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2, Consclousness streams in many patterns: dream, blological,

‘responslblility, for ne can framek his concluslons as positive

‘re mode, but he 1is not comaltted r

On Belns Oneself.

1, Subject 18 subjeet of...; a relative term; mnaning
varies with correlative

Grammatical: funftlon In sentence

Lopical: function in prdosition '
Metaphysicals recivient{ matter, form; potency, act; etc.
Pgychological: subject of gtream of consclousness

aesthetle, intellectual, drematle, practlcal, mystical.
Contrast: suoject of gtream as orientated on knowing,
and subject of stream as orientated on choosing.
Of old: speculatlive and practical reason; now, concrete
flow orlentated on knowing and orientated on cqoaaing

S Intellactual pattern ig intellectusl by its detachment,
by non-interventlon of alien,concerns, by concentration of
attentlion, effort, on observing, understanding, Jjudzing

Subject le involved, but as involved he 1s subordinated
to dictates of method, to immanent ramdidy concretlon within
himgelf of primciples of 10ric, of scientiﬂ%c aspiration, of
abgolute criteria; .swmd =t

Subjeet 1s 'headed touarda object, universe; he himself
enters into picture only within objective field, as a particular
case In a broader totality; the data of .ils consclousness may
be a source of lntformation, but they are relevant not qua his

Sublect has a resninsibllity: hisg Judgment 1s his,
and personne se plalnt de son jugement; still 1t 1s a llimlted

or negative, certain or prozbable, ete.; in briel he is bound
to say wihat ne knows and no moreﬁ$han he knows, re object and.
reaching delinlite results

4, Tne rractical pattern of experience demands the
iintervention of the subject.
. He may choose A or B, A or Not-A; or he may consent
to drift, vermit himzelf to be other-directed, whers however
the consenting and permltiing are eaulvalant to choosing,
though an ilnauthentic eonivalent
The cholece decision drift are determined nelther
externally, blologically, psychlically, nor intellectually
Even wnen oneg knows everything about everything, an
operablle can:ot be demonstrated; it admlits no mors than
rhetorical syllogisms. But in fact I do not know everytaing
about everything; I do not know everything that ultimately 1s
relevant to the cholices I have to make; and none the less I
already am alive, thinking, acting, under a perpstual necesslty
of drifting or choosing, choosing A or notA, B or not B,...
Hence, choosing ig within an atmosphere of incertitude,
and a0 it involves an accervtance of risk
Chooslng not only setiles ends and objJects; it glves
rise to disvoslitions and nabitas; 1t makes me what I am to be;
1t makes 1t possible to estlmate what I probably would do;
it gives me a second nature, an essence that 1ls mine in virtue
of my cnoosing,,tﬁvzgh

1t does not give me an immutable esaence,:! 5
achlevement 1s always precarlous, radlecal new beginning possible
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r'es

nature, quasi-essence, by whichp precariously one is what one is . -
Nor does choosing waltxxg upon learning, the acculsition

| In choosing I become myself: what settles the issue

1s not external constralnt nor lnner determinism nor knowledge
but ut quo my will and ut cuod myself; In the last analysls -~
the ultimate reason,for my choice being what it is,1ls myself,

11 left t0 mére balancing of motlves impulses, then I

choose s nyself the

consent to drift; I consent to being other-directed; I implicltly

"On" "Man" -- inauthenticity
1T not left to mere balancing of motives imrulses, then
I intervene, I knowingly assume risk and responsibllity

in either cage what ultimately is operative is purely

individual, unioue

in tne drifter whate results is another instance of

" the aversage man in 2 glven milieu

In the declslve person what resulis ls what he chooses

be -

in the drifter, lndividuality is blurred; hils 1ndividuality
ls his consenting to be like everyhody elae
in the declslve person there comes to light bpoth hils
Individuallity and the total-otherness of other individuals;
my choice 1is whwt 1t is because that's what I choose; yours
1s because that's what you choose; even when what is chosen
- 18 the same, still the sources are simsly different

Flna ly, there are limiting siltuations: the drifter

particular: death, @uffering, strusele, sullt
confronted with limiting situations, the drifter may

try to forget,

cariod, social milieu of birth,

can no longer just drift; and the decielive person 1ls powerless
to chanpe things by deciding
general: historical

oprortunities, male or female, 0ld or young

but ultimately he cannot succeed; he ls totally -
invelved, all of him is involved, and he ls totally unprepared L
on the other hand, the declelve person can be as AN
“dec:slve as ne pleases, but the 1limiting situaion is not
thereby removed

Oneself is the irreducibly indlividual element whence

splng the chobeces of the declisive person and the drifting
Torgetting of the indeclsive

What springs from that gource ls free; for 1t one is

ponsible

 Whot results from that source is not only the seouence
of actlvities but also the characterg of the man, the seond

of as much knowledre a8 mirht be relevant; it invelves risk
and incsrtitude

con

6.

Finally, In choosing is involved everything that

cerns me

,Iﬁ”%ripf the inuellectual and the pn&ﬁ’flc&lipaf/ér -

of exrerience are incompatible
In-one, free decisive intervant;eﬁ despite'risk_and

th total commitment is essential; in the other, it X8 barred
mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmMEmmmmmh from-the movsment towerds
th to be attained,’tuough total comm;tment igdemanded
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6. . Within a satisfactory aynthesis, there 1s possible
an alternation, a Withdrawal and Return, & mutual complementarity

In the intellectual pattern of expasrience I am choosing
‘because I chooge to submlt entirely to the exligences of knowing
in order to know; and without that knowing tiere would be, not
merely a residuel incertitude and risk to choosing, but a total
blindness that makes cholce indisgulishable from mere force,
instinet, passion.

In the practical pattern of experience, there ls an
ultimate moment of "being myself," of inceritutde and risk,
and ncne the less total commltment; but 1t ls a known ultimate
moment, and it 1s within a contnxt of knowing and with respect
to a largely known. : _




. On Being Oneself, Philosophle Significance of the Theme}

2. Breaks through posltlvist science of men,

 nature with predictable propertles

1. It provides a ready ratlonalization for those who
do not wish to endure the restralnts of knowing. Let 8 4drop
phllosophy, speculative theology, sclence.

Love of nelghbour, zeal for souls, dialogue, &BX
dianonibilite, prayer

It denies that there 1s any ready-made essence or

L'nomne de définit par une exigence.

Eisenheuer: "We have to be men." " It implies th&t ve
might be less than men, that there 1s an exigence for us to
be men, that that exigence is to he met by a decision.

3. Breaks through pragmatlist sclence of man,

One learns from experience about things, about one 8.
own potentialities.

&B@L!the ‘procass of: experienctng oriege i te-Hlreddy
one's becoming oneself; one has only one 1ife; and ‘the - “prot lan
,zpeﬁpﬁ one” of pacriiloing. 6neself to the determination of |
P cally valldate nopledpé of-ma ince-the real. ;

Z-Mnemf knmj}vled bu’c.y of aeeige

But the issue is not one of knowling whether a prlori
or a posteriori; given all the knowledge possible, all the
human experiéments desirable, there still remalns the whole
issue of declding which even then would involve incertltude
and risk

And meanwhile one already is living, and one has only
one life. The declslon to risk nuclear warfare ls not justifiable L
pragmektically

4, Bresks though the ldealist view of man.

The idealist's absolute or transcendental ego is nelther
Greek nor dbarbairian, neither male nor female; it neither

 dles nor suffers nor struggles nor acknowledres gullt

The idealist's world is world that is pure intelliglbility,
ratienal throughout; it is not a world of free cholces springing =
from unique individuals that are totally concernedx in the once-for--g

81l of the momentous moment.

B Sets problems mf for contemporary scholasticlsm
2 What meaning is possible for the fact that I become
myaelf,

Anblguity that comes to light in metaphysical theory
of person, subslstence. e

Rests on lssue: 1s metaphysles knowledre of things through
thelr causes or through the decem genera entis’ R

Is the thlng Just its substance or 1s the thing a whole S
that includes both subgdtance and accidents. S
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Verum et falsum sunt in mente; bonum et malum sunt
in rebus. But in the concr-te, there are no abstractiona, and
80 there is no abgtract good

If no abstract good, abetract moral precepts do not
suffice to reach the good; they can r® be no more than pointers
to the directlon location in which the good lies, or limlts
Indleatlng where the good does not lle

But there remains for each one to work out concrotely
what the good really 1s

There remalns an order of the universe, but 1t 1s not ok
an order deducible from abstract essences and schematic hierarchiesrj,
it is a concrete uniolding in concrete situatlons; and the L
goncrete situations are the product of individual decisions
about the concrete pood

There remaing the natural law (sltuations do not change
moral precepts) but there arises the significance of kairos,
of my situatlion, my opportunity, my duty; and while these can :
be illumlnated by moralists, by solrltual directors, the ultimate
lssue ls whether or not I sm to take a risk and assume a total
regponslbility and rise to the occaslon asy I alons see 1t

There ls to the order of the unlverse the emergence
of rood from evil, the helgthening of evil to a maximum that
sets the alternative of converslon or destruction,

where the 'evil 1a to be met not by belng included as -
intelligibility wlthin the order but as surd viodating the

b

- order, as a demand not for Justlee but for self-sacriflce

and charity

The order of the universe is not a mechanlstic plan
" Fhoming from essences; 1t may descend to that through sin;
but it riges from it inasmuch as the order is a matrlx network
of personal relations

Situation, surd, kairos, charity

s The need of an ancilla that will suwply theology with :
- the categories neces-:ary to asslmllate the doctrine of the Bible

The possibility of such an ancilla: can existentlal '
questions be handled by the Cathollc philososher; do they not
suppose knowledge of theology by thelr very nature.

k’ Withdrawal and return: not simely the mutual dependence

of willing to know and. knowing to will

There is the problem of conversion (reorientation,
reorganization of mind and life)

K's spheres: aeathetic, ethical, rs:ligious A and B,

Upward change 18 not in virtue of knowlege on lower
plane; it is not in virtue of will following knowlaedge on
lower plane. apoarent, latent S

There has to be the lrruption of a power, the possibility
of & radlcal dlscovery where the dlscovered has been present -
all along, the fact of an obnubilation tnat prevented prior
discovery

Tnils sets Lhe radlcal questi-nn In all poiloaophizing.

It 1s relevant for scholastics with their innumerable

amd dlsputed questlons, and no method of solutlon not only not

in sight but not even desired, sought,serliously believed in :
In various measures ti it 1s the concern of the thinkera

named exlstentlallists; '
Frorasal: to face our existential guestion and thvough

%% it move towarés some understaniing of this guestlon for. othera;:;lo-i
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