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Yo In Insight yon employ 2 technical notion of "woticn.' There are treatments of "the

general netion of the thing,” “ile notior of judguent," "the notion of being,” of

development, of tramscendence. In gsome ol thesz, a nction seems to be a commonly
held but vague undexstanding ¢f cartain subjcct-mattev, as in ' commnnly transcendence is
opposed to irmanence” (p 65&) or "things ave cunceived sa autended in  Bpace, permanent in
time, and yet subjecL to change" {p 2ﬂ61. In other contexts, 'notion' peamo to be syno-
nymous with & zeries of preliminarvy appromimeticns to "the natuge of . . ." some subjectw
matter ~- hence, the notion of will, of choice, of freazdea (p 607). Third and firally, in
gome cases, "notion' geens Lo be & technical term, denoting purely anticipatory operations
of cogniticnal procesz, spontaveoucly opevokbive prior to any insight, but ¢ften miutakenly
objectified - guch as the notion of the thing, of being, of objectivity, or (in Method)
of value.

THE QUESTION: What exzetly is the cognitional status of e notion? 1Is it inter-
medizry betveen all inqu'"y and all ineight? Or is it constitutive of inquiry itself?
(B7 inquiry ¥ do not meon invesiigationy ef Second Collaction, pp 33-35.) Do notiong as
purely anticipatory opewations provide the transitive links between different levels fof
cognitional gtructuve? \{ <
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2+ This, perhapsg, is a tediows and picky cuest icn. According to Ingight, "in the main,
hunan consciousness £lows in some blend of the dvamatic and practical patterns of
experience” (p 723}« Comparet "men corsonly live in some blend or mixture of the
artistic, dramatic, and practical patterns of experiznce” (p 625);

(a) Do these quotatione npimply veflect differcat levels of generalizetion? X£ not, why
ig the artistic pattern of experience included in the pecond gquotation but not in

the first? Do the contonts of "Resumpiion of the Rouristie Strncture of the Solution” and

"fhe Probiem of Liberation" differ uystematically enough to warrant the seemingly dis-

erepaut generalizations? )
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(b) Is the 'artistie pattern’ synonymous with the 'assthetic pattern'?
—— T .
(¢} Vhy is the practxcal pattorn of experiance not given the same schematic trzatment as

the cther patterns in Chapter VI of Iszight? s sufficient atteation given to it
- - l

in the section on "Common Sense as fnte 17eetbni“? S opyeiad!

3. I zm having trewble getting the appropriate heuristic imapee for undewstanding the
rteal distinction of the 'levels' of copnitional structura. Glearly the levels are
mitually and functionally intexdependent, But vhy is 1mag1n1ng placed on the level aﬁérw
of empirical comgclousness? Ts not intelligence opevative in the very formation of the ™
schematic image? Tn the rnrticle "Cogv%“;onal vucture,™ this statement appears: "in-
quivy ig intelligence bringing ite=lf teo act; it lsads zrom experience through imagina-
tien te insight” QEEEEEEI on, D 223). This peems to fmply that Iaquiry (intelligent
consciousrness) leads to imsginstion (empivical conseiouswesa) which in turn leads to
ingight (L.zs, back to 1nte111gent conseiotsness). fs there opergeive ia thie sequence,

then, not just the 'way up' but slso the ’way dom'? Could vou explicate theae 'ways'?
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