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Heidegger ,  th e Germa n phenomenologist .  Leontjev ,  th e 
Russia n psychologist ,  an d E>ewey .  th e America n Pragmatist . 
hel d suriHisingl y simila r  view s o n th e rol e o f  breakdow n o r 
failur e a s a  mean s o f  revealin g th e natur e o {  th e worl d aroun d 
us. 

For  Heidegger ,  th e resource s b y whic h w e conduc t  ou r 
day-to-da y activitie s d o no t  usuall y requir e (no r  d o the y 
attract )  ou r  consciou s awareness .  Heidegge r  indicate d 
(1953/1962) ,  however ,  tha t  whe n ongoing ,  non-reflectiv e 
practic e i s  interrupted ,  thes e equipmenta l  aspect s o f  th e 
worl d becom e "li t  up "  o r  brough t  "int o view" .  Resource s 
fo r  Heidegge r  ca n presen t  themselve s i n differen t  state s o r 
modes o f  bein g (e.g. ,  "Available" ,  "Unavailable" , 
"Occurent" )  wit h respec t  t o ou r  ongoin g activit y (Dreyfus , 
1991) .  Th e statu s o f  a n entit y  can ,  i n turn ,  affec t  th e natur e 
of  ou r  activit y an d ou r  understandin g o f  th e objec t  i n use .  I t 
i s th e degre e o f  breakdown ,  however ,  tha t  determine s th e 
statu s o f  a n entit y wit h respec t  t o ou r  purposes . 

Leontjev' s (1978 )  developmen t  o f  breakdow n hinge s o n 
th e analyti c distinctio n h e make s amon g activities ,  actions , 
and operations .  I n thi s context ,  t o b e skille d i n usin g a  too l 
means tha t  on e ha s create d a  se t  o f  tool-usin g operations . 
Wit h a  larg e se t  o f  well-leam t  operations ,  a  too l  ca n reall y 
become transparen t  i n th e wor k an d al l  attentio n ca n b e 
focuse d t o th e objec t  o f  actions .  O n th e othe r  hand ,  whe n 
th e necessar y condition s fo r  a n operatio n ar e absent ,  th e 
chai n o f  operation s become s transforme d ("unfolded" )  bac k 
int o a n action . 

Dewey' s notio n o f  breakdow n i s relate d t o hi s view s o n 
sensor y excitation ,  stimulu s an d response ,  an d di e habit -
formatio n functio n i n th e live s o f  comple x organisms . 
Conflict s ca n produc e a  stat e o f  disequilibration .  Recover y 
fro m suc h a n "indeterminat e situation "  occurs ,  fo r  Dewey . 
throug h th e proces s o f  "inquiry" ,  whic h h e define d a s "th e 
controlle d o r  directe d transformatio n o f  a n indeterminat e 
situatio n int o on e tha t  i s s o determinat e i n it s constimen t 
distinction s an d relation s a s t o conver t  th e element s o f  th e 
origina l  situatio n int o a  unifie d whole "  (Boydston ,  1986 ,  p . 
108) . 

Thes e thre e description s o f  breakdow n al l  produc e model s 
i n whic h th e disruptio n o f  ongoing ,  non-reflectiv e activit y 
result s i n a  shif t  t o a  mor e refiectiv e stance .  Thoug h thei r 
terminolog y ma y var y ("absorbe d coping "  an d "deliberativ e 
responding "  fo r  Heidegger ,  transformin g "operations "  t o 
"actions "  fo r  Leontjev ,  "habits "  an d "disequilibrium "  fo r 
Dewey) ,  th e proces s underlyin g th e model s the y describ e 

appear s ver y similar .  Th e wa y i n whic h eac h autho r 
describe s thi s process ,  however ,  reflect s th e differen t 
philosophica l  an d historica l  U-adition s wiUu n whic h eac h 
worked .  Heidegger' s phenomenologi c an d existentia l 
accoun t  focuse s o n ho w th e phenomeno n o f  breakdow n i s 
experience d b y th e individual .  Hi s perspective ,  therefore ,  i s 
persona l  an d emotive .  Hi s treatmen t  o f  breakdow n i s als o 
th e mos t  elaborate .  Leontjev .  roote d a s h e wa s i n dialectica l 
materialism ,  produce d a n accoun t  tha t  focuse d o n th e activit y 
itsel f  an d mean s o f  production .  N o les s practica l  i s  E)ewey' s 
analysis ,  bu t  instea d o f  focusin g o n th e activit y pe r  se ,  hi s 
focu s i s o n th e effect s o f  breakdow n o n th e actin g organism . 
producin g a  mor e naturalisti c  accoun t 

Boti i  Leontje v an d Dewe y provid e implici t  learnin g 
model s withi n thei r  description s o f  breakdown .  Th e 
transformatio n o f  a n actio n t o a  serie s o f  operation s i n 
Leontje v ca n b e considere d a  mechanis m fo r  learnin g (a t 
leas t  wit h respec t  t o skil l  acquisition) .  Similarly ,  Dewe y 
provide s a  mechanis m fo r  habi t  formation .  Further , 
Dewey' s notio n o f  inquir y provide s a  metiio d fo r  learnin g 
tha t  h e elaborate d o n severa l  levels . 

H ow migh t  thes e view s o n breakdow n infor m 
instructiona l  practice ? I f  Heidegge r  i s correc t  i n hi s clai m 
tha t  breakdow n lead s t o reflection ,  the n th e argumen t  ca n b e 
made tha t  on e wa y o f  facilitatin g learnin g i s t o induc e 
breakdow n o n th e par t  o f  learners .  Fo r  Dewey ,  i t  i s  th e jo b 
of  th e teache r  t o rais e question s an d issue s tha t  wil l  produc e 
disequilibratio n o r  a  problemati c situation .  I t  i s  i n thi s wa y 
tha t  breakdow n become s a  catalys t  fo r  bot h learnin g an d fo r 
al l  productiv e thought .  H e make s clear ,  however ,  tha t 
simpl y inducin g breakdow n i s no t  enough—teacher s mus t 
als o suppor t  learner s i n thei r  resultin g proces s o f  inquiry . 
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