Lecture I.

Toplec:

I shall not begin with an gutline of what 1
propose to do In these lectures

nor with a proof of the existence of the
importance of the matter to be discussed

nor with g defence of the method employed

In fact I think I shall be doing very well
1f 1 succeed in conveylns some apprehension of an
outline of an Important juestlons and its method
In edmmt twelve hours

The questlon roughkly is What 1s knowledge?
Not whether there 1s? Whether there 13 svems to me

a blind alley, an evasion of the significant question,
What is it?

The one preliminary point 1s that the exposition
ls cumulative.

Tonight a basle line of reference: to 1t we
shx1l keep addlng steadily

“ Act of Understanding

L.

Desseription.

Narrative of Archimedes
Delight: a Archimedes b Life of study, research (Hewton)
¢ even backward student occasional glimpse
Unexpected: not "The Thinker”
no rules for significant questions
teachling, wautch class, ahead, in pace, w study
Internally conditioned
anyone can See hear feel taste smell
worrying 1t oubt: define terms, try,
Difference between first occurrence and reret.tion
initlal period of darkness groping
ease facllity at will
Clustering: all about same subjedt -- mastery -- 6bh sense
' mak
Speclalization: that's not my line

Spontaneons and analysed

% arts skdlls crafts techniyue know-how ( Indfen gulde
basls of domestlec cormmerce production politiecs dipl

- maths science phil
(not only understand but also analyse it out -
reproduce In anotheor by talking to him)

Both 1Intelligence - both necessary {concrate aprlications
a matter of adjusting rules to what can be done
here and now)

Analysed provldes simpler and neater examples.

o )




2. Anulysls of an Act of Understanding.

Fodnt s
Link betweon sensible data, imagined rerresentations
and ob jects of thought.

What 1s an object of thought? For the momen% it is
what you can think about but cannot see or imagine.

Point: positlon withont magnitude

Line: Ximam length wlthout depth or breadth

Geometers talk about’'em, think about them, cannot imagine eu

i JJ

How does one reach objects of thought? Wk merial fin'
Imagine cart-wheel; Ask why round (formal, noapaff inst mat |

Definitlon: parrot repetitlion or expression of understanding
necesszary and sufficient for Tuniform roundness,
grasped in Imagined presvntation,

Why are stralght llnes straipght’?

Definition or Postulsate

Lower and Higher Term
Higher 18 constructed by some law or rule rslating
lower terms -- law or rule may be definltinn or postulath

Importance of Higher Terms: exact deductlon F

Inverse procedurs: from what can be d educed to rulse
areas calec 'lated, theorems on simllar trianbles
1f pamallel postulate

Plane becomes higher term.

Surreptitious inslghts in Euclid: 1lst Problem
le incomplete analysis of act of understanding

2. Higher Vlewpoint. ILots of talk and writing. What preclsely 1is
te

Yllustrate by simplest emample: arithmetlc to algebra

Arithmetlc: definitions (one insight for infinite concepts)
deductive expansion {addition tables)
homogensous expansion {new ideas without

modification of old)
(signs, equations, for fractions)

Algebra: rules/governing operations {define them)

operatlons ylelding numbers (number is what can
be operated on to yield a number)

where do rules come from: insight Into doing arithm

Mathematical seriles of higher viewpoints
image - Insight - object of thought - symbol
aymbol ic image - inslght - hdgher object of thought
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4. Explanastory Abstraction: More Technical Analysis of Act of [hAmk4j

Act and Content
Seelng hearing
What 18 seen, what is heserd...

I=

b Sensible datum: contunt of act of seeing hearing touching..
Image: content of act of Imagining :
Idea: content of act of understainding Insight seeing the point |

grasping the issue, catching on, knowing why, knowing the reason cause

Concept: content of aect of conceiviug defining thinking E
considerlng supposing meaning

H
¢ Abstraction: improper, seeing rrescinds from sounds
proper, applied to ideas and concepts
Source of distinctlons: significant insignificant; relewant ;
irrelevant; essential incldental; common propser; universal particular
Two kinds: explanatory; heuristle, anticlpatory

Koy step: exact grasp of idea,”of content of insight /Ldea
appeal to personal experience; hlimd : color :: stupid:
if you get hold of it, ok; ifi not, flung; Ar dlways ¢ld

Example 1: circle, 1ist concepts. if radiequal no bumps poss il |

list image
possibility, necesslty; not in general

Idea = pre-conceptual, intelliglble form emergent in sensible dat
Example 2: counting ang so forth" = grasping rule

not grasping general rule, arith progr, geneeal; childP

Basically abstraction is adding, enrichment

Second moment: relavant significant vss irrelevant insignificant
Third moment: thinking it, defining; automat.ically abstract

Essentlal: what 1s necessary for expression of 1dea
Incidental: what may or may not be added to expresslon of idea

Theorem: similars are simllarly understood

aliter, difference in insight suproses significantly
different data.

Eg. at end of assemply line: same principles of constr & operatn |
For different Insight, need for different data ;
Holds even 1if one ondy, eg evolution; if similar, then same I1dea

Universal: essential as valld for all similar instances
Particular: Instance itself

indeterminate: imagined only, mts about Shangri-la
determinate: also glven, Everest Vesuvius Mt Royal

d Emplrical residue: what 1s always left behind iIn all cases
of abstraction: Instance, interference of different laws, continuum,
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5. Explanatory 8ystem

a Explanatory system 1s a related set of explanatory abstractions
Domain of date, images; set of insights; ordered set of
concepts; ordered series of propositions,

‘ue Ay

b To each idea there pwrtains a set of concepts; circle, poaiﬁkinﬁ&

c Ideas need not be lsolated: circle str line plane between
add subtract multiphy divide pow roof
a Primitive and derlved concepts.

Derived: defined by primitive, trianpgle, 3-slded fipgure ete

Primdtve: terms and relations; relations fix terms; terms
fix relations; both from idea; both simultaneous

Hence need for leap into new subgect, department

Leap needed for discovery, lInvention

Necessity of techn.cal terms

e If primltive are higher terms, then derilved higher
In Euclid, derived that rest on str line, cirele, plane are highr
f Primitive and derived propositions

Primitive: definitions, postulates, common notlons
Derived: anything you ean prove from primitive; syllogism

& Mastery: analysed
Set of Insights; set of primitive terms and propositions;
sets of derived terms; sets of deductions
Where others only ses multiple incidental particular cohntingent
where others just read and pron unce the words
where othcers just gape at symbols
acquired mastery w.thout heasitation
grasps unity In multiplicity, essential over-ruling incidental,
univ.rsal illustrated In particular, necessary relating contingent
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Empirical Method: Two Phases 1 Classlecal 2 Statistlcal

8 Possible explanatory systems: as many as sets of definltions
and postulates ylelding derived terms and derived proposltions.
Empirical method: selection of possihle explanatory system
that fits the data, the data of an assimned domaln.

b Two basic princliples: exclusion; relevance.

[} Exclusilon: only systems that involve precisely defined
gensible difference
There 18 a problem of choice between system A and system B
1f A implles sensihle datum P whers B implies sensible datum Q
where P and Q are defined by systems A and B.
Pair of scissors: ellminate what cannot be settled; and
80 able to settle 2ll questinns that can arise.
Observe that field left to philosophy; eg whut 1is necessary
In every system.

d Relsvance: more diffaicult

"Hypotheses non fingo" yet it was a hypothesis, has been rewised

What was Newbton's meaning?
a' Descartes' thoory of vortices
b' Newton on ether; precise 780,000 ad rare and as elastic as alr
precise implisktions if distr.ibuted according to inverse square
explain gravitation, luminous phenomena; yet for Newton just

¢' Understand cart-wheel: what for? materially? efficlently?
Galilei: what 1s free fall in vacuum? constant acceleratlon
Kepler:; ellipse, ar-a-time, mean distance -- period
Newton: G, so that deductlon of plan.tary satellite comet pro ject
d' "hypothesis" meant not mersly formulation but primarily

additional data that were not obzsrved.

a' Must the higher term be mathematical? Cirlce Ellipse Acceleration
Pure mathematlcism: Copsernicus, Kepler, Descartes
Empiricism: Gilbert, Boyls

bt What is mass? It is a higher term. It is not mathematical.

admit exrerimental proof.

their higher terms are empirical conjugate terms.

a hypothesis. Why?
'

There is another aspect.

Masses are what stand in certain relations that are esthblished
experimentally. Levek,/halance, impact, free fall.

Not "heavy" "1ipht" "weipht"; no direct experience; mass

1s a term defined by experimental relations between maases.

Cp, "B" and "H" deflned by Clerk-Maxwell's equutions.

Hypotheses non fingo means: 1) use hipher terms 2) thers
are non-mathematical higher terms 3) such non-mathematical
higher terms are not to be confused with appeal to "occult
qualities" "uhobserved data" etec.

Princliple of Relevance.
Terms are conjugate when they are defined by thelr relatlons.
Con jugate am terms are empirical when their defining relations

Explanatory systems are relevant to empirical Inquiry when




- Empirical Method, Classical Phase 2 i

Further questlon: Must therelations be mathematical?

It 1s asserted: post-Ne-tonian mathematlclism.

It ia not empiri- Iimplled 1In notion of higher term,
conjugate higher term, emplrical conjugate hlsh.r term.

Seems to be secondary principle of relevante that
requires ralations to be mathematical with decreasing stringency
as one advances from physics to chemlsatry, from chemistry to
blology, from biology to human scisnces.

Chemistry deflnys hundreds of thousands of compounds by
m-re hundred svlements, Defines elements by pattern of relatlons
of perlodic table. Purlodic table not a mathematical series
though with many mathematical aspects and relations

Necessity of petting beyond mathematlcal explorted by ,
loglcal theories of scienes, Strong on defininitions, postulates, 1
derived terms, deductions. Wesak on connection with datajy.
It Yecorresponds"

Heuristic Abstraction

Heuristic notlon: g unknown b employed in making it known.
eg 2 and equation involving x

“Baslic heuristic notion "nature® : a unknown, what will be
known when I understand; b employed in ruachinn understanding,
for simllars simlilarly understood

The "nature” of "red" is what I will know when I understand
"regd": virtus dormitiva.

Oth.r names: "such as to..." "sort of thing that..."
"unspec ified correlation™ "indeterminate function"

I
Applied to g senslble similarity b simllarlities of !
conjunction, separatlon, sequence, proportion, sequences of l
proportions, ete. etecs Curve fltting
Bold stroke and successive approximation.
Settle law of free fall; then account for air resistance, fricti
Boyle Glarles Gay- Lussac Van der Waal

Revision of initisl classifications: from sensible simllarity
to eriterla of relevance, significance

Succwsslon of revisions: new conjugate terms, but conjugate
as such invarlant; now laws, new correlations, ground revision.

Flxed in process of revising 1s sensible similarlty; it 1s
the control for inquiry, verification, application.

Heurlstic abstraction: dynamle structure of g nature plus
sensible similarity b conjugates In successive systems.

Empirical method, a method of ever c¢loser approximation to
complete account of data that are plven.




ri Eﬁﬁirical Method - Transition: Laws and Events.

y L 1, Abstractlve character of observation and experiment

Observatlon: conceete observer and concrete situation
but from a viewpoint (department, suppose rest of sclence,
W th an objectaive (settle precisely defined 1ssuse o
not exhaustive but selective (viewpt objectilve :
results in languuge or symbolism {both absatractive

Experiement: lab conditions; make concrote approximate

to 1d4eal plan of operations
exact measurements, but made many times, probable mean
concrete materisls, but supposed to satisfy theoret definitions
concrete instruments, but supposed ideal, schematic structure
exp repeated many times; results win margin of error

Therefore obs & exp no good. NO. But abstractive; a.m to
determine explanatory system

2. Laws, in abstract, absolutely stated
in concrete, caeteris paribus; necessity of law does not make
success of demonstration Inevitable. Mater oversights other
factors c¢an Iintervene.

What doos cacteris paribus mean?

Determinist: if you lmow all the laws and all the data,
th.n you can predict with ceriftude

le caeturis paribus means outside does not Interfere; if
everything considered then nothing to interfers

concrete = totality of abstractions

Determinist translates Latin correctly. Proximate
re<ference 1is to exvlude outside interference. Ultimatse alm
1s that all svents within closed area occur according to law.

Exclide double occurrence. Chemical exp & fall of plaster.

Knowledpge of all laws and all data does not exclude
duble occurrences, colncidences

Possible to reduce double occurrence to earlier c¢oincidence
but reduction 1s caeteris -aribus
-ﬂﬁﬁ . Take an initlal sitnationy N dlstinct elemenus; as many
' colncidonces as comblnations
Fature coincldences deducihle from initial coincidences
0 but separately, one at a time, corrected by interferences from
other coincidences

Determinist notion of sclence utterly fanciful: information
correct to n decimals, messy interferences, etc.

Misconception of concrete: 1t is not a full set of abstractlons
Mlsconc.ption of explanation: initlal situation unexplained,

o ' and so all subsequent concrete explanatiens sit equally unexplalned
irrelevant to world in which we llve:! nothing In conclusions
that not in premises; something in subsequent not in prior situationsj
. Misconcertion of science. Prophot predilecfing miracies 1s not

science. Science is comprehensive. Grasp of whole by clustering
insights, mastery.
If sltuations deduclble, then conjugate; defined by laws
relating A to B, B to C; if conjumate, then abstract.
Every single occurrence according to law
Every coincidence reducible to other coincidence
But still science is not determinist.

e . ) _._-___...,_ﬁ_____._ﬁ___i - o .
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Statist¢ca1 Phaae

- not/

What is a chance aggregate? Some indeterminacy, Where?

3

=2

e

not necessarily in data or in description of data
slow-motlon picture of dice
possibility of assigning tra jectory and momentum of every movement
but not possible to assign law governing relatlions between
successive elements
just oprosite of classlcal suprosition: some day some ons will
succeed In discovering such a law

de chance ageregates exist?

how ¢an one tell until one knows all the laws?

Emplrical Method. Not abstract logic but deed and fact,
trial and error. Classical law becausc it works. Dltto.

Agalin, rid xiz empir meth of assumption. Either systematlc
or non-systematic.

Not only rid of assumption, but ready to study eventa; as
shown, events are not covered solely by laws,

Empirical method involves alternative complementary phase.

Probabilaty = intelligibility of stanistical phase.
Chance agpregate means agmregate as not understood
Probablility agsrepgate means same as understood.
Whatis the insight involved?
General Form of Insight. Op definition of cirele, result.
Data: not qua similar but qua together and successive
field of coincldences
Data of events: two aspects a subject to law b occur caeteris pary
systematic element and non-systematic element.
Probubllity = dlvergence of concrete from systematlic must
be non-systematic, Were it not, it would/diverge.

Concrete Illustration.

fusting dice, 36 possibllities

No systematlic Influence favoring any of ¥ 36.

Reasonable expectdbdon g there 1s no ressonsble expectation '
of any one of 36 rath.r than any other b therse cannot be
systematic divergence for any one of %6 80 that regularly it
occurs oftener than 1 iIn 36 throws.

A poateriori frequencies,
A general formulsj adaptations of Laplace Poisson Gauss.
Observations, curve fitting, removal or trends.

More goneral formula: Quantum theory,
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Data, Images, Percepbs.

1. We cannot understand wlthout understanding something.
Ergo, there has to be a component in lMmowing that
1s presupposed and complemented by inquiry and insight,
Ergo, definltion of data, imames, percepts by relation
of presuprosition and complementation to inquiry and iusight.

2. Distinction of data and lmages: first approxlmation.

Distinction between maths and emplrical sclence:
msthematiclans do not care whebher there are perfect circles;
operate from Images. Empirical sclentists check anainst data,
correct revise to maximum conformity with data.

3. Free and perceptual imapes. Second appoximation.
Free: can be produced more or less at will,
Perceptual: Integravions of data with memorles and

anticipations.

Will the third step up support welght. Yes, p.rceptual.
No, free.

Flow of percepts: Function of a living subject dealing
efficiently and economlcally with enu ronment b flow of (ata

¢ corrections of g by b (going down another step when already on floor

eg. succeelve tones, melodies; successive syllahles,
s.ntences; rectanguar box (p.rcept, as made; datum, as drawn)

4, Data and image: third approxim.tion.
Emplirical sclence not concerned with system of
flow of percepts of physicists, chemists, biologists.
Spontaneously integrated animal or men has to recede;
desire to und.rstand has to take charge; difficulty of scientifiv
obs.rvation.

Datum: the residual presentation when all m.mories and
anticipations removed.

5. Data of conseciousn.ss: acta of seeling hearing, imagining,
des.iring fearing, Injuiring undersvanding conceiving reflectinmg
Judglng choosing
Direct und : sensible data 3: introsp und : data of conse
No difference ;ua understanding; begin from experience
of understanding; relate to inquiry, presentat.ons, concepts,
in process of maths, c¢lass phase, statist phase
Same type of progressa: more accurate definihions
Limiting experiences: constructs also experienced;
identity of experimenter, experimented on, experimentation.

6, Data images purcepts are ineffable.
Without distinction relation identification
H“be Fine@a e ¢°I-:r¢J;-- 6...r Wl-d‘;\d




Things ‘ :

le Indigitating account of meaning: elements, compounds,
plants, animals, menk, etc.

2 Subst. form: that by which thing 1s one and identlcal.
Grasped in data as Insivances. Idea.
Permanence: ldentity in tomporally distinet data;
identity prior.
Bubject to error: 4 or 100 elements.

S Proportionate thing: data given to us,
Eech datum: 1) an instance 2) similar to others 3)
together and success.ive w others
From each viewpoint, distinet understanding
Since data same: complementary insights of same object
Since insights complementary, formulations complementary.

4. Unity and identity (idea) to something (concept)
Differentlation by descriptive or conjupmate terms;

by probable expectatlons; idAdividual, revert to data.
Unity and ildentity: presupposed by inguiry (change

not annlhilation, substitutlon, advent), by verificetion, application
S Invariants: identity, conjugate, frequency.

Se Historical Contact.
Ar. Categories: First and Second Substance (ousia) &
Met Z, What is substance, cumulative to chap 17
What is man = Why are these the dnta of a man
to ti estlv te ti nv elvai
gor 1: Our mode of Inguiry and learning irrelevant to knowledge
of non-composite belngs. vs. Platonists.
Cor 2: Whenever unlty, not like heap, then bes.des elements
there is form, prineiple, nature, that 1s cause of being
Earth and fire: flesh.

Explanatory syllogism In 1limit,
Disc illuminated, always disc; moon phases.
Because moon 1is spherical, it runs through its phases.
M ground of P in S.
Eliminate conceptual, M and S, S data, M 1dea, P is Subst,

Definition: same date understood as "animal™ "rational" "ma
Formal predication: further insight, "mortal"
Syllopgisme k%% further Inasight w middle ternm
Inherence: same data understood in complementary
fashion; conjugates expectations "inheee" in substance; inherence
nothing to do with pin.cushion.

Flrst substance: unlty and ldentity grasped in data
as lInstances.

Second substance! something differentlated by descriptive
or con jugate terms.
' Reveralon to sevnse or imagination for singular.
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Analysls of Judgment.

1.

2a

4'

Structure of Knowing.

1.
2e
3
4.
Se
Ge

prove, peorsuade t0 present 1udgment.

7.

totality of trus N

8.

gither gmeneral and vague; or precise but particular.
trees.

Reflective Understanding.

Le

possible and ratlonally necessary.

2o

I @ oo
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Utterunce, Sentencs, Proposition.
Two attitudes twewards propositions.

Division of propositions as division of judsgments.
Universal purticular singular

Absolute or prsdicative

Affirmative or negative, categorical or modal
Simple or compound {conjunctive, hypothetlcal, causal, disjunctvqg

Direct and indlrect content
Prorer and borrowad content

Questions for intellligence and questions for reflectlon.

Level of experience, of intellirence, of reflection.
Introspectlon and reflection; former a genevallzatlon.
Levels related by presuprosition and complementation
Total and partial Increments of knowing,

Relations between total incrementa: Logilcal, Plalectical

Influernce of former insishts on present insight.
Influence of former judgments on present judpment.
Former judgments elucldate, clarify, qualify, substuntitte,

Present total incrhment a tiny fragment w respect %o
agments

Habitual character of knowing: only one judgment at a time;
Woods or

We want to contemplate. We can only add.

Insight, meetlng question for reflection, making judgment
grasps sufficiency of evidence; problem, What 1s sufficient?

Sufficent evidence s virtually unconditioned
Distinguish absolutely and virtually unconditioned.
Jllustrate virtually unconditiored in

syllogistic inference

analytle proposit.ions

concrete judgments of fact [Importance of Newman]
emplrical goneralizations -




acéﬁ;f.ﬂhmm‘“‘,;,*wm.ﬁﬁv:“pr‘ T AT T G o g e e e e e T TR R A .-.-_.,_«.-_--,-..‘1.';—-.’:«?;_’?{“"‘_‘:355;;"?:;_;‘ﬁ?.@:ﬁ?,;?‘;ﬁ!{;fﬁ‘:w%mwu_\, e

Corollaries to Analysls of Reflective Insight.

l. Syllogism 1is 1) not starting point for infinite regress
but 2) exhibition of virtually unconditioned.

2. There is no need for infinite regress, for there are
analytic proposit.ons and judgments of fact of equal validity
to syllogistic inf.rence

%« Distinguish iInference 1} as rule governing process of
propositions (calculating machine) and 2) as materlals prepared
for reflectlve understanding and judgment.

4, Escaplam of ultimate appeal to loglec technigue method rule
contrivance.

Ultimate appeal has to be to inner acts, p rsonal acts;
your knowledge is your responsibility.

Bear wltness to truth. You cannot impose ik,

5. All judgments have ulvimately the same basisz; virtually
uncondit ‘oned.

Kinds of evidence vary; possibility of exrressing evidence
varles. Act and eriterion invariant.

6. Opinions, 1f Jjudgments, reduce to virtually uncnnditioned;
eg best avallable scientific opinion, ie sguures with known
relevant data

7. Kant: analytie and synthetic a prliori.
Both presupiose insight: analytic seems to be covert
Insight.
A1l hodles arc extended: some hold thut some bodies are
poirts with dynamle properties; others hold that Imaglnation
Irrelatant to invisible, Impalpable; hence all imagined hodies
are extended, la true, but 1t 1is disputable thut all are imaglnable.

8. Real issue: existence theorem.

Anyone may define terms and set up analytic propositions
ad nauseam.,

Aquinas T IT 66 b 4m: conclusions to principles; prirnciplesa
to terms; terms to wlsdom

Wisdom = Habitual cluster of reflective insights with
respect to ultimates.

Existence theorem of mathematics: define; consistency
{perhaps coh.rence to be regquired, less than construct, more than
conslstency)

Existence theorem of emplrical selence: definitive Insights;
le succession of thesis, antithesis, hipher synthesis till highest
pos sible covering all data reached,

Existence theorem of rhilosophy: coming to it eventually 2?9
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Corollaries to Reflective Insight (continued)

9. Kant's criterion for valid use of categorles; schematiam
of 1lmegination.

Excludes theorles not rules fo» constructing images, eg
relativity, quantum theory,

Mistake: overslght of grasp of virtually unconditioned;
1t makes judmment rationally possible and rationally necessary.

10. Eantlan Transcendental Dialectic,

Supposes unconditioned subse -uent to judgment; error.
Hence Hegelianism.

1l. Fundamental Importance of Newman.

Gonerete judgment of fact, key to knowing existence, being in
act., ‘

The Pure Desire to Know.

l. Dodire: quostion in words; question conceived; wonder prior
to conception, to judgment, to direct or reflective insight.
Des.ire to understand, to reach truth.

2. Desire: Pure; Inhibited; Relnforced.
Inhibited, uninteréstad In understanding, in truth.
Reinforced, interested but onlv up to a point and for
sake of somethang else; practical. Can't make value or utility
ultimate, prior to truth; for utility or value make may be mistaken.
Pure: disinterestedness of understanding or sclence or truth.

5+ Range of pure desire,

A1l gquestions we can 1) not answer but 2) ask.

All concepts and judsments presuppose desire to know;
range of pure desire e7jual to range of possibvle conception amd
Judgment.

But we can conceive unlknown, unknowable; we can affirm
that A 1is unknown and B unknowabla.

Hence range unlimited.

Qe Can there net he something so allent o our modes of
knowledge that we cannot conceive !t in any fashion?

A. We ask about that. Thor.fore range unlimited.

4. Gonfirmed: transcendental illusion; positivists terra incognita.

5. Confirmed: virtually unconditli oned; absoluteness of truth
(anyone anywhere any time either will agree or be mistaken)

6. Sclentific inquiry suproses disinterested orientation,

not inguiry into flow percupts {interested) but Inquiry into
data.

7. Erpor: Interference with pure desire from inhibiting and
reinforcing desires,
If intelligent, If unconditioned, then true, objective
If interference, subjective, erronsous.
Not argulng; think it out for yours lf; if this incorrect, R -

then 1t would be right 1if due to subjective Interferemce and erronecusf
if due to pure desire,




Radlcal Intellectuel Convsrsion.

L. Intellectual conversion: turning from what seems Xoxa
to what is.
" Incidental: from a particular error to a particular truth
Radlcal: making explicit and deliberate the pure deaire
acknowledging existence and influence of inhlb reinfor
effectinz transition from spontaneous to explicit,
deliberate, effectively combative pure desire.

2. Not any doctrane: if doctrine correct, then that results
from pure desire.

Not any method technique: 1f correct, then becuuse based
on pure desire.

Not any list of fallacles: If fallaclous, thunb ecauss
contrary to pure desire.

3 Immedlately applicable: not something that we can begin
only after something else 1s done; takes everyone Just as he ls.

Completely general: against every error qua error; not an
adherence to some truth, but an adh.rence to principle whence
truth reached

Solld: no danger of it being a mask for some particular
favorite doctrine, favorite method, etec,

Invulnerable: to object is %o appeal to ohscurantism, to
stupidity, to silliness.

4, Contrast wlth Descartes' univ.rsal methodic doubt.
a Unreascnable, equal susplclon for true and false,
b Fake, effective doibt would result in mental infancy;
acquired habits of mind do not awailt our bldding to vanish
¢ Excesslve commitment: doubt everything mesns prove everything;
but sclentists, techuiclans, common sense do nt sxpect everything
from philosorhers: c¢laim to omni-competence results in charge
of incompetencs
d Gllson, Le role de la punsee medievals dans la formation
du systeme cartesien, Parls 1930, pp 184 ff: universal doubt
a technijue to prepare way for hiphly implausible system.
8 Descartes did not r.turn to mental infancy, hecome pre-Socratic.
T Carteslian assumption of deductive method provldes ratlonale
for universal doubt; risk all to gain all.
But if deductive method doubted, then doubt hecomes unreasonalbe;
in general, either not universal or else unr.asonable; becaase
either undoubted reasons for doubting or not.
Cartesian program was a universal commitment: &) cogito b)
God ¢) divine attributes d)} deduction of principles of mechanics

5, PFunction of Radical Conversion.
Logical: bludgeon against obscurantism stupldity silliness
Psycholopglceals pull out of orddntation of flow of rercepts;
memorles and antlcipations added tod ate, not from ori.ntation of
pure desire to know, but rroximately from orlentation of efficiently
and economically dualinp with environment.
pull out of attitude that world of sense is
criterion of reallty; of deprec.tory remarks about bloodless ballet
of categories; of utllit&rianism, pragmatism of spontaneous type;

head for whatever ls intelligently concelved
and rcasonably afflrmed
Aqulnas: natural desire to see God.
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Notion of Belng

1. Being is objective of pure and unrestricted desire to kunow. 2
a because pure, what 1s intellisently srasped and reasonably affirmedig
b because unrestricted, Includes whole univ.rse in all parts, '

aspects, relations.
Hence, "Apart from being, there is nothing."

2. Colleectlvely, A and B and C... Absolutely universal
Distributively, A or B or C.... Absolu ely concrete
In both cases becauss it presciuds from nothdng whatever.

3 Notion: any distinguishable factor in knowing; hence also g
desire, orlentation, as well as actual insight formulation judgment i
Pure notion: desiwve-itsedf unrestricted desire
spontaneous: the desire itself
reflective: being is deflued by concéddving 1t as objective of
pure and unrestricted desire.
Composite notion: the desire in conjunction with elements
towards andwers or with answers.

o~

Composition is manifold;

pure desire with questions that express desire

pure desire with materlals for gquestions

pure desire with answers to questlons

answers that through pure desire lead to furth.r questions.

1240 |or®

o

¢ Plato, "If you ask hecause you do not know the auswer,
will you kmawxkke recognize the answer when you get it?%"
Process has begun; wlll proceed In determinute fashion to
reach r.sult under determinate conditlions.
What s log of root minus one?
To what power must "e" be raised to obtaln "i": a number
that according to rules will reach another number.
Answer 1g new, yet not entirely new.

how

d pure desire linked with materlals through question
Distingulsh formulauted question and desire 1ltself
"wonder" the beginning of science; Ar. on diagonal

Ar. Agent iIntellect; Th., Light of Intellect; Kant "Original
synthetic unity of apperception" Dynamie, Connection w God, Unity

5. Pure Desire 1) penetrates all contents 2) places each in
context of all others 3) open to ever further acquisitions 2
Penetrates: 1f sensdng, thinking, etc., something sensed, thoughtlg
Places in coutext: partial into total increments; answers into [§

views, doctrines, departments, systems; questions arranged by
methods, techniques, ete.

Opren to ever more: unrestricted.

6. Pure notion 1s uniform; composite notion is protean
Uniform: one and same desire for intelligibility and abeolute
with unrestricted range.
Kantain trenscendental illusion: supposes existence of desire
but denies possibility of answering. Positivist, ditto.

Composite kmewimg notlon protean: varies with what individual
knows or thinks he knows.
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7. The composite notion is self.defining.
Being 1s universe; a being is what nertains to unlverse.
But what 1s universe? Depends upon your formulations and
Jjudgments; and these are part of composite notion of being.
Materialist, phenomenalist, 1dealist, essentlalist.

Philosophy = Strategle set of judgements determining
general character of unlverse

elther directly, eg materiallsm, Platonilsm, etc.

or indirectly, via theory of knowledge

Radical Intellectual conversion a) is universally acceptable
inasmuch as no one claims exact exrression of his philosophy to
be false b) provides a starting point towards reaching a
philosophy

Belng 13 g objective of pure and unrestricted desire to
know and b what is to be known thro:gh totality of true judgments
mefaphys positey/(if radical intellectusl conversion) ¢ 1d cul competit esse, once/

8. "Being" and "not being" are disjunctives; but "¥nowing being"

and "knowing nothing" are not disjunction.

Because many stages in knowlng: throush partial to total
Increments,

Distinguish 1) being, 2) known being, 3) fullt erm of
meanirg , 4) formel term of meaning, 5) potential term of mealing.

Belng: what 13 to be known by totality of true judgments

Known being: what 1s known by true 3judgment

Full term of meaning: what &s affirmed (truly or falsely)

Formal term of meauing: what is thoupht considered suprosed
(wkthdut being affirmed or denied truly or falsely)

Potential term of meaning: raw materials on l.vel of experience, |

9. ~ Composite notion of being is analozous.
Notlon is analogous 1) if component elements 2} if relation
between components and 3) if this relations defines notion.
Notlon of being has components "Is 1t?" and "It is."
There is a relation between them!: esseutlal to existential
This relation defines composite notion, 1) without it "being"
1s not known, 2) with 1t, being is Ilmown, 3) it alone 1s common
Y ' to different iInstances {John's essence 1s only John's, his
! ~existence is all his and no one else's, and no abstractions are.)

Is pure notion analogous or univocal

Hight be thought univocal, from unity of desire

Mlght be thought analogous, from division of questions into
qQuestions for intelligence (essentisl aspect) and for meflection
(existential asyect)

Properly 1s neither analogous nor univocal, for these divide
concepts, and pure notion 1s not a concept but the root ofrall
in-uiry, reflection, insight, formultaton and Judgment

10, Belng 1is differcntlated from within.
~‘} Outside belng there is nothing; if difference nothing, then
no difference, and so identity.
Being not & genus: genus and difference are first objeckts
of thought; being 1s order of object of thought to object of
affirmation,

LL. egel: belng is ohjeqt of thqupht without determinst. content:
g&&?gg,%o, PES%GS intd ﬁnothingﬂ.? RefIlects Kantlan error on ’

‘Z - _ ° o LA
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; ~1. Pour "pure"posltions, to be discussed immediately; variatilons
“on this basic theme, to be considered later.
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a Realism: object 1s what 1s known In trus judgment; hence
Tobject” and "being" are equivaleutt erms.

b Relativism: no true judpments; hence object 1s comprehensive
cohorence; knowing 1s process towards ideal of full underqtadding
of everything, ideal to be approached rether than r.ached; "true’

and "false" said not absolutely but relatively; one opinion i&s
more or @dss true than another.

c Empiricism: both judglng and understandlng are sub’ectlve
activities congejuent to krnowing; first one knows; then one sesks
adVantage, til}y practical value of iIntelligent mastesy
Rigorous empliricism is conflined to level of experilence, to
Ineffable data as ineffable; Bergson, duree pure; concepts a
falsification, simplification of real, which is flow of experlence.

T . IemrTEyp—— TT e e g ) 37 et . 1 7 Taon ot
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d Obscurantism: experience as well as understanding and judgmernt
are activities of sub ject.

0bject is what ls Ingpenptly of subject; 1t is "really real”
"out there" whether or not it is known. It is "thing in itselrf"
not the thing as known but the thiug apart from being krown.
It 1s what 1s left #xom the knowing Ls subtracted and just the
known is left. A

AT

- P e

2, Rei'lection on pure positions.
a Pure becaunse based on structure of knowing.
b Radical intellectual conversion commits us to realism;

for congeradon ds to intellimently prasped and reasom bly affirmed,
therefore to what 1s known 1in true judgment.

c Relativism: misses notlon of virtually uncondit.oned.
Criticlsm difficult, becausse difficult to make relativésm
a convineing position before refuting it.
Against relativism 1) there is criterion for sbsolute
judgmenvs 2) such judgments do ocecur

a Emplricist: activitles of understanding and reasowableness
are sald to be subjlective; ontolorically, true for vhey occur
in subject; but epistemologically and criteriolopgically false,
for what is meant by "sub'ective" is interference with pure
desire to understand and affirm.

One cannct Intellipently reject Intelligence or r-asonably
ro ject rcasonableness.

] Obscurantist confuses a property of/object, namely, that
Tt 1s r.ached through unconditxoned, affirmed absolutely with
universal validity and b question what is object
Dilemma: 1is thing-in-itself being or nothing. :
If being, then why all the obscurity in place of curefully defined§
If nothing, then why not be open about scepticism. :
Obscurantist 1s a confused empiricist.
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Notlon oﬂ Objectivity

3+ Characteristlecs of realist notion of objectivity

a All objects are Ymown in essentially same fashion, through
exparle co, formulution, jJudgment.
?Em“ is actual knowing of self, "It is" 1s actual knowing of "

b The realist viewpoint 1s absolute. Evervything is object.
For "being" is objiect; and apart from belnes thers is nothdng.
¢ On realist v;ewpoint there is no contrast or opresition

Detween "subject™ and "ob ject"

For everything 1s object; if subject "4s" thenjobject in
same sense and known in same manner as any other object ir
subject "1s not" then nothing to be known.

Startlling because potentlal formal and actual knowing:
self as consclous, intclligent, r.flective in potential knowing
affirms self actually; only latter object in present sense because
only latter igdknown being,

a On realist viewpolnt opposition is not between subject and
object but between subjectivity and objectivity

Subjectivity - Interference with working of rure desire

Objectlvity - pure desire unfolds without subjlective bias.

e Realist ohjectivity 1s transcendent.

Object 1s being, everything, all of everything,

Nothing left over from whibh to cross; no possibility of
immanence.

Object is belng; but differentlation of being from within;
hence "I" and “thing" are known throusgh differvntiating "being".

Knowledpme of subdeet real subject, real object, and real
distinction 1s set of judsments.

"I am" "1t 1s" "I am not it" "I kake these judgments.’

by Possgslbllity of transeendencs.

Unrestricted, through unconditioned, to absolute.

lumen intellectus nostri est participatio quaadam cresta
luclis increatae; Thomlst transposition of Augustinian vision of
sternal reasons In incommutable light.
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fonfrontationiam

1. We have presented "knowing" as fact, perfection; as
rising on successlve levels from potential to formal, from
formal to actual; as absolute and transceddent and therefore
ob ject ive.

There 1s an opposed view that takes on many forms.

Roughly: XKnowing is or should be "taking a look." The
look may be sensitive perception, or presentatlion of sense
data, or some intellectual intuition.

More accurately, confrontationism is
a affirmation that "kmowing" 1s complete prior to judgment;
Judgment merely certainty, expliclt awareness, that already
one lnows; it is affixing rubber-stamp on knowing that as
Imowing 1s already complnte. Qx4
b supposition thut "mowing" 1s essential, duslistic; subject
and ob jsct are confronted and ohject becomes rresent to subject.
& axiom: to analyse knowledge, to consider "imowing" simply
as fact and perfection, to attempt to work out from properties
of thut fact and perfection why it is objective, 1s impossible
undertaking; to analyse knowing 1s to eliminate it; to take it
apart 1s to make it 1mpossidble to put pleces together again.

2. Historical Illustrations of Gonfrontationlsm,

8 Plato: we know universals; therefore there subafst universal
objects, The Forms, Ideas, Eidn.
b Plotinus: One, Nous, Soul: "One" 1s beyond knowing, because

knowing 1s dualistic, Cp. Aristotle's & unmoved mover.

[] Augustine: truth is not without, not by taking look at

sensible objects; it is within; rather 1t is above, seeling

eternal reasons in chanpgelsss intellivible 11ght.

d Avicenna: {Ibn Sina). nature in thing somehow nelither

iniversal nor particular (Cf Gilson, Avicenne et le point de

depart de Duns Scot, Arch. dthist. 1itt1 doct . MA,

] Scotus: knowing presapposes 1) object 2} present to subject.
"species" impressed on intellect is present universal object
rajectlon of insipht Into sensible or imagined presentatlons

because you cannot lnow intellipible Iin sensible, for intelligible

is not there to be looked at.

Intellectual intuition of singilar; necessary to kmow
matters of fact. Op. grasp of Intellligible ldentity in data as
instances.

Voluntarism: elther necessary nexus between concepts aR or
mere fact; hence God elther necessary nexus or else will; but
order of universe, natural laws are not metaphysically necessary;
therefore divine free cholce, first; not obiect of science.
Science reduces to principle of contradiction.
by Ockham ap;lied principle of contradiction to Scotist intuition.
g Nicolaus dtAubrecourt applied same principle to @ckham's
evident lknowledge.

h Gallileo: empirical sclence; prlmary and secondary quslities;
suprosition re objectivity; ep. Aristotle, visible potency, act. :
i Descartess dualism. Hobbes: materialism. Berkeley:subjectivism.§

Newton: ambiguity of "True Motion”: purticle slong visible or
imaginable path; verification of mechanical axioms and definitions,
k Relat1ylty elimina s "path"; quantum mechanics eliminates
particle. Sw. below ¢MA¢WK&1 Mo .

1 Kant, ambi@uity, subjectivism or phenomenalism, N.X.Smith,
subjectivist: necessity of Intultion to give content to Categorles 4
phenomenalist: fallure to grasp unconditioned as condition of judgment §

3

Kant bet on wrong horse: cannot criticize absolute space time, particlej
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(Confrontationism, con'd)

m Ideallam: deninl of counfrontationist thing-ln-itself; failure
To reach unrestricted, unconditioned, absolute, transcendent in
reflection and judgment.

If kmowing is prior to judgment, then judrment 13 mere knowlng
that one knows. But "belng" is attalned in judgment; therefore
"belng" merely means "being known."

n Irrationalism: Feuerbach, Schopenhauer, Kierkegaard, Nietzschs,
philosophiss of action, revolution power, deSpair.

3 Sources of Confrontationlsam.

: Man is born animal; Integrates as animel spontaneously;
prome to make intelliﬂence and reason another organ at service
of animal.

Two orlentations: unlverse of belng by pure desire to know
and radical intellectual conversion; world of sense by flow of
percapts, successful living,

Significance of Platonlst flipght from sense, Pythagorean
five years of sllence, relativity and quantum mechauics.

b Paradox: subject as objiect i1s known actually as any other
object; yet accompanyling this knowing actually thure ls a
Inowing self potentially. Hence confrontation.

[ Technlcal difficulty: lmowing as look is easlly eerseiving
Imegined, easily asserted, aprarently nothing to explein. '
Knowing as act, perfection, calls for diff.icult analysls

that seems supurfluous.

?L B 4, Woakness of confrontation.

a It leads to fletitlous intultions, falsificstions of knowledne,
disappearance of knowing in limmanence, idealism.
b It can be asserted. It cannot be concluddd. No reasons
can be given for mx 1t except assertion that otherwlse knowing
would be Impossible. No reasons can be given, because for
; confrontationist confrontationism has to be primitive and beyong
N analysis or explanation.
1 finite
1 e Object of /confrontat.onist knowing cannot he being.
Being 18 absolutely universal and gbsolutel: concrete; apart
from being there 1s nothing.

i Hence being can be object of omniscisnce and it can be object
: of desire to know all.

It cannot be object of any limited actual knowing, flor no
limited actual knowing 1ls knowing all,

d Confrontationism sets up divergence between truth and
reality.
Truth 1s kmown in judemont; realitv has to be what Is lmown
h‘Ji prior to judgment. Hence confrontatlonism has to substract
proper content of }udgement to rcach real,

] Confrontationism cannot accept radical intellectusl conversion,

Does not consider judgment a constituent factor in knowing; not
to whatever is Intellim. ntly srasped and reasonably affirmed but

to whatever 1) is rresented in confrontation 2) or inferred from
¢onfrontation.

. J.._ —— ——— L . . L e e ..,.‘-‘.— st i
Qi ¢ 0 ;:) I




ML i L S e ey, i 1 2

R BTk G 7 e S, o i e T A R B b e be - ; 1 G L

(Confrontationism con'd) . L | -3

by Confrontationism cannot deal with fact of error.

What is intuited g has to be there to be intuited ® (one
cannot intuit what is riot there) b cannot be corrected by second
intuitionm (why should second look be any better than first,

or 1f better, th.n why not third still better, fourth stlll
bebter, &c.)

Confrontationlsm leads to distinction hetween thing as
known and thing in 1tself.

Gur-kmowledgs- ds—insomplete, de facto.

Pubther looks, intuitions, keep on addInfs & .

Until-locks-are -exhaustive; thing~lh-itself- is unknown

As known, thung is within confrontation. In itaelf,
thing 1s apart from confrontation.

Thing as apart from confrontation 1s thing as unknown and
unknowabls.

Since confrontationlsm cannot have belng as object, 1t
cannot have wvirtual knowledge of whole. It knows merely what
hapyens to be presented, and de facto that 1s not exhaustive.

h Confrontatlonism leads to arbitrariness.

Wh«t are we confronted with? i
Most obviously, sense presentations. If only that, then materislism.j
Essences, then Plato, Avlicenna, Scobus, &c. :
Objects of thought, then ldealism, lmmanence, with reactlon to
irrationallsm.

Only assertion can determine what we are confronted with,
for confrontationism 1s basgically and necessartly mere assertlon.
It re jects the view that objectivity can be something that 1s
deduced from analysis of knowing,
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Mechanical Model

1. Qur analysis: thing 1s identity defined by conjugates, operating i
prob@ﬂpy with ideal frquency, ete. & “Thuus’

ntll recently, scientif:c universe: particles moving about
in eccord with laws 1n absbiute space and tiame.

Understand modern philosophy from Infludnce on it of modern
sclence; from recent advance of scisnce return to phil. perennis.

LT

2. Absolute space: vertical line, parabola, (sun), Unebulae), space
Absolute time: watech, sun crossing meridian, stellar, mathemat
Particle: book, pages flutter, hits on edge corner.

3. Twofold eriterion in Newton.
Motion, observered or imapinable chuuge of place.
Thero 1s motion, if ahst-act mechanics verified in data.

Bucket experiment proves true motion in second sense and not
motion relative to absolute snace.

4. Newtonian 3 dim analysls; imagine or see path; correlate
poaltions in path with corresponding times. Motion as seen or
imaginable change of imapgined places.

Relativity, 4 dim: motlon as-ak 1f abstract mechanics werified
in data.

9« Quanbum: physical systems, observables, stated.
PS 18 lurpge or amall scale entity as distinct from property;
source of 1llght, measuring appllance, electron, ete.
Bbservable: position,momentium, an%‘velocity, energy; construct
éd7pﬁ#f to whlch a number may bgdassigned,
AN State: defined by functions that select 1) possible values
of observables, 2) mean value of observed valaes,ﬁprobability of
any of obs.rvable value.

Particle disappears.

I see s man walking, data in which identity grasped; no
tendency to fit ont identity with imaginable ~ualities and move
1t along with man.

I see phenomena in cathode tube, cleud chanmber, spectrascope,
: pointer readlng; Infer electron; very definite tendency to add
™) - to identity a set of Imaginable qualities.

' Unverifiable, unless electron can be seen.

Whirling dervish: verifiable xin two ways.

Electron spln, oscillation: only inazsmuch a s abstract mechnaics
verifed. :

B Imagination as heuristic: Clerk-Maxwell '
Imagination as rerresentative: no good. Scient.st :s scientist

because hypothesis verified, not because of imapinstion; imagination
for poets artists orators.
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Categorlies of Proportionate Being.

1. The oblect is "being": "esterories" are meneral lines of
cleavage, division, ordering of the un.iverse of being.

a Adeguate object: any being whatever. !
Prorortionate object: the rance of helnps wlth a structure {
that corresponds to jour knowing. Gf, Kant: objedt of‘possible =

experlence. CT Profar cha ﬁ e o I 444“?? M

b Distinguish: descriptive, heuristic, terminal, and dlalectical
categories.

2, Descriptive caterorles: Aristotle's Substante, Quantity,
Quality, Relution, Action, Passion, Place, Time, Posture, Habilt.

8 Descriptive because best suited to natural history.
b Because 1in work, "Categorles," Aristotle appeals mainly

c Because In Metaphysics Z, he Investipates at lensth what
Substance is.

a Because in Physiecs, he studies at length what are Action,
Passion, Place, Time, and rel-tes explanatorily change of Place,
chunge of Quulity, Ghange of Quantity, Generation and Gorruption.

S Weakness of Aristotelddn explanation.
Fact: Aristotelian science superseded. Galileo, Modern Sclence.
Principle: Prior to us are not prior in themselves. :
Nesd to introduce two further trpes: purely heuristlc; and

urely e!plandtory.

o] IO fog ]

Heurlistic Categories.

Questions for Intelllsence and questlong for reflection. =
Questions for reflection: Being, Nothing. Suppose "Determinationy
Questions for intellipence: Suppose "data" end yleld "deter-
inat ions'"s of being.

Data as Instances: What 1s 1t? The concrete unlty and identity
that is, that malres possible investieatlon, verification, applicetion
of theory 1in indtances. _

Data as similar: any similarity {(sensible, of conjunction,
separation, proyortion, se-uence, concomitance, etc.); data as
admitting systematization; Why? How?

Data as in concrete situation (tomether, successive); data
a8 not admitiing systematizatlon; How often? What 1is likely? What
1s to be expected.

Blojloin

5. Terminal Caterories., General Definition.

a Potency, Form, Act.
Form presupposes and complements potsncy.
Act presupposss and complements form.
Potency, form, and act constitute a unity.
Potency, form, and act share a common d.finition.

¢p. Level of experience, intellirence, reflection.

Second pr.suproses und complements first; third presupposes
and complements second.

What 1s experienced, is what wlll be understood; and what
iz understood, is what will be affirmed.

For the tbree, only one definition, formulation; namsly,

on level of Intelligence.
. S e gt
O L
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Gétegories

5« Terminal catesorles (con'd).
b Conjugate, Substantial, Group Form.

Con jugate forms are known hy understanding their relatlons.

Substantial forms are concrete and intelligible unitles
of instances of conjusates.

Group form is emergent probability (rrobahility, because
actual occurrence 1s governed by probabillty; emergent probability,
because events that actually occur affect the expectations of
what is to occur)g.

c Substantial, Con jurate, Group Act.

In general, whet rresuproses and complements form, is one
with 1t, shures a common definition.

Substantlal act 1s exlstence, Existence presupros.s
"unity" "concreteness" "instance". It complements, for what
does not exlst is nothing. It forms unity with what exists.

It shures defintlion with what exists.

Qon jugate act 1s event, occureence, performance, operatlon.
OQceurrences are according to law; presupposes law; complement
law with actuality; media in which laws are kmown; form unity
with law; dufined by lew,

Group act 1is functioning, l.e. totallty of occurrences
as actually realized. Presupposss probabllity, le set of
coinclidences successions; complements prohablility, for it ds
what 1is expected; forms unity with prohability; defined hy ;
probability. |

d Group, con jugate, substantlal potency. _
Group potency 1s the minimums set of substantiasl and !
con jugate potencies, forms, and acts that has to he postulated
to account for functioning through gwanp emergent probability.
Presupposed, complemented, unity, definedqd.
Con jugate pobency: capaclty of substantial lorm to enter i
into Intelligible relations with other substahtial forms. E
Substantlal potency: root of empirical residue, individual,
incidental, multiplicity, non-system:tic dlvernence, congfinuunm,

6. Terminal Categorles. Are they valid? ;
|

a Three elements inevitable 1n knowledre of proportionate beling.
b Three asrects inevitable in data (instances, system, ncmn-syeut‘.c—:m).|
[ Hence three corresponding and complementary 1nsights and :
formulstions, ﬂ
d Duality of form and act corresp 'nds to duality of fact and
Intelligibility. :
8 Buality of form and potency corresponds to duallty of i
Intelligibility and empirical residue. ﬁ
{ Terminal categories: conditions of true propositlons as }
true., i
ﬁ Invariants of emplrical method. :
h Aristotle's use of¥Ypotency form act broader.
7. Dialectlcal Categories,
! Person with Person., I énd Thou, ' o o
B  Sltuation, Understanding, Policy, Action, New Situation. F
i it . o — . R M,:,,.H.; i _nﬁwﬂme._,_.,___..._.f_
_° ) e
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U
Differentiatlion of Being.

gpbogorioss-furthey-romarkse

l. The object is "being"; 1t 1s what 1is lmown through true
Judgment. Bubt what is that?

From the critique of confrontationism, it is clear that
Imagination is not representative of reality but heuristlc.

Hence, study of categorles, 1.e., the ultimates in terms
of which "being" can be described and analysed.

Necessity a for clear and exact thinking aboit things,
persons, angels, God b for dealing with errors, eg relativism
which pushes question back to metaphysics and denles metephysics
to be knowledgs.

2 Inevitability of Distinction between Descriptive and
Terminal Categories.

a Aristotle: 1) "Cetepories"; 2} Metaphysics Z, Physics.

b Tenslon: Pure desire unrestricted; actual understanding

attained only slowly. Descriptive in so far as we do not yet
understand; explanabory, terminal, in so far as we understand
what understanding mesans.

. Inevitabllity of Distinction between Act, Form, Potency.

a Between Act and Form. Act corresponds to the "Yes" of
Judgment; 1t is what can be known only by the "Yes". Form
corresponds to the Intelliglihllity grasped and formulasted by
understanding.

b Between Form and Potency. Form corresponds to the intelligi-

bility grasped by understanding, Potency accounts for the empirical

res.idue, to what is abstracted from in all direct understanding.
Instance, Incldental, non-systematic divergence, continuum.

c Inevitabllity restrictedk to proportionate balngs. Angels
without potency, just act and form, God, pure act,

4. Inevitabllity of distinctlon between Substantial, Conjugate,
2 Each and every datum 1) instence, 2) similur to others,

3} together with others in concrete situation.

b Hence same data understood in three complementary manners.

c Hence three types of form relevant to understanding single
proportlonate being.

d Three types sufflcient: Whut being 1s, whut laws 1t obeys,
what it will do?




S Necesslty of Descriptive Categories.

g As long as undorstanding incomplete, description needed.
b To link conjugates and frequenciles {ahstract) to concrete
need of 1) substsnce 2) defined by conjurates 3) defined descriptively:

~ Need of link to concrete in 1) investiration 2) verification '
and 3) application.sd 4 Rerdien.

6. Dlvergence from Aristotls.

A e

N¥ot In notlon of substance; still add existence as did Aquinas.
Not In notion of terminal categories; Aristotle was not
content with nominal deflnitions of Categorles.
c Not in conceiving terminal catemorics as potency form act,
eg eyes, alght, seeing; Aristotle held sicht-Le-epes-as soul to
animal as sight to eyes. De Anima, II, Metaphysics, IX (Theta)
da Not 1in distinguishing substance conjurate group; Aristotle
distingnished subsatance, accldent, and world theory.
-] Not In principle that Imagiration 1s not representative
but heuristic; Aristotle Insisted that prior to us are not prior
in nature.
f But 1In applylng that princirle to sensible qualities;
Aristotle's notion of alteration vs modern science on sensible
qualitles.

And in extendling probubility to celestial bodies. Aristotle
conceived thelr movements necessary and eternal.

{=a B

7. Significance of the Divergence.

& Scientif i¢ thought has provided undertow of modern philesophies.
Descartes: philosophy to settle preliminaries to his Physics;
& confrontatlionism leading to dualism.
Clear and distinet ldeas limited to mathematics; what is the
"I" of "eoglto ergo sum"; cf. Kant on Transcerdeutal ego, i.e.
logical condition of possibility of exrerience, distirct from
empirical self.
Indubitable, yet Malebranche took refurme in vision of God.

Kant: denial that mechanical model, representative image,
could be confrontationist kmowing of thing in itself.

Inab.lity to reach significance of "being" because of failure
to see that judgment results from grasp of unconditioned.

b Sclentif e thought has undergone a radicul change.

Relativity and Quantum mechanics eliminate representative
images. Only remairing possibility is "being,®

c Anything we can lmow about proportionate being falls under
terminal categorles, in so far as we understand it or anticipate
understanding.

Invarlunts of possible scientific developments.

What are the substances, what are laws, what are ideal

frequencies, subject to possible revision® But the guestions
are not.

1.‘_\




The Starting Point of Philosophy.

1. Radical intellectual conversion: takes anyone anywhere and
advances towards whatever ls intellinsently prasped and reasonably
affirmed.

Philosophy 1s a scilence. It needs a basic set of concepbs
and relatlons. Science cannot be hased on whatever anyone happens
to think, or happens to think important, or haprens .o think
fundamental .

Basic sset of concwpts and relations must be such that:

e

a Relations flx concepts, and concepts flx relations.

) Relations admik ars not free constructions as in mathematica i
but have experlential basls as In emplrical sciences. 3
c Relaticns are univers:1lly accesslble, for sclence 1s ;
unilversally accessible.

da Relatlons have a certaln inevitability; they cannot be

evaded; sclence 1s certaln.

& Relations and concespts must he frurtful; supply a key to

the integration of thw whole sweep of human knowledge.

T Relations and concourts must not be subject to radical

revision; it may be possible to add refinements, developments;
it must not be possible to change the whole shape of the picture,

Thesis: Such a set of relations and concepts is supplled
by analysls of our knowing and the descriptive and terminal
cat.gorles.

2 Part l: It 1s supplied by analyals of our knowing.

a #e began from description of insight but moved on to
analysis; 1. 8+, relating insisht to Imases and inquiry and
definltions and explanatory systems.
End result was a set of terms defined by the relations
of a scheme: level of experlience {sense data, perceptual imsges,
free lmapges; data of consclousness); level of imxgm Intelligence
(inquiry, dairect understanding, formulation); level of reRlection
( juestions for reflection, grasp of unconditioned, judgment).
Each element explained by relations to others int erms of
presupposition and complementation.

b Relutions are experlential.

One cannot ingquire or undwerstand without some prior
presentatlon that 1s m.rely empirical.

One cannot unders®and exactly, reflect, evaluate, judge
und.rstanding without formulation.

One cannot be contont with mere formulation without reflection.

To reflect 1s to demand unconditioned.

Once unconditioned 1s prasped one cannot reasonbly inhibit
judament .

No can avold, expepdence: hermif can cutsdown o igﬂta
soundgq touch, tasta/ odery but hs cannpt el &n te the

No one can intellinently repudlate lrite 1dphnee: -Taith is
susstitution of ggvine in1ellif%§§e fo ultimutédb

No one can fgasonably repudi«te reflsct on?/criggri
udgmenty” jundgments that.result T rom ecriterion.
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Relations are universally accessible.
Everyone haas some expwurience: seelng, hesrling, touching,

tasting, smelling; awareness of these acts. '

Everyone understands something; lmows when he understands;

knows when he does not understand at all; may mistake slight
or incomplete understanding for full and complete.

Everyone knows difference tetween guess, story, tale,

make-bellove, and reasonable affirmation or negation. "Llsten
to reasont"

d

Relations have a curtaln inevitabllity.
Not Cartesian indisputability; not "analytic proposition”;

not deduction from princlple of contradliction. A1l this on
level of judgment, propositions. Questions can arlse about
validity of concepts employed, their preilcss meaning, &c.

Not extrinsic fact, as In scientific experimentation.

If you purform experiment rightly, you will met results; makes
no difference what you think.

But go to root of Aristotellan technique. What ls to be

done wlth disputant that denies principle of contradiction?

Get him to talk. IT.e. Intelliment and reasonable talking will
make a men r.alize that he is committed to principle of contra.
diction. More deepXly, it will make him realize that he cannot
avoid exjerlence, eoffort to understand, formal.tion of what he
understands, reflection and judmment on formulation.

Hermit can cut down on exnerience, hut he cannot elimlnate

1t; he cannot eliminate tripde aspect of all data {instances,
simikar together 1In concrete).

One cannot intellicently repudiate intelligence; and one

is committed by being what one is to reject unintelllgent
repudlation.

One cannot rcasonably repudlute reasonablensss; and one

1s committed by being what one 1s to reject unreasonable rejection.

3'
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Part 2: It 1s supplied by descriptive and terminalcategories.
Descriptive for what as yet is not understond as not understood.
Torminal for what 1s understood or antle ipated as 1ntelligible.

Frultfulness lies in terminal, in-inteli:giébles in account

of proportionate object as understnod.

at

Defined implicitly (cf. defining points and stradght lines

by "Two points determine one and only one stralght line")

bt

Defined with complete menerallty for proportionate object.
Relations embedded 1n correct understand.ng of any object

on which we have data.

Beyond--reviafon,

dﬂ'\SEmbraces all positive science and mathematics,

f

Provides hasis for human science.
Admits development to nstural and dopmutic theology.

Beyond radicul revision.
Would need new type of knowing.
Comblnes empirical with a priori. (Kantian difficulty of

psychologism solved)
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What ls the good of Philosophy?

1. The unrestricted desire to know introduces the
infinlte into human life.

Makes possible knowledge of the universe, conceptlons
and plansfor the good of the universe, the unleashing of vast
human energles in the execution of such plans, attalnment of
such ideals.

Throws into humen desires, fears, loves a component
that can make them terrifying, horrible, dlsastrous, catastrophic
a for the Individual and b for society. Psychoanalysls and
revolut ion. :

2. Knowlng self, like all knowing, may be potential,
formal, actual.

Without successful philosophy, actual and objective
sulf-knowledge 18 extremely precarious.

Subjeet 1s thrown back on exp-rience of self
8 as self-regarding center h as capable of ecstatic devotlon
to cause or person. Oscillates violently between extremes:
a conlempt ofabourgeolsle b materimilst ideal with religlous
devotlon ¢ new bourgeoisie of officials kept in line by delatlon
and purges.

S Pure desire to know 1s transcendence of a stupld
selfishness and b blind and ecsatatic devotion.

Its achlevement is ontolosically in subject, a
perfection of subject; but sisnificantly, pqychologically,
it 1s root of objectivity, impartiality.

Its poal 1s serene and objectlive apprehension of
universe, of s.1f in universe, of role of self in universe.

Its consequence 1s agape, love of intelligible w
order of whole; nsither self-repgarding nor ecstatic; bub
Joy In both good it brings me and the price I must pay.

4. St1i11l philosophy does not provide final answer.

Man can concelive an 1ldeal for Individual and soclety,
but he cannot execute 1t. Necesslty of grace. Xtian dogma;
and secular expeoriences: Ovid, Video meliora proboque, deteriora
autem seguor.

Man can become confused, fail to reach even philesophy.
Descurtes and rationallsts. Kant and 1ldeallsts. Xierkegaard
and existentlallsts, '

Divine c¢hlildhood: 1live by divine revelation and by
divine grace. New knowledge beyond mastery of human understanding;
centered in Xt our Lord. New love "poured forth in your hearts
by Holy Spirit who 1s glven you.”
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