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Diplomacy was critically important to the success of the American Revolution â€” and the founding and early
growth of the United States. Because most citizens of the young republic looked with suspicion on the
European monarchies, official governmental relations were kept to a minimum until well into the nineteenth
century. The American diplomatic service, made up of a very few citizens appointed by the president,
expanded slowly. In , the United States sent ministers plenipotentiary to only two countries: France and Great
Britain. In , there were still only fifteen U. Isolationism was the prevailing foreign policy of the United States
throughout these decades. Congress kept tight control over the expansion of diplomatic relations, authorizing
only minimal resources for representation abroad. Diplomacy became increasingly important during the Civil
War â€” when both sides sought the support of the European powers. It was also vital in securing European
acceptance of U. Presidents used appointments to overseas diplomatic missions as rewards for political
support. A corps of career diplomatsâ€”â€”a Diplomatic Serviceâ€”â€”was slow to emerge. Lower level
diplomats were rare throughout the nineteenth century. In a major reform in , Congress agreed to provide for a
limited number of secretaries of legation to assist chiefs of mission. But as late as , Congress allowed public
funding for secretaries at only twelve of thirty legations. Most appointed ministers provided their own
assistants. In , however, Congress finally acknowledged that the United States had come of age diplomatically
when it authorized the appointment of ambassadorial rank representatives to Great Britain and other major
powers. The need for staff support was grudgingly acknowledged. In , there were U. In , at a time when
reforms were strengthening the expanding civil service in Washington, D. Other measures were adopted to
deal with salaries and inspections of consular posts. The need for greater efficiency in the Consular Service
resulted in a combination of Congressional and presidential actions in the first decade of the twentieth century
to blunt the politics of appointments and move the Consular Service and, to a lesser extent the Diplomatic
Service, toward a full merit system. The small Diplomatic Service, which in numbered men serving mostly in
Europe, was an exclusive group, scarcely dependent upon token salaries, whose standards of behavior and
performance were drawn from upper-class educations. In contrast, the in members of the Consular Service in
overseas posts served under professional regulations and enjoyed a generous pay scale. The State Department
closely oversaw the Consular Service but had little real control over the Diplomatic Service; the two systems
were quite separate and there were only rare cases of interchange between them. The Foreign Service Act of
amalgamated the Diplomatic and Consular Services into a new Foreign Service; established pay and
retirement to make the service attractive and accessible to a much broader portion of the population;
professionalized the oversight, recruitment, and training of officers; and instituted interchangeability between
diplomatic and consular assignments as well as between assignments abroad and at home in the State
Department. The establishment of the Foreign Service opened the way for the appointment of career officers
as Chiefs of Mission. But the importance of political appointments to such positions persisted for the
remainder of the twentieth century, and career officers rarely made up more than half of the total. The United
States emerged from World War II â€” as the most powerful nation in the world, with expanding economic
and security interests around the globe. Diplomacy became far more vital to the nation than it ever had been.
In many places around the world, U. Foreign Service officers became the principal agents of American
presence and interests. From a mere officers in , the service numbered more than 1, in and 3, in after the
integration of many Civil Service officers into the Foreign Service. Interests Abroad Become More Complex
The Cold War and the revolution in international relations gave rise to a series of international crises during
the latter half of the twentieth century as well as the growing globalization of politics, economics, and culture.
The global scope of American interests and commitments made the representation of American interests
abroad increasingly complex. As the boundaries of traditional diplomacy faded, the Foreign Service soon had
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many rivals. Other federal agencies became deeply involved in the preparation and execution of foreign
policy. A conglomerate "foreign affairs community" came to dominate the formulation and execution of
foreign policy: Information Agency, and various foreign assistance agencies.
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Yet the ongoing debacle in Bosnia-more specifically, the utter ineffectiveness of U. Bosnia is an affront. The
suffering of innocents resulting from the break-up of Yugoslavia afflicts our conscience. The cynicism of
loathsome politicians who fan ethnic hatred in pursuit of petty ambitions fills us with disgust. But however
disturbing the grisly images beamed into our living rooms from Sarajevo and however despicable the latest
reported machinations of such Bosnian Serb leaders as the toad-like Radovan Karadzic, outrage alone does not
explain the extent to which this particular crisis has disconcerted the United States. Bosnia rankles because the
intractability of the problems manifested there mocks the premises of modern American diplomacy. To
examine the Bosnian crisis squarely and honestly is to understand that the entire Wilsonian enterprise, the
cornerstone of American diplomacy since the United States entered upon the world stage, faces collapse today.
As Americans, we are all Wilsonians-just as we are all Jeffersonians. Similarly, in matters of foreign policy,
although we are not uniformly enamored with the more extreme expressions of missionary diplomacy,
virtually every American accepts the proposition that American political ideals are universal in application.
With few exceptions, we assume that those ideals and values are destined to encompass the globe. Indeed,
ever since the U. In his war message to Congress of April 2, , for example, Wilson declared German
aggression to be a threat not simply to the United States but to humanity itself. It is a war against all nations.
Of course, the Wilsonian crusade failed. Although rejected, Wilson himself became a mythic figure, a prophet
abandoned and betrayed by small-minded men of ill will. Textbooks provided to later generations of American
school children often claimed that his betrayal had made inevitable a second and even more terrible war.
Despite the triumph over Nazi Germany and imperial Japan, however, peace again failed to
materialize-frustrated this time by a Cold War the Wilsonians had not anticipated. And yet, to its proponents,
this second failure did not mean that the Wilsonian enterprise itself had failed. Suddenly, at the end of the s
with the collapse of the Soviet Union, the Wilsonian moment seemed at hand. Long-stalled, the march toward
peace could now resume. At long last, American power and American ideals would work their magic,
culminating so we were advised in the creation of a New World Order under the benevolent direction of the
United States. A bare half-dozen years later, the very idea seems laughable. Nowhere is this more clearly the
case than in Bosnia, where the face of evil is not so much monstrous as contemptible, yet where evil remains
as persistent and as unyielding as human nature itself. In a performance that would undoubtedly have
embarrassed and angered Woodrow Wilson, the United States has waffled and temporized over Bosnia,
attempting to get by with half measures. Yet the uncertainty that has marked the American response to that
crisis does not arise from confusion regarding the moral and political issues being contested there. Nor does
American hesitation in employing its power in Bosnia reflect any serious disagreement regarding the
operational risks and requirements of such an undertaking. Rather, uncertainty and hesitation have risen from
the recognition-now impossible to suppress-that even massive intervention in Bosnia would solve very little.
The dilemma that the United States faces in Bosnia exemplifies the larger dilemma of post-Cold War
American foreign policy. In the real world rather than the world of Wilsonian delusions , diplomacy involves
choosing from among various imperfect alternatives to achieve limited purposes. This does not mean that any
use of American power becomes an exercise in futility. Employing that power judiciously, case by case, the
United States can-though never without substantial cost-punish some evil-doers, thwart some aggressors, and
ameliorate the suffering of some oppressed people. Even if such an effort succeeds, however, the United States
is sure to be confronted the next day with evil in some fresh incarnation, with new threats of disorder, and with
yet further instances of humanitarian catastrophe to tug at our conscience. Simple prudence demands that the
United States craft its policies and establish its priorities accordingly. The Wilsonian conceit that America can
bend history to suit its will has conferred psychic and substantive rewards not willingly surrendered. It has
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permitted a nation given to seeing itself as historically unique to indulge in the proposition that it can enjoy the
prerogatives of being a Great Power and yet remain above the squalid nastiness inherent in the actual exercise
of power. It has enabled a foreign policy establishment long since grown lazy and complacent to sustain
extraordinary popular deference by proclaiming itself sole arbiter of the practical implications of the
Wilsonian enterprise. Shorn of the grandeur of Wilsonian idealism, United States foreign policy loses its
presumptive claim to moral superiority. No longer able to justify American diplomacy in terms of some
pretentious obligation to humankind, foreign policy experts intent on making a case for intervening in places
like Bosnia must devise a new rationale in a new vocabulary. Making such a case is not easy-and should not
be. Divesting the United States of its infatuation with Wilsonianism does not legitimize amoral statecraft. But
only by stripping American policy of its Wilsonian fig leaf can the United States take a first step toward
seeing the true dimensions of the challenge it faces in a turbulent post-Cold War world: If nothing else, Bosnia
suggests just how daunting that challenge is likely to be.
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George Berkeley for his project to eliminate all unclear concepts from philosophy Peirce 8: Relevant
discussion may be found on the talk page. Please do not remove this message until conditions to do so are met.
February Learn how and when to remove this template message A few of the various but often interrelated
positions characteristic of philosophers working from a pragmatist approach include: Coherentists hold that
justification is solely a function of some relationship between beliefs, none of which are privileged beliefs in
the way maintained by foundationalist theories of justification. Not to be confused with pragmatics , a
sub-field of linguistics with no relation to philosophical pragmatism. Additionally, forms of empiricism ,
fallibilism , verificationism , and a Quinean naturalist metaphilosophy are all commonly elements of
pragmatist philosophies. Many pragmatists are epistemological relativists and see this to be an important facet
of their pragmatism, but this is controversial and other pragmatists argue such relativism to be seriously
misguided e. Hilary Putnam , Susan Haack. Anti-reification of concepts and theories[ edit ] Dewey, in The
Quest For Certainty, criticized what he called "the philosophical fallacy": This causes metaphysical and
conceptual confusion. Various examples are the " ultimate Being " of Hegelian philosophers, the belief in a "
realm of value ", the idea that logic, because it is an abstraction from concrete thought, has nothing to do with
the act of concrete thinking, and so on. Hildebrand sums up the problem: They argued that idealist and realist
philosophy had a tendency to present human knowledge as something beyond what science could grasp. They
held that these philosophies then resorted either to a phenomenology inspired by Kant or to correspondence
theories of knowledge and truth. Pragmatism instead tries to explain the relation between knower and known.
In , [16] C. Peirce argued that there is no power of intuition in the sense of a cognition unconditioned by
inference, and no power of introspection, intuitive or otherwise, and that awareness of an internal world is by
hypothetical inference from external facts. Introspection and intuition were staple philosophical tools at least
since Descartes. He argued that there is no absolutely first cognition in a cognitive process; such a process has
its beginning but can always be analyzed into finer cognitive stages. That which we call introspection does not
give privileged access to knowledge about the mindâ€”the self is a concept that is derived from our interaction
with the external world and not the other way around De Waal , pp. At the same time he held persistently that
pragmatism and epistemology in general could not be derived from principles of psychology understood as a
special science: Richard Rorty expanded on these and other arguments in Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature
in which he criticized attempts by many philosophers of science to carve out a space for epistemology that is
entirely unrelated toâ€”and sometimes thought of as superior toâ€”the empirical sciences. Quine, instrumental
in bringing naturalized epistemology back into favor with his essay Epistemology Naturalized Quine , also
criticized "traditional" epistemology and its "Cartesian dream" of absolute certainty. The dream, he argued,
was impossible in practice as well as misguided in theory, because it separates epistemology from scientific
inquiry. Hilary Putnam asserts that the combination of antiskepticism and fallibilism is a central feature of
pragmatism. Reconciliation of anti-skepticism and fallibilism[ edit ] Hilary Putnam has suggested that the
reconciliation of anti-skepticism [19] and fallibilism is the central goal of American pragmatism. Genuine
doubt irritates and inhibits, in the sense that belief is that upon which one is prepared to act. Inquiry is then the
rationally self-controlled process of attempting to return to a settled state of belief about the matter. Note that
anti-skepticism is a reaction to modern academic skepticism in the wake of Descartes. The pragmatist
insistence that all knowledge is tentative is quite congenial to the older skeptical tradition. Pragmatist theory
of truth and epistemology[ edit ] Main article: Pragmatic theory of truth Pragmatism was not the first to apply
evolution to theories of knowledge: Here knowledge and action are portrayed as two separate spheres with an
absolute or transcendental truth above and beyond any sort of inquiry organisms used to cope with life.
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Pragmatism challenges this idealism by providing an "ecological" account of knowledge: Real and true are
functional labels in inquiry and cannot be understood outside of this context. It is not realist in a traditionally
robust sense of realism what Hilary Putnam would later call metaphysical realism , but it is realist in how it
acknowledges an external world which must be dealt with. It is high time to urge the use of a little imagination
in philosophy. The unwillingness of some of our critics to read any but the silliest of possible meanings into
our statements is as discreditable to their imaginations as anything I know in recent philosophic history.
Schiller says the truth is that which "works. Dewey says truth is what gives "satisfaction"! He is treated as one
who believes in calling everything true which, if it were true, would be pleasant. See Dewey for a "FAQ. Is a
belief valid when it represents reality? Copying is one and only one genuine mode of knowing, James , p. Are
beliefs dispositions which qualify as true or false depending on how helpful they prove in inquiry and in
action? Is it only in the struggle of intelligent organisms with the surrounding environment that beliefs acquire
meaning? Does a belief only become true when it succeeds in this struggle? In Pragmatism nothing practical
or useful is held to be necessarily true , nor is anything which helps to survive merely in the short term. In
other fields of philosophy[ edit ] While pragmatism started out simply as a criterion of meaning, it quickly
expanded to become a full-fledged epistemology with wide-ranging implications for the entire philosophical
field. Pragmatists who work in these fields share a common inspiration, but their work is diverse and there are
no received views. Philosophy of science[ edit ] In the philosophy of science, instrumentalism is the view that
concepts and theories are merely useful instruments and progress in science cannot be couched in terms of
concepts and theories somehow mirroring reality. Instrumentalist philosophers often define scientific progress
as nothing more than an improvement in explaining and predicting phenomena. Instrumentalism does not state
that truth does not matter, but rather provides a specific answer to the question of what truth and falsity mean
and how they function in science. Outline of a Theory of Knowledge was that science does not merely provide
a copy of reality but must work with conceptual systems and that those are chosen for pragmatic reasons, that
is, because they aid inquiry. Lewis is sometimes called a proponent of conceptual pragmatism because of this.
Morris and Rudolf Carnap. The influence of pragmatism on these writers is mostly limited to the incorporation
of the pragmatic maxim into their epistemology. Pragmatists with a broader conception of the movement do
not often refer to them. The other is reductionism, the theory that each meaningful statement gets its meaning
from some logical construction of terms which refers exclusively to immediate experience. Logic[ edit ] Later
in his life Schiller became famous for his attacks on logic in his textbook, Formal Logic. Schiller sought to
undermine the very possibility of formal logic, by showing that words only had meaning when used in
context. In this sequel, Logic for Use, Schiller attempted to construct a new logic to replace the formal logic
that he had criticized in Formal Logic. What he offers is something philosophers would recognize today as a
logic covering the context of discovery and the hypothetico-deductive method. Schiller dismissed the
possibility of formal logic, most pragmatists are critical rather of its pretension to ultimate validity and see
logic as one logical tool among othersâ€”or perhaps, considering the multitude of formal logics, one set of
tools among others. This is the view of C. Peirce developed multiple methods for doing formal logic.
Metaphysics[ edit ] James and Dewey were empirical thinkers in the most straightforward fashion: They were
dissatisfied with ordinary empiricism because in the tradition dating from Hume, empiricists had a tendency to
think of experience as nothing more than individual sensations. To the pragmatists, this went against the spirit
of empiricism: Pragmatism is sometimes called American Pragmatism because so many of its proponents were
and are Americans. William James gives an interesting example of this philosophical shortcoming: The two
were supposed, he said, to have so little to do with each other, that you could not possibly occupy your mind
with them at the same time. The world of concrete personal experiences to which the street belongs is
multitudinous beyond imagination, tangled, muddy, painful and perplexed. The world to which your
philosophy-professor introduces you is simple, clean and noble. The contradictions of real life are absent from
it. In it, Schiller argues for a middle ground between materialism and absolute metaphysics. These opposites
are comparable to what William James called tough-minded empiricism and tender-minded rationalism.
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Schiller contends on the one hand that mechanistic naturalism cannot make sense of the "higher" aspects of
our world. These include freewill, consciousness, purpose, universals and some would add God. On the other
hand, abstract metaphysics cannot make sense of the "lower" aspects of our world e. While Schiller is vague
about the exact sort of middle ground he is trying to establish, he suggests that metaphysics is a tool that can
aid inquiry, but that it is valuable only insofar as it does help in explanation. In the second half of the twentieth
century, Stephen Toulmin argued that the need to distinguish between reality and appearance only arises
within an explanatory scheme and therefore that there is no point in asking what "ultimate reality" consists of.
More recently, a similar idea has been suggested by the postanalytic philosopher Daniel Dennett , who argues
that anyone who wants to understand the world has to acknowledge both the "syntactical" aspects of reality i.
These questions feature prominently in current debates about the relationship between religion and science ,
where it is often assumedâ€”most pragmatists would disagreeâ€”that science degrades everything that is
meaningful into "merely" physical phenomena. Philosophy of mind[ edit ] Both John Dewey in Experience
and Nature and half a century later Richard Rorty in his Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature argued that much
of the debate about the relation of the mind to the body results from conceptual confusions. They argue instead
that there is no need to posit the mind or mindstuff as an ontological category. Pragmatists disagree over
whether philosophers ought to adopt a quietist or a naturalist stance toward the mind-body problem. Pragmatic
ethics Pragmatism sees no fundamental difference between practical and theoretical reason, nor any
ontological difference between facts and values. Both facts and values have cognitive content: Pragmatist
ethics is broadly humanist because it sees no ultimate test of morality beyond what matters for us as humans.
Good values are those for which we have good reasons, viz. The pragmatist formulation pre-dates those of
other philosophers who have stressed important similarities between values and facts such as Jerome
Schneewind and John Searle. William James tried to show the meaningfulness of some kinds of spirituality
but, like other pragmatists, did not see religion as the basis of meaning or morality. On its own terms it argues
that ethics always involves a certain degree of trust or faith and that we cannot always wait for adequate proof
when making moral decisions. Moral questions immediately present themselves as questions whose solution
cannot wait for sensible proof. A moral question is a question not of what sensibly exists, but of what is good,
or would be good if it did exist. Wherever a desired result is achieved by the co-operation of many
independent persons, its existence as a fact is a pure consequence of the precursive faith in one another of
those immediately concerned. A government, an army, a commercial system, a ship, a college, an athletic
team, all exist on this condition, without which not only is nothing achieved, but nothing is even attempted.
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