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CA?M‘:, oy SELF~ APFIRMATION OF TH. KHOVER

It is time to turn from tiheory to practice. Julgment has
been analy;éd. Its grownds in reflactive understsnding have been
axploradi, Clearly the next guestion 1s whethar corrvaect judcments
occur, and the answer to 1t 1s the act of meiklng one,

Since our study has bteen of cognitional proesass, tha judg-
ment we are best srepared to wake is the sell- Flirmetion of an
instance of snch a process as cognitional. By the "self" is meant
a concrete and intelligible vcalty-identity-whole, By Pself-affirm-
ation" 1s maent thet the selfl both affirms and is affirmad, By
fggl f-afiirmation of tho kKnowerm 1s mz2unt thet tha salf ae afFirmzd
is characterizaed by such occurrencas as sensing, pareeiving, Imagin-
Ing, Inguirving, unlerstanding, formulating, raflecting, grasping
the umconditionasd, aund affirming. |

The affirmation to be made 1s a juigment of fact. It is not
that I exist neecnscarily, bot merely that in fact I do. It is not
that I am of necessity a koower, but merely that)in favEL 1 am,

It is nbt that an indivilual performing the liaégé acts really
doas know, hut werely that 1 perfoem them and that by "knowlngh
I mean no move than such performance,

As 81l judemant, self-affirmation rests upon a grasy of
the unconditioned, Tha unconditioned 4s the combination of 1) a
eonditioned, 2) a link bstwesn the cnditioned and its eonditlons,

and, 3) the fulfilment of the conditiens, The ralevant conditionsd
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is the stetemant, I am a knower. Tha 1link batwaosn tha conditioned
a4 ks conditions mey be cort In the proraerition, 1 am & knovar,
18] arm o8 emerete sal (ntellicible unity-idsntity-vhols, char-
acterined by sty of sensing, percaiving, lmusindineg, inculring,
wrders baaling, formulating, reflecting, grasning the uneomditloned,
gnnd Judednge The fullflnant of wher eondivions ig given ia cone
ae iousnz s,

Tha eadition: ! offers no Aifficulty, It 13 noraly the
expragsion of vhat 1s tn be affirmed, Sinilarly, the 1ink of ‘ers
ney diffienlty: the Link ibtself d: sﬁuteneqq of mosnin: qnd the

conditinns whleh It 1lsts have booome fanllisr in the course of

1

this investigstion, The problematde element, then, lies in the
falfilnent. of the ernditions and e proceend to indicuts vhut is
neant and not meant by consciocuspess snd by the fulfilmont of
econditimng,
The ,Mg'ﬁ%_,o; lonardrecamsans,

First, conscliousness is not to ba thovght of as soma sort
of Lnward looke. Peo 12 arz avt to tainit of Xnowing by imapining
a men taking o look et somothing and, furthar, they srs ant to
tiairk of" consclousnass by imagining thenselves loo.ding into thom-
seelvos, ot zarely do they indnlsa in such inspinative opinions
hat 8lso thev are litoly to dastify thon by argovent, Knowing, they
vill soy, 1s xnouing Lowothing: 1t 4s belog enfranted Ly an ob-
jack: 1t 4s the streng?, wysterious, irvredicible prasencae of ans
bribng to anothar, lesce, though inowine Lz not exelusively a matter
of oatlar vision, still 1t is radically that sort of thing. It is
pasdine, Intulting, contemplating, Whutever words you cure to em-
ploy, consclousnnss iz a Knowing wid so it 1s some sort of invard

lookking.




How vhila consclousness ls & factor in knowing, and vhile
knowing 1z an activity to uhilch & problem of objectivity is annexed,
still it 4s ona thing to give an accawnt of the activity and it is
somathing elsa to tackle the oroblem of objasctivity, For the pre-
gent we are concerned simply with an account of the activity, and
so we have d2fined the krovwer, not by saylng that ha knove some-
thing, but snlely by saying that he »erforms cartain kint: of acts,
In 1ike menasr, we have not a:zked whather the mower lnow: himsalfy
we ask solely whethiar he can parjorm the ach of self-effirmation,
flence, while soma of »ur roaders may pos ass tha rather remarkable
pover of looking into tiramselves snd intulting things guite claar-

1y 2nd dlstinctly, we cshell not base our case unon thalr sucrass,

Lide
For, after all, there mey a2ll axist other raeaders that recsamble
% £
the writef’mgﬁ find &=t looking into themaelves ; TS S 7':

Saeomdly, by concelnusnos

gy w#a shall meang thet thare 13 an
—t e

awarens8s Immanant in cognitional acts. Already a distinction has
been drawn betesn act and content, for instance, between seaing

and color, heuring and sound, ima; ining and image, Insignt end 1dea,
To affirm consclousness 14 to affim that cornitlonal process 1is
rot maraly a procession of contents but also a succession of acts,
It i to affirm thot the ackts 4iffer radicélly from such unconzcinus
acts as ths metabolicm of one's cells, the maintonance of ona's or-
gans, the multitgdinous biologiecal procssses that one laarns about
throuzh the study of contamporary medical :cience, Both kinds of

acts oceur, bubt tha hiologizal occur outside conseiongness, and
H) [ ]

the cognitional occur within consciousness. Caeing s not merely




accurately roflect the facts., I socing Ls an averances of nothing

a response ta the stlimuiusg of coolor and shape: 1t 13 & rasinass

that consiets in boacating evare of colar ond shuna, Hoviap is nnt
5 b

maraly a rerponae By the stiﬁﬂlus?inund: it is & responre *hat ¢nn-
sists in bacoming avers of sound, Av color differs from snuid, so
seaing differs from hearing. St111 seslng and hearing heva a com-
moﬁ feutura, for in both oceurrencas there is aot wearely content

bat also eyiclous act,

By tho consclous wet is nob mesnt o deliborate act; we are
eonzelous of sets withoat Jebatiag shoetiaer we w11l nerfarm them,
By the eonscious act Lo nob meant an wet to which sne sttuaiss
eomtsciousnasg con be heightenced by shifting attantion from tha cone-
tant to the act: bt ransciousness 1s ot constituted Ly thot snift
of sttention, For it is ¢ quality Lmrmanont in aebs of certsin inds,
and without 1t the ceots Lo ld be waconselons as the grovth »f anels
beard, By tha emsclons act.hfqimnt that tha aeoh 12 sonaohow lsn-
luted for insvecti-m, nor theb oue grasns Lte Tanctisn In comi-
tisnal nrocesy, uor that one can assign it & name, nor th#t one can
digtliaguish it from othsr zets, no0r that one is certain of ite
ocrourrence,

Doss, than, %conszcious act® meun no rmore than Mcognitional
acth? A distinctlon has to be drevn, First, I Jdo nat thing thet
only cogaitionel acts are conscelous. Heeandly, there are thnzse that
vo41d defing "se2ng™ ss Yavarenaess of color! and tioan trocesd to
argns thet in seeing ong wur gwdre of unlor but of anthing olse
vhetaver, tuut Yavaranass of color® occurs but that & comcomitant

"awaroness of wwarenass® is a fictlon. This, I think, doos not




but ocolor and h2aring i3 an averaness of nothing but sound, vwhy
are roth narmed "awareness®? Is 1t bacaase thars 1s soms similar-
ity botween color sand sound? Or 1s 4t that color and sownd are
disperate, yet with rmispect to both there are acts that are similar?
In tha latter case, vhat is the similarity? Is it that both acts
aré oceurrencas, as metaholism 43 an occuarrsnce? Or s it that
both acts are con<clous? One may quarrel »ith the phrese, aware-
nass of awareoness, particnlarly if one imwitinas avarensss to be
a looking and finds 1t preposterous to talx about loogking at'a
look, But one cannot deny that, within tha cognitional act as it
occurs, there lz a fuctor or elerent or cnmponent over an! atove
its contant, anl that this foctor is vhet differeatiates covnition-
al acts from wunconsmcions occirrances, ,
R E;?fﬁ*‘ﬁ;*p/ > v - .C}MﬂhcddrtO‘ﬂbh‘d _
Trdadlng, By coneccinusnass is meant an awarenass immonent
In ooonitinces acts, bat such acte differ in xint, and $0 tha a-are-
ness ALfPors in Cind with the sets, There d¢ an expirical conceinus-
ness characteristic of sensing, percelviiy, imasgining, As the con-
tent of thesn achts 1o riwraly presented or raprasentsd, so tn:
avarengss inmanent in tho acts 1s the mere givennass of the aets,
But tnere i an intellirsnt consciousness characteristic of inquiry,
insipnt, mand formulstion. Oa this level cojaitional procass not
marely strives for and resches the intolligible, tut in doing so
it axhibits its intellipgence; it operates intellipently. The avare-
ness 1is present but 1t s the awareness of intelligence, of vhat
strives to understand, of vhat 1s sstisfied by widerstunding, of
vhat formulates the understood, not as a schoo%ﬁboy rapacting by

rots a definition, but as ons thut defines because he grasps why
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that d=2Tiaition hitﬁ taings off. Finally, on the third lavel of
vflection, grasp of the nnanditioned, and juirment, thera is
rationul econsclousners, It Is tho spoergance and the affactive
operation of & sliwle luv of utmost goia-ality, ths dew of suffi-
cdont reason, wvher: tha suffleient reaszon iz the uneonditionad,
It emerges as a damand for the uneonditisaed and a rsfusal to
asgent unresarvedly on onr lesser ground, It advanens ton grasp
of the unconditionad. It terminates in the rationsl compulsian
by which grasy of the unconditionad wdeddts ascont,

Empirical conscloueness neads, parhaps, no farther comment,
for by it we illustrated the differsnce betvesn conscions and un-
consclous acts, Intelligent and rational conscimusuess, on the
otherr haud, may be clarified by a contrast, In thedr diffarant
mann ars both common sense oand positive scisnee view the matarial
world ar snbject to intelligible puttems and as govamiad by some
lav of causslity, To confine our atieantion to what man iows best,
nanely, nis owe artefacts, there is discornible in thom an intelli-
gibl e dasign and thalr existonce has 1gs ground In the lator of
production, But batare ths dasien Is realized in things, 1t was
Invent2d by int:lil s1cay bafore the saquance of productive opera-
tions was undertakan, it was affirmed «s worth while for same
saffiedent or auparantly sufficlent raason, In the thing there is
trze dIntelligdble design, but in the invantor there was not only
tlze dnt21ligdbility on the side ol the object but alse intelligsnt
consclousnass on the sida of the subjuct, In the thing there is the
groundsdness that consistez in its existences balng scommisd for

by a sequence of oparstiong) but in the entreprensur thevra was
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not only the groundedness of his judement in the reas%ns that lad
ko it but also the rational coscilousnass bhat required reassns o
rangh jnix%%ntfilntalliﬁance ant intelligibility arz the obvarss
and ravarss of the sacond laval of kaowlnpg: inteliilgonce looks

for Intalligible prttaras in presentations and rveprasentationss

it grasps such vittoms In its moments of insight: It oxploits
such grasp in ity Dyrmalati-ns and in further oparations equally
guided by Incights, In Lilke mannar, raasonableness and groundad-
nsss are the obverss and raverse of the thirl level of knowing,
Feasonablenass 1s reflection inasmuch as 1t saeks groundednoess

for objects of thoupght: reas-nablaness diccovers grrindainass in
tts veflsctive grasp of the uncoanvilitioneds recsorablensss axnloits
groundedness when 1t afflrms objaects bacau=q they sra gromnded,

In man = artefacts there are tha re-arse elamants of the intelli-
givility und gromndsdnass, bot there are not the obverse elementsz
of dntelligence and reasmnabhlensss, The obverse eslemants partein
to cognitlonal process on Lts secon? and thir? lavsls: they Jo not
pertain o tho contents emergent on tiose levels, tn the id2a or
concépt, to the ancanditioned or affirmsd; o the contrary, they
charscterize the acts with which those erabants are counled and
so they ars spacific iififzrentiatinn: of the avareness of conscious-
nasg, Clocy and dietivct ennceptisn notloﬂly roveals tha intelli-
glhility ol the ob}] .ct but also monifeets the intellirance of the
subject, Bxact and helanced Juwisment not only effirrs thines as they
arg but aleo testifies to the dominance of rem:-m blensss in the
suhjeéﬁ.

Still, it muy be arked, Am I really consclous of intelligsnce

- 80 ~

\_"'.'_"}'.{:'_'.}'“WH LTS R L ;

e r~wmwwMWM;ﬁj.;1f' 3

T e T



¢

and rossoneblenacs? Tho questiong I thilnk, 1s mislanding, It
sugﬁastﬁ bhat there Is o tyva of Wiowliny 0 viieh dntellisonca and
ragoonchlionaz? eoms un for fnrosepetioas, But vhat 4o gurarkod 4o ot
bhst you esn uneaver Intellignace by intresnection, &0 ya . 2an
anint ta Caleutta on ke, The @scartion 1¢ that you hvn cnn-
sodngs % taa and eonecians soty thet ara ntalideant gl reganme
abla, Intallilegant sn? r bismul emnmeio snass fonobo ghe pootaprs

-

of copnitimupd procans, snd the olirigla-s Shee doevoty pr~tain rot
tay bhe esmtontys Lod 0 o prooe xldar. IY 10 ramupnest t me o
plscae astroloyy aivi sstronovy, alehamy end chordatey, Lasond oned
history, hydothosis ol Poeh, on sxactly tha cane faotinge I an
not content with tnaorias, howaver Yrillisntly enhaerant, but in-
sist on relsing tha farther oy stion, fro th*y trsa?), " has 15 fhut
repugninee, th t discontent, th:t insistonce? Thay ~ray lust so
many varistias on the more busie axpression tiet I a2 meiyanlly
conscinus, thet 1 de-and sufficient roeton, that I fial 1t in the

uneanditionad, that I assont wueservedly to nothing less, that

sach damending, fieding, self-cozmitting ovcur, not like the groveh
of my halv, bt »within ¢ Ti=ld o con winunn sy or aar mass, Avain
If at momants I crn 6dip lnite a Iotus Lend in <hich wora prosenti-
Cinng ans epromcbations s juxbeooanad o sucuessive, still trut
1s wot oy acral stte. The Humesn %afld aff were Lupronsions onmer
Eo me org a mirrle £ e ndgesd tojecs v, I owant to undavgt "iﬂ, 0
grasp intelligible itlye ead rpalations, to know what's wap and
whera I stands Prodoy of tez sClentific snirly thet Inculres, that
astersg, thit comtrols, iz ot without an scho, & dsep reﬁnﬁanca

within me, for, In my more molost way, I too, incuire 31u cateh on,
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ses thn tiing to do and ses that it is nropsriy done, But what

ara thase but variations on the more basle axnressi-n that I am
intell iimantly conzelous, thit tho avaraness charactaristic of
conitbinmal acts on the second lavel is an zetivae contributing

to the Int 12isibility of ite prolucts? Yran I listen to the

story of Archimades 1 =hen I read the racitel of & myetiesl
axnarioies, theras is a mork:d 41fTerenca, Vh -t a mystic  2¥per-
ioness, I do not lmow, But, though I naver sajoved so vem: rikable |
an Ineirht as Archimeldes, still I do know wiot it is to miss the
point an' to get the point, not to hava 2 clus and then to catch
on, ta ser things In a naw lignt, to pragn how they hung torether,
to eoma tn kanw vhy, the reason, the exslanstinn, the cavse, Aftaer
Arcnimedas shonta? "Itve cot $1t¥, he miint well be npuzzled by the
guestion whethar ha wns wasclous of an Insipnte Still therees can
be no dnuht that he was corsclous of an Inerazment of knovledre, an
incrment that he had wanted wvery mach, Did ho want tho kingls
favor? Did he ~ant to enhance nig revutation? Perhops, but at a
desper ant move snntaneous level, he wanted to Xnow how to do

sometiaing s hoe want2? to solve a probLlem; he vanted to undevstend;

his eonnefousmass was on the seeond lavel whare it ceeks the intslli-

gible and follows up partizl facights »ith fursher qusstisng until
there comes the finzl croming inszight that ends gquestioning and
satisfies intellipent consciousness, _

L &éﬁfﬁip?%}éﬁiﬁ?f‘?fﬁﬁ?:”?ﬁéée sre unities of eonselousnass,
Basila conitional cnntent% there &re cognitional acts; different

kdnds of zcts hrve differont kinds of avarensss, empirlical, in-

telligent, ratlonal, But the coateats cumulate into unltles:iwhat

- 82 -




is perceived is what is inquired about; vhat is ingnired about is
what 1s mndarstonds what 1s understood is vhat is form:loteds vhat
is formulated is whiet s reflected ony what 15 rellected on is
what 1s grasped as uneonditionad; what 1: grasped as uncondltionad
i1y what 1s effirmed, Now, just as thare aroe unities on the sida of
Lae object, 8o there are unitles on the sids of the subject, Con-
scious acts are not so many 1solated, random atoms of knowing, but
neny acts coalesce to a slagle knowiag, ot only is thera a
similarity botwaea my sexins and your hearing, inasmuch as hoth
acts are con:clous: there also is an identity invelved vhen my
seeing snd my hearing or your sasing anl your heardng are compared.
Morsovar, thic identity extends all along ths lins. Not only 1is
the parcept Ingelral about, undsrstood, "ormilated, roflectad on,
graspaed as uncoaditlonsl, ant affirmed, but also thers i an 1ismn-
tity invalved in percaiving, inquiring, undetﬂstanﬂinﬁ, formilating,
roflacting, grasping the uwnconditioned, and affirning, Indaead,

¢ clousness 1s muach 1more obviously of this wnity in divarse acts
than of the diverse acts, for it 1s within the unity that the acts
are fouwnd an! distinsulshed, and it isf%he unity that w2 appesl
when we talk shout & single field of corcioisness an? draw a
diztinetion betweea: cmscious acts occurring within the fi=ld and
unconscions acts occurring outside it,

One might go furthar and argue that, vers the unity of
consciousnes g not mlven, than It would have to be nastulated, For
many contents an diverse levels cumulrte into & single keowm, But
how can th:t ocecur? How can imuges be derivad from censations? How

can inquiry he atout poveepts? liow cen insight be into imapes?




How cpn dalinition Jdraw ujon hoth images and tha fdsac zrasnpad in
flene &e
insirnt? o can roflaeving(be' abont forn lations? o cean tha
:
grasp nf tihe mearditionsd be obtuined by conbindry tne eonditi-ned
that Ls thmughﬁ sl the Maifitmont thet is sm0d? Hoo een 2reh
Jucgment wnorpe in g contoxt of other fulowoats thet detaraing 1ta
moaning, eomplaunnt ity quelify lt, delond it, so thet it 1s but
8 sin le iaerecornt within & fer vacter Kunine? I cinao®t incui-a
ntn yaour axpasiance or raflect on your thoughts. But 1f *hera were
no "IN, how eotld thara bo a Yoy oxoprlence® with respect teo which
a "ny innulry ™ ocourred, or ﬂmy tasuphite? with rosmoet tn vhilch
fry ratlation® aceurrad? If thers were aob onae o clnusness,
at oz onpirieal, itntolilyent, and ratlionel, hov conld ratinnsl
Judpang pencead fron aﬂ gnennditisned sraspad in the conbination
of thnucht end econcitls ~ovelanes?

AE11T, 18 vhoroualts af eoncciousness w2ild have to ba noge

4‘ “Tha \Jw‘.&jv as @iven.

tolitad on the hybothasi: thet 14 ware sot given, 1t romains thot
it 15 ziven, By this, of toarse, I do not maen thet 1t iz the ob-
jeuﬁwof some inord look. Ghat is mesnt is that 8 lrgle uzent is
involvaed in muny ects, thot 1t is an ebstruction to speek of tha
acts &5 coonselous, thit concrstely, coasciousness uertaing to the
acting meant, Seeing and hoo iy differ inesmiceh as oo i an
ave-oaness of ealor and bhe othar an arareness of gs~unde Geelng and
hevirdng aea oindlir incamuch es coeh dg wn avaraness. But the sin-’
ilarity boteoan ny sening end your haering i en aburruct Intlestion
of conzcinusness which, as iv i plvan, Is nrimardily an Ldentity
uniting my Roeang wnd wy haaviag or your geeolng and your hoering,

Yo loave baen angeged Lo detarmining what precisely 1s
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mo&nt by conselangnuss, Ve heve comntandad tha% 4t {s not rome e
cu=d look but a quality of cosnitionud arts, a quality that 447 “ang
ot the dle-ant levels of vornitionel nrocess, & qeellty the4
coperebely 1s tae Idantity Lonenent in the Hversity ay? 2% =yl-
Cinllcity o the orouaess, Hn-aver, ana cinpot Irscist oo stomagly
thet cuch s weesunt of caisvinagnass 1o noat itSQIFIC3n:cinnsness.
Tha gecount sanposad eanrainusness ur ite data for {noguliry, for
incight, Tor Pormadetion, for raflvction, for pgriep of the uncene
At tioned, for Jnip=ment, But giving the zcoommt 40 the formels ting
and Ehe fulping, vhils the ceeount iteedl e vhet Ls Iermulatal and
sffir-od, Crmecisumnase sy pivon s nolthor faren)stad =ae alt f vnad,
Coreolwaneass Lo given :Ent?;l-e;.w::wi:r:tly of A@ balng Tarulstzd o
sl fiv i, To formulste Lt dows not nake ang »ore con cisueg, for
tha af Mot of Tomulsiinn 1s Lo add Lo onats eoncenta, To affiern
it, does not max: qaa o oanaclous, for the affact of uifirm: ton
iz to adl ty onals lu omenis, Pinslly, a0 eonscisumass s ot
ineressad by ofTirming 1ty so it 1s ot dlalaihed L innyling 14,
for tha »ffact of denying 1t is to add to the liet of onets fulz-
wnbs anl not ho snbiract From thé srown®s on vhich Jolimants nmay
he birred,

By ocuch experieatlial fulfilivent, then, ona dotn not maan
tha eonditionad, por the link betwsen the condistioned and lis
conditions, ner tha conditions s fovvul. ted, let slone er &l rmed,
One dony mesn Ehet the ennditione, which are forsuleted iéiiézizfj)
0 bha Trand in # nove rudloentary stete vithin copuitionel pmoceas,
Jush as Ieprivy brings aloud the ailveance frov the per woelved & ot

wrizeatand to the pereedved and undavstood, so *here is w rover se




the wa-ely narcalved, It 1o thils ravarse snilt thet gornnly 1a
meant by varifici!ian. If fron a mors panoral thaory I oottelin the
Pamanle, PV 2 Hf, oo I ocun inrac thet when Pois 7, 4, 4, 16, 72,
¥ w111 hove theorotically tno valuaes 32, 16, 8, 4, 4. By sotting
un stitable appirelus and socuriag anpropriote conditlons Fafinad
b othes Liwmory, 1ocan advencs o theoratliscl inf e 29 an ex-
parirantul olaik. The resultc of the axrarinent may be exprasgad

in a sorizs of sresssitions, such «s ths stubtoacont thet, whon P

L

was asvraxinchely 2, Vouas aompoxigatoely 37, but such & series e)
ghatenants, hn“evazaﬁccurate, i1z not what wos #3ivm bHy tho 2XpPer-
{momt., The stotamonts ropresant judgmants eof factt vhs lu-~=mmis
ragt A prasniag the goconditionadsy the grasp racts w formalations

and viswal sxnardonces, Tha 23

'3

ariment givasﬁﬁnt stutmonts nor

julieasts aar eaflective unlerstending nor Foemidztions hut oanly
> net™
vionul swrorl cras, The axporimmt o1vod u@&[ﬁisnai genesiannas ag

deseribed bt visaal oxperionces an the level of movely saaing.

2

4

Thot P ig 2 .nen she nrells on & dial stands at & certain place,

1s 8 Auliment, Shot ¥V oLz 20 mnan certedn dimausions ol «n nablont
coineide with certain diwnsions of = meacsurlog rod Is ainlhar

fuie oite ALY fhet iz meen, is zhe nodle in @ soslilon on the

or  the 4 '

dia%\sféddimunxinnﬁ n? anh obiset siunding in coinceldence with nus-
bevod ualts on & rode dor ts 1t thls descristion that iy pean, but
only whet iz 5o dewcribed. In briaef, verificstlion dc¢ en appropricte
petiarn of nebyg of checximé: aets of chacking aro ravarsals {ron
formulitions of vhat vould be ‘norceived to the corresponding but

mors radimentery copnitimmal contonts of scts of porcoiving orx
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senging, In the formul-tion theracleays arg alevants dorived fram

Incuicy, inclint, concelving. But Inlirtue of tho clideiing one

by
-
ir
o
+
1%

het tia forralation 1s not onra thaoey, thet 8 18 2ot
orady ioponal or nerely anstudifol or e aly Anftarcady, thot fts
sartadlty connmaont is glven,
I

do just as thavae iiATd?mPShl Lo whet 30 glvon goasihly,
a9 ther) ix??cve"ﬁa; Lot de pdven oanincionsly. Just s tha
farmer coverssl Lo asay Peec Sne understosd mg ovnlerston), the
formol te o- fabmﬁlatﬁi, tar effdieasd o slfirmed, end to tha
maraly sonsed, o9 also the latter roverssl is fram the unigrstood,
foranloted, afliecmod oo such, to the waraly givon. e, in the
galfw-afliraution o' the xuovar, tho conditioned ie tho stotanant,
I ém a novare Tna 1ina betwoen thr eonditionad s 1t ¢onillia

tinns is eost in the oropnciniv, I am & Xnowee L T s a2 ualby

pocfammlag certedn inds of zelbs, Thy conditiong as formnlatsd

and tha kKinds ol aets to by graspaxd in date zq sindlar, Hat
fulf<irmant of the eonditinas in conselaimn=ags dg Lo be had by
revactiag fron owaoh Dormalstlions tn.uh@ more rudimentary stete of
bh o *ﬁ“'ul. 2 ovhaen thorve s no forsudation but marely axparionce

g 4L6f /?%k |
Fro~ pr~11.¢1u.v clarificanions, w2 btarn to the dsrue,

A [

Qﬂ; Ioa soawer? oo deo o Es¥ the guaskion of hfmsclf. Hut anye
one wiho asxs 1t, iﬁ cationeily emiccinuse Por bthe guestion s &
quastion for refllction, & question to ba moet with a2 "Yas® or "XoM
and asxing tha quastion does not maen ropeating tho words ot
antering tho dynemic state in which dissatisTaction with mere theory
mecdfests itealfl Lo a Jomand for fact, for =hit 1s so. Further,
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th1: quastion 1s not any guestlon, If I auk 1t, I xnow vhat it
nosns. Yhot do L omaen by I? The woower is difficalt to Tovrilata,
bt strangsly, {n some obgoure frahion, I kwow vapy vall ~hnt 1t
masne wittout formulation, and by th £ obscurs yot frnlilar avare-
vasgs, 1 find el =ith verious farmndationsg nf whet Lo axont by
BRI, In other varls, "I“'has & mudisantery nsaning from consclovs-
naega and it QﬁViﬂﬂﬂHﬂu;;H?thﬂ rultipiicity nor ths dlversity of
cankents o corseinas aots Lut rather the anity ihat FOOS along
with them. Bubt L7 "IM han gomo such rudimestary wsaning from onn-

wsnesy, Mhen consalansnzss supolies the Miliiaant of ong

ift

CIASs

alamat in she eoeditions for affieccing that I am a wnnver. Dais
coansedansasss supoly tha fulfilsent {or che othor conititioas? Do
T ocsa, or o [ bLI? Do Lo hsier, o a1 deaf? Do 1 try to wnler-
ataad or is Lo intingtiong abween intallirones and stu-idity
o more tpoilenbla to v then to o stone? Have I oany axprrloaeo af
Insipat, or 1s tia story of & e lmalag ar shrenre Lo om0 the

™ T

aceaunt of Platinua! vision af ths dng? Do [ cancedve, thing,

aonsd lar, supoo e, deflag, [oranlate, or i1s py talaing lixe the

4alrin of a ywrron? I reflaet,for I ack =hatins I s oa Euower,

No & gresy the unennditionad, if not in othar Insilentes, then in

this oun? If 1 grosped the unconditioned, would I not be unigr the
a-ﬁmm

ratinna’ ecoc~ulsion of afffiradng that 1 Q'Af"i coy, Sltnoy effirm

1t, or 4lse {inl tome loovhols, some wedkness, §OME ‘ncoltrrenes,

in this sceomb of the genesis of self-nUTimmution? Ar aipch has

to ask thess qaaations of hiunssll, s0 too, ne has Yy antwery thom

for nimsalf, But tha fzet of tiv: assking snd the msnitility of

- 88 -




the grswaring are thamsalves the sufficiont rageon for tha

o Semendolor,

o Ior“ro ng acosunt of sglf—nf?irmution ctpagsa: itmy

aftirnnniva e war,
¢ Ay

ancinie s nscet., 16 L0 2 Jutioant of fret and gn 1t rasts heavily

naon Eoo agnecianticl eonvanunt in knocing. Still 4t is iqgg-

1*“ v of Jubrmont Tor it pezsessog a vacfaty of ovartaniag

[ =fsht not ho, yau 48 T oam, I e-, T nichh b otaer thon I oan,

yot, fo fact, I ar cot Doa, Tho oontiorent, 1 you ounnoese it

-

8s & [ et, boeares cwiiibionslly necessary, anl thls ~ieco of
mlamnntuvy Ly ie planos i-h‘ norely factusl selr-affirmatinn dn a
crmboxt o7 necessity.

A I a wnovar? The saswer, Yeos, is¥cohorant; for 4f 1

am 8 knovaor, 1 ocan kKaow that foet. But the snewer, o, 15 inen-

harent, for 1f I aw not & knowar, how could the muastlion b2 ralsed
sl snswarad by ma? o lasgs, the nodeding anseor, I do uot wnew, 19
Jaconarent, ¥oe 48 T know thet 1 do smot »now, then I a7 a Kilowar,

enil 47 I do not wnow that I do not anow, then I should nat saswar,

w

A I s

i ar? IT I oas oo, than T koow netiving, Hr only
™ Emur;a ix gilanrae, Ny 5n}y eouirse iz not tha aveuvesd end awnlained
iliea of th?\ﬂkuﬂtic, tmt the cwmnlats oilence nf tha sninel that
offary naither nrousa nor 2xnlencstlon for his compl:ont abarrp-
tion in meraly ¢owsitive routinas, For if I know nothing, 1 do not
knov erxguses for nat onoawing. L [ know nothing, then I cennot Know
o © tha axnlonetion of my ipnorance,
It is thls eanditlonal necescity of continrent fact that

involves the taircing skentice in contradiction, If anthuelagm for

the achlavenant of Froud wer: to laad me to_nffirmygif thoueht

-




andi affirpstion is jurst a by-product of the libido, than 33”“?3,1

have wlaltied no axcertions, this vory essertion of niney would
have £ be marse asgertion from 2 suspact sonrceg, 17 socmed Lhianghts
Inzd e 4o relsouledpe &y eveoapbinn, thay lead me to acknovladge
tin nrascary presumaeitions of the axecesptinn, By the zime that
Iist has hosa dravn un snd aCCeptad,II ar no ionser 8 ssntle,
+i1] tho Aristotelian prascriptinn of pettling thn sieptic
to talkb dertvaz its efficacy not anly from tha cqndition&l_nﬂcess-
ity of ewntlingeci Toet Wizt algn from the nsture, tho nutursl some
tanaities tnd anbersld jnevitabil@ti&s, that go vith thut ?ubt. “hy
fe 26 thot tha talkine szantic ddocs not talk gibbarish? Yhy is 4t

that mme czn eoont an his boing unanlugsed by solf-rontraliction?

-

It 1. beeruee he 1y conacinus, amniricdlly, intallicantly, and
retionelly. It i¢ bocaor =z he has no cohielce 1 fhe maﬁt;r. it i
hoosuen oxtoans i cvrdty fa naslel for him not Lo betray hisz real
anture., It Lo boenowsg, reve his lngonaity suecsasfal, the only
rasplt woauld be thet ho hed rov-sled himseldl! an ildlob anl logt all
vlais to be haond,

This wupact ol tha muttor deserves further attsntion, Cog=~
nitioned orocass does not lie nutside tne realn of natursgl law,
Hot merely do I nassasg the powor to elicit certain tyner of acts
wnen eQrt&in eonditionn are fulfidled, but aluo with statistiesl
rapuls rity the conditions wre fulfiiled ond tha acts ocear, | can-
not encape genuabions, perecepts, itcgaes, 411 threoe kean accurring
during nmy vesing hosrs, aad the imges oftsn continue ﬁuring ny
sleopa 8o dounk, 1 can exercise o selective control ovar whas I

sanse, pareaive, imsgine. Buav the choine I cannot muke eof Ivetlve
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s to sense nothin, narcelve nothing, imsgine nothing, ot only
arz the crntenls ol Licge tets lmvosed upHm e, but ulss ennscinus-
na3s In some dwree i Incepareblae fran thoe agts. Jor 10 th b
conscdaimaoss marely an oo regate of isoluted atoms; it Is & unity,

If I camiot escaps presentations and roprasantutions, na%&éﬁar
can I b2 conteant with thel Spoataneonsly I fall viotim to Sy L

Y
wondar thit Aristotle namwed the baginniny of all =cisnce asd
philosgophy, I try to unterstend. I entar, without questisuning,
the dynazicle stote tnaf L- revacled in quections for intellizence,
Theoreticully thera iz a disjunctinn between "heing inta1li-ant?
and Mot baoing int:lllgent, But ihe theorstical disiunetion 1s
not a praciical chioles for wme. I con dsprecats intellt ence; I
can rldiculs 1ts asoiratinast I can raduce its uss to & minimunmg
but 1% does not follor that I can eliminzte ite I can guestion
averythim: else, it to unastion questioauning is solf-de. tractive,
I night call uron iav2lil; e Par the concaption of & plan.to G
cupa intellirenca, but the offort to c:cape vould only vevesl my
premént involvasent and, shrangely euough, I wauld want to go about
the burinesgs inteliigcntly and I woald vant to claim that escaping
was the intelligoeat tuine to do.

As 1 cannob bae contaut vith th: cinematogranhic flow of
presentations and represantations, so 1 can:ot be e-ntent with in-
quiry, understending, eni forrnulation. I may say I vunt not the
quarry but tis chese, but I an caraful to rastrict my chasing to
fields whore tue quarey iles, IfY, above xll, I want to understdnd,
still I vant to understand the Tects, Inevitabvly, the achiavement

» . stupendous
of understanding, hovwevera ougy gguaﬁ risae to tha further quaation,
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Is 4t so? Inevitably, tha nrogress of unlerstaniing 18 interrupt-
gd by the choeck of Julirant, Intaliipgence may bs a thoroughbrad
axulting ia the race; hut thers is o rider on 1ts backs and,
withaat the rider, th: bast of horsas s & poor bat, fha Lnsis-
tuﬁc Lt modern selaice anvisages an Indelinits faktire of rao-
paatad roviziionsg does not inply an indlfYarence to fwct., On the
coatrary, 1t 1s fect thet will lorce the rsvisions, thet will tnss
intn tha uasteubaskati the brilliant theoriéa of pravinns undar-
standing, thst 111 nwke ecch nsy theory hatter borcsuse 1t 13
closar to the facts.ﬂBut vhat 1s fact? “hat Is that clasr, pre-
rise, definitlve, irrevocable, dosdnant somsthing that ve narc:
fert? The quaetion 1s too lirca bto he zattlaed hera. Soch nhilo-
sobhy hay 1ts own view on what fuct 1s and 1ts'cnnsequﬂnt theary
on tﬁe precise nature of our zaowladie of fuct, A11 that can be

attarntad now ls fo stuty ~hat we happon to mean by kooving fact,

Apodn, foct io Inteliinihle:r 17 1t is lolepsndent of 81l dnubtful
thzory, it 1s ot indaepuadeont of the xoiest Inzivht end formula-
tion n=2cessary to give 1t its precision and 1ts aceuracy, Fine
ally, fact is virtually unconditlon:zd: 1t might not ninve haen:

1t atght have been other then it 2wt but as things stand, it
poscesyas conditional necessity, and nothinyg cun vossiMly alter

-
1

1t nowe Fouct, then, combinas tha concreteness of expardence, the

determinateness of sccurate intellipsnce, snd tlie absnlutoness of
rational Jjudpment. It i3 the natural objective of himas cognition-
al process, It is the antlcipated unity to which sensation, per-

eeption, imugination, inquiry, insight, formalation, reflection,
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grasp of the uneonditioned, ant julpsent meke thelr ssveral,
complementery contributione, Vhan Nowton itner khat the wetar in
ais hackrt vos rotating, he oew n'fuct, naaph Wy shnght ha
Ly ahanluta space, vhen guentan ssensnies andl felctivity nosit
tho wrimnginsble in @ foor-divensional panifold, ey brdng to
thgik Yho not ton cacnerising foet dhwd acloanific fnvlli-ones
aryd vurif}ina Jaid, e g oyond the &ﬂaln of lmscinsting to tha
realm of Toche Just hen et roain e, &5 has boan sall, 16 @

A r4eult srd enanliceted problac, Na» poessnt eneern Lo LRath
g oave connitbal o fte Yo owry cwmidttal, ot by fnncdmg vhet 34
1¢ w1l theh 3% 4s oarth whilo, bat vy wn baebility 4o avold ox-
serionng, by thae cubtle congaast doours off the Dros shed wonld
undars<ond, by the inevitable aftipmeth of thibt uweot aivanture
wheo & ratlosality fdentical with us denunds the atsaluty, re-
Cwsen wraserved asooent $o lage Saea the waconditisned aod, men

thict iz sbtainad, iovosas ortan us o conmitzant An enleh we how

2ooon davanent Aneglte. ConTroantad widlh e sfindard of Lo wneon-

dltinnad, tho aizapibe derpeirs, ot balora 1t, the producty of

necan wndoeessan iing are gsnaned, Orast ars tha sailavenents af

sadem soisnved by Cur ars they tn bho praferrad o 2erlise gu2ss-
varg yot rotlancd ponceoiacaness inds thuat they apnroximats {ninnd

to tao mieondttiosa? but Ao aob attain it av! so it acclgne them

tha wodesh stotus of poobabiiity. (8211, L retlonel enaveleans-

azss can oriticlre the achiavenent of sclance, ir cermot eriticize

LEsnl®, The critical spirit cen weleh 41l else in the belonece,

nly oun condition thet Lt draes nof critictze itsalf. It ie & self-

pesartive svontaneity thet depands sufficiant reason for slleles
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bat of fars no fustification for its demanding, It arises, fret-like,

b9 pararats oovldoe of Trot, £ cmrh the cozaltisnal proes se
fra- thn canditionosd stractarae off IntaiTivoasa S0 yn o sarysd
afMrcatinn af the eV vioned, It seccura, It w111 vacur whene
pver thy eonditin-g Toar roTlaction acy Fulfillods Pith sk tLstdeal
reziarity those oo Uitlons ge2ep beipr folvilleds ffor Lo rhst alld,
for T on o invalved, enpi Y, coveitted, The disjunction botusan

ratlonallly and noneretiorality 18 cp abshr ot alternetive but

not & conerate chnlee, Boetionslity Ls my very dipnity, end g0

élosely to it 2o 1 cling, thet i éﬁﬁfﬁJa&nt tha bast of reasans
for ﬁbinﬁoﬂing 1t. Indnad, L am so ==ch ons with my rosssaunlew
nast thet, wien I lapze frov 1h= hiph standards, I &+ coopelled
gdthar to ronint my folly or to ratinsalize 1it,

Selfen ffivaating has baen éﬁwaiduref ay & ermorstny hlgaent
aft € rt, The eontradietion of z21fonw ation he s beon 1u%i¢rted.
Doy ied vt eantreadiction thare huve baen dlssarmed natarsl ina
avitabilition an U soontenaitlos thit canstitubte the poaulbiiity |
of uoving, st by dAvuonetretingg that one can Zuow, bubt pragnictic-
@1l by enresing ono In the process, Wor In the lest resart can
ana rasch & Aaas s T oo o than that pragm tie ongarnanan®, Svan
ta geak It invalvas & vigious nireles for if ore soniks such &

fyintation, one eunloys onwts cognitimnel proc2ssy and the famda-

tinn &9 b resched will be no wors sacure or snlid thas tho irseairy

utilized to resen 1%, As 1 oicht not be, as T alehd by othay then
T 5w, so =y xnowing might not »e and it might be other than 1t is.

The ultimata basis of onr inowing is not niocessity tut evntincmt

kroving, but simultanesusly vith it. The skeptie, then, 15 not in-

[y

[
b
b
I
i
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valval In a2 enfliect viih absnlute nacessity, H2 micht not hay ha

mizhl nnt b o al o, U
{“'}f' i‘-—}-.—)f ril n‘vo foL 15‘.,] !g—:ly

Thara 49 a furthaar o

pntion thst e haen ouklins-

explinatory of the $iving-
Bilitias and snantenaitles,

Limmgelvas ap as thoy ora

Infortanctely, thore 1o a oviar ‘guagtin, The distinetion
thet was drawn, exrllisr, bhotunen Jdeseription 2nd emlunation was
conchad An torcg thet sufficed o cover tho
Fied¥s of positive -clance, But human
@ot tm hy Toand In ather denert ants, Roth
the stady nf natars begin fron iney
dita, Both the study of man «nl the stuly of nuturs cun atvance

from tho daserintiva rolattioans aof tha

ths exnlanatory el s

Furt 2s the physiaist aguy
plieitly defines cor-elativas b tn
stlent of hesan natnre can forzaxe the liﬁevary.ﬂnuroach to ja-
tarsine economice, volitical,
correlations, Bat tho stndy

pass an tweediate gecags o

'|'I

~HNme s, T inditisl vsa s

Fro- a2 avenunt of an event

von satisfving, thet L& ocopo

candi tlaned mors by‘dynamic irmar stete of lagulry than by extamsl
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of vt also enjoys the

sacad inasish

sneek o thesn as thay ara

selamney contaling gn alement
and Llesight into 2a1:ible
objzct to the inguiirar, to
inmeeliately batwaom objacts,
correletes messuranants, snd im-
sorrolations, so too,

sociologiesl, cultyral, hiastorical

2t tnles asremag oun ba inr

da eristive, Inm thiszs Pashion ve haren

t. ¥ palntnd sat

t2dly, thet its anarpenca zas

wivgn hoe utilisnos

Is the snlf-aflirm.

thing-for-us

of aetural fnevita-

iT?rrancy 10 thg

tha study of man aad

ough consgeinng—




17

circuvatan.a, that shile the first omergsancs was aifficult, re-
postod gecurrones wug asgy and goantannnus, thot gingle acts of

Pasipht aeen alaby nto ¢losbars hearing on a sliyle tople, thut

cieh clusters nay sovadn s hout exéet formulation, or nay bhe vwork-
ed out intn & systaiellic doctrine., daturally @ooagh, rthis ponaral
devcerintion of ingipght uuns presunposed ant ntilized whon wa care
to ovaniae 1% fore clossly and thls ¢losor evandnation ne in
turn presupurocad In onr ;cuount of'axpianatory shetraction and ax-
piunatﬂry sy stam ahd in our study of erpliricsl matnod, Eoraover,
sinze data, Meroepts, &nd luares ava arlor to inguiry, insight,
andd Farmulotion, and rince all dedinltion 1y sobsomuast to in-
guiry snd insight, it we. nccessary to define dare, poresvts, ond
inmgies es the noteriels presuenossd and eoplaonted by Ingquiry
and fncight snd, further, it was necessary to disting:ish batwaen
thar Ly nantresting the formulations of sapirfcal seimee vith

LI

thowse ol malb'v

-

rabica and btha formulations of Toth of &fhise sith

t.

sha forrulabions of voumon somosg. Flually, the analysie of luiguent
and thy aecouat of oo MTnetlve undeestandlng omsisted in reluting
tiase aobs to aeen athar, ol to the Prerulationy of understend-

ing, vad to ths fulfilaent provided by axnarlanca,

A5 toe vesder w11X discarn, the nitlel procedury of des-
pptating gradually yielded to deZinition by roloiinnmy and the
defining relotions obtalned immodintely batwpe Jiffa-ant <inis
of copnitionsl stote or zclh. Bub definition by this tyqe of rela-
tion 1o exnlanatory, and so descriptive procedare was superseded
by explanstory.

Tiiers are, than, two typaes of description and two types of
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explanatinn. I%m starts from the datz of sense, 2 bepins by
dascribing but goaas o fto axolain, Ag i, 1f aae start: feron the
z »
~ % b %
date of consciousnecs, o begins by desaribing and gnes to oxe
"

plaine Otill, thare i3 sa ladortant Alfrfzromoe babwesn th2 two
typor of axmlciting, For exnlanation on the brsis of sense can
reluce the alement of hypothesis to ¢ minimuy bat it cennot olimin-

gt 1t ontirely. ™t @ conaalion on the bssls of conseldoioness can

esbape entirely the marely sunposed, the merasly postulrted, tha
ner:ly inferred, |

Firat, evnlenstion on the basis of sense cen reluce hypoe
thesis to & =inimum. This, of ¢ourse, is Ehe »naint of the principle
of relevinge. Gallleo's law of falling boliss does not meraly
ginngce or nnstnlate distancs or time or the measurzesnts of elther,
It does not merely sunnose or postulate the correlafion hatween
distence snd time: for there 1s some relation bobeeen the two inas-
mich as 2 falling bady Falls farther {n @ Innger timay an? the
actual measurements ground & nuwmorlesl dztsrmination oF thet rela-
tion, ¥oreover, whah holds for the law of felling bodles, holds
for thy othar lave of mechanies. If ong pleases, one may eontend
that tha asz of Lnguiry, Insight, faemaletion, and consecuentlian-
erglization, 1is mero auprosition ov mirz postuletlons but at least
it 15 nnt the fvre of nero saprosition that the ampirical solente
ist systematicelly vvoids or that he serlously fezrs will bo olim-
tnated in some mora int=lliizent method of ingniry tolhe daviead
and secented in the futars, fo veach the elenent of pars suprosi.
tion that mekes eny system of mecaanics subject to futaure revision,

one muast shift sttentlon from single lavs to the set of vrimitive
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terms and relotions which tho systen a-ploys in Eormulatiﬁnﬁ all
1t lavs. 14 other vards, one hae bto distingulsh betvavn,'yay,
mr g% &g Jdafined by carc:labions betvoon maszes wnd, on the other
menl, coey wroonjoying bug wssition of an uitirar. roehenicel
covcapt, fny Cuture systou of mechenles will have to cetlsfy tha
Aate bacd ner onrooeavered by bee aotian of sogs, but 1t 1y aot
reoaoary Lhah oavery Diture eysten of mechiiles =411 havn Go
sptloefy the cgre dota by mupioydng our coneanh oF miss. Jivthare
dovolore Lo owmisl L oad Yo s datralintion of & tlfTeswst gat
of nltinite coseart ., o4 *oaraguent refarsaletion of «11 lavs,
and s 24 g daticanes o0 oot wna nanian af nasg from iba powsoat
nasitlon &5 oo ultlnete of secheaical ayster. Hzaesy vhile puniriesd
sthnd onn rotuce the nynathatissl to nowminimus, 1t cennot 2limine
ane it Qﬂﬁi?ﬁly..ltﬁ eancepss a2 enncenks &0 nob hytothaiical,
for they ara defined talicitls by espirienily estubllsied cor-
relsatings, Son e le2ss, Lto catceprs ag systonatically signifl-

cant, ac ultimato or derivad, as proferrad Lo otheav coneapts that

wicht b amivieslly raachiad, clo luvolva e alaeent oi pera 11 nost-

bion, For the seloction of oo tain edmnapts as nitinate ocrurs in
the mork of syetewsiimatisn, end theu unrg iv provisionals At any
b o oayste 13 secawted beesusz 16 provides the sirnlist aceount
of #11 she nawmn foets, Dut &0 the sane tlno 1t 1s eckanwlaiged
bhint Lhora aey be unmnovn yet relovent fzets, bet thay nlshit give
riso bo Turther ( woviane that wonkd 1206 D Farthar Lasights, and
bhet the furthary bosiohls wight involve w redicsl ravision of the
aceertad systen,

Boconily, explzastia on thy basis of consel

0
pscene this linitation, I do not mesn, of eourse, that auch

23




explanatio s not £n be reached through the sarles of ravigions
invalved in ths self-correcting process of laorning. Hor A9 1 nean
thiet, onee axplenctizon Le coccned, tharse romaineg o0 coguinility

of *ity alinor revisiong thet laive banle lines dntuwct Wit ottain

a yesatay mwuwtitudﬂ/ ot prestor fulinass of detedl, ageln, 1

A SADA S BT i ALt et s ik v ladie ere Lo utalle,

Pheh theoow gandld oot oemiaa oo natuve st e one Yeoouloehoy to
wolen nroaandh Loenry would rot be oaolleubliees Yhat 1s sxcluded 18
tho »edinel reviston fnet invelwves & shift in the fundasental tarms
and rolationg ol i amienetay geenint of tha huocan <oavledrs

Anrlyliag exietin? coawon saasd, mathéwatics angd anoiricesl
selanoe,

The fuovsssit 13ty of suca revliston gopzars frow the vaey
aontion of ravisio ., & rovizion eppeals to datue It onntazals that
ne-vingg thaory does nnt satiuluctorily gexmint for all iy dara,
It ciairy Lo heve reachad conlersatary turieqts bt laosd to
more acexrate stutyasnts, It shoes thal thise rnew statsvwents either
ara uneonditioued 0r mare rin¢ 1y eooraximats Lo the unconditinnad
th%n pravivie slatonts, How, 18 i fact/ ravizion i%pawidesa
eribad, then it prosunioses that cogaltione: oros~asa Palls on the

thras lavals of oraczeasation, Iatelliiponce, and reflactiorg it

En

prosupsacas Shef insi bts are cusulativa and cnemlarantare) it
prasunnases thet they head towards o 11 dt desoribed by thio adjoce-
tive, cobintactoryd it arasugaores & reflactive grasp of Lhe un-
eornait L lanat o0 of vnet enproxisstos to the aemaditisnad, Tlaarly,
rovision cunnot revise 1ts own presapoositions, 4 rovisar canqot

gavesl to data o Lan Jaléy to his nev Insiznis to deny inei; ghts,
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b} t 0 reya sion 1. ~ :
ﬁ ?§ 'ﬁ 5 0t Toek.
%i%% e u= ST 2% ayt e rosansd Dy satting forth the

g nrlort coniibtion: of gny poessibdla Judimant of Tuct, For sany

ally but only virtuelly unconditiensad. The Clrst condition, then,

557

to his nar formalotiny Lo 9y fornualationy to his reflaectiva
gragp Lo dany rarlacnive {rasD.

The sanme 22nb may D2 put In anothar cenner, PSOala{
relaetiviss iz prone Lo argue that arpirviesld ceinece 1o the onst
reltable Torm of honen waovledior but saxpiricsl zelanon 18 sab-

tact to indefinite ravision: therefore, «ll hucen knovlalge is

i

eunally sntisct to indslinite revision, o zuch ergument {3 neeoss.
erlly fellielous, One must delinitely know invoriint foatures of
men <oowladge haloare oo cen assart thet osnirdesl scdanea 13
sublact to lod’laise revision: 4cd 1f one dafinitely kaows in-

varlint feutures of hmcen Xnovwladpae, then on: RKnows vhet 4s not
»

-

sal)wt Lo vevision, dorecvar, as s obvious, =such knowledps sup-

pasres anpdrieal sclance at lanst In the rasnact thet 1t s not

sich Juleirant cen e repeaszabad by & "as? or "o in answar to

& cueation, L Lt zo? Toe sever will be ratlonad, that Lz, 4t will
r:gt on cnown aufiizisnt redson. doveover, th: dnswer will be
absolube:"Yos! nttarly excliudes MioM: and “io¥ utierly excludos
"Yes", Heonee, since the anovn saflicient rogean for en aleninte
ansvar mass Dtaolf be abrolute anl cnown, tha ek or THon

mist rest on some apprehension or zrasp of tie wneanditinned,

Now th'x fudpmont of fact is not to the elfact thet sometning must
b 80 or could not ba othevwice: 1t merely statess et somathing

is s0) hence the unconditioned that grounds it »1ll bse not forpe

of xny possiblo Julguant of fact Ls the grasp of 1) s eonditionsd,
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2) a link betwesn the eondibioned and its conditions, end 3} the
Halfiimant of bhe conditiong. It iz omeh 8 grasp bthet of facts tha

Erezslilos Pean the guestion, It 1% @07 to & refioned, absolute

But trls flret raconizamen t prosaprosan other seguiranents,
The W4tY of the !u'inust of feet isiiot & bore "{t®, On ths eon-
brovyy $4 e the con litioned Known as eonditlons:) thet tﬁfaugh‘the
fulfile . ( of its conditions 13 srasped B8y virtuslly vneonditioned,
Prior to the cuvestion far raflectl g the e must by o level of
setivity thet ylolds e onnditi wad we conditionsd, the condfitinm-
ed o6 linged to itts condltlons, Dt this {e & lavel of intnllinencs,
of vositing systemstlc usities Ladl sxetamstie roletly 915 sarsover,
it i1l be o freely Covelopdng Level j for w!thout free develop-
mant quastisne of fact vould ot byl ae. The only instances of the
eondisinnad that »0u1d be ﬁnvisagad‘ﬂm1ﬂﬁ be insteacens with the
eoziitions Dt 1l ode In that rese e wmewse would vlweys be en
gutstle Wt wend 4P the ensmer vars slveys @u sutonatie "Yas®,
bhegs ol Eﬂ o nged to ralze ey quastionz ol rect. Gtili,
though thers in free developmonD of systomstic unities and relstions, ;i

auch develor wnt c/nnob gorur Inomons pure fznlstlon from tha fule

i

i g conditings, wers trera sach dsoletion, it wonld ba dm-
pomrible vo 051 v cuser o wob eond 1gdons wors Sulfillad; znd iF
thet vere famnasivle, thenhju.;:r:t af tuct ¢nild ot oncuy

This yialds tha geeond eodition of Judsinent of faet, It is ¢ level.
of intellectual asctivity that poefbs gystowntie unizias ond
relationg 1) with some indepernviance of & field of fuilfililing

conditions gnd 2) with reflarmva €y osuch a2 fleld.
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But thlc zacond! ragulkvement prasyppos:s & thirde There

-

\
gt be oot

R
o

=
T2
[
by
[
et

Fy
{nl

g eosnditiong. ¥or: aactly, since

|

mugt Lo oelor Cleld eostilodng whut con bzeone Ivifilling con-

ditiong, 0 thoapalves, thay w1l be azither coriltioning nor

condi{ionady they will be wer 1y piven.

LI - SR

L sk, rsnlbility s coancrebe, Loplolans oy Coy thag

g Mmoo w07 ot s possille 40 chere 15 no intrinsle conbra-
dlebion invelved o L ovvandng Sach o mountsli Buﬁ,in fuct, &
matntata of ol dy soacitla oo LF tha aesns ara avallabhle lory
aegaiving ouigh $old to nEre & mooabzin, for sransyyviing 1t to
8 3$ngle pluce, for m:mzing 11 up in the fashion of & wountain,

Ba Tor gocoine 4t there long annugh foc e asldsn manstadn £9

axist for =onme minlsus Latewvsl of time, Tlmilarly, any nosasibla

3

Judomant ot fact conld be osore eoncrebe bulgmant, The canditions

=y

of 1ws vocgibillity Daclade the oonditlons of briazing torsther .
1te ‘dlverse coudisabs, Thiord wust by, then, a calerzts unlty-
Pleatity-snole thet oxparlences the rivan, that iagulvas &bout the
glroes ta oacreba Yos free ddevelonsmont of systenatic ualities and
rolatlonngy thot eaflacts upon sueh devilarsnts &) lomnds the
virtuelly uneondltioncd es dts ground for cuswaring "Yao® ar MHon,
It s this eoanrets oottty thed seks, "Ie 1t =0?¥ It i this cone
cret ity thest iRlates g frew development by asking shout
the given, Whet i Gis? Wy le 112 oo oltan doas 1t 1xiw5
hapym? It Lo this conerete unity fhet grasns asnd f-ormilatas the
coanditionad as ¢onditionad und that pppzals Lo ths glvean to grasp.
the virtuaily sneonditloned sn to alfirs 1t ratibnally il

absolutely.
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e voxaling » corolliry. Judsments of foet may b2 not
only posgibla. Thoy mey actielly oronr, Zut i zny juismoent of

sob eccars, tnerc oast he as wall th: ocourronces of Lts endi-

tlomis. Honwoe, 47 "hwre 10 any Juiranont of fact, no xatler shat
L+e contont, thers o lon ds o comorete wmity-ldontity<niole thet

exparianess some piven, thol fawires, wilerstanis, end fosulitay,

-

e b roflotn, gresps tao urcemnmditioned, und so offiras or Imiss,
Finally, such a oonevete undty-Ldontity-whole 33 & ohiap-inwalf,
far it lg definet by an Internalliy relcoted sot of oporotionsg, and
the relatlisng @y be crooerdentially valldaned In tha eonceings and
dynane stotoa: 1) o lneiivy l..'.‘ii.’liﬂi{ Troma iy glv-:-':r':-f?;!-;.i;;;ht, 2)
of inulght leadion to fowwlatisn, 3) of zeflzction laadlag from
fFormuletion to ;rasp of the unsonditinsnaed, eal 4) of thet grasp
Landing to affirmation or dhxi 13 e .
prear

Fror tha cornllary there rasalts ourhcnm;anticn. Thars
CunnaG oenuT uorwitisn vithout tho ocourrencs of zose juilmeat of
feety Dut 40 there occurs eny Julpkont of fact, thers osccur the
dynanic stetes in by ch ney be validabal agperiontially tho rels-
tiong et doffne oo ool tupaba Eurms e wideh the thing-itself
that ®nowe L 4105 arandlatod,

Thot 1o the sourves of this »ecullzrlty of corritional
Eanory? [t 1o theh othepr theory roschas 1t Thlﬁbﬁiwkalf ty turne
ing swar fron the thing s relatad Lo us by cunse or by consclous-
ness, bt copnitionzl theory resches Ite tnlng-itsell by under—
standdng 1tself sl affiming 1tself ey concrete unity in a pro-
cess thet le conscious euwplrdeclliy, inteliigantly, =ni ration-

slly.Horgover, since svary o ghuy Kzi0%n varomes gnown through this
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process, no knowm could impugn the process without simultensous-

1y fepugnlng its omm status as a kno.on.

1

Ve huve poarfavened gomathing csimdlar o chat a Xantian would
agme a tranvesndental deduction, hdncordingly, we shall b2 asked
to ex~lain the fact that onr deduction yilelds d{ffar:nt rasults
from Kankt s,

A first diffsr2a02 1s that Kant asked the a nriori condi-
tions of th= possiblility or experiaance In the sensa of kaoving
an obiset. e have dlstingulsned tvo Lssuesy thevre 1s khe problem
of objectivity, #nd from this v have carsfully praszcinded not
only in the srasent seetlon but olzo Ln &ll 2avlior s=chions:
there also is the prinr problem of deternining just vhst cetivities
arae involved in kaoving, and to thils prior protlem ws h:ive so
far confined our effarts, donvs we asked, not Ffor the craditions
of noving on object, Wut for th: eonditisns of the sossible
ocourrance of & judzmont of fact. Yo have gokad forv tho oonditinnsg

of an absolute and rational Wesh orfio" viewed simnly as an aoct,

o

Me nove notb asied oo vhet conditlon: thare wonld ba somm fact that
corresponded to the MesV, Ve hrve not even arked whot moaaing
such ¢orrrsondenca =»1ohh nave,

A zgeond ALt lereree lles dn the distinetlon batenan thing-

for-us snd thinz-1te 218, ant distingaishad theoe as phenomenon

and noumaiont, Just wha®t he mehant is & mtter of disvute bat, at
lavat, It 1 clear thuat the Jstinction pesrtuined to his farmila-
tion of & thisory of objectivity, Moraovar, Lt seoms to me to be
probable enough that the historical origin of the Kantien 4istine-

tion 4s to be sought in the Renalssence distinction of primary and
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kind of ensndltianel activitles that Plv eonsonts by nlicating

85

sacoriary qualities wivire tiw Divasr sartained to the resl ind

ot:Jactiva tiiings theasalveg while the latrar vartadasd to tha sub-
$oatds avproiiension of them, la any case, aup dfe! {hetian ls nal-
ther the Foals-ance  anr tha Katlisn Hdetinetlone It {2 ~inoly

& distine » batwaw deeriobowy ool gl a:ﬂtinn, Lot aen Lho

vhat Chew ooasable andy, on e aLher Tand, the wind thnt fix 2on-
Lanbn bopasipniing their papariontislly validatod ralecdorne A

Ligdng ls a congeento ﬂ:ity—laﬂ:‘1‘j—xhnlﬂ aspod An Jate a3 Intlvide
u&l!. Daseprlbe i%, ol &4 do o Uing-Jloreuss Uxplal. 1t, ond 4t Ls

G otoin -t e T dn real? Is 1% objeetrive? In iv mavinine vorg
tloar Lhoe Looen ot ddobtermir b ioa 9 the cornltiangal aet? Maage are .
g1l quelte reagons e cuasbinrse Bub oo yet w2 anwer nal asp Wag?
nnr ", Foo tho sty o @neeor i slunly thal obiactivity

A & Rdehdy oooplen fsoms gat that oo shel) henile it satisfoctor-
1ly anly L7 =& bopla Ly deteradaing vhet precisoly cosnitianal

nreo 1ﬂ. Goodaoubty kera arag obdactions thet mey boe urred azpafnst
thds arocedurs: byt they objechions foo «I{11 ba hendled satlis’actor-

iy ondy aftar the orior questions ure anawaréd.

[f‘

A third diff rence rogavds unlversel en'! necassary Judg-

peits. Thoy shand in tha Corefrent of bhe Santisn eriticha which

was Lrvpoly wngoged in “he prohlap off transce soldng Hwee' 5 oexpers
iqnﬁ%l ctonisa, But I oo bneldysis they piay & zdnor role. 4
wilvarsel el neeescary g ment noy e gsrely the o fT1rmatian of
an analytic proposition, ond such mnelytic propositions mey e

pory chotraet pogseibilitios withoun polevance to sho contral con—

taxt ol hiicrcants thet ve nene boovledra, Our exphssis falls on
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virtuslly vieonditionads fo fzr wag Hunt from positing the uncone

5]

the Judcment of fecl btk itqalf_is un Increement of knovladge and,
as well, emtribotes 5y thr fransition Crom tha anslytic pronosg-
tirn to ths aralytie vrincisle, thot 1s, ta the wiiversal and
nereasary hilecoad hase torms ond ralations ara axdstential 4n
Ene =anea thst thay ocenr In In‘emants of fock,

A Tourth differencs ragards the Lmmodiat) gromd of fulge.
mant, Krnt Farmiloted #55 gramd by satting forth his zchamstism
of tha categories. Ther:» 1z 2 aroper usz of tan catagory, Haal,

12 trare scenre o filling of tho ampty Farm of Tirz, Thare 13 a
nrapar ae of ~hs nnteﬁaﬁy, Sabst e, L there Ly o morienones
AF the rorl An Wiveg o over, Kant's reaemotlss 13 a0t ressrdad as

&

o2 of hie hen fast inventlons, Yhat he wes btryine to o2t hold of

Pr
"‘-. r.

aid

%;tha ;véxwrziva peoczne of chweikin, of varllying, of briacing
bhee maoaly eancaelved snd the merely glven ints inilby, In fuet,
Yhat neacesg s far wore oavplicatsl wad far noe varsstils than
Loantden analysiz ~n 313 2 el ane to susprehs Vardfyinr sannysas

A vaal arvay of vonthoabicr)l pronositions thod st ote whet vould
bo meverionced unicr procisely defined conditfons, Verifying cone
sists in baving thoss axperiences, all of thewy and sons Lut them, )
under the definad conditliona. Moreover, vhut is verified, {s whot
1o conceived, forrul: ted, rapposed. It need have 1o imesinable
eounterpery, nd en ong can oraak of varifying the thoory of rela-
tivity or the affirmationsz of quantum mechanics. indesd, s wa

have s at langth, there 1= 2 sincle formula thet eovers the

Inmodicta gromd of &1l our judpwents: 1t 1s tha gresp of the
ditionaed s the lmeedlzze grormd ol svery Jndgreny, thut he
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dagoribod i?»an Iiasl of Pure RNesson, and ideal that becnnas
oprrahiva i onr Xnewing, ot prior o Ju Limnat and as a enandis
tinn of Jalpront, it satvrentontly dncorush a0 cach juiynent rests
on an In™inlta rapyons of prosyllorlsms. A: the readerilfemiliar
cdt Ke by i1l nete, sue ssserting ol o Arwnd Too v reondle
3 L]
L
tionad ar & »edor praund oo Julsmant not mavely Incllzs thiat the
Kurties wislyhic Lo serlausly inconplata but alco lavolvras in
uttar roin the Zeatlan dialectic. For tha dialsetic NMus but a
ZIRIPND prrwisg; nz4sly, thet sinee the demend for the aneondi-
tloned 1 nob o necoscary proand for fudgmant, therefora, 1t 15 a

Sransoradental illasiony dn othoar wards, since bhe wneanditionad

is not constltutlve of knowing an ablaet in the sanso of meking

a_juégmqnt, thwrefore, 1% hasfpurely regiulative Gmetlon in our
Hnowing e Q0 our showlng, the unenaiftioned 1s orisr and constitutives
S0 wfflym o4 Dot La to effirm an anceanditionad,

5 Cirti d1ffsience hae ta dn vith esnscelousnnss, Kent
coknonlelpgad &o Inn v toass th-t corrasoonds roughly to vagt we
Bowrs oD anplotoal con elaasnass, navaly, the awersness that 1s
fmmanont In rebe of *%ﬁﬁints narceiving, dme iadng, dseining, fesr-
Ing, end ke like. Be Liss thds ackoo-ladgesont of Innsr sance,
Kunt deduend or postnlotad an arizinal symthetic unlty ol sppar-
ceptlon as the a priord conditlon o the "I think" accompanyling
2ll cocultionsl actsz, On the oth:r hand, Kintian thaoEy bes no

roon for a consciousnasy of tle generative srincinlae of the

]

categariess the coieporizg mauy ba infercead fror the Julgments in
which they acoury but it is impossible bo rsach behlod the cata-

aavies &n thedr soureae, It ig precissly thiz aspect of Kantian
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Ceesee hetvasm Kantts el slon and our oon, They wee diffaraness

Jadgments of focet ona cannob gt baeyond mars analytle prososi-

o 559
35

thanght thet pives she ¢otayories their flexihility and thatir
freralacible wyoho in annos. I L0 Whe rara acsoct that provi 1ad
Fichte o ¥ tiomel ~ith tialy ooportonity to sereh {nts tie une
cunied territorﬁg} of intellisent and protiaasl eor.einusness,
Tha Ayri: »de st ton g-omad Lrgulry and reflaction dn ancure, Inculry
is vones *iwe of 211 anderstomding, and undesstinding 1e ranera-
tiva of 611 ¢ ncontn end gwatoarg, ?uflectian 1s ponorative of =11
roflantive grasp of the mennditionad, andd that grasp iz sanara-
tive of #11 lrlenent, If the forbticn oraseribos cvsideration
of Innuiry :.ad ratlecion, e lsys nimgal? ooen o the cherge of
obzcurantism, I ho adrits sueh conslderstiong 1 ha venloss
intallicomt coriasity and tha eriticel spirit, then hie 15 on nida
vy By acxnwrdedga tha venuretive nripnsdiploes both of the ¢l te-
gortas Jadl gnew ond of tha ertonarias Kant 410 ant 4w,

Tha forarning Yist of diffarances secanat foar tha Aivor-

in the problew undee cwnsidaretion, in the vicuponing from #hich

1t is eansidered, in thoe rebhod by xhich 1t {5 nolvaed, Hors fundse
mentally thare wr diffferaneos about ouestianz of [uct, fov sur
gelf-affimantion s, & uwe hava insisted and way be pardoned for
ranzating, primarily wnd ultlieately & Julsrent of fact. The
orthodox Kantfea wonld rafar La our stund 2o moen psychologlsm,

ag :n &ppael ko the ereiricel thot cen yiald no =zor2 than & pro-

visionzl probability. Bu: -ur rotert 1z sicnls miigh . Hithout

tisns, Parther, thourh gelf-af Mreatlon 11 no pore thin a lhudge
ment of rare fuct, still it is » priviloged Juisment, 3olfenspa~

tion iz locowocrant, dns haa only to ingolre and raflect, to fiad
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onesalf caught in *tne s omtaneities and inevitabilites that supply
tha aevidenva for zell-affirmation, One has only to maks g sinrla
Jadrment of fecet, no motter vhat its content, to involva onesaelf
in a necessary self-affirmation, Finelly, cogrihionzl theory
diffars from othar theory: for other thsory reaches explanation
only by venturing into the merely supposad:; but cognitional
theory reaciins axplanation without any such venture; and since
it coantains no maraly hypothetlical alament, 1t 1s not sublect to
radical ravizion, .

—, Sens

From Kantian 2 turn to relativist thought, The initial
question in the pracamt section was wnether correct juigmants
occur, Our acrount of self-afTirmation directly contradicets tha
relabivist contention thet corract judgments do not oerur, Though
the argumats for nur nosition hive baen xive@L it w11l not be
amiss to Inllcate "hara the ralativizt would disapras and vhy,

First, ralotivist thought 1o largely devota! to a rafutation
of empiricism., Corractly it insists that human knoving cummot be
accounted Cor by the level of nresentations alone, Thera is, as
well, the lavel of int dligonce, of prasving and formulnting;in-
t21ligible unities and systematic relations, Vitiout this seénmd
leval of -ctivities, there 1s, indead, a glven but there 4s no
posaibility of zaving what is .iven,

Sz2enndly, Just a= the r:lativist insists on the level of
intelli;ance ggainst tha empirieist, so ve insist on ths laval of
raflection apeinst the ralativist, Buman knowing 1Is not meraly
thieory about the given: there are also Factsy and the ralafivist

has not and camot establilsh that there are no facts, for the
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absance of any ather fact would 1iself be a fact,

Tairdly, Just oo the enniriclst woull have oothing to aay.
LTy {1 fuct, he did vot utilize eperatinns on thz lavel of int2lif-
gence, so ulso the relativist does not confine himsa2lf stricetly
tn tha lavels of nrocontostion: and of intolilsonce, le 18 quite
femlliar sith tha astion of the uneoaditioned, Hae rogards tha an-
eonditionel as the Lleal towards wafch haren ¥Xno Ing tends, But
ha sunoares theh this 3leal £5 Lo be raoched throaph understending,
If v nivyesa in 1hs every part and acpect ware thoronghly nrlor-
stool, thor: could be no Murther cuestions; everythlag would be
eancoivad as L ohught to bay on every pnssible tande & non caild
gay just what he gasal anl mosn yuast vwhat b aald, On tha athar
hand, chort of thiis »omproarigive eohorance, hhare can B2 no .are
Pootine . There 15 univretenddag, but it Ls porsial; 1t Ls join-d

with Incomprotionsimy 4t is open to ravisisn sihon presont Incon-

17.3

rat m yinlds to future onderstanding: oat gy datiaataly are
all thiv's related thot wnowle ige of anyti:ing can be sielinitive only
whan ovarytidng 1s kooin.

Fourthly, thh.ralativlst i1z 2ble to follow up tnls gaarald
view by focing oonerete lssuese Is this e typewriter? Prolebly, Yes,
Far prooticol purineng, Yoq. Absnsiutely? The relstivist wasld pre-

Far to be cloar cbout tiy praclige moaning of the name, fvnour

ha vauld 1ike to be told Just - hat ds sosat by the daronstrative,

bhigs e woodd ba prahaeful for an ewplarwcdon of tihs mowsing of
Mg conla, koo Your simwle quetion 1o mat by threso furthar guos-
tions: and il you anowar thaee thrae, your answars wlll rive risas

E3

ko meny mova, 1L you e gulek and see that you sra sturting on an
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Infinite serios, you nay emfront thia rolaotivis® ~ith a rovsaiad
systan, But *he r-distivist I also & “vwrt Tullow, He <111 yoint
oub thobt orliner p-;efﬁpl'e, ¢ abae ceprtaln thet Ehly lg & tynaa
wrltar, 0w a0thiny ol tar system on shich you bace whelr #ipve
lodga, kor is this «ll, For human inowledge is limited: systems
Dave bLoelr vedd polntny ol the relativist will pounce upon the
very iusues on which & iﬁfaﬁder of the system would prefer to yro-
fegs Lguorance.

Fifthiy, not only will the relativist make 1t plain thaet
thero are fustner questions until evarybhing s woown, but also
ha will expladn chy thle = so. & ralition is n:mal datormasl to
an obluect vieny, without the relablion, the object wnild Jiflar
radically. Thus, wo heve spoien of dngquiry and Insisht, Bat by
Ingulry we hova nat meeant som2 surs wonler: «o hove maant & wondar
ébbut sontathing, Sdielloely, by dnalght we have not meant a nurs
undarstenling but an understend ing of somathing. Innairy an! in-

afrht, then, are roleted internally to paterials sboot which nng
) ’ _

. incuires an) into which one gains insignt. fow, L ona suapposay

thet tae wihols universs is & patt«ra of intornkl rolations, rlsor-
ly it follows that no part enld no copect of ths universe can be
knovin dn isolaki~n fram any other parct or aupeﬁt: Por svary $tam

1s ralabed Inteomnelily to avary othar: and to nraccelznd from such
relations is to proscind Iroa things as they gre and $o substitute
in their plice oth:r ing;linary objacts that siuply ars ﬁot. if,
thﬁn, on: asiks the ralativist to explein why quastions run off to
infinity, he has & resdy answer, Tha undvarse to be known by answer-
ing ouestions is 2 tissus of internal relations.

!
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Sixthly, LI tho foragoing feirly rupre#anﬁﬁ the ralativist
positionn, it also ravesls its ovarsiphts, (uestlong are of teo
ginds. Thers ory grestions for intellirence us«ing vhet this s,
what tihat neons, Wy thids is so, how freguontly 1t occure or axists,
Theora also ara queztiong for roflsction thot asik thethar anewors
o tha Dorsr Lypg of questisn are correcty Hext, tno uncondition-
ed that is ragired Yor fadement 1s not the covprahivnglve cohnr-
ence that 1c tiw [dodl of anlersteading, thet groands wn vars to
all gquestinsns of Uiy flrst types On the eonbrary, 48 10 # viertaully
uneonditioned the ¢ rezulbs ron the combination of & coniitinuad
with tho Tallilnemt of ity condltions, Further, & fudgmant $o &

Lindtad ermandbmerzts

L2

0 inr from restine 06 Kaovlaizge of the unie
varse; It 1s to the effoct thot, no-matter vha t th rest of the
universa muy prove to be, at la2ast this i3 no, I nay ot be ahle
to sethle borlirr-line Instunces In which one might disvate »ho-
thar thss nave, topewritoer, would b2 snnropriata, fut, at loast, 1
can suottle dofiidiely thet this 1z & typevriter, I nay nat by able
to clardfy the m=pgning of is, but it Is suflicient for prosant
purpoges to knov the diffare:cs bebvoen ig and fg aot,and that, I

Ko, I a~ nobt vary erticolats whot 4t ecomag o sunipiaing the

mosadny ol Ll bat Af you prolor to wse 2hst, It will zeko no
differonce provided we bhoth ses what vwa ure teining shout, You
warn me thut I hevo ads pistakes In iy paste Bub your warning {s
meaninglese, 1f & av wmeniny & further wistaxe in rcognizing &

pist misteke as & mistaks. and in any cass, the sols prosent lssue
18 whetiier or not X anm mlstaken in aflirming this to be a type-
writer, Yo exdain €0 me thet my notlon of a tyyewriter would
bz very dilfarent, 10 1 anleratood the chenistry of the mator-
fals, the mrenaniess bf the constructiom, the nsychinlogy of the
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typlstts skill, the aeffect on sentence structure resulting fron
the use of a m.chine in composing, the economie and sociologlesl

ranareussinng of the luovention, 1ts relution to commurcial and

political bureaucracy, ani so forth, But mey I not oxplain to

1T # S .
you that all those further i{ems, howaver intavesting and sipnifi-
cant, are to be known through further Judgments, th: t such further

Judgments, so far from shifting me from my present convicti an

that this is a tynewriter, will only confirm me In it, that to
make thos2 fartihir Judgmants would bo rather difficolt Lf, at
the starﬁ, I could not be certaln whether or not this ds &8 type-
writer?

Seventhly, hoswrar, the questlons thut ars answered by a
vattern of internal rlations ars only questions that ask Cor ax-
planatory system. But bosides things-themselves and prier to thenm
in our knouing, there are fhings-for—us, tiaings as described,
Moreover, the axistents and occurrences, In vhich eplanatory sys—
tams are verified, dlverge non-gystematically from the 1deal
freqguencles that ideally would be deduced from the explanatory
systems, Again, the activity of verifylng involves +he use of
deserintion as an Intermediary b@twgﬁ the gystam dafined by intam-

al relations and, on the other hanl, til: pressetations of semse

that are the fulfilling conditions, Finally, if w»dd he a nis-
take to supposs th:it explanation 1s the one2 true knovlelges not
only 0.3 its veriffcition rest on description but alse tie rala.
tiong of things to us are just as much ohlacts of knny 1xgs as
are the rolations of hings among thomsalves, !

Eighthly, th: relativist Invents for himsel{ a universe that
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consists merely of owplunatory system bacause he concaelvas the
unconditiosned as tho ilzel of understanding, co the comprohen-

sive coherance bovards viileny understanling tands b askineg ohat and
why, th as e hive sam, the criterion of Judiment 15 the vir-
tually unconditionad, Each Juisment is & lisitsd commitment, Bo

far from pronouncing on the.universe, it ts coutent to affirm

soma sln;:le conditlioned that has a Tindte muibar of conditions
which, in fact, are flfilled, Ho doubt, were the ynilverse gimply

a vast explanatory systam, knoulaedge of the e-nditlons of any
conditionad wor:ld b2 ddentical with kaowlelse of the nnlversae,

But, in fact, tha universe 1s not gimnly explanatory syctems 1ts
existants »1° its ocrirrencos divergs nos-systamatically from

purso intclligibility;'it exhivits &n empirical residuo of tha in-
dividual, th: facidental, the continuous, th: merzly juxtaposed,
end the merely succossive; 1t 4s a unlverse of facts)and explana-‘i
tory system has v.iiddty in ths measﬁre that 4t conforms to dese
criptiva facts,

Hinthly, the relativist argument from unending further
questions is wor: impraessive than conclusive, Buman knoving does
not baegin from pravious xnowing but from natural syontaneities
and Inevitabilities., Its baslc te ms ar: not defin:d for 1t in
some inoving prior to knoving; thay cre fixed by the dynamic
structure of cognitional process itself, The relstivist asks
whzt &3 ma2ant by the conula, 1s, and the demonstrative, this,

But neithor he nor anyone else 1is ;iven to c~nfasing is with
1s not or this with not this: andl thut basie clurity 4s all that
is ralavont to the meada; of the affirmation, This 1z a type~

writor, A comnitinnal thaorist would be called uuon to axplain
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suety 2lacmbary Lerasy he would do go by soying thet 3s ra.
peanantg tho Lag thoet occurs i Julpnent and dhist 1x antiainatag

Wy sneh guastiong ooy, Is 152 Yhet 1s 407, Sintlarly, a rhoorisg

weorl ) axnialn Anis ag oo potarn fear mha fleld of cancaprinag

to tho emsirieal »orilis In the [leld of prasantations, Jub ﬁiif
guestions rolovent to eopnitdnel thaory are not r-luvant to

avary Inastence of ¥nnving.s They dare not universally ralavent ne-
erurve, In foet, there is nn oparational obgcurity sbout tie maan-

ings th=t comitional thaory elncldates., keweln, thoy org not

Suniverzally ralevant, baceuse snen olumentary meanings aray flxed,

In & mamer thrt surpagees detorsination by definition, with the
netive imrmtability of the dynnnle stractnras of coynitionsl nro-
COE8,

Tenthly, as himan RnOWiﬂg biiins Fram ncturzl sp-ntaneity,
a0 its initdial devalomnonts sy inadarticulnte, As I asks rhat and
why wiviaut bizing given tho rouron o its inﬂﬁivy, =0 alsm it
gats of f on the self-correcting nrocass of lagming witimd the
axnticit forrulations thot rightly wn1d bo required in an ox.
nlenstory gysters O Y Insdehits are pertinl, Svontananusly thay
give rise to the furinr cuestlons thst ellelt cowplomestary in-
sights, Varas th undvarss nuavely sn eznlanstory syshon, the miany
clurtors of Inzsights veacnhoed by bt Lo 2117 comson sense world
not heed for s liniting positionlo? fapilicority and mistery in
vihieh evidantly $t is silly to doubt rhether or not this 1s s
typevriter, But, in frcet, thy undvaras to ba krawe by cnveoring

———

cuastions is not pare ~¥planatory system, In fact, insights do
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head for 1limiting positions of familiarity snd mastery. In fact,
a5 evaryonse knows very well, it is silly to doubt whicther or not \\
this 19 & tyne-rlter, The ralativist wo-1d bay me to advert to

the enormous difference in my notion of the typsvriter wera I to
anders tund fully the chemistry of 1ts mzterlals, ths machanics of
1ts coastrantion, the psycholeagy of the typist's skill, the tvist
given literury style Dy composing on & tyoevriter, the eff'ct of
its dnventlion on tho davelopment of cormarefal and H-11tical
bureancracy, ! o forth. But granted such an enrlchsent of ny
knowladpe to ha pos~sibla an® Jasirable, none the longs it is fure
ther knowleldge to be obtainad by farther Julgmomtss and since the
enrichmant is explanatory, since explunatory knoslelge rests on
descriotive wihledge, not only must I bagin by knowing thet this
is a tynewriter, not only mast I advance by lssrning how similar
othar macnines must be 1f they sre to be noped tynewriters, but
alsa I can sttain valid explanation only in 3o far as my dos-
crintions are exact.

Zloventhly, it iz quite true thet I can be mistaken. But
that truth presupposes thet I am not making e further mistake in
acknovladyging a past mistake as a mistaka. More gensrally, juig-
ments of Fact are correct or Incorrect, not of nacessity, but mire-
ly in faet, If this 1: sometning, still it mizht ﬁe nothing at all,
If it is & typeﬁriter, still 1t might b= somatiiing else, Similarly,
if I am cobrect 1n aflirlng 1t to ha a typswritar, 1t is not a
pure nacassity, but warely & fnet that I am correct. To ask for
the avidence thet exclulas the poscibility of my belng mistaxen

in affirning thls to be & typewriter, Is to ask too much. Such
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avidmce is not available, for 1f I a5 correst, that iz meraly
fact, fut if thet avidence is not availsble, still lesg Ls thare
Eha evidance bhat 111 szelude tihr possgibility of crror in sll
Julgaent  of Tact, Lrrovrs ara jush ag much Teobts 25 arg corréqt
Julpneats, but thy ereletivict is In eanflict «ith both cataggriaé
of fact, For hin notiing is simply true, or that is cossible
only when compriincive conoraice is reached; For him, ﬁotkirg

s =ilaply wrong, for avery statafont Involves soue ‘miderct nding
and so some nart of rhat he nanes teath, In th logt analysis,

Just mae thr orofricist tries to banish intellis

o, £o the
Frlotdvist trlar to banish foct and, with 1f, whet ovaryons olss

namad truhi,
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