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T MOTIMN OF BRING

If the main linss ol cognitional nroosss have baen sat

lowvn, it remzing thoat certain fundamental and nervesive notions

R s clarified, Amony them,in the first place, is the notisn of

/.

being, I% 12 a tricky toplc and, perhaps, the most satisfactory
procedure'wi;l b: to bagin from a defindtion,.
& Belag, thw=, ls the objective of the purs desire to lknow,
By th+ “deslrs to knov 1s msant tha dynaic oricatation
menlfasted In guastlons for int:lliipence and for reflection, It
i3 not the verbal ubtterance of questions, It 1z not the conceptual
forpmlation of quesiions. It 14 aot any insight or thiought, It
is not any rsfloctive grasp or Judpgment, It 13 thy prior ant en-
veloping Arive that carries cognitional process from senss and
imagination to understanding, from unﬁerstén&ing to judgment, from
Judgmant to the cn=nlets confsxt of correet judgments that is
naned knowladge., the Iawsirvs to know, then, 1s simply tho incuiring
and critical spirit of maa, By mo*ing hir to seek unlerstanding,
it pravents him from being contant witﬁ the 1ere flow of outar
and irmar experionce, By demaading adequats understaniing, it in-
volvzs man In the self-correcting proeess of learning {n which
further questions yield compleomentary 1nsights. By moving msn to
reflect, to szeck the unconditione:d, to grant ungualified assent

only to the munconditioned, 1t pravents him from baing content with

hearsay andl legand, with unverified hypotheses and untested theoriss,
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Finally, by ralsing still further questions for iatallipgence and
ref'loct iony, 1t sxcludes complicent ianertia; for Af tha quastions
go unaizgvared, men cannot be eomplascentt and Lf answers are sought,
man 1s not inort.

Bacausa L+ <iiffors rediceally frow othar desire, this lesire
has baeen named pura. It Lz to be kaoau, not by the miglaading ana-
logy of othor desive, but by giving freo rv2ia fo intelllrant and
rationel conscionsniess. It 1, indeal, lapalpuble but zlno it 1s H
novariul, It »ulls nen out of thix solid roﬁtine of neresption and
conatlon, instinct and haidt, doing ant enjoying. It holds him
wlth tixve Lfascination of problexs. It anpeapss him 14 thy guast of
solutionse It mukas him alnof fo what 1 not establisbhiad, It com-
pels assant o bhe wneondition 2le It i the cosl shravinasz of
comproi sarnsae, tho disintersastedness of xelenee, the 2atach ent of
vhilosophy. It 1+ tha abvsorption of favesciration, tha joy of
dbeeov wry, b assurance of Juigmant, the uiodasty of llndted krowe
ledyge, It is the rezeabless sersnlty, tih: unhurrisd dsturnination,
th2 Inperturbable Arivae of question following appositaly on
guastion in thoe ;riasiz of trutie

This pars Zsodve nos e objective, Ih iz a d:siva to itovw,
Ag mears dosire, 1t 1s fo tiia savisfection of =ets of knowing, for
tho satisfuction of ualerstenddng, of wndarstanding fuily, of
unﬂ@rst&n{ing caractly, EEE L3 pure decire, 8z cool, diginta?ested,
detachad, it is not for co:altional acts, and th2 zatis®action
thay giﬁa their subject, btuts far cogaltional contents, for what

is %o be know.. Tha sstlsfcetlon of mlstoiken uncarstanding,
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provided one does not Know it as :alstaien, cen sgnal the satis-
feetion of ecorrect uoierstaniing, Yot thw pure dasire seorns the
former 2n’ orizes the ledter; Lt prizes 1t, then, & ddosimiler
to tan Tors s 1t orizes 16 nob boecause it ylelds sevislucelom
but bocause 1t3 content 1s corract.

Tha obiective of the pure diosire 1z the content of xinowlng
rathar than the eoby SLIM1, hns dasire 1s not dtsell & xaowing,
and so its range by oot tas case a8 the renre of «ouing., Initial-
ly in euch Inlividual, tue pare dosdre Lo a dynerele orizntation to
a totally uninovne As kiowledye develops, the objlective bacomes
less and less uukAomn,dmore aad mors anovn, At any tine the ob-
Jactivé includes both 81l that 1g oovn and £11 thzt remsins un-

A,
knovn, fqr it igAtle Lizranent dynanism of copnitional process ewd
d»'fm-l&w '
tha?ﬁboth underii=s cctusl attainnent snd hesde beyoad 1t with
aver furthor cue tlong,

Yhet is this objective? Is it limitesd or unlicnltel? Is
it one or muny? Is It materiel or Ldoal? Is it phenomengl or
real? Is it on Immanent content or & transcondent object? Is 1t
a vaulr of axparciunce, B of thought, of essences, or ol 2xlst-
ente? Aunnv.oes Lo lhese anl Lo any othar yuestiong nave but a
sinple gsource. Ther canrot be hed without the fanctioning of the
pure desire. They cagoel be hed from the pure dasive eloss, They

a to ba ned inco oot as the pwre Zasive initlatss anl pustading
cognlbional mrocess. simas, i it io true thet A 1s, thet 4 is
one, and that there 1s on.y £, then the obluectlve of the pure
desire is one, but if it is true that A s, thot B Ls, thet & is
not B, thin the oblactive is mony, Yhich, you ask, lv true? The

fact that you ask, rvesults rom the pure desirae. But to redch the -




answer, desiring 4s not enough; answers cone only fron incniring
and reflacting.

dov. our deflnition vus that being 13 tias ohjoctive of the
pure desire to inowe Being, then, is 1) ell that {2 nova and 2)
all that ramaing o be known, Again, zince & coiplete incrament
of knoving ocours only in judgment, baing is rhat ds to he known
by tha totality of true julyments. What, one may ask, s that
totallty? It 1o fne complate set of answars to thy copplaba sat
of questiors, ¥hat the answers are, remainsto be tasn, Yhat ths
questions ara, araits tholr emergence, Moaningless or Lncoherant
or 1llegitimate quontiony may be possible, bubk hov thoy are to bae
defined, 18 a Lurtier quastlon. The effiemation dn hend ic that
there exlsts & pure desire to know, an inguiring snl critfcal

spirit, thiet follows up guestions with furthsr guwstfons, that

hasads for some objectlive which has been nanmed Dbeing,

Qur -lefinitlon of being, then, 1s of the second orlar, Othar
dafinitions detornmine vhat is meant.l But this definftion is more
remaote For it azssipns, not what 1s meant by leiny, in:t v that
maaning is to be .tetermina-'i.. It asserts thuet Lf you «now, than yan
know being; 1t asserts that If you wish to know, tiwn you wiash to
Reow balag: but Lt do2s not settle wvhethar yoz $oow or vhiet you
kadw, “hathar your wish will be fulfilled or whet you w111 kow
vhea 16 1s fulfillad, :

5t311, though our definitlion s of the sed=nd orler, 4t 1s
not simply indetzrmizata. For neither ths desfre to know nor know
Ing ltself are In latorminate, Inasouch &3 knowing 4s determinate,

we could say thast boelag ds vhat ls to be kuows by true julzments,
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Inagnmuch as the desirs to knov aver goes beyond actual Knowledpe,
we conld say thot being is what is to be known by the totality of
trua julemomits, Hencs, belog has, st lenst, one charactardstic:

it 1s all-inelnsive, Apare from being ther: 1s nobiing, Apalr,
being 12 oo nletely concrate and completoly wiversals It 1s com-
pletely coucrate; over and above the being of any thing, there 1s
nothing mora of that thing. It Ls completaly andversaly apsrt from

the reals of boing, thav: ls siwnply soltidng.
bz, éédumL¢Z;44452£3

Ona may -~ just now #ll-fnciusive bedng 1se. That wonder
may ba formulcted in a va-iety of manners, Dub no mattor how 1t 1s

Formulatad, no mabter wviether 1t cuw: be formulstad, 1t wn darve
only to shov how all-inclusive being 13;,EEF the wonder is inquiry.
It 42 tha dasire to lmow, Ahything &t can discorar or invent, by
ghat very feet 1s included in the notion of belng. Henca, tho of-
fort Lo establish that baine 1s not all-lnclusive must bz salf-
defaating; for ot tha root of all that c.n be affirmed, abt tha
root of all thut cun be conceived, is the are dealre to ltow; and
it is tha sure desire, underlying all Jadgwent wnd formilation,
underlving all ciasiiondng and all desire to question, it definas
1te all-incluasive objactive.

done the less, Lt mey not e awlss to 1llustrate this
principle econcretely, It will be said that thare 1s much we do
not, anow, o do Lh, sur i.covance 1s graat, but ve xnow that fact
by ralsing questiong thét wa do not answery and belng s defined
not oaly by the answers we glve but also by the questions wa ask,
Naxt, 4t +111 be scid that there 1s much 1t would be futile for
us to Lry to learn. Ho doubt, the proximately fruitful fleld of
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inquiry is rastricted., But we xnow that fact by distinguishing
batwesn the questions we cun hope soon to answar and those that,
as yob, we arve uob prapsced to tuckle; and belng 1s definad, not
only hy the quasilons we can hope to anawpar, but also by the
questions vhose ansver ve huve to postpane,

Thirdly, 4t will be objected by many that they have no
desire Lo liew everyrtining abaut evorything. But hews do they know
that thay d& not. alvehdy Know ovirything abont overything? It 1s
bacause so many questiong cen ba ésked. Uhy o thay not affective-
ly will to know cv ryt.imye abhout everything? Bscause it is so
troublesoma to rawch oven & fev snsvers thet they Zre conletely
Aishesrtened by the prospect of answerling all the quastisns they
eonld ask,

The attuck muy be made from the opposite flank. The trouble
£¢ thet the definition of being is too lnclasive. Queations can be
meaninglass, illusory, incohersnt, 1llegitimaete. Trying to ansver

them doos not lzad to anowledge of anything, How, o doubt, there

care mistoken guestinns that lead nownece, "t rlcisken nuastions

are formilated oroestions, Belng has been defined, not as ine
oblective of formalated questions, bub as the objsctive of the

mure dasirs to Kaow, Just ws thnt dssirce ls prior tn any annver

E\anﬂ 1t its2lf 1s not thy ancwoer, so too) it is nrior t1 any formu-
i . Y

v - -
W dated quzstisn end 1% 1tself 1s not a formulaclon, doreovar, just

as the wure dasirs s tis intellipest o ratlional hasls from vhich
v discsw betysen corenet and incerryect answars, so also 1% &s the
intelligent and rational basls from which we Alzcem bzteaen valid

an’l mistaken quactions. Iu brlef, tha purs desiro to Xrow, whose
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ohjective is baing, 1z the sourece not only of anawers bat also of
thoir eriterda, and not only of cuestions but also of the grounds
g vhleh thay are sevemed, For 16 is intellireal Iagudry ond
rasronghle pafloction thet Inst as ruch yield the rirqrht guestlions
f£s the right answors.

Yore fundamontul risgivings may arisc. I one olazses, one

3

may dnfine halnz =5 vhat is to be wiown through the totailry of

trun iui;;?afs._ﬁgf 1s peing raclly that? Hipht 10 not be =omae-

thing eatiralv q4if2rent? The questiione avizes Thav ney he vwlid
or minteiea, Lf thoey ~o» pistsken, thay sre to ba lgnorad, IF

bhey ooa valld, oo our ~iasivings are without fouslution. For

“tha being thot sizht b tolally different’ birns out o ba 2xecte
—

1y what ve »re talking shout, For we ask whebir &t might bes

and ths belnpg we e#re tolking wbouty is the being we asg wbout,

y
CArein, might there not b2 an unsnowsble? 1If the guastion

isfg

pild, 1t is to be ipnoreds IT tha guestion 1y walld, the an-we
may be "Yagh or "Ho, But tha oniwer, Mes®, would be 1ncohareﬁt,
for then ons =ould be dnowing that the unknowahble 1s; and the
anrwér, "o, would loave everything Xnowsbls &nd within the

range of being.

Qther doubts mey &rige, bul instesd of chssing affter them
or > by ong, 16 will be battor to revert to our initinl theorem,
Byory iubt that ths pure dasire is unrastrictod serves only to
prove that it is unrastrictad. If you ack whethor X wlght nog
lie hayond its rangs, the fact that you as3< proves that X 1lies
within its rengne. Ov eise, i tue guestlon is maeninglsess, inco-

havent, illucory, 1llegitimate: *hen X turns out to the more
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nothing that rosults fros aberratisn in cognitional procass.'

Hdot only, thﬂh, is Juijazt ahsolute, not only Joa: it.
rast 0 & prasn of the uneamndit inned, nakr only Aoen 2afl2ation
set the dichotomy, I¢ Lt or s it not?y Buk &t the rt of cogni-
tinnzl nrocose thera ir 2 eool, Jetschad, Zlsinteror ta! lasirs to
wnow end ite ranve is warastricted, Boing is the ﬁuything and avery-

hinp thot Zo this oblochive of that darire.
a A .%DMM MNetiou

I o hwv: aynleinad chat ve mean by belng, we auzt now ask
whe t, the notian of Ty s,

In the firet ~lecs, a distinetion has to ba dravn bateaen
tha spantenaeotely op:runive uotinn and, on thn other neul, tﬁacrat-
1esl scenunts of ity genesia and conyant, Tha shamteneamisly opure-

; ' tive notion iz fnverisnt; Lt ig comwon to £l mane 2t functions
In the seme mamer no patter »het theoraticesl gceyiat of it & man
may come to aceant. On tha othor hond, theoretlesd aceomnts of
}: tha cantent and panegls of the notion ars mwmerons; thay vary
with philosonhic contaxts, with the condletoness of a thinker!s
observations, with the thoroughness of his snalysiss First, we
shall give our zcceount of the shontanaously oporstive vtisn, and
fhoey we ghall ad? o fev notee aa other thegratical accounts of 1%,
Oa Yhe gunvozition of our anelysts of ecosnitdonel procass,

1t v sesy onouph to eopelude that the spontanogusly oparative

aontian of bhuing has to boe placad in thr pure desire to know, For,
firse of sll, = avy act w0 sgres thet things sra, vaethar or

not o inow thewm sl woosaven, that thers are navy things that
[ 23 .
A

4, only neompletzly or aven not abt all. The notlon of

baing, thon, axtands bayond the inown, deeomdly, belng 15 inown
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in judgment. It is in judgment that we affirm or deny and, until
we are ready to affirm or deny, wa do not yet Know whether or not
any X harpens to be. Stiil, thﬂugh being is knowa oaly In julging,
the notion of baing 1s prior to Judging, ng prior in asy Judgmont
there is roflection, #nd rsilecti-m is formulated In the gquestinr,
Is 1t? That question cuvposes some notion of being en’, straavely
enouEh, it 1is prior_to gach instance of our Knnving heiny, Yot
only:gggé ths notion of heing extand boyond tha Knovn but also

1t is vrior to tha final comronent of knowing when beine 1s actually
Mnown.AFhirﬁly, thére ara ohjsects of thourhte I cean thinic of &
horse ani, no less, I can thin.: of a canteuire I can shvink of the
best avallable sciz2atill: oninion on an subleet and, na lesgs, I
can thinik of all tu. provious opinlons that in thelr day reras Ehe
best available on tho same sabject. In ona sense, thay ars all
equivalent, for as long as one is mernly thinking, wmeraly consiler-
ing, merely suplosing, one dseals merely with the conditlionaed and

it makes no dlffaerence whether or not its conditions ars fulfilled,
Thinking, then, praescinds from éxisting._ﬁgz if 1t prescinids from

it

existing, does itAprescind from belny s and 1f 1¢ prascinds from
argument 1is thet thinking also prascinis {rox not axdsting, If I
think of o centaur or of vhléglston, I pr:scind from the fact that
they do not exist: hence, if prescinding from existing 1s prescind-
ing from baing, nrescinding from non-oxistance is prasciniing from
not bheinsg; if prascinding from being proves that I am thinking of
nothing, then presecinding from uot being proves that I ap thinking

of somathingefﬂnv this tyoe of conslderation has led many thinkers
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to snppose Lt bong isoond thlag end existing is aaothor, thit
narsas and cantaurs, al-cteons snd phloglston, eQually ary, bub
hargas en? eliotroas oxdst yulle camtaors Al phlojiston o not
axlat, Gt21l tnot eonclucion does 1ot satlcly the ficts, Oor epard
fron the odiity of nsserting that tha non-axistant is, ther2 {s

the ovavsizht of tho dynonisn of ~arnitionil rrocess, In g centd,

taining aprauscinds from exlgbing anl not existing, ar it is ant

thincing hud juiging knab doraprsinas vhothar ov aat prayihing axistie

In & other =zan, o, bhipsing Annz ant proagelind frov nedsting and not

gxlisting, Tov ﬂhq“,lr {¢ pirnpeivas w2 thint 0 got oupr Torigents
gtrei-aby we wldn B0 oot our annaante skyei b thoh o r ey 1S ALY
ta Yoo own e feon ypavel odlne from avizting end not anleting,
Enlnoins L Tor the purpons of letarainin ooather o nnt vhet s
thouht done axd .f"f,.%.-.t rallgve Bt Fire notion o bolng goRD [E5 1
vond upe maoaly e ik, Coe vy @ 1 ther or not tho maraely
shought axtsto, o 1o, It Follows thst tue notion of bxing is
arior Lo thinadng, for wers 1t aot, then dhbddng eswld not ha for

] |

b parpocs of Juiplng, Por the cprpsa of d@termihing'wngthar oy
Ha%h ko meraly thowrht %Tistﬁ.gfhﬂ rntint o hoing, the ., i prior
te poneantion wnd gnes bheyond 1t vl it 1s prior ©o It omant gre
cons haynad At. Thet antion mist no tne Loenont, drnenle arionta-
tion of cocnitiomel process. It must b2 tha dotuched eni wnres-
brietad derips %o linow ae aderehive i oeernitinnul prouasse Doslr-
fng *o hnovw s deeirving BooLL0n hatiy s hot it ls marely ehes Anrire
wrd wab yot BKnovinde Tiigins Lo thiaiday baing: it i3 not thinke
ing noboing: bat bhindng neine 1o ant yeot winaling The Juizing 1s

§ oopclgbr fugverant in weowingt iF sorract, At is e knoaing of

—
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ing for, the desicing, the inquiring-.nd-raflecting is en obverse

JRETPNIPE-RAR, WU

being; dbut it 1s not yaot knowing balny, for thot 1: cttalnet only

thronpiy Lhee Loltulity ol corrsot Julpnieants,

ok

GEREl, b cen s ortontitlon or a dasdre b nacsel g
natlany & Foatal ay2 Lo osrientuces towerd asasing: tuat a foetal
aye dnaes ot saa ant b hes no antina of sesingg; a noklon arclsaes
only in g0 far a modecoenling dlioern: Datare functdon ia poe-
gant atouekare, diun.e o I3 artontotal torar s fonl an’ actiugg 1%
is ¢ desira; it lie: < itain aspirical cwisciousness) but a aotion
aricar onty ia s0 fac s th2 orientatinn of hwipg2r is wni=srstood,
Purposive hiean action Iy ordentetsl tonards sonz ond or aralucty
reenitdonel elenent s orovide Lhe ruls ap i suids of wavh wetingg
bt the cornitional elermants are prior to the ccetiony they zre
conc i tntald, ant by the sctlion ftsell, but by the nlanning At
pracadas 1t,

It romcding thiet none of fhase Instunces s exa tly nparallel
to Shr pealitlon Dohraon i deslre to kmow end copnltional pro-
coan, For th Jesiva o know 1y not unsoncclons, s 1: the foqtal
oy 3, nav arpirically eonsclous, &5 ls hangor, noé a congeouanes
of inbsllectusl twnordlar e, &y wre loliberation and chnico, The
degire to iow i conelong intillgantly an’' cetionallyy 1t is
ingaizing intellisence and roflecting resconablonzss. Slnoly av
Gasire, 1t ié orirititioe witaout, ay yet, Involving any cognle
tlonal content or .iwtion. 84:1L inteliiyomcee, ss obverse, looks
For the dntollipinle, os reversa, Kogsonsblaness, as obverss,
looks for tha growilal, e reverse, ilore fundementally, the look-

that intelli;omtly and rationally hecds for an wnrestrictod objact-

ive nemal baing, Vere thut heading unconicious, thers would be an
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orientation towards being but thers would bs no dasirs ta krow
haing and no aotion of baing, Vars th: t healing empirically con-
scious, thaere woull be an orlentution tovards boaing snd a felg
deslra to Wnow haing, but there wonld b2 no notion of hainy, In
fact, tiy noadlng is intelligent and rotional, and so thars is
not only an orlentation tonards baing, not only a nure daslira to
‘ow briang, but alo » aation of heing,

Lat us try f5 cat2. this notion, this intmtion of bainy,
in thas act, W2 can. o abouractlon, end cosmonly we mean a ‘Mrac-
tion of atbtsantion to sora aspuctg of the sivan -ith a concoritant
hﬁuiect of othaw aspacts, Th2 geousbar considars the circla as a
plima fiure obayin, a coartaln rules he -llsrvepards ths size, tha
color, the inexactitud: of the figure he drawé o imagines: still
more do2s ha disrzgarsd othor and nora loosely connected sspocts
of tha pgilvan, Dut that 1is aot all, le di?fegards #1l other quase
tions In eoumetry, all othsr doportmmts of makthematies, &ll othaer
fields of s:ionce, all othr huma:n ovcuzatlons bo which Wi eauld
ton his hand, He considers only the cirvcle, He abstrocts from
avarytiying alas. He do2s 30 intsllisantly, for though tha ohlernt-
ive of his disivay &s unvostrlcetad, still he cen move tovarls it
only !lir cocentrating on on2 elapant at a tiwe, A uin, as: intelll-
ganee abstracts, o raflactin: praseinls, If I an to judgqixwhethar
or not tals is & troew. i, I have o praseind from all thet is
not ralvant to thit isasws, I have to know all that is ralavant,

If I were a relativist, I ~~uld hive to know the universe to kaow
all that is ralovant to that sivngls juimment, Even though I am not

g relativist, avom though I find that nmany comditioned pronosi-
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tions become virtuaily wacmditionat on the fuifileomt of &

mans . o bin wwhar of eonditiong, orill this restriction of tho

ﬁ& \ w#— palaviar L aeoooponiad by sn seanorlade eemt of & undverss of

{poalevencion, Finalls, as int2llizwen oonosabentog a0 o signl-
Seant to sbetoeet from all aloa, a roflaction exmecatealng om
B palavnee be oneascelad Pren all olse, so fuovhos cuasstiong wnd
§oprnae deoaar ardas peitho: o gs & cararlas e g 8 o barinndng,
Tlmf;cm_»# aantl )
7 The abctransing wii ot prascindis o vorTaravisiongly thay wave
A
ortiy mosmitys Loon R nr0avass, e bn othat lurgar profass nearae
1y oiix ahjeet off Iavragprotove sralysio. 1 oument ithin 1% aod
aravapivas Af L6 Tiar an lud 1lleont Lot oratioood gyl e e
ot unr s beict tlly datends e corros oondingly unpectrictad ablect-
fve naoa2d balng, 5? the all, or avorrtivisg abent ow orrptaing, oo ke
panorat s Latvas ue Jist 50 B uobia of tn Imteiidetibdls {e ine
valwad in thy aotus? fuesetioniny ';f $ok 017 Loon w2, Just ey R antion
of ther grommdad i invelvad in Sio aotwl Panehinndar aof roesan-
ali o oes, 39 theoiotioan of bedas is Lavalved dnofeo wrcehriet of
Jacndving int Aldyencs gy topelle 11” praasnrablent g,

‘{ mv . NQJI‘:"‘P' .
e I o 4t Lo thot o the novion of being i allwenarve s dvae, It

-t (=9

B

qe bepwiine Gl1 eareitincnl eontombe, Lo peaotrnbas v 518, 1%
g ekl bhen o onpeltiondl,
"ithout tha narn

It s tameping w2l carattio wl contmbe,

routicn of
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~
t

[ 1

dozic s ta w0 g ownirive Liveing wrildopranain In

, uukingt eod hebit, acotion ant action,
b o heesre thioo oot ooty ol relacny iatelloctusl sotivliy 1o tha
wnu?e%\’= chatio b uribet @, ke boglaoiae of 81l sodanes o

shilng ophy. ot bRt eonlaec s intllivent fnnuirye It aalnoty




Itﬁ-\,»_-.w B L LT LA P SOPPAE A SR 1
e -

il m A 2 pres v e A, Wl 2

S8
14

DT |
data for insight and h%«saleeting it, undegiyins gven the emnirical

component in our knowing. 5till mors obviously all ideas anmd all
concepts are rosponsas to the desire to un ‘erstend, anl all judg-
ments are responses to tha demend for tine wunconditionad,
Secondly, the nation of belng penatrates'all cognitional
contonts, It 1s the suprema heuristic notion, Prior to avery
content, it is the notlon of the to-b:u-kaown through that contant,
As sach content zmeryes, the "to-bu-known tiirougn tho contasnt?
paaées sitnout residue into the "known thivrough that contant®,
Some blank 1n universal anticipation 1s fillad in, not maraly to
and thot element of anticipati-m, but ziso to maks ths filler a
part of the anticipated, .iance, prior to all answars, the notlon
of beiny is the noblo of thd totallty to be known thmupgh all
answers. But, once al) answers are reached, tio notion of belng
beconas the notlon of tha totality konown through all an:.wers,
Thirdly, the notion of beilny constitutes all coctonts as
cognitional, Sxnerioccing is anly th: First level of k:.owlngs 1t
prasents the matbtar to be known. Understanding is only the second
level of kinowing: 1t definaes the matter to be lknown., Knovlag
raachas & complate incrasent only with julymant, only whan thas
meraly experionced haélheen thougnt and the merely_thought has
bean affirmed..ggt thie incrament of kuowing 1s alweys completed
in tho same fashi;n. Exaparience 1s 8 kKaleldoscopice flow., Objocts
of thowht are &5 various as the inventiveness of human intelli-
mere "Yesh or "No¥, a mora "1sY or "is not". Gxperience 1s for

inguiring into bainyg. Intelligence is for thinking out being.
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But by Jwlement bodng Ls knoen, and in Julgment what 1s Kainwn i3
kriovm as balog. lene= kaowing 1s kaowing being, yet tha knowm 1s
naver mers being, fust as juliment 1s naver a mere "Yes" avart from
any cquestinn that Wl an:wars,
5 ‘jiL C%?f'fg: notiow of;haing un&ap&pims all contents, and psne-

tiates ther, anl ¢mpstitutss them ac cognitional, so also it ié
tha cofe of maaning, |

. “*~%:> Distingoish 1) swrees of mwning, 2) acts of meaning, 3)

| terms of meaning, and 4) the core of meuning,

Any element of Mnowladgs may sarve as & source of meaning,
Hence , sources of pwiing Inecluds date and imagas, 1dz23s and cone
cents, th- grasp of tha uncondltioned and Judrment and, no lass,
the detached and unrastrictad dasire to know,

Acty of meaniny are of thres kinds. They ere 1) formal, 2)
full, 3) instruwnmtal, The formal act of mianing i3 en act of con-
celving, thinging, concidering, defining, supnosing, formulgting.
The full zct of gaaning is an act of Judging, The instramsntal act
of mrandng is the implementation of & formal or of a full act by
the usa of words or =y=mbols in a spokan, written, or meraly. imagined
utterance.

- - Terms of waaiin, are wvhat is m=ant. Thay ars formul or full.,
Formel %erms of masring are »hat is concsived, thought, coasidered,
defined, sunnosady fnrmﬁlated. Full terms of maaning are whot is
affirmed or deniasd,

_ How the all-inclusive term of meaning 1s being, for apart
HJJ from being there ds nothing. Inversely, tha core of all acﬁs of

meaning is the intwntion of being,
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Thus, any given Judement pertaine to 8 emtaxt of juig-
mants, andl it s from the context that tiae aeaning of th» glvan
tuiycoant io determinad. Bub why 1o thwe nseacin: of tior piven ladg.
mant & Dwicting of & context of other Julyrments? Becaise any juipg-
wend iz but an incerazaont in & wiole nased knosledye: bacauss tha
masgaing of tha Ju '’ ‘anl Ls but =n elewent in the datorainating of
tha unilvargal inteszid: o bBaing.

Again, Judpmonts may be trae or fulse, Tho troa Judgmant
affirms whut {5 an’ durics what 1s note In Bl trus Judiment there
19 hurmony bctweeﬁ vhat Lo intendad and what 1s meent. But in the
falso jui;manﬁ thoare 15 conliict botvesn Intention onl! meening,
The false Juismeant as & Julmont intends baeing: it intends 4o

affirm +hat is and to deny shet 1s not, But the fulse Juizmant as

false i3 a failura to c . rry out its intantinn a2 a lulgmant, 1t

afftrms what 1s not and dualos wnat Is. It moens not whst 1z bhat
only whet ~ovild be, - :roe it not lfalse bubt traey agsfi, in its

nagstive fors, 1t means, not what 1s nof, bt vhat woiuld not be,

wore it nob falra but bLrue,
Paraans 1t L@ this Interned eonfllict thet has 1sd sone to
i caneluszion thuy 3 Talsa Judgaent 1s aemningless. Bub =uch a

{,hc.i.ﬁ
coneluslion seeﬁﬁ4asmnquiiag13 falgsa, Ye

@t falsa Jodgmemt
meoningless, tuore W 3d Us ootidng to be false. Tha false julg-
mmt 1z felse praeclsely bonauss It m:ans & stute of sffairs that
1s the onposite of the stats one Intends to affirms, nasaly, the
stafe thet truly is,

01 tu2 loval of conception theve is & similar but logs

conspienous eontrast batesen weandng and 1fs core, which iz the
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intention of being. Horses and unicorns, electrons and phlogiston,
may be eaqually walid ay formal tarms of meaning. One can supnossy
them, or consldsr thom, or dsfina them, ani that 1s all that is
regiired of ths formal ferm of mueaning., Still, horses ast aloctrons
soanm praferable as forpal terms to unicorns anl phlogiston. Ab-
solntasly, ona can think of the lsttor, but ther: is som:thing 4dle,
gomathing sopsriluois, something futile about snch thinking, The
reason for thls i=o thob fhinking s a romant in the unioldine of i
the purs d=sir> to x~o7; thonch the fiwonzht as thought 1s morely
g formzl term of mauning, though ths vnicorn is just us walid a
formal term as 1s the horse, still we do not mersly think, Our
thinkins is ournosive, It 13 & tentative determination of the all-
~incluzive notinn of being, It not meraly thinks tha objoct of thought ;E
but also anticipates the oblsct of judiment, It not me+raly means
the formal term of m=aning but also looks ahezd to the full term,
. Bacauze tha :micorn rnd phlogiston are known to be unsuccsssfil
determinat ions of hainy, they cre formal tarms in which the corve
of mazaing, the intention of boing, has bacoms walinterested,
Finally, In view of the pravalsnce of empiricist thuories
of m:ening, a For vwords may be added on Instrumental acts,
Ordinary i:u:trumental acty, such as svoien or written words or
symbols, offfar no =poeial interist. QEP the empirdedist ennhasizes
ostensive acts, =noh ir “yronstretive nronons and adjectivas and,
of cour=me, masturas, Ths »»2ason for this awvphasis may be riadily;
grasped if ong distinguishes between the function of geslures in

any theory of mwaning and the function gestures acquirs in virtue
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fa racpreo-mned by insteusmbel acts thet are the nace, belng, &ni
the verb, to be. By mistiden snilogy 16 13 fnfarced thet tho rotion
of Being ranarbles voncepts in thelir othzr aspocts. But, in Teact,
the nation of bainy is unigue; for it is the cora of a1l acts of
moenimg; sind it undeqﬁgina, ponetretes, wni gous bayond all other
- e i - .

b, A Pumb, Nollvw.

of ampiricist affirmations. In any thwory of misning &n ostansiva
el 1= .o Sastreoantil oot ol mecadnge 1€ preéunposnn far.ol or
£11 nets of moaning, insosuch &s ana guows s ast onae nmnsd and

it rafers to Fn%yai or Tull terms of rrdsing, inesnuch as 2ll
meining refers &0 o want, Arals, in eny thaory of manning the as-
banelve act 1 operes v inesnuch an 1t suecesds 1o dracdoy enoth-

ar'g attntion to & sonsible sourcs of nauning, 27 th t by Adrave

ing on tHat soures, by wilzestinding, wnt by refl cetiny he may

raach the wowronricte formul or full tores of neandng thet is
magrite But in -mpiricist onimion the ostonsive act nas a third
functiong for the ampiriclsy Ldentifles the viiid fia1) or il
tarns of meaninﬁi(i.o.. the weiverse of being) with the venga of
gunginle prasoatitions: hanes, for th2 guririelst, the ostunsive
pct not novely indicsatas a rource of maening at al=o & full tara
of mocning. Shothar or ot this empirieist modiflcation of tha,
theary of woosing is correct, will deoand on Fhe question vhsthsr
or rint Gt set of rrowositions that enuuClate eﬁuiricigm-are ta be
proin 1ol tros or fulus,

Bofory polay i o enusider othier dcenunts of tha aotion of
Boive, At wild e =011 to dual with e soriae of puzzles thet seom

[xBal 3
to hie ooeomon ront, Jasl as, otisr coneepts, the votion ol baing

B i e
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cognitional contents, ldenca, it is idle to characterize ths notdion

of bolng by aopaaling to the ordinary rules or laws of concap
tion. VWhat has to grasped, is 1ts divergence from such rulea and
laws and, to desnend +o details, a seriss of questions will be
briefly considerad,

First, doms tha notlon of being result from the axprassion
or formulation of an act of understanding?

Dtnar concapts rasult fron some fnsignt either fnto the nse
bf their nunes, or inte things-for-us, or into things-th-msalves,
The notlon of bain;: pustrates all othar contents, and so it is
prsent dn the {oraulation of aﬁery concept. B merttorrol

I+t cinmmot rasult fron an in-

sdznt Into belng, For zush an Insight wbuld ba an urisrstunding
of eve vtning about everything, anl such undorstanding we hrve not
attalned, It is, as has bezn said, the orlaxtatlon of int2lligent
and rational consciousness towards an unrestrictad obl:ctlve,
Secondly, has the notion of baing &n éssence, or is 1t
an esgsence?
As other concepts rasult from ackts of understonding, as
acts of wderstonding consist in grasping vhat, from soms view-
point, 1s essentinl, othor concepis ere as:ences. Moraover, as

othar concepte are complate prior to the question for reflaction

the 4 asks wiethsr or not any such essencs ls, other concepts are
f meraly esseces and prescind from existonce or aotuality, But the
g notion of being dons aot rosult from an inderstanliing of balng: 1t
~ﬂ) does not rast on tar grasp of wvhat from soms viswpoint is essant-

1al: and so tho notion of bslng 1s not the notion of some assencé.
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righte If the atrarocis onreset Judenonts are that thara is

588
20

Furth:r, the notion of beinp ramains incouplete on tha lhvel of
intallirance; it movaes conception foruard to auaysklions ffar roflace
tian: it noves beyond szin le Julymants to the totality of coriact
julgmontst sl 5o it does not pracelnd from nxfatonea wnl actupl-
S RA

Thirdly, can the notion of boing ba d2flined?

It cennot be <elinel In any ordina~y mannar, for it wnidor-

gigg énd amatratas end goer bayaad tha contant of avary dafinl-
tion, H4“%v r, Lt dows nossosy cartain dafioltacch-racterictice,
For it roo.rds thoe aarestrictad abirctive of aar kneelng, the con-
crefe Lilve se, the tof%lity 0 &1l that i3, Uarsover, 1t 13
Aatarrinete inaaowh @ tho structura of our knowing 1s detarmio-
ate, and so it cun e dullead, et a second remove , by y.ir that
it refurs to all thuy con be Known by intallivent grasp &nl roason-
able affimetion, On the other hand, spsh defiaitinan Jaae nob
aobtlo vhich cusstinn. o9 agvroprints to our xunvius or “hilch ane
SWers ars corrsct. Lt lesves the materialist frea to claim thet
to bﬁb is to be naterial, Be.ally, it sllows tha empificist to
clalm thet to be& {s to be experlitead, the Ldoslist to Inslst
thit to be is to be timusnt, the phenomenalist to explain thet
to.be is b awomnr, wie’ S0 Partll. |
Fourtily, how can one nntlon heve gich Aiva:se raenings?
Bacuure 3t 1z detorzinste only b 8 socond recove. Tha
noting of balny is the aotinn of what is 1o he delarsiced by corw
fropan cardinal | 1
Tect julivenne, I tha( trategic ?pzreet?judgmants ar? that matier

axiste and aothing bubt matter axists, than tho mevorieldst is

- 137 -




;;!. S .,_._...._,,;..._.‘.,... B T T {TE PN U S S SR g PR

apprarance &nd nothing lut appearance, then the phenomenalist ds
right. Cimllarly, 10 -ho propositions anuntisting other positions
are corract, then belng is az such pocitions decli—e, The notlon
of heing does not detoermlne vhich position 2g corract; it mer:dy
detarminags that tho int:1ligently grasped anl rewsonably alfirmed
is being,

"1fthly, has the notion of belng any presunpositions or
propertias?

Othar concepts are detsrmin-te essonees and gso thay have
prasuvpogitione and impliecations, IFf X 15 not an &nimal, then X
s not @ mans If X 1s & mun, then ¥ 1s wmortals But the notion of
baing 18 not the noilon of some ass=nce, It hecomas detarmined
only as corrzet ludgments are mede, and &t rsechas fts fpll deter-
miﬁation only ~hen ths botality of corract Jurigments arc mada,
Hovever, sh: mzking of Julgments 13 & doterminate process, and

Pruaila
one does not havs toﬁg.JJ

211 Julgmemis bo grasp the natur: of
that vrocess. It i i Pact that makes copnitional tazory a
bage of operatlona [or the datermination of‘tha goneral stracture
of the c¢oncrete wiiverse,
Sixthly, is th2 notion of belng univocal or analogous?
Concapts ere =xild to e univocal wh=n they heve th= sime
meaning in all applications, anl thay are sald to be enalogoys
when thelr moaning varles systamatically &s one moves from nné
ield of applicatiasn to another, The notior: of being may be nawnsd
univoeal inasmuch as Lt undeqﬁpina all othef contants; for in thad

respect 1t 4s ths one deglrs to know and 1t regeards ong unres—
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tricted objoctive thet !l the eoncrete wnlwerse, Arnain, the notion
of bhaing ney be nened caxlogous inasmuch co it ponetratoz all
othor contente: in this fTochlon it Ls sadd tint ge: Lvanting

gst vivare; the deing of living things is bedn: niiva, Plnelly,

the natlsn of being may be sald to ba nsithed univoeasl nor snze-
Jogous, o this Alstinezion r gords concepts, vhille it antion

of balrpy both wrieraping end goes bovond othar contents, It may

be notad, hweaver, thet what fraguently onoughy ds weant by the
Mesches —

analorv of iy s proc i::f'aly;g;;hat we gean by seying hwt the notion

of Lalng urnlerdning, ponairates, snd Zoes beyond othor cnntents._)

Savantaly, 1o the uotia of boln, absiract?

For & nation i 2y ahgtruet 4t mast oorqazy a datarainste
¢oabent and abstract Frea athar embtents, e notion o Laing
abstracts from »%hisg whataver, It {5 ell-facinsive, Its contant
is dgteorrined by the botal ity of corsact jq-i:’.rzezw TSy

iowaver, thera 15 u gtill larger totulity of _uoﬂ':::ibia
Judgment 3: witinin 1t Gagsre sree shratesle cets that sarve to daf"ine
bhvg peneral cherecter of the conorate anlversa in aceord with
tha vary ing viewpnints of diffarsnt philosophius, Guch strategle
s-2ts have uwlvandy baor Rllustratsd, e.., thare i metter ond
notiving hut mebter, or “nary L <orw rérite 0l nolhiin but appear-
anea, or bthare is taought and -n)tu...nf, bat oaght, o“’bita structure
ol our kapulng Is ueterminate and s0 he stcture of balng pro-
portidnu.t-a Ea our kaowinyg s Jdetsrminet s, .

€or in virtis of sach simteag,i ¢ 3ets 0% Ju-:*.;ﬁr:)zts it 1s
passible to dstinguish bhotwasn Ehe gonaral ckprasctar of tha

coaperats safvesse, il a1 the othor assd, thr eancrete univarss
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in all 1ts detalls, Clearly =nough, a detormination of the ga-
eral character of the conerets weiverss 1s an abstract view of
baing, for it consilers nob th=2 vhola of belng as & wnnsle but the
vhole of being as fixed by some strateglc pari or aspact.

In this fashlon one rewschzs a genaral weaning or the
phrasa, beihg as bolng. But to dotermins wnet balng as baing 1s
in any partienler phllosophy, —n= hiy to examine the stratsgic
Judimants of thet philesopiy s an’ to datarine vhat ls the corroct
meaning of baing as baing, one has to exawsine thu strategle july-
mantts of tha corract philosoimy,

Bielithly, 1s the notion of beinyg a genus or spseciss or &
diffarenca?

Inasmucn as the notlon of baing is prior to all othar
cognitional contents, 1% s like a genus &valting division by
the addition of d4il’ amrencw, But dn:msaueh o3 the aotlon of baaing
anticipates, penatvates, and includes all other contsnts, 1%
differs from the geus, vaid 13 & detefminate conthent quite dis-
tinet from the content of lbts 4 {feronces. Thus, being can be
divided into redl, gresn, and hlue beingsy end color can be divid-
ed into red, green and blue colors. But ths concept of red has
a content or clemont of contont absent in the concept of color,

and so it differentizbtes the genus by &dding to it from without,

On the oth r hand, the concept of red has no eontent and no sle-
ment of content ahsent In the notion of belngs it cannot different-
inte Leing by adding to Lt from without for, without being,

apart from being, there La olmply notning. Finally, ths notion
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of b ing not only undor-pins and penctrates all other cﬂutenté hut
also complementa thsm inssmuch as ths "es" of ju''ment constitutes
them as actually candikioadi and so endows thom with sn actval
obla-tive roferenca,

Hinthly, =hen one thinks without as yat julging, 2ithaer
ona is thinking of being or of nothing. If one ls thinkineg of
baing, then one doss not nasd to Judee in ordar %o tnow beling,

If on: 1s thinking of nothing, then =1l thought must be idontical,
for 1t always deals: with the same wathing.

Yhon one thinks, concelvas, considers, supposas, or defines,
ong dore <2 with regp-:ct to bing, Henes we sceept the first altar-
nativaeghaet oae thinks of, 18 balng. Still, %o think of helng 1s
one thing: to kiov Ling 4s anothor. To think of baing iz to onar-
ata on the zeeont 1oavel af copnitional procoss: 1t L4 %5 be on
the way tovards a oneolate dacrenant of keorings but 15 1s not to
have reschad nything mor=2 thin & partiul incrament thot can bhe
completed only by {uiging.

Tenthly, the notion of being 1s ths notion of tha concrete
universe, But univerdal pronositions sra abstract and, none the
laés, they way be affirmed In Juiyment, Gither, then,judgment 1s
not ahout beiap, or else belng 1s not concrete.

Tha notlon of bainsg 1= the notion of the concrata L1 the
sgme mannar as 1t ig of the universo. It is of tho universs be-
cause guastions end only vhen there {c nothing more to ba askaed,

It is of the concrete, bacause until tha conc¥aete is roached, there
remsln Mirfhar guections, Hence, 1t Ls not the sin;le Julgment

but the totality of correct judgments that equates with the con-
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egither dn fact, as In <hy Flesh cage, or tmtatively, an in ths

erete anivaraa thet Lo haing,

Thz peablyr. 7 Lo adiverssl rrapositlon nmay he met by

thi

dfstingulsning beterw formal and the warerial aspects of the
analytice propasition, Forcolly an analysle propnsition is 1) 2
eonditioned, 2) linked to its conditions by the laws governing the
coalagscence of tha portisl instrunental me.nings of vords into the
conplate instruzsntal metning of ths sentence, wsnd 3) having iﬁs
eonditiong fulfills) by the moanines or definitions of tha words
it employs. Matericlliy snulytic pronnsitione difler inesmuch ur the

terns and rels-ions eaployad 1) moy ba winswn §o osecur in cone

i

crets Julymants of fuet, 2) mey not b Moun to ecenr in oone
erete Julpneats of Toeh, or 3) may be kKnotm not to occur dn eon-
erete Inlgmants of locet,

For-ully ovary znolytic praposition rogards tha concrete
univarse noowich as ayntacticsl lawe are foetuel aspocts of the
coalusconce of partlyl inta complote instrusental me nings, Hator-

felly soms anelytic v -posiiiong regard thoe oonerate univerin

aer:.cmr.i. ﬂu F\’ot.;.,. % .

A dlaninetion hee Boaon drawn batwsen the spantangously
apnctive dwtinn o0 balag, cowmon to &1l men, and theoreticsal
secounts of that notion, thet difffer from one pﬁilosophy to
annther, Our owvn theoreticol acceount hag haen eivane It remeins
rhet furthor clarificstions be sonpht by contrasting it with
some of the views that huave buen wronosed by othars,

For Parzenides, Bulng wee one, without orisln or end, homo-

gonaous and Indlvisible, im-ovuble and unchangoable, 11l and




s?harical.( tea Fuli, Cornford, Plato and Parmenides, London, 1939,’)
np, 23 ff,

Tha genasis ol thicz position woul! seem to be ze follovs,
Parmanldes elininet & L adbornetive of blank nepatinn, and g0
war laft with the wloamatlye of o f0Loins, AfFirnation nzy be
regsniiadly groonled, onl othen ib ig tha Vo of Trath, or 1t mey
lack rogzonalle grouwnds, et thon 3t {2 the Yay of Caaminy, Par-
menldas ao-lvaed at his anting of being by following the Yay of
Truth o

Yhat does ths chinlee of reussasbdle affi-mation Lply babng
Lo be? If o0 seoanta any affirnatlsn, ane hae #lsa to secent thn
correct gtetorant of the meathin:, suneoasikhiong, snd consaturiess
of th t #fffir-ation, Drery Jultimont stands in neal of & rontewt,
and v tbheat e eoins tho earinaxt tha gf fieastine of tha indtisl
hutgmant lozes ita.maaning. Thusyreosonakls af"reation har to ba
e v 0P -miblag of @ gat of Iudowants, whileh form g siarla vhols, .
an' ma b 4 Miread ds s eovensoarling sl le chinle,

hst 1y thie gingle vhole that lu affimed o ba? Tha proe

Ll

p&r gnaver 1o tnoodh tooeod dnoalring and oeflecting with respact
to th vhala of agn.ol nicne Thy wasle to b2 anoen cn“rn‘\a"o to
the totalibty of corroct Julments, Dun Parmaniies $nok & shortgr
routa, e Aid not advert to She foct Chat belng adnits no auore
than a dafisttion aff this sacond ovilar, e treutad the notisn of
baing ag though it vare @ concent like "nea™ or "cireleY, le
supposed that 1t vas a datorminaty essance with defienine e r*ﬁ“o—
sitions and detorsinats consecrmcas, Bascausa baing iz, 1t cennot

be not-baing, nor beeondng, nor esssing to be. Invarsely, uaither

not-haing nor bovoning nor coasing to be are belng, end so thay
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mast b nothing. Again, being cannot be dLfTarentiatad; ﬁﬁat
ALffaxg Frae batyg, 18 not baolnyy snd vhat 1z not beiny, 1s nath-
iny. Aqadn, since thare are nn W Tleragoss witnin bein:, thor: can
b na gotlon or chonge within beiap. Finslly, asptiness, ths void,
is notadngy being 1o aot nothing, ont so it cannot ba anptinosss
thorafore, 4t v Tull, StCevens

Platols Parvon sara projoctions into s ﬁaitic tinaven of
shat wronsesnds orilaury, sansitive exgerlse. Yhe Forag, thon,
ara the fdoal objectivas of 1) aesthetic ﬂxw-riﬁﬁce, £) tha in-
sdpnts of the muthomatieisn and physizist, ) tho wicoaditiniat of
raflactive un&erntauiing,'4} nocal conscloneg, wnd 4) intallisont-
ly and roasonuhly purposive living. Thay ere a confused beg an,

ag 1t soums, the Paspeuldes serds the tuming point in witich the

nzcassity of dreving distlietlons wnd setting up & zora compre-
honglve theory baconos cviient, °

In the Soohietes the philosephor (s daroribad ov haepdins
throusth vatlion. .l Heeourse for the LTia of Bolng (254 a). It 1e

aciarladp el that the lselatiasn of =sach Porm from gll the othsrs

confunction of distinct Fores or cuteporles (259 o), Thors 1g,

tha, ¢ commingling o porticination aanne the Forme (259 8) and

-

thers Is & Form of Haot-bing just es ouch ng of tha Graat or the
Pair (258 o),

The insdoquécy of this pasition lies in its fzilure to
Aistingish Letwen the level of lInteliirence snd tha level of raw
flection, %ithout thet distinction, the uncondibionsd of juﬂgﬁent

5 surrepfitiously shtributed to meralobjmnts of trought to Lrang-

form thom into eternal Forms and, loversely, tie "is® and "i{s notw
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by hich judiment posits the unceonditionad cen have a m.ﬁn*ng
oniy if thoy too sara supozed o b2 Forzs, Thora rasults an
aprrogihs 008 Forca, orch redieslly and anornelly dirtinet from

a1l ths atlerrs, 84111 thoy a=9 to be recchal only throwaph ratisnal
disvny sa, 0! if Adlucourse Lx to pafur to thos, bl “har s must
ba 4 oo ingiing on thelr mrt to cor-snond 40 tha syninatie
elomonts in A1 cource. Dhet s thude coondagling of distinet Formg?
It »onld sear ok iae, boMaen trving to snswer so AifSiomit s
guastion, ta detsriaor shaiier or not the guestion really a-inag,

:—(’;_tn-.ﬁ(;
In foct, o vull aroas, it laas nots Until Judsoment 1s rezchiaed
] ; » »

e inoroment of wnowios Lz incorplate, Befors Judghent 30 v wenad,

[

Ene syathatic elaswat iz eloaedy prowent in o« ovinee AL Yot Julg-

ment atls ta the question for roflzction is the PY¥aes! or Mish, the
fiak oy "4z noth, Yhet 1s #f flrmot or tonded mey be o sinele pro-
position or the whols set of sronositions constitutive of a
hyoothasis, I aither mey be rerirdsd oy conditionad anl »itir
my ba grosped ac virtasliy anoonviitionad, Jusrmt, Lhen, Ls nat
a synthesis of termy but the wneonddtiones pnsiting of sueh a
synthiaic, Cnrraspnnding_tn jugment rhey-: is not 8 synthesis of
Forms fit hee ghsolate of fMuets Platonism {2 nagndificiont In i4s
devolia to wino oare lasire Lo Knoe. But 1ts fallure Y vrasp the
neture of juipmant raselted in o daviatlon from iy concreta ani-
versa of fuct %o en Llenl hauven,

Aristotle riung %o tas Platoniut delinivion of fulymant as
a synthosie (Coshistes ©7: De Anims IIX, 6,.30a 26). 5+i11, he

distingished shoarply betveen quastions for lntelligence {(¥hat 1is
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1t? Why is 4t 50?) and questions for reflsection (Is 1t? Is 1t :07)
Post. Anal,, 'i___'l;l) 89b 22ff with the result that he had a sane
and clear-hnadsd respact for fach without waachlngy its aract in-
plicutinas, lie v~uld nat hive ﬁgreeﬂ wlth b2 ganirdclst that
places Iach, not in th: virtwally unconditioned, bub in the sen-
gible fulfilment throurh which tha conditionad bucomes ;rasned
as unconiitionads Bubt you wonll put hln a question b2 had not
ade nataly vnn;iie#éd, 12 you askal hin vhather *a2 virtially une-
eanditisnael was & third componant in »ar Kavidn,, or, on the athar
hand, merely & rubboer-ztany of annv-oval attachad tn tha conceptiaal
pniffcatlon of 1+ souci®la and intollisidbles componzats,

This ynresolve’ anblolty wnpars bhoth la his mathodology
and in hils nstaphysilces For hin the ruprews oastian seg the
gn2stion of axistence, 8t111 it vas a guassion that wis slrsady
answarsd in doseriotlve kanovingy thet answer had to be prasunposed
in tha search for explanatlon; wnd the function of wxplination vas
simply to determ.us vhat things are sad vhy tha& Neve i prow
pertles thoy nossaesa, The intrincicdlly hypathaticel chevcactsr of
axplanation ondg ite nesd of o Juriher, verifylog ntenent of

"\ axlstnce were ovarlooked, A;sin, Aristotle asks, vhrt being 13,

o | ‘ That question expresses the domand fowaxbarstonding, Tor know-
ladpge of tho canse, Quivse naturally, sristotle aosvers thot the
caase o biing is its dmmoinont fovm ( ggg,ﬁ)l?). Primarily, belng
is what 1z emstituted by & substantiel Torm or, on second thoughts,

™

by the combination of substenticl Toarm and ustter, Sacondaril
X )

_ being 1s vhat 15 constiteee? by accidental lfo-asy "whitel ,"heat?
) ’ ’

o

Ustrengtih® are not nobaing thown they ars not simply »h:i t 48

- 116 -




W M AL
r

problem. Is the notlon of being one or is it many? If 1t is one,

B R T L o 14“""':"“‘"_“"- s
meant by belng. Again, being is the collection of axisting sube
stancag with tholr properties snl Dniodlentsal moddfiecations: but
thouwh. beiny donotes the faetuelly axdstent, st111 existing 4s
Ny more than the reality of subsbanticl Torms aloa: with thelr
mainly immaent suappesitdons an! conssquences, {(Us2 § dancion,

Le Jupensnt d'existency chez Arlsbote, Louvein-Purds 19467 J

O«.ns, The Docrrine of Balng in firistotlets Metanny jos, Tornnto)
PR T55T) Povtilreod Tubise ) Mediasant. Shadera, 1851).

Lul e pleinly this nositinn 1s “olny to  ive vise to a8 pro-
blom of th: undly o they notios of haing. Avistotls broke with
nis Permenldesn and Platondst antecadents by Identilying being with
tha concrete oniversa as, i fact, it 1s Known to Le, But Aristotle
Ald not breax witic chede sav ooz tlon that ths aoblon of heaing »as
B conceptusl conteul, i3 aswed vhat baing 1s, In otlwe »ordsg, he
suprosed thet helng is zome conceptual conteat end ha -l:msnded
what act of mudersteniing occurred prior to t: formulation of

that content, Bul, @r we have sesn, balng eun ba doi'lneld by us only

Andiezetly, and so Aristotle was um-bie bto assuign any spocific act
of misrshaniing thet resultal {1 the conceptual conbent of baing,.
Howev.r, the conspicunus type of acty of understsuiing is the ﬂ
Inwlght that grasps Intedligible fora awzergoat in sensible datas
aﬁd so Aristotle assigand the ontologicel principle, form, as thae
ground of being in things and the copnltional act of zrasping
forn ag thy incight from shlch origin. tes the ebncaptual contant,

weing.

s

In this fashion, medeFVul Scholastielsn luhzrited a pro-

- 147 -




- . . . S M e e s e e . kL VUV < ST

"
579 3

1s 1ts unity the unity of a single contant or is it thg undty of
& fariction of verlable contents?
llenry of (heont zeums Yo heve hield tha®t the unlty of being
is maraly the uwity of & nema, (ol 1s erdd I &an, In oth casss,
helng is «ffirned, ?ut the praelitlas ol irmad a0 sinply “dsparate,
Dung Ccotus contonded than, beuldes tho ualty of *ha nama,
thara is «Llro a undty of content. If 1o part or avpact of you 1s
by identity a pert or aspret of we, ¢till neither of us 1s nothing,
Thar. 1s, then, some minimal coanceptual content that nositively
econstitvboag ~hit 13 oxnraseed negatively by the negetion of
nothing. Yhat it 18, cannot be daclasr ! by apnsaling to other posi.
tive contents, for it 1s one of the ultiaate atoms of +hought: 4%
1s simply simpl-. n202 onz can epproach it by notdng thet
Socrates supposer mun, man run;ones wnlmal, animal cupooses 1dv-
ing, material suhstunce, enl subatance suvnoses & something that
is cven less detarminete and lese exclusive, The ¢oncuept of being
1s the concept with least connotation end great.st lenotetion,
Horeover; it 1s esrentielly ebstroct, Thet it desotss, ls never
Just being, but eithor the Inflaite or some finite mole of baing,
vhare the mode is to be vievaed aot as sope further end distinet
content bhut rasher a0 en Intrinsic verlietion of tesie, Indetermin-

ate content. ( Ces L.B. Volter, The Trunscendentals ond thodl

h"d

Function 1in the Metanbyrdes of Duns Ceotus, Vushington: CUA)1946:

A . Yarc, L'Idde de 1t&tre chez veint Tiwmas et duns la_ggkglgg;i—
s

que vostdrienre, Arch, de PhiluKJIQBS)Bl—AQ).

Tiiowae do ¥do Caletanns -2r no more satisfied vith the
Scotlet view, thun Scotus himsell hed beun sstisfied with that of

Henry of Chant, If & 2ingle name without a single mesndng will not
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do, noaithor will a single moaning that as single seens restricted
to tha orider »f thoupght, Accordingly, Calsten workad ont his
thaory of tiw unilty ol a fomntlon of wvarlabls ¢ontantu, Just as

Minabla? dsanoses Tallf "eraitly ths relatlon of 2 to 1, 4 to 2,

6 to 3, anl so Corth, 50 "bedngh deaocas Indifferantly i pro-
portion of esasne= to xlstonce or, as w2 might say, th: propor-
tisn betwesn what is Lorw ad by tnou bt oan] what s added to 4t
by Judgmant. On thils position tha notim of belng al:ays Ineludes
soma concsaptaal emtant but It may Iaclide any: wradn, heoing in
act vill nzver Bz wnown without some affirmative jalyment, but the
affiraastion is never mere afflrmarion aopr the cfCirmatdiy of an
indeterminate contents it 43 always the affirmation of sone detar-
alnate conktent, wnd any afilrmacle, Jdaveradnate content will do,
In briaf, Cajotan con grany fast atonde concoptual contints ars
pany el ilsparat=; ae can deny the Deotlst viasw hhat there 15

some cowman facdor, son3 positive couantarpart of "uot nothing?,

of absolutely wnlvarssl denotation: anl y2t by his chzory of the

unity of a funetion of veriablz cont2ats, n: can possess not only
a slazle nete, Dedn, aad & siasle aotlon of bedng, tut slso & single
notion that 1s anplicable %o anything thet in fact, 1s X1own to
exist, ( A, Mare., Op. cit. 50-66),

It Ls 5o b notad th t, Lf Scotus stands for the Parmeni-
dean and Platonist suspozitions from «hich Aristotle 414 not Tree

himsgelf, Cafstan stands for the main orlentation of Arlstotelian

Cthought but succeads in doing so only by going bayond {t, If

conentual caat-mts ar: produchts of acts of undaerstonding thst
crasp Lorms emergont In sensible pe sntatlons, one may well ex-

p2ct sueh conteits %o be a di;pa rate multiplicity. lLance,
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hrlgtotle answerad ths quostion, Vhat 1s 1:1'5.»:!.ng_r_?@k not by assipgn- P
ing & nomeeptual contant huthﬁssiﬁning tha ground of baing in the
4

gneral object of undarstan iy, form. Since frss ure asny, 1t
follo=a that the pround of beiny 1+ a varlsdblay furthar, 1t foilows
bhint 15 the notlon of balng is La ba ona, thon Lty ondsy w111
hzve to ba the uniby of a function of varlohle cantonts, Yhet,
then, are tae wio-Ldilos within The sinedle functisn? e of them 48
forae. At Tirst s, b, tho obvlors ceaddtate for the sthar is
matter., SEill, if Lt - o~ saleochod, Lt wonld follow fhrt Aristotlae's
Immatarial substiace wmald not halong to the unlvarse of bholng,
To mainteln the Aristotallan poattlon i 1is dnvarrity, it was
necessary ho make the gsecond varicble She virtaally uneaditioned
grasped by raflactive understonding and affiimed In Indvment;
this In the gonaral caso 1s axdstencs, actaallty, fact, that com-
bines with mure fnarm or the compdand of form and mottar %o con-
stitute & kalag in act,

Bril2dant as it i3, Cajatan's pesitilon huz 1hg shar%ﬁcom—
Inpgs, It anvisarses an agzrasate 20 29on2rata baings aach af which
is canqhitqtedjgﬁ pagates @1 exlatomea, It offars as tho andty
af the natinn of heing thelrelation or pronorbion of vhat iscon-
crivad fn its haelox affirmad.,533 it 4033 1ot 2lucidats how that
relation smarzas In iy tomledye as a singls notlons and it
2lvias no clue to EC?ﬁHﬂﬁ for tho fact that by M"heing®, wa mean,
not only thils and that being,.but asverything, totality, tha uni-

varse. In brief, Cajetan seams to have been more ints-ssted in

“axnlaining the unity of the notlon of bedny thun th: notlon iteslf,

To complate Caiatsats pasition, 1t 13 necessery ts go back

to his master, St. Thomas Aguinas, For Aquinas,as for Aristotle,
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human Inzellect 10 a pot.entitil omnipotence, & potong omnla facere |
gt flori. Dut Aquinas could explolt that affirmntion in o momner
that wvould havo stortled Arletotle and, while he dld not 4lstinguieh
oxplicltly letwoen iho ipnlemilo Intendens or notlon of being and
tho intontlo intonis or concopt of being, stlil ho wes romarkably
aore of tie imillcotlions of thot dintinction.

Firot, he recocnized an unvestvicted decire to Imova. As
paoh 08 vo I.rﬁm;n of God"s existonce, we wish to understend Hip

our our
nature oend 80 by natuve ve desiro vhat by nniure we cannot achlove

(Syme theold., I, e 12; I=IX, 0. 3, o 83 Cu Gont., III, 25 « 3,

| Seocndly, {rom the unrestrilctedness of intelloct there
follova tho deterninntlcn of itp objoct. Bocouoe Intellect s
potons omnde fleri, its objoct 1s ens (Sum, thool., I, de 79, 8, T)e

Tmrdly, {0z tho same reacon an intollecet fully in act muet
be infindte act and eo o finito intelloct munt bo potontlal (Sum.
thoole, I, 0o 79, 8. 23 (s Cont., 1T, 98),

Fourtly, holng 4s per pe and netwrally knowvn to we (Cy Cept.,
1T, 83, 183; of. Thoolor-icndl Studiop, VIII(1947), 43 f.) ard 1t
camot bo unlmown to ug (G, De do Vepr., a. 11, as 1, 0d 3n)., Avi-
eonng hnd Antorpvotod Arlototle's nrent intelloct as pono seporate,
lmatordial sulwtances Anuinen round 1t immanent within us booause,
he arrned, the lirht of intellironce in ench of us perforns the

functlonn Arictotle ascridod to agent intellect (C, Gent., 1X, 77, §5),

AarmotZne had advanced thot onr Inowledre of trith orioinnted not
from withiout ot from vithin us yot not slnply fron wlthin us

hat in pome Lilaminntion in vhilch ve conoulted the eternal
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grounds and norms of things, Aquines srplainsd tha® we coasnlt the
starmal grond and ooz, nab by teliing a look at wnemy, but hy
heving within us ¢ TisRt of intallisomee thet 4 4 cresztod nar-
ticipation of tae shamul asd wnerested 1lghte (1,34 5,c.)

Fifthlz, though deing is nsturally <nown, though ouar in-
tallects evae crestod parbledpostions of uncricved lipht, =till,
there iz no v~slid ontological wriwment o thy axistones of Go@b
(1'2 1p.) . Gotls ko ledee of being is g prioriide 1o the act of
mn-larsten) g thet prasps everytnlng etout overything: btut we
advanna tavards dnovledgn by askdng thie explanatory quention,
cold 2367 wund the Tootued question, in oit?

In such positlone It 12 awsy to discefn ot 0nly the
Jurtification of Celtot s theory of enelogy but elso tﬁ@'alsments
whieh thol theory tonde Lo overloosic, Prior tn eonceptinn snd to
Jutwent, thorse i the dyneoie orlentatio: of 1nt&lliﬁ%nt and
retionsl covinciousness vith lts unrastricked objective. This
orlantiution is wenls capaclty to relss que:;ious arwl tharethogen—
erate haovledge, Insinent within'mnﬂ, it 1ﬁquark of ths divine,
Gognate to God, still it is ranowing, wiob In zel but in sheor
wtency. As 1t 18 the eomaon roat of intellisent grasp) wnd reason-

—ih

ahle Julimenty s slse it s the root of mhe relaiion or pro-
portion batvenn the emiralved eszence wxd the aflirmod cxlstence,
Ahi'its ohtantlive is unrostricted, so It regerds not only single
coapomds of esrance end exietence bt &lso the uuivaéﬁa, totality,
infinity, | |

‘It hag been antad how Cujetan zuowes tha main orlentation of
Aristotelien thourht by ooluvg beyoad &t and, though this involves

5till more metaphysics, 1t ey be added how Agquinas doay so,
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Aristotle r-ked vhat boing 1s, But "What?™ £33 past a Aisguiced
"Why?"i’rhnt th aguastion really asks For 1= <ho grownd of haing,
gnd so Aristotls answered by indicoting substsntial Corm as tho
frmaront ¢ ase of each belng, But sines his snbsteatial Yorm was
ndt some unigque and gepar:ta Platonle Idea, his answaer veve rigse
ko the sraoblam of tne unity of the notion o belns, N¥ov i Aquinas
wars to esic the rane qaastion, his tnewer »osld ba that God 15 the
ground af baingi tod's an balng 1s aalf-nznlunatory &nt nagau80ry’
br the iristotelian tiinorem of tha {fontity of mover nnd Khowa,
Godts beinw 4 iimatical vith Go s anlarstandlne 3 by that slivle
act of omirstaniiar, God o omdavstands himeelf, and 8o e uan'arstends
iz oy anoae, and so he wilarstands all *thab by that novar cn . 1d
ﬁa aroticerd, God, than, 48 the sehb of naderstanding thet grasps
everytiing abont avoavytaing, The contont of tha divine aect of
intellact £5 tho 1!1=a of baing and so, oracisely hacausa osur in-
tollaets are potentizl, thay can define balng only at & sacond re-
movae as whatever is to be nown by Intallirent grﬁsp and rezconanle
affirsation, ‘ |
Again, hoth tue pasition of (ajetan mnt tha'positiog o?
Seatas stand vithin tha fleld accoessible to the loglelans By gning
bahind thet field tn 1ts dvnacic basis, »ne cuan Flnd the ground
nat only of Culatun®s vraportisn but vlso of featus! mindwal con-
tent. Yhat 15 1t that iz common to avary eoncaptual eontant? 1t s
that all cre underppnicned and penetratod by the pure dsiire's in-
tantinn of i1te 'myretricted objective, Tha Hcatist noatinn of ﬁeing
£5 wauniad by utinguishine botween the ganatreting {ntentian

of Lains nat the poustbrated eoncaptaal eontamnts fron instancs to

N e e e i e e e e




Instince the enneontoal contant differs: but An every incrines,

thars 1o the antiet= 0 ) anvalaping, veneiravting Intention, and
bhet Ls what the Coatlist @llanes o b g coapan Fmetor An all
enntents,

1511 4 tho intenbios of baing iz o comuon Toclor in all
eanceptual contents, it 4o alse o dynunde Tetor thot goss beyond
tham, To cat sside this dynasiem Lo £ nullify not only vhat 1llas
bayant the conceptacl contents but 8280 the intentlon of hedag it-
aalf, 1 & “avens Lititle trestise, £Loviazs hed romergd, MTssantia
dicitar ol quod por can 2t in op ens hobat ayseU It 1s in
———————— ettt pP R T R i
and through esuenves Mol boing hoo owlstones, Howce, belng apave

from ozzmenes ia bolny epert from the poseibility of sxlzt mear it

s being thet cannot sxists bubt vhet can-ot =xi:t 1o aothing, and
an the moaclon o belng apert froow essineo ds the nolion of nothing,

ceptus Talt ho eoeld escape

T4 231 by vorth prasping why
i n ponigtncton wiinle ogel felt thet hie couldd aot avold 1t
Beotus Telt he engll wuald 1£ hecaumu'ha'Cﬂncaivnd anns-ding, ont
a5 nrocess bhet raaoas L ﬁouplata.incremejt in juﬁgmcnt,_but Y
taiim @ Iook. Vhen Leobg zoaneetad Rl notlon of baimg fros ather
comesntue} eontanty, b plso separated that ciotios fram fh: 2083i-
hility of Juiwment, 5eill mhat  cooretion 4L not leply for
& senciratinn from the po&sibility ot knovinz, for he_viﬁwei 50w=
ing, aol sr vitimstely constituted by judging, but as esseatially
& ﬁattar of Irxidng, Be w&;li prant thet there wgs uo look in
which i seen wab solely tha coszwon content thed he navol balng,

But he would insist that thet comgon content wks included In the
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oblant o av i iatillactunl intaiting, @pd stild wara woull in-
sisr *wes 2 laak ol patdng, ep Inteition of wothine, veo ebsard,
Tn briaf, Tor tho {eatich, bolng s an copoet of the reel &L - hich

s

Tt 1Yot oottt cTsary of modas ond b distleotLan Loerooen
quiddtsativy an) dunn ilnenive belng are o Toxts 1o ulow tils as-

pect up n the dipansiong ol the whole. Yo she Thonlar, on the

sthay herly, bedng 1s tho =hnle of vhat Intolilenee enticlpstesy

it ix tho objective of en unrootrletwi,dyneande oriestanion: 1t is

whataver 1nt 3licont grosd and rasconebls al Mlrastion v i1l Jatare
mine: an! o83 nhe notion of baing ls open ©n &ll the wmeoaplte i ad
partinl moments ron viich Ccoaitionel proeess sLilgrs wltaoub ovar
renowieing Lo all=inciusive ;o0al.

R vel G ol
7‘%‘11”"” yaprn sepurale fopol Jron seatuse 4 w{1l

ﬁ??enr'frnj dee Cluenzalon o the
hntahle tpberyel or tiae ves lersoly dovetad mo wordny b Inoa&
ve -Loby AT mpoverr the rossabilitics oY tha ansumption thet 0%
iny emelsis In taxbiyg a look. ihe ustlceh: enncousion wud that
it Aid pot andt covl o not. If tne rosder loee not hiwmell aceept

thet coneln~iar ar Colcotnlea, certod v bees ol LA e oan Herrpl

cntion Al the notion of ooins it the natlon of antnin, but
Hegel vin bovnd an the other side o3 wells iie eflectlvely scknow-
ladged « purs d>r1”ﬂ Attt on o anrestristad abloectiver, Bun he oeld
not idantify that objective with & universs of bulnyg, with » rsalm
of fratanl arictente end ocedrrancas, For bhslng ae fact can be
rocchad only in s0 Per &8 the virtually sneondltionsd Ig roatheds

and &8s ent hed 17nored that constliutive covponent »f jadyment,
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g0 Heyal naither rediscovered nor re-sstablished it. Ths only ob-
jactive Hogzl cen offer the pure dosire 1s a wilverse of all-in-
clusive concretansss thet iy devold of the sxistontdel, thsa factual,
the virtually unconiitian.d, There is no ahas=es raason vy =ach
an objactive should b2 named belng. It Ly, &3 Hzyol named 4t, an
Absoluts Idza, It is the all-inclusive summlt of th- purs desirals
immanant dlalsctical process from nosition thirough opqﬁpsition to
sublation that yields a new position to recommance the triadic
procass until the Absolute Idea iy rauched,

How 1If the Intaention that 1s the sur. dssire has neotthar
8 Hcotist reality on mhich 1t can lonic buck, nor a Thomist uni-
verse of axistonts, to chich it ceén look forvurd, none tho less,
in psychological fact 1t undequins and ponetrates all eoncantial
eonbants, It énnstitutes thon, a common factor i all eonceptual
contentsy 1t cin be distinguished from them, for it is flantieal
with nen: of them; yet, &s distinguished from them, 1t bocomes in- .
distinguishable froem she notion of notning; for the only ground of
tha lattar distincetloun wn .11 ba that it looked back or forward
to something.

It is interesting to note th:t, 1f the forevoing succeeds
in fixing Dndamental fectures of Hegoells thought, by that very
fact it shows that on lggelian criterla, Hegelleanism 4s mistaken,
Hagell's Systam 19 not afraid of fuctsy 1t explains any fact sllaged
against it hy showing it to be a manifestation of ah'incomplete
viewpoint included within the System, Hepsl's System is not afraid
of contradictions; it sxplains any contradiction alleged acainst

it by revealin; vhat opposed and incomplete viewpoints, accounted
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for by tha Syctem, yield th: sllegsd contradictory tems. The
only %“lin: tne Uystem har to feur 1o thet it $£tsolf shosld he o
morsy Mwn cowe incomalete viewpoint snd, dn fret, chab iz chat
1% oo Hepol olrnd ar rehebilitating the spoeulative eonsan that
Kant had dathroand. Do “ho blsds of the Luantiv: wihack v that
the anconditiond Li b oa owmstitutive couponmt of julement,
A cormnlot r rabgbiiiveiion of auran vrationsl cohhaiﬂusuﬁss will
show thit tho wnconditioned 1x a consbitutive compoums of fudee
mant, Thls, Hocal 417 nob do. His viexoint 12 e ontially the

vieroaint of a thintor vho done aot #nd coanot ragard ke foctual

an uguontitinonad, ~ha cinnot ackun 1od-s wny Sactually fLwd paints
of reforence, who econnot adbruce by Hatingdlshdng the dalinitively
cartaln, the ro 2 or lags osrobeble, and the uni:on, Hegell s r&ﬁge
of vision 1s ewnorasus; indeed, 1t 1s uarostricted in extent, Hot

it 1s alwnys restrictod ia ewntont, Tor 1t views ove -ything e 1t
wauld be 17 there vere no frebs, It is ¢ rostreloted 7iesmaint thet
cen topnlx autoords into the favtualaess of Harx or dnwards into
the Tnotuclnss of Lierkegaurd, It 15 o vizwsolet that le truins-
conded automsticrlly by = yoae thet, in any instinca, gresps the
virtnaily anoanditions! on? affivms it.

For this «uc vy, 00 oluzed the diseassion of Self-affMirma-
tior priar £ the diucuusion of the Notin: of Delng, 210~z 0Tirme-
tion is the affirmation of the kuower, conscinue prplvricelly, in-
bellizamtly, rationclly. Ths nure desite {0 e 15 8 constitvant
elément both of thae affirning andd of the solf thot iz effirmed,

But the oure desire to keow 1s the notion of belng &s it is spone ﬁ
taneously oparative In c¢ognitionsl orocess :nl baine {tself s the

” s —y
to-be-iinown towards which that process haads,
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