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REVIEWS 605

A Critique of British Empiricism. FRASER COWLEY. New York: St.
Martin’s Press, and London: Macmillan, 1968. Pp. xiv, 214.

Fraser Cowley, Edinburgh-trained and currently Associate Professor
of Philosophy in Queen’s University, Kingston, Ontario, has presented in
A Critique of British Empiricism a type of study touted as having “never
previously been attempted in English.” After reading it one can see why.
It does not run according to one’s expectations. In the first place, as the
author acknowledges, one of the five empiricists whose thought figures
in the critique, i.e., Nelson Goodman, is not British. Secondly, the book
is not a “critique” in the reflexive sense usually intended in. phenome-
nological parlance, but rather a demonstration of faults and mistakes.
Thirdly, the book is mostly about David Hume; in fact, eleven chapters
out of twenty-two deal with Hume’s philosophy, whereas Goodman and
A. J. Ayer are given but one short chapter apiece. Through all of it
Cowley seeks to show that empiricist philosophers — Hume, Russell,
Goodman, Ayer, and Ryle — have been operating on the mistaken notion
that the thesis “there is a world” is a matter to be investigated rather
than, as phenomenologists know, a presupposition of all inquiry and
discovery. In Cowley’s words, “the world is not an object and not deter-
minable as an object; what is known or what is determined or determin-
able is in the world.” And, more forcefully, “what we believe to be the
case or not to be the case, what we believe to exist or not to exist,
presupposes the world and our own bodily being in it.” In short, the
empiricists are criticized because of their perennial attempt to secure
some other starting point from which to construct or reconstruct the
world. Cowley’s technique is straightforward: in discussing each of the
above-named empiricists he isolates particular points on which they
founder because of their lack of subscription to the presupposition of the
world.

Throughout the book Cowley displays a clear use of language, an
ability to keep the subject within bounds, and a particular sensitivity to
Hume’s philosophy. As presentation, his book falters however because
of its lack of smooth transitions between chapters and the absence of a
carefully px‘ojected climax. The last chapter finds the book virtually
traahng off; in fact, the conclusion is more forcefully stated at the be-
gmmng than at the end. In terms of content the questions are more
serious, primarily by virtue of the fact that the author must build his
case on the basis of an absence, or by pitting a presupposition against
a matter-to-be-further-investigated. Certainly the empiricists know that
they do not presuppose what Cowley says is a presupposition. Yet, they
could not do that and still be what they are. Because they have been

This content downloaded from 169.231.174.207 on Mon, 29 Apr 2024 20:50:20 +00:00
All use subject to https://about.jstor.org/terms



606 PHILOSOPHY AND PHENOMENOLOGICAL RESEARCH

assessed on this basis, however, and not on grounds of their own choosing,
it seems that they have only been challenged and not really refuted. It
would seem that a good piece of comparative philosophy must circum-
scribe the range of commonality between two different positions before
it can confront and evaluate one of them by a contention central to the
other. Because Cowley concentrates on a presupposition which is not
shared, his product testifies to the reality of a cleavage but not to how
it is that those on the other side manage to get along. Yet, because the
cleavage is not due finally to a conflict between the absence and the
presence of a particular presupposition, but, more fundamentally, to the
question whether presuppositions themselves are a methodological neces-
sity, it becomes all the more evident why this type of study has not been
attempted before.

WALTER H. CAPPS.
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, SANTA BARBARA.

Science and Man: The Philosophy of Scientific Humanism. TAD S.
CLEMENTS. Springfield, IIl.: Charles C. Thomas, 1968. Pp. xiii, 152.

This book by a professor of philosophy at State University of New
York College at Brockport constitutes a volume of the American Lectures
in Philosophy edited by Marvin Farber. It aims at a conception of
scientific humanism which emphasizes the following factors: a synoptic
approach to “the universe and man’s place and future possibilities within
it”; the exclusion of everything that “tries to transcend the methods of
science”; and the expansion of the scientific outreach enough to include
“the long-range, rationally defensible interests of human beings.” (ix) By
its inclusion of the latter, it hopes to go beyond the narrow bounds of
“the logical linguistic analysis of the language of science.”

This little book contains much that is commendable. In a time when
certain philosophers and theologians tend to disparage both science and
reason, it is good to see a defense of both. Closely related to this is the
author’s conception of the good life and the relation of science and
reason to it. Indeed, in his concept of the good life, after the manner
of most humanistic naturalists, he advances beyond hedonism toward a
socially orientated self-realization ethics. Moreover, there is much that is
wholesome in his stress on the place of science in the life of civilized
man. Without science, civilized man would be utterly defenseless at the
hands of a “stepmotherly nature.”

Another excellent aspect of the book is his social awareness and his
effort to bring the vast resources of science to bear on our pressing social

This content downloaded from 169.231.174.207 on Mon, 29 Apr 2024 20:50:20 +00:00
All use subject to https://about.jstor.org/terms



	Contents
	image 1
	image 2

	Issue Table of Contents
	Philosophy and Phenomenological Research, Vol. 29, No. 4, Jun., 1969
	Volume Information [pp.  i - vi]
	Front Matter [pp.  ii - ii]
	Language and Human Nature: A French-American Philosophers' Conference (Part I)
	Expressive Statements [pp.  485 - 497]
	Expressives, Descriptives, Performatives [pp.  498 - 505]
	Language as Thought and as Communication [pp.  506 - 527]
	Comment on Wilfrid Sellars' Paper [pp.  528 - 535]
	The Sense of the Human [pp.  536 - 561]

	Mill's `Howlers' and the Logic of Naturalism [pp.  562 - 574]
	Imagination and the Passions [pp.  575 - 588]
	The "World" of C. I. Lewis [pp.  589 - 597]
	Discussion
	The Idea of a Naturalistic Logic [pp.  598 - 601]

	Reviews
	untitled [pp.  602 - 604]
	untitled [pp.  605 - 606]
	untitled [pp.  606 - 607]
	untitled [pp.  607 - 608]
	untitled [pp.  608 - 609]
	untitled [p.  610]
	untitled [pp.  610 - 611]
	untitled [pp.  611 - 613]
	untitled [pp.  613 - 614]
	untitled [p.  615]
	untitled [pp.  615 - 616]
	untitled [pp.  616 - 619]
	untitled [pp.  619 - 620]
	untitled [pp.  620 - 621]
	untitled [pp.  621 - 622]

	Notes and News [pp.  623 - 624]
	Recent Publications [pp.  625 - 632]
	Back Matter



