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An important question can be posed regarding the effects and practical consequences of the analyzed decision: in what ways these consequences could be interpreted when we do approach them from a pragmatic perspective? 

Dewey represents the pragmatic philosopher who methodologically interpreted the interactions between the individual and his community, and how these interactions could be channelized towards the construction of a genuine democratic society. It is relevant to observe how the decision of the European Court – object of this study – emphasized, as fundamental to its interpretation, the notion of socializing spaces as a possibility towards a more functional and peaceful social interaction. To what extent Dewey´s ideas, notably the ones from works such as Democracy and Education, Experience and Education, The Public and Its Problems, Freedom and Culture, do represent hypotheses for interpreting and criticizing the consequences and effects of the Court´s decisions?  Evaluate the democratic character of such a decision under the lens of the social and political philosophy of John Dewey presupposes certain assumptions, which open new perspectives, different from some of the conventional democratic theories. From these last theories, ethical conducts are evaluated through general rules. For Dewey, however, the reality is something flexible, contingent, in which individual and social are immersed in a pluralistic universe; on the other hand, Dewey admits a universal existence of certain generalized trends, which suggest something as a kind of experimental metaphysics. Democracy, then, is for him the most functional way of interacting between the person and his social environment, in an inclusive manner. This is the reason for choosing Dewey as a methodological paradigm within the boundaries of the Pragmatic Philosophy, once, even though the affinities among J. Dewey, C. S. Peirce and O. W. Holmes Jr., there are some differences among them in logical and epistemological aspects.  Although Dewey, for instance, has been influenced by the logic of the pragmatic method of Peirce, he went beyond his framework, by  leading his ideas toward the concept of necessity, focusing the relations between the logic and the practice in the process of inquiring. In this connection, Dewey had a different vision of the concept of necessity in comparison to Peirce. Since, according to him, when we say that something must be so "the must" does not indicate anything in the nature of the fact, but a feature of the judgment of the fact itself.  As matter of fact, Dewey learned from Peirce the way of interpreting the findings of science, adapting them to organic theories of human behavior. Dewey bent his thought to practical intelligence, applying the experimental logic both to philosophy and law, considering as Holmes said, in the "Common Law", the life of law has not been logic, but experience.  In summary, the logical and methodological contribution of Dewey's Pragmatism is relevant for the understanding of legal decisions. The evaluation of the experience, which emerge from concrete moral situations, open the possibility of formulating experimentally broad and rich hypotheses to deal with the problems of communitarian relationship. According to Gregory Papas, communication and participation and the capacity of sharing together a plurality of experiences makes life more fruitful and its meaning more functional. In Dewey's owns words "to cooperate by giving differences a chance to show themselves because of the belief  that the expression of differences is not only a right of the other persons but is a means of enriching one's own life-experience, is inherent in the personal way of life."

These confrontations among different forms of conceiving and interpreting the mentioned decision of the European Court constitute the core of the legal problem under investigation. The analysis of its consequences for a more realistic meaning of Democracy, according to the pragmatic concept of John Dewey, will be the subject of the present  panel. Comparing the different interpretations and criticisms involved in this decision, it would be possible to clarify more closely the inherent prejudices which emerge from the legal decision-making process. Besides, this pragmatic approach could be used as a tool for searching more functional alternatives, able to build up a new methodology on the field of Law.
