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Notes Fror a Mad Man

"The antli-modernist is fundamentally
nad, no matter how cleverly he triee
to conoeal it",
Education and the New America

I am an uncommitted man, I suffer from anomlie,
and guake 1n terror of the great organizathona that refuse
to understand. Even "a decent soclety, such as oura",!
hae 1mposed death on millions of soule slmllar to myself.
gy --s0
imposaible to fulfill, yet so meving in ccnception. Ho,

Decent? Ferhaps, but woe to that traditona1~gy;

To 1t I am committed: to those ideals that I inalst soclety
shall strive to achieve; to Jjustice, in spite of an unjuat
world; to the examined life, 1in splte of a life of insensate
satiation; to goodnese damned in the face of evil. It is not
enocugh that a society "does !255“2; that 18 no successe, for
a soclety ought to work rightly. It should be lubricated,
not only by impersonal prinsiples of soclal effielency, but
by & pervadlng sense of personal dignity, humaneness, justlcep

and culture-=-in thelr fullest
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historical rishnesa. I am forced to deny Education and

irAm@fica for 1t denlea that to which I am committed.
But I boloiv; that reason informs mp deniakl

In the new education ot the new Amerlica method would
be its subject matter.> The grestest intellectual good,
even social purpose, 18 learning to loarn.a Therefore, 1
asgume it ia a common ground to question method; all will
agree this 18 a reasonable course and not,ﬁadnoss.

An argument for a New America requires hilstorical

scholarship. The historical scholarship in Zducation z:d

the New America is, as the authors warn us, not modqtt.5

In glgnificant inatances lack of modesty 18 an euphemism for
lack of method.

A minor inatance 1ls the aweeping historical judgmont
that "Americans have had no authentic geniuses in the fleld
of religbnn...*®. This reveidtion springs full grown from
the run of the argument. No source is mentioned at all.

The neareast candidates, Mary Baker Eddy and Brigham Young,

were dlsmissed by the authors as rellgious atatosnpﬁ. His-

torical ascholarship under one of its bhest praatlﬁtiﬁ%“i";“

has concluded that Jonathan Edwards was "the ochild of genius®
whose religious speculation was "in the manner of Augustinc,
Aquinas, and Paacal."7 Good historical method in this instance

requirea that Kimball and McClellan Wither explain why Perry
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Miller ie wrong or refraln from making the statement wlthout
qualificatlion,

A similar immédesty that violates psychologleal
method 1e the flat apsertlion that all anti-modernlste are
mad, even 1f they don't appear to bo.e There are two
néktdadbgitadl problems here, First tholbtatllnhﬁ could
be the concluston of empirical resesrch. They did not
present thils research. The socodd‘assumos that empirical
sesearch concludes that there 1s a sane anti-modernist,
Acoording to the authors that doesn't matter, method must
acquiesce to thelr all knowing a priori knowledge,

These two examplea are not in key places in the
argument. But a more serious lapse of hiastorical method
occurs in the discuselon of"@ommltment and Exporioncc".g

Kimball and MoClellan aesert: "For the contemporary American,

the possibility of experiencing the range of baslc forme

within the social order in his own personal life is non-

existent”.* The slgnificance of this assertion for the
new Amoflca requires that the 0ld America did permit such

experience, To establish such a propoaition a majJor historiocal

# The following proposition could be argued logically:
"In any socciety of three or more individuals the possibility
of one of them experlencing in his personal 1life the range
of basls forms within the sBoclal order is nonexistent." The
proof is this;:; the soclety of X, ¥, and Z includes the fol-
lowing soclal forms: XYZ, XY, XZ, YZ. Individial X can ex-
perince in his peroenal life forms XYZ, X¥, and XZ; but he
can not posslbl¥yexperience form YZ for the is-ness of Y2
requires the not-ness of x,



Judgment is necessary. How did they make 1t7

D1d it(American soclety) ever(permit
guch experience)? Iu a rather clear sense, it
it d1d. Goneider any functinnal subsysten
in the sgarlan soclety--commerce, politlcs,
military, ete., In each of these, the ln-
dividual who was a full participant in the
gocial order of his locality had a direct
experience of the same baslc form of soclal
organization wherever found in the soclety.
Relating oneself to another as a buyer=-and-
geller was the eame form of relation whether
found in the backwoods of Illinolis or 1in
the large~scale mercantile marts of Boston
and New Yorkx, Similarly in politice the
election, deliberations, and 8cticns of any
county court possessed the same form ap its
gcounterparts in the state capital or in
Washington, Experience as a member of the
local militia gave one a clear sense of the
bvasic form of militarx18rsanization wherever
found in the soclety,.

At the end of the paragraph footnote #8 refers the curious
reader to the sourse of thés historlecal euridition, There
he loarns@‘
These are many amusing tales of the pre-@ivil
War militia and 1ts "Annual Muster", but probably
_ none surpase that of Lincoln's service 1n the
Illinols militia during the Black Hawk War. See
Ida Tarbell, The Life of Abraham Lincoln, (New
York: The MacmllYen Co., 1§§%i Thapter v1.%!

The first point 1s that regardless of the accuracy
of the vast histofical generallization being made, the his-
torioal method used deprives them of weight. Ida Tarbell is
not s msjor dlographer of Lincoln and her £8414 18 early
20th century Amerlcan economic hiatory.‘z‘ She is not a good

scurce even for the proposition about militla experience,
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The second point 18 to ask whether the generalizations
could stand up under good historical mothod. Obviously &
paper auch as this can not pass judgment on major problems of
economic, political, and military hiséory of 19th century
‘*ﬁiﬁricaf, But it can be suggested that the history of the
Bank of the United States during the Jacksonian Era would
be hard to explalin without some diffcronoé; in buyer-and-
seller relationships,that prompted some to.wunt controlled
currency. In the politlcal shhere 1t would be difficult
to explain the Civil War without politiqgl_oxporlcnooath;#t

1‘Eﬁﬁomo to find Statws Rights correct hnd"ﬂomo to find them
wrong. Lastly, it would be very herd to explain the dif-
flculty of regular Army officlers to command the Western
miligiae 1f military form was 80 universally understood;
and 1t would require the overthrowing of the current military
history of J.F.C. Fuller ihich argues that understanding the
basic form of military organization pribr fo the Civil War
unfitted the officier and soldler for the wer and that
Grant sttalned hie greatness because he did not understand
the 0ld ways, yet was able to learn the new onos.13

The doubt is methodological. Hiatory is rich, too
rich to permit facile generslizationa of immense scope and m-

minute source, The logic of the historical method would

limit the scholar to the proposition that America in 1860
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was more agarian than in 196C and that the Amerlca of 1360
is more metropolitan than in 1860, If this is & proper sense
of the limite of hietory, then the proposition that there
exista 2 new America, a unified social syatexm that is funda-
mentally different than an o0ld America must be doubted be-
cause 1t appeare to transcend himits of historfcal method.
This 18 the anti-modernlist position: that there has not been
a fundamental break in tradition.

The anii-moderniast qQquestioning haa-been arrived at
through the examination of method on the modernist's grounda.
It 18 time for a change in argument. Let us assune thﬁt this
anti-modernist doubt is well founded, that the modernist con-
clusion 1s wrong, that there lg no new America and no need
for a new education, Let us also assume that the teaching
community takes the antl-moderniat argument as the ranting of
& mad man, as Kimball and Mc¢Glellan twice advitqﬂi‘,4 the new
education is taught, producing commitment to a mythical system
while destroying history and the traditiocnal culture by leaving
it out of the éurriculum. Clearly, Kimball and McClellan have
advanced a self-confirming hypothesis, that need not be true,
but slmply believed. Gilven commitment to thelr myth, the
myth of the new America, the truth of the proposition will
be created. This ie essentially the condition of any pro-
position of a moral nature:; oéhe hypothesizes a reality that
requires a certaln type of action. When all act in terms
of that interpretatbon of reality the empirical proof of

the interpretation will be avallable.



Given thie, 1t can be concluded that the moderniat
and the anti-modernist are not on different planes of
dlacourse, One doee not deny reslity while the other
upholde reality. Both assert different interpretations of
reality. How adequate 1& the mddernist interpretation
of reality?

Thelr argument 1s we live in a social system, the
new America, which 18 fundamentally corporate. *One's
peraonal 1life is omboddod”15 in these corporate structures.
"Only when the brute, ineluctable 1s-ness of our social
gyatem 18 accepted, can we see what sort of ordering of
the elmengs we sterted with could proporly.bo called commit-

ment". 16

The 8sorlal ayetenm exliats and encompasses the
individual and ineluctably demands that the condltione

of ite conthnhual working be Bulfilled. "In short, part

of the price of belng an Amerlcan 1is Qg;gg'an organization
man."Autonony is not,as: Whyte would have us belleve, a viable
alternative., On the contrary, the very attempt to discover.
an alternative 1s a form of mental and ﬁoolal illness, a
denall of roality.*17

= But what about the fact that the American of 1960 18
mdéh nore deeply involved in the relations among natlons
than &t was in 1860. Thie was one facet of reality that
Kimball and McClellan failed to take into careful consider-

atlon. It 18 a denial of reallity to asaert that one can



Jjust be an American. We belong first to human soclety.
The price of being human is being sutonomous, for humanity
s not reflected in any corporate structure., “Only in a
soclety which places power in imperscnal rules 1s there
a guarantee of freedeom from arbltary personal acts of in-
justico."18 The ovor-riﬂlng'rohllty of world soclety ie
that there is2 no system of impersonal rules 1ln which power
is placed for the guarantes of freedom from arbltary per-
sonal or 1mporsonal.acts of injustice, To deny the anarchie
nature of world soclety is to deny reality.

What morality 1s the best for ap anarchic world?
The traditionel, individual morality &a iha one baale to &
system of anarchy. 8ince the world lacks a set of lapersonsi
rules the individual, from wibhin, amuet discipline hle actions
in accordsnce with universal ideals, The eocisl redlity re-
quires this, it requires autonomy, for humanity ie yet an
unreallzed 1degl in sn anarchic world, Humanity lies in the
traditions of the world, in the sccunmulated wisdoms of the
various races and cultures. 1In short, humanity lies in the
humanities, The soclal reality requirea education in that
fleld Kimball and MoClellan slight. Humanity needs “The

wholly imperscnal diciplines,” but it needa much more the

¥ "We must not forzet that the Naz! extermination of the Jews
was an izmpersonal policy of the Naxl State, a corporate soclety
that did work until destroyed by outsidera, Further, we should
remenber that the American governlant 4igd not accept the
argument that the system to which the Nazl's were committed
absolved them from individual responsibility for their actiona.

R



highly personal ones, Without the roimer humanlity would

slow in 1ts growth in power., Without the latter those
absorbing individuals who direct the vast corporate structures
in our 6paquo world ipﬁ&ﬁ right and wrong, good and bad, truth
end falsehood are so unclear would soon lack the personal
dlscipline to inform thelr actliona with dignity, humaneness,
Justice, and culture--in their rulloet-hihtoricul genae,

Thus spake a mad man in a mad world,
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