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:o}_\e__\‘fr-‘,‘xj 1; argued by some that an Intelligent performance involves observance of certaln
rules or pplication of certain criterla. This view has the Implication that those rules and critaria are prior
+o the actual execution of the act, That ls, the agent must first go through the Internal process of
tormulating and acknowledglng certain propositions ahout what Is to be done; then only he can execute
the performance, Thus, according to this view, o do something Is to do two things - to consider certain
appropriate propositions or prescriptions, and to put those proposlitions Into practice, But, Ryle
maintains that this “intellectuallst legend” Is false,

He points out: 1. Many classes of Intelligent performances do not have pre-formulated criteria.
Zor example, a wit can make intelligent jokes but falls to clte the principles or rules of making jokes. 2.
Rules of correct reasoning were first extracted by Aristotle. But men before Arlstotle also reasoned
correctly and Incorrectly; they too distinguished between good and bad reasoning. “Indeed if they had
to plan what to think before thinking It they would never think at all; for this planning would itself be
unplanned.” 3, Efficlent practice precedes theory. It was because Aristotle found himself and others
arguing sometimes correctly and sometimes Incorrectly that he could prescribe the rules of arguing. 4.
The crucia! objection to this legend, according to Ryle is that the conslderation of propositions before
performing the act, Is Itself a performance —Intelligent or stupld.

result of some prior internal opera@gi planning what to do. The assumption would Imply, Ryle points
out,MiHy, our planning was sllly; and if we act shrewd our planning was shrewd. But ftls
possible for one to plan shrewdly and to pgform stupldly. "_Tth EEW éFgrﬁment, therefgiel our

Intellect rocess must [nherit its title to shrewdness from yet another InterrlpL@'_g_ciggs/of
pla_nnlng to plan .. The regress Is Infinite.” Ryle says that this Is absurd. According to him what
distinguishes sensible from sllly operations Is not thelr parentage in planning but their procedu're. ,

“Intellizent” cannot be defined In terms of “Intellectual” or ‘knowing how’ In terms of 'knowlng that’.

The Motive of the Intellectuallst Legend:

'[th execution of an act conslsts of two processes —one of doing
a‘MEhir_ojt_he\mi‘@g is because of the stubborn belief In the dogma of the ghost In the machine.

Because doing Involves overt muscular movements, Itis éﬂpposed to be amere physical process.
Muscular movements cannot Itself be a mental operation, The terms like skiflful, cunning or humorous
are SQPM to be ascribed to the machine, but té"ch—ehg-hgs:c:‘fl:néy-farréfr‘eg'ardéd’as mental
@&cates. - - .

Ryle admits that when we c;ll an act witty or Intelligent or skillful, we do not simply refer to the
muscular movements, But at the same time, In such situations we are also not referring to some extra
hidden performance executed In his head. We appreciate the skiliful act of a performer. This skill is not
observable. But the unobservabllity of the skill Is not because of any occult or ghostly character of ‘skill’,
Rather Is It that, skill Is not a happening or an occurrence; It s a disposition or complex of dispositions.
Dispositlons cannot be seen or unseen Just as a hablt cannot be said to beseen or unseen. They belong
to a different logical type to which observable-unobservable, recordable-not recordable predicates



C Here Ryle points out to certain uses of the word ‘mind’ or ’menta{’ asin case of ‘menta

etlc, then he does not make use of pen
es the same caleulations with the help
ctivitles In terms of reasoning correctly
no part of the definition of thinking”,

has performed some internal (mental)
activity of thinking, This Special use of the word ming ang mental in which they slgnify what Is done in
one’s head cannot be used as evidence for the dogma of the ghost In the machine.





{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }


{ "type": "Document", "isBackSide": false }

