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THEQLOGY 965.01 Hethod in Thenlogy Questions for Discugsion 24.IX,81

What exactly is the principle of selecticn uged in delineating the varéous
patterns of experisznce?

Is the 1ist of patterny of empevioncs schometicslly described dn Xnsight
complate ox exhaustive?

Yhy ig the "wystical pattim of expecience” no pore then mentioned {n s later
chapter in Insight, snd why ds thexe an sllusion to the "worshipful patterns
of experinace in Methed {p. Z66}7

Tn your lectures oz The Philosepky of Education (toemseripe, 1959, p. 28),
you state:

" . « . wy notion of the human good is fotarconvertible with a notien of the

structure of history.”
And in Iupight (p. 233) vou state:

"The longer cyele of westera clvilizatioz hag bern drawing zttention repeafedly
to the motion of a prsciicel theory of history."

Fivally, the vhole movemsnt of the chapter on the hwase good culminsces 4in a
saction on progress and decline,

{g) Iv "Whe Human Qood” tn be reed, in part, as A model for a
practical theory of history?

(b) Is the notion of the humar pood intercomvertible yith a notiom of
the strucrure of history to itne extent to vhich the human good 15 a
procers in which men increasingly becomes, for man, the executor of
the emergent probability of huwan »ffaifrs (gquotation foem Insight,
p. 22737




TH 965,61 QUASYIONS FOR BESMUSETCH 1.X.81

1, What is the difference hotunen on 2ot of weaning and an act of undexstanding?

2. Method speake of "the intersublectivity of action uad feeling” and of
ntersubjectivity os 2 carrier of meaning (pp. 59, 61).
Ta Insight there Is the stulwaent that "ss the dinlectie in the lndividual
and socletly roveals. won de 2 conpesnd--da-fension of dintelldgeace and
intersubjectivicy . . . " (p. 237).

Khile the coubiunation secms concpete gxd dynapic enough® I do not understand
why there 41s an elamept of the contvadictory thet implies 4 dislectde. Why
is interaubjeciivity "oopaged' Lo the wafolding of the deteched, disinterested
intalligence? L‘r, to phvase LU another wey, what ds the kind of oppositica
peculiar to dinlectic? Does tha cenbinpiien of intelligense wiih soything but
intellisencd olwavs vield the ohmnnilation of Intelldgeunce?

# NOTE: Both Insight end Method iu Theolocy vefer o 'dialectic' ag 1
combinstio: of Lo conorece, tha rl weate, aad the contyadictery,




	Page 1
	Page 2

