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Second Lecture ' : (;;
.Religious Knowledgo (:) 1976 by Bernard Lonergan

Three questions may be put regarding religious know-
ledge, First, there is a question of fact, Second, there
is a question of philosophic possibility, Third, there is

a practical question,

The question of fact is whether religious people know
anything thot non-religious people do not know. With the
queétion of fact we aré not concerncd tonight and we shall
not bo concerned tomorrow, ‘It is an enormously complicated
and intricate issue that must be left {to dopartients of

‘religious studics and/or theology.

The question of phi%%gsophic pessibility is our RONEWXER
concern #ﬂ&ax&gxﬁiﬁg* tonight. It asks what could be meant
by affirming the validity or objectiviiy of roligious lnow-
ledge, oOur answer will be in terms of the inner convietion
that men and women of any time or place may attain, To
an account ol such inner convietion thereo will e added a
survey of the many ways in which such conviction is formunlated
as human culturces advance in s¢lf-vnderstanding and self--~

knowlcdge,

The third practicel guestion adverts to the conditions
and requircuants of petting up an academic discipline, It
confronts tho issue whether or no religious conviction at

the presont timo and in the present siate of scientifio
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knowledge has to lLie regarded as at best a private atfair,
Alternatively it envisagos the conditions under which the
study of religion and/or theology might become an academice
subject of specialization and investigation. This third
practical question will concern us in our third and final

lecture tomorrow,.

I have becn blocking off our present topic by contrasting

it with a question of fact and a question of acadenmic 5ppropriata~

ness, The question of academic appropriateness we leave to
tomorrow, Tho question of the factual validity of this or

that religion we leave to religious authoritics and academic
experts&lwith'more than” throo lectures at t@eir disposal for

the communication of their views,

It remains that something be said about the connection
between yesterday's topic and today's, Yestorday we began by
noting a distinction boetwecn single elemenis that are merely
an infra-structure within human experience and the larger
context within which they may flourish, #* or intermittently

recur, or tend to vanish, We went on to consider the cultiv-
vas considerod the

ation of religions experience, There/knxnmnnnt&us&gﬁxﬁkq

sacralization of man's world in preliterate societies when

religious thought and affect penetrated the organization

of man's approhension of his world, the structure of his

gocial arrangoments, the content of his cultural and moral

asp@irations. Thore was contrasted the emergence of religious
- .

specialists, of ascetics and wystics, of scvers and prophots,

of priests and ministers; of their role as tho religious

leaven in humon oxperience; of the formation of religious

groups and the gonesis of theily rituals, dtheir beliefs,

e
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their idoals, their precepts., There was raised the question
of authonticity in its twofold form: the authenticity of

the individual in his appropr}ation of his religious tradition;
and the authenticity of that tradition itself which b« “wes
questionable when the failures of individuals beccome the

rule rather than the excoption, when vital reinterpretation

is corruptod by rationalization, when heartfelt allegiatce
more and more gives way to alienafion. Finally, we raised

the question of religious commitment, illusirated its nature
from the precept of loving God above all found in both the
book of Deuteronomy and the gospel according to Mark, but
postponed the agonizing questiion that arises in such a timo

as our own, namely, how can one tell whether one's approp%riation
of religion is genuine or unauthentic and, moroc radicallyt’
how can one tell one is not appropriating a k& roligious

tradition that has become unauthentic,

Ta that question, yesterday pestponed, we novw turn,
our remarks will fall under two main headings, Iirst, we
Mﬁ%ﬁw%mﬁemMMmd‘Mm
shall attompt to describe the experience of authenticity
in torms of solf-transcendence, Socondly, we shall attoumpt
1o relate the innoer conviction of authenticity, generated
by self-transcendence, with the various notions etbatPetimed
of validity or objectivity entertained in successive stages

of man's cultural dovolopiment,
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Self-transcendence

In vﬁrious'ways clinical psychologists havo revealed
in man's preconscious activity a preformation, as it were,
and an orientation towards the sell-transcendence that
becomas increasingly more explicit as we envisage succesaive

lovels of congciousness,

Perhaps most revqaling in this respect is a distinction
drawvn by the existential analyst, Ludwig Binswanger, botwoen
dreams ol the night and drecams of the morning.1 Ho conégeives
droans of the night as largely influenced by somatic deter-
minants such as the sté%e of one's digestion, DBut in dreaus
of the morning the subject is anticipating his waliing state;
however b= fragmentary the dream and however symbolic its
content, he is anticipating his world and taking # his own

stance within it,

It remains that it is on awaking that we bLegin to be
pushied or pulled beyond oursolves,’ our felt needs* and

pur multiform sensations, our mewories of satisfactions

~and our anticipations of their repetition, engage us irrevoc-

ably in an ongoing intqrp#luy with our immediate environment,
Sy

A furtﬁcr lovel of self-transcendence emerges from
o oxorcise of intelligencoe, the loarning of language,
the construction of a world mediated by moaning. Thoxeby
nan woves out of the habital of an animal and into the universe
that adds the distant to what is noar, the past and future
to what is wresenit, thoe possible and‘ﬂu%wohahlo to what

is actual, By unifying and relating, by constructing, by
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discovering soriations, by extrapolating and genoralizing,
there arc gradually picced fogether the remarks of parents
and the lore of one's peers, the tales of travellers and
the gtories of great deeds, the revelationg of 1itipraturc,
the achievoments of scicnce, the medié}ations of holy mon
and women, the reflections of philosophers and even perhaps

theologians.

But the constructions of intelligence without the control
of reasonablencss yicld not philosophy but myth, not scicnce
but magic, not astronomy but astrology, not chemigtry buil alchemy,
not history but legend, Desides the questions of intelligence,
such as why and what and how and what for and how often, there
are the further questions of roeflection that.arch the eyoebrows
and ask M whothtcf;;ihzﬂ; really is so, Then the issue is,
not more bright ideas, not further insights, but marshalling
and weighing the evidence and presenting the suffi%ént reason
that makes doubting unreasonable just as its absence would
make asseniing meroly rash, Only in virtue of this further
level of consciousness can wo set aside myth aﬁd magic and
astrolofy and alchemy and é legonid and begin to live by
philosophy and science and astroﬁzﬁy and chemistry and history,
It is a docisive stage Jtwsond in tho process of solf--
transcondence whon we not merely think of tho universec but
begin to know what the universe really is. In other words,
nman always lives in his world for his beoing is a being~in-the--

world, But it is far from always frue that the world in which

he is,%# ig & world that really exists,

geyond the data ot exporicnce, kmyu heyond guostions for

intolligence and tho. answers to thom, beyond questions. for

o} F.L
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roflection concerncd with evidence, truth, certituipc, reality,

thiero are the quostions for deliberation. Ry them we ask
whether it is

what is to be done and/xxxxy up to us to do it. By them

is effectod the transition from consciousnoss to conscicnce,

from moral feclings to the oexercise of responsibility, from

the push of fear and the pull of desire to the i decisions

of human frcedom, So it is that on the level of deliberating

there emerges a still further dimension to self-transcendence,

On previous levels there stood in the foreground the sell--

transcendence of coming to know. But deliberation confronts

us with the challenge of sclf-direction, solf-actualization,

self-mastery, even self-sacrifice.

Already I have spoken of consclousness as a polyphony
with different themes at differcent intensities sung simultancously,
Now I would draw attention to the different qualities, to

what Gerard Manley Hopkins might call the different self-taste,
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on the succossive lovels, The spontaneous vitality of our
soensitivity, the shrewd intelligence of our inquiring, the
detached rationality of our demand for evidence, the peace
of a good conscience and the disquiet released by memory of
ﬁords wrongly said or deods wrongly dono, Yet together

they form a single stream, and we live its unity long before
we have the loisure, the training, the patience to discern

in our own lives itls several strands,

The basic unity of consciousness reaches down into the

unconscious, It is true that conflicts do arise, as the
hiatrists

insigted. But this truth must not

7:01ia 51 - ' ﬂ@/1nﬂw€H{ﬁT§;::iii:i>)ﬂufﬁ
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be allowed to distract us from a2 far profoundur and far more
marvellous haﬁgyony. In man, the symbolic animal, there

is an all but endless plasticity that permits the whole of
our bodily reality to be fine.tuned to the beck and call

of symbolic constellations, The agility of the acrobat, the
enaurance oi{the athlote, the fingei‘s of the concert pianist,

ihe tongue of those that speak and the ears of those that

- listen and the eyes of those that rcad, the formation of

images that call fortlh insights, the recall of evidence

that qualifics judgbments, the empathy that sets our own
feelings in rcsonaggé with the feelings of othors — all
bear convincing testimony that self-transcendonce is the -
sagorly sought goal not only of our scnsitivity, not only

of our intolligent and raticnal knowiéing, not only of our
froedom and respounsibility, bub first of all of our f{losh
and-trYOT et duil L v TS i e n ettt DUt e s e ritiedn
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and blood that through norves and brain have come spontancously

to 1live out symbolic meanings and to carry out symbolic demands,

As self-transccndence is the neaning of each of the many
levels of human reality, so too it is the meaning of the
whole, But that meaning of the whole, when realized concrectely,
is falling in love, So the exporience of being-in-love i8 an
experience of fulfillwment, of complete integration, of a self-
actualization that is an unbounded source of good will and
good deeds. Such is the love of man and wife, of parents and
childron, Such is the loyalty of fellow ppmuixymesfuarh
citizens to their commonwealth, Such is the faith that has
its fount in the love with which God floods our hearts through

the Holy Spirit he has given us,

Love, loyalty, and faith can all be questioncd, Vhen
readily,. I fecl,
they are autbentic,/ edxsAetipXy they are csteoemed beyond
price, DBut so easily #ﬂ# they are unauthentic, wheother from
the failures of the individuwal or, tragically, from the

individual's authentic appropﬁriution of an unauthontic
LW .

tradition.

Still, even if only in principle they can be authentic,
' an
then at lcast in principle they point to amumx/answer to our
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kopt busy concealing the fact from themselves, But our

-~ anyone, it is boyond ?ﬁﬂé doubt or question,
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question, For the man or woman intent on achieving self-- ;3

transcendence isg ever aware of short-comings, while those

that are evading the issue of #ni gelf-roalization are

question has been the grounds of tho inner conviction that
informs religious living, and the answor we have come up
with is that self-transcendence 18 so radically and so
completoly -the inner dynamism of human reality that one
cannot but be aware when one is moving towards it and, on
the other hand, one cannot hut feel constrained to conceal
the fact when one is evading the abiding imperative of

what it is to be human,

Inner Conviction and Objectivé Truth

At figst klush inner conviction and objective truth
stand at oppositc poles, Inner conviction is subjective,
Objective truth is the truth about what is alrcady.out~thercee
now for everyono o see and grasp and handle, It is public
truth, and the publicity is apatiai. Preciscly hecause it

.is spatial, because in principle it can be tosted by Fns

Still quesiions do arise, One‘can distinguish beiween
tho world of immcdiacy and the world mediated DLy meaﬁing.
The world of immediacy inecludes all the data of sensc and
ittt tofeconsodeuanes i i o dbaerrortddod-eouyTy

]EE}hKEHHKK?ﬁ%ﬂ—ﬁf"Tﬂﬁ—%ﬁ£¢5q*ﬂﬁdw%ﬁﬁ‘$%0—ﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬂpﬁﬁﬂii:jﬁﬂﬁ

L QOLAL o L ydmr—tlro—piarbic 2l el da bt ettt recbmien i,




RS & T Religious Knowlodge R U

all tho data of consciousness, It consists of two parts;
the totality of tho data of sense iajgghere of objectivity
that is spatial, public, in principle open to anyone's
inspection; the totality of the data of consciousness is
an aggregate of distinet and segregated subjectivities

none of which can inspoct what is going on in any of the

others,

To be contrasted with this world of immediacy there is
the world mediated by meaning, It consists of all that is
to be known by asking questions and arriving at correct
angwors, It is a world unknown to infants but gradually
introduced to childrcn as they learn to speak, to boys and
girls as they study in school, to students and scholars in

centers of lcarning,

Man the symbolic animal lives in both of theso worlds,
As animal, he lives in the world of immodiacy and, like
Macbeth, is liberated from his fantasies when he adverts to

the sure and firm-set earth on which he treads. As symbolic,

‘é_he botlhh suffers from tho fantasies and brings about his

liberation, for that consists not merely in the pressure
on the soles of his treading feet but also in his cortainty
that the earth is firm-set and will not give way under his

tread,

$ti11 man the symbolic animal has long been a puzzle

P"q’ fease phars
ﬁhey aearch for sim~

to man the philosopher, In so Tar as
ﬁlicity and coherence, they opt fbr ono of the two worlds
and atbenpt to geld along without the ofher, Emm Eupiricists
opt for the world of immediacy, and proceed to empty out

from the world mediated by weaning overything-that is not
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immediately given, Rationalists take their stand on demon-
go along with the
strative argument and, if they/ atiain.ihewi-igor-ol-tire

anoient Eleatics, will argue that kems thore cannot be more

than one boing and that that one being cannot undergo any

change,

(¥}

But both of theso are oxtreme positions, Empiricists

usually find it convenient Hﬁ#&ﬁﬁxﬁ%ﬂi.to take an occasional
r

excusion into the world mediated by weaning, at the very

least to expound and prove their own position, Ratgionalists

_ can advert to the fact that guestions are raised with

respect to the data of oxperience and that answers are con-

firmed by pointing to data that show what they say, So

th re led t lement th apod¢icti > f
ey are led to supplemen e #ﬁﬁ&&ﬁ apo‘glc lif power o

demonstration with the intuitions of scnse and/or consgciousness,
But both empiriecist excursions into meaning and rationalist
appeals to intuition are compromises, Thoy reunege on their
initial premise of simplicity and coherence, They point
the way to a new stéprtinggoint that acknovwledges the

comploxity of wan the symbolic animal.

The so called 'new! startingpoint is, of course, vory
A

old, 1% goes back to Plato and Aristotle, It rcacheg crises

in the medieval controversy between Aungustinians and Aristotelians

and in the later victory of modeorn secience ovoyr Aristotcelian

constructiions, IT hecads into o quite difforent startingpoint
[3

in thie twentioth contury in which the notion of wmothod aspiros

to a foundational role,

In sgearch, thnﬁ’ of the meaning of.tﬁe phrase, objective
truth, I proposgo to spoal, first, ¢l bthe limitations of thoe

Aristotelian notion of science, secondly, of thoe shift in
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the sciences that conceives necossity, truth, cortitude

more as remote ideals than proximate achievemente, thirdly,
of the ascondency of method and the partial eclipse of logic

in contemporary investigations,

From Aristotle's Posterior Analyties to Newton's Principia

In his study of The Qrigins of Modern Science: 1300 ~ 1800,

Ilexrbert DButtorfiold has arguod, convihcingly I feel, that

11 I0E Vi
from the Dbeginning of the fourteenth century onwards marny elencnts
of modern science were discovea&yd by exparimentors, hut tho
oxperimenters theomselves were unable to break loose from
Aristotelian preconceptions and sct up an appropriate

conceptual framework of their own,

Now the achievementi of Newton's Prinecipia was precisely
that it established such a framework and did so in a manner

that stood its ground for the next two centuries, It remains,

however, that the very title of Newton's masterpiece, Philosophiae
naturalis prinecipia math@emutica, bears an Aristotelian imprint,

' ~= is

For the title suggests that Newton's mechanics/zxe not an

autononous science standing in its own right but a set of
mathematical prineiples for the department of philosophy called
natural philosophy, In this respect #Kﬂ the title is misleading,
what Newion achiieved was the vindication of mochanies as an
autonomous science, But what he could not bring about was

that total relfashioning é_of tho Aristotelian ideal that

beecunos possible belween two and three confuries later,

0 ) b
A
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I must begin by noting that the Posterior Analytics

never were normative for Aristotle's own philosophic thinking
or sciontific work, They represent one of his great dis-
coveries, They express it under the grave limitations of

tho scionce of his day. It was their unhappy fate to provide
glih talkers with ready é.answers and sorious thinkers with
baffling problems until the reality of scientific achievement
brought to light a more solidly grounded notion of scientific

knowledge,

With the first stage of ihat transformation we are
now concerned, If its triumph was Newton, still its goal
was not Aristotelian theoretical knowlcdge but the practical

utility praised by Francis Bacon in his Novum prganum,
F L

e nonoseptaslfrakemork—was Mot Si-Allsbot-le-a—nebeplrrsios
Its conceptual framework took its inspiration not from
Aristotlets mefaphysics but from Galileots progranm of
.mathcmatizing nature, Its field of inquiry was defined

not by Aristotlets intollect, capable of fashioning and

becoming all, but by the cau#tious rule of the Noyal Society

!jqﬁ tbat excluded questions that neither observation nor

@ o 3 exper{épent could solve,

j N In that movement fthere wore #*-two chief complaints

: % against the Aristotelians. It was urged that they wexe

E é congerned not with real things but with words. It ﬁas

i ) falt that the Aristotolian priority of metaphysics constituted
\M‘J an insuperable barrier to tho development of experiépantal

science, The & validity of botlh complaints can, I think,

bo argued from a consideration of tho Posterior Analytics,
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In the second chapter of the first book of that work

one is aware that Aristotle's hasic concern is with causal
necessity, We think we understand, hoi notes, when wo Xnow
tho cause, know that it is the cause, and know that the effect
cannot be other than it is;L But straightway J#r®x this concecrn
with things and their causes is transpesed into syllogistic

theory, We are told how knowledge of causal necessity is

exprossed in appropriate subjects and predicates, premises
and therohy manlfests 1t3 nature ag ccience,
and conclusions, /fEbXuershycmuiey st/ We are told E_how

one scionce can find its principles in the conclusions of
another more general scienco, DBut when at the end of the
second Dbook khexgumuxitem it is asked how the initial premises
aro obtained on which the vholo deductive structure has to

rest, we are told about a rout followed by a rally. Phe k
But ag the fleeing lino scattere in every direction, %
line hroaks. Sauve qui pcub!jf&mﬁﬂ%&&ﬁﬂ$hem;saaﬁ&orﬁ&mmﬁﬁ&wxa 3
gomewhere 7
somcone will turn and malke a stand, Another will join hinm,
pursguing
and then anothexy. The rally begins, The/enemy noew is scattered,

Victory may be snatched {rowm the jaws of defcat,3 Riddewrtismaisire
I think this Far

military analogy is sound cnough, -/ it represents the chance

accumulation of clues that can combine into a discovery, But

it is not at all clear that a necessary truth will be

discovered and not a mere hypothesis, a mere possibility

that has to be verified il it i3 to merit the naome not of

truth but of probavility, If the only premises the vosterkior
T
Analytics can provide¥$ are just hypothescs, verifiable
possibilities, then we “ave § many words about causal necessity
g’

but no knowledge of the reality,.
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Furthor, the syllogistic approach distinguished phil-

osophy and science simply as the more and the less general,

It followved that togother they tformed & seamless robe with
tho basic terms and basic relations of philosophy ramifying
through the less general fields and robbing them of their

autonomy, But expcri#mental science has to be autononous,
ot

For oxperiépent yiclds corrclations, Correlations consist
frPetrttoms—bebreet boems—Ama thre—retations—and—bé

in relations betwecen terms, The terms and relations dcter—_
mined experimentally were the mags-velocities and mags-—
accelerations of Newtont's mechanics; they were to be the
electric and magnetic field vectors of Maxwell's equations;

and the corpus Aristotelicum knew nothing about thom,

From Logic to Method DM [Avitvied el sndd.

The Aristotclian hegemony had been broken, but Arist-
otelian notions not directly challenged by the new scionce
lived on in quiot possession of the ficld of common assumptions,
Among them was the viow that science consisted in truc and
certain knowledge of causal necessity, Indeed, Newton's
deduction of the orbits of the moon and of the planets was
regarded as a stunning confirmation of that view, Laplacets
proof that % a planetary system periodically returned te¢ an
initial situationﬁ wont hand and hand with his assurance that,
in principle, any situation in the universc¢ could be deduced
from any other earlier or laoter sgituation, Right into the
twontieth century it was common te speak of the necossary

lawa ol naturo and even of the iron laws of ecolomics, HEven

in our own day there have hoon loud complaints that Thonas
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P T

Kuhnt's work on The Structure of Scientific Novolutions was

4 ;

an advocacy of irrationalism,

put the logic of the matter is simple., Verification
is not proof, For verification is an affirmation of what
follows from the scientific hypothesis, theory, system,
put to affirm the consequent of an hypothesis, settles nothing
about the truth of tho antecedent from which the consequont
follows. A logical conclusion is to be had only when the

attémpt to verify turns up contrary instamnces; for then one

denies tho consequent and from that denial there follows
Accordingly, the principles

the denlal of the antecodent, //AtXOElreotIItCTICNICRICSK

and laws of an ompirical science, no natter how {rcquently

they are verified, may be esteecmed ever more probable but

may not be bﬂﬂﬁnkﬁiconsidered to be definitively establighed,

Moroover,'the progress of modern science points in
the same direction, Newton was acclaimed because he was
censidercd to ﬁ have done for mechanicg what Buclid had done
for geometry, DBut in the ninota&enth century it becano
clear that Buclidean pgoometry could no longer be counsidered
fha onc'and only possible geometry, 1In the twenticth the
repeated verification of Ginstein's Specialkbeé relativity
made it probuble that a non—Eﬁclidean goonetry was the

appropriate conceptualization in physics,

Similarly, Laplace's delerminism was found to have
ghaky foundations, F[or neiscq§berg's relations of indeter-
minacy (ox uq&certainty) roveal a knowledge that is not
less but groater than tho knowledgc'offored Ly elassical

laws. PFormerly, imleed, srobability was thought to be

no mowve than a cloak for our ignoranco., But now the tables

$] p : i
LA
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aie‘turned#. For classical laws hold only only under the
‘blanket proviso, othor things boing equal. So it is
_that clasgsical predictions can be notably mistaken because they
failt} to foreseo the inte{ﬁ?crence of some alien factor,
But further feausiettSufond the verification of classical
laws is never exact: no more is demanded than that actual
measurements fall within the limits set by a theory of

—*:7 probable erroxs of observation., In briefl, classical thoory
congigte of two parts: there is The classical law, and it
sots an ideal norm from which actual measuremonts do not
dlvcr#ge systematically; there ig the theory of measurcment
and it sets the limits within which errors of # ohservation
may be considered probable, But as Patriclk leclan has
pointed out, the same two aspecis are contained within the
Singie formalism proposed by quantum mechaqéﬁcs. for the
single formalism lp admits two intg%;protations: one intoer-
pretation yields an idcal norm from which actual measurcments
do not diverge systematically; the oither interpretation of
the same m forwalism informsﬁ us of the distribution of the

divergence from the norn,

But quantum mechanics is not some limiting case or.
isolated instance. Thermodynamics had already drawn upon
statistical theory, Darwinian thought casily noved frow
chance variations to probabilities of emergence and %ﬂ from

- the survival of tho fittest to probabilities of survival,
A statistical viow of lhe emergenée, distribution, and survival
i@—%ﬁﬁms—ﬁémplautwaudaﬂnimui_liiﬂ-ﬁﬂﬂ%dhﬁanoaﬁi
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of the forms of plant and animal life naturally suggests
a gimilar approach in the investigation of the emergence and
distribution of the chemical elements and com#pounds.

gcens ~
Finally, what/i& truo of nature secms also to hold for man's
knowledge Wensdmxny of nature:; as natural forms cvolve in

accord with schedules of probabilities, so too wan's grasp

0f natural forms and of their evolution Bam develops in

accord with the probabilities of new discoveries,

; ; bif o Mo to_Motirody
Vot BAC idh

There has occurrod, then, a transition from logic
to method, It has occurred in the field of natural science,
It does not, by any means, involve an elimination of logiec:
for it still is logic that cares for the clarity of torms,
the coherence of proposiiions, the rigor of inferences,

But it does involve a shift in the significance of logic,

For Aristotle in his Posterior Analytics made his demonstrative
syllogism the central e piece in hié construction both of
the nature of science and of the relations betwecn sciences,
That construction has turned out to be a procrustcean bed on
which science cannot lie, So Tar from providing the ley to
the whole nature of scicnee, logiec has o be content with
the taslk of promoting bﬂﬁ clarity, coherence, and rigor in.
the formulation and application of hypotheses and theories,
Purther, while it is essentianl that this task be proporly

posdoruad,-~gLi-dl-$hengignilieqnes ol thal—Qorcoummioeis gt

),
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eme .~ 1'or 1 rgnt e ites I
performed, still the significance of that performance is
measured not by logic itself but by method. For an empirical
science is not confined to ¥} logical operations with respect
to terms, propositions, inferences., It inciudes observation,
description, the formulation of problenms, discovery, processes
of oxperiementation, verification, revision, Within that
larger whole logic ensures the clarity of terms, tho coherence

of propositions, the rigor of inkferences, ﬁkznﬁnz&nnmnunaﬁq

And the nore successfully it porformes that task, the more
not the definitive immutability but
readlly will there come %o lighﬁ/the defects of current viows

and the need to soek more probable opinions,

17

Bremxbastootoxtiotherda s Bl HordeobcHEnbotX x

Generalized Empirical Method

We were dissatisfied with mere inner conviction and so
wo asked whether it bore any reclation to ohjective truth,
We have been pondering successive stages in the liquidation

of the brave viow presented in Aristoilets Posteriox Analytiqg.

We have come up with a science that yields, not objective

truth, but the best available opinion of the day,

But if science dees noit give us objective truth, where
are wo to go? At this point ¥xnau&¢4 each man has to becomnme
his own philoscopher, 4. g0 1 have no more to offer than
my own solution to tho issue, I have called it a generalized

b

enpirical mothod,

Generalized empirical method is a method, It is a normative

pattern of rolated and recurrent operations that yield ongoing

and cumulative resnlis, [t regords oporatiouns, and go it is

1t —
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- npatural sciences and the quite diverse procedures of hermen-
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not just a list of materials to be combined in a calo or a

maidioine. It regards recurrent operations, and so the sawme
tmethod can be employed over and over again. Tt yiolds
ongoling and cumulative resué}ts, and so it differs from the
New Meothod Laundry which keeps on repeating the sanme result
whenever it is used, Such cumulative results sect ﬁ standard,
and because the standard is met, the pattern of relatied

operations is normative: it is the right way to do the job,

Generalized empirical method envisages all data,

The natural scicences contine themselves to the data of sense,
Thr-Hewhonoll taid-hisberrert—stutTorennfinetlonsalves
ﬁamdaéﬁw%hu%«arw*exprvﬁﬁinnaﬂniﬂmaaningmnaswis—$he~b%me//

Hermeneutic and historical studies turn mainly to data

that are expressions of meaning. Clinical psychology finds
in meanings the symptoms of conflicts between conscious and
preconscious or unconscious activities, Generalized

empirical method operates on a combinaticn of both the

data of sense and the data of consciousness: it does not
the corresponding operatxonﬁ.
treat of objects without taking inte account/sxiMsxspeExakimns §

of the subjoct; it does not treat of tho subject's operations

without taking into aceount the corresponding objects,

As generalized empirical mothod generalizes the notion
of data to include the data of consciousness, so too it
generalizes the notion of method. It wants to 3o hehind

the diversity that separates the experi*mental method of the
N

gutics and of history, It WOuld‘$ discovor thieir common
core and therchy propare the way for their harmonious combin-

ation in human siudies, From various viewpoints muan has heen

-_
D ~
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named the logical animal, the symbolic animal, the self-completing
each of these definitions

animal, But in/akt man is regarded as an animal, and so he

is an object for the natural sciences, At the same time,

he 1s regarded as logical or symbolic or self-completing;

he lives his life in a world mediated by meaning; and so he

is a proper object for hermencutic and historical studies,

What then is the common core of related and recurrent operations

that may be discerned both in natural science and in human

studies,

In the natural sciences the key event is discovery,
Whether we recall Archimedes! Fureka or the legend of Newton
associating a falling apple with a-falling ioon, whether
we turn from epoch-making discoverios to the larger field
of less surprising but no less essential contfibutions,
we ever find oursolves at the point where natural science
has made a.quantum leap, Something now has emerged,

Again, in herwencutice the koy event is understanding:

for the theorist of hermenocutics was Schleicrmacher, and

he got beyond tho various rules-of-thumb of classical scholars
and biblical exegetcs by expounding a discipline based on the
avoidance of misunderstanding and thereby the avoidance of
misinterpretation, In history, again, the key operation

is understanding, and so it was that Johann Gustav Droysen
extended humﬂxﬁ the procedures of hermeneutics to the whole

of history by observing that not only individuals bLut also
families, peoples, states, religions oxpress thcmgelves,

Nor is understanding alien to common sense., It is_the o
everyday exporience ol sccing what you mean, getting the point,

catching on, seeing how things hang togotior, Indeed, when

G ::} ;
L. -.«.\:‘; ———
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we esteem people for thoir intelligence, it is because of the
ease and froqucency with which they understand; and when wo
## suspect that they may be a bit retarded, it 1s bocause

they understand only rarely and then slovly.

However, understanding is only onc of the many components
that have to be combined to constitute an instance of human
knowledge, It presupposes data, whether given to sense or
given in consciousnoss: for our undergtanding always is an
insight, a grasp of intelligible unity or intelligible
relationship; and a grasp of unity presupposes thc presentation
of what needs unification, as a grasp of intelligible relation-
ship presupposes the presentation of what can be related,
Again, such insight or grasp presupposes inquiry, that scarch,
hunt, chase for tm;;imy'to piece together the merely given
into an intelligihle unity or innerly related whole, Nor
is it enoughiu to discover the solution, One also must express
it {dg adequately, Otherwise one will have had the mere
experience of the occurrence of a bright idea, but one will
not have the power to recall it, use it, apply it, There
is a furthexr point to such expression whother in word or deed,
Ingights are a dime u dozen, For the most part they occur,
not with respect to data in ali their complexity, but with
respect to merely knnmn schematic images., Dozens of such
images are nceded Lo approximate to what actually is given,
and so it is that tho expression of insight has to be followed

by a very cool and detached process of reflection that
submits

'marshnylﬁ the rolevant evidonco and/pukz it to appropriate

tests before laying claim to any discovery or invention,
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Such in briefest outline is the normative pattern of
recurrent and related operations that yiold ongoing and
cumulative results in natural science, in hermeneutics, in
history, in common sense, It will be noted that the operationa
involved occur consciously: in dreamless slocp one does not

experience or inquire or understand or formulate or reflect

or check or pass judgement, Not only are the operaftions

- IS R O DY 3

conscious, There also is a ¥u dynamism that moves onc along

from one operation to the nexi, There is the spontaneity of

sense, There is the intolligence with which we inquire in

ordor to understand and, once we have understood, there is

the intelligence with which we formulate what we have grasped,
There is the reasonahlﬁeness with which we reflect on our
formulations, choclk tﬁ:; out, pronouncc in tlic light of the
evidence we have brought to light, Such spontaneity, intelligence,
rcasonabloness are themselves conscious, So it is that

both the'é'oporations and the relations that unite them

in a normative pattern are given in consciousnoss,

But their givenness, of itself, is only infra-structure,
It is not yet human Iknowledge but only onc component within~”
an item of knowledge khedi of which tho remainder as yét is only
first to attend to
potential, To make that remainder actual one haaﬁﬂﬁnxxkﬁxh

BRI YN R X A S PR R AR TS TR KX T O NN R X XXX

one's attending, note how spontaneously it fixes upon what

gives delight, promises pleoasure, threatens danger, rccall
the long ycars at scliool when teachers labored to sublimato

our animal spirits and harness bthem to different, allecgodly
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higher pursuits, so that now without too much pain one can

git through a whole lecture and even listen to most of it,
Secondly, one

/ 19 has to advert to one's own intelligence, its awareness

whon one is failing to understand, its dissatisfaction with

explanations that do not quite explain, its puzzled search

for the further question that would elear the matter up,

its oy when a solution comes to light, its care to finad

the oxact expresgsion to convoy‘k prociscly what understanding

has grasped, 1In brief, attending* to one's own intelligence

a primitive and basie

xexgafkexxnxynm brings fto Iight/xhnxnasin/meaning of the

word, normative, for the intelligence in cach of us prompts

us to seelk understanding, to be disasatigfied with a mere

glimmer, to keep probing for an ever fuller grasp, to pin

down in accurate efﬁ§f§f1°n Just what we so far have attained,
Yy

In similar Iashion,‘attonding to onet!'s own reasonablensss

reveals an .equally primitive and hagic but cowplementary

type of normativeness, Jdeas are fine, but no matter how

bright, they are not enough., The practical man wants to

know whether they will work. The theorotical man will

inner
wonder whether they are true: he will test their/coheremnce,

compare them with what he otherwise considors established,

worlk out their implications, dovise exper%ﬁments to see
whether the implications arce verifiable, and if no flaw
can be Tound, he will gran%, not thét they are #ﬁﬁd true,
M R S mpE -0 nlR R0 Lhe g e o —=1horr g b thine,
but only that they scem probable. Our reasonablencss
demands suffiffiont evidence, mdrsha]s and weighs all

it can find, is ¥uwmdx bound to asscnt whon evidence is
sufficient, and may not assent when it is insufficient,

Pinally, there 1s the normativeness of our deliberations,

Retween necesgity and impossibility lies the recalm of
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freedom and responsibility, Because we are free, we also

are bnﬂ responsiblo, and in our responsibility we may

disocern another primitive and basic instance of normativeness,
It is, s0 to speak,the reasonableness of action. Just as
we(cannot be reasonable and pass judgemeni beyond or against
the evidence, so too wa\cannot be responsible without
adverting to what is right and what is wrong, without enjoying
the peace of a good conscience when we choose what 1s right,
without suffering tho disquiet of an unhappy conscience

when we choose what is wrong,.

It is time to conclude. Ve have beon Ingmixning
esking whether there is any connection between inner
conviction and objective truth, By inner conviction ve
have meant not passion, not stubbornness, not wilful blindness, but the very
opposite; we have meant the fruit of self-transcendence, of being attentive,
intelligent, rcasonable, responsgible; in brief, of being ruled
inner norms that constitute the
by the/exigences for authenticity in the human person,
But for objectivity we have distinguished two interpretations,
There is the objectivity of the world of imumediacy, of the
already-out-there-novw, of the sarth that is firm-set only

has happened
’.ngw in the sense that at cach moment it Axxppomex to resist wy

- treading feet and bear my pswses{ weight, Bui there also

% o ig the objectivity of the world mediated by mcaning;i'

i and k&ﬂ that objectivity is the fruit of authentic subjectivity,
; ¥ of being attentive, intelligent, veasonable, responsib}f;)

;

ﬁ 0 In my opinion, then, innoer conviction is the convietion

| that the norms of attentiveness, intclligeince, reasonableness,

responsibility have Deon satisfied, ~And siatisfying those
norns is tho highroad to the objectivity to be attained in

tho world meodiated by heaning and notivated Ly values,

- )
- j‘!t‘
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Notes

1) Ludwig Binswanger, Le réve et ltexisience, Iniroduction

et notes de Michel XX Foucault. Desclée 19584,

2) Aristotle, Posterior Analytics I, 2 7179 2f,

3)  Ibid,, IT, 19 100%9 fr,

4) Imre Latakos & Alan Musg{ipve, Criticism and the Growth

of Knowledge, Cambridge University Press 1970.

'5) Patrick Heelan, Quantum Mechanics and Objectivity. A

Study of the Physical Philosophy of Werner Heisenberg., The

Hague: Martinus Nijhoff, 1965, pp. 53 f., 38.

6) Bernard Lonergan, Insight, London: Longmans (now Darton,
Longman & Todd), and New York: Philosophical Library, 1957,
pp. 243 f. and &’ot. p. 72.

7) See the first chapter in B, Lonergan, Method in Theology,

London: Darton, Longman & Todd, and New York: Herder and
Herder (now Seabury Press), 1972,

8) Distinguish three meanings of the term, transcendental:
the most general and all-pervasive Xmxmx concepts, namely,

ens, unum, verum, bonum,of the Scholastics; the Kantian

conditions of the possibility of knowing an object a priori;

Husserl's intentionality analysis in which noesis and noema,

act and object, are correlative.
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