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The Notion of Judgment.

A firat determination of the notion of
Judgment 1is reached by relating it to propositions.

For present purposes it wlll suffice to
ddstinguish 1) utterance, 2) sentence, and 3) proposition,
in the following summery manner.

It you say "Phe kinn 13 dead" and I say
"The king is dead,” then thers are two ubterances but only
one sentence. '

If you say "Der Konig ist tot" and I say
"The king is dead," then there are two utterances and two
sentences but only one proposition.

Similarly, if you write iIn decimal notation
"2 4 2 = 4" and I write In bingalelnokasdom blnary notation
"10 4 10 = 100," again there are two utterances and two
satences but only one proposition.

/ Further, it will be suprcsed that utterances

_may be spoken, written, or merely imagined, and that the

Imagining may be visual, auddtory, or motor: apain, grammarians
dlstinguish declarative, interro-ative, Imparative, optative,
and exclemaliory sentences, bhut of these only the declarative
corresponds to the proposition.

Now with rerard to propositions there are two
distinet mental attitudes: one may merely consider them; or,
one may agree or disagree with them, Thus, what I write,

I also affirm; but what you are reading, you may nelther
affirm nor deny but merely conslder,

A pronositilon, then, may be simply an object
of thaught, the content of an act of concelving, defining,
thinking, supposing, considering.

But a propesition, also, may be the content
of an act of Jjudging; and then it 1s the content of an
affirning or denying, an agreeing or disagreeing, an assenting
or dissenting.

A second defermination of the notion of
Judgment is reached by relating it to guestions.

Questions fall into two main c¢lasses., Thexe
are gquestions for reflection, and they may be met by answering
"Yos" or "No." There are questions for intellivence, and they
may not be met by answering "Yes" or'No."

Thus, one may ask, Is there a logarithm of the
square root of minus one? This 1s a giestion for reflection.
It 1s answered correctly by saying "Yes." On the other hand,
though it weuld be a mistake to answer "No," still that answer

ald make sense. But if ome asks, What is the logarithm of
the square root of mlnus one? there is no sense in answering
oither "Yes" or "No." The cuestion is not for reflection but
for intelligence. The only aprropriate answer is to show
that the square mot of minus one results from raising a glven
base to a certaln power.

Our second determination of the notion of judgment
is, then, that judging is answoring "Yes" or "No" to a question
for reflection.

pi b i e v e el

P Al e e D T e L W e Al P AT s




Lt et

The iqbtion ldf 'j'ud"giheln't e o L SRTaRSavERweer 2

A third determination of the notlon of judsment
1s that it Involves a personsl commitment. As de la Rochefoucault
remarked, Everyone complains of hls memory but no one of his
Judgment, One 1s ready to confess to a poor memory because
one believes that memory 1s not within one's power, One is not
ready to confess to poor judgment because the question for
reflectlon can be answered not only by "Yes" or "No™ but also
by "I dontt know"; 1%t can be answered assertorically or modally,
with certitude or only probability: finally, the question as
presented can be dlsmissed, distinctions introduced, and new
questions substituted. The variety of possible answers makes
full allowance for the misfortunes and short-comings of the
person answering, and by the same stroke 1%t closes the door
on possible excuses for mistakes. A Judrmment is the responsiblllity
of the one that judges. It i1s a personsl conmitment.

However, just what a person 1s, or what responsi
bility is, or why the person 1s resp nsible for his judgments,
are further questions that cannot be considered as yet. Wo
now observe the fact and leave w e xplanation to more 8P oo~
prlate cccasions.

On the basls of the foreroing determinotions
wo may now attempt to relate judsment to the general structure
of our cognitlonsl crocess, We distinguish a direct and an
Introspective process, and in both of these we dlsiingsish
three levels, #,leval,ef-expowivtes, a lovel of intelligence,
and a level of reflection,

Hitherto, our in~ulry has centered on the level
of intelligence. It consists in acts of inguiry, understanding,
and formulgation. Thus, the question, What 1s 1t? leads to
a grasp and formulation of an intellisible unity~identlty-whole
in data a8 indlvidual. The question, Why? leads to a gragp
and formuletion of a law, a correlation, a system. The questilon,
How often? leads to a grasp and formulation of an ideal fregquency
from which actual frequencies non-systematically diverge ..

Our account of the classical and statistical phases of empirlical
mebhod, of the notlon of the thing, of explanatory abstraction
and system, p@rkEminx has heen concermed with the level of
Intelligence in cognitional process,

Hovever, this level of intelliszentce presupnoses
and complements another level. Incuiry presupposes elements in
kmowledge about which inquiry is made, Understanding presupnoses
presentations to be understood., PFormulation expresses not only
what 1s grasped by understanding but anlso what is essential to
the understanding in the understood, This prior level,was
Sesevibed-in the-seetion-an data, Incges, and percepts. It is
theglevel of jaxsaswisnce, Its defining characteristic is the
fact that 1t is presupposed and complemented by the level of
intellizence, that it sup-liss, ~s 1t were, the raw materials
on which intellirence operates, that, in a word, 1t is empiriecal,
given Indeed but merely siven, open to understanding and formulation
but by itself not understood and 1n itself ineffabls.
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' Thirdly, the level of intellisence, besides
presupposing and complementing an iniltial level, 13 itself
presuprosed and complemented by a further level of reflection.

The formulatilons of understanding yield concepts,
defdnitlions, ob jects of thousht, supposltions, considerations,
But man demrnds more, Every answer to a guestlon for Intelligence
ralses a further quescion for reflection. There 13 an ulterior
w¥dmai motive to conceiving and def'ining, thinking and consddering,
forming supvositions, hypotheses, theoriss, systems, That motive
appears when such activities are followsd by the questlion, Is 1t
807 We concelve in order to judrme. AS guestions for Intelligence,
What? and Why? and How often? stand to insights and formulations,
80 questions for refletllon stand to a further kind of Insight
and to judgment. It 1s on this third level that tihere emorge
the notions of truth and falsity, of certitude and the probability
that 13 not a frejuency but a quality of Jjudgment., It is within
this third level that there is involved the personal commitment
th:t makes one responsible for one's judgments, It is £rom this
third level that come utterances to exnress one!'s affimming or
denying, assenting or dissenting, agreeins or disapgreeing.
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t will-be observed that the zuestion for iwfelll-ence, as
ittered In words-nor even as formulated in concepts bzt simply’
38 contaired i1 the attipude of the ingfiring mind, -effects.
transition from the iniflal to the second level. ~Similariy,
s the quéstlon fop feflection, sdmply as the.aftitude of bh
~Io8GR critleal-mind, that effects the trarsition f£rom the
ged'i4 second level to the third., We-riote that an accoy
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It will be wseful to renresent schematically
the three levels of cognitional process,

The second level presupposes and complements the first, The

third level presupposes =nd complements the second, The axception
lies In free Images and ucterances which commonly are under the
Influence of the higher levels before they vrovide a bazis for
inquiry and reflection. Further, by questions for intellig ence
and reflectlon are not meant utterances or even concepiunal
formulations; by the q:estion is meant the attitude of t he
inquiring mind that effects the transition from the first level

bo the second and, again, the ettibude of the critical mind that
offacts the tranaition from the second level to the third,
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Finally, the scheme is anticipatory inasmuch as the natuw e of
reflection comes up for discussion only in the next section.

Now, as has been remarked, the three levels of
the cognitional process operate in two modes. Data include
data of sense and data of consciousness. Data of sense include
¢olors, shapes, sounds, odors, tastes, the hard and soft, rough
and smooth, hot and cold, wet and dry, and so forth. The dimect
pfaxa node of cognitional process besins from data of sense
advances through insights and furmulations to reach reflsction
and judgment, Thus, empirical scisnce pebteins to the direct
wdrmbevibdemofvegmetiomelirobd
mde mode of cognltional yrocess, On the ovher hand, the data
of consclousness consist of acts of seeing, hearing, tasting,
sme lling, touching, percelving, imagining, in-viring, understanding,
formulating, reflecting, judsing, end so forth, As data, such
acts are exverisenced; but/they are ndt/distinsuished, compared,
reloted, dufusd defined, for all such activities are the work
of inquiry, insight, and formnlation., Finally, such formulations
are, of themselves, just hypotneses; they may be accurate or
Inaceurste, correct or mistoken; and to »ronounce upon them
is ihe work of reflection and judr-ment. Thuas, the thres levels
of the direct mode of copnitional process provide the data for
the Introspective mode; and as the direct mode, so also the
introspective unfolds on the three & levels, an initlal level
of data, a second level of understanding and formulation, and
a third lewl of reflecvion and judement.

The foregoing offers an snalysis of cognitional
process, A whole 1s divided into different levels: on each
level different kinds of operation are distinguished and related;
each level lsvrelabed to the othersy and two modes of the whole
process are contrasted., But analysls prepares the way for
synthesis., Aecordingly we have n.w to ask how the various
elements come together to constitute knowlng. As yet, we are
unpreparec to answer the Krntlan cuestlon that repgards the
constitutdon of the reblation of kmowing subject and known
object, Our concern 1s the more elem ntary question of the
unificetion of the contents of several scts into a single
lmovm content,

To thls the general ansver has already been
indicated. OContents of dzfferent acts come together inasmuch
as the earlier are Incomplbbe without the later while the later
have nothing to complste without the earlier. Questions for
Intellligence presuppose something to be understood, and that
something 1s supplisd by the initlal level, Understanding
grasps In given or Imarined presentations an intelligible form
emersent in thep presentatlons. Concertion formulates the
graosped ldea along with what is essential to the idea in the
preseniations. Reflection asks whether such understanding
and fermulstion are correct. Judgment snswers that they are
or are not.
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The cognitional process 1s thus e ocumulative
process: later steps presuppose eadlier contributions and add
to them., However, not all sdditions have the same significance.
Some are merely provislonal, es are free imuges. Some put
together In a new mode the contrputions of previous aets; thus,
abstract formulation puts genernlly what insicht grasps in a
particular precentatione. Finally, some constitute, as it wers,
the addition of new dimensions in the construction of the full
cognitional content; and it is this addition of a new dilmension
that forms the basls of the dlstinction between the three levels
of presen.ation, intellirence, and reflection.

From this viewpoint one may distinguish betwean
the proper and the borrowed content of judgment.

The proper content of a judgment 1s its specific
contribution to cognitional process. This conslsts in the answers
"YQS” or "NO."

The borrowed content of a Judgment is twofold.
There is/direct borrowed content that is found in the question
o which one answers "Yes" or "No"; and thers is the indirect
borrowed content that emerpges in the retlectlve act linking
question and answer, that claims the "Yes"™ or "No" to be true
and, indeed, either certainly or only probably true.

Thus, the direct borrowed content of the judgment,
"I am writing," is the cuestion, "Am I writing?' The proper
content of that judgment is the answer, "Yes,” "I am." The
indirect borrowed content of the same judrment 1s the implicit

meening, "It certainly is true that I am writing."

Again, from the same viewpoint, the judgment
may be described as the total inerement in cornitional process.
Every el ment In that process is at least a
poskbedd, partlial increment. It makes some cortribution to
Imowing. But the judgment is the last act in the series that
beging from pre sentations and advances through understanding
and formulation ultimately to reaech reflection and affirmation
or deniale. Thus, the proper content of judment, the "Yes" or
"No", is the final partiel increment in the process, But this
propexr content is meaningless apart from the gduption it answers.
Wlth the auestion it forms an integrated whole.” But the question
takes over a formulation from the level of intellirence, and
that formalation draws upon both insight and nresentation, &
It follows that the judrment 2s a whole is a total incremnt
in cognitional pr.cess, that it brings to a c¢losse one whole
step in the development of Mmowledge.

_ Finally, there is the contextual aspect of judgment.
Though single jmndmmmks judements bring single steps in inguirdes
toe their conclusion, still the sinsle steps are related to
one another in a hghiy highly complex fashilon. -
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The most general aspects of cognitional context
are rerresented by loglc and diaslectlie., Loglc 18 the effort
of knowledge to attadn the coherence and organizatlon proper
To any stage of its development. Dilalectic, on the other hand,
rests on the bresk-down of efforts to attain coherence and
organization at a glven stage and eonsists in bringing to birth
a new stace In which loplc again will endeavor to attsin coherence
and organization.

Prom the viewpoint of the logical ideal, every
term has one and only one preclse meaning, every relatlon of
every term to every adwmu other term is set down In an uneoul-
vocal propositlon, the tobtality of propositions 1s neatly divided
into primitive and derived, the derived may all be obtained by
the rules of inference from a minlwmum number of primitive pro-
positions, no propesition contredicts any other and, finally,
the employment of the principle of excluded middle does not
Introduce undefined or false suprositions as does the ~uestion,
Have you or have you not storped beating your wife?

Now the wursuit of the logical ideal, so far from
favoring a statie iImmiobility, serves to reveal the inadecuacy
of any Intermediate stape In the development of lmowledge. The
more deeply it probes, the more effectively it forces the
cognitional process to wndergo a radicel revislon of its terms
and postulates and so to pursue the logical ideal from a new
base of operations. However, such revision has its limits,
for there is no revision of revisers themselves., They are
subject to the general conditions of beginning from rresentations,
advancing through insights and formulations, to terminate with
reflectlons and judgments. Thelr insights are grasps. of concrete
unities, of systematiec reg:larities, or of ideal frequencies
dlverging non-~systenatically from the systematic., Thelr
Judgments ave personal commitments to a "Yes" or "No'; both
anawers camnot be glven to the same question; and, under l1deal
conditions, elther one of the two snswers has to be given,

The simple fact of the uniformity of nature In revisers provides
both logic and dialectic with an immiteble ultimacy.

Within the general schemes of logic and dialectle,
the contextuanl aspeet of judmment aprears in, ¥6us manners.

There 1s the relation of the present to the past,
Thus, past judgments remsin with us, They form a habitual orien-
tatlon, present and operative, but,from behtd the scenes. They
govarn the direction of attention, evaluatd insights, gulde
fomulstions, and influence the acceptance or rejection of new
Judgments., Previcus insishts remain with us. They facilitate
the occurrence of fresh Insipghis, exert thelr influence on new
formulationa, provide presupnositions that underlis new Judﬂnents//
whether in the same or In connected or in merely analogons fields
of inquiry., Hence, once a new judgment is made, there is within
us a hebitual context of Insights and other jrduments, and 1t
gstands ready to elueddate the judrment just made, to complemant
1, touvsdusddbbeni, to balance it, to draw distinctions, to
add qualificctions, to provide defence, to offer evidence or
proof, to attempt versuasion.
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V' what we kmow, but relentless devction to the task of adding

Secondly, there are the relations within the
present. Existing judements may be found to £ conflicht, S a-d :o&“}‘
release the dialectical process, Again, though they do not
safiaed conflict, they may not be completely Indsependent of

each other, and so they stimulate the logical effort for organlzed
coherencs s

Thirdly, there are the relatlions of the present
to the future. The questions we anawer are few compared to the
questlong that await sn answer. EKnowing is a dynamle structnre.
If eabh judgment is a total inerement consisting of many parts,
8till it is only a minute contribution towards the whole of
knowledge « Bub, further, our kmowing is dynamic In another
sense. [t 1s irretrievably habituzl. For we can make but one
judgment at a time, and one judgment cannot bring all we know
into the full light of scbual kmowing, A judgment may be
very compreshensive and so bear wliness to the depth and breadth
of our perspectives., It may be very concrebte and so reveal our
grasp of nuance and detail, But it cannot be both comprehensive
and oconcrete, Al)l we know isx somehow wilth us; 1t i1s present
and operative within our kmowlng; but 1t lurks behpd the scenes
and 1t reveals 1itself only in the exactitude with e which each
minor inerement to our kmowing is effected, The business of
the human mind in this 1ife seems to be, not contemplation of

Inerement s to a merely habitual knowledge.
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