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Thank you Johannes Chang and so many generous others. 
Pt. I) Let us examine part of the history of SCI
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Against Method; Reflections on Gender and Sci; Primate Visions

Pt. II) Mead => that both extremes = 
metaphysical logic    (ML)






not defensible. 

Pragmatism => ML = ancient ways of thinking, 






based on PURE LOGIC alone. 

We can do better, 



even tho’ we seem to have a “slippery slope” prob
Descartes “cogito” LOGIC shows how Mead did that. 
Descartes asked “What can I know with absolute certainty?”



“Cogito ergo sum,”    but nothing more. 








         5 senses = limited
Mead disagreed and shows how to go further, 
using sensitive SELF-OBS. 


1st, Mead observed that his thoughts E in a “now”







a “present moment”

But each NOW slips into the PAST, 
as EACH NEW PRESENT moment





emerges -- & the last one






slips into the past. 

These obs suggest that there may be a FUTURE, 



tho' we cannot prove that with CERTAINTY
We can know MORE THAN “COGITO”




E “present,” “past” --& maybe “future”

2nd, the mind seems to have choices, such as….


“What problems should I ponder next?”


“What types of logic should I use?” 

Some choices lead to FRUSTRATION, 




others to SATISFACTION.

Leading Mead to dev a THEORY OF INTELLIGENCE: 
viz:
PRESENT choices are oriented toward


attaining certain kinds of FUTURE outcomes




based on memories of PAST events.
Mead wrote: “Intelligence is essentially the ability to solve the problems of present behavior in terms of its possible future conseqs as implicated on the basis of past experience.”
(M, 1934:100)

3rd, Mead observed that we can never go back 

& examine the PAST. 

The exact nature of the PAST remains unknown; 




BUT this does not => total relativism. 

Theories of the past that best predict the future = valuable. 




…which fits his theory of intelligence!!


4th, 
LANG gives us reason to think we live in a social WORLD. 

PRESENT and PAST experience suggests 


“Descartes could write in Latin: Cogito”



“Millions of people speak Chinese, tho I don’t.”

Lang is a “gift from society.” 

Since early years,     I keep learning new words, 



which give / power to think intelligently. 


5th, 
“SELF” also seems to come from society. 



I need WORDS to formulate my concept of “self.”

Some of us can say: 


“In childhood, I had a SAD sense of self,



but self-study has allowed / POS sense of self.” 

And Mead made more self-obs (see my book, Chapter 4). 

Pt. III) Another e.g. of ML    (metaphysical logic). 





FW vs DET

====> unsolvable debates for centuries. 

Mead’s alt = “We have CHOICES
&



“We can use INTELLIGENCE to guide them.

====> Qs: 


“How can we IMPROVE on our intelligence?




Careful studies of PAST & PRESENT help. 

SCIENCE offers powerful tools for improving choice. 


Studies of the links between PAST & PRESENT 







help estimate FUTUE…
In a DEMOC, 
we want to help many people improve their 









choice skills 
– if we want to get better GOV & SOC




“People get the GOV they deserve.”








(who said that?)
WHERE NEXT?????
Monday talk develops SA further

Pt. IV)  
Why do so many People hunger for ABS certainty?





As kids our Pns seem like GODS.



They tell us “Never touch the stove: HOT.”


We get used to B&W truths and binary logic of 






Always do X. Never do Y. 




“Always look before crossing street.”

It can take years to learn to avoid binary (extreme) logic

Most modern scitists are there, 


…but the Science Wars still is full of B&W debates. 

