendous .UI‘(}A}Hl','/‘c"i‘t_'.i()l'lizll
(%:()u\};l.a:xity of‘A t his body “and nervous ssy:;yt‘um (,ivisp'luy's behavior’

which cannot he weomparcd to juechanical models, nor to -bhio- -

logical systons of lessor ‘comploxi ty ., To account for that
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seaidplesity , e \\]\\T;}):‘.x.t Arian proposes. some kind of gencral
HY S Le-n tht"()l.iv‘l;} wlhii (1}’1': includes t.hz"*- organi Z{'l‘f;..l()ni«:'x 1 ';,mﬁ ()rvgan ismic
1w g:;(_}vw 1t 1_1'1.;."1. ‘With i'xi thiis theory he dvl,‘l (*I'l‘l'}‘).t.:i” Lo account
tor the tromendons c(.)m{wj]pxi ty It the fiunu;m l'n:e,in‘g . ix‘l(:J,\.J‘édj._.r'n_;
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redat ive non-determi nacy and-trecdom of the human psyche,
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Howover, “this shudy hag also shown that lingquistic

analysic 95 not cnough 1o settle the problems involved.
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some libertarians maintain, cveryone s tully responsible for

<

the choices he makes, lu-rhuﬁ‘:; the concept of r«-':;pun:.;ilhilil_‘,'

places too much of a burden on the individoal.,  Atter all,

v

. - . X
there 1o no getting away trom hervedity, cnviromaent and

upbringing., -

/-} Moral consideration:s also entetr jnto the discussion
because tallk about education s inneparable troan talle aboat
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T B P O B LR TR LT T I B VO R O VO S RSP R S TR T CHY T
O T R I B C R R T PUNE EN PRI N TRRE IO RO Jt has beear
L . - u‘ ,.‘l ! C ) .
argued That both the arm and the method ol destermind s Le
. : . LRI -4

[gz’.:'{f;\viux‘if‘.m Lo cobjectionab b Lecanse . — \

‘r. .
NV B
B A ~;,v|'| vt Y P o - ' ‘ i N
! B 1 HEWR SRV B R A | L R T H
e I taet N P F R A S R AR
v ’ C .
RS P ST R O S S R T
. . U N .
tolia R S N R ot oo,
HE ! R : @ Tl
Pyt coato . TR S L ! 4,"! :
~ . . k4
. o , . . .
- H 1 N L . . .
R : o P s
L R i ‘
. .
- . !
' v : L . ., L0 P .o o et
Whie thver oty Lo viahts o joad Lo S T
' § B N ‘l'.' T Vv } 1 [ N 4 LR BN
PRI [ IR . v [ ABRR A i [ R B R ‘A{' oo bt . fos b
. B : < B
. . S
cal oo by atTonn e oo Pl ol ot byt
5 v oa . . e - I K
o - NS . i
v o A . v
Ve ' . : e v . . " PREI Sl z i . Ve [N ..
asreio o ne amrrag be sa s Moy Der Lot ththey vee b tim e 0 e
: : 1y . ’ : : . ’
. . LA N - " v ' L
Yooy PR N yoo M - : . . e L
RN N . X | . [P 5 . . +
\; N W b
. ) ' A
. i . ' |
d S IS e oredly veen ot el W b rn s
oL )
| P U . iPs
1 'y 3 > . L ! s [ ' ' ey 6 N e . .
s o Vo i i . i ' S " R el t
o by
A . N i ! N AR SR oat ol
. o - B R Yoo
1
=Y ’ ’ *
. : i T " : - ST -
= . ) t
. .
. o
N p N £



: q'choloqxvts«who how w;old SO much 1nfluenco and. ¥
paY G

g i
&
;
,
-
¥
*
/

'}payohothordpy and cdu(atzon b [ltdxl@‘ n@t in the original.]

Thc

llbﬁrtarlan trles to accdhnt for the w1ll by showlnq “the
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complex xnteractlon of choice, 1ntent10n and will: Pexhaps
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much monokpior tho;r rosearch wore to direct their @ttontlon
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to the whole romplcx syqtom that is man, porhaps thoy POUld -
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add to»that evidenco whlch_is already»ln, whlch leads-to thc ;
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conclugion thm N
man s ooleo complicnted t*i‘*.f‘»t!-;{!"! y DS \mlml Gpie Al 1\'
o to Lo capalilc mf that form of salf-opitie iom and

selt-cont rvﬂ which we wall accountability. In othen
ox*d iy the i are no lonper grounds for assuming that

b
selence! yeoe carily requires us to take a narrawly

de te reinintio viiw Jsof haman ‘«":orulu* t and to turp our .
baok ,URon' the Mm.l oMo a1 «mt.c.‘w prise S :
Portunatoly,_many pqycholoqxstq, psykhlatrlqtq and
jthut soc1a1 sclentists, 1nclud1nq Plagot, Bruner and R@qcrs,
have already gone beyond thp narrow COnflnos of bohaVlorlsm
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in'thy;f work, buL vory much yhmalns to be.done. = .
PvrhapQ tho mos pexplnxxng probépm touched on in thxs
tho&-“ has hntn k@w to v1ew man. Is he a mach1n0,~4n anlmal
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or,somethinq"m¢re thdn”tha{7 It was sho“n that the answcr
given depended not so much-on emplrlcal consxdcratlons as on
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as SQIUtioné."s ‘Fundamental attltudes not only determlne'

~

"what problemo the 1nve°t1gdtor ts able to sce, " but aLso

the experlmental method used in the lnvestlgatlon.9 (At -8 ~y"

>
ratc, at no point in their work “do sc1cntlsts begin w1thout
' I \'
some klnd of thcofy, hypoth951s or- problem Whlch guides

3

thelr obscrvatlon and helps them "to ,elect from thc .

.

innumeralylo ob}‘ct“ of olqﬂrvatlon tho,c whlch L may be of
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interest.” . , o : '
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Today it is the scxentlflc model of cauqal explanatlon

which is the mos t accoptable one becauso 1t'flts ahd lt
. ! ) » . R "/4
works,'but 1t_1s arbltrary.ll Tho-modcl for freeﬂom docs not

Qflt\popular SClcntlflC expldnator? methods' 1t is rejected

‘dutnrnlnx‘t or tho lzbortarlan rlqht. An"one who acctpts

vdoterﬂ 15m or.llburtanlanlﬁm‘docs °o not bocau>efthe argu-<’

ceducation but for thc futury

"The metaphy51cal problem- pér51sts because dosplte our4

'tremendoue dc1ent1f1c advances, we Stlll do not know what

12"

.nature is. . Much less do we know why thlnge happcn as they

do, and yet aé‘?umans we want:to know, and we also'want‘to

'”undorqtand why we “and others do what we' do. If maﬁ'in the

-
_'705 has Hiscovered anythlng/at all; it‘is that "man and 1.3
. . ~ : _ L - Vs
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aniverse a1w~.“nxoi,ccunp1<gx_ii an D¢ recently tiu)ug}zt.

vgaqéadse of‘thiﬁ; tho how and qh&ﬂcontinue tO‘C cape hlm

ng amount of cxentlflc rese arch w111 prove elther the
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ments in its favor are ovxx'nelnlnq, but as an act ‘0f faith.
It is unfortunate tnat g prob lem 'hxch hdS such fﬁr—

réaching as well as 1mrxd1qtn ‘rplzra'xonc not-oniy for
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ptactically all bradches of philosophy., Perhaps thL; 15 what
‘ ddscourages so many from thlnklng abouts lt at all. 'Others‘

con51der anyone who does express an 1nterest,1n thewfreew1ll

-~

problem‘as rather odd The educator, hOWetbr, cannot afford

- (R 4

to remaln ‘neutral or xndlfferent to the problems brought up..

in thlS discussion because -as has been shown, one' s attltudef

toward the frcewxll determlnlsm controversy does lntluence

,both the educatlonal aims~and the.methods one adopts to

achieve: those alms, B, i

The conc‘\,s‘on reached in this thesis is thdt "man is

r . .‘- 3 ' . -‘ ‘ ) ‘v ~

not. leLd by hertdlfar;ly siven mechanisms.  In other‘words
”<human chuvtncc,and freedom are from the b 7 nring Lr"*p—’

.15

'arab7( Thls bcllef in the freedom and autonomy ofrthe

ihdividual; CSPPClally ‘as it lnfluences edutatlon, nfbds
much more. careful analysxs *han has been given it ih these

pages. The purpo of thlb\thLSlS was not to solve the

problcns, but ‘1rst of ‘all to raise 1mportant queutlons and

3 ~
then to CldrlfV the issueés lnvolvod .The most funmdm@ptu
of all the probléms; onc“y\v1ﬂw of man, defies eithor expla- !

nation or analysis: another writer, reading_the same books,

writing on'thﬁ”samggtoolc coulo just as well have dome- £o . .-

B -

the o;pos;to.conclusxon."\
The view of man Mhl%ﬁ%hd been defended has beén one

that considers a human being not as.
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Wh,ether that “view, in tucrn, is acceptable to otherﬁg:}@ll
: ?
depend on the;x metaphy51cal assumptions .
ebhap hore as elsewhere - in mvtaphyulc), we should
be content. with d1 Scevering dlfflculilc), with uoelnp
what is. and whdt 1s not cons lstent with, such cohv1ntlonu4
as e happen to have, and then draving such satis faction
a5 Wo - can from the: realization that .No matter wherpe weo
begin, the world: is mysterious and’ 1he men who try
to.understand, it are even more so. This realization can,
with some Ju“tlflCiilOﬂ, ‘make one ‘feel Wise, even in.
the-full roali"atlon or4@1F lgnOPaﬂCt.l? T ’ .
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