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We a r e s t i l l l e a r n i n g how t o p l a c e Emerson and Thoreau i n 
t h e t r a d i t i o n s o f W e s t e r n p h i l o s o p h y , and Dombrowski i s s u r e l y 
r i g h t i n t r y i n g h e r e t o r e l a t e Thoreau's t h o u g h t t o t h a t o f t h e 
a n c i e n t Greeks. Thoreau makes f r e q u e n t r e f e r e n c e s t o Greek l i t ­
e r a t u r e , e. g. t o Homer and t h e S t o i c s . He s h a r e s w i t h t h o s e ne 
c a l l s " t h e a n c i e n t p h i l o s o p h e r s , C h i n e s e , H i n d o o , P e r s i a n , and 
G r e e k " t h e v i e w t h a t t h e p h i l o s o p h e r i s n o t m e r e l y one who has 
" s u b t l e t h o u g h t s " b u t one who so " l o v e [ s ] wisdom as t o l i v e 
a c c o r d i n g t o i t s d i c t a t e s . . . ." ( W a i d e n , M o d e r n L i b r a r y 
e d i t i o n , 1 3 ) . 

T h a t P l a t o i s t h e k e y , o r even an i m p o r t a n t i n f l u e n c e on 
Thoreau i s a n o v e l c l a i m , e s p e c i a l l y i n v i e w o f s u c h c o n t r a r y 
e v i d e n c e w h i c h Dombrowski c i t e s as Channing's t e s t i m o n y t h a t 
" I n e v e r knew h i m t o say a good w o r d f o r P l a t o " ( 7 ) . T h o r e a u 
r e a d P l a t o a t H a r v a r d , however, and a b s o r b e d P l a t o n i c and Neo-
p l a t o n i c i n f l u e n c e s t h r o u g h h i s r e a d i n g s o f W o r d s w o r t h and C o l ­
e r i d g e , and t h e Cambridge P l a t o n i s t s . Dombrowski i s c o r r e c t i n 
s u g g e s t i n g t h a t t h e P l a t o n i c i n f l u e n c e may n e v e r t h e l e s s be t h e r e . 

The e v i d e n c e o f P l a t o n i c i n f l u e n c e i s s e t o u t i n C h a p t e r Two 
o f T h o r e a u t h e P l a t o n i s t , e n t i t l e d "The P l a t o n i c S t r u c t u r e o f 
Thoreau's U n i v e r s e . " I t soon becomes a p p a r e n t t h a t " P l a t o n i c " i s 
an a p p r o x i m a t e t e r m f o r Dombrowski, r e f e r r i n g n o t o n l y t o P l a t o , 
b u t a l s o t o S o c r a t e s , P l o t i n u s , P y t h a g o r a s , and even t h e S t o i c s 
( c f . 43 and 5 8 ) . Comparing T h o r e a u t o t h i s c a s t o f c h a r a c t e r s 
y i e l d s t h e f o l l o w i n g p a r a l l e l s : P l a t o and Thoreau oppose t h e 
" m a t e r i a l " t o an " e t e r n a l " o r " r e a l " w o r l d ; P l a t o , P y t h a g o r a s , 
P l o t i n u s and Thoreau h o l d t h a t we must be s i l e n t a b o u t t h e h i g h ­
e s t p r i n c i p l e (e. g. t h e Good); " p h i l o s o p h y " i s l o v e o f wisdom i n 
t h e S o c r a t i c - P l a t o n i c t r a d i t i o n , and Thoreau w r o t e a b o u t f r i e n d ­
s h i p and had a " l o v e o f l i f e " ( 3 5 ) ; S o c r a t e s - a n d T h o r e a u accep­
t e d t h e body, and P l a t o was "a g r e a t w r e s t l e r " ( 4 3 ) ; T h o r e a u , 
t h e S t o i c s and t h e B r a h m i n s wanted p h i l o s o p h e r s t o embody wisdom, 
n o t j u s t t a l k a b o u t i t ( 5 8 ) . These s c a t t e r s h o t o b s e r v a t i o n s 
o c c u r i n a c h a p t e r w h i c h c o n t a i n s a s u b s t a n t i a l and b e l a b o r e d 
d i g r e s s i o n on R a w l s ' d i s t i n c t i o n b e tween c i v i l d i s o b e d i e n c e 
( a i m e d a t c h a n g i n g t h e l a w ) and c o n s c i e n t i o u s r e f u s a l (a m a t t e r 
o f p r i n c i p l e ) , and an argument t h a t T h o r e a u embraced b o t h . The 
c h a p t e r ends.where i t m i g h t have begun, w i t h t h e i n t e r e s t i n g b u t 
u n e x p l a i n e d (and i n t h e l i g h t o f t h e o b s c u r i t y o f " P l a t o n i s m " as 
Dombrowski uses t h e t e r m ) vague, c l a i m t h a t "Thoreau's P l a t o n i s m 
m u s t be s e e n a s s i m i l a r t o t h a t o f W h i t e h e a d , i n w h i c h a t t h e 
h e a r t o f t h i n g s t h e r e a r e a l w a y s t h e f o r m a l dream o f y o u t h and 
t h e m a t e r i a l h a r v e s t o f t r a g e d y " ( 6 0 ) . 

I n h i s t h i r d c h a p t e r Dombrowski a r g u e s t h a t T h o r e a u was a 
" d i p o l a r t h e i s t " . T h i s m e a n s — h e r e Dombrowski r e l i e s on C h a r l e s 
H a r t s h o r n e - - t h a t he r e j e c t s t h a t t h e s h a r p l i n e b e t w e e n such 
t r a d i t i o n a l p h i l o s o p h i c a l p o l e s as b e i n g and becoming, s e l f -
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s u f f i c i e n c y and dependence, oneness and d i v e r s i t y . There i s much 
t o recommend t h i s v i e w , b u t t h i s c h a p t e r does n o t a s s e m b l e t h e 
e v i d e n c e i n a c o m p e l l i n g way, p a r t i c u l a r l y s i n c e i t has l i t t l e t o 
say a b o u t Thoreau. Dombrowski b e g i n s by c o n s i d e r i n g v i e w s he 
w i s h e s t o r e j e c t , v i z . , a) t h a t Thoreau was a p a n t h e i s t , and b ) , 
t h a t he was a t r a n c e n d e n t a 1 i s t w i t h r e g a r d t o God, p l a c i n g h i m 
" i n some way beyond n a t u r e " ( 7 8 ) . B e f o r e d e f e n d i n g h i s r e ­
j e c t i o n , Dombrowski l a u n c h e s a l o n g e x p o s i t i o n o f H a r t s h o r n e ( 7 8 ¬
9 1 ) . The m a i n argument o c c u r s i n a b r i e f (91-96) d i s c u s s i o n o f 
Thoreau. F i r s t , Dombrowski a r g u e s t h a t "Thoreau's God i s a God o f 
becoming" c i t i n g Thoreau's s t a t e m e n t t h a t "The good Hebrew R e v e l ­
a t i o n t a k e s no c o g n i z a n c e o f a l l t h i s c h e e r f u l show . . . . We know 
o f no s c r i p t u r e w h i c h r e c o r d s t h e p u r e b e n i g n i t y o f t h e g o d s on a 
New E n g l a n d w i n t e r n i g h t " ( 9 1 ) . Dombrowski does n o t e x p l a i n what 
t h i s passage has t o do w i t h becoming, o r w i t h "God" as opposed t o 
"gods." He c o n t i n u e s by a r g u i n g t h a t " t h e e v i d e n c e f o r d i v i n e 
t r a n c e n d e n c e a l s o i s easy t o f i n d , as when Thoreau compares t h e 
r e l a t i o n s h i p b etween a human b e i n g and an i n s e c t t o t h a t between 
God and a human b e i n g " ( 9 3 ) . B u t one c o u l d as e a s i l y t h a t t h i s 
t o be a b o u t i m m a n e n c e , s i n c e b o t h we and t h e i n s e c t a t f e l l o w s i n 
t h e same a n i m a l w o r l d — t h e s o r t o f p o i n t Thoreau on more t h a n one 
o c c a s i o n makes. Dombrowski n e x t r e t u r n s t o t h e c h a r g e t h a t 
T h o r e a u i s a p a n t h e i s t , b u t , s t r a n g e l y , d o esn't use any o f t h e 
H a r t s h o r n i a n r e s o u r c e s he has d e p l o y e d . He a r g u e s t h a t " w i t h o u t 
a d o u b t t h e i n f l u e n c e o f t h e B i b l e o n T h o r e a u , much com m e n t e d o n , 
p r e v e n t s h i m f r o m b e i n g a p a n t h e i s t . . . ." ( 9 4 ) . T h i s move, 
j u s t when one m i g h t have been p r e p a r e d f o r c o m p a r i s o n o f pan­
t h e i s m and d i p o l a r t h e i s m , t a k e s t h e b r e a t h away. 

To c o n c l u d e h i s c h a p t e r on Thoreau as a d i p o l a r t h e i s t 
D ombrowski c o n s i d e r s t h e o b j e c t i o n t h a t Thoreau c o u l d n o t have 
been one "because he never r e a d H a r t s h o r n e " ( 9 7 ) . One m i g h t 
e x p e c t Dombrowski's r e p l y t o be t h a t T horeau was an o r i g i n a l , and 
t h a t he ( p e r h a p s l i k e many i n t h e Romantic t r a d i t i o n ) was w o r k i n g 
i n h i s own way t o overcome o r r e c o n c i l e t r a d i t i o n a l , and p r o b l e m ­
a t i c o p p o s i t i o n s . B u t , i n w h a t seem a l m o s t a p a r o d y o f t h e i m i t a ­
t i v e v i e w o f t h e w o r l d so d e r i d e d by Emerson, Dombrowski a r g u e s 
t h a t Emerson c o u l d . h a v e been a d i p o l a r t h e i s t a f t e r a l l , because 
P l a t o was one, and Thoreau r e a d P l a t o ( 9 7 ) ! Perhaps P l a t o r e a d 
H a r t s h o r n e * 

C h a p t e r Four i s e n t i t l e d "Thoreau, S a i n t h o o d , and V e g e t a r ­
i a n i s m . " L i k e e a r l i e r c h a p t e r s , i t i s an amalgam. The r e i s a 
l i t t l e b i t o f a n a l y t i c p h i l o s o p h y , as when Dombrowski c o n s i d e r s 
t h e q u e s t i o n ( f o l l o w i n g Urmson) w h e t h e r Thoreau's v e g e t a r i a n i s m 
makes h i m s a i n t l y o r m e r e l y h e r o i c (113-120). There i s d i s c u s ­
s i o n o f t h e " n e o p l a t o n i c v e g e t a r i a n s " P o r p h y r y and l a m b l i c h u s , 
whom Th o r e a u r e a d . There i s an i n t e r e s t i n g c o l l e c t i o n o f s t a t e ­
ments a b o u t v e g e t a r i a n i s m i n P l a t o , w h i c h Dombrowski a d m i t s does 
n o t u n a m b i g u o u s l y s u p p o r t t h e v i e w t h a t P l a t o was a v e g e t a r i a n . 
Why t h i s c h a p t e r on v e g e t a r i a n i s m i n a book on T h o r e a u and P l a t o ? 
Dombrowski w o u l d c l e a r l y l i k e t o a r g u e t h a t Thoreau's v e g e t a r ­
i a n i s m d e r i v e s f r o m P l a t o . B u t s i n c e i t i s n o t c l e a r e i t h e r t h a t 
P l a t o embraced v e g e t a r i a n i s m o r t h a t T h o reau " g o t i t " f r o m h i m — 
as opposed t o many o t h e r p o s s i b l e s o u r c e s , i n c l u d i n g t h e h u n t i n g and 



f i s h i n g e x p e r i e n c e s he r e c o r d s i n V J a l d e n - - t h i s c h a p t e r f a l l s f l a t . 

T h i s book i s n o t so c l e a r l y a b o u t e i t h e r P l a t o o r Th o r e a u . 
The c o n n e c t i o n s b e t w e e n T h o r e a u and a n c i e n t Greek p h i l o s o p h y 
r e m a i n l a r g e l y u n e x p l o r e d . 

R u s s e l l B. Goodman, U n i v e r s i t y o f New M e x i c o 

John Dewey's T h e o r y o f A r t , E x p e r i e n c e and N a t u r e ; The H o r i z o n s 
o f F e e l i n g , by Thomas M. A l e x a n d e r . A l b a n y : S t a t e U n i v e r ­
s i t y o f New Y o r k P r e s s , 1987. 325 pages, i n c l u d i n g n o t e s , 
b i b l i o g r a p h y a nd i n d e x , $45.00. 

B e g i n n i n g w i t h a r e v i e w o f some c r i t i c i s m s o f Dewey's a e s ­
t h e t i c s , Thomas A l e x a n d e r d e v e l o p s i n s u c c e e d i n g c h a p t e r s - - " T h e 
L o g i c o f L i f e , " "The M e t a p h y s i c s o f E x p e r i e n c e , " "The Embodied 
M i n d " and "The A r t o f E x p e r i e n c e " — a w e l l - i n f o r m e d , even m a s t e r ­
f u l , a c c o u n t o f Dewey's a e s t h e t i c s i n t h e c o n t e x t o f h i s e n t i r e 
p h i l o s o p h y . 

A l e x a n d e r h i m s e l f s a y s , i n h i s i n t r o d u c t i o n , " I p r o p o s e t o 
i n v e s t i g a t e what I c o n s i d e r t o be t h e c e n t r a l , g u i d i n g t h o u g h t i n 
h i s p h i l o s o p h y : t h e a e s t h e t i c d i m e n s i o n o f e x p e r i e n c e " ( x i i i ) . 
And i n t h e l a s t p a r a g r a p h o f t h e book, he c l a i m s , " N o t h i n g i n 
Dewey's p h i l o s o p h y makes sense w i t h o u t u n d e r s t a n d i n g h i s p h i l o ­
sophy o f e x p e r i e n c e , and i t i s i m p o s s i b l e t o comprehend t h i s 
w i t h o u t c o m i n g t o f u l l t e r m s w i t h t h e a e s t h e t i c d i m e n s i o n o f 
e x p e r i e n c e " ( 2 7 7 ) . These t w o s t a t e m e n t s r e v e a l t h e t e n s i o n i n 
A l e x a n d e r ' s sense o f w h a t he has a c c o m p l i s h e d . I w i l l a r g u e t h a t 
he s h o u l d have s e t t l e d f o r t h e l a t t e r . The f o r m e r c l a i m s t o o 
much. M o r e o v e r , he w r i t e s as i f o t h e r s had n o t n o t i c e d t h e 
c e n t r a l i t y o f consummatory e x p e r i e n c e f o r Dewey. 

L e t me t a k e up t h e second c o m p l a i n t f i r s t . A l t h o u g h A l e x ­
ander has many p e r t i n e n t c r i t i c i s m s o f R i c h a r d B e r n s t e i n ' s e f f o r t 
t o s p l i t up Dewey's p h i l o s o p h y , r e n d i n g what Dewey t h o u g h t was a 
w h o l e , B e r n s t e i n s h o u l d be g i v e n c r e d i t f o r c a l l i n g a t t e n t i o n t o 
t h e s i g n i f i c a n c e o f a e s t h e t i c s f o r Dewey. M o r e o v e r , B e r n s t e i n 
was n o t t h e f i r s t t o do so. I n t h e b i b l i o g r a p h i c a l n o t e a t t h e 
end o f John Dewey ( 1 9 6 7 ) , B e r n s t e i n w r i t e s o f George G e i g e r ' s 
John Dewey i n P e r s p e c t i v e ( 1 9 5 8 ) : "Geiger i s one o f t h e m a j o r 
c o m m e n t a t o r s who has e n a b l e d us t o see t h e i m p o r t a n c e o f t h e 
e s t h e t i c d i m e n s i o n o f e x p e r i e n c e i n Dewey's p h i l o s o p h y . Con­
s e q u e n t l y , i t s e r v e s as a c o r r e c t i v e t o n a r r o w and d i s t o r t e d 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s o f Dewey's i d e a s . " 

To A l e x a n d e r ' s c r e d i t , he has r e c o g n i z e d what G e i g e r and 
B e r n s t e i n r e c o g n i z e d , b u t he has gone beyond them, a t t e m p t i n g t o 
make sense o f Dewey's a e s t h e t i c a l l y - i n f o r m e d p h i l o s o p h y . He has 
t r i e d t o answer t h e many c r i t i c s - - S a n t a y a n a , C r o c e , Pepper, B e r n ­
s t e i n and o t h e r s - - w h o t h o u g h t Dewey's a e s t h e t i c s ( o r m e t a p h y s i c s ) 
was i n c o h e r e n t and t h u s r e n d e r e d h i s e n t i r e p h i l o s o p h y s u s p e c t . 
M o r e o v e r , A l e x a n d e r has done t h i s , n o t by s u r v e y i n g w h a t Dewey 
has w r i t t e n , book-by-book o r t o p i c - b y - t o p i c , b u t by " s y s t e m -
a t i c [ a l l y ] t h i n k i n g t h r o u g h . . . Dewey's p h i l o s o p h y " ( x i i i ) . 
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