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A Thelma Lavine, "Pragmatists and the C o n s t i t u t i o n i n Modernism 

The s o c i a l p h i l o s o p h y of American pragmatism 
i n i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the American C o n s t i ­
t u t i o n r e f l e c t s the c o n f l i c t i n g v i e w p o i n t s of 
modernist c u l t u r e , of which American prag:ma-
ti s m i s an e a r l y and important e x p r e s s i o n . 

B John Ryder, "Class R e l a t i o n s and the State i n Madison's 
F e d e r a l i s t 10" 

Madison's p o l i t i c a l theory, e s p e c i a l l y as de­
veloped i n F e d e r a l i s t 10, o f f e r s i n the f i n a l 
a n a l y s i s a c l a s s b i a s e d p o s i t i o n . Such a 
c l a i m has been made i n the past by Beard, 
P a r r i n g t o n and o t h e r s , but t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e 
analyses are open to s e r i o u s o b j e c t i o n s . In 
sho r t , Madison re c o g n i z e d t h a t those who h o l d 
p r o p e r t y and those who do not r e p r e s e n t " d i s ­
t i n c t i n t e r e s t s i n s o c i e t y . " Since j u s t i c e 
and the common good are best served, on h i s 
view, by the p r o t e c t i o n o f p r o p e r t y r i g h t s , 
and thereby the p e r p e t u a t i o n of the i n t e r e s t s 
of the p r o p e r t i e d , an adequate government must 
both embrace popular s o v e r e i g n t y and a t the 
same time be so s t r u c t u r e d as to guarantee 
t h a t the i n t e r e s t s o f the p r o p e r t i e d c l a s s 
p r e v a i l . Madison i s a h i s t o r i c a l l y important 
f i g u r e p r e c i s e l y because of the astuteness of 
h i s o b s e r v a t i o n s and the success of h i s pre­
s c r i p t i o n s . 

C W i l l i a m W. Clohesy, " F a c t i o n and Disco u r s e i n The 
F e d e r a l i s t " 

The F e d e r a l i s t Papers h o l d f o r t h a v i s i o n of 
p o l i t i c a l p a r t i c i p a t i o n through a c e a s e l e s s 
and many-leveled d i s c o u r s e engaging l o c a l 
c i t i z e n s and t h e i r r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s throughout 
a v a s t land of v a r i e d peoples. The F e d e r a l i s t 
argues t h a t the Uni t e d States i s an i d e a l s i t e 
f o r an attempt a t self-government, because the 
dangers of f a c t i o n i n h e r e n t i n a l l popular 
governments -- tyranny and anarchy -- can be s t 
be avoided here. F i r s t , the e x t e n s i v e t e r r i ­
t o r y and growing p o p u l a t i o n make i t u n l i k e l y 
t h a t any f a c t i o n can become s t r o n g enough to 
f o r c e a l l o t h e r s i n t o submission and d i s s o l u ­
t i o n . Second, the i r r e d u c i b l e v a r i e t y of 
c i t i z e n s and t h e i r o p i n i o n s r e q u i r e s a 
c e a s e l e s s d i s c o u r s e towards e s t a b l i s h ­
i n g a c o a l i t i o n f o r concerted a c t i o n 
on s p e c i f i c purposes. These c o a l i t i o n s 



are always unstable as new i n t e r e s t 
groups form and seek to gather the power 
of consensus f o r themselves. 

John Underwood Lewis, "Revolutionary J u r i s p r u d e n c e : 
An E x p o s i t i o n and A p p l i c a t i o n of the L e g a l Theory 
of James Wilson, 1742-1798" 

James Wilson, a founding f a t h e r of the 
United States of America was unique i n 
t h a t he was not only a s i g n e r of the 
U n i t e d States D e c l a r a t i o n of Independence, 
but a l s o of the United S t a t e s F e d e r a l Con­
s t i t u t i o n , and i n a d d i t i o n he was a 
j u s t i c e of the F i r s t U nited S t a t e s 
Supreme Court. J u s t i c e Wilson's c a r e e r 
i n c l u d e d a p e r i o d as an academician be­
in g r e s p o n s i b l e f o r developing and teach­
ing the f i r s t s ystematic j u r i s p r u d e n c e 
course i n an American law s c h o o l . U n t i l 
the founders of the United S t a t e s i n be­
in g without a biography and o n l y i n 1957 
d i d h i s l e c t u r e s i n law become a v a i l a b l e 
i n c r i t i c a l e d i t i o n . I t i s these l e c t u r e s 
which form the b a s i s f o r t h i s paper. 

E. Robert S. C o r r i n g t o n , " O r d i n a l Metaphysics and the 
E c l i p s e of Foundationalism" 

The o r d i n a l metaphysics of Justus Buchler, 
with i t s r e c a s t i n g not only of our c a t e ­
g o r i e s but of our very understanding of 
metaphysics, p r o v i d e s a way out of the 
f o u n d a t i o n a l i s t p r i s o n . The c a t e g o r i a l 
framework does not s t i p u l a t e some p r i m i ­
t i v e form of 'whatness' nor i s o l a t e a 
p r i v i l e g e d r e g i o n of i n q u i r y but p r o v i d e s 
a conceptual c l e a r i n g through which com­
plexes and orders can become rendered or 
renderable i n human p r o c e p t i o n . By 
r e j e c t i n g such notions as o n t o l o g i c a l simples, 
s t r i c t i n t e r n a l r e l a t i o n , an order of o r d e r s , 
s t a t i c s p a t i o - t e m p o r a l i d e n t i t y , and essence, 
the o r d i n a l framework b r i n g s us i n t o the r e g i o n 
where the m u l t i p l e orders of Nature and World 
can be e x h i b i t e d i n a n o n - f o u n d a t i o n a l i s t manner. 
By r a d i c a l i z i n g our understanding of o r d i n a l i t y 
Cas the P r o v i d i n g n e s s of orders) we can p a r t i c i p a t e 
i n the f u l l e c l i p s e of f o u n d a t i o n a l i s m . 

F. V. T e j e r a , "Buchler's Modes of Judgement and A r i s t o t l e 
Kinds of Knowing" 

A comparison between B's three modes of judgment and 
A's kinds of knowledge r e q u i r e s t h a t misconceptions 
about the l a t t e r ' s d i s t i n c t i o n s be f i r s t d i s p e l l e d . 
J u s t as judgments i n the a c t i v e , e x h i b i t i v e or 
a s s e r t i v e modes are NOT r e d u c i b l e to one another, so 
A's p r a c t i c a l , t h e o r e t i c a l and p r o d u c t i v e knowledges 
are d i f f e r e n t i n kind and NOT r e d u c i b l e t o , or 



degrees o f , one another. B's d i s t i n c t i o n s apply to 
a l l d i s c r i m i n a n d a or complexes whatsoever, whether 
t h i n g s done Cdromena) t h i n g s s a i d (legomena) or t h i n g s 
made (poiemata); while A's apply o n l y to knowledgeable 
a c t i v i t i e s and are narrower i n scope, being g n o s e o l o g i c a l 
r a t h e r than metaphysical d i s t i n c t i o n s , and not c a t e ­
g o r i c a l l y comprehensive l i k e B's d i s t i n c t i o n s between 
the modes of judgment. But re-examination of A's 
view of r e f l e c t i v e doing and making v i s - a - v i s t h e o r i ­
z i n g , i n the l i g h t of B's a n a l y s i s of judgment, r e ­
s t o r e s p r a c t i c a l and p o e t i c nous ( i n t e l l i g e n c e ) to 
equal d i g n i t y and e f f e c t i v e n e s s with t h e o r e t i c a l nous, 
thus c o r r e c t i n g the b i a s i n h e r i t e d by our time from 
the H e l l e n i s t i c age. 

Mark Mendell, "James on the One and the Many" 

James w r i t e s over and over again t h a t he c o n s i d e r s 
the problem of the one and the many to be "the 
most c e n t r a l of a l l p h i l o s o p h i c problems, c e n t r a l 
because so pregnant." I t i s an o v e r a r c h i n g problem. 
Is the world and our experience o f the world and 
i t s r e l a t i o n s one, many, or both one and many? 
Is e i t h e r more fundamental than the other? I 
argue t h a t James thought t h a t the world i s both 
one and many; t h a t d e s p i t e h i s emphasis on the 
" p l u r a l i s t i c u n i v e r s e , " he b e l i e v e d t h a t the one i s 
necessary i n order to make sense out of the many. 
Both e x p l i c i t l y and i m p l i c t l y , order, r e g u l a r i t y , 
u n i t y , and oneness do not drop out of James' 
e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l , m e t a p h y s i c a l , and p s y c h o l o g i c a l 
worldview. More s p e c i f i c a l l y , I want to show t h a t 
James viewed the one and the many as two f u l l y 
c o o r d i n a t e hypotheses, even though the evidence 
f o r each of them was not equal. James' c h a r a c t e r i ­
z a t i o n of the problem i n v a r i a b l y crops up as an un­
c e a s i n g polemic a g a i n s t the twin e v i l s of a s s o c i a -
t i o n i s m or s e n s a t i o n a l i s m and i n t e l l e c t u a l i s m and 
a b s o l u t e i d e a l i s m , e s p e c i a l l y the l a t t e r . A f t e r a 
b r i e f sketch of these two e v i l s , I show how James' 
view developed i n a p o s i t i v e way, from h i s e a r l y 
p o s i t i o n i n the P r i n c i p l e s of Psychology on the 
u n i t y and c o n t i n u i t y of consciousness, to h i s 
mature a p p l i c a t i o n of the pragmatic method, where 
he d i s p l a y s h i s c h a r a c t e r i s t i c concern f o r the 
p r a c t i c a l consequences of any b e l i e f , e x p e r i e n c e , 
a c t i v i t y , h y p o t h e s i s , or theory. 

K o n s t a n t i n Kolenda, "Rorty's Dewey" 

Pragmatism has r e c e i v e d a c o n s i d e r a b l e boost from 
R i c h a r d Rorty's r e c e n t w r i t i n g s . A c c o r d i n g to 
Rorty, John Dewey was r i g h t i n t u r n i n g away from 
the f u t i l e e f f o r t to c o n s t r u c t a g e n e r a l theory o f 
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n and championed a more r e a l i s t i c 
c o n c e p t i o n of knowledge "as what we are j u s t i f i e d 
i n b e l i e v i n g . " But Rorty m i s r e p r e s e n t s Dewey's 
recommended procedure f o r s o l v i n g s o c i a l and moral 
problems. He does not acknowledge t h a t Dewey 
wanted such problems to be s o l v e d by a proper 
i n q u i r y employing s c i e n t i f i c method, a procedure 



q u i t e a t odds with Rorty's own p r e f e r e n c e f o r 
" c o n v e r s a t i o n " and " e d i f y i n g d i s c o u r s e , " F u r t h e r ­
more, both Dewey and Rorty f a i l to see t h a t moral 
d i s c o u r s e does not reach i t s l i m i t i n a p p e a l i n g 
to the "norms of the day," 

I. James Campbell, "Dewey and the Democratic F a i t h " 

John Dewey i s o f t e n thought to be an o v e r l y -
o p t i m i s t i c t h i n k e r . T h i s paper defends Dewey 
a g a i n s t t h i s charge by e x p l o r i n g the nature of 
h i s m e l i o r i s m and i t s grounding i n f a i t h i n the 
democratic community, and r e - a s s e s s e s the value 
of such a f a i t h f o r our present p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n . 

J . Donald S. Lee, "A Pragmatic Theory of N a t u r a l Value" 

The s i t u a t i o n s i n which val u e predominate are not 
d i f f e r e n t i n k i n d from any d i s t i n c t i v e l y human 
a c t i o n : p r e s e n t behavior i s guided and m o d i f i e d 
by a n t i c i p a t i o n s of f u t u r e e f f e c t s . G. H. Mead's 
a n a l y s i s of the a c t p r o v i d e s a framework f o r 
grounding a g e n e r a l p o s i t i o n on value common to 
John Dewey and C. I. Lewis. For them p o s i t i v e 
value i s u l t i m a t e l y p r i z e d s a t i s f a c t i o n , where 
the p r i z i n g i n v o l v e s conceptual r e c o g n i t i o n 
of the s i t u a t i o n as consummatory and as f a l l i n g 
w i t h i n approach-accept-perpetuate behavior. 
This i s i n t r i n s i c v a l u e , and value as i n h e r e n t 
or i n s t r u m e n t a l or as the s u b j e c t of e v a l u a t i o n 
i s d e r i v a t i v e . Goodness and d e s i r e are under­
stood i n r e l a t i o n to i n t r i n s i c value as thus 
c h a r a c t e r i z e d . 

K. D. S. C l a r k e , J r . , "Resolving an Apparent I n c o n s i s t e n c y 
i n Dewey's Account of D e l i b e r a t i o n " 

T h i s paper attempts to r e s o l v e the apparent 
i n c o n s i s t e n c y between 1) Dewey's i n s i s t e n c e 
on d i s t i n g u i s h i n g a person's d e s i r i n g a c e r ­
t a i n s t a t e of a f f a i r s and the d e s i r a b i l i t y 
of t h i s s t a t e and 2) h i s r e j e c t i o n of a 
r a t i o n a l standard by which to e v a l u a t e what 
i s d e s i r e d . I t does so by examining Dewey's 
account of p r a c t i c a l d e l i b e r a t i o n c o n s i d e r e d 
as the use of a p r a c t i c a l i n f e r e n c e . I argue 
t h a t Dewey's d i s c u s s i o n s of d e s i r a b i l i t y are 
intended to be d i r e c t e d towards a c t i o n s as 
means, not towards ends as " l i m i t s of judg­
ment." I t i s because o f the d e f e a s i b i l i t y 
of the c o n c l u s i o n s of p r a c t i c a l i n f e r e n c e s 
t h a t the d e s i r a b i l i t y of performing a means 
can be questioned, but t h i s i s i n v a r i a b l y 
done r e l a t i v e to other d e s i r e s and a v e r s i o n s , 
not some r a t i o n a l standard. In the process of 
c r i t i c i z i n g a means the end to which i t i s 
r e l a t i v e may a l s o be c r i t i c i z e d and e v e n t u a l l y 



L. C h r i s t o p h e r Gowans , "C. I. Lewis' C r i t i q u e of F o u n d a t i o n a l i s m 
i n Mind and the World Order" 

I t i s commonly b e l i e v e d t h a t C. I. Lewis was an epistemo­
l o g i c a l f o u n d a t i o n a l i s t . T h i s b e l i e f i s p a r t l y t r u e and 
p a r t l y f a l s e , depending on which stage of Lewis' c a r e e r 
i s b eing d i s c u s s e d . In the second book of h i s l a t e r work, 
An A n a l y s i s o f Knowledge and V a l u a t i o n (AKV), Lewis does 
defend a v e r s i o n of e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l f o u n d a t i o n a l i s m . But 
the s i t u a t i o n i n h i s e a r l i e r book. Mind and the World 
Order (MWO), i s l e s s c l e a r . There are enough s i m i l a r i t i e s 
between the two books, and enough a m b i g u i t i e s w i t h i n them, 
to make p l a u s i b l e the c l a i m t h a t t h a t MWO i s simply an 
e a r l i e r and l e s s s o p h i s t i c a t e d v e r s i o n of .the f o u n d a t i o n a l i s m 
of AKV. Nonetheless, i f we read MWO c l o s e l y , what we f i n d 
i s , i n e f f e c t , a c r i t i q u e of f o u n d a t i o n a l i s m , not a defense 
of i t . My purpose i n t h i s paper i s to e s t a b l i s h t h i s c l a i m . 

M. Robert L. Greenwood, "Can C. I. Lewis Uphold Realism?" 

In h i s c o n t r i b u t i o n to the S c h i l p p volume d e d i c a t e d to C. 
I. Lewis, E. M. Adams claims t h a t Lewis cannot c o n s i s t e n t l y 
s t a t e h i s r e a l i s m w h i l e a l s o m a i n t a i n i n g " s u b j e c t i v i s m " and 
" v e r i f l a b i l i t y . " I attempt to show t h a t Adams' c r i t i c i s m s 
are based on t h r e e m i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s of Lewis. F i r s t , 
Adams c l a i m s t h a t Lewis a s s e r t s an i n t e n t i o n a l e q u i v a l e n c e 
between o b j e c t i v e statements and t e r m i n a t i n g judgments. I 
deny t h i s c l a i m and c h a r a c t e r i z e the r e l a t i o n s h i p as "Lewis 
i m p l i c a t i o n . " Second, Adams i n t e r p r e t s Lewis as c l a i m i n g 
t h a t r e a l i s m i s " n e c e s s a r i l y i n v o l v e d i n c o n s i d e r i n g con­
t r a r y - t o - f a c t c o n d i t i o n a l t e r m i n a t i n g statements meaningful 
and some of them t r u e . . . " I m a i n t a i n t h a t Lewis b e l i e v e s 
r e a l i s m i s a s u f f i c i e n t c o n d i t i o n f o r t h i s . T h i r d , Adams 
t h i n k s Lewis i s arguing f o r d e c i s i v e v e r i f i c a t i o n of 
t e r m i n a t i n g judgments upon f i n d i n g t h e i r consequent t r u e . 
I b e l i e v e Lewis intends o n l y t h a t such judgments be c e r ­
t a i n l y t r u e as probable on the evidence. I f I am c o r r e c t , 
Lewis can c o n s i s t e n t l y uphold r e a l i s m . 

N. W i l l i a m J . Gavin, "Regional O n t o l o g i e s , Types of Meaning, 
and The V7ill to B e l i e v e i n the Philosophy of W i l l i a m James" 

There are a t l e a s t two passages i n the Jamesian corpus 
where he seems to e s t a b l i s h a topology of " r e g i o n a l 
o n t o l o g i e s , " or to s e t up m u l t i p l e "language games." 
The f i r s t of these i s i n The P r i n c i p l e s of Psychology 
when he t a l k s about "the many worlds," or "...sub-universes 
commonly d i s c r i m i n a t e d from each other ...," the second i s 
i n Pragmatism, where he notes t h a t there "are ... a t l e a s t 
three w e l l - c h a r a c t e r i z e d l e v e l s , stages, o r types of 
thought about the world we l i v e i n ...." 
Two q u e s t i o n s immediately come to mind about these l e v e l s . 
F i r s t , i s each of these areas of equal importance, 
e p i s t e m o l o g i c a l l y and o n t o l o g i c a l l y speaking? Second, 
how, i f a t a l l , are these r e g i o n a l areas r e l a t e d to 
each other? Each of these q u e s t i o n s has a seemingly 
obvious answer. To w i t , the world of p e r c e p t i o n i s 
more important than any o f the other areas; and second, 
the r e g i o n a l areas are r e l a t e d i n terms of the d i s ­
j u n c t i v e and c o n j u n c t i v e t r a n s i t i o n s which James so 



s t r e n o u s l y upholds, r e s u l t i n g i n an o v e r a l l "concatenated 
p i c t u r e . 

I argue t h a t both of these responses are i n s u f f i c i e n t , 
and t h a t the i s s u e i s more complicated than a t f i r s t 
appears, f o r sometimes c h o i c e between two s p e c i f i c 
r e g i o n a l domains takes p l a c e p a r t i a l l y f o r " e x t r a -
r a t i o n a l " reasons, a l a the w i l l to b e l i e v e . 

Kenneth W. S t i k k e r s , "Charles Sanders P e i r c e ' s S o c i o l o g y 
of Knowledge and C r i t i q u e of C a p i t a l i s m " 

In t h i s paper I suggest t h a t , although Charl e s Sanders 
P e i r c e was not, s t r i c t l y speaking, a s o c i a l p h i l o s o p h e r , 
n e v e r t h e l e s s a deep s o c i a l concern permeates h i s t h i n k i n g 

a r t i c u l a r , P e i r c e o f f e r s numerous important c o n t r i ­
butions to the s o c i o l o g y of knowledge, i n s i g h t s i n t o the 
fundamentally s o c i a l nature of human t h i n k i n g and r e a l i t y 
i t s e l f . On the one s i d e , to be reasonable means to be 
s o c i a l ; on the other s i d e , r e a l i t y r e s i d e s only i n 
communal i n q u i r y , i n human i n t e r s u b j e c t i v i t y . Moreover, 
these i n s i g h t s formed the b a s i s f o r P e i r c e ' s sharp 
c r i t i c i s m s of American c a p i t a l i s m , c r i t i c i s m s which are 
not p e r i p h e r a l to h i s thought but v a l i d c o n c l u s i o n s 
drawn from h i s metaphysical d o c t r i n e s and l o g i c . 

John E. Peterman, " P l a t o and Dewey: A Common F a i t h " 

T h i s paper seeks a r e h a b i l i t a t i o n of Dewey, a b e t t e r 
understanding of h i s approach to doing philosophy, 
i n order to recover the d i r e c t i o n he a f f o r d s but un­
f o r t u n a t e l y expressed i n such t o r t u r e d and o f t e n un­
i n s p i r i n g prose. To accomplish t h i s r e h a b i l i t a t i o n , 
I propose the r e t u r n i n g of one favor f o r another. 
Dewey w e l l understood the need f o r drama, poet r y and 
the r e l i g i o u s i n any complete experience, but c o u l d 
not i n c o r p o r a t e these i n t o h i s own w r i t i n g s . His 
emphasis on the dramatic element i n l i f e h e lps us to 
take s e r i o u s l y the dramatic element i n P l a t o ' s works 
and thus prevent P l a t o from becoming an e x t r a - t e r r e s t r i a l 
Being, while P l a t o ' s e x e m p l i f i c a t i o n of the c o n s t r u c t i o n 
and r e c o n s t r u c t i o n of i d e a l s i n h i s d i a l o g u e s g i v e s us 
the p r a c t i c e i n p h i l o s o p h i s i n g t h a t Dewey pushes us 
towards but does not a c t u a l l y p r o v i d e . 

M o r r i s Grossman, " I n t e r p r e t i n g P e i r c e " 

T h i s essay i s an e x p l o r a t i o n of the b r i d e s i m i l i a t the 
end of P e i r c e ' s essay, "The F i x a t i o n of B e l i e f . " I t 
presumes t h a t the i m p l i c a t i o n s and r e v e r b e r a t i o n s of 
P e i r c e ' s l i t e r a r y f i g u r e are deeper and wider than 
might a t f i r s t have been thought. Some o f those i m p l i ­
c a t i o n s and r e v e r b e r a t i o n s are e x p l a i n e d and e x h i b i t e d . 
Four i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s of P e i r c e are proposed and one i s 



W i l l i a m Woodward, "Some German Sources of American 
Philosophy: A p e l t , Lotze, P e i r c e , James and Dewey" 

The coalescence of B r i t i s h , German, and American 
p h i l o s o p h i c a l t r a d i t i o n s around the problem of the 
e v o l u t i o n and f u n c t i o n of mind i s the t o p i c of t h i s 
paper. I t i s customary to accept Darwin i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
and Darwinism i n g e n e r a l , as the i n t e l l e c t u a l f o r c e 
behind the movement toward pragmatism and i n s t r u -
mentalism i n American p h i l o s o p h y . Yet on the b a s i s 
of p r e s e n t evidence from the works of C h a r l e s P e i r c e , 
W i l l i a m James, and John Dewey, the conceptions of 
"abduction," "mental s e l e c t i o n , " and " i n s t r u m e n t a l 
l o g i c " each have antecdents i n the w r i t i n g s of Lotze, 
and through him i n A p e l t , F r i e s , Hegel, and Kant. 

George W. S t i c k e l , "George Herbert Mead's A p p l i c a t i o n s 
of R e l a t i v i t y : An U n f i n i s h e d Work" 

George Herbert Mead a t the time of h i s death was work­
in g on what c o u l d have been h i s most s i g n i f i c a n t 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to pragmatic p h i l o s o p h y : the a p p l i ­
c a t i o n of the theory of r e l a t i v i t y to h i s own theory 
of the human mind. The r e l a t i v i t y theory p r o v i d e s 
the t r a n s f o r m a t i o n of understanding the d i f f e r i n g 
p e r c e p t i o n s persons have w i t h i n the bounds of t h e i r 
i n d i v i d u a l e x p e r i e n c e s . S e l e c t e d d e t a i l s of Mead's 
theory and a p p l i c a t i o n s are provided but a complete 
syst e m a t i c development of t h i s aspect of h i s p h i l o s o p h y 
i s n o n - e x i s t e n t . T h i s task remains f o r s e v e r a l i n d i v i ­
d u als to e x t r a p o l a t e to p r o v i d e d i f f e r e n t r e l a t i v e 
p e r c e p t i o n s . 


