
Menand's portraits of his four main players include 
cameo sketches of a host of related figures. For example, 
he includes an extended account of Louis Agassiz's 
scientific hopes and racial stereotypes in contrast with 
James's emerging ideas, a thorough evaluation of Dewey's 
debt to the applied social science of Jane Addams, and an 
insightful account of Alain Locke and Horace Kallen 
attending James's "Pluralistic Universe" lectures before 
developing their own theories of cultural pluralism. And in 
his constant mentioning of previously discussed figures, 
Menand shows a deft ability to show the interrelation of 
the parts of his story. Even with all his wonderful 
stories, Menand's narrative is very selective. This is 
pragmatism that is heavily weighted toward Holmes, 
especially in the Civil War origins and with the legal 
applications of pragmatism, and toward Dewey, with the 
emphasis on social and political instrumentalism. There is 
little attention to the religious links that were so 
important to James and Peirce The Varieties of Religious 
Experience and "A Neglected Argument for the Reality of 
God" are not even mentioned. And this account leans 
heavily toward the skeptical sides of pragmatism with 
Ii ttle discussion of James's radical empiricism and 
Peirce's logical realism in the long run. These are 
drawbacks of scholarship and of interpretation in which 
Menand shows little interest. He explains the relation of 
(significant strands of) pragmatism to modern American 
culture in a way that undergraduate students can understand 
and mature readers can appreciate. It is an impressive 
book, one with the power to bring these diverse audiences 
to warm to the drama of pragmatism's impact on American 
culture and on the modern world in general. 

Paul Jerome Croce Stetson University 

Much (Justified) Ado About Knowinq: 
Dewey's Logical Theory-New Studies and Inte~retations 

John Dewey's theory of logic is an unjustly neglected 
part of his corpus. In part, this is because the seminal 
statement of it in Logic: The Theory of Inquiry is 
notoriously difficult, in some measure because of Dewey's 
unorthodox use of language (which prompted Justice Holmes 
to remark that reading Dewey was like "swimming through 
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oatmeal"). A larger cause of the neglect, though, was that 
Dewey's ideas about the nature of logic were at odds with 
the nascent Frege-inspired symbolic logic that was gaining 
currency in the philosophic world. "Academic logic," while 
nonetheless a required subject if one is to be a good old 
fashioned analytic philosopher, has suffered from the clean 
division made between the practical problems that 
philosophers and scientists struggle with daily and the 
formal methods that are its specialty. No wonder that the 
time has come for Dewey's logical theory to resurface as an 
object of serious study. 

F. Thomas Burke, D. Micah Hester, and Robert B. 
Talisse have done all those interested in pragmatism and 
philosophical logic a service by editing thirteen excellent 
essays about Dewey's logical theory in Dewey's Logical 
Theory-New Studies and Interpreta tions (Nashville: 
Vanderbilt University Press, 2002. xxiv plus 318 pp. 
$27.95 paper). The collection has an outstanding editor's 
introduction; authors include Thomas Alexander, Jennifer 
Welchman, Vincent Colapietro, Sandra Rosenthal, John Shook, 
Tom Burke, Douglas Browning, Hans Seigfried, Jayne Tristan, 
John Capps, Michael Edlridge and John Stuhr. Their pieces 
are grouped into three sections. The first set addresses 
the very possibility of a "strictly experimentalist logic." 
The second set deals with extending the concepts that Dewey 
articulated in the Logic. The third set discusses his 
attempts to reconstruct value theory along experimental 
lines. Here, I summarize and discuss two of the essays 
from the collection. 

In conjunction with the editor's introduction, John 
Stuhr's "Power/Inquiry: The Logic of Pragmatism" serves as 
a fine introduction. Stuhr identifies ten characteristics 
of Dewey's theory of inquiry; it is: 

1. Antidualistic. There is no difference between 
logic and the actual methods of our most 
intelligent inquiries. 

2. Antifoundational. The process of inquiry serves 
as its own justification (in a non-vicious 
circularity). 

3. Antiabstractionist. Knowledge is but the general 
name for the results of particular inquiries. 

4. Antistatic. Inquiry is not fixed or final, so 
neither is logic. 
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5. Operational. Logic's subject matter is determined 
operationally; fact finding is fact fixing. 

6. Reconstructive. Inquiry, and hence logic, is 
existentially trans formative; it remakes the 
material with which it deals. 

7. Temporal. Since inquiry cannot be instantaneous, 
logic spans increments of time. 

8. Concerned with warrant. Given all these 
considerations, knowledge is "warranted 
assertibility"; logic is the study of the methods 
that help us obtain such assertibility. 

9. Interdisciplinary. Logic should not be 
compartmentalized, but should be studied 
organically. 

10. Contextuality. Logic, as the theory of inquiry, 
is thus context laden. 

One can be forgiven for asking, after reading this list, 
for clarification yet again regarding just what inquiry is. 
One of Stuhr's points is that we, and oft-times Dewey, do 
damage to an ecologically sensitive account of inquiry by 
removing it from its context and from the relationships 
that structure such contexts, making such clarifications 
necessary. Stuhr concludes that rather than beginning the 
transformation of logic by noting that the social sciences 
deal with existential issues in exactly the same way that 
the natural sciences do, we would be better served by 
noting the value-ladenness of all inquiry, including that 
of the most natural of the sciences. Such a transformation 
involves the recognition of the multiple lines of inquiring 
that are involved in intelligent, successful inquiry in any 
number of disciplines. While it is difficult to summarize 
Dewey's approach to logic, Stuhr's list is a useful 
beginning. 

Wi th this in mind, and returning now to section one, 
John Shook's "Dewey and Quine on the Logic of What There 
Is" is a fascinating discussion of the points of agreement 
and disagreement between two great philosophers. Regarding 
points of agreement, both share a commitment to scientific 
fallibilism, reject the correspondence theory of truth, 
deny epistemic foundationalism, and would reverse one 
traditional slogan of logic by claiming that "science is 
the logic of what there is." Logic is part and parcel of 
scientific method and has a central, if indirect, bearing 
on deciding questions of existence. The points of 
disagreement, though, are the essay's primary subject 

27 



matter. First, Quine, contra Dewey, argues that "objects 
of scientific knowledge are never wi thin human experience 
but always beyond experience." Second, Quine argues for a 
realist interpretation of unobservable theoretical 
entities. Shook contends that both these things speak 
against Quine's pragmatic credentials; Dewey's philosophy 
espouses a more thorough-going pragmatism. Dewey's belief 
that we can have direct experience of even scientific 
objects, and that unobservables have only a hypothetically 
pragmatic meaning, contribute to making his pragmatism all 
the more naturalistic in a way that nonetheless respects 
the existence of meaning. We can study the production of 
warranted assertions naturalistically if we but admit the 
truly empirical context of known objects. 

All these essays reveal that Dewey was prescient in 
emphasizing the biological component of inquiry. 
Proponents of Dewey's logic should pursue, more so than we 
have, results from the cognitive sciences (particularly 
neurobiologically informed findings) that give bite to some 
of his contentions about the nature of inquiry and that 
tell us more about the empirical contexts of our methods of 
knowing. We need more science with our theory of inquiry, 
please, in at least equal measures with the philosophy. As 
this enlightening collection of essays hints, we likely can 
gain yet more warranted assertibility for Dewey's logic by 
taking seriously his call for an interdisciplinary, 
context-laden approach to logic that (among other things) 
takes the biology of cognition seriously. 

United States Air Force Academy Maj.William D. Casebeer 

Charles Taylor. Varieties or Re~igion Today: Wi~~iam James 
Revisited. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2002. x + 
127 pp. ISBN 0-674-00760-3. 

Philosopher Charles Taylor has read William James's 
Varieties of Religious Experience, and his book is a record 
of his thoughtful insights about James's message for today. 
Although Taylor's book is very short, he is dealing with a 
very large topic, "the place of religion in our secular 
age" (p. vi), using James as a starting point and guide. 

Taylor chose James to be the centerpiece of his 
inquiry into contemporary religion because, even though the 
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