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NOTES ON EXISTENTIALISN

These notes are on lectures given by Bernard J.F. Lonergan, SJ,
to a group of scholastic philosophers at Boston College, Summer
1957, originally reprinted by the Thomas More Institute., To
this reprinting have been added a few schematic section headings,
outline numeration, and continuous pagination. All additions
are indicated by brackets, le., /ies_/y 2nd in the pagination

the top number corresponds to the original pagination.
/FART OVE: THE BASIC THEVE OF EXISTENTIALISM/

I. GENWRAL ORIENTATION

1. By "existentialism" we shall understand the types of method and
doctrine exemplified by K. Jaspers, M. Heidegger, J.-P. Sartre,
Gabriel Marcel,

The name is admitted by Jaspers and S8artre; it was admitted for
a while by Marcel who after Humanl Generis and, perhaps, to disas-
soclate himself from Sartre, rejected it; Heldegger says he 1s con-
cerned with Ek-sistenz.

Jaspers ls XKantlan and Lutheran; Heldegger an . :
agnostic; Sartre an athelst; Marcel a convert to Catholicism,

2. They are concerned with what it is to be a man, not in the sense
of having a birth certificate, but in the sense employed by Presideit
Elsenhower last fall when, asked whether 1t was not risky to send
the fleet into the Mediterranean during the Egyptlan crisis, ans-
wered "We have to be men,"

"Being a man' in the sense that results from a dscision, is
consequent to the use of one’s freedom, makes one the sort of man
one really 1s, involves risk (in the present instance, the risk of
nuclear warfare and all that it implies),

3. It 1ls anti-positivist: "beilng a man" 1s not any set of outer
data to be observed, any set of properties to be inferred from the
outer data, any course of action that can be predicted from the pro-
pertles; 1t springs from an inner and Mree" determination that is
not sclentifically observable.

It 18 anti~idealist: the various transcendental ego's are
neither Greek nor barbarian, neither bound nor free, male nor female;
they don't suffer, they don't die; we do.

Positivism and idealism have been major determinants in produ~
¢ing the contemporary world; 1n the measure that the contemporary
world 1s found unsatisfactory or, frankly, disastrous, esistentialism
has a profound resonance,

Sein und Zelt qulckly ran through five editions; Jaspers!
Gelstege Sltuation der Zelt was through five editions in about a
year and has been translated into six languages including Japanese;
Sartre was a cafe hero in Paris,

This contemporary resonance fits in with existentialist concern
for time and for history.

Since '"belng a man" is not a fixed essence with which we are
endowed from birth but the result of the use of our freedom, and
further, since "being a men" 1s not a property that necessarily
remalns with us but is malntained by us precariously in the contin-
uous use of freedom, "time" 1s an intrinsic and necessary component
in'"ceing a man". Hence, Heldegger's Sein und Zeit, Marcel's Homo
Viator. However, concern with history on the grand scale appears
only in Jaspers, e.g.,, Vom Ursprung und Ziel der Geschichte.
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L, It 18 unconcerned with propositional truth and with what man's
per se tapaclties for truth or anything else, :

This unconcern arises in Heldegger, Sartre, from phencmenologi-
cal concentration on the sources,grounds, whence spring concepts and
Judzments.

It arises Ain Jaspers from Kant who is belisved to have shown
that any objective statement deals only with appearance.

It arises in Marcel from his concern with being a good man as
opposed to mere exlstence as a man, and the common attitude (but-
tressed by dissatisfaction with 1dealism) that technlcally correct
proposltions have little or nothing to do with what you really are,

In all, it arises from a turning away from the universal, neces-
sary, abstract, per se, to the unique individual, the contingent,
the concrete, the de facto.

Jaspers repeatedly insists that freedom is not definable;
Sartre establlishes the fact of freedom by asking whether you have
been in the torture chamber with the Nazis and made the experliment
of freedom by not glving you comrades away; none of them would dream
of discussing "man" as what 1s common to mewling infants, people
sound asleep, and the mature man faclng a crisis in his life.

Gabriel Marcelts "Plus 11 stagit de ce que Je suls et non de ce
que Jj'al, plus questions et reponses perdent toute significatlion.
@uand on me demande, ou guand Je me demande, en quol je crois, Je
ne puls me contenter d'&numérer un certaln nombre de propositions
auxquelles je souscris; ces formules, de toute &vidence, traduisent
une réalité plus profonde, plus intime: le falt d!'stre en circuit
ouvert par rapport a la R8alité transcendante reconnue comme un Tu.,"
Quoted by R. Troisfontaines, De 1'exlstence & l'gtre, II, 352.

5. This unconcern with propositional truth and this distaste for
the per se 1s de facto connected with an incapacity to provide foun~
dations for either propositional truth or the per se.

It is my firm conviction that, while there is much in exlsten=-
tialism on which we should practice the patristic maxim of despolling
the Egyptians, still we cannot simply take exlstentlalism (even
rmarcel's) and incorporate it within scholasticism.

6, Existentialism is concerned with the human subject gua consclous
emotionally involved, the ground of his own possibilities, the free
realization of those possibilities, the radicael orientation within
which they emerge into consciousness and are selected, hls relation-
ship wlth c¢ivilization, other persons, hilstory, God.

7 G. Marcel is not a systematic thinker:; in his preface to R,
Troisfontaines! De l'existence & _l'étre , he congratulates the
author for having done for him what he could not do for himself.

G, Marcel is a penetrating thinker and an extremely effectlve
writer; he can put a concrete 1dea, orientation, criticism of life,
across with extraordinary brevity and skill. .

He reviews his intellectual history in "Regard en arriére," a
paper added to the collection Existentiaslisme chrétien: Gabriel '
Marcel, introductinn by E. Gilson; contributors include De 1lThomme,
Trolisfontaines, et al. See §. Bochenskl, Contemporary European
Philogophy.,

His Journal Metaphysique,I, was published in 1927, the date of
Sein und Zeit. His background is idealise (including Bradley) and
Bergson; Kierkegaard 1s acknowledged to have influenced him indirectly
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8. K, Jaspers tegan with abnormal psychology of which he became
professor and wrote various technical articles; he has a profound
respect for sclience and 18 a mordant critic of scientists; forty
years ago he was ridiouling the mythology of the train and the mytho-
logy of the unconsclous in the paychologles of his time.

He is a Kantlian with the Critique of Practical Reason brought
to 1life by Kierkegaard and Nietzsche.

He ls the most broadly cultivated of the existentialists and
with the widest range of interests; he writes very intelligently,
explalns exactly what he means, strlkes one as very balanced and snne.

In his Philosophie(1932), he explains that Existenz and Trans-
cendenz correspond roughly to what arérnaméd the soul and God by
mythical consciousness.

Since then, he has developed the notion of das Umgreifende
(which corresponds roughly to the notlon of belng in Insight) and
has come to place a great deal more emphasis and reliance on reason
(more perhaps to disassoclate himself from Sartre and silmllar ten-
dencles that from assignable grounds) and to speak openly of God
(as a necessary philosophic postulate).

9. M. Heldegger 1s perhaps the most profound and eoriginal of the
lot; his immedinte source is Husserl; from Heldegger by way of a
strong dose of French clarity comes Sartre, who figures as the
reductio ad absurdum of the movement.,

II. ON BEING ONESELF: /GENERAL ACCOUNT OF THE THEME/

1. Subject is subject 0f .essey 8 relative term; meaning varies
with correlative.

Grammatical: function in sentence.

Logical: function in proposition

Metaphysical: recepient: matter, formj; potency, act,..
Pgychologicalisubject of stream of conaciousness,

2 Conscliousness streams in many patterns: dream, biologlcal,
aesthetic, 1lntellectual, dramatic, practical, mystical,

Contrast: subject of stream as orlented on knowing, and sub-
Ject of stream as orlented on choosing.

Of old: speculative and practical reason; now: concrete flow
orientated on knowing and orientated on choosing.

3. Intellectual pattern i1s intellectual by its detachment, by
non-intervention of alien "sukjective! concerns, by concentration
of attentlon, effort, on observing, understanding, judging.

Subject is involved, but as involved he is subordinated to
dictates of methoed, to immanent concretion within himeelf of prin-
ciples of loglc, of scientific aspiration, of absolute criterla:
commitment 18 to sutmission to norms.

Subject 18 headed towards object, unlverse; he himself enters
into pleture only within objective fileld, as a particular case in a
broader totality; that data of his consclousness may be & source of
information, but they are not relevant gua his,




iy

I/4
(4)

Subject has a responsibility: his judgment is his, and "personne
ge _plaint de son Jugement"; still, it is & limited responsipility,
for he can frame his conclusions as positive or negative, certaln or
probable, etc.y in brisef, he is bound to say what he knows and no
more than he knows, re object and re mode, but he is not committed -
to reaching definite results.

b, The practical pattern of experience demands the intervention of
the subjJect.

He may choose A or B, A or not-A; or he may consent to drift,
permit himself to be other-directed, where however the consenting
and permittlng arc equivalent to choosing, though an inauthentic
equivalent.

The choice, decision, drift, are determined nelther externally,
blologleally, psychically, nor intellectually.

Even when one knows everything about everything, an gperabile
cannot be demonstrated; it admits no morec than rhetorical syllogisms.
But in fact, I do not know everything about everything; I do not
know everything that ultimately is relevant to the cholces I have to
make, and none the less I already am alive, thinking, acting, under
a perpetual neccessity of drifting or choosing, choosing A or not-A,
B or not=B, s

Hence, choosing is within an atmosphere of incertitude, and so
1t involves an acceptance of risk.

Choosing not only settles ends and objects; it gives rlse bto
dispositions and habits; it makes me what I am to bejy it makes 1t
possible to estimate what I probably would doy 1t gives me 2 second
nature, an essence that is mine in virtue of my choosings etill it
does not zive me an immuteble esscnce; aschievement 1s always pre-
carious, and = radical new beginning is always possible,

In choosing, I beoome myself; what settles the issue is not
external constraint nor inner determinism nor knowledge, btut ut quo
ny will and ut guod: in the last ahalysis, the ultimate reason for
ny choice being what 1t is 1s myselfy 1f left to rere balancing of
motives, impulses, etc., then I consent to drift; I consent to being
other-directod; I implicitly chemse as myself the On, Man --
inauthenticity. ‘

If not left to mere balancing of motives, impulses, then I
Intervene, I knowingly assume risk, responsibility.

In elther case, what ultimately is operative is purely indivi-
dual, unique,

In the drifter what results-is another instance of the average
man in a glven milieu,

In the declsive person, what results is what he chonses to be,

In the drifter, individuality is blurred; his individuality 1s
his consenting tm be like everybody elsec.

In the decisive person, there comes to light both his indivi-
duality and the total-otherness of other individualss my cholce 1s
what 1t 1s becnuse that!s what I choose; yeurs is because that's
what you choose; even when what 1s chosen 1s the same, &t1ll the
sources are simply different,

Pinally, there are liriting situations: the drifter can no lon-
ger Just drift; and the decisive pareon is powerless to change things
by deciding. In general, such situations are the historical period
in which one lives, the social milieu of birth, opportunities, being
male or female, old or young; in particular, there are death, suf-
fering, struggle, guilt.

° )
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Confronted with limiting situations, the drifter may try to for
get, but ultimately he cannot succeed; he 1s totally involved, all
of him ie involved, and he ig totally unprepared. On the other hand,
the decisive person ¢an be as decisive as he pleases, but the limi-
ting sltuation is not thereby removed,

5, Oneself 1s the irreducibly individual element whence spring the
cholces of the decisive person and the drifting, forgetting of the
indecisive.

What springs from that sourcs is free; for it, one is resporside.

What results from that source is not only the sequence of acti-
vitles but also the charactsr of the man, the second nature, quasi-
s8sence, by which precariously one is what one 1is.

Nor does choosing wait upon learning, the acquisition of as
much knowledge as might be relevant; it involves risk and incertitude.

Finally, in choosing is involved everything that concerns me.

6. Belng oneself i1s being the subject of fine acts. It is existen-
tial existence. In the limit, ex-sistence implies the transcendent,
the absolute,

Within a satisfactory synthesis, there 1s possible an alterna-
tion, a withdrawal and return, a mutual complementarity.

In the intellectual pattern of experience, I am choosing because
I choose to subtmit entirely to the exigences of knowing in order to
know, and without that knowing, there would be, not merely a residsl
incertltude and risk to choosing, but a total blindness that makes
cholece Indistingulshible from mere force, instinct, passion.

In the practical pattern of experlence, there 1s an ultimate
roment of '"being myself", of incertitude and risk, and nonetheless,
total commitment; but it is a known ultimate moment, and it is
within a context of knowing and with respect to a largely kmown,

III. ON BEING ONESELF: PHILOSOPHIC SIGNIFICANCE OF THE THEME

1. It provides a ready rationalization for those who do not wish
to endure the restraints of knowlng. Let's drop philosophy, specu-

"lative theology, sclence.

Love of nelghbor, zeal for souls, dialogue, dlsponibilité,
prayer. :

2. Breaks through positivist science of man,

It denies that there ls any ready-made essence or nature with
predictable properties.

Lihomme se d8finit par une exigence.

Eigenhower: "We have to be men.," It implies that we might be
less than men, that there is an exigence for us to be men, that the
exigence is to be met by a declsion,

3. Breaks through pragmatist sclence of man.

One learns fror experience about things, about onets own
potentlalities.,

But the lssue 1s not one of knowing whether a priorl or a pgs-
teriori; given all the knowledgze possible, all the human experiments
desirable, there still remains the whole 1ssue of deciding, which,
even then, would involve incertitude and risk.

And meanwhile one already is living, and one hag only one life,
The declislion to risk nuclear warfare is not Justifiable pragmatically

L. Breaks through the idealist view of man,
The idealist's absolute or transcendental ego is nelther Greek
nor barbarlan, neither male nor femsle, it neither dies nor suffers,
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nor acknowledges guilt.

The idealist's world is a world that 1s pure lntellizlibility,
rational throughout; it is not a world of free cholces springing
fror lndividuesls that are totally concernéd in the once for all of
the nomentous moment.

5. Sets problems for contemporary scholasticism.
8. What meaning is possible for the fact that I become myself?

An amblgulty comes to light in the metaphysical theory of the
person, i,e., subsistence. It rests on the issue: is metaphyslcs
knowledge of things through thelr causes or through the decem
geners entis? Is the thing Just its substance or 1s the thing &
whole that includes both substance and accidents?

b, Verun et falsum sunt in pents, bonum et malum sunt in rebus,
But 1n the concrete, there are no abstractions, and so there is no
atstract good. But there remeins for each one to work out concrete-
ly what the good really is.

There remains an order of the universe, but it 1s not "an order
deduclible from nbstract essences and schematic hierarchies; it 1s a
concrete unfolding in concrete situations; and the concrete situa-
tions are proximately the product of individual decisions about
the conerete good.

There remains the natural law{situations do not change roral
precepts) ;but there arises the significance of Xairos, of my situa-
tion, my opportunity, ny duty; and while these can be illuminated
by moralists, by spiritunl directors, the ultimate issue ls whether
or not I an to take a risk and assume a total responsibility and
rise to the occasion.

There is to the order of the universe the emergence of good
from evil, the heightening of evil to a maximur that sets the alter-
native of conversion or destruction, where the evil is to be met,
not by being included as Intelligibility within the order, but as
a surd violating the order, as a demand, not for Jjustlce, but for
self=-sacrifice and charity.

The order of the universe is not a mechanistic plan flowlng
from essences; 1t may descend to that throusgh sin, but 1t rises
from it inaspuch as the order is a matrix, = network of personal
relations. /In brief,/ Situation, surd, kalros, charity.

Cs There 2 the need of an ancilla that will supply theology with

oy the categories necessary to assimilate the doctrine of the Bible,

The possibility of such an ancillas: can existential questions
be handled by the Catholic philosopher?; do they not suppose know-
ledge of theology by thelr very nature?

d. Withdrawal and return: thils is not simply a matter of the mu-
tual dependence of willing to know and knowing to will. There 1s
the probler of conversion {(reorientation, reorganization of mind
and 1ifa). Kierkegnard's spheres: aesthetic, ethical, religlausA& B,

Upward change is not 1n virtue of knowledge on lower plane; it
18 not in virtue of will followinz knowledge on lower plance. There
has to be the apparent lrruption of a latent power, the possibility
of & radical discovery where the discovered has been present all
along, the fact of an obnutiliantion that prevented prior dlscovery.
This sets the radical question in all philosophisizing.

It is relevant for scholastics with thelr innumerable disputed
questions, and no method of solution, not only in sight, but not
even desired, sought, seriously belleved in, In various measures
it is the concern of the thinkers named existentlallsts.

Proposalr to face our existentinl question and throuzh it to
move towards some understanding of this question for others.
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[PART TWO: PHENOMENOLOGICAL METHOD: GENERAL Account/

PHENOMENOLOGY 1 NATURE, SIGNIFICANCE, LINITATIONS
I, NATUHE

Phenorenology is an account, description, presentation of the
data structured by insight.

1. Cf data, what i1s wiven, what is manifest, what appears.

Not Just external data, phenomena; but also inner; hence, op~
posit;on to rechanism, behaviorism,

Not exclusively inner deta: the lmmer intentionel act terrlnates
at the outer datum; and the outer datur is Just the term of an inner
intentional ect.

No exlusions: not priritive as opposed to derived, natural as
opposed to cultural, sensitive as opposed to intellectual, cogni-
tlonal as opposed to emotional, conative.

2« Data structured by insight (my way of putting it).

Selectiver not exhaustive deseription of all and any dataj
significant: seeks basic universal structures; Eidetic , Wesensschau,
Aristotlel!s "parts of the form," in hetaph., Z,/i.e. Book 7/

Takes time, effort: not first bright idea, /but/enlls for scru-
tiny, penetration, contrnsts, tests; may nave to overcore spontaneous
tendentiousness, systematic oversight, common over-sirplification,
preconceptions nrising from 'scilentific!, Yphilosophic", or other
sources,

3 Not insight as such

Extremely elusive

Would lead immedimtely to unity{viewpoints, higher viewpoints,
theory of judgrent)

There 1s no such tendency toward unity in Husserl {(he is for-

- ever dlscovering new field to be explored), and similarly there is

no such tendency in his succsessors.

4. The drta as structured by insight and not the subsequent con-
ceptualization, definition, theoretic staterment of the data in their
essentinl features.

Perpetunl appeal to prepredlcative manlfestation

Basic distinctlon between what 1s glven, ranifest, appears and
the thematic treatment of the given by the phenomenologist (phai-
nomens legein).

I7, SIGNIFICAI.CE

1. It provides a technique for the exploration and presentation of
whole realms of matters of fact that are significant and have been
neglected or treated superficiaslly.

Blas in favor of outer data, in favor of measureable, countable:
"Scientiflc!" psychology, compnrablc in this respect to the opening
of new vista and flelds effected by Froud.

Trnditlonal psychologys cither rough and ready stntement of whrt
was presumed to be obvious, or, when effort for precision attempted,
boggin down in asccount of "indefinable something'.

° )
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Husserl on perceptimni Abschattung and Horizont

F.J.J. Buytendljk, Phénoménologle de la Hencontre(Desclée, 1952},

La _gggg(Desclée, 1952 or eanrlier) perhaps, Wesen und Sinn des

Spiels{Berlin, 1933).
8. Strasser, Dns Gemut(Freiburg i. B., & Herder, 1956). Le

robldme de l'Ames Btudes sur 1'objet respectif de 1o psychologle

%bba 2 slque et 1a psychelogle empirique, French trnns. by P. Wurtg,

esclee).

Also in English, translated as The Problerm of the Soul

in Netaphysical ond Empirieal Psycholoay,(Duquosne University Press)/

h, herleau-Ponty, Ln Structure du Comportement, 1942; La Phéno-
nénologie de 1n Perception, (Pariss Gnllinard, 19%%). /toth trans. in
English: SC, as The Structure of Behavior, tr. by Alden Fisher,
Beacon Press, 1961y and PP, as Phenorenologzy of Perceptlon, tr. bty
Colln Smith, 1963, (Londoni RoutTedge and Kegnn Prul}/ Be 1s btrile
Liant on the significance of one's own btody 1n ons's perceiving;
sentlent and sensible(spatio-terpornl); neither purely pour-sol nor
purely gn-sol; not ghost in nachine, but inecarnate subject; neither
subject nor body intelligible without the other.

2, It provides philosophicnl psychology and philosophy with a
powerful instrument.
Husserl's quest: Logische Untersuchungen; Idcen zu einer treinen

ghiniﬁenologia; Formale und transcendentnle Logik; Erfohrung und
rteil,

Strassery Merleau-Ponty (Une philosophie de 1'arbiguité)

Heldegger: A man's understanding of himself as implicit in his
projects is the intelligibility of that man, the de facto Seln of
that Seinde; Just as phenomenology has to bet beyond the obvious and
superficinl, so nust ench mang henceAmuthentic and authentic 1living

and priority of the ilnauthentic.

L. Blnswanger,Trour und Existenz} drears of nizht{somntic
deterrinonts) drenams of rmorning(the human subject tegins the projec-
tion of a worldy I1nterpretation of drears in terrs of itself vs,
interpretation 28 fragrented waking, conceptuanlizatlion of dream
sjymbols,

H#, Bultmann, Pistis is christliche Seinsverstandnis, the rest
is pyth( what is cobjective 1s sclence or nyth, and Christianity is
not science).

HoW. Bartsch, Kerugmo und Nythos., I,1I, III, IV, and V; cnd
Beiheft to I, LL. (Harburgi: 1948-5%),

R. Mnrle, Bultrann et l!Interpretation du Mouveau Testament,
{Parisi Aubier, 1956. Théologie 33.))

Ile LIMITATICHD

1, As phenonmenology is essentinlly prepredlcative, so also essen-
tially 1t is preconceptual and prerational.

It provides the evidence in which the phenomenologist and his
reader ¢an grasp the virtunlly unconditicned; but, as far as I know,
1t has not pcnetrated to the analysis of that reflective rationnllty;
and s0 1t falls to give duc welght to it in psychology and in the
consequent phllosophy.

Hence, its criterion of the truec is the manifest, the evidenty
what becomes manifest, evident, when one lets phenemenn appesr, does
not brush thep aside, i1s not living the life of an escapist.

Per contre, ng affirmntionjtsbased upon mnnifestness of whnt is,
g0 negatlion is tased on manifestness of what is not, of nothing,

° )
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In heldegger and Sartre, the basic role given to he anxlety crisis
ag the manifcstation of Nothing.

3+ Hence, the possibility of Musserls Epoche: withdraw from inter-
est in, concern with the "really real"; concentrate on intending
and intended.

Radical differcnce between directimn and redirection of atten-
tion, and the als ob of suspension of judgment; the possibility of
the Epoche is connected with this anbiguity.

4. Honce, the impossibility of return from the Epoche.
If by intentional acts I regard the given as }Just what appears,
(and I can do so0), then by what sleight of hand can another intenticr-
%lJac; of affirming, or anything else, restore the''really real"? cf,
L] » OSl
See Problémes Actuels de la Phénomfnolozie: Colloque Interna-
tionale de Phénonéneclogic, (Bruxelles, 1951; and Desclée, 1952, ),
edited by H.L. Van Breda.
There 1s a real difference between
a)natfirliche Einstellung, Santayana's "“animal faith",
and blreaching the absolute "is" through a grasp of the
virtually unconditioned.
Hence, the lncapacity of phencnenclogy for dealing with lasues
of speculative thought. E. Fink, loc¢. cit.:
".vs das Selendec is Phanomen und welter nichts. Eine
Prufund dieser Urentsheidung liegt gar nicht im Bereich der phano-
nenologlschen Methocde, well sle all und Jede Prufung grundsatzlich
als Auswelsung dar seclbstgeben Phanomen versteht." (p. 72)
"Dass doss Ausweisbare allein ist ... kann nicht
welderun durch Ausweisung dargetan werden. Das Erscheinen des
Seindes is nicht etwas, was selbst erscheint." (p. 70)

5. Hence, Heldegger 1s bogged down in remote criteria of truth
and untruthi "being in the truth" and "being in the untruth.”

A. deWaelhens, Une Phllosophie de 1'Anbisuité€:s L'Exlstential-
isne de M. Merleau-Ponty, (Louvain: 1951),

M. Merleau-Ponty is preparing a book to be called L'Origlne de
la_Veritf./M. M-P was st1ll working on this at the time of his
gudden death in 1961. At that time, he had finished about 1/3 of
the manuscript and had cxtensive work notes for the remainder of the
work. Thls was posthunously published under the editorship of hils
friend Claude Lefort, under the title lLe Visible et L'Invisible,
which would have been the title Merleau~Ponty would have used had
he lived to conmplete 1tf A.de Waelhens, Ph&nonmfSnologle et Verité
(parisi) PressesUniversitelres de Freance, 19535.

Das Seindess brute existence. Sein: 1its intelligibllity which
is in'nan and fron nan. Heldegger confined to art.

Lotziy Heldegger's rnethoéd excludes the possibility of hls pro-
ving the existence of God,
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/PART THREE: PHENOMENOLOGICAL METHOD: HUSSERL AND HEIDEGGER/
I. HUSSERL: LATER PERIOD

1. Enornous literary rerains, nostly in shorthand, preserved at
Louvain and belng classified and edited under H.L. Van Breda, O.F .My
there_is sme parallel ingtitute at Cologne.

Our concern is with/ Die Krisis der guropBischen Wissenschaften
und dle transgzendentale Pﬁﬁhomenologje, edited by W. Biemel, and
publighed at The Hague by M.N1jhoff, 1954,

This 1s Husserls last work; about the first third was published
in his lifetine, and the rest was put together from his renains;
probably owes something to the stimuluas of his noét drilliant (and
disowned) student, Heidegger.

A general 1dea of this work provides a good introduction to
Heldegger and offers the advantage of not involving us in the com-

plexitles of the development of Husserl's ideas on Phenomenclogy,
Reduktion, Epoche.

2 "It night scem parndoxical to spenk of a crisis in modern
seclences its achlevenents are unmistakable; its labors in endless
fields continue apace; and what unsolved problems there are will be
golved elther by the methods of the past or by the discovery of new
nethods to complement and perfect those of the past.

Still the need of new nethods can be discovered only by a cri-
tical survey; and if the need exlsts at present, then the survey will
not only discover the existence of the need but also provide
a slgn-post to polnt the way towards a solution,

Such a survey demands a criterion, and the criterion that can
hardly be rejected is an act of recall in which we reenact within
ourselves the original intentlions of the sclentific enterprise.

These intentions had two principal manifestations: fourth
century Athens;and the Renalssance.

3. "The formulation of the formulation of the ainm of science in
fourth century Athens consisted in an Undeutunz(shift in neaning) of
popular notions of scphla, aletheia, episteme; this shift took place

through the Platonic contrast of gplsteme and doxa, of dlalektike and

gristike; 1t conslsted 1n setting up an ideal of knowledge and twth
that involved (1) a sustained effort; (2) a methodical procedure;
(3} a rigor; (&) an attalnment of evidence; (5) a solid irnovable
bagls 1n certalnty, all of which simply were not contained in the
previous customary connotation of such terms as gletheia, epistene;
finally, it unfolded in the works of Aristotle, Euclid, Archinredes,
the historlans, and the medical doctors.

L4, "The Renalssance brought forth a far nore grandiose proposalj

it discovered in the ancientsy

(1) an i1deal of knowledge and truth vs rnerely traditional opinion.

(2) as a principle of transforring society vg merely traditional
power.

In the neasure that that 1deal and that prineiple are valigd,
Western man 1s the exenplar of nankind, the nealization of the
neaning of what 1t is to be a nan.

In the neasure that that 1deal and that principle are not valid,
nan-is just ancthor anthropnleglcerl. classification; he 1s of concern
to us, not because of any intrinsic value or significance, but nexely
because he 18 the type or specles to which we belong.

0 #‘)
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5. "Hence, if we are to judge nodern sclence by the criterion of
its orlginal intentions, we nust ask what hope modern science offers:
(1) of the attainment of knowledge and truth,

(2) of a principle that frees nan from nerely tradlitional opinion
and power, and enables hin rationally and responsibly to place human
soclety on a basis of truth and reason, freedon and responsibility.

6., "Judged by this criterion, modern science can be criticized:
(a) for its tendency to splinter into specialties: see any univer-
8ity catalogue; congresses; "Deus scientia Doninug".

(b) for the autonory of the splinters: wnat counts effectly within
each of the departnents, sections, subsections, 1s what is recog-
nized as "good" within that departrment, section, subsection,

Dlscussions of knowledge, sclence, truth, are just so nany otler
specilalties, and their relevance to other fields 1s a nere natter of
opinion,

(c) for the drift to the criterion of technical competence.

Upon a background of traditional norms that are not gquestioned,
(8elbstverstandlichkeiten), the effective principle of change is
technique: what counts nltirately is'getting results", and what
counts proxinately 1s the approved technique, how one goes about 1it,
all the wrinkles of observation, experimentation, all the apparatus
of blbliography and footnotes.

{(d) for the position of the human sciences.

Sclentific nedicine is hased upon scientific anatony, physio-
logy, pharmacy, chemistry, physice; folk medicine (reclpes, cures)
has disappeared; but for hunan society the only rnedicine remalns
folk nedicine; endless nostrums are proposed and, scientifically,
they are of no value; de facto, techniques are unified by totalitar-
lan state and mass denmocracyt unificatlons of state and reason.
(for the impossibility of a reorientation of the present basis.

A reorientation denand & general view, and no general view 1s
possible; only a shifting set of best available opinions in more or
less unrelated fields, A general view is the work of a nind, and no
nind can nester all the techniques, and so no nind can present a
aclentiflcally respectable general view., Bodenlosigkeit!?

7 "If we have found that nodern sclence does not fulfill its ori-
ginal insplration, intention, ain, we can gc further and ask if
there has been sone radical defect or oversight in 1ts progran.
Busserl's dlagnosls of the nalady is that scientific clarity floats
on popular obscurity, scientific evidence on popular Selbstverstand-
lichkeit (Marcel: tout maturel); in brief, the real basis of science
hag not been explored, exanined, evaluated.

{a) for there exlst two truths and two worlds.

There 1ls popular truth in the sense of telling the truth in the
hone, in business, in law-courts, ln newspapers and periodicals, in
nutoblography.

There is also sclentific truth in the sense of a valldated set
of propositions: logic, nathenatiecs, physics, chenistry, etc.

These two reflect the original duality and blfurcation of doxa
and epistene, of setting up a sclentific ideal within a context of
popular noticns (one might compare the Hebralc ideal of'man before
God" within the unity of Hebrailc tradition).

There 1s the popular world of poets and men of common sense,
of everyday assunption, opinion, activity.

There is the quite different world of the scientist and the
philosopher: nass instead of weight, tenperature instead of heat,
dinensions lnstead of size, elenents instead of bodles,
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(b) There have occurred & series of Unterschiebungen.

The sclentific or phllosophic world is shoved under the popular
world as the underlying reality, as what really is "out there". Popr
lar notions are considered mere ignorance or naivetg.

(c) But the fundamental truth and the renlly basic world is not the
sclentific or philosophic but the popular.

Cne has only to take any sclentific procedure or concluslon
and wlth a little probing it will come to light that the ultimate .
evidence lies in the popular world, the Lebenswelt with its
Selbstverstandlichkeiten. T

Selentific clalms to rest on experience, but what is experi-
enced 1s not the scientist's 'real world" but the "popular woridl,

Sclence rests on the testimony of observers, expurimoutors, ube.
and they are operating (1) in the Lebenswelt and (2) after the
fashion of the Lebenswelt. E.G., there 1s not investigation of Lhe
psycho physical parallellem (or whatever you please) that has to be
postulated to proceed from the results observer by Michelson and
Morley to the conclusiona announced by Michelson and Morley.

Indeed, scientists may find this objection a mere oddity, but it ls
an oddity, not from any scientifically established view point, but

merely from the viewpoint of the Selbstverstandliichkeiten of
common sense,

8. If o malady and a diagnosis, then also a remedy, cure,

(a2} The priority of the subject: the subject is the source of
truths and both worlds. There is o natlirliche Einstellung that
yields popular truth and the popular world., There ls a cultivated
{(Athens, Renaissance, Aufkl#rung) Einstellung that ylelds the
conceptual worlds of scientists and philsophers.

(b) What the subject is the source of is intentional, nanrely,

what he means, symbolizes, represents, Intends,ceessssceass

Cf. Casgsirer, Essay on Man, Man is the symbolic animal

Cf. KBhler's apes, incapable of free images; man's capaclty
for free images 1s also man's capaclty for envisaging a world,
in fact, many incompativle worlds.

(c) What is neecded is a return to Descertes' Cogito.

Let the dubject realize that all he thinks, belleves, is
certain of, whether on popular, scientific, philosophlc grounds,
1s Just intentional,

Let hin esk how much he can prirarily, irreducibly, lmmutably
holds Calley "y dO'lJ.bt", "I think thOﬂghtS.“.-.n-ooaolnllon

Let hin refuse to leap from Cartesian acceptance of Coglto to
Galileo's nathematized world of real bodles.

Similarly let hin refuse to leap from the intending "I to
Descartes metaphysical substance, the soul.

For both of these leaps are erronecus, they postulate an
objective reality that is more than and other than the range of the
intentional procducts of the constructing sublect.

And both of these transitions are disastrous. For while every~
thing comes from the subject, still science has a "real world"
of protons, electrons, etc., and an utter incapacity for
Gelsteswissenschaft, and scientific psychology is an absurd attenpt
to study the subjects (from which everything proceeds) in terrs
of the outer observable objects.
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(@) The solution is the ldentity of Transzendentale Phfincnenologie,
I. Psychologie, T. Phllosophie.
Epoche: the immediately evident is the intentional (withdraw

- from interest in, concern with, committment to the "really real,"

the way a man forgets his business to 1ive in the intimacy of his
family, or vice versa).

Transcendental Reduction: not the mechanist or behaviorist
reduction of the intentional to the "real" but of all intended
terme to the intending subject.

Secure sclence and philosophy an immovable ground: not some
f1imsy ideal construction within an obscure context of Selbstver-
stdndlichkeiten; not the dubious products of some historical cultural

procesas; but seek in the Lebenswelt what is primarlly given, really
pPrimitive,

II. CRITIQUE OF HUSSERL'S KRISIS

(1) There is a real problem set by science and especlally human
sclence; and 1ts only solution lies in a philosophy.

Natural science can get along somehow({with a bias towards
practical and neglect of basic reserch) by relying on pragmatic
criterion of success; but human sclence, since the scientist is
one of 1lts objlects, is involved in philosophic indeed theological
issues (Cf. problem of synthesis today and in the Middle Ages).

(2) Husserl pursued philosophy als sgtrenge Wissenschaft, as grounded
in necessity and ylelding absolute certitude,

This idenl with 1ts Greek and Cartesian antecedents is in need
of distinction.

All human judgements rest on virtually unconditioned; they are
trus as a matter of fac t; the pursuit of absolute necessity and
absolute certitude is doomed to failure because it seeks more
than there 1s to be had,

(3) The correlations of Abschattung-Horizont and Einstellung-Welt
are valuable contributions analysis.,

S5t111 the alleged two worlds are but one set of beings cons’der-
ed from two standpoints: as relevant to human living; as constitut-
ed by inner relatlons of things to one another; Mbeing" 1s the
unifying notion,

Agaln the alleged two truths are sinmply the result of applying
the different criteria relevant and appropriate to tke different
standpoints.

(&%) BSclence does not rest de facto on evidence and procedures of
Lebenswelt.,

There has baen a fallure to attempt the phenomenclogy of the
sclentlst and phenomenologist: Thales, Archimedes, Newton, Einsteln
are Just odd and strange from common-sense viewpoint,

This failure has been buttressed by subsequent exclusive
concern with "engaged" as opposed to contemplative consclousness.,

One must not expect scientist to be able to detall what he
really does., Einstein's advice to eplstemologists: Don't listen
to what scientists sa y; watoh what they do.

(5) Greek, Renaissance, subsequent normative mccounts of truth,
sclence, nethod are not just artificial ideals floating on popular
obscurity, though their non-philosophic or inadequate phllosophlc
statement nay be such. They are expressions and clarificatlions

and objectifications of the irmanent normativenesstof hgﬁﬁg %22?11901
itself, which 18 participatio creata luclis increatae. :
coning to light in HeldeggerYa Erschlossenheit:
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(6) There 1s a real priority of the subject in knowledge.

Human sensitive psyche is not aninel: free images developnent
of inagination. Rather, there is a participatio creata ground of
questions, intellectual activity.

But this priority 1s not to be interpreted in Greek and Carte-
slan fashlon with their exaggeration of absolute necessity and abso=-
lute certitude, Moreover, epoche is involved in o confusion of
Yaninal faith" with "rational judgrent”, and the transcendental
reduction properly is to "being" and not to "intending" which alsois.

IIT, RTIN HEIDEGGER) /EXPOSITION

(a) What he has to tell us about man.
(b) What he thinks about being.
(¢} What he thinks of the learning of Philosophy.

1, Phenonenology as Method.

Phalnonenn: Whatever 1s nanifested, appears.

Not appearance vs underlying reality.

Not sense vs art, culture, sentiment.

Not outer public vs inner private.

Not innediate but alsc what tokes tinme, attention, serutiny.

Legein: Read off, let appear, discover, un-veil,

Truth: Based on evidence of letting phenonenon appear, what
is true is what 1s manifest, un-covered, un-velled, re-vealed.

24 Transcendental Phenomenology.

Eidetle, it is concerned with ego as transcendental as con-
stituted by the characters necessary for any possible "intending":
it is what has no presuppositions; it is what must be presupposed
by every other knowledge (since every knowing is an intending),
it provides the rock on which all philosophy, all science, can
be securely founded.

3 Heidegger: phenomenology of consclous living, of stream of
consclousness,

Let stream appear, come-to-light, reveanl itself.

Since no inguiry, no knowledge, can occur except within a
stream, a phenomenology of the stream is basic, first, presupposed
by all others.

Since the eldetic is universal, necessary, abstract, 1t can
not but omit the individual, the existential, the concrete.

Hence, a phenomenology of conscious living is a fundamental
ontology, the sole basis from which one can tackle the question
twhat 1s belng'??

ly, The stream is basic: not only as the brsis of horizon, but
also from the viewpoint ofa phenomenology.

For the stream of consclousness is itselfa manifesting, a
coming-to~light; 1t is not Just living, but consciousliving;
i1t is the coming-to-light of a consclousness-in-its-world.

If the stream 1s only a partial coming-to-light, then
phenomenology will discover what remains to come to light,

It will distinguish authentic and inauthenti¢ consclous
1living.

n%he truth of phenomenology will be a dlscoverling what 1t 1s
to be in the truth, and what it is to be in untruth., It would seem
that only by being in the truth can one hope to have a sfrean of
consclousness in which one truly can come to answer the question
"What is beling?!.
° )
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5 Now 1f there 13 a stream of conaciousness, the streaming, flow-
ing, direction, postulates a finality, a basic drive, and this, as
conscious, as the root of consclousness, 1s Sorge, Besorgen, Fur-
sorge, (Concern, Preococupation, Care for).

Because the stream 1s an organizing of contents, it is an in-
der-Welt-Soin,

Insofar as the organizing rests-on Besorgen, the organized
congists of tools) the referential system of tools linked to one
another for the stream is Zuhandenheit; and the total complex of
tools constitutes the Unwelt,

Insofar as the organizing is FHrsorge, there is the Mitwelt of
persons that also use the tools,

Because the stream 1s self-organizing, there are Verstehen: a
preconceptual grasp of concrete possibilities of the stream; Entwurf:
the project of what is to be done; Rede: the articulation of Entwurf,
the seriation of 1ts elements; and Sprache: the concretlzation of
this articulation,

Because when one 1s conscious, one already 1s concerned, pre-
ocoupied, caring (the condition of the stream as a stream), there is
Befindlichkelt: le sentinent abrupt de se trouver-la/De Waelhens/;
Geworfenhelt: the sentiment of being tossed into the world, aban-
doned, /Thrown-ness/.

Becuase the belng of a strean is its flowing, 1t 1s essentially
temporal: Sein und Zeit, Homo Viator.

Because the belng of a strean of consciousness 1s a flow of
presentations to one present, it is Da-sein, where the Da 1s preg-
nant; "there", not the way a stone 1is present to a stone, not the
way things are present to us, but the way we have to be present for
things £o be present to us.

6. Inauthentic Daseln.

Dependence on world: any possibilities I can realize lnvolve
ne in a network of conditions; there are plenty of alternative
possibilities, but none without an involvement in the network,

As Jaspers would put it: technical socliety
{a) creates the possibility of the nasses 109 increment in 150 years
and thereby ensures its own necessity.

(b} It defines the set of jobs to be done. There is scrme optimum
use of tools, machines, etc. in the total process of extraction,
transformation, distributicn; the actual is the best approximation
possible to this optimum (or else obsolescence and elimination),
and man's work is residual,

(c) It defines the product and creates man's world: What is pro-
duced ls what can be produced, =and, through advertising techniqucs,
sold to the nasses, to the average of desire and taste.

(d) Standards, ideals, and values arc basic: and criticism is
irrelevantt The one question is to keep things golng; if that is
not your ncrn, standard or rule, then ycu are uncooperative, a
trouble-naker; and an unwanted conforrist comes to the the top where
his freedon is the hazard of naking nisjudgnents of significance on
natters of grand scale significance,

(e) Personal worth: skill, experience,character tend to be vanish-
ing; Jobs are standardized, and you have departments of standards;
the person has to neet averase standards as a replaceable, inter-
changeable part,

(f) Field of freedom contracts: carrying out ideas rising from ny
creatlve lnaglnatlon, not as nere eccentricity, but as a significant
contribution.

° )
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Flight into world:; Inauthentlc Dasein wants things that way; he
wants to be a realization of On , Man, One,

He wants releanse fron being onels own self, fron freely and
responsibly discovering and realizing one's own potentialities with
811 the risk involved.

He finds security, assurance, peace of soul in being like every-
one else,

Why? It is Selbstverstdndiich, &vidence journalidre, "obvious™
in the sense that 1t does not seem helpful to call it in question,
that commonly it 1s taken for granted, that obviously there are so
nay other ways of occupying oneself,

Gerede: Bavardage, guotidien, talk,/idle-talk/. the

This cuts the articulation of Verstehen fron the resli/means
becomes an end; Mitselrn becomes talking to one another, being pre-
occupled with talking.

Authoritativer thls are so only because they can be said to
be S0,

All-embracing: onlr fron nnil against talk can one reach the
genuine.

Evident and certain: doubt excltes deep indignation, resentment,
because talk hides inauthenticity.

Curlosityr concerned with the new hecause 1t is new; and not
wenting to understand anything but to be distracted, to escape.

Ainblguous: I talk about everything, but really understand
noting; 1 anr doing all sorts of things, yet noting that 1s ny doing,

Verfallenheit: All this iswthout any efforty with taking
thought, a spontaneous acconplishment in which we become estranged
and uprooted.from ourselves, the selves that really are ours.

Tris ia permanent aspect of human exlistence, and a new civili-
zation would only involve superficial change; there are only two
basic alternatives: this is one, and the other 1n intolerabls.

There is a permanence of instability: changes have to keep
coming; * no device of the escapist is effective for any
length of tine.

7 Authentic Dasein.

The Critical Experience:r Angst, the anxiety crisis, the col-
lapse of the stream of consclousness as organlzed.,

The Discovery of the aggregate of bruth existents, of existents
as stripped of all the meaning and significance conferred upon them
in the stream of consciousness.

T?e discovery of Sorge (the root of the stream, the reallity of
Daseiln).

Btre d2j3 jeté dans un monde dans lequel it s'est perdu,

Summation of anticipations, projects: the ultimate project 1s
dying, quitting the world.

Selbst, Selbstheit{the opposlte is Man-selbst): the tension
through time of the authentic and inauthentic modes of Dasein.

The unauthentic mode concerning fdeath: ell the ways of hiding
it; slip 1t into generalities:; everyone dies.

The authentic mode concerning deathy Durchsichtigkeit, fact 1it;
Erwarten: I ar expecting; Frelhelt zum Tode, detachment about 1it.

This 18 not a matter of stopping living, projecting, doing, but
a matter of continuing without belng a dupe.

Earlier: there was the tragic attitude. ILater: the emphasis
becomes more and more on art, poetry, and finally, a nature mysticliaa
conferring an intelliglbility on the sxistent,
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8. Heideggers Claims.

{ His explicit claim i only to have made a beginning, a funda-

mental-ontologie.
He explicitly rejects ms a misunderstanding almost all interpre-
tation of him. a

However, Daseln is/fundamental fact: the stream of conscious-
ness in its basic fornmlation influences all subsequent philosophic
efforts at creating a horizon.

Tools solidify into things: Dasein interprets itself as a -
thing; Deus se habet ad naturalia sicut artifex sad artificlata,

Beildegger claims philosophy to have taken a wrong turn with the
Greeks; we have to go back to the early nature phllosophers.

Existent: What's there in the anxiebty crisis.

Sein: Intellizibllity conferred on existent and on self by
Daseln; rather"being in truthof authentic .Dasein,than the "being
in untruth" of innuthentic Dasein; yet 1t remains the negation of a
value Judgment.

Q. Heldegger's Position in the Hlstory of Phllosophy.

Descartes: Rational Cogito; Absolute object in Splnoza; switch
throuzh Kant to the Absolute Bubject in Fichte, Hegel, Schelling.

Material substance as extension; mechanisn; empiricist philo-
sophy Informing sclentific thinking; elimination of man as man in
drift of modern clvilization.,

Late Schelling: From the indifference of Subject-Object to a
Philosophy of Mythology and Revelation,

Post-Idealists: Kierkezaard, Feuerbach, Marx, Nletzsche,
Dilthey.

Heldegzer's Dasein is an indifference or rather simultaneity
of subject-object in a concrete living; it is an abstract indiffer-
ence in present(“s" "intention").

iV, CRITIQUE OF HEIDEGGER

(1) H.S. Sullivan: psychic development occurs along lines of mini-
mun anxiety.
(2) Psychic developnent in ran is liberated above the flow of

L“W aninal consclousness; understanding and free image go hand in hand;
this 1s the baslc feature of the stream of consclousness.
(3) The strean of consciousness defines a horlzon, and horlzon 1s

o a philosophic concept of fundamental inpcrtance; nor can the con-

structed horizons of the philosophers ignore the fundamental horlzon
of Dasein. In terns of Ingight: Self-appropriation- Fundamentalon-

tologie.

155 Much of human 1ivinz i1s infra-ratlonal tribal consclousness,
group feeling, group decision, with a pragnatic tendency in sclence
and logic (cf., Trogobriant Islanders); nodern clvilization is a
drift deternined nainly by the téchnlical possibllitles of production,
and the organizing of hunsn living by social engineers (advertising,
the press, escape-liternture, state-education).

©

Nt ( (5)/Conparison of the Categories of Insight with those of Beideggzer/
- a) Sorge =- the Pure desire to know, Linit effect in comnmon to many
scientific endeavor.
(b) Truth as "letting appear" -« Turth as Unconditioned.
(¢) Beilng as sinmply intelligible, God, ens per essentlam; Material
beingt sinply intelligible as form; differently intelliglble in .
other, as potency, as act.

L . . 0 )
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(d) This is intellectumlist: But the intellectual pattern of
experience 1s the sole absolute; it knows and judges others; to do
80, it has to differentiate itself and, once it has done s0, then
it cen bring action and feeling into line,

[Sunpary of Parts One to Three and Transition to Part Four/

Next we shall turn to dliscussions of'"Horlzon!because the topic
1s concelved as "What about existential..." rather than"What is
Existentialisn ...," -_

Exlstentinlisn 1s an attenpt, carried out in a variety of man-
ners, to do justice to the facts of hunan living (freedon, respon-
gigﬁlity, connitnent, interpersonal relations, comnunieations, death,

ols )

Without breaking though the frontlers of knowledge set by Kant,
nanely, that sense alone 1s not comstitutive of hunan knuwing and
that true Judgment car be the pediuo in guo the real is known only
if the real is already known prior to tiue Judgnent,

Heldegger: prelininaries to a solution that, in thirty years,
has not been reached.

Sartrs1 a prenature ontolozy that is sheer negation %hough its
tbherence and penctration light up the insufficiencies of existen-
tlalist thinkors.

Jaspers: a full and brilliantly technical exploitation of the
resources at his disposal,

Marcel: detached from theoretical issues; he reaches true
concrete conclusions about beinsg through the "good".

We cannot do justice to the detalls of these efforts in the
tine at our disposal; but there is no great point in attenpting to
do s0, slnce the brilliance of the efforts 1s matched by the failure
to break out of the closed circle.

On the other hand, there is a notable point in attending to
the significance of existentlalism for scholasticlsn.

Scholasticisn is a philosophy of being, but it suffers fron a
maltiplleity of schools; it rests upon a bog of disputed questions;
it is not narked by any conspicuous dealre and labor to elininate
QQ DD, because of a half-hearted acceptance of the theoren that
truth is the redium in gquo the reml is known -- thls 1s not denled,
but very comnmonly it 1s not really believed. And the result 1s that
it has enormously weakened its capacity to influence, ground, and
unify the scilences and to be useful to theology.

Existentialisnm invites scholasticisn to nove from the per se
(subject, principles, etc.,) to the actual order, to nove fron being
a philosophy anmong phllosophies to being a philosophy of philosophies,
fron being non-historical to being historical,
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/PART FOUR: THE SIGNIPICANCE OF EXISTENTIALISK FOR SCHOLASTICISH ~-
SUBJECT, HORIZON, AND THE NATURE OF PHILOSOPHY/

I, THE DILEMMA OF THI SUBJECT

L. The major premise of the silemms is that either the real-for-me
15 defined as the immediately glven or else it is the object known
through the true tamguem per medium in quo.,

The minor premise is the psychological fact that, without
introspection, the sutject 1s never the cbject and, even in intre- ¢
spectlion, the difficulty is not eliminated, but merely displaced,
Blnce the suhject-as-subject is never the subject-as~object,

Hence, 1f the real-for-me is the immediately glwen, then there
follows the existentlalist opposition between otjective science
and, on the other hand, real knowledge nf the subject which is non-
otlective, and hence, the exclusion of metaphysics in any traditiore]
sense, To 11l the gep created by this exclusion, new types of

metaphycins have been invented for dealing with all that ccncerns
nan.,

Un the other hand, if the real for me is what is knewn through
what 1s true, then I am confined to a universe of otject; the sutject-
as-subject 1s inacecessitle te me, and because the sublect is inac-
cessitle, I remaln the vietim of unscrutinized herizens, incapatle
of taling a place eon the contemporary level of philosophic discussior,
capable of complete openness of horizon only per accidens and not
philosophically.

2, The term gubject has many meanings in different contexts. We
speak of the grammatical subject, ie,, a word or phrase fulfllling

& speclfied functinn in a sentence; the logical subject, ie., what-
ever admits a predicate has one, l.e., red is a colori the sclentific
sublJect, l.e., subjectihadbitii objectihablt; and the psychologlcal
subject, l.e.,, the human conscious subject.

3+ The term conscious 1s predinated of subjects, acts, and proces-
ges. Of subjects, we say that 'he was knocked unconscious! as
oppesed to such things as a dreamless sleep, dreaming, and waking
which we also predicate of sublects. Of acts we speak of the growth
of one's beard and of the metabolism of cells as oppcsed to seelng
and suffering. Of processes, we talk of the circulation of the
blecd and thedlgestion of foed{in no malfunctioning) as opposed to
inquiring to understand, reflecting to Judge, deliberating to declde,
and decliding to enter upon a course of action,

4, By the term object we mean the motive, product or end of
congcious activity. Some examples would tet (a) of motive-~ color
moves sight, illuminated phantasm moves intelligence; (b} of product--
iwamining produces image; underaknuding pruduces concepti and (¢) of
end -- ens, verum, bonum, blological endas.

To put it dicrerently, what 1s meant Ly the term object is
what conerlous activity centers on, drings abunt, and,’or heads for,

5 The amblgulty of presence, awareness.

I see colors, but I do not see seelng, nor do I see myself -
seeling,

In seelng colors, the colors are present (presented) to me, but
they are presented not to me as absent tut as present., Inasmuch as
colors are preseuted to amewue also present, tlere is consclousness
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in the direct act of seeing; I do not see unconsclously, though I
may see indelliberately, inadvertently, without noticing what none
the less I see,

Consciousness 18 not a matter of reflex activity, of intro-
spections rather, it 1s the possibility of reflex activity having
something to turn back on, of introspecting having something to
introspect., Consciousness ls a property, quality, of acts of glven
kinds, i.,e., senslitive and intellectual, cognitive and appetlitive,
Consclousness always accompanles waking and even dreaming states.
The direction of sttention to the conscious component in such
states 1s a secondary phenomenon that would te meaningless were
thers not the primary phencmenon.,

Agalin, the notions of presence and awareness are amtlguous.

In terms of the notion of presence, there 1ls the presence of
objects to the sunject, and, concomlitantly in a quite different
sense, there is the presence of the sutject to whom oblects are
presented. The object is present as intended. The subjlect is
present as intending.

In terms of the notion of awareness, the otjJect 1is what one
is aware of, i.e., what one sees, hears, desires, fears, lnvesti-
gates, understands, conceivesy and the subjlect. 1s the one who 1is
aware, and one cannot be aware and be unconsclous, just as one can-
not see and be unconscious, and so on.

But'"telng aware" is quite different from "belng what one 1is
aware of', Hence, in the primary stream of consciousness, (a) the
subject is never without an object, and (t) the subjlect 1s neverx
the object. DBetween subject and oblect there 1s a cleavage, a
radlcal opposition. To state the matter different, in the termi-
nology of traditional scholastic ontology, we would say that in
infinite act, subject, act and primary object coincide; while, in
finite act, act and object differ, for act is limited by something,
by what ls it is about, and subjlect, act and otject differ not only
is act finlte, but also the subject does not know himself by his
oWn essence.

6, Introspection does not elminate, tut only displaces the cleavage.

In an incomplete and elusive fashion, the subject can shift hils
attention from objlect to act and subject., On this basls he can
proceed to classify, descrite, relate, explaln, from hypotheses,
theories, systems, devise tests, verify, and Judge: the sublect,
his capacltles, habits, acts, and thelr otjlects.

Apart from its basis in the shift of attention, this process
is essentially the mame as in all humen knowledge. Its components
are1 experience, understanding and conception, reflection and
Jndgment,

Morecover, Just as in the knowledge of other otjects, there are
factors of a known, A known unknown, and an unknown unknown, so
also .in the knowledge of the subject. The phenomenon of the
horizon remalns, only here the horizon is more difficult to
tackle tecause of the difficulty of the basic shift of attentlion.

Throught thls process the cleavage remalns. The subject does
not know himself by hls essence; rather he begins from otlects,
defines acts by objects, habtits by ranges of acts, potencles ty
ranges of hablts, and the essencc of the soul by sets of potencles.

In this shift of attention, What is attended to? Who attends?
What is attended to 1s the subjecet-as-oblecty who attends 1s tho
subject-as~-suhject. Hence, the subject still remains inaccesslble
except as peenliarly present.
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What 1is classified, describved, and understood is not the sub-
Jeet classifying, describing, and understanding, Hence, to use
an historical example, the knowledge that Hume descrites is not the
knowledge that he uses to make this description.

7 . The Dilemma.

If the real 1ls known through the true, then only the subject-
as=~object is known; if only the sutjcct-as-object 1s known, then the
who inquiry is conducted within a horizon, prejudged bty that horizon,
and there remains no possibility of philosephlc attack on the radical
protlem of horizon,

If the real is tho lmmediatcly given in 1ts immediate intel-
11gitility (phenomenoclogy & la Heidegger), and 1f immedimste truth
ls this uncovering, re-vealing, and 1f Jjudgment 1is Just the
articulation of what is revealed, and again, if there is no idea of
the unconditioned, the true, ens (1.e., Jaspers, hkarcel), then gither
there must bte a new type of metaphysics concerned with the reallty
of the subject-as-sutject ¢or at least there must be an Existenz-
erhellung(Jaspers) or an unfolding 4in terms of truth as Unverbor-
genheit, déloun (Heidegger).

I1. SUBJECT AND HORIZON

A, THE NOTION OF HORIZON

1. Human knowlecdge is in process,

In traditionsl terms, intelledet 1s defined as pctons omnia
facere et fieri; but thoush i1t is unlimited in range, it beglns
from a tabtula rasa. The process of human knowing is a process of
raising and answering questinns, which can be thematized bty such
taslc forms of gquestions as Quid? Propter quid? An? Utrum? Its
manlfestation is the actual questions that we ralse and answer.
2, Hence, at any stage in the development of human knowedge, there
is a threefold division whose factors aret

(a) the Xnown{ Docta)the renge of questions that I can raise
and answer.

(b) the Xnown Unknown (Doctn Ignorantial)i the ranme of questios
which I c¢an relse, find slgnfi—eant, worthwhlle,
know how they mizht be answered, but which
de facto I camnot answer and know I cannot answer,

(c) the Unknown Unknown(Indocta Ignorsntia): the range of
questions that I do not raise; if these were to
bte raised T would not understesnd them, nor
find them significont, nor Judge them worthwhile,
nor know how to go about answering them.

t3) The Horizon is the 1limit, the boundary between the known and
the unknown unknown. What 1s beyond my horizon ccnsists not merely
of answers, but also and principally of questions that are teyond-me,
meaningless~to~me, insignificant-to-me, nadworthwhile-to-me,
igsolﬁble~to—me, questions to which I might say, "I haven't got a
gclue,

As defined, the horizon is = relative term, for what is mean-
ingless-to-me may or may not be meaningless absolutely, "’

By way of contrast, we shall also speak of the fleld: What s
beyond the fleld 1s meaningless absolutely, insignificant absolutely,
ingoluble absolutely. The field is the universe, but my horizon
defines my universe. Both are relevant to metaphysics, for-
metaphysics deals with ens, with omnia, with the universe,
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The field regards metephsics as such, but the horizon regards
metaphysics as possitle~to-me, relevant-to-me.

i, The existence of the horizon comes to light not directly, tut
indirectly. It emerges not directly because 1t can te sharply
defined only by going beyond it, by reaching a wider horizon in
which appears the old horlzon only as a part., From within any
given horizon, its own lirlts are not clear and sharp and 1in focus,
tut hazy, obscurs, and distant; for what is teyond the horizon 1is
what we pay no attention to, and what iz at the horizon is what

We pay little attention to. In emerges indirectly btecause wWe cen

study instances in which the recession or contraction of the horlam
ocrurs,.

B. T HORIZON IN SCIENCE (OR MATHEMATICS).

1, The scientific(or mathematical) horizon recedes 1If there occur

{a) & crisls -- existing theorles, methods, modes of thought
cannot handle the facts, results, etc, satisfactorily

(B) & fundamentel revision of concepts, postulates, axioms,

methods.

(c) the development of a radically new scientific structure --
for example, non-Fuclidean gzeometry, calculus,
Gnlois, Einstein, Quantum Mechanlcs, Copernicus,
Darwin, Freud,

2. The recession ¢f the horizon meets with resistance, Consilder
Max Planck!s statement on what makes a scientific theory accepted:
it!s not clarity of obversation, exnctness of meassurement, the
coherence of a hypothesis, the rigor of dedudtion, the declsiveness

of verification, tut the retirement of the present generation of
professors.,

3 Eventually the resistance is overcome. It 1s overcome
universally in the sense that sclentific results are equally
accessitle to all scientists, so that, roughly, at any time,
contemporary sclentists are abreast., It 18 overcome permanently

in the sense that the new theory covers all the old facts, and many

more, and hence there is no tendency to revert %o earller positions
to revive old views,

4. Hence, science is characterized by such universality and
permanence, by the contrasting atsence of permanent division into
opposed schools of thought, and of the survival and revival of
what to others seems to be definitely superseded.

Resistance to scientific advance 1s a subtlectlve phenomenon,
and it is eliminated by a new generation of professors. The old
have the intellectual hablits without the suppleness needed to
develop new hnbitsy; they have invested thelr intellectual capital

in a point of view, and they are not prepared to declare themselves
bankrupt,

C. THE HORIZON IN HUMAN SCIENCE, PHILOSOPHY, AND THEOLOGY

1. In these flelds there occur recessions of the horizon in the
same fashlon as in natural sclence or mathematics, le., the process
of crisis, a rudlenlly new viewpoint, a radiecally new structure,
For exnmpla, in the hisbtory of plilasophy, one might sketch the
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following course of development in terms of the recession of a
horizoni

(a) Plato) the distinction between the alsthétn and the noéta,
and the position that the nota are the ontos onta,

(b) Aristotle: the nobton is the altion tou einnl immanent in
the materlial object, and the extrapolation to immovable
novers,

(e¢) Augustine: the view that the recl 1s tody glves way to the
view that the real 1s the trus.,

(d) Aquinas: a transformation of existing theology (according
to Gilson, Scotus was the trnditlonalist, the one whose
position was an angustinisme avicennisant).

(e) Descartes: he concelved philosophy as an independent and
separante sutject, and not as something that was merely
distinct from theoclogy. :

2 In these fields the recession of the horizon does not result

in a straightforward universal and permanent difference. The
difference 1s not universal becnuse, althoughnn original philosopher
does 1ndeed found & new school as such, he changcs philosophy

only secundum guid, that 1s, he gives rise to new toplcs, new
approaches, new techniques, but the basic differences remaln tetween
the schools -- and hence, 1t is often noted that therc is a famlly
resemblance betwecen the different realizations of the materiallst,
idealist, and realist tendencies, respecctively, from 4th century
Athens to teday. Agaln, the differencce is not permanent tecause

the original thinker founds & new school, btut the school splintersy
and further, just as there occur periods of decadence, loss of vigor,
and loss of influence, so also changing times bring insensible
changes in perspective in which the originnl message can be losts
and, Just as there occur devaluations of meanings, so also there
occur revivals, second springs, recoverles of vipr and influence.

3 The difference between the phenomenn of the horizon 1in -
mathematics and natural sclence, on the one hand, and in human
science, philosophy, and theology, on the other, is not too
difficult to account for. .

In the latter case, the new horizon on the oblect involves a
new horizon on the sutject, for the sutjlect is one of the objectis,
And & new horilzon on the sutject involves not merely new concepts,
postulates, axioms, methods, and techniques, but also a converslon
of the subject, a reorganization, a reorientation, BSuch a new
ronicept of oneself, new principles to guide one's thinklng,
Judeing, evaluating of all that concerns oneself, is a converslon.

Without the conversion, the new ideas not only are lnoperative
in one’s own living, but also they are insignifieant, without resl
meaning, wlthout any vitnl expsnsiveness in the domain of objects.
The orizinnl thinker founds only a school tecause he cannot effect
the conversion of subjects; he can only promote converslon ln the
more ready. Hls school splinters, is sublect to periods of

decadence and revival, because even his followers can succeed in
subjective conversion only up to a polnt,
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IV. THE EXISTENTIAL GAP

1, The existence of philosophical and theologlcel schools, the
posslbility of decadence and revival within any school (i.e, the
words of the master are repeated but his meaning is lost), the

fact that humen sclence, in its attempt to be science, systematicaly
tends to omit what is human, all these factors reveal the fundamen-
tal significance and importance of horlzon in studles concerned
with man, directly or indirectly. This significance isthe fact

that the reality of the subject can te beyond the horizon of the
sutject,

The subject can suffer from an indoctn lgnorantia with regexrd
to himself, This indocta ignorantia is not & matter of something
which the subject might very well be excused from knowing, l.e.
depth psychology, social conditioning, hilstory, biology, bio-chemis-
try, etes It is o matter of the sublect!s owns intelligence, his
own reasonntleress, his own freedom and responsitility. On the
one hand, he is intelligent and rensonable, free nnd respunsitle,
and he manifests these characteristics in meny fashlons; he would
be insulted if he were told that he was stupld, unresonatle,
lrresponsitle, a victim of catchwords. Yet at the some time, in =
very true sense, his own intelligence, his own rensonnbleness, hils
own freedoem nnd responsibllity stand bteyond his horlzon.

2 The existential gop is the difference, grenter or lcss, between
one's horizon on oneself and what one really is.

Agaln, the exlstential gap is the gap between what 1ls overt
in what one is and what is covert in whnt one is, For example,
it 1s the difference between whrt Hume asserted humen knowledge
to be and the knowledge thnt Hume manifestly employed in stating
and proving his assertions.

3 The existentinl gap 1s not eliminated by affirming the pro-
posltlons that are true and denying the propositions thnt are false,
The decadent school repentsthe proposltions of the mnster, but 1t
has collapsed hte mnster's meaning into something less than will

fit Into a contracted horizon., The protlem with thls i1s the protlem
of the existentinl zap, that 1s, the protlem of a converslon that

is proportionnte to the otjective development; it is not, for
exnmple, the problem of agreeing with Augustine that the real is

the true, tut rather 1t is the problem of meaning ns much as
Augustlne dld when he spoke of veritas.

i, Hence, the study of the existentlal gap is concerned with
& set of notlions that emerge in varlous places in existential
thovmht

() immediacy: the gnp is not a mntter of true or false
propositions, btut of conversion.

(&) obtnubil ntion and discovery:r the conversion is n movement
from the covert to the overt, a movement that is
genuine and authentic,

(c) norms: something normative is involved =-- conversion
should occur, the gap should te closed,

(@) frgedom mnd responsibilifys without these, the norms are

really meaningless,

(e) transcendent) the norms involve an absolute volue; the
subJect takes his stand by them, cven agalnst the
world, even against himself, for he finds in these
norms a symbtol, an indieation of the Atsolute, of God.

o)
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(f) kxistenz: The subject tecomes himself in his relatlon to
the Transcendent,

111, HORIZON AND DEEAD

A. GENERAL ACCOUNT

1l The horlzon is grounded in the subjectt it 1s the boundary nt
which begins his indocta ignorantia

8t11l this 18 merely an nbjective aspect of the horlzoni: 1t
is defined in terms of what the subject not only dnes not know,
but also eonsiders meaningless, 1nsignificant, insolutlce.

Wc hnve to inquire into the subjcctive foundatlon of hrrizen.
How 1s 1t constituted? How is 1t mointrined? Or to put the questions
differently, What 1s the subjective grounding princlple or foundo=
tion of horizon? What is the confirmntive in the subject that
keeps him at the horizon that he has, and that mnkes 1t so difficult
for him to move to a Lronder horlzon?

Ze Let us begin from the notion of psychologlenl ncts,

To consider single ncts involves one in n vielont abstraction,
for (a) scnsitive acts nre invelved in a rultiple correlation, e.g.
seeing invclves approaching, looking, focussing, etc,.,y and (t)
intellectunl ants presuppose sensitive flow nnd nre operatlve
with respect to the sensitive stimulus and to the manipulation
of the sensitive flow' « Hence, the study of consclousness 1s n
study, not of isolated acts, but of a flow, a stream, a directlen,
crientation, interest, concern.

3 The study of such streems of consclousness, at a flrst
approximntion, involves the erection nf a serles of idenl .
constructs. For, just ns in tha investignticns ~f natural sclencc,
so nleo in the study of consciousness,one teglns from idenl con~-
structs and moves to things that are more concretc., Take Newton's
study of planetary motion for example: Newton begins from a flrsi
law of motion that bodies ean continue in a unifrrm state ~f motlon
in n stratght line as long as no force intervenes, and then he sdds
on the law of movement in a central fleld of force,and thersty he
gets a second approximation to the movement of planets. Buch
approximations are what I menn ty n series of 1denl constructs.
Hence, 1n thc study of the flow of consclousness, a ’
series of 1deal constructs ghould yield a first appreximatlion,

- Tat us begin from a notinn of patterns of experience and -« -

distinguish the fcllowing types of flows of consclousness or
pattarns of experlencefcf. Insight, pps, 181-191):

{rs) tha blological pattern of expericnce:s the type of flow of
consciousness present in, for exnmple, the benst
of prey and its qunrry.

(b) the gesthetic pattern of experiences o liberation from
purely hiologienl determinnnce, from purely tin-
logieal interests and <oals, into the self-Jjustify-
ing Joy of free experience nnd free creatlon as is
menifested in, for example, kittens playing, chil-
dren pretending, etc,

(¢} the dramatic pattern of experlencer the primordirl form
of aesthetic ~ud artistic creatlvity that is in
cneself and is expressed in the presence of and
wlth regurd to others; tha flow of consciousness
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thnt orgnnizes and directs the spontaneous drama of
human 1iving. If the pattern is successful, the
subjects tend to bte extroverts. If the panttern is
unsuccessful for concretely denling with others,
the sutject tends to withdraw into himself nnd become
Introverted, and, in the limit, such individuals
go 1nto fantasles and dreams in which they are the
hero, the exceptionnl person nf thelr merely private
thentre. What is central to the pnttern is the
integrative notinn that onc has to, and does, make
or constitute cneself.
(d) the intellectunl pnttern of experience: what dominntes,
Integrates, ~nd directs the flew of conscliousness
is the spirit of ingulry, ns is illustrated by
the absorted Thales who fell inte the well while
watehing the stars, the concentr-ting Newtnn who
pnys no nttention to food ns he works on the
theory of gravitation, the excited Archimedes who
erles "Eurckni®
(¢) the practical pnttern of experlcence: the type of consclous
flow dominated by the driving motlvatlon to get
things donc.
Again, 1t should bte noted that the patterns are flexible, nnd
not rigid, that they tend to overlap in most peoplets lives,
thrnt, as one pattern comes te the fore, 30 alsn it recedes and
is replaced ty another a8 new circumsinnces emergey to put
it differently, no one lives exclusively in one pattern, and
everyone tends to cxperlonce them nll at one time or annther,
though in each of us one pattern or set of patterns comes te
play a dominant role, {(ndded by od.)

4, Patterns of experience are limited, and their limit lies in
the fact that hilgher levels of patterns presuppose a successful
Integration of lower patterns, For example, the smount of artistry
possible in a man is limited by the fact that his aesthetic pattern
of experience also hns to Le, or presupposes, an integratlon of
neural pattcrns, and the neural patterns are what grvern him ns n
biclogienl existenty that 1s, artistry can emerge (l.¢, therc is
liberation from hioclogical interests and gozls) only to the cxtent
that the blologlecal pattern of expericnce is functloning success-
fly {léy1ts necds are met ond hence can tc presupposcd).

A stream of consciousness that runs too freely tends to intro-
duce n conflict tetween the orientation of the flow of consclousness
and the necds of the body{nmeurnl demard functions, cf. Insight, p 19)
that thls ronsclousness informs and governs. And the result of
this conflict leads townrd the nemesis of compulsions, Inveslons
of eonsclousness, neurotic phenomena, and,in the limit, anxiety
crises,

An anxiety crisis 1s the breakdown of the strenm or pnattern
of conseclousness: l.e. the objlects are there, tut they are merning-
less, for there 1s no dynnmic significant itegration of them into
the pattern.

Agaln, there 1s the appsarance of anxiety in consclousness
ns A relatively minor phenomenon. Functionally, 1t is, as 1t were,
the danger slgurl that the flow of consciousness 1s ©  running on
a line which 1s too free, for the development of a type of stresm
of zonsclousness takes place nlong lines of minimum nnxiety,

Flnally,along the lines of the present snnlysis, the phencmenon
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of abnormality in types of patterns of consclousness means that
development has had to avold anxiety by the use of extreme measures.

5. A world is what lies within a horizon, that 1s, 1t is a
totality of potential objects, As such, i1t 1s not some prarticular
objJect, nor a particular number of objects, but rather it is a
sphere nof objects to which we attend and with which we are con-
cerned, n possibllity of some types nf oblects and not of others.

A world or horizon corresponds to the cnncrete synthesis that
is my conscious living, and that concrete synthesis does not asdmit
changse without the experience of anxlety or dread., The anchor, or
conservative principle of my world is not its reality, tut rather
it 1s the drend that I expericnce and spontaneously ward off when-
ever my wnrld is mennced,

By concercte synthesis in conscious living is a combin~tion
of (a) an integration of an wunderlying neural manifold, and(t) e
set of moods for dealing with the Mitwelt of persons and the Umwelt
of tools, or gny other combination along the same 1line.,

Tn change my concrete synthesis, to bte converted to a new
world, to let my horizon recede, is to invite the experience of
dread and to relense ~ spontaneous, resourceful, manifnld, plnausitlc,
resist~nce, Thls dresd and release of resistence is not
a function of the cbjlective evidence for my world; rather, 1t ls =
function of oy mode of life, my solution to a total range of prob-
lems ~rising in my concrete living.

B, CCROLLAHIAS

1. Henee, there follows o series of corrolaries to the preceding
nnalysis,

Corollrry (1) -- Conversion: a leap.

Tn convort someone, to be converted oneself, is not exclusively
a mattcr »f proofs, srguments, and evidence,

There is for everyone a problem of integreted consclous living,
and 1t is a protlem that exists at all stages of a persons life;
for exnmple, If I may quote ny own experience, 1n childhood,
minor 1llness and fever quite easily moves into dellirium, wheress
in adulthood, delirium tends to occur only under an extracrdinary
gtress of illness., The reason for thils, I would say, 1s that 1in
the child the organization and integration of consclousness has not
yet achleved the facillty that it has in adult living.

The protvlem is solved only more or less satisfactorlly, and
there are wheole ranges of unsatisfactory solutlons, from psychoscs
to neurctic phenomena of the minor type.

The protlem exists (=) because mnn is capable of free images!|
6+¢&, KBhler's ape's, the frct thnt literature helps te develop
lnagination, and a develeoped irmrgin-~tlonr in turn provides intelll=-
gence with » tool that wlll maXe possible the movement of intellccet
to ens, omni~; end{bd) toenuse the freedom of free imnges is not
an unlinitced, wneonditioned freedon.

Wow conversion, that is, moving to a new horizon, cntering
inte o new world, involves tampering with a hitherto successful
solutinn to the preblom of ths integration of conscinugs living,
and thnt trrpering brings with it a feeling of anxiety. ;

The frcet eof this ~nxicty scts ~» conplex probler. On the 1
hand, thire is the preotler of standing the anxlety, l.e., if I e n 3
get by the initiel anxiety, I shnll be better offy and so, for
example, 1ln the psychoanalytic situatlion, 1f the patient, upen
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analysis, can stand the nnxlicty involved 1n n prescribsd curec, he
will be cured. On the other hand, and nore profoundly, the protler
i8 not mcroly n protlerm of standing the anxiety, tut one of denling
with the resist~nce that the would~he convert spontnneowdy puts up
when confronted with the prospcet of changing his estatlished mode
of living, ~ .for exanplc, to continuec with the prcecding illustra=-
Slen, 1u the psehy~l-n~lytic gitu~tion or in the thernpeutic
situntion, the patient spontaneously puts up o resistonce to the
noods of the thernpist who would btring ~ntout the cure he needs, n~nd
finds all sorts of rensons to maintain hls present posltion, and so
what has to be deanlt with, what hns to be overcone, is Just thils
sort of resistance.

More menerally, the protler of resistmnce is set by the
fact that the would-te convert appenls to his Scbstverstindlich-
keiten) he indighantly appeals to what is obvious to everyone with
an ounce of corron sense; he moves round in » circle within his
estarlished horizon; ~nd, ns long ns it renains, his trand of logle
and his set of premisca will be unshakenble-to-hinm.

Hence, convcrsion, moving to o new horizon, involves n leapi
the lenap is fronm one's Selbstverstindlichkciten -~which are qulte
often o nisunderstanding of whnt in some sense is true, and which
are also one's props to his present position-~ to snether concrete
solution to the protlen of the integration of comscious living.,
Should, for. exonple, you wish to expericnce such drend, seriously
suppose that somc philosophy (that is net your own) were true.

Thus, the protlern of conversion is a protlen of o renl dis-
tinction: that 18, it is not a” problem of conceptunl distinctien,
but n protlen of reality, cf what really is, of horlzon, of horiznn
buttressed by dread, nnd of the avoldance of dread that ls
rationnlized by one's Sclbstversténdlichkelten,

Briefly then, the first corcllnry is that tecnuse n philesophy
has implication with regard to the subject, ~ new phllosophlc
viewpolnt is correlated with a conversion in in the subject,

And n conversion in the sutject 1is nlso connected with his probtlen
in conscious living, with his personnl solution te the protlem

of the integration of conscious living., And, as n result, his
enotion and his particular anxiety will te inveolved in nny ~ttenpt
to move hin fron one philosophy to nnother., To changc people's
philosophies is to change them., And to change ther 1s not nny
sinple natter of truec propositions nxioms and deductions, tut

it 1s o a nntter of changlng o concrete synthesis 1n living, And
that change involves necessarily the enotions of the sutject, the
whole refuge of criotlon that gives rlse to the pdiun p_glosophicur
and the odiun theologicum, And hence, such a changze, le.,
conraTnion, 1nndnrentally involves scomething of a leap 1n the
subject. There is n pivot on which the movement or procg_ss turns,
ond for the person to find right wherc the plvot is and to turn on
it is not a very sinple pntter. (added by ed. from tape of lecture)

2. Corollary (2)==- The Self-Constituting Subject.

On the one hand, we say thot man has freedom of the will,
which is n matter of rntionanl nlternatives and of free cholce,

The rationnl nlternatives are descrited in propositions, and I
accept one nnd reject the other.,

One other hand, we cnn also spenk of freedon in a prilor
scnse, nnnely ns the solution that hns been the concrete synthesis
in ny living,

It invelves the conperntion of the subconsclous, innginatien,
Intelligence ylelding projects within the aesthadlce({play), dranatlc,
practical, and Intellectunl patterns of experience. It energes
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in the drarna of huldan living, the drama which we do not think out
and then exccute, the drama that spontaneously nrises alrendy
charged with imnge, emotlion, and appetite,

It 1s o freedonm not had by animnls, It is nn "ontologleal™
freedom ty which tho conscious sutject is this conscious sutjlect
and develops this sclution te the preklen of concrete living. It ls
that by which we become what we are tefore we nre able te think
out alternative courses of actlion and choosc tetween them, It sets
the horizon within which occurs our thinkinz nnd choosing, so that
whilc py particular project cman bc vetoed, etill the veto has to
have 1lts ground within my world, my horizon; and no project cnn
arise unless it 18 such a8 to fall within the world that is nine.

5ti1l, if we have rode oursclves without any awareness of what
we were up to, so we¢ ¢nn latcr remeke ourselves in the light of
better knowledge and with n full responsitility. Nor is the refusnl
to remnke ourselves any escnpe, for that 1s just ~ssuring responsi-
bility for whntever we happen inndvertently te have rnde ourselvecs
in the past,

Briefly then, the second corollary is that nen is n sclf-
constiftuting sutject whosc self-constitution is grounded in a
fundanéntal, prior "ontologlcnl'frecdem. This freedor{which 1is
roughly equivalent to whnt Heldegger rcnns by sorgc, care) is what
lies behind the whole flow of the sutject's consclcusness, and it
1s whet doternines,in ~ positive nanner, a horizon. It 1ls the
nuclenr, the fundanental element in the crncrete synthesis of
consclous living. It is that by which we spontnneously, and to
n large extent, unconsecliously,nnkc ourselves into what wc are.

And, 1n turn, what wo hnve spontaneously made ourselves to te

rnd our conerete abtllity to consitute ourselves provide

the tnsis for nnd the possitility of rencking ourselves, that 15.
conversion, noving to n new hnrizon, ote., (ndded and adapted from
tape of lecture by cd.)

3. Corollary(3)=- Thc Bosic Function of Philosophy.

Now thcse questione regarding herizon, conversien, the self-
constitution of the sutject, nre concerncd with the bosic functlon
of philesephy. In 1llne with the preceding considerntions, we con
say o8 our third corollery that philoscphy is the nttenpt to
1lluninnte the effort of intelligent, reasrnntle, frece, fully
responsitle sclf-consitiution. (cf. Jnspurs, Philnsophic, Vol., 2,
Bxistenzerhcllung -JThe Illuninntion of Onc's Existenz')

Hence, inscf~r as philoscphy is conccrned with the subjcet
in his free nnd intelligent sclf-consitutinon, philesophy ls
concorned with the good, tcenusc philesophy is itsclf ~ geod,
the gocd of thc philcsophic subjeet; it 1s concerned with what 1s
frecly ond rcsponsibly c¢hoscen and effected bty thils subject,
with whnt is concrotalverun ¢t falsum in intcllectu; tonun et molun
gunt in rebus).

Conscquently. a point of conparison tetween scholasticlsn
and exlstentinlisr is to be found in the renln of the scholastlc
nceowit of the good,

In the scholastic nceount, the good is distinguished in the
folloving nanner

(a) there 1s the tonunm particulnrer it is whnt corresponds
to n particulnr nppetite.

(B) there is the benun ordinis: it 1s A serles of particular
gnodss n series nf conrdinnted activities, ~ seriés:
¢f hablts cof npprechension and nppetition -- 8.g. in
Interpcrsonnl relations, orrnmunication 1s ~ goend,
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congruent with ~ conordin~tion of activitlce, rising
fron hakblts.,

(c)there 15 the bonum per essentiami it 1s the anbsolute nornm,
the transcendent; it grounds the peosaibllity of nn
individunl willing the good ngninst the world, othcrs,
or the self.

Now what does it mean to say that philosophy, ns wns defined
above in line with existentialist thought, is erncerned with the
good? How-is 1t concerned with the good?

(a) It is concerned with irproving ny operntive solution, ny
functioning synthesis in cencrete llving. As such, it 1s concerned
with the tronsition from the freednm of inages to the freedom of
enlightened responsitle chnice, that is, it is concerned with
eonversion,

{(t) Agnin, it 1s ceoneerned with inmprryvement ns mine. As such,
its concern is not with propositionnl truths, but™ with the truth
I live hy, with the truth thnt is inv~lved in my fro self-constltu-
tion; not with notionnl apprehension ~nd nssent, tut with renl
apprehension nnd nssent.

(¢) It is concerncd with ~ sclution to the protler ~f livingj
and by living 18 noant, net some abstrret conecpt of living, btut
living in n world, with othcrs, in n technienl clvillzation.

Hence, it is concorned with the study and eritique of personnl
reclatinns within » technicnl soclicty,

(d) Agnin, 1t is concorned with the conercte possitbility of
that. living at its highest print, that is, with ultimate self-
nffirmatirn; . with censtitution in relation with the transcendent,
as a perscn, a8 Thou (ef. lnreel); with ry Existenz ns an nwnre-
ness of self as n gift given to self (cf. Jaspers).

{c) It is concerned with history. Just ns everycne responds
to the protlens of his age, so alsc the philosopher responds to
the protleas of his agey but gua philesopher, his speciflc
character is to respond to thesc comnon protlems at thelr deepest
level, that is, at thc point of maxinum consequcnce for human
welf~re or human desaster., (e.g. cf. Jnspers, The Orlgin and Goal
of Histerys:s prinitive oculturesj ocrgnnized civilizations; Aschenzeit;
the notion of the present teing ns rorentous as the dlscovery of
fire, tools, nnd speech; the iden of old wnys belng relentlessly
dissolved) the notlon of the masses) the notinn «f nnc world
history. )

(f) Ag=in, thc philosopher 1s cpeniby definition, hc gres
teyond the horizon tascd on his persennl anxiety, for he has to
r.ove to & horizen that 1s coincident with the fileld., His cducatcers,
to scrie extent at least, nrc philesophers in their obscubity to
hin{cf. Jnaspers), for such obscurity is the revelatlion ~f ny
blind spets, ry herizon,

(g) Thc philnsopher has to bte ggnuine: if he has n horizon
that is net as btrrad os thnt of the philesopher which he tenches,
he cannot te genuine nnd tench that philesopher, fer 1f he does,
then he will bte devnluating the currcency, he willl be collapsing
the great into the nnrrowncess of his horizon or wnrld.

(h) Agnln, philoscphy has te be relevant: philesophy ls nnt
r. matter of nnnlytic propositions, nor is it n nntter of snalytic
prineiples that have & supposed per sc relevence, which relevance
is supposed to te per se only becausc the fact of horlzeon has been
overlookrds philosophy is not sonegthing thnt is relevant to man in
genernl, but mther it is sremething thnt-prinmarily is relevant tn
me, ln ny ngoe, and tn those with nco.
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(1) Philosophy can only illurineter it looks hot te s
theoretically cormpelled assent, tut tn n free eonversion; one

cannot bte another, and cannot do his thinking, Judglng, deciding,
end living for hin.

IV. HORIZON AND HISTORY

1, Introduction,

To spenk of the reclation of horlzon ~nd history involves nn
enlargement of the significancc of the existentinl gap. The
reference of horizon te history 1is not mcrely n matter of »
difficult ~nnd drubtful tcchnigue in the study of the totnlity of
philesnphics, but mere profrundly it 1s concerned with ~ criticenl
lssue in thc hlstorical proccss.

Now ty the term history, I nenn the trt~l ficld of hwrnn
operntions in this lifc. In this-enntext, the cxistential gnp
i1s not merely n call te authenticity ~f the subjeet in hils private
existence; but rathcr it is ~ e¢~ll to r~uthenticity in ~ll sutjeets,
ah invitation to understanding sorething ~btrut the historienl
proccss nt n eriticnl nement in hunan history, ~ surrons te
decisiveoness at thnt meorent, nn expleraticn of the techniques of
human comnmuniention (c.z. existentinlists write n~vels ~nd ploys).

24 The Notlon of =~ Dinlectic of Mon.,

Let us bezin freom the notien of dinlcebic, On the ene hond,
there is n farilisrr notion of dirlcetic, nnrely,the dirlectic
of nn idea. For exnmple, we cnn speak of n dialectle of rigor, ns
in the dcveloprent of nnthepatical logler L.c.y they began from oan
idenl  of whnt ~ deductive systen should be, narcly ~ rigernus
axicrintic syster which excluded cnsunl insights, only teo e con-
fronted by » serics of parndoxes, nnd, ultirmnately, bty the GHdelinn
thoorer of llnmit~tions, and hence, were forced to prncced to the
develnprent of a new tasis{ef. B. Lonergnn, "Lecturc Notes on
Mathenaticnl Legle"). Or agnin, wc hnve nurcrous exanples nf
this sort of dinloetlic in thc history of philesophys in Plata, 1t
18 n node of reqsonntle dialoguci in Aristotle, it 1s n review
of oplnions proposcd by others in the hepes of selcetlng the
clemcnts of truth in nll of then; in Hegel, 1t 1s his trindic prn-
cess of thesis, antithesls, and higher synthcsis.(nlsc, cf. Insight
Ch. VII, scetion 5)- :

On the other hand, there is nn unfrmilinr notion of dialectilc,
namely, n dinlectic of ~ renlity, of nan, of histeryy and it is
with this th~t wo are concerncd. Whnat is mo~nt bty n dlalectic of
man, o dialcetlc of histery?

It 1s a dinlectic not of mnan ns a naturc, 8 whnt rocurs
ty reproduction without the trensnission of acquircd chrracteristic
but of man ~8 a arker of man, ns technieal, socinl, and culturnl,
for, in thesec respccts, what man 1s results from man's idens on nnn,

It is concerned with nnn ns technicnl, ~s using toalss =ns
such, man dnes nnt nerely satlsfy animnl necessitles, tut crcates
the hunan envircnnent, the city the statc, as a totality of
material products.

It 48 concernod wlth man ns sneirl, ns nrganizing and
wuanizedy ns such, he crentes and lives within institutlons such
a8 the fz2ntly, the cducntionnl syster, the cconarie systerm, the
politierl systen, nnd systoms of «~llinsnces ~nd ernitics.

It 1s concerned with non as culturnl (culturc in the anthro-
pological scnset ng such, man is  the current effcctive totnllity
of imrauently yroduead and gyebolienlly cormuuicated contents
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of innginatiern, emntion, scnbtiment) of inquiry insight, eonceptiond

of reflection, judgrent, wvnluaticny nf decision, irplerentatinnm,
New in nll of these respocts, man (») presupprses that he

has a human nature, tut (b) rakes himself Ly taking thought.

The notlrn of man as technieal, socinl, nnd culturnl is the nntion

of the dlfference tetween the nggregnte of bables born and

nbardoned in the Jungle and the aggregatc of huonn telngs opernting
in a elvilization,

3« The Objective Functinning nf the Dirlectic.

(a)There 18 n circult, = rutu~l cousntion in man's making ~f ran
ag technieal, soclal, culbtur~l, The ntjccetive situntinn(techniceol,
soclrl, cultural, is ~t once n product of ~nd nn occcnslen for
longinaticn, sentiment, erntien; inquiry, insight, cencertion,
reflectlen, judgrent, evaluationy decislimn, pnliey irplementntinn,

{(t) As o product, the objective siturtinn ohjiectifies, revenls
whnt men hns been feeling,thinling, daniding about man,

As n ocensinn, the objlcetive situntion sumeests and motiveice
changes in what man hns been feeling, thinking, decldiug ~h-ub ran,
{e¢) Insofar o5 there 1s nn effective existentinl gnp, 1l.e.

nn cper~tive lirited herizmon, the situnticn ~s product will
atlectify and revenl the cxistentinl gnp in overcrphnses and rver=-
sights; but the situntinn as reeasion will be powerless to suggest
and rotivate the corrsct srlutions, or reredlces, a8 long ns the
existentinl gnp remnins, Heneec, the ~tjective situntion progrcs-
sively dcetericrates, nnd one finds rere and mere libersl use of
useless sclutions and reredies, sn that, in the 1lirlt, elther

the existential gap 1s closed or the civilization liquidates ltself

4., Resnlutc and Rffective Intervention in the Dialectlc

(a)fveryone participatess everyone contrihutes to the praductlnr
cf . huran situntions,and everyone hns te respend to the hurnn
sltuations in which he finds hirself,

Still, however, such participation may e rmere drifting, frr,
quite ofton, one does not understand whnt 1s going rn, one has no
clue =8 to what is wrong, one hns no 1den ns te what one could
effectively dc about it. More gencrnlly, ran as histerienl, mnon
A8 raking rien, is beyond rmants horizon, is in » drcanland for
nost contemporary ren in their nge, is whnt those who mnke histery
loave to the historinns "of n later nge to cxplaln,

(E) Now, in crdor for therc to be resclute ~nd cffective
intervention in thc dinlectic, 1t rust tc presuppnsed that there
nre sutjects in whom the existentinl gap 1is belng closed, for
unless this were sn, they will rerely lncrense the confusicn and
sccelerate the doon,

In order to have resolute nnd effective interventlon mens
further that these subjects do not rermain within an lvery tower
ndrairing thoir cwn decper prefundity, which is, te the mnss rf
nen, nerc incopprchension,

(¢c) Resolute nnd effective interventlon helghtens the
operation of the dinlectic,

The situntirn otjectifies the existentinl gap, and interven-
tlon crystnllizes the objectificationy l.e. the gop ls there, 1t
is obscurely evident to everyonej tut it 1s not articulate, it is
uuespressed, 1t 1s not effectively ncticed; it is in need of inter
ventlen to bring it out into the open.

The situation suggests and motivites the necessary changes 1n
the sujecti intervention clarifies the augzestion nnd drives hone
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the metivatlion, It clarifies the suggestion by linking, in »
conerete fashien, past errrrs with present evilsy and it drives
home the rotivetlrn bty showing crncretoly thnt to retailn the errnrs
of the past 1ls to perpetuate the cvils of the presont,
Flnally, intervention in the dinlectic constltutes the
correction by corrunieation. Briefly, the arsurent 1s thlsa
(1)What man fclt, thought, and dccided, nadc things(i.c. the
obicetive historiceal situation) ns they arc,
(11) Honec, different fcelings, thoughts, and deocisions will
nmake things difforent.
(111)ind it is corrunicention that cffeects the possiblilty of
diffcrcnt feclings, theughts, and declsions.

S Thc Esscncc of the Histeorleal Dialcctic of Man.

(n) Thc essence nf this historical dlalectic lics in a2 eon-
flict between what nan is, 1s to Bo, and what ran feels ~nd thinks
he is, is to be.

Now the prossitility of the conflict cmerges in the objectifl-~
cation of thc ebjective situntion ferr, on the rne hnnd, the
obtjeetificatinn is an cbjcetification of what ran thinks he is, is
to bey but, en the other hand, the rtjectificatirn ls alse a
revelatlon of overcnphasces nnd cversights in man's thought ~brut
man, insefar as therc 1s n confliet tetween ronts plans frr himsclf
and what man rerlly is. And this revelation is o rrtivation for
change insofnr as whnt nan has nnde of hirsclf is in conflict with
what nan reonlly is.

(b) The dialeetic, thcn, does not rperate within the ficld
of concepts ~nd Judgoents, terms and propodtions; and it is net
begsod on a conflict tetween nppesing philescphics.

Rnther, it is based on n conflict betwoen any defcetive phil-
osophy (icplicit or explicit) and what man really is, is to be.

(c) The vordict nf the dinlcctic is net a label of apprrval
or disapproval mn ~ phllnsophys it lics in the facts ~f the
gituntion, in its tcnsirns, its basic hrpefulncss, its ultinnte
desperntencss, its stirulation to affircetion or its impnsitinn
of nihilisn {(by nihilisn,in this c¢rntext, I nenn the the attitude
which proclains 'I don't cnrcwhat happens te nc, tn man, could
not roan lees than it dnes tr re.t)

8till, thc facts nrc signifiecant ~nly to thosc whose herlzen
deccs nrt preelude knewledge of what 1t 4s te be o rman, thnt is, to
those whosc hnrizen is totally ~pen, whose horizen is eolncldent
with the ficld, And if the fnets dr nrt achicve significrnce
within such a herizon, then they arc destructive of scceletles

tecnuse the effective hnrizen continunlly forces n wisinterprotntidﬂ
of the facts,

6. Earlior (ecf. supro pp. 23-24) we concluded that there cxists
a velid and important fleld of inquiry ernccrned with the sutject
in his irmedincy, cbnubilation, capneity for change, authenticity,
frecdori, and rospensitility.

New we must further crneclude that such n ficld is alsc relevamt
to nmen as technienl, scclal, culturnl. History is crnocrned te
bring to light ran as he really is; nnd hence, to study this
gonernlized exlstential fileld is to get t~ the henrt of the hlstor-
lcal process. And finally, the study of horizons elirinntes the
horlzen that keeps nrn aes listoriesl buyeond cne's field ~f visinn,
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V. HORIZON AS THE PROBLEM CF PHILOSOPHY

1, De facto there exist rany herizons; nnd this fact is also

the case dc Jurc since man nnkes nan {physieally by goneratinn,
tcehnically, socinlly, culturnlly) nnd since, within those lirits,
non nokes hirself no natter whether he chooses or drifts inte what
he happens to be or oven 1f he falls te choosc,

2y Now this rultiplicity of horizens ray be consldered in three

ways) N

7 (n) ns n rere natter of facts and then it provides the

naterisls for a history of culture, ~ histery of thought,
n history of npinicns, ete,

(b) a8 a problen to be cxplained: and then onc gets as n
solution ng bonk such ns Karl Jaspers, Psychologie der
deltanschauungon.

{(¢c) ns nn issuc cnlling for judgnent nnd declsions and then

it is a philosophic issuc,

It is with this latter that we nre concerncd,

3 The nultiplicity of horizons as o philnscophic lssue arlses
when we a8k

(a) Is some horizen the field, or is therc not a ficld at nll?

(b) If soric horizon is the ficld, then hew enn that horlzen

be deternined?

With rospcet to the first questinn, te deny thnt thore is a
ficld is te deny thnt philascophy hnas a prsitive content; and
yet that deninl is itsclf philosophic, though perhaps unconsclously
50, and so, on thoe basls of that denial, therc hnve nriscn a
nur-ber cf tasic philosophic positions: nancly,

Positivisos let's do science,

Pragnatisct let's experinent, sce what hapbens.

Sceptlclsrt let's inguire some nere.

Relativisr) there are no definite answcrs, just points of
vicw,

Tr answer the first questirn by affirring thnt therc is
field involves rnc in the sceond question(i.c. b) which is at once
ontelogleal and cplaterologicnl,

It 1s ontological in its conscquent insofar as » glvon
horizon dcfines also the ficld. For outside thnt herizon, thgrc
is nnthing, thore is ncaninglessness, there is nnthing to be kn~wn.
And In saylng thls, we do not mean-that there is nothing for me,
merely meaninglessness for me, merely nrthing to be known ty me,
but we mean nnthing absolutely, meaninglessness mbsnlutely, nothing
to be known absolutely. Outside ~f the hnrizon that 1s celfiieident
with the field, there is nothing ton be known, and so it follows
that within this horizen there 1s no unknorwn unknown. Censejuently,
to answer the question as to how to select the true heorizon is te
lay down the basis ~f metaphysics, trn 1lay down the criterin of
what 1s and what 1s not, and to answer the question of what-ls-
being in the crnerete fashion that one snys that being goes s~ far,
and there cannot be nnything beyond it, »r therc is nothling beyond
it. (expanded by ed. from tape of the lecture)

Now this consequent ontnlogical aspect of the question is
simply conssquent. It is not the real lssue,

The real issue is the anteccdent issuz that hns tr do with
the issue ~f'"how do you select tho enrreect hnrizen?", And this
untaradent. irsun{i.e. the nutccedent of question 'b! above) 1is
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cpistennrlogienl, and nlsr ontolergicnl, but sntolnglienl in n differ-
Lﬁ ent sense than in the censequent, It is eplstemnlnglicnl fer in

definc the fleld raises thc questinns of the truth of the definl-
tinn, i.e. insofrr ns you as for the definitirn of the true
herizon that coincides with the field, y~u ~re led tn nsgk why thnt
definition is true nnd how you know that definition 1s true,

Agaln, the antecedent lasuc 18 nlso ontnlngienl in the sense that
the truth of the definltinon depends upnn evidcnce of srme sort or
nther, nnd that evidence is evident fron reality, in some nenning
or rther of the term reality. Briefly, then, the nntccedont lssuc
is epistemclnglenl ih terms of evidence, ~nd it 1s m~ntnloglenl

in terms of ronlity. (oxpanded ty cd. frem the trpe nf the lecture)

4, The simultancity of the epistemnlegicnl nand the ontrlngicnl

is intrinsic to the positlve answer to the question ~f how ~ne 1s

tn selest the correct herilzen thnt is cnincident with the fleld,

By this simulteneity, I renn, ns wns suggested ~tnve, thnt te
deternine which is the correct horizen is a determinntinn in virtue
nf an cvidence, (1.8., an eplstemolnglenl issue) ~nd the evidence

is evidence of some reality (i.e., nn ontolegicnl lssue thnt is
included in the epistemologicnl issue). Hence, the anteccdent lssue
is £t once epilstemnlrgicel and ~ntelogicnal. But the nntolngleal
espect 1s not ontologleal as formulated in the consequent port

of the question, btut rather it denls with the antecedent ontnlogicnl
or "entic"(cf. Heldegger) evidence that zives rise to metaphysics, o
that enables one tro estabtlish the horizen that ie ooincident }
with the field.

Let us then triefly consider whnt are the general chnracter=
isties of n possible nnswer to this questlon,

{n) Any deternination, justificntion, evidence for n horizon
to be the true horizon nrises within sorme strearn of consclnusness,
and so arises within what slready is constituted as ~ horizon.

(t) The justificotion of the horizen cannot rest on the con-
sequent ontology, 1e. on the renlitles knrwn within that horlzon,
for then every horizen would automnticnlly be self-Justlfyling;
and that 1s the negntive sclution, answer, to the questlon.

(¢} It cnnnot rest on thec norms, invariants, principles that

_ de facto characterize, deterrine, or econstltute any given horizon,
}’1§ for agaln, on that showing, every horizon would be self-Justifying.
v (d) The justification thnt we seek has to involve n discnvery
| ' of the evidence, norms, 1nvarinnts, and principles that naturally,
D i.c. ontleally, possess n cogency, inevitntility, necessity, and

normntizeusss that thereby constitute a self~Justifying horizon,
strenm of consclousncss which ‘ A .
(1) none the less adnits thd possibllity of other - o
horlzons, through the whole gnmut of human differencesi
{11) arccounts for the nctunl exlstence of these differ-
snces nt lenst in principle;

0 (111) accounts for then in such a mnnner that at the
: seme time 1t discredits them, reveals them to be, not
l sclf=-Justifying, but self-destructive;

\_J Cy and (1v) discredite them in such a nanner that none the less
| UF their actual occurrence remnins possitle, plausibtle,
and convineing,
(e) The prinr reality that both gronuds horicons and the

erlitique of horizens and the detvamination of the fleld is the
realily of the subjeot & subl.ject.

& . —




IV/15 cont'd
(35)

As such, it is not =ny otject known ntjectlvely, and it 1is
not the subtject known objectively, for all objects are known
within sone strern of consclousness, and so within ~ horizony and
it has been contended thet such objects cannot Justify sny horlzon
without thorebty justifying nll horlzons.

It is the renlity of the subject as sublect, for the subject
a8 subject 1s both reality and conscious. The subject as sublect
1s reallty in the sense thnt we live nnd die, love and hnate,
rejolce and suffer, desire nnd fear, wonder ~nd dread, inquire and
doutt. It is Descnrtes' "coglto" transposed to the fleld of
concrete living, It is subject present to himself, not as presen-
ted to himself in nny theorem or affirmation of consclousness, but
ns the prior{ non-mtsent) prequesite to an presentation, ns the
a_priorl condition of possibtility for ~ny strenn of consclousness
(Including dreans).

The argument 1s: the prior renlity 1s not object as objlect,
nor sutject ~s ohject; hence there remnins only the subtject ns
subject; and this subject as subject is both renlity and discover-
able through consciousness,

The argument does not prove that in the subject as subject
we shall find the evidence, nnras, invariantg, and prineiples for
a critique of horlzousy 3% proras culy thet meless we find iU there,
we shnll not find it at all,
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