NEXG

CHAPTER XV11

METAPEYSICS AS DIALECTEC
° If Descartes has lmposed upon subsequent philo-
.sophers a requirement of rigorous method, Hegel:has obliged
them not only to account for their own vievs but &lso to
pxplain the existonce .of cmatrery ennvictions &nd oninioms.
Accordinglyv, our aap=2al has leen not only to the isomorohisnm
between hha structare of cognl tional activity and the
structure of oroportimate being but also te the polynor-

phism of human eonscloushass, IFrom the isomorphism there

has folloved the account of the six metaphysical elements,
of thelr distinction, relations, unity, und technical

sienificunce, From the polynorphism of consclousness thers

nas followed & sardes of briel but highly effective rafu-
tations of contrary views. However, our method possesses
st111 further signdficance, flot only is it possible to

() deal plecenoul vith opnosed onindons but also thare i3

i aveilable a general theorem to the ef'fect thet any phlloso-
.phy, whether actual or oossible, vwill rest upon the dynamic
structure of cognitional activity elther as correctly con-

calved or as distorted by oversights and by mistaken orien~

2_J. tations,

Such a theorsm in itself is simple enough but
it lsbhors under one conslderabls difficulty. No one would

deny that conclusions follow fxom premisgles or that, as our
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meta ohysics has followed from our conceptiod of cognition-
al activity, other motarhysics or negations of metaphysices
vould 1120w fr-m other concevtiorig. But obylously con-
siderable melstunce would meet thie elelm that the procedure
yieldoed results that were strictly colincident with the views

of other philosophers, Tha most that conld be estahlizhed

wonld be & general sinilarity of siructure snd of tandens
cles while, comionly enoagh, phillosophers living' a1 dead
ara not just structures wnt tendencies but sdso less
genaral rasnonsas to problems peculiar tn prxrticular places
and times,

To aeet this difficulty, it 13 necessary to

ti‘anspose tha iszue from the field of abstract deduction

to the fileld of concraste histerical process. Accordlngly,
tnstoad of asking whether the views of any given philoso-
phor follow frox assumptions of a speclfied type, we pro-
pose to ask vhether there sxists a@® single bess of opera-
tions from whlch any phllosophy can be interpreted corract-
ly and ve peopose to show that our cognitional analysis
provides such a bese., In this fasnion, the a priori element
of cognitional analysis joins hands with the

element of historical data; attention is turned to the
problem of arriving at a heuristlc structure for a method- ;
1cal hermencutics; and since metavhysics hus been defined q
&5 the integral heuristic structure of pmpcrtionate being, ]
the dialectical aspact of metaphysics 1s integrated with ?‘
11s scientific aspect by the simple faect th=t both aspects '

satisfy a single definition.
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Tha chapter falls into three main parts,

In the first there are determined the relations of mets-
physics to myth on the one hand and to mystery on the
othare In the second there are explored the criterion

of truth, the definition of truth, the ontoloyical aspset
of truth, the relstions between truth and expression,
and the approorlation of truth, Finally, ir:the third
section 1t w11l prove possible to define thwe problem of
interpretation and to work out the houristie structure

for a methodical hermeneutics,
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M accomnt of particular mysteries and myths
pertains to the history of relipgions znd of litsrature.
But a gerietic aacount of the radical meaning of mystery
and myth, of their sipnlflcance and functlon, of the
grounds of thalr emsrgence, survivel, and disappesrance,
can hardly be omitied in & contamporary nataphysies,
Kyth is & prominent catepory in Comtels notion of three

steges in ment's davelopmont, in Schwelliing's later philoso-

phy, in E.Cescirer's Philodophy of Symbolic F y In
P, Tillich's vi=iz on religion aul theology, in R, Bult-~
mann! s principles of New Testament interpretat fon, @
Wystery 1s & notimn thet plays a fundamental role in the
| philosophy of Gabrlel Harcel and in wilely different ranges
of religlous reflaction. Finally, while we have been en-
gaged in indicating the charactor of explielt metaphysies,
wo also have scknowledpged prior stzpas of latant and of
problenatlc metashysicss and naturally enough thers arises
the question vhebher mystery and nyth are cognate to these
earlier stages snd whetznier they vanlsh in the neasure

that the earlier stszges are transcended,
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l.d - Ihe Sense of the Unknown

Firgt, then, ~ar aalysis farces us to recog-
nize the paredoxical catsgory of the "xaown unitnown", For
we have equated boing with tha at3sctlve of the pure desire
ta know, with vhat I{s to be known through the totality of
intelligent and reasonable ansvars, Hut, in fact, our
gquestions outrmimber our answars, so that we know of an
unkxiown through ouxr unanswierad gquastlons.

S2eondly, mants concerate being involves 1) a
suc ceasion of levels of higher integretion and 2) & orin-
ciple of corraes~andence babtwesn otharwisze enincldoental
mannifolds nn eeh lowes lovel &ad systematizling forms on
+he naxt hichaer l:vel, Moreover, these higher Integrations
on the orgs:le, psyehic, aznd Intellactusal lavels ars not
statle but dyrumic cyetoms:y they are systens on the movey
the highor intecration is not only an integretor but also
an operator: anit if develotnmeuts' o different lovels are
not to conflict, there has to e a correspondence hetween
thelr respective operators.,

Thirdly, oo ths intellactnal level the opera -
tor i concretely tha detached :nd disinterested desire to
knowe It 1s this dealre, not In contémplasion of the
alrezdy known, but hieeded towards further knowledge, orlen-
tated into the Roowny unavown. The principls of dynamic
corrraspondence calls for a harmonlous orientatlon on the

pswehic level, and from the nature of the case such an

4 2

ordentation woull have to consist in some cosmlc dimension,

in some iantimatinn of unplumbed depths, that accrued to
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man's feelings, emotlons, semtdments, Nor is this merely
& theoretical conclusion, as e Otio'¥s study of the non-

rational element in the Jden ¢ the Holy rather abundant-
ly indicates.

Fourthly, such feelings, omotions, sentiments
become Integrated in the flow of psychle events inasmach
as thoy are preceded by distinctive sensible presentations
or imaginstive representations and inasmuch as they issue
forth in exclamations and bodily movements, in rites and
ceremonias, in song and speech. Thore results pragmatic-
ally a distinction between two sphioras of variable contonte
on the ome hand, there 1s the sphere of reallty that is
domestlcated, famlliar, commou; on the other hand, there
1s the s»here of the ulterior unimovn, of the unexplored
and strange, of +the undefined surplus of signiflcance and
momentousness. ihe two spheres are varlable, for the first
expands with every advance In icnowledre of proportionats
being. Again, the two spheres may be &s separate as Sun-
days a pd weeku*days or they muy Interipenetrate so that,
a8 for Vordsworth in his youth, the earth and every common
sight talkke on the glory and the fresihmess of a dream,
Finally, while everyons by thwe dynamie structure of his
being 1s orientated into the second sphere, it sscms re-
served to tho outer accident of circuastance and the inner
accddent of tempsramental disposition to call forth the
more intense expsriences thit leuve ons now aghast, now
amazed, now entranceds

Fifthly, the prinary field of myéter:,r and

myth consists in the affect-leden images and names that
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Foot-note +o dhapter XVII, p. 875, 11ne 27.

R :
There exlist Infantileo and dﬂmonic aspeots of

‘mythic conselongriess, To account for them, one must advert to

the exiptonwe ©of an inveres componont of the peychie operator.

In othor words, Qevelorment 1o not. oniy advance into the known

unknown but olse o flipht from anxloty and, in nore marized

" Angtances, fyom umeanny feelings of horror, lonthing, dread.

In this conmnection 1 can only refer the reader to the posthumous

edition of He 8, Sullivan's leotures under the title, The Inter—
porgonal Phes Thoory of Psychiatry, New York 1953, May I add

‘that Sullivon's work seems 0 me o roosess & remarkable aipgnle-

fleance from a net.odologleal viewpolnt? Hla adhorence to the
canon of prrelnmy Seroranded-mlithrstiabid—rivine4n ety
and-prooloion hag its revard rot only in a liderating clarity
but even in tho schlovemomt of a bLasic sot of genotle consepts,
;@!’;_ Roughly, Sul.liva.n doals with rangos of lntorsubjoctive
schomes of regurrence (dynamlsms meeting needs), their inteprator

(the self-systen), snd their oporator (the avoidance of anxiat._y).-

~ From such clomente he 1z An a posltion to constrict any mmber

of fortunnte orx unfortunnte dovelopmonts from & rather convincing
extrapolotion to Infantile experience, throigh nischievous
children, chuns and pgangs, esrly and late adoloscence, either to

the attainmont of psychic maturity, or to the ermaption of neurotic

- malfunctioning, or to the inveslon of consglousness by the horrors

of the "not~me™ Ln schlzophrenia,
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heve to do vith this eocond sphare, Hovever, as tho ange

lysis indicates, the primary fleld &s not theo only field,
and so 1t wi;l be well to distingulsh between th: image
&s lmage, the image as synbol, and the inage as sign, The
image as imuize 13 the sensible content as operative on the
sensitive lsevol: it 1s the image inasmuch as it fanetions
within the psychic syndrome of assoclatlions, affects, ex-
clamationy, &nl articulated speech and actions. Tha inage
as symbol or as sign is the image as standing in corres-
pordence with activitizss or sleoments on the intallactual
level, But as symbol, the image 1s linked simply with

the paredoxical "<nown ungmown®™, As zign, the lmege is
linked with some ifnterpretation that of fers to indicate
the import of Lhs imuye,

Sixthily, the dnterpretations that transform
the imape Into a sign are a vast menifold. Anyone who has
glanced through a history of rellglons will be aware of
the enormously divergent attitudes ani performances that
are jumblsd together under thizt single rubrle, But there
is no reason Tor rostricting Interpratations of the image
as sign to the Jield of religlon. The primary {ield of
mystery aad ayth L both gqalte gonoral and guite pémnanent.
For inquiry anl reflection are both genarsl and pzromanent:
© the principle of correspondence between the intellectual
and the senaikive 15 both general and permanent: and so
soms sensitive avareness and ressonse, syxbolic of the
knovn unknown, must be regarded as a gensrally aasc perna-
nently recurring feature of human living, Moreover, precisely

because of its relation to the known unknown, the image can
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bha interpreted as sign in manners thuat are &s numerous

and diverse as human ingemiity and human contrariness. 8o
1t is that the fll range of interpretations includes not
only tha whole panat of relipions bub also thw omposite
phenomenon of srnti-religlous feeling an! expression, not
only anti~religions views but also the intanse hamenistle
Ldealism that chiaracterized liberal display of detachment
from all rclizious concern, not ohly =levated humandsm

but also the ¢rudely nsturalistic nationallsm that exploded
in Gersany under thi=s fascinution exerted by & Hitler, not
only such socisl abarrations but eloe Lhe individual eberra-
tiong that 1sd Jung to declurs thut vayy comnonly psycho-
nearal Gisorler is connscted with problems of & basically
traligioush character, In bria2f, there is a dimension to
huaman sxperizuce thel tudkes man beyand thz: domesticated,

B

familiar, cowron sphers, In which & spade 1s just 2 spada.

In correszpondence with thet strangs dynamic cowponent
of sensitive living, there 1z the opeyatass of Inmquiry

and reflaction el tha paradoiical "known anknown® of un-

answerad yuasbtions., Such dirasted but, in a sansey, indeter-
0 | ninate dynaxisa Is what we have called finality. But whither
| {finality heads, 1s a guastion Lhat racelves countless an-
swers, pragmatlc ov coneeptual, naturallstic, hunanistic,
or raligilous, enthusiastically positivs or militgmtly nega-
tive,

Eeventhly, since mataphysics ls restricted to
the domain of nropartionate beling, 1t will acknovladge the
fact of finality and deﬁcrmine its gerneral characteristics,

But it would be stopping biyond the limiis_pf its competerice
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ift it did not lesve tﬁ furthier and distinct inguiries the
determination of ths precise oblzctlive towards whiich final-
1ty may in fact be leading, For there are clalms that that
goal 15 transcerd=nt, that it lies outside th2 realm of
proportionute beiragy anl vhether or not such claims are
Justifiled, caniot be settled within the limits of an in-
quiry thet siuply prescinds from all gquestions concerning
transcendent bedng, |

| Bighthly, 4t does not [ ollow that metaphysics
will have nothlzy to say on the subjact of mystery and asyth,
For at least 1n our usage of tha term, {inality means not a
future aveat but a present fact, not the ultimate result of
& tendency but its past ard present unfolding, Nor is that
unfolding merely @ possiblas topic of metaphysical considera-
tion, for it is Irterwvoven with the very genesls of meta-
physics, with tlie process in vhich the mind of men moves
from a latent through a problematic to an expliclt meta-

physical view.
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1.2 The Genesis of Adegua lf-Knowled

| For an expliclit &nd adeqgua te metaphysics is &
corollary to explicit ani adequate gself-knowladre. It
follows upon the affirmation of onaself as a unity of
emplrical, intelligent, ani!l rational consciousness, upon
the neurlstic dofinition of belng that roveals intelli-
gent and reasonsbla affirnmtion to be knowledge of reality,
upon the account of objectivity, as exparioential, normatlve,
absolnte, ani principal, thit sirdps counter~positions of
their apparent plausiblility, However, such sdequate self-
knowledge can be rsached by man only at the sunmait of a
long ascent. For self-knovledge lnvolves a self-objectifi-
cetlon an?y bafor: man can contemplate his own nature in
precise buv hiohly diffiéult concepts, he has to being the
virtualities of that nature into the light of day. In the
present vork this was achisved by our study of incight as
activity, for what we mean by a unlty of smpirical, intelli-
gent, an: ratlonal consciouéness, has to be gathered from
our study of insight in mathematics, in classical and
statlstical scisnce, 1n common sense and 1ts fourfold.bias,
in the ambigulity of things and bodies, ard in the reflactive
understanding that leads to judgmant, But such a& study
would not be possible without the prior develomment of the
sclences and the long clarification of more general issues
by philosonhic inquiries and detates, Nor would the sclen-
tific and philosophic developments thamselves have been
possible withont a prior evolution of language and litera-—

ture an® vithout the security and leisurse generated by
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techriological, economic, and political advance.

5till this conditioninz of metarhysics by self-
Inmovwledge and of self~-kiovledge by human development does
not imply that self-kriowledpe and metanhysics are not
attempted untll a sufiiclont human dovelopment is attained
to ensure thelr accuracy and adeguacy. On tho contrary,
from ths start there 1s present and oparative the latent
mataphysics contained In the dynamic structure of all human
knowing which, 1f it is huwan, is constiiuted by =xperdience,
by undET'Z‘?«tC'IFI-.x}..LI'li_E:, and by & raflactive "Yes! or "o'. Similar-
ly, fron tio stizt thers I3 present and operative the em-
pirically, imt<lligently, and rationally conscious subject,
Whet 1s lackdng is the appropriete set of conceptual de-
finitions and Ainguistiec expres-lons in shich the triply
consclous subject could convey to himself and to othars what
it 1s to be & hwaan knover and what such kaowing implies in
the known, ¥het is lacking is the cultural milieu, habituated
to the use of abstract concepts, and trained in th2 tachniques
that safeguard thelr employmente Y“hat is lacking 1s n criti-
cal awareness of the polymorphism of human consciousness, of
the alternative {ormulations of discoverles as positions or
as counter-positlons, of the momentum of positions for devel-
opmen't':,:g;: the zoal of counter-positions ip raversal, Most of
all, what is lzcking is kirowledge of all thit is lacking
and only ¢raduzlly is thet knowledge acqulirad,

So it is thit each new venture, sach new success

‘and failore, i the history of man provides an objectifying
revelation of man?¥s capacitlies and limitations, a contribu-

tion to his self-knowledge; and a premise from which, perhaps, i
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some item of ot aphysical import msy de gleanad, lan
RKnows hinsel! in the intertsubj-.active comminity of which
he Is jurt & part, ia tho support anld opposition the
comnurilty finds An its enveloring world of sunse, in the
tools of Xtz zekinzy, in ths rdtes and ceremonles that at _
once occupy Ibs leisure, vent its psyciile awarensss of
cosnlc sigalficence, expvraess Its inclplant grasp of uni-
versal ordar aal lts standazds of pralse «nd blame, Jtil1
there is a taralon betwwen the community wni the individ-
usl, batvaen vhy old Lnitiatiwves thet throuph comvon gocepw

tance bty Bacone Lnertlal rowtiaes sxd, on the otasy hend,

o b the capseltil os of Lndividuals constituted by successive
higher inte; s tions thet are not static systems but sys-

tamy on theo movee And L th oroxima e effoct of thisg

s | Lenslon i soedal chingo, thao zozl towe rds which it tends ’:
'_: %l curulatively C{J 335 an anaren?ss ahcl &n aver more distinet
! formmlctiva of Bz nsture of thie origirating subjects Co
_ }E the storle ¢ of t:e gods yield to the rdore humen stories
El of the heroes; tiie epic thut celeirates a collective past '.
yields to & dranm. that portrays mants tra,lc sftuationg i {
® song bucomes & mere perseonal lyries prectical techniques i
| t openn the way to imsights into mature; social problems ; |
i invite socde} reflection: rhetoriclans and sophists cell $
o | forth logle; urzl the cosmic vhole sumsons philosonhy to h

vanture on lts speculative waye

A long history, then, is involved in the gonesis

of mants scelf-kmovledie, But noatavhysics 1s a corollary to
self-knowledg s, and so there is a parallel history to the

panesis of metashysics, And as metaphysies Is not uncon-
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cerned vith its own genesis, so it cannot prescind

| entirely from the historicel phonomena of mysterdes:

: and ""lyths .
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1.3 Nwthic Consclousness

T b

Just as an explleit an! adequate metephysdcs
is to be reached by grasping and formpilating ths Integral
heuristic structure of" our knowing and its proportisnate

known, so tne hypotiastical introducxion of blind snots

T T T e T Tl

into tne structure hus the interestin consequance of re-

vealing the cutegories not ornily of inadequate philosophies

but also, in the llmit, of wytnic consclousness,

Thus, before the distinctlon between positions
and counter-positions ls drawn clewrly and distinctly, it
is not possible to Forunlete an accurate ant universally
applicable criterion of reallty and of real distinctrsss,
This leck of & gerwaecsl criterion do=s not moan that men
will be unable to hikt things off cozrectly in partidcular
cases, For as long @s man operates dntelllyently and rea-
sonably, he will suceeed in every partleuluar case in deter-
mining wnat Ls and what 1s not real antt sihieh rezlitdns
are distinct, But it is not uncommon for other de s to
3 interfere with the aniTolding of thne detechad wn!l d4sin-
| terested desire to Kuow, and the result of such inter-

ference will be error about reality and about reoal dAffor-
ence, in this fashion, the real somatinses is what 4s to be
knovn throesgh reasoruble afflrnation, m? sometimes it is
vhat can be reelly real only 1f it 45 "elvesdy out there now!"
’5’0n this issue priilosophies can stracddle, as did Certesian

dualism, or choose oue of the alterrutives, as did

retionalism and empirlclsm respectively, or reject both,

as did Kantlen critici sm, However, the lssue itself s as
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old as the polymor:hism of hman conséiousness. Ir 4t

has oceupled an extremsly nrominent position in moiemn
philosonhy, 1t bedeviled naidoval thought :\’ vith problems
of Universals acl of ddstinctions and, in a still less
distinct form, it underlay the oppositlions baetusaen the

old Greek nature-philo sovhars and the Pythegoresns, Hera-
clitus an? the Eleatics, Platonists and Aristotellans,
atomists an! Stoics."? f th . history of philosophle reflasc-
tion hais been a prolonged elaurificution of the issue, there
occurred human ingulry and reflection bofore pnilosophy
becane a distinet branch of human knovladzes In that still
earliar peried, theras could and in faet di1d occur sudden
flashes of philosophlde acumen and profundity, such as may
be 1llustrated by Ikhmaton¥s concern with being and its!
ground, S‘t.ill the flashies were no mora than flashes for,
vhile nen alvays was Intsliigent and reasonable, also it
alvays was trae that the {nsights and Julgments of the
individual cen be communicated succaessfully and perma-
nently to othors only dn thes measure that the community
has accurml ted the prior, prosupposed inlsi;;;‘nts and has
developed the tecinlques for thelr dissemination and pre~
servation., So it 1s that pre~philosophic mentallty tends
to straddle unconsciously and confusedly the problem of
reality, The real is known by the rational "fesh: but the
real also must be imaginzbley and since Imapination i3

ever fluid, the real attalns th: stability of reality only
whon Lt is named. Similerly, real difference is to be knom
by conparative negations; but mere Judgmants are not enioaghi

there also must be 4iffsrent Imsges and 4iff=rant namoes)

s
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and, inversely, differences in imare and in neme can re-
gult 1In an acknoyledgement of dif¥e ront pezlities.

This brings us to th: confines of mythic
consciougness vhich operstes without the banaflt of dis-
tinetions thet =re geners ted only by the critlcally re-
flsctive process tha* 1s avare of myth a&n’ poes bayond 1t,
¥ytialc conselonsness experiences and inepines, understands
and Judges, but it does not distingulsh between these

activities, snd so 1t 18 incapable of paiding itself by

the rale «hat o impalpeble act of ratfonal assent is

the necessaxry anl sufficient conditdon For knovladere of
reality. For it, the real is the oblect of a sufficlently
Integreted and & sufficisently intense flow of sansitive
representations, feelings, words, axi actions, Contrary
Judgments bdbreak the integration, tut cmtrary julgments
have a palpable ground only in the sphere of common, famil-
iar, domesticated reallty, in which triel and error exer-

clse thelr pragmatic control, But contrury Judgments have

‘no palpadle gro.nd when unenalyzed corisciousness is orienw—

tated Into the stranga realm of the "known un¥nown®, Then
there bocones operative, without Kintfmm reservations, the
Kantlan schemne of the category of reslity, namely, the

real 1is to be affirmed when thore oceurs a sultable f1lling
of the enpt, & ariord forms ol sensibility. As the un-
eritical sefeanlist builds for himsedf a universe constituted
by tiny, inmginalle knobs or by & sponge-vortex ether, S0
the myth-maker builds h:imseif a mora vitel and more im-

pressive world, As for the uncritical sclentist, so for
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the myth-makers, thelr respective worlds are "roall, A
Kantien would point out that reslly thls reality is only
phenomenal, but the possitility of this correction lies

on the deeper ground that the criterion of tha real is the
act of Judgment issuluy from a grasp of ths virtvally un-
conditioned, And the same criterfon must be invoked 1f one
caras to srgnue thet the myth-meker or the uncritical sclen-
tist 434 not possess a splitable filling for tha cmpty forms
of his senslbility,

Next, an adeguats netaochysics mast distingulsh
not only positions armi counter-positions but also cxplana-
tion and lazscription. Morceovor, the explanatory viewpoint
can be adopted, only If counter-posltlions are rejccted and
posltions accepted. For explanation rclates things to one
another: it incliudes by a remote and general implication
all relstions of the sensible to senses and of the imagin-
able to imcginations vnder the broad end comparatively une
differentiated cutegory of the relations of thincs to one
another; it drops fron ronsideration the knower as a spac-
tator of the real an! mekes him an inconspicuous item in
the real that is affirmed, But so fins a detachment, so
rigorous a disinterestedness, L5 a shear leap into the void
for the existential subject, His concern 1s for things as
rolated to him. He is quite Intelligent: he is cuger for

Insight; but the insight he wants 1s, not at all the grasp

of & systam ol terms defined by thelr intelligible relations

to one a.other, but the grasp of lntelligibility in the
concrete presentations of hls own exparience.

Now I am no opponent of insight 4nto the econ=-
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crete presontatfons of onzls own experisnce, But I would

riote thiet all tio expla¥ning is done by the insicht and

thaty, unless ona dlstinguishes between the Insight and .

the prasentations, then omze 1s open to the hlunder of
attributing an explanatory povrer to the presantations
and even to a-sociated fe=ling s and emotlonse One can

_Hnow exectly the contribution made by the insight by

Ty A T LT o Moy 72

khaving recourse to corwcepts, to abstract formnlatious,

| to the utierance of terms and relations with the terms
: fixing tkre reletions 20 the rolations imnlicitly define -—
dng th= terms. But if one eaploys tils procedure, one is
* Anvolved in ths explanatory viewpolnti an’ if one rajects
. the exvlanatory viewpolnt, one is without any defence | _ |
. | apainst the tendency to royard as explanstory wiat marely
15 an diem to be explained,
} Nor 1s +the dinger of such & tendency remote,
¥or what 3lse iz at the root of anthropomornhle projlections? ;.:
We have Lind tie abstrack Latelilgibllity of space and .-:ﬁ'-'
ﬂ time to lle 1 the Inwveriants of thoe geometry employed in
a verified physics, But If one insists that going beyond
Gf concrete insights is a desertion of reality, & flight to
, me tavhysical meke-balieve, then on= cannot rise above onels '-'f.
J:; | versonal, spatio-temporal frams of roference ind one san-
elq not distinguish botween the intelligibility dmmenent in
| l; that frame and mere sensitive famillarity with directions

| | and with the lapse of tdne, Without such a distinction,
N objectdve space and tinme are cradited not only with the
dntelldgfnility of the frame but also with our feclings,

As wa el the gravitatingg st f1eld to be directed from

e - - —_ cam e o
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above to below, so & man at the antipodes would ave to
siove about like & fly walking on the ceiling of & roonm.

As ve meke decisions and thon produce results, 30 causes
are bafore effects, and a first cause neceszarily and ex-
clugively 1s first in time. Causality cannot be merely an
intellipible relation of depenlence; It has tO0 be explained
end the explanation is reached by an appeal to the sensa-
tion of wuccular effort and to the image of th: transe
mission o7 eifart through contact. So universal causallty
1s a pervasive fate, linking all things at once, keeping
the wandering stars to thelr strange courses ani, by the
same stroke, settling for astrologers the dascinies of

men, Things have propertlss, but their properties zre not
conjugates, implicitly defined by verified laws, but sensi.

Yle qualities that can be detached sni roassesbtled to enable

‘alchemists to transform base metals into #0lde Bosides

the propertles, there are the things but they ra con-
stituted, not so much by their intelligzidle unity (vhat
could that mean?), but by thelr capacity to ocaapy spuce
and endure through time; they ars "bodies®, Finzlly, one
is confronted with the antimdnies of nothing less than pure
reason when one asks how space and time can be Lafinite or,
if they ara not, then what is outside space e what is
before tiae,

There is as well the inverse fallary. Just as
anthiropomorphic projection results from the addfition of
our feslings to the content of our insights {nto thimgs,
so subjzctive projection results when we interpret the vords

and decds of other men by reconstructing in ourselves their
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axperionce and q’ncritichlly adding our intellectual view-
/

W

noints which thlg 1o not share, The error of this procadare
promptly cones %i.ol'..light when we have to desl with those
whom we 1n terpref't Iﬂ}l,n this fashion, The struizer turns out
to be stranpe w‘n'\en!;*).'e find that his mentaliity 1s not the
same as our own.-liA vistt to ths auxt village, to the tor-
dering country, \';o a different continent, l=eds first to
. amusemcnt at the c‘)‘ddity of the {nhabltants znd nltimately
to despair over thelr incomprehonsibility. But wo cannot
travel 1nto tﬁe prste Bo fathers aro misunderstood by thedr
sons an’ cach century by the succeeding coantury, As the
date assenbled by historical rasearxch accunali-te, insights
are revised continuously in accord with th- concrete pro-
cess of learming, But basides tha revisions foreced by fur-
ther dats, tiwere also are the revisions dus to the advent
of new ifnvostisutors, for history 1s rewrliten not only
by eack new culture but also by e&ch stage of progress

and decline in sach culture, Wor is there eny oscape fron

such ralativism as lonys as men cling to the descriptive

viewpolnt, Common sense succeeds in understanding things
ag related to us only because it ls experinentaly it deals
with things with which 4t 1is fanililar: dts insights are
guldes 1n cmerete activity: its mistekos promptly conme
to light in thelr unpleasant sffectss But If one would step
beyond tihe narrow confines In which the procedures of con=

mon sensg arz successful, one has to drop the deseriptive

viewpoint an? adopt & viewpoint that unashamedly is ex-

planatory, ¥o doubt, there can be no history without dats,

-
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data o Lo exinlotey &0 that thors iv cvailable ¢ cinsoma

optimlam in the assertion that 1ts position 1s sacure in

withiout documents, without the monuments thet have sure
vivad dastruction and dsery, Bubt ovmn 1P ane g1 woees tha

of past lu:lg, a gound-track of pust words, an lnar re-

"l

enarctuaent o7 past faekin 9, auotiong, wnl senilnnts,
3t11l ther:s romaing to be Ietarnined som2 uaprroirmation to
the insichts and judgments, the baliefs an:d Qe isions,
thut made those words aud dgads, those feelinys sl santi-
ménts, th: activities of a nors or less intolil gant and
rassanahle bednyg, Intararstation of th: onst {=thio re-
govery of the viewsoint of the pust: en’' that reeovery,
as opnosed to mare sablective projactingg, cun b rasched
only by grasping ocactly wha*t & viewoint ls, o views
noints dovelop, what clialoctical laws govern thael» histor-
{eal unfolding,

If one connnt claim thet thy axplanatory vierpoint

12 gstabliched in the humzn seciancaes, i thoare 15 a note of

the neturel rolonces, thon the ineonplatanass of our own
victory ovir sublactive and anthropomorvhic prolections
Should malke us wiierstand how rife, almost hov Inavitable,
those fallucles wers bafore sclmea and nhillogopizy existed
as distinet Torus to give & concrets mesandng to the explana-
tory viewointe If counter-positions today lLus<]l men to ro~
fuse to dist. nruish sha_rply beteeen arxpariomce w! Insight,
betwnaen thatr own Inslghts and these of others, &t lqz-ast;
thero should be no di.f’f‘ier;llty in rasching arat3nx basie
faature of primitive mcantalliby. For tuz primitdve not only

lacks owannlas of sgzcessipl fmplemntation of th: sxplana-
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tory viewpoint but also lacks the techniques of mastery

and control that the study of grammar imparts to the uss
B

of words,\ the study of loglc to th: communication of thought, |

The primitive cannot bagin to distinpulsh accurately bee
tween what ne knows by experlence and what he Knows inase
nuch as he understands. His understanding of nature 1s
bound to be anthropomorihic and his understanding of man
1s fetterad by his inability to concelve othor aen with a
mantallty different from his own,

Finally, as an aflequate metanhysics demands
sharp :I?sti:.:ct;inns hetwe=n positions and counter-positions
and betwean oxplanation and deseription, so also 1t de-
mends a firm grasp of the heuristic and progressive char-
acter of humn intelligence, Before man actually undaer-
! stands, he antlcipates and seeks to understand, That an-
ticipation inplles that there is something to be known ty
understanding, It is fruitful in the mezsure that 1t leads
eventually through partial insieghts and further questions
a2 . to &n adequate grasp of the spacule%tive or prectical issue

fn hand, But the anticipation, instead of being fruitful,
lL may be the source of 1llusions, Xnowledge that there is &
| nature can be nmistaken for knowleaige of what the nature is.
Socratest great discovery that he did not know is not withe-
out 1ts aubiguities, for it is one thing to undsrstand in
& concrete, comaon sense fashion, and it 1s quite another
to ba ahlas to formulate one's understanding coharently in
genorsl tarms, The victims of Socrates! parsistent ques-
tioning coull not find an adequate formulotlion for what

they felt they understood; to be embarrassed by the
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questioning, they must at leést have understood how to
amploy th: namaes of the oblacts that ware undar scrutiny;
but between an undsrstanding of verbal wsage and an under-
stending of what namas denote, therg is a large and
comuonly obscurs gap in which tha hourlstic anticipation
of insisht can pass muster for the occurrence of insight
and the partial Insight for mastery,

It 1s throupgh this gap that thers proudly
march tho speculative gnostlce and the practicial megiclan,
They anticipate scientific understanding of what things
are and how results are to be produced, They anticipate
the pure scientlst's preoccupation with -mmbers and the
apnllal scientist!s preocoupstion with tools, They are
naeessary factors in the disglectical develomment of
human intelligence, for viithout thalr a»pzarence and thely
eventusl failure men rould not learn the necessity of
effective critzria for determining wshen adequata ifnsight

actually has occurried, But becsuse their efforts are

prior to the discovery of those criteria, bacause thelr

pure deslre to know iz not contrasted with all thefr

other desires, becanse names and heuristic anticipations
can be mistaken for insights, because partlal insights
have the same genarlc character as full understanding,
becanse the satisfactlion of understinding can be mimicked
by an air of profundity, a slov of self-importance, a
nover to command respectful attention, because the attain-
ment of Insight is & hidden event and its content a

secret that does not admit communication, because other

IR - _"'.-
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men worship und erstanding bat are not sscure enough in {
tholr own posse ssion of 1t to challunye mistaken clalms,

th:a'mag;icié.n an<l then the gnostic hawve thelr day,
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L Myth and Metaphysics

As the foregolng snalysis fmplies, mythi.c con-
sciousness 1s the anbsence of self-knowledge, end myth is
& consegquence of mythlc conscionsness as matarhysics Rs
a corollary of self-knovledge. Myth, then, and metaphysics
are opnozitaes, For myth recedes anl mataphyslcs advances
in the meesure that tie counter-positlons are rejectod,

that the attompt to understand thinmgs as related to us

gives way to the effort to understand them as rolated to
one anothar, that affective criteris become avallablde for
determining the occurrence and the edequacy of understand-
ing . As myth and metaphysics are oprosed, so also they are
relatad dialectically, For myth 1s the product of enm wan-
tutored desire to understand and formalate the neture of
thingse That deslre is tho root of sll sclence and philoso-

phy . Only by the misteken unfolding of that desirs hus man

Lesynt hov to avoid the pitfalls and goard against +he
dangers to which its unfolding 1s exposed, So 1t 13 that
by & dialectical relationship, of which 1t 13 not swars,
myth looks forward to its own negation and to the neta-
physics thet Ls &ll the more comsclously true bacause it
15 also th=» consclous rejection of error.

Because myth has a permanent basis in the poly-
morphism of human cnmnsclousness, thiere 4s a permanent task
of overcoming myth hy metaphysies and it takes two forms.
On *he one hand, philosophlc attempts to defend counter-
posXtions cannot but regard the notion of being as tha

raot of myth and the metaphysical analysis of belng as an

. i
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excoxston of sclentific techniques into th: domsin of
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myths for if the real is nst being or {f belng is not the
Entelligently grasped anl reasonably affirmed, then being
X5 nythical, the pesaibildity of metavhysics is precluded,'
20l Ehe conelusions of Dr. Tillich unavoldable. (See

DigReliglon in Geschichte und Gepenwark, art, kwvthus,

2nd ed., Tubingen 1930, 4: 347), On the other hend, out-
slde the field of philosophy, thera is the prodlen of

hunar: 2avelopment that arises with sach ney generation,

Becaase men do not develop intellectually or, 1f they do,
becaase thay become involved In countav-positions, they
carmot b2 dealt with on the baals of intelligence and rea-
sorat bat tihis makes it all the sosler to dval with thenm
on trie sansltive level, to capture thalr Lmaglnations, te
whdp up thelr smotions, to lead them to action. Porer in
Its nlghest form s power over men, and the suceessful
malgor of myths has thet power vwithin his reach and grasp,
But,clearly, i an adequate metaphysics can do something
to owvercome philosophic misinterpretations of the notion
of myth, it needs to he extended Into a philosophy of
adueation and the education has to be made effactive be-

fore there can be exorclzed the risk of adventursrs ¢limb.-

Ing to power through sagacious myth-mzking,
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1.5 na le

In defarence to the cownonly pejorative
meaning attached to thie nane, myth, we have ldentified
mythic consciousness vith the counter-positions, with
the inablllty or r=fussl to go beyvond description to sx-
planation, and with tre lack or neglect of ef factive
criteria for passing Jwizments on anticijations an<d acts
of understanding. But this is only part of the plcturs.
hven within a highly devolobed culture it remalns true
that, as Quintilian r=nerked, paene gmnc aquod dfcimys

phora gshte Not only are words thiemsolves segsible but
also thedr initial meaning commonly is sensible?-By'an
unparceived series of transformations tnls inltlal meaning
gradually ls changed until the primary reference to sen-
gible obLjuzets wn il actions 1s submerized or forgotien and
from that hidien stem there branch out, often in: bewllder—
ing varlety, a sat of other meanings that to a greater or
less extent transcend the sensible plane,

Howvever, tliis process has its condlitions,

Words are vocal tonls of cosnunications Thelr use occurs
when & speefer or writer communicates his thoughts or
judgments ox decisions to listeners or readers, They are
aff2ctive tools only in the nezsurs that the speaksr or
writer correctly estimates the cultural developmont of
listeners or readers and chooses just the words that have

a meanins for then, So one can distinguish betveen philo-
sophic language, a scientiflc or mathematical langusge, 8

be much morz complex, See 8, K. Lanrer. Feeling and
Form. UHew ¥ork 1953. pp. 237 £f.
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literary language, and a language of the people. One can

go orx to intraduce subeiivisions within these categories;
for =ach "miloso mic school has its own languapge) Aiffer-
ent sclences in thelr successive formulations sal A1ffer-

ent levels of mathenmatics have dAiffarent tachnical torms

literary spezch and writing vary in thelr woalth of over-
tones of allusion and suggestion, in thelr consciousness
of commonly unconsclous metaphor, in thelr esteem or con-
tampt for univeocal mz2aning and linear discourset and the
languagze of the people varies with loculity, with occupa-~
tion, with a proud saense of tradition or with a vital
openness o change,
Nov if & philosarhor were raquired to speak

to a literary group or a scientist to spaak to the people,

he wonld begin by insisting thet the task was impossible,
He wonld point ont that the propose! awlisnce did not share

his Anterasts; ha would add that 1t took him years to leamn

what he cuows and thet the process of learning cannot bhe

telescoped: he would comnlain that, once & philosophic or

scientific notion has been communicated successfully, 1t

seems absurd fo continue to employ an anormous literery or
pomnlar circumlocution Instsad of introducing a single
techriical term;y he would urge that the process of leaming
1tself 1s clogeed when combinations of technical terms are
revlaced by combinations of unwieldly clrcumlocutions.
St£il1l the first philosophexrs and the first sclentists were

under the necescsity either of remaining silent or of conme-

muni cating with ordinary people in ordinary lenguage, They
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had to excite interast and susta i ut tention, They had to
comand conflisnce, They had to impart th~ aotion of learn-
ing and o:tain willingness to learn, They had to bring
aboit the transformations of meanings that change the
vefarence of words from tho sensible to the intelliglble
and the rational, &nd they had to do thds not only without
the ald of grammar znd philology, rhetoric and loric, but
aven without the very names of those disciplines and so
vithout tha tools that would ~neble them to explain to
themsslves or to others precisely vhet they were doing.

It would seem, then, that to the contrasts be-
twreen myth snl motaphysics, mythle consciousnsss and
self-knowvledie, there must be acdded a further contrast be-
twagen aythic expression and devoioped expression, For just
as 1t is true that nearly all we say is m~taphor, so also
it is tTu~ that metaphor is rovised an! contracted mytbb
and myth is enticipated and expanded metaphor, If the N
philologist can take the words we use and work barnkwards
from our meaning throuph a2 series of other meanings to the
initial mesning of th= root, there muast have existed a
series of discoveries of new meanings) as long as such dis-
coveries were merely expanslions of existing viewpaints,
the new meanines could be communicated by employing old
vords cutside their cnstomary contexts: but whencver the
discoveries ushared in new viewnoints, a more elaborate
nrocedare was required to effect the communiceatlon, So the

parables of the Gospels recall the experlences and pro-

pound the images that l=ad to insight into what is meant
by the Kingdom of God. So Plato in hig dialogues intro-
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duces nyths to convey insights and judgmants and evaluae
tions that would seem strange an? novel, But tha> same
technigue can be employed for tho same purpose without
the tackhnique 1tself becoming an objz2et of investigation
and analysis, of reflection eni evaluation, and then its
use 1s unaccompaniad by the announcerent that vhat 1s said
i1s merely a parable or merely a myth, bocause it cannot

be accompralal by an explanation of vhat is meant by the
mers perabl: or tae mare myth, Thon the wice man speaks
his riddles and thouphtful 1listaners are left to wonder
and pomder whet e means,

There is than an allegorical asp-ct of myth, It is
an aspact that smerges wazn myth is concelved as & solu-
tlon to a orohlem of expression, Moreover, 1t is an aspsct
that runs counter to those on which hitherto we have malnly
dwvelte For .2 problen of sxpression arises inusmuch 88 the
myta-mikar is endeavoring to transcend the counter-posi-
tions, inasmuch as he is trying to turn attention from the
sensible to the intelligible, inasnuch as he has reached
& viewpoint that cirrent modes ol expression cannot convey.
Ve have <described myth as an untutored affort of the desire
to know o grasp and formulate the nature of things, In
the neasure that such an effort triss to free ifself from

its fetters, myth attalns an allegorical significance,




Yetaohysics gs Dislectic ' o 31
1.6 The Notion of ivs

Besiqles myth there Ls aystery, Men's unanswered
questions confront him with a M<nown aniaewn®, £nd that con-
frontation maey not be dodpged, The doteched and dlsinterest-
ed desire to knov is unr-stricted; it [lings at us the
name of obscurantists 1f we restrict &t by allowing other

dosire to interfere with its proser wnfolding: an? while

that unfolding can establish that our naturally nossible

novladne 1s restricted, this restricsion on nossibhle attain-
ment is not & restriction on tha desize 1tselfy on the con-
trary, the question whether attalomant &s in all cases
possible orusiia-ases the fect that in all gases attainment
15 desirad. dor ;oxior, this unrostrlict 2t opennass of our
intelliganca and reasonableness not only 1s tha conucrete i
operator of our intellectual Jdevelopment but slso 1s
accompan:i_ad by a correspon-ilng oparator that dea-.‘-fﬁly snd

porerfully holds our sansitive Liteygratlons open %o trans-

ﬂ forming change, Man by nature Ls orientated ints mystery,
. and naturam expelles furca, tamen wusguye recurrft,
| Though thie field of mystery is cntracted
by the advance of knovle ge, 1t cammot he elininatsd from
human livinge Thare alvays is the fursther question, Though
¢ metaphysics can grasp tha structure of possible sciencs
and the ultimate contours of proportioncte bolng, this con-
]

centration only serves to vt more clonrly and distinctly

the question of transcendsant b2inge And 1f that cuestion
meets vith wiavers, will not the answers glva rise to

furthier ¢u:stions?
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Horaovar, the advance of Xnovledge 1s through
anticip:ta2? or achleveld acvlanation, But axplanation Aoes
not give man a home. It reveals thines in €helr relstions
to ona another through the complex syubols of muthematics,
the cumbrous technical tarms of sclence, thie bloodless
ballet of metashysical catopories, iven Af e does not
revolt at the vory notlon that in that fashion man 18 to
contomplate reality as expledned, a4t leoest one hae to admit
1) that th2 world of purs s{l@eme &nl of netephysices is
somshow very different from the vworld of postry an<d of
comion sanse, 2) that the apprehonsion of =ynlaration
stands in oppogition and tension with tha £lov of the
sensitive presentations, of tha fezlings arid emotions, of

the talking ani dolng that lorm the palpabks part of our

living with persons and oux clealing with things, 3) that
as explanation is reached throuph descrintion, so 1t must
be applind concretely by turming from sxplanction back to
the descriptive vworld of things for us, anl therefore

4) that man's explanatory self-knowlsdge can bhecome effac—
tive 1in his concrete living only 1f the content of svstenp~
atlic insights, the direction of juidgments, ths dynamism

of decisions cen be ombodied In images that release faeling
and emotion and flow spontaneously into ds=ds no less than
words,

The azchievement, then, of full understanding and
the attainment even of the totality of corrset julgnents
would not free man from the necessity of dynmamic imipes
that partly sre symbols an<l partly ar: sipes, This necessity

naither supposes rior Lmplies the commoniy pejorative meaning

i
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of myth, for 1t remains despite complete and fully econ-

sclous rejection of counter-positions, of th: attemnt to

confine sxplanation within a descriptive mould, of gnostic-
1sm and of magic, It 18 2 necessity thet has 1ts ground

in tha very structure of man's deing, in which intellectual
activity is z hipher integration of ths sensitive flow and
the sensltive flow Ls a higher integration of oryanie pere
formance, To such lm:jes, then, let us ~ive the name of

mysteriese For 40 that is an ambijuous neme, 1f to some

it recalls Eleusis andkiamothrace i to othors the centur-
ies in which the sayings and deeds of Jesus were thas oblect
of preaching and of revarent contamplation, still that very |

anbigul ty is axtramely relevant to our tonic,

For our inquiry has swun: around in a clrele,
Vo began from the compound category of mystery and myth,

We isolated, first, a pejorative meaning in which mythle

consciousness is th= lack of self-knovledge anl myth the
ooposite of metaphysics,. We noted, secondly, a problem of
expression thuet would arise inavitably in ths process from
ignorance to knovledge, and there we recosnized the possi-
bility of an allsgorical aspsct of myth, Thirdly, we have ; b

found that even adequate self-knowlodre and expliclit mata-

physics may contract but cannot eliminate a "known unknownf,
and that thay cannot Issug into @ coritrol of human living
without being traﬁsposed inty dymsmic imeres which make
sensible to human sensitivity virat human intelligence

reaches for or 2rasps, But tols bdrings us buck to the

compouri cutég,:wy from vhich we began, Because human undexr- |
standing anl juijiuent, declsion ant balief’, are the higher i |

_i
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integration of sensitive contents and actlvitles, the
origin, th> expression, and the application of intelli-
gent and rational contents and diractivas lie in the sen-
sitive ield, Bacause the inteprating activitioes of the
intellectual loval and the intecrated actlvities of ths
sensitive level forn a dlalectical unity in tension, it
follows 1) that the intellsctual activitiss are sithor the
proper unifolding of ths detached and disinterested dagirs
to know or else a distorted unfolding due to the inter-
feronce of other desire and 2) that the sensitive activi-
tles, from which intellactual contents emerge and In which

thay are represented, expressed, and aprlied, cither are

‘dnvolved L the mysterles of the proper unfolling or dls.

torxrt thse mysierlas lnto ayths, Bicause men dsvelops In
self-knowludia, he distinguishes betwsen his zenslitive and
intelloctual activities with increasing sharpness and exe
actitude ani grasps vwith ever greater prec%sion thedr in-
ten&relahions und interkdependence; and sqﬁadvance in
self-kKnowladge implies an increasing consclousness and
delibaerateness and effectivensss in his ciolce and use of
dynamic im: zes, of mottos and slogens, Finallw, thls ad-
vance Implics, not any rationalist sublation of both

my stery and myth, but simply @ disnlacement of tha sen—
sitive representation of spiritual issues, Because counter-
positionas head to their omn reversal ani myths are groumdied
in countar~positions, soonsr or liter cvery myth is dis-
cradited, Because man cannot renounce intelligence or re-
padiate rezasonableness, every occasioq!}on vhich & myth

is discrelite%b is also an oppartunity for nen to adﬁanne

14 |

T P R



P e - r——L . it it AR AGE . 4 el 12, e, ety

—

Metavhysics as Dislactic for 3%

tovards a profounder self-knowledge, & mors exact grasp
of science and metephysics, and a mnre cnscious use of
mystery purlfied of myth, Because the union of sensitive
and intellectusl activities Is a unity of opnozites in
tension, bacause the dominion of the detached an? disin-
Cerasted desire constantly Ls challanged, th= elimination
of one myth tends t» calncide vwith the penesis of another
and the advance of seciance and philosophy implies merely
thﬁt tha Juter myths will be complenented i -ﬂr:z:“endedl
by appropriate philosophies an.i made effactive thraurh
the dlscoveries of science &ndl the inventlons of tachnology.
2O wa are brozzht to tho profound disillusion-
ment ol moizrrn min and to the focal point of hi: horror. He
had hoped through knowledge to ensure a develowment that
was always progrsss and never decline, He his Hzeovered
thet the advance of humen mowledze Ls anblviiant, thet it
pluces in man's hands stupandous pover wlithout necessarily
adding proportionate wisdom an! virtue, that thes fact of
advance and the evidence of pora2> ure not guaranteas
of truth, that myth is the permanent alternative to mys-
tery and myctery is what his hybris rajected, .

* Foot~note.

Because of tholr consonance yith the
present anslyeis X would draw attentlon to Mircea
Eliade's Imacep ot Symboles (Pariss Gellimard, 1952)

and his more anple Traité 4 *histolre deg rellrions
(Parist Payot, 1048 and 1953)

et
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‘o Ehg Notdon of Tryth

The real issue, then, is truthe Though it
has concerned us all sdong, it will not be amiss to

bring together at least the main points mzde on differ~

/, :' ' . et occagions an! in different chaptars, Accordingly,

#

'z va distinguish 1) the criterion of truth, 2) the defini-
’:.:f” tfon of truth, 3) the ontology of truth, 4) truth in

.-(

empression, 5) the appropriation of truth and 6) the

troth of Interpxotat ion,

36
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) 241 | The Cridterion of Truth

The prozimate cerlterion of truth le reflective
grasp of bLh virtuslly wneonmditioncd, B csuse it proceeds
by rational nacessity from such a grasp, tha act of judé,-
ment is an actuation of ratiomal consel smsness, and the
content of jwigmsnt has the stimp of the ahsolute,

Eszsentlally, thm, Pscause tho enmtent of Judg-
ment is unconditioned, it £s Andependent of the juiging
subject, Essentielly, again, mtionsl comsclousness is
vhat issues in a nroluct that is independent of itself,
Such 1s th» meaning of absointe objectivity, snd from it
there follows a public or common terraln through »hich
different subjiocts cun an! do communicate and aprree,

Concretely, hovever, vhile refloctivoe znder-
standing grasps thy virtwdly unconditIoncd, Lt 1tsalf is
conditione? by tho occurrorice of othor eoynitionsl acts:
and vhils th: eontemt of the Judgment &5 prasped as une
condition>!, ¢till that content eithor deumands or rests
™ on the contents of exnarieruces, insights, und other
Judgments for its full clivification, Thisz concrete

inevitability of a context of othar zc%s ant & context

of* other contents is whit necessitates the addition of : B
a remote to & proximate criterion of tauth,
The renote erlter-ion is the prcpef unfolding

of tha detached ant disisterssted desize to know, In

nerative terms this vroner wnfolding 1s €ho absenes of
interference from othor desizres that ixhibit or reinforce

antd in elther case distort thws guidanc e given by the
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pure desire. A more 'vositive account of the matter, per-

haps, wLll be surgested by clarifying the differences be-
tween six terms, infallibility and certitule, certalnty
and probebillty, ideal ani actual frequency.

4 froquency is a numerical ratlo of oceurrences
to occasions, An cctuel Tregquency is pasched by counting
both occurronces and ocrasions, An 1lleal frequency is a
numerdcal -~ahin from vhich artual frequenciles diverge
but do not Ao so systematlcally. Finally, both actual and
ideal frequancies may bs affirmed or denled, and the
affirmat-ion or 2enlal may be <ortain or probable, It Follows
that, vhile judzments are occurrences withn actual frecuen-
cies, while in principle their ideal froquencies might be
estinated or calevl:ted, still tho 1deal frequency of
Judgnant L3 one thing and its probabillty is snother, For
certain Jjulpments admit an idesl frecuency no lase than
probadle Judgnments; and if the ideal frequency of the prob-
abls Juigment vere its nrobability, then the probablldity
of af firning thit ideal frequency would ba anosther idesl
frequency, so that an infinite regress would result,

Accordlngly, the probability of a Jjuilrment, like
the certainty of a judinmant, is a property of ifs content,
If that e~piomt enincides vith what 1s 2raspad as virtually
uncondl ziomed, tihen it is a certainty, But what i{s grasped
as virtuelily unconditioned may be that & glven emntent
heads tovards the virtually unconditioned, ant then the
content Is a probability, On thics analysis, every judgment

rests on & grasp of the virtually unconditioned, and the

probability of a probable Judigment 1s & certainty., But the

-
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content grasped 4s wvirtually uncondltioned may be coin-
cident with the content of tha Judsment or, on tiie other
hend, moraly wlth thwe apnroximation of thut econtent tovexds
an ldeal content thzt =ould be virtually unconditioned,
However, there 1s & third sense of probabllity,
thet is rasched by contrasting Infellibility with a cer-

‘titude that admits dezrees, A subjoct my irasp the vir-

| tually unconditioned and yobt mey ask whether that fulfil-

ment of the proximate criterion of trxth has been vitlsted
by subjective biks, Ehrm there arises the qusstion of the
remote criterion, The subjoct bacones more or less secure
or anxious zbout the genuineness of his inguiry and re-
flection, an ! further inquiry and reflection will in their
turn b2 open to similar questioning. Whet is in doubt is
the subject himselfl, and all his efforts to rerove the
doubt will procs»d from the sume suspected source,

One componont In this situasrion may be the
subject!s fiight from ths p'e‘}sr..ar{al comnitment involwed
in judgment; another may be & temmeramintal inclination to
anxiety! but the objlective issue ir th: habltual and actual
disinterestednass and detachment of the subjzet in his
cognitional activities; and in resolving that Lssue fur-—
ther considerations come into play.

Thus, ono may call upon the Judgments of
others to support onets own, Detachment and disinterested-
nesg are Independent of circumstances, but blas, unless
it is genoral, Honds to vary with circumstances, Hence,
certitudes may be strengthened by the sgreement of others,

and this strengthening will vary with ths numbers of those
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ditions of nossibl= truth or error, certainty an< probabili-

[+]
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that agree, the diwersity of thelr ¢ircumstances , the
consequent virtual sliminetlon of Iniividusl amd group
bias, sn! tho abumenee of any ground or suspeciing general
bias,

Agalin, thers sre Judgments that oxpress the con-

ty, detachment or distortion. To call tiem into questlon 4s
to presumpose thelr validity, To swpnose that thay will be
revised ds to postuliite a fietitious reviser end to strip
the nene, revision, of 1ts currant meaning, In such cases
tha subject 1s confronted with limitdng structuros that

carry tholr ovn guarantee, He may fail in his formulation

of the less obvious limiting structures: he may avpret P

others with grouter penetration of mind an! groe ter de-
tachment of spirdt to improve on the formalatio &% vhich
ne has arrived:; tut &t least he hase some grasp of the
principle of limitdnz structures anl so some {firm foothold
against the foar of genaeral bilas,

Thare are, then, degrees of certitude and their
g_rpund lies behind the proximate criterion of the wvirtually
uﬁéonditioned in the more obscure region of tihvs remote
eriterion, Only if this obocurs reglon were to bocome com—
pletely clarified, either in fact, or more rudically, as
a matter of principle, wonld certitude reach the absolute

of infallibility,

b
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Rwd The Dafinition of Truth

The definition of truth wis introduced implicit-

I\ 4 Lh our account of the nntion of being, For being was
1doatt fied with what is t.o be known thirough intalligent
grasp and resswmable afffirmstlon; but the only rcasonable
afflma’don is the true affirmetlon: and so b2ing is what
is kwoun traly, Inversely, thon, kaowing is true by i€s
relati on to baing, ani truth is a relation of knoving to
beirzg,

What 15 the relza‘ion? In the limitin: cace,
vowera The knowfug 1s identical with the known, th2 relation
d3sappears to be replaced by an identity, and then truth
consistes 1n the absence of any dlfference whataver betwecon
the krowing and the xmown being, In the general case, vhen
there 1s more than one knov:nJJ and one o these is & &nower,
14 15 possible to formilate a set of positive an? of nora-
tdve comparative Judgments and then to employ this set €0

define implicitly such terms as subjlset, objoct, and the

primceipal notion of oblactivity, Within thisz context there

follows the traditilonsl deflinttion of truth as the conm-
formity or correspondence of ithe sudbj2ctl!s affirmations

grd negstiows to what Ls and is not,
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2,3 The Ontological Aspect of T

The ddentification of bteing with the poszible

- ohjact of inguiry anl reflecti~n places a restriction mn

what being con be. From this restriction tiiere followad
the major premis; of metanhysieal method, namelyv, the
1somorphism that obtains bekveen the structure of oar
knowing anl the structure of 1ts proportisnute xnowm,
Thes isomomhilsm was elaborated 4n the chapter on ths
elenents ol metaphysics and 1t ves clirifled still Further
vhen, in discussing what precissly was memnt by the ele-
ments, we concluded to the intrinsie Lnt211ligitility of
being. For what is to be known by intelligence s shat

1 meant by the intelligible; Tteing is wvhaet is to be.
known by intelligence,l an?i s0 It must b2 Intellipdhle and
it ecannot lie beyond the intclligible or differ fxom its
moreover, ane is confined to this view, for any oth=r view
ihvolves one in thxe counter~positions that become incoher-
ent when supposed io he grasped Iatelligently and affirmed
reasonably,

Ontological truth, then, is the intrimsic in-.'
telligiblility of oaing, It 15 the conforrity of boimg to
the conditiong of its being ‘mown through intellligent in-
quiry an: criticad reflection. Moreover, it leads to &

di stinetion Lotwean moterial ant spirituasl being, between
the intrinsically intelligible being that &5 not intelli-
gent and the intrinsicselly intelligible being that 1is




intelligent, Since the difference batween.matter' and
spirit c¢an be shomn to lie in the fact thet the materdial
1s not intrinsically independent of the merely eompiricel
regidue while the spiritnel is, there follows a closer
determination of the possibility of inowledge in terms

of matter and immateriality,

| The ganeral theorem is, then, the ldentifice-
tion with intrinsie intelligibility of 1) being, 2) unity,
3) truth in its ontological aspecty, and, as will appear
in the next chaptex, 4) the good,




Metaphystics as Disluciic
244 Truth and Exoression

As knovledge rises on the thrae levels of

experience and ImagZnation, understanding an? conception,

and reflection and Fuigment, so in expression there may
be distinpgulshed three components, For as aff'{rmative or
negative utterance, the expression corresponds to re-
flection and judgment. As & significant combination of
words, Lhe expression corresponds to Lnsight end concep-
tion. As an instrumental multinlicity, the expression
corresponds to the msterial multiplicity of experience
and ims ination,

This isomorphism of knowledge and expression
is not to be mistak=n for an ldentity. It 4s one thing

asaut
To saywse i’ another to Judge, for menm cen lies It 1s
one thing to understind experi-nce and another +o hit
upon the happy and effective combination of phreses and
sentencas, It is one thing to be rich In experience and
another to be fluenkt with words., To the judgment of know-
ledge, expression adds an act of willing to spesk truth-
fully or deceitfully, To the insight of knovledge, ex-
pression adds a further practical insight thet governs the
verbal Clow towards its end of comiwnication, Finelly, the
manlfold of the presmtations of sense and of the repre-
sentations of imayination is succesded in expression by
the manifold of conventional signs,
If we have emphasized the distinction between

knowledg'e and expression, ve have also to take into

account their interwpenatration. For coming to know is

G P AP
L 4.
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a process: it advences by stayes in which inauiry yields
insights only to give rise to further quastions that
lead to furti»r insipghts and still further quastions,

At wech ztzre of the process 1t s halpful to Mix what
has been roucned and to formulate ia snme fashion what
remains to be sought, So2 axpression eontors into the very
procass of learning and tha attainnent of xnowlelge tends
to coincide with the attalnnent of tho abllity to express
it.

The intarépenﬁt‘.ration of knowledra an! axpression
implies a solldarity, almost & fusion, of the dovelop-
ment of knowledge and the devﬁlopmmt of langue-'s. Words
ara sgnsible: they support and heighten the raesonance of
human intorgsublectivity; the nere presencs of aanther
ralaesses in the dynamism of smsltive ennaciosuiness a
ripdification of tha flow of feellnys and anotionsy imaray
and memorles, attitudos and satiments; but words possess
their owm rcebinues of sssocleted represantations and affocts,
and so th addition of specch to nresence brirys ztout a
specialized, directed rodification of Iinterssubiectilive
reaction and resyonsee Still, beyoud the psycnalogy of
words, there is thelr meaning, Thay belong together in
typical patterns, and lesrning a lenguage ls a makter,
first, of grasping such puttems and, secondly, of graduslly
alloving the insights, by which the patierns are grasped,
to be short-cirenited by a sensitive routine that permits
the attention of intelilgence to concentrate on higher-

lavel controls, Just as the concert planist is not thinking

————— — ’ ) e _,_,_‘,_WWWW_F”_ ¥ .-
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of the place of middle C, so the speaker or writer is not

thinking of the meaning of hls words, Rem tene &t verbs

Saguentur, But these sensitive routines, these typlesl
patterns, are abtle to carry the meaning of words only bte-
cause Initially there occurred the insights that linked
vords intellisidly not only with one sanother but slso with
terms of meaning and with souxees of meaning,
The relationships of words to one anothar is the

eaéiest to formwlite, Buslie lexicogranhy assigns each vord
its meaning by quoting from sccepted authors tha-ty,nas of

sentence In vhich the vord ot=urs. The methematician, the

sciontlist, the phrilosopher employs the technique of im-
plicit definition (or Aristotellan decleration by analogy)

to fix the meaning of his fimdumental terms snd relations,

.Just as kKaovwledge advances throigh accurulations of in-
sights to higher viewnolnts, So also language advences fron
a level of elementary meanings through hirher vi,m'}points
to ever more compendious vocul gosturss, 8o we spesk of

Platonism and Aristotelianisng, of Christianity and Islem,

of Renalssance and Beformation, of Enlightenment end
® : Revolution, of Hcience and Faith, but to say vhat we mean
' by such words would call fox wolumes of other words,

Vere words relatad only to other words, their
meaning would novar be more than verbal., Eut the mere fect
that a vord can occur in a sitence that is afffrmed endows
w | i1t with a basic reference to tha odjective of intelligent
and ratlonal counsciousnsss, to being. Xoreover, this basic

reference, which 1s the core of all meaning, adnits
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differentiation and speclallzations There are many words:
some &ro substantival because thay refer to 1n£elligible
and concrete unlties; some are verbal beceuse they refer
to conjugate acts: sonme are adjectival or adverblal because
they refer to the regularity or frequency of ths occurrence
of acts or to potuntlallitlies for szch repgularities or fre-
guaneles, Pinally, since thwe develomment of lanyuage fuses
with the developnont of knowladge, the meaning of words
not only depends upon tha metaphysicel matrix of terms of
meaning but wlso uron the syperientisl sources of meaning.
Prior to th» a}:pl.anatory eQil jurates , ddef'ined by thelr rels-
tions to ong anotzer, there are the experiential conjugataes
that inwvolve a triple coxrelation of classified experiences,
clagsified contents of experiance, and corresponiing names,
The belng to be known as an intelligible unity ¢4 fferent-
lated by verifiable regnlarities and frequencies begins
by bedn: concelved hauristically, and then {ts unknown
nature 1s differentiated by exverdiniial conjugutes,

Ye are now, perhaps, in a position to come
to grips with our problem, namely, the relation betvieen
truth and expression, V'¢ began by omphasizing the distine-—
tion betwaen knovledpe and 1ts expression. But ve followsd
up this conteation with no less insistence on the genetdc
interapenetration of knowledse and lazguare, Because of
this Intoegupenstration there arises the conviction that,
while luzovinz and stating are distimet, still they run so

much tTopethar that they are inseparable, What Ls known,

what Ls meant, and what Ls said, cam be distingulshed; but
the distinctions point merely to diffexrences of aspeet in
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vhat lnsvitably 135 the same thing.,
So it is that efforts to explain vhet we

mean sooner or later, and seonor rathar thon later, end

with the global assertion that vhet 1z meint is nbvious

and nelther ne=ds nor aimits any exnlanation, Hovever,
it is not Aifficult to introduce a2 crucial expsrimant that
re-~ostablishes the gulfl between knowledre and axpression,
For, after all, it is only a matter of common coincidence
that this gull disappears, Commonly 1t does huppen that
conversation occurs betvasn neople thet shere the same
common sense, thet writing ls dirceted to rzaders that al-
ready understand in considerabls deoxail the subliect under
di-cussion, But there also is comminlcation between people
with different habltual accumulations of Insigchts, between
teachsrs and piolls, between original thinkers snd their
contenporsrias, hatween the great man of the past and thelr
present readers., And then the greater the gap hatween the
intellectual development of writer anl reader, the more
stupendous c¢&n becoms the distinction between knowledge
and eipression,

By way of 1llustration let us surnose that
a wrlier wroposes to communiczte some insight (A) to a
reader, Then by an insight (B) the writer will grasp the
reader! s habitual accumulation of Insipghts (C); by a fur-
ther ineight (D) he i1l grasp the defictencies in insight
(E) that must be made upgy before the reader cun gasp the

insight (A): firnedly, the writer must reach & practical set
of insights (F) that will govern his verbal flow, the

shaping of his sentences, their usabination inde puragrephs,

N . (U
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the sequance of naracravhs in chantersLanﬁ of chapters
in books . Clearly, this oractical insizht (F) differs
notably from the inzipht (4) to ba communicsted, It is
det~minaol by the insight (A) ac its orincipal oble:tive,
But it i3 also determined ty the dnsirht (B) rhich settles
both whe t the vriter noed not explein and, no less, the
rasouree s of lanpueare on vhiceh he can rely to securs
effractive comuiication, ‘Fp_;ther, it is determined ly the
insight D) which fixes a subsidiary gozl that has to be
atteined if the principal goal is to be reached. Finally,
the exzresslion will te & fallure in the measurs that in-
sights (B) and (D) miscalculate the habitual development
(C) and the relevant deficiencles (E) of the entfclpated
read ar,

Xt follovs, then, that properly spealking cxpression
is not true or false. Truth nertains to the judgment ines-
mach &8s it proceeds Trom a grasp of the virvtually uncon-
dltionel, inesmach as 1t conforms to the belng it affivms,
gnd Inzsmuch &s 1t derands an Intrinsic intollipivility
in belnyg az & condition of the nossibility of knoving.
Byprassions are instrumental, They sra Telutad to the
truth of knowle’se. Silmilarly, thoy are related to the
moral ®r:ith of tLhe will that commanicates knovledge, But
in themslves cxnrassions are nerely adequate or inadequate,

Morcover, in the peneral case, the adecuacy of
exprassion is not measured exclusively Ly its correspon-
dence with the knowledge to be communicated, That knowladge
sets a principal goal: it defines a central mesning, But

besides the principal goal, thers cun be a subsidiery
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moalt besides the central meaning, there can be a more or
less perinhe:el mesaning, For the speaker mzy be abhla to
convey whet he wishes to say only if he first conveys
other insights that in one manner or anothar snabdla his
hearers to grasp the messasre with vhich he 1s eoancerned,

Farther, adequacy Is & variable standard, If
one has anything much to say, then one cannot say 1t all
at once. If one has anything very significant to say, then
probably one will not ba able to exnress th~ whole of 1t
excent to a rather specialized avdlence, Such limitatisns
restrict the adecuacy with vhieh even onel's principel
meaning 1s expressed, But there are further limltations
on the adequacy vwith which subordinate and periohsral mesn
ings are wipressed, For one thing leads to annther, If ine
sights (D) -mst I comumicated in order to commundcats
insight (A), other insights (G) may be needel to communi-
cate insights (D): in turn, insichts {G) will need to he
precedad by insignts (H), until one has sald all one knows
anel has discovered, perhaps, & faw points that one needed
to clear up for oneselfe But humen expression 1s never
comn}ete exvression, It keeps itr sye on the central maen-
ing: 1t expedites subordinate ané paripheral meanings by
lovering standards of adescuacy to a sufTicient aprroxima-
tion to ths purpose in hand: and, quite clearly, it cannot
add in & peranthesls this somewhat involved account of
the varisble stendard of adequats exprezsion,

Hovaver, this account of ths rolation between

truth and expression rests on the position that druth re-

sides in tau intamal act of Judgment, of assenting or




digsenting, But apainst every mosition there stands a
counter-positinn, It can b2 meintained thet trath and
falsity reside‘, not 1n the '111&:4:“9{13 hut in the expressiong
that 1T ,judgme:ts are true or false then thet 1s 50 because
they ugree with true or false éxpressions, thaat thie public
or comnon {leld throush which men can communfeste is not

L)

an absolute, independent of 211 subjscts bacausg reached
through the virtually uncoaditioned, Tut sinply the at-
mosphere which, &z we breathe 1t In comuon, so also we set
vibrating in tho various manners that carry our vords from
ore to annther,

Besldes the basde commter-positions, there
are minor ornocitions., One can grant that trith and falsity
reside in the judigment, yet one cin conceive the relation
between truth end falsity in terms of:mistaaken theory of
knowledge, Thus, the Scotist view that words correspond to
concepts and that concepts are proiucad in us by the formel
aspects of things invelves a ricld correlation between
knowleldge an? expression, If 1%s Inedasuvacy Ls rnot apparent
when cormunicetlion oceurs In the simple case when speaker
and hearer shore the same intelloctusl dsvelopment, it
bresks down with a magniffcent irrelevance to facts when
one recalls the lon and frultless verhal debates of the
fourteenth century or the oceens of commentary that ever
flow in ever rouewad iInterpretzations of the greater vworks

of humen intelligence,

Finally, there €s the nopular fallacy,

I often annugh tho meaning of s expression 1s sinmple and
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ohvious, why should 1t not always b2 so? ¥hy should

honest truth ever hide in the voluminous folds of &
lengthy, complicated, ani difficult expositisn? Perhaps
%e have done something to meet this objectlon, Onca one
has understood, the content of an insight Is simple and
obvious even thoupgh it is expressed poorly, Until one has
mderstood, the content of an insight 1s &5 hiddan as the
far side of the moone Accoxdingly, one finds the nesning
of expressions simple and obvious whan tha sneaker or
writer is comnuntcating what one understands alresdy, and
eiier Tinds tnelr meaning obscure and diificult vhen he 1s
stating vwhzt onae has sktill to learn, In the latter case
no amount »f padapgoric and lingudstic skill will oliminate
the necessity of the offort to lesrn, For this resson
only the man thut understands everything alrezdy 18 in

a position to demand that all meaning be simple and

obvious to hing

e J




‘has no clue (epart from the directions glven by & teachar)
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245 The Aporopriation of Truath

To amnraprlate a truth &5 to make 1t one's own,

T™he assentlcl aporonriution of truth Ls cognitianal, -
aver, oxur ressonableness dumunds eonslstency betveen what
we knovw &nd vhat v= doy and se thers is a volitlonsl
appronrdation of truth thut conslsts in our willingne ss
to live un to it, and a sensitive aparopriation of truth
that coreists In an adaptation of owr sensibility to the
reqguirements of our'li.movsledﬁe and our daclsions,

'Tha mssanticdl appronriation of truth satis a

threefold problem, First, there i:s the problas of learning,

of graduslly acguiving the sccumuletion of hahitual insights
that constitute a vigwpoint, and eventually of aoving from
lower to aver hipher viewnnints,

Secondly, there is th oroblem of identif4ca—
tion, By insights one prasps unitles and correiationsy tut
besides the unity, there are the elements to be unifleds
and besides the correlation, there sro the elements to be

Gistinguished and reloted, Untll ona gpots the Ansight, one

for picking out ceenrately the elawants that axe to be
unified or Teli.sd. But once the Insight is readned, me
s able to find in one's own experience just vhat 4t is
thet fzlls under the 1:1:-;1511@ grasp and vhat es out-
side it, Houwever, ahkility is ons thing, and performance
15 another, Ilentification is performance. Lts effect is
to make one. posses s the insight as one's owr, to be

assured in one's use of it, to be fandliar with the runge
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" or @s @ gnouwnter-position. But couuter-positions bnth seem

of its relevance. Arlstotlo remuriked, & think, that if
one understands, one can teach, But the understaniing
that enaebles one to bt :ach ailds 1dentification to insight,
By that addition ons 1s able to select anl arre ye and
indicets to others tha comhinetlon of :s=msiblae clenents
that will give rise to the care insight in them. Gn2 is
able to vary the elements et tie denand of circumstances,
One 1s able to put the guestions thiet e¢licdt [from thu
punil indicetions of his blind-zpets ani, theﬁ, to pro-
cead afresh to the task of bringing him to the prior fn-

sichts he must reach before he can master the present

lesson,

Thirdly, there is the wroblem of orientation,

Bvery discvovary cen be forauls ted eitner as a position

obvious and yet are destined to ult;mate roversale Inas-
much as we inquire intelligently and reoflsct critlezlly,

we operate under tha deive of the detached end disinterest-
ed desire to know, But once we hzve veiched the truth, we
ara prone to find i1t unreal, to shift f{rom tlhie reaim of

the intelligible and the uncvenditioned back into the

realm of sense, to turn away rrom truth and belng and
settle down like good animais in our pelpeble environment,
In the measure that ve fall to oricnbsate ourselves towards
truth, we both distort whal we kmow and restrict what ve
might know, We distort whet we know by imposing upon 1t

a mistaken notion of reality, & mlstagen notlion of object-
ivity, ani a mistaken aotion of knowladge, ¥e restrict what

we might snow; for we can justifly to ourselves and o others
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the labor spent in learning only by polnting to the pal-
pables benefits it bringss: an! the demandh :3:{ by palpable

E e

benafl ts does not enjoy the unrastrieted mriye of the
detached and disinterested desire to #nova. '

The reader will ao%o that tha thres problems
of' cognitional apprropriation Tun parallel to the thres
levels in our koovwing., The problem of lesrning 18 met on
the level of wderstanding znd formnlat lon, The problem of
ddentificatinn 4s met on ths Yevel of experlence (where
experianca 1s used broadly to denote not ou.y sense exper-
lence but also intelleoctual and rational coseiousness).
The problem of orientatinn Is met on thae Jevwel of raflecs-
tion and judgmenit when at last ve grasp thut every lssue
closes when we can say definitively, It is soy, or, It is
not so, that tha objective of inoving 1s being, that while
being is 2 protean notion stilll its content is dotermined
by intelligent grasp ani reasoneble affirmetion and, after
affirnation, by nothing else,

Ve have cast our accomnt of appropriztion

in terms of problams rather than in terms of rasults, and
this nurely dynamic viewpoint is of some< iuwportance. For
it excludes all fetishism, all anistsaking ol means for ends,
Clear Adefinition, precise language, orderly arringement,
rigorous proof, and all the other paraphirnalia of cogni-
tilonal activity possess thelr value, They serve to mark
clearly th: suece2ssive stapzs of advance, They consolidate
irﬁ nasterly [adhion what at sny given moment appears to be

attained solidly and more or less permmen‘tl}r‘. They provide

) . e ...' — i
L e e t"““"'k,-v —




e

B, Bmam a b S LERRE

" prieted, But of thelr very nattare they are static, They

magnificent expressions of ths truth that 1s to be appro-

shed no light either on the mupil?s task of coming to
gppropriate thaem or on the {nmvestigator's task of going
beyond them to tha appropriation of furthsr truth, Yet 1t
is precisely that twofold task that an account of appro-
priation should envisage, Tho well-formulatoed syrstem be-
comas mine in so far as I wmdexstand 1t, in so far as I can
identify its empirical elemits Iin my experience, in so far
a8 I grasp the unesnditlionsd ox the aporoximetion to the
umeonditionnd that grounds a reasonable affirmation of 4t,
in so fur as mj orientation psxmits me to be ¢ontent with
that affirmation as th: final Ancrement in my knowledge
of ths systom and does not driwe me to seek in the "alrsudy
out there now! some imerinative reprasantation of vhat,
after all, it really means, Frxactly the seme procedure
governs offorts to go bayond tke well-formalated system
gnd to genarate the stresses and stralns in knowledge
that vwill lead 1t to 1ts replacoment by a more adequate
accomnt of reality,

It may be noted, further, that the three
problems of appropriation are solidary. One cannot go far
in wmderstanding without turnimg to the problem of.iden-
tification and, without unders tanding, one 1s unable to
ldentify. A ala, a misteken ordlentation pglives rise to
pseudo-problams, but in the limit pseudo-problams bring
about thair own reversal andy ithh it the corrsction of

the nml staken orientation, Thus, contemporaxry physics finds
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| entitles and their processes defy our povers of imagina-
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1tself compelled to say that it desls with the entities

that sstisfy certain tyves of equations even though such

tion. Finally, unless ona ;rives ones:lf to the affaort to
understand, ons has no mans of ldentifying in one's ex-
perience whut pracisely is meant by the proper orientation
of th: d:tuched and disinterested desire towards the uni-
verse of truth and being,

In a somewhat looser fasni~n, cognitional appro-
priation of iruth is solldary with volitional and with
sensitive appropriation, Bad will makas truth unwelcome,
and unvelcoms truth tends to be overlooked, For ths appro-
pristion of truth aven in the ecognitional field makes de-
mands upon the whole man: his consciousness has to slip
intes the intellectual pattern of experi:nce and 1t has to
remain there with the ninimwm of dlstractions; his sub-
consciousness has to throw up the lmages thet 12ad to in-
sight: his desire to koow hes t9 be sufTiciently dominant
to keep ever furthar guestions complementing and correcting
previous insights; his observition and his memory have to
contribute syontansously to the pregentation and the recall
of relevent dats in which the fulfilment or non-fulfilment
of the uncoiditioned is to be found, Bad will, hovever,

either pravents one from initlating an ingquiry or, &f that

cannot be avoided, from prosecuting it earnestly and effect-
ively. For thce collaboration of =11 our vovers towards
the grasping of truth, bad will substitutes thelr conspir-

acy to bring forth doubts about truth and evidence for error,
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Inveréely, if the attainment of truth demands good will,
8till good will, as we shall see in the next chapter,
1s nothing hut & willingness to follov th2 lend of in-
telligenrce and truth. So it 1s that man is boxed ing
without the appropriation of truth, his will camnmot be
posltively good; anl without good will he cannot proceed
to ths attainments of truth, On this haslc problem some-
tning has been sald already dn tho account of genuine-
ness as the operator of humen intallactual development:

and something more will be addad 1n ths clupters to follow.

as the higlier integration of the sensitlve f}ow of par-
cepts and imeges, emotions and feelings, sttitudes and
sentiments, words and deeds. It follows thet as ‘he cognl-
tional andl volltional appropriations of truth are solidary
‘with each other so also they condition aand are conditloned
by adaptations of human sensibllity. Here the basice pro-
blem 1is to discover the dynamic imsges that both corres-
pond to Intellectual contents, orientations, and deter-

minatlons yet also possoss in tthe sansitive {ield the

pover 1o is%§ forth nnt only into words but &lso into deeds,

On this problem ve have tonched in asserting the necessity

|
b
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of elther mysterles or myths: and to it we shall return
in attempting to analyze ths structure of history, For

the moment it must suffice to draw attention %o the fact
LMJ . that, as intell :ctual development occurs through insights

into sensibls presentations and imaginative ropresentations,
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go also the intellipent and reasonable control of human
living can be effective only in th» measure that it has
it 1ts disposal the symbols and signs by which it
translates its directives to human sensibility, Finally,
unless ono can carty out in deeds what one Kuows and
wills, thon the willing already 1s a faillure and from
falling will to bad will to disconcern for truth there

are ths easy and, wmfortinately, familiar steps,
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3, Tha of Interpretat
31 The Problem

The problen of interpretation can best be
fntroduced ty distingulshing betvasn expression, simple
fnterpretation, and reflective interpretation,

As has hean seen, an exoression 1s a verbal
flow governsd by a practicael insight (F) that depends
apon & vrincipadl insight (A) o be communlca ted, upon &
grasp (B) of th: cantfceipated audl=ncets habl tual in-
tellectual development (C), and umon a grasp (D) of the
deficiencies 4n insight (E) that have to be overcome 1f
the insight (4) 1z to be communicated,

By an intoerpretation will be mcoant & second
expression addressed to & different audionce. Homce, since
£t 13 an sxpression, it will be guided by & practical
fnsight (F') that depends upon a principal insight (A')
to be communicated, upon a grasp €B7) of the anticlpated
audiance's habitual Lntellsctuad develovment (C'), and
apon a grasp (D') of the deficiencies In insight (E!') that
lave to be overcome L7 tho principel insight (A') is to
ba communicated,

In the simple interpretation thes principal
fnsight (A') %o he comaunicated purports to coincide with
the principal insight (A) of the original expression.
Hence, differences between the prectical inmsights (F) and
(F) dewend directly upon differsnces betwesn the habltual
insights (B) and (B'), (D) and (D%}, and remotely upon
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. pretation,

differences between the habitual developments (C) and
(C!), and the deficlancies {E) and (E'),

Now the sinple interpretation glves rise to
further questionse Om zn elementary level paonlz 88K why
& falthful interpretation should differ from ths original
expraession. If this issue Is met by appealing to ths fact
that both the original expression and the Interpretation
are relative to thuelr respective audlences, there arises
the problem of sebtling the differences bstveen the

audiesnces and of incormorating them into the dnter—

A reflective interpretation, then, is
guided by a practical dnsight (F") that dspends upon ine-
sights (A"), (B™), and (D") o But now the insizht (BY) is
a grasp of the undlence's habl tual grasp (C ") of its ovmn
intellectusl Arvolopment (C®) and of tha di ffarerce bhe-
tween that developnent and the habituul accumulation of
the Insights (C) Ln the inltial audience, ¢ imilarly, the
insight (D") is a grusp of the audience's deficlzncles
(E") 4n grasping the dif:f‘erancés between tha habityiad
developments (C*) ard (€) and so in understanding the
differences between the deficiencies (E') and (E) and
between the practical insights (F') and (F) , Finally, the
principal insight (A" to be communicated will be a grasp
of the identity of the insight (A) communicated in the
original expression and of the insignt (A!) communicated

in the simple interpretation,
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However, the raflsctive interpretatim suffers
fron two obvious difficulties, In the first placs, 1t is
relative to Lte anticlpated aadlence, and audiances are
an ever shifting menifold, fach culture i <ach of the
stepes of ite progress and decline ls dividad inrto a
vir-lety of schools, attitudes, orientationsy @n? im each
of these vurieties there are nunerous depress of intellect-
ual atteinment, Xt would b2 & matter of considerable
difficulty to work out a reflective Interpretation thet
satisfled a single audiénca: but there 1s an enomaus
rarge of other audlences that will remain to bs satisfied;
and the single audience one does satisfy will not dlwve
Forever, In the second place, 1t 1s all very well 4o talk
glibly about the habltual Intellectusl §velopment and
the deficlencles of tha original snd the present suilence
arl the determination of th2 differences in the practical
1nsights governing the origpinal expression and the sfaple
interpratation, But it 1s guite auother matcer to st
atout the investigation of such obscure objects, to reach
somethiqg batter than a mere guess about them, and o find
an appropriute anl effective manner of commuanicating the
frits of one's incuiry, Reflective interpretation is
& smart idea, & beautiful object of thought, But isit
a practical possibility? Has it ever been achi aval?

This brings us to the basic problem of in-
terpretation, It may very well happaen that any sinple
interpretation 1s correct, that it hits off for a contempor-

axy audience the principal insight communicated by the
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.nriginal document, It may &lso happen that the interpreter
knows his interpretati-n o be correct, thet he grasps
tne virtually uncondlitioned or, at leasty, that he grasps
tho épproximation of his Intoruretation to the virtually
)-f.,.,,;wﬂ' unconditin;wn!./fl?or analogous to comnon sonsey, there is a
hi‘storiczil 5Misne Just &8s we by comion 8s2nss ¢en know how
our contemporarics would or would not speak or sct in any
of a series of ordinary and typical situations, so the
scholar by a long Tamiliarity with tne documents and
monunents of wiothor are and by en ever incraasing accumu-
lation of comnplementary inslshits can arrive at a participa-
tion of tha common sense of another perioed snd by this
historical sense can tell how the pen and women of that
time would or would not speak or act In certain types of
sltuation, However, just as our common sense 1s opan to
individual, group, and general bias, so also is the his-
torical sense, Morcover, Just as our common sense cannot

analyze ifiself or criticize itself or arrive at an abstract

—W formulation of its central nucleas, so also the historical
@ | /‘L'qu linited in a sinilar fashion: both are far more likely
| to be corract in aronouncing verdiets theny in assisning

exact and convincing reasons for them. But 1f interpre-

tation is to be sclentific, than tho grounds for the
interpretation have to be assignable; Lf Anterpretation
y 1s to be scientific, then there will not be a range of

different interpretations due to the individual, group,
and general hias of the historical sense of different

experts; if interpretation 1is to be sclentific, then 1t
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has to discover some metried of concelving an? dstermine

ing the habitual develomment of &1l audiences andi Lt has
to invent some technique by whieh Ets expression escapes

rolativity to particular mnd incidental su-iencas,
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3.2 The Nogil f 8 Untversal View

By a miversal vievpoint will be meant a

potential totality of genetically and dialecticelly

ordered viewpoints, Our present concern will bs to clari- |

fy this notion. Thoigh we believe it to ba relevant to
the problem of scientific interpretation, lts reolevance
is a further questionlthat can be discussed only later,

First, then, the totality in question 1is
potentiél. A universal viewvonint is not universal hls-
tory, It is not a Hegelian Alslectic that is complete
apart from matters of fact., It is not a Kantian a priori
that& in.itselﬁijis determinate end merqly awaits imposi-
tion upon the rav materials of wvicarious experience. It
is simply a hsuristic structure that contains virtually
the various rances of possiblo alternatives of interpre-
tationss: 1t cen list 1ts own contents only through the
stimulus of lovunments and histordcal inquirless; it can
select between altermnatives and dl fferentfate its general-
ities only by appealing to the accepted norms of histor-
ical investigation,

Secondly, the totallty is of viewpoints, [lence,
1t is concerned with the principal acts of neaning that
lie in Insizhts and judgments, and it reaches these prin-

cipal acts by directing attention to the experlence, the

understanding an- the critical reflection of the interpreter,

Accordingly, it differs radically from such diseiplines as

phonetics, comparative grammar, the principles of lexi-
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cography, linguistic amd stylistie analysis, for though

they ultinately ars comemmed with meaning, thelr atten-
tion 1s cantered directly upon expression, In contrast,
the univoersal viswpolnt X3 concernad with the interpreterts
capaclty to grasp nmeadngss it would opent his nind to ideas
that do not lie onx the serface and to views thuet diverge
enormously from his ovm: it would enable him to find clues
whers otherwise he mirlt look but would fall to see: it
would equip him vithx a capacslty to transport his thinking
to the level and texinre of another culture in aiother
epoch, Thers ars the eitwrmal scurces of hlstorieml in-
erpretation and, iz the main, they consist in spatielly
ordered marks oz psper 0T parchment, papyrus or stone, But
there are also sources o f Anterpretation immanent in the
historiograpner hinsel{, in his ability to distinguish
and recombine elements {a his own exparlencs, in his
ability to vork hackyards from contemporary to esxlier
accumulations o7 insight-s dn human developmont, inm his
ability to axvisage the yrotean possibilities ol the
notion of belng, th— core of all msaning, which varies
in content with the expeerience, the inslghts, the judg-
ments, and the habltual orlentation of each fndividusl,
Thirdly, Ehe aniversal viewpoint Is am
ordered totality of vEiewpoints, It has 1%s base im an
adequate self-knowledze md in the consequent metaphysics,
It has a retrospectdve @mpansion Ln the various g enstic
gseries of discoveri=s tlarough which man could advance to
his present kKnovl odgee Kt has & dialectical expansion

in the many £form lations of discovarles due o the
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polymorphic consciousness of men, in the invitation
lesued by vositions to further development, &n3 in the
implication of counter-positions of their owm reversal.
Finelly, 1t cen reech a conerste prasentationt of any
formulation of any discovery through the ldemtification
in personal experiaence of the elements that, as confused
or as distinguished and reloted, as related under this or
that oricntation of polymorphic conscilousness, could com-
bine to naks the position or counter-positiom humanly
convincing,

ilowever, as the totality is potentlal, so also
1s the ordering of the viewpoints, The totality i1s a
heurlstic structure: its chmtents are sequences of unknowns!
and the relations hatween tine unknowns are determinate not
specifically but only generically. Thus, there are genetlc
sequences, hut the same discoverles can be mide in differ.
ent manners, There are dialectically opposed formulations
with thelr contrasting invitatlons to further develommant
and to reversal; but ths dialectlcal oppositions are not
-éimply the clear-cut identifications of the redl either
with being or with the "already out there now™, of the
objective either with the intelligent and ressonsable or

with elementary extroversion, of knowledge =ither with
inquiry and critical reflection or with the look that is
prior to &ll questions; on the contrary, such oxtremes tend
to merge in the ambivalence of the asesthetlie, fthe drsmatie,
q_gd the practical pattems of experlence, to give rise to
questions that not only are unsolved but also inadequately

not
concelved, to mako their clearest appearance dn the field
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of knowlaige bat rather in the volitional tensicn batvean
moral aspiration and practical living.

Nobt only is the ordering potential but alse
what.is ordered is 1tselfl advancing from ths generic to
the specific, from the undifferentisted to the different-
lated, from the awkward, the global, ths srontaneous to
the expert, the preclse, the methodical, Qur distinctions
between mathenatics, sclence, common sense, sand philosophy
gre based upon the different menners in vhicnh insights can
be accumulated. Since the mammer in which insights are
gccumulated is simply a dyrnamic structure that can be
utilized without conscious advertence, it is possible for
us to ask whether primitives or children have any interest

in mathematicel, scientific, or philosophic guaestions, But

even 1f such Interests were to be ascribsd to primitives
or to cilldren, 1t would bte necessary to add not merely
that they wore uncomplicated by the divislons ané sub-
divisions of later thought but also that they mingled
Indiscriminately with the questions of common sense
and tended botn to distort and to bz Alstorted by common
gense procedures.

Fourthly, the universal viewspoint is
universal not by abstractness but by potential complete~
ness, It @ttains its Inclusiveness, not by stripning
objects of their peculiarities, but by envisaging subjects
in their necessitiss, There sre no interpretations without
interpreters. There are no interpreters without polymorphice

unitles of empirical, intelligent, and ratlonal conscious-
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ness.' Ther: are 110 sxpresslons to ba interpreted with-
ot other similar unities of conaclousnass, Hor has the
work of intexpreting anything more thanfmaterial deter—
minant in the spetlally ordered set of marks in documents
and monument s, If txie Interpr:ter assims any meaning to
the marks, then the swperiential component in that meaning
w1l be derlved from his experience, the intellectual com-
yonent will be derlved from nis intelligence, the ratinnal
component vill te dsrdved from hils critical reflection on
the critlcsl reflectlon of snother, Such are the under-
Iring necessitios and from them spring the potontial com-
plateness that makes the universal vierpoint universal,

To aepproach the same issne from another angle,
the core of meaning 1s the notion of teing end? thet notion
is prot sm, Beins Ls (or is thought to ba) whatever is
(or 15 thonght to be) grasped intelligently an' affirmed
reasonably, There Ls then & universe of meanings and 1its
four dimensions ar= the full renpge of possible c¢combinations
1) of experiences and lawc of experience, 2) of insights
and lack of insight, 3) of judgments and of failures to
judge, 2nd 4) of th: verlous orientations of the poly-
norphic consciousness of man, Now in the measure that one
grasps the structuxe of this protesn notlon of being, one
possasses the base snd ground from which one can procesd
to ths content anl context of every meaning. In the
measure that one explores human experlence, human insights,
human reflections, and humen polymornhic eonsciousness, one
becones capatle, when prowvided with the appropriate data,

of aporoximating tothe content and context of the meaning

Metanhwslias as Dialectic ' 133 89 ||
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of any givan asxpression.

Fifthly, since what we have nemed the nmiversal
viewpoint 1s simoly a corollary of our own pnilosophic
analysls, it will be oblected that we are offering not a
universal viewpolint but simply the viewpoint of our own
philosonhy.

To meot this charge, it will be well to begin
by dlstingulehing a universal viewpoint and & universal
langrages In so far as we employ numes and epithets with
laudatory or pejorative implicatlons, such as freal? and
Nillusory", Pposition™ and "ecounter-position®, "intelli.
parrcet and "obtuseness, "mystery! and MmythP, 1t 4s
plain eaough that we are nobt offerdng & universal languace,
For anyone that disapgreed with our views, would prafer a
redistritution of tha impliclt pralse aﬁgiblame. 5till
there woull be in principle no 4Lfficulty in rcaching a
univarsal languaze, for any term that was offensive to
anyone could be replaced by some arbhitrary name or symbol
that was free from all the assoclatlions of humen imagina-
tion and human feesling,

On th: other hand, ws vould contend that there
is at least one particular philosophy thet could ground a
universal vliawpoint, For theres 1lg a particular philosonhy
that would take its stand upon the dynamlice structure of
homen cognltional sctivity, that would distingulsh the
various elenents invalved in that structure, that would be
able to comstruct any phllosophic position by postulating

appropriate and plausible omlssions and confusions of the
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elements, thst would reach its own particular viows by
t:or:*ectina_j all omissions and confusions, Now such &

philosonhy, ti:ongh particular, woull provide a base and
zround for a wilvarsal viswpoint: for a unlversal view-
polnt 1s tho notankial totzllty of &ll vievpolnts: the

poteni;ial totallty of all vigwpoints lies in the dynamlie

i

structure of cornitional activity; anl the dmamic strue-

ture of cognlitional activity is tho basis of the par-
ticular phllosoply in questicn,

Flaelly, we would argue that the particular

philosophy vwe are offoering also iz the particular philoso-

Phy thet can ground & universal viersoint, Iy this re Ao
oot mean that our viewvs wiil not be lmrroved vestly by

more accurate accounts of experience, of insizht and ts

forpulation, of reflection and judgment, sl of the poly-

morphic eonscloumess of man, dather our mzaning ls that
such lmprovemsnts will not involve any radical change iIn
the philosomyy, for tha philecophy Tests, nob on the
account of experience, of insight, of Jjudgment, and of
polymorpiic conscionsness, but on the defining pattewn
61‘ reletinns that bring these four into a single dynamic
stTucture, Agein, 1t is the grasp of that structure that

grounds thie mmiveryal viewpoint sincegonce the structure

is reached, the potential totallty »f viewnoints 13 reached,

Far more rsfined accounts of tne slements in the structu

nodlfy, not the potential totallty, but the accurecy and

re

completen=ss wilith shiceh one can proceed from the aniversal

viswpolnt $o the reconstruction of partfcular enntents

and contexts of mesning,
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33 Levels and Segusrices of Expression

As the notion of the universzal viewnolnt, so
®mlso some account of levele and scquances of axpression
As, we believe, & necessary preliminsry to a treatment
of the problem of sclentific interpretziion, The immediate
tesk will b2 to classify nodes of oxpressiony, not in torms
=f languags or of styls, but in terms of mesnings. Only
Oater shadl ve attempt to iIndlcate the relevance of such
& classificatlon to & science of hermonsutics,

Alrasdy dlstinetions heve been drawn hetween
1) sources, 2) scts, zad 3) terms of meaning, Sources
of mesning Lie In the eperlentlal, Intellectual, and
rationnl deswels of Knoving. Acts of meaning are princinal
or instrumental; prineival acts are formel or full inasmuch
az they ave constituted by acts of defining, supposing,
eonsidering, or by acte of assenting or dissenting; in-
strumantal zets are sensible manifestations of msaning
through gestures, speech, and writing, Tesrms of meaning,
finally, sre whatever haprens to he meentt they form a
miverse of m=anings that Includes not only the universe
of being tit also the totallty of tarms of suppositions
and of falsa affirmetions and negations,

How the dlstinetion between different levels

of expression rests upon a corcideration of the sources
of" meegniny toth in the spaskor or vriter and in the hearsy
o reader, Thus, ths cxpression may havs its source 1)
simply in the exmerlence of the speaker, as in an execlama-

tLon, or 2} In artistically ordered evperiential elements,
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as in a song, or 3) in a r:flectively tisted Intelllgent

ordering of oxpariantlal elements, as An a statement of
fact, or 4) in th= addltion of acts of wAll, such ag wlishes
and comrands, to intellectual and rati snal knovledge, In
turn, the hearer or raader may be Intendad to resjond 1)
slmply on the experiential level in an Inmterisublective
reproduction of the speakor's feslings, mood, sentiments,
images, associations, or 2) both on ti:e level of experience

and on the level of insight and consideration, or 3) on

the three levels of experience, Insijht, and judiment, or
4) not only on tha three cognitional Yevals it also in
the practical menmer that Includes an set of will,

The intended responsoe of thaw hearsr or reader
may be ohscure, But as exwresslop bacomas snecialized, the
differences becone more and more manifiste Adwertisers
and proyaarie minlstries aim at vsyerwlogical conditioning;
they deslre nelihor sdequate Insight nor detiched reflec~
tion nor raticnel cholces but simply th= establishment of

types of habituetlion, famillarity, assoclation, automatisa,

that will dispenas with further questloxw. In
contrast, llterary wrlting would convey lrsiphts

and stimulate g roflectlon, but 1is mode of operation
is indirect. Voris are senslible entitless they
possess IasaOciaticm with Images, memorlem, and
feelings; and the skilful writer ls enzsged in
exploiting the resources of language to atiract,
hold, and absorb atientlon, But 1f therse le no

frontal attack on the readerid] intellizece, there is
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the insinuation of insights throush the images from whieh
ww
they sudbtly amerge.}t = 4 matholical sumwzing up of

A

the pro's and conls of & judsnent, there is an unhurried

» I |
almost incl bntal, dlspley of the avidence without, per-
haps, even a swigested question,

Direct concerm with tha resder's understanding

- appears in sclentific writing. On the intreductory level,

it aims at provoking insights through {llustrations and
dlagrams, On the advanced level, it becomaes thie traatise,
Then all terns are defined imnlicitly or oxplicitly; all
basic relat lons are postilsted explicitlys all derived
velations are deduced. Thixs, the practical insight (%)
that guldes the sciantli'iec writer's verbal flow is reached
by transposing from logde as a sclence %o lorie as a teche
niques the wik of logle can itself b= Formulated in a
treatise: and the only atbention paid to the reader's
habitual intsllectual davelopment and 1ts deficlencies
appears in 3 prefatory note that indicates the other trea-
tises that must be wnastered hefore tackiing the present
elucubration, |
Direct concem with the resder!s judgments

energes in philosophlc writing, Just &s thie author of an

Introduction to & sclences uses any imsges that, he believes,

will enable the reader to reach the relavant dnsights, so
the author of en introduction to philosopiy app=als to any

Insights within the reader's intellectinl ranse. For as

~ the scientist iz Indiffesrent to the imuges, as long as the

insights ars attalned, so the philosopher is indifferent

e e
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to the iusights, as long as the reeder is made to mount
to the lovek of criticel reflection. Further, vhile ad-
vanced scientific writing alms at setting forth clearly
and exactiy the terms, rélations, and implications that
proceal from understanding and provide the materisls for
Judgnent;, advanced philosophic¢ writing is concernsd, not
to subndt ordered materials tn a roader's judgment, but
to revesl to thut Judgment the immanent controls to which
ineluctaliy it is subjected, So It 18 that the phllosopher
kaoeps rep=ating, sither on tha grand scale of the totality
of questions, or witn respect to varticalar lssues, the
break-through tnat brings to light the empirically, in-
telllgently, and rationally conscious unity of the knower,
the encirclement effected by the protesn notion of being,
and the confinanent that results from ldentifying being
with the dintelllgently grasped an:d reasonably affirmed,
Suchy, in outline, Ls tha distinction betwsen
th_e gifforent levels of expression, It envisazes the ex-
pressiont &5 & flow of seusible ovents that 1) originates
in the cognitional and wolitional sourcses of mraning of
a speaker ox writer and 2) terminates in a reproduction
of sources of meaning in a hearer or reader, Xt 1s a dis-
tinction thadl ;rounds not an actual hut a potentisl
clagsiticalion o 2upresslons for, vhile the original and
ternmingl sourcaes of meaning are conceivad cleérly and dis-
tinctly, there remains ahmdant room for the introduction

of further differentiatisas and nuvances. Because ths

classification is potentilal rather than actual, it does

not impose uyon the interpreter any a_priord Procrustean
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- ecognize the existence of levels of exprassion 1s to slimin-

bed which h&s documents have to fit, but leaves him free

to exercise o th= full bis Ingenuity and subtlety in

determining & writer!s sourres and lntention. &t the sana
time, because the differerzces betweun avpevlence, under.
standing, judgnent, and wLll are definei systematiczlly,
the determinetion of the level of expression has system-
atic implications vhich, wven whien they aro mere generall-
ties, at least will prevent interpreters and their critics
from comalt ting the grossar blunders, There 1s an inter-
subjective comoonent to expression that emarges and is
transmittbed apart from insipznts and judpimentd, Thsre ls

a supervening componant o intelligunce that admits vari-
ous deprr2as of explicliness anl delibverateness. There

15 a still uigher commenamt of truth or falsity that may
emerge &t the term of & serdes of Insipnis as insight
emerges at the term of ¢ series of Imuginatlive representa-
tions, Finally, there can be the entry of a volitisnal

component, and its relavance is & fourts werlable, To re-

ate the crude assumptions ni the interpretoers and still
more of their critics that take 4t for :sranted that all
expression liles on & single level, ribfigly, the psycholog-
ical, litewary, scientific, or philosophic level with
which they happen to be most famillar,

Besides levels of exvression, there also are
sequences, Develo msnt In general is & process from the
undifferontiated to the differentisted, from the generie
to the sorcifie, [row the global and awkward to the expert

and preciza, It would simplifly enormously the task of the
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interprator if, from the beginning of human spesach &nd

writing, there evisted and were recognized the full range
of sp=cieliized nnlas of expression, Bul the fact 1s that
the sweelalizations hed to ba invented, end the use of
the inventions presupposes & corrasnonding develoomsant or
- aducation of prospactive audiences or resders, Somo esTly
Greak pnilosophers yrote verses Plito smployed a highly
literary dialogue; Aristotle proceaded In the minner of
descriptive sclence; tho medieval writers, in their
ugestianes, develaped a connound of the dlalogue and
the dogmr tic decision\f: Spinoza and Kant movlded nhillosophy
41n the forn of tha scientific treaticey Hegelian dialectic
dge=ns the initial asoay in philosoohice wrlting that en-
visazed the totality of possible poaitimns, If thare is
any trith in this hurried and rough indication of tha
avolati on of philoso phic expression, then there will he
a conpl emm taty truth inasmach as sclentiffic writing will
pags thirowth & porlod in which its difference from ohil-
| | osophy wLll be obscire (so Nevwton's maln work was emtitled
‘\7 Princinie mathematica ohilosophiag naturalls) and, simil-
arly, literary vwriting will huve 1ts perlod of fuselon or

conifuasiorr with scientific and philosophie concems,
However, our affirmation of sequences of
o ' expression mast be confined to Lts proper gen rality, The

one point that we wish to make is that speclslized modes

u o of expression have to be evolved, Thué, at the presant tinme
a8 narrative that opens wlth thz words, "Once upom a2 time, ., "

may be expected to be a fairy story, i> offer a certeln

stinaluas to imagination and feeling, and to Le sxempt from
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reasonzble criticlsm on the part of scientific intelli-
gence and of philosophic reflection, In sinilar [ashion,
there exist other correlations batwaen 1elds of meaning
an: modes of expressi»n, bat such correla tlons are ot
to be conceived as conponerats of static systems, such as
are 1llustreted by ohysicsl and chemical theorles, but as
components of dynamic systems, such as are illustrated by
the genetic theories of biology, psycholegy, anil cogni-
tional analy«is.
It 'ollovis that thz problem of warxins out

types o wapression (geners litteraria) is to be met, not by

assiuning some statde classification thut claims validlty
for all time, but by determining the operators that relate
the classificationt relevant to one level o7 develomsnt
ﬁo the classifications relevant to the nexts Hor=zover, the
most sipgnificant element inm the theory of types of expres-
slon will be the operetorse For the greet difflculties of
interpretation arise when the new wine of litersry, scien-
tific, and p‘niiosophic leaders cannot tut ba poursd into
the old bottlaes of established modes of expression. In
such cases the type of expression, so far from »roviding

a sure index to the level of meaning, originally vas &n
1m§ediment which tha wrltexr's thought corzld not shake off
and now 2&sily can become & misleading sim-post for the

mwary intarpreter,
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3.4 Limita g Trea

A 1ittle learalng is a dangerous thing,and
the adage has, perhaps, its most abundant illustrations
from the application of logle to the tasks of interpre-
tation, A femilisrity with the elements of logle can be
obtained by a very modest effort and in a vory short tinme,
Until one has made notable progress in cognitional anea-
lysis, one constantly is tempted to mistake the rules
of loglc for the laws of thought. And as all reading in-
volves interpreting, ther: follows automatically the im-
rosition upon documents of meanings and implications that
Moglically? they must possess but in fact do not bear,

It will sarve 1) to brihg home this point,
2) to illustrate In a particular case the significance
of lovels and cuquences of expression, and 3) to indicate
the relativity ﬁo an audience that commonly afflicts ex-
pression, if ve add to our preliminary considerations a
note on the limitations of the treatlse, For the treatlse
i3 subjected logitimately to logical analysis end exten-
siony it uadertalkkes to define all its terms implicitly or
explicitly, to prove all its coucluslons, and to accept
every conclusion that follows loglcally from its premiqﬁgs.
Again, the treatise stands precisely and unambiguously
upon & single lsvel of expression, for 1F5 function
primarily is to presont clearly, exsctly, and fully the

content and the implications of a determinete and coherent
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sat of Insights, Finally, the treatlse approxlmates to
froedon from relativity to an audience, for the practical
insight that governs 1t s verbal flow is an apniication of
logic, :nl tiils practical Insight depends siaply on the
principal insipgnt to be communicated since the treatise
nercilessly disregards the habitual Intellectusl develop-
ment and the anticipated deficlencles In Lasisht of 1ts
readers.

The first llmltation of tha treatise appears
in the expression of 1031& its=21f, For it seoms that the
introduction and the first approximation to one's bhasie
definitions and rules have to be expressed in ordinary
languags, Once one barins to operate under tha guidance
of the definitions smd rules, everything will proceed
antomatically with perfset exactitude and rigor, But one
has Lo take one!s indtial steps Into this realm of auto-
matic seouarity without perfect exactltude and without per-
fect rigor through exproession that 1s relative to an
audienc- and successful. whon the audience happens to be
gized uy correctly.

Thae sscond Limitation of the treatise appears
in the field of mathemextics, Any department of mathematics
ean be cast in the form of a treatise by the method of
logical formalizatio:z, But as GSdel's theorem fmpllies, for
every set of mathematical definitions and axioms there 1s
also & set of further cquestions that arise but cannot be

answered on the basis of the definitlons and axioms, Hence,

mathema ties cannot be Zncluded within a single treatise and,

L.
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no matter how long one's series of treatises may be, there
always will be occaslon for further discoverios and fur-
ther treatises,

furthoer limitations appear whan one turns from
mathematics to such sclences as physics and chemistry.
A logic of terms and relations, unlvarsals and particulars,
is no longer adequate. There are needed distinetions be-
tween terms that speeify experientlal conjupates, explana-
tory conjugates, events, and things; there ars neaded rela«
tions batween expariential conjugates,betv=9n explanatory
conjugates, between things and such relations, and between
conjugatss, fresgnancies, anid svents, Morsover, the greater
logicul complozity 1s only the minor difficulty, For while
static yystom constitutes the intelli;ibility of physics
and chenistry, still our knovledge of such system is on
the move, Its mor:2 or less definltive acquisitions can be
cast quite usefully in the form of a treatice; but the
contenporary state of the question In any sclence never
consists simply In such more or less definitive acqulsi-
tions; there also are tentative solutions, tendencles,
and unsolved nrotlems that point to the lines of future
development yet would bo quite misrepresented 1f eoxpressed
in the form of tho treatise, Accordingly, while the his-
torical development of physics, chemistry, and allied
scliences can be Indicated by an unfinished serles of tres-
tises in sach subject, still the scries of treatises can-
not represent adequately the sarizss of states of knowledge

in the subjects.
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The limitations of tha treatise bocone painfully
evident whien one shifts from +he statie systems of nhysics
and chamistry to the: dynamic systems of biology and psy-
chology. Besides the previous limltations imposed by the
more complex logic an® by the development of onr knowledpe,
there novw avpears & still further difficulty, For the
treatlse exnresses system, and each biologlcesl speeles
and, on the humen lavel, a&:m\_;/ms& each 1r:divl:lual psyche
is system on the movee Unfortunately, treatises cannot
move; definitions and postulates have the eternal quallty
of Platot's 1deas; the3r implications ars perpetually the
sane; but the growth of &n orgunism or thae developmant of
& psyche is a movenent from a generle, rudimentary, un-
differentiated system to a spscific, expert, differentleted
systom: and the pronex concorn of the scientist in the
Tield of genetics ls ot the several stages ol tha dynamic¢
gystem but rathor the operators thaet bring about the
successivae transformations from each stage to the next, Tor
is one to =2ateritain tze hope that some day wk‘xen such oper-t-

| tors are well kiown txiers may bhe developed a more compli-~
cated logic that will handls the operators vith the exackl-

tude, the rigor, &nd the automatic security that now is en-

joved by the mathematical treatisese For nzither the organ-
ism nor the psyche develops exactly, rigorously, and secaraly
it advances tentatively; it adapts to a no‘n-systemat'ic
menifold of circanstance; it is what &t 1s because exacti-
tude, rigor, enl autom:tle security are irrelevant to the
problems that are o be solved only vitally and by conscioas-

g8 s,
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8¢11l further limitations of tho treatlse make
thair appearance'when on2 Hurms to the human level, To
the complexities of genatic maethod thero have now Lo bs
added the graver comolexitles of dislecticel mathod, For
the sake of rcimvlicity we haveo »orked out our philosophice
position in tervs of simple contrasis: 2ither the real is
baing or it is a sub&division In the "alrezsdy out there
nows elther objectivity is raiched by intelligant inqulyy
and ¢ritical reflection or else It ls a matter of taking
a good look at vh:t 1s Toutbt there®; either jtuovwing is
mourtting up the levels of ewporfience, of unierstunding
a:_Jnd formulatdon, of reflcetive gruasp and Judgment, or
else it 18 the meffablé confrontation that makes the
knovm presant to the knower, 8till these cnmtrasts stand
botween extremes, Man live their lives not in the Intellect-
nal pattern of erperlence nor again in the slementary
pattern of asxperisnce but, for the tost part, in sonme
altemation and fusion of the aesthetie, the dramatic, amnd
the practiczsl patterns., In this middle way they oscillate
between tanlenciles to exmphasi ze now the Intellzctual orien-
tation eni now th:=: eclanentary; comuwonly they nover sattle
outripght Tor oither wview: their minds renmain ambivalent
and that amblvalence mocks all attempts to practise Soc-
rates! maieutde art of definition 4n the hope of bringing
them to clear and distinet k:owdledge of what they happen
to mean, Not only must the treatise on human meanings di s-
pense with preclse terms, it also has to got alomg without

definable relatlons, For, &s we have gSeeny common sSense
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consists in a basic nucleus of Insights that never is
utiliz‘éd vEthout the addition of at loast one {urther
insieht Iinm ki situation a* hand, Not only doss this
nucl-eusl IV&;’_""TI’ vith occupation, social group, place, and
tine, but wszoentially 1t is something incomplate; its
contant 13 not relations batween things but a more or
less imvariant element In variable rolations: and that
invariant slement not only is without precise terms,
through which it might be defined, tut also without veri-
fiability titrough which it might be fixed by 1ts corres-
pondence vith concrete situations,

Such,then,are the 1im1§tions of the treatlise
and thay reveal rather convincingly the importance of the
distinct iom between logle as a sclencee ani loglc as a
taockmlqie, Logdc as a sclence may bte deduced from copni-
timal enalysis. Just as motashysies roests on the major
premisﬁ of" thn isomorphism of the structuras of knowing
and of nrojprtionat2 being, so logic rests on the major
premis;{ o7 the parallel between the eonditions of knowing
and the conditlons of possible terns of mewning., Thus,
tarms of possible mesning are subject to principles of

identity and non-contradiction because Juduaant is an

intrinsfeally rational act that affirms or dendlass, Again,

terms of possible meaning are subject to the princinple of
excluded middle as long &s the terms are regarded as
acdepteble; for if one 1s to employ the terms, one has no
third sliernative to affirming or denying thems but, of
eourse, oma commonly can anticipate the occurrence of

further insights, & consequant modification of present
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terms, axil so an elimination of the present alternatives
and thelr replacement by other slternativese Azoin, while

the prineloles ol identity, non-contradiction, aund ex-
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cluded middle primarily repard the act of Juiging and its
full terms of mesning, still the zet of thinkfng, suppos-
ing, dofining, conﬁ[i\yering i1s preparatory to judgment and
anticfpatorily submits to 1ts lawss and so the basic prin. I§

cinles of loglc hold for formal as well as full terms of

meaning, Again, & study of th2 various kinis of insight
provides the ground for tha lopical thaory of universals
and particulars, =2xporientisl anl explanatory conjupatas,
deseriptive and explanatory genara and spaciles »f things,
anl Avistotla¥s explanatory syllogism. Fiaally, the ground
of Judimont 1in the roflezctive grasp of tha virtually une
condl tiorad raveaals the quite 4ifferent basds of valid in-
farencey, vuich i1s of the form, If A, thon B but A:
therefors B; vhere A ani B arae propositions or scts of
propositions,

However, whlle logic as & sclence 13 quite
well-established, it oves 1ts universsllty an? its rigor
to tha simple fact that it deals with unspecified c¢oncepts
and proolems., Hence 1t Aiffers in an essentiad fashion

from logic ac an applied techinique for, as &n eprlied tech-

nique, loirdc deals nmot with indeterminate acts and contents
of concalving and judglor but with the more or less accurate-
ly detexnlned contents of some department of human know- ;
ledge at some stuge of its developmente On the supnosition
that th= knowledge of that department at thut stage is both

fully detzrminate and completely eoharent, logle as a
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technique can be applied successfully. But, in fact,

human knowl=1gce comnonly 1s in process of devalonment

and, to 2 notatls ecxtent, the objects of human knawlolse

also are in process of development. As long as thsy are
develoning, they are heading for the determinacy and
the cohorence that will legitimate the apnlication of
logle as & technique; but until that legitimacy beoconmes
a fact, the uvtility of the technigue conslsts simply

in its capacity to denonstrate the coumonly admitted

view that further progress remains to be made,

"
L.

!




Yo ravhyeics &g Dislagtie | AT i
3.5 roretation and Maf

- Let us bepdin by recalling the stracture of

classiceel anirical metnod, It operates as & palr of
seissors, Its uppur blade consists in a heuristlic étruc-
ture: thwus, the nature to be known will be exprecsed by
some furiction; this function will satisfy differantial
equationis that can be reached from guite genersl considera-
tigns; moreover,' the function will satisfly a cenon of in-
vari‘ance and, in the case of fll sbstraction from obser-
vars, & canon of equivalence as well, The upper blede,
then, 1= a set of.gervralities demanding specific dster-

mination, an® such datermination comes from the lower

blade of working hypothsses, precise' measurom-mts, em-
pir;cal correlations, deductions of thelr implications,
experiments to hest tho deduced conclusions, revisions
of the hypothesls, and so da cano.

How with appropriate modifications theo same
method gin ho gpplied to the problem of interyratation,
For thc; possibility of any interpretation vhatever im-
plies an unper blade of gencralities; snd the existing
technicues of scholars supply a lower blade by which the
generalities can be determined with: ever greuter accuracy.
Moreover, the introdue tion of such & method mects the

problem of relativism, For the relatlvism with vhich

hermeneutics has been afflictad arises, not hecause
gcholurs have bHzen nolecting ths Iower blade that con-
glsts in the extracriinary array of techniques for dealing

with the documents and monuments of the past, but because
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there has not besn awvailable an sppropriate upper blade,
In consequonce they ~ither labored unvier the delusion that

their inquiry was ¥graussetzungslos or elss operasted on the

assunmtions that 1 il not sguare wi;h Itixe single lerfltimate
assunption, namely, that in prizlciple. ant under appropriate
resarvations & correct interpratation 1s possiblu.

¥hat, then, is the upper blade? Xt has
tvo commoaants vabch, respectively, regard mewning and
oxpression, Joth conponents are concrately universal, for
thay regard the potential totulitw of meanings and the
motential totaldly of modes of expression. For tha totallty
of meaninzgs the wypoper blade is the assartiom that the pro-
tean notion of bsdng 1s differentiated by a gseries of
genetlecally wnl d3alectically related unitiowns, For the
totality of modes of expression the: upper blade Ls the
assortion thut thare 1s a genetie process in witlch modes
of exprosslon mova towards their spicialization and differ-
entiation on sharply distingui shable lovels,

In goneral, the mewnlng; andl the grounds
of these two asgertions have beem indlcated in the sec-
tions on the waivaersal viewpoint and on levels and se-
quences of w7pression, Bub on2 nay asik vhether the content
of thos: cactions can he inferred from the nacessary
assunption motioned above, namely, that in principle snd
under appropriate reservations a correct interpretation
is possible, In Favor of an affirmative ansver, the
following argumerit may be aldaced, Since interpretation
hag no mors than a material determinant in the spatially

ordored maTks fomd in documerits, the experlantial, In-
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tellecttial, 03 ratdoral components of tha fnterpratation
have tiiclr proximats source in thz interproter!s e xppar-
1ence, understanding, snd judiment, Hence L1f a corract
interpratation is nossible, it has to b2 possible 1) for
interpretars to procend from thelr own experl mcw, undar-
astanding, an? juigrant to the range of possible p=anings
of documents and 2) for them to d:termine which of the
poasible meanings re t9 be asslgned to ench of the docu-
mants, Unless thay can envisage tha range of possible

meanings, thoy vill exclude a _nriorl som musnims that

L
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are pogsible; and wuch oxelusion mims countar Lo The nogszi- g

bility of covrect Znterpretation. Aguin, unless they can
connact possible mesnaings with actnral documents, -Interpre-
tation again bacom=s impossible, But the possibility of
envisaging the full range of vosslble meandng Liss En the
universal viswasint, and the possibility of coune cting
possibls manin: ¢ with particular docunents Lles in the
ganetic seguwnce that axtrapolates from pragsent to past
correletions bebwesn manin;: and node of expz‘assi.on.
Hovever, one may grant reoadlly eowghs thet
neanings form &8 gemetically and Jdlalectically related se-
quence of unknowns awnld that expreassions dewvelop Lrom the
undif ferentiated to the specialized, The two baske asser-
tions are smmnd, but rhere do they lead? Thowgh Lhe actual
implementation of a method canmnot be tucked into tize corner
of a chapter on & more goneral tople, still some skoetch
seems deslrables To neet this reasonable Aerand, let us
first envisage In suunary fashion the ultimate r=nalts

thiat may be anticigeted, let us secondly confront Che

©
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counter-positions thet Aistord interpratation, and
thirdly let us endeavor to indlcate the canone of &

mothndl cul hermeneutics on the &nalody of the canmns

of empirical methed in such & sclence as phiysicse
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3.6 B Ihe Sketqh

_ The sclence of mathematics provides the physi-
cist with a sharply dsfined fleld of sequences and rala-
tiong anl thereby enables him to ganticipite the peneral
nature of‘&qy‘physical theory, The purpose of the prasent
sketch wil]fbe to perform an analogous service, not indsed
for the actual taek of Interpretation, but at least for a
ennsideration of the method to be employed in performing
thut task,

Pirst, then, envisage the materiuls, They
consist in the totality of documents and monuments, The
docunents my be divided inte primary, secondary, and
tertiary, vhere original comminications are primary,
Interpreta tions of primary documents are secondary, and
eritical stucdies of Interpretations are tertiary, Again,
all the monuments and soms of th@ documents are artistie:
they provide materials or occaslons from which we can
reach insichta; but they do not attsmnt to forzmulate in-
sight s after the fashion of the scientifiec treatiss,
Finally, in viev of ths limitations of the traatise,
there are nemerous gralations of documents from the purew
1y artistic to ever more conscious and dellberate effortis
to communicate a particuler or unlversal viewnoint sxactly,

Secondly, there are tho immanent sources
of meaning, They conmsist 1) in approximately reproducible
human exparience on &1l its levels, 2) orisntated under
approximatoly reproducible blends and mixtures of the
elementary, th: aesthetie, the dramatic, the practicel,
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tha 1nte11-9ctu&1,' and the mystical pattems of axpsr-
ience, 2) iuioramad by the wnitles, dlstinetlions, and
relations ;raspud by accunulations of insights, and 4)
actuated by sots of certaln and probable acts of assont
and dissent,

Thirdly, there are the pure formulutions,
They procecad from ths immanent sources of meaning to
deteminate differentiations of the protean notion of
being, Such Aiffarentistions may be elther ths contents
of single judgments or the c¢outexts constituted by more
or less <cohwerant apprraates of judgments, In elthar case
they are pure formulations i thoy procerd from an inter-
proter that grasps tho universal viewpeint and I they are
adiressad to wn audia=nce that sinilarly grasps the univer-
gal vliewpolnt,

Fourthly, ther: arve the hypothetical expres-
sion.s. Sappost P oto be dnterpreting ¢+ From his {mnanent
sonrees of mnoaauing P will vork out a hypothetical pure
formulstion of Q's context and of the content of Q's
mes sage, But the pure formulation of the content of Q¥s
message procoeds from a universal viewpoint., It has to be
transposed lnto an equivalenf. content that would procesd

from Q's particuler viewpoint, Thet particular viewpoint

- 43 assigned in the pure formulsation of Q's context, Fin-

ally, inmasmich &8s this transposition is effected undexr
the limitaiions of th: ressurces of languzge and of the
channels of comnunication available for Q, there results

the hypothstical oxpression,

92




R P e S ek e e mF R b et o2 fane? ottty VL DU S MR A AL n e T sty

F1fthly, there 1s the control and it is three-
fold, The totality of hypothetical expressioms has to
gtand in a once-to-one correspondence with the totality
of documemts, The totality of pure formulatlons of con-
texts has to exhibit the sequence of developing human
insights, the tendency of positions to unmodified sur-
vival, and the pressure on countor-positlions to shift their
ground or to accept their ovm reversal, Finally, the
totaiity of assumptions on avallable rasources of language
and chammsls of communication has to exhibit the gonetdc
sequence of moides of exvression from the undifferentiated
’go the syacialized,

. Though thils sketch clains to be no more en-
lightening than tho assertion that physics i1s & matheo-
matization of sensible date, 1t will serve to bring out
the significance of the upper blade of method, For that
upper blade forces out Into the open the fact that the
proximate sources of meaning lle in the interpreter's own
experience, understanding, and judgment, It involves an
expliclt acknovledgement of the dancers of merely relative
interpretation and a systematic procedure for circumvant-
ing such relativity by ascending to the universal view-
polnt. It cells for & clear distinctioa betwoen the inter-

preter! s account of ¢'s context, his account of @'s con-

tent, his assumptions regarding Q's resources of expression,

his inferred account of the mannoer in which Q would express
his content in the light of his context through his re-

sources of expression, and finally Q's actual expression,
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It introduces multiple verifications| no-t only mus: hypo-
thetical expression squaxre with actwak e-xpregsion, but
the totality of assumptions regarding resources of ex-
prassion have to satisfy thes genstlic seguence, an? the
totality of pure formulztions of cont=xis have to

satisfy a geneti.::é_ialec tlcal unfolding of human intelli-

gence,
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The' foregoing sike®chr will call forth rather
vigorous resistzace and it 4s of somz importance to
distinguish between different sources of opposition,

The introduction into phaysics of tensor fislds and
eigenfunetions raised a barrier betvwesn the theoretical
physiclsts that zrasped the mathematlics but possesssed no
great skill in handling laboratory sgulpment and, on the
other hand, the experts in =yperimental vork for vhom the
recondite mathematics was sheer mysterye Ln similar
fashion one mey expect the dillent authors of highly
speclalized monographs to bs somevhat bewildered and
dizmayed vrhlen they find thet instead of singly followlng
the bent o& nisir gonius, their aptltudes, and thelr ac~
quired skills, they are to collaborute in the light of
commont but abstruse pringiples and to have fthelr individ-
nal resalts cuazcked by general rsculrements thet envisape
simultaneously the totellty of resualts, 0till, this 1s
the minor resistance, &néd it should cause no greater
dif'ficulty in the field of interpr=tation than its sna-
logue does in physics,

Hajor resistance will spring {rom the comter-
positions, from the conviction that the resl is & sub-
division of the Malrsady out thers nowt, that objectivity
13 a matter of elementary extroversion, and that knowing

anothorts knowledge 1s re-enacting it,
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Onz2 of our basic assertions was that inter-
pretation alps &t dlffarentiating the protean notion of
beling by a s2t of genetlcally and dlalectically r=lated
deterﬁiuations. But if the position calls for dotermina-
tions of baing by an explanatorlly related set of tarms,
the counter-positions call for ths exact opposite. If the
real is the "out there™ and knowing it iy taking a look,
then the {3enl of interpretation has to be as close an
aprroximation as possible to & reconstruction of the
¢inema of what was done, of the ssund-track of vhat was
said, and even of tha Huxleyan "foolie! of the siotions
and gsentiments of the particivants in the Jdrama of the
past. Fortunately, cowrter-positions bring about their
o reversal, Just as Doscartes! vortices violatsd the
canon of relevance that odblipges the scientist to add
nothing to the data except the content of verifisble in-
sights, 20 thix ideal of thoe clitema and sound-irack is
the idesl not of historical secisnce but of historical
fiction. There 1s no verifiable cinama of the past nor
any verifiable sound-track of its spe=ch, The svallable
gvidence lles in spatially ordered marks in documents
and on monuments, ani the Interpreterts business is not
to ereate non-existent evidence but to understand the
evidence that exists., Finally, if his understanding is
correct, it will provide & differentiation of the pro-
tean notion of being, and 1t vill provide no more., The
artist and the teacher, no Qoubt, will endeavor to re-

coristitute the sights and sounds, the feelings and

.

——
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santiments, that help us to recepture the past; but such
racapture is educativey /it nakes &scent to thie universal
viewpoint possible; it propures us for an understanding,
ari appreciation, av exeéﬁtiou of sedmtliflc interpreta-
tion: but in teelf 1t 1s not sclaices

Sceondly, az the counter-positions lsad to
a misconception of the gozl of interpretation, so also
they lead to blunders about the procelures of interpretars,
If ohjectivity &s a matter of elemente1y extroversion,
theen theo objective lnterpr=zter has to hawve mors to look
at than spetially ordered marks on paparg nov only the
marks but also the meanings have £o be "out thoere"; and
the difference betwenan an objnctive dAnterpreter and one
that 1s merely subjective s that the objective :lnt?r-
preter obsarvas simply ths meanings thet are obviausly
Rout there, while the merely subjective interproter

Preadst his own ideas "into® statements thut otwiously

possess quite a different meaning, But tho pledn fact is
that there is nothing Mout there® except spatlally ordered
marks: to appaal %o diction&aries and t»o grammars, to
Linguistie wad styldstic studiaes, 15 to appeal to nore
narks. The sroxlimcte cource of the vhole experiontial
component In tho meaning of both objective and subjective
interpreters lias {n thelzr ouwn experience; the vroximate
source of the whole intellectual component lies in their
own Insights; the nroximate source of thas whole reflective

conponent lies in thoelr own critlcal reflection, If the
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eriterion of objectivity is thae "cbviously_ out there",
then there 15 no objective Anterproetation wh: tevar:
there is only gaping at ordser=d narks, &nd the only
ordar 1s spatded, But 1f th= criterion of oblactivity
1ixin intelldgent incuiry, crltical reflection, and
grasp of the wirtwally unconditionol, thon the hu-bug
about the "on® there? and the simuleted Indiynation
about "raeoding Lnto" are rather co.rwin;fing evidence that
one has vary Aittlo notion of vhat objectivity 1s,

Thiriky, from tho vievvoint of the counter-posi-

tions the introduction of the undversal viewpoint will be
denounced as a pratentious app wd o valn and empty
theorizing, Fwem 1f some possiblo tHility is concedad to

this abstruse procedure, at least Xt ¥1lll be assorted

roundly and confidently that lts value 1s highly hvpo~
thetical and its implications cquite unrelizble mless,
of course, they are confirmsd In tone independent [ushion.,
Now, no doubt, this vier is wery reasonable if neanings
are Mobviously out thereW, But If th: proximats sources

of all meanings &ve immanent, then ol ther those sources

@ | makce the universal viewpoint mssille or not, and cithor

TR ' that pozsiiili+ty is exploite:@ or act, If they do not make

the univorssl wizwoint possible, than obisctlve interpre-
tation of wuotiwr!s msaning 1s impo ssibles for {f there
1s no possible wriversal viewnoint, thore is no possi-

u 'bility of rising above onets personal views an? reaching

without blas vimat the persomal visvs of another are,
Again, if the possibility of tho wundversal viewpoint exists
but 1s not oxplol ted, thon abjsctive interpretation is
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possible but doss not occur, Flnally, sinceﬁobjec'tivity

is to be reachad only through the universal viewnoint,

there is no question of a coxfimation that is independ.

ent of the uniwversal viewpolrit,

Fourthly, comanonly 1t Ls contended that an autnor
has to be dntexprsted in his own tserms. Plauto 1s to he
interpreted by Plato, Aquinas by Aguinas, Kant by Kant.
This coumorl ovidention possesses three indisputable exe-
cellencaes, In the first ploce Lt 1aplemonts tho lexi-
cographlcal principle that the meanings of words emerge
from the senterices in which they ocecur, so that the mean-
ing: of an muthor! s words has to be settled by appealing,
at least proximutely, to his own usagee In th2 second
place it implanmts the evnistemolozical prineinle that
an explunation forms a closed system; il one understands,
then the content of one's und erstanding can be formulatad
only through & set of mutually determining an:d determined

terms and xelatlomnsy acvordingly, 1f one understands

‘Plato or Aquinas or Kant or amyon= olze, then the forma-

lation of one's understanding will be some closed systenm,
and both thie elements of th: system and the relatlons be-
tveen tho eleaent s can be found im the original author!s
ovn stotziants, In the third place, the rule that an
autnor must hae al lowed to speak for himself tends to
exclude ther Lntrusion of anothexr's mentality dnto his
meaning, Inxasmach as tho avthor¥s usage determinss hig

meanings, other nsunings are excluded; and inasmuch as ]

the author! s systom determines ghe relations bietween

his mecning s, other systems axe ecxcluded,
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None the less, Pl:to and Aquinas and Kant keep
ont speaking for thamsclves each J.W videly different
manners when they are allowed to do so by difievent inter-
pratars, Nor is this suronrising, for ther uve long dead,
and their speaking' for thamselves 15 Just a metashor,
Despite its axcellences the mls contains &n obviOus;
rlece of hu:bug, and the root of the humbug is the
counter-position, A Platonic avatar and a repetition of
the dlalogues mlght solve some textusl problems but, by
and large, it woul:i leave the understanding of Plato
exactly whare it was. The proxim.te sonrces of every in-
terpratation are immanent in tiio intexrpratar, snd there
is‘ nothing to be gained by clowiing ths fact or ébscuring
the 1ssue. On .tha contrary, a metholical hermonsutics
demands an open &dnovwletgenant by the interproter of
hls immanent sources of interpretation, of his formula-
tion from a universal viewpoint of hils hypstiiesis on the
context and content of anotherts meaning, of his process
from that pure formulation to the hywiothotical expression,
and of the introduction of multiple controls that chack
interpretations nat only individually against documents
but alro as Loibers of a totality wilhy cormion or inter-
related ausumoblions.

Fiftaly, the counter-positions not only lead to
misconcaptlions of thes goal of Interpretation and to blun-
ders about ths mesns 1o reach the gosl: thay also involve
interpreters in systemetic distortions of the authors
that are to be in térpreted. If one idemntifies the resl with

being, one can ac:nowledge ths reality of the various
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blends ant =zi wtures of the patterns of human experience
enid on= can grusp how thase blends and mixturse generste
confusion aad error on tlie notlons of realdty, abjectiwity,
and Znowrledree Through that grasp one reaches the vwrotean
notion of balrng: Just as belng Ls the mt&?llligerztly
grasped and reusonably affirmed, so what anyone heppens

to think 1s graspad intelligently and effirmed ratsonably,
will be coincident with what he haprens to think is being;

and a&s human utterance, as distinct from gibvhorish, pro-

i
{18
ik

ceeds from putative Intelligence and reasonshleness, a
gi'asp of th= protean notion of being gilves access to the
miverse of possible meanings,

But clearly cnough the counter-positions block
tho identification of th» veal with being, of being with
the intelllzently grasped and reasonably affirmed, and
of the protxn nation of baing with the objects of puta-
tive Intalligext grasp anl ressonsblo affirmetion, It
follows that tae counter-positions bar the way to the

| - ' wniversal vierpoint and to an unblased 1ntex-pretat16n

.‘1 - of an author witnh diffecent views from the intarpreter s,
Thusy, if ong azrees with the loylcal positivists that
mesning refexs to sonsible data or to signs that refer

‘ . : to sensiblo date, then one must conclude that the majority

| of philosophors have been indulging in nonsense; it will
follow that a history of philosophy 1s engzuged mainly in

)4 S cataloguing and comparing different brands of nonsense;

and 1t will be & matter of small moment just how much

nmsgenge of what brand s attributed to this or that

/ i
I nhillosopher. 3¢ ons agrees with existentialist opinion,
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then one has no choice but to accopt R. Hultmann's
program o~ s11-ling out tha axistentlal =alanonts in the
Hew Testemt «nl of namlng the rest of its coitent myth,
IT on» takes onels stand on the ambivalonce
of average common sense that lives in somo blend of the
sesthatle, dramatic, and practical patterns of sxperlonce
with occasional forays into the biological and intellectual
pattems, then one cun obtain a base of operztions for en-
terdng into th: mentality of another age and interpreting
1ts documents only by some putative re-ensctment in one-
self of {ts amhivalent hlend of the aestiatic, dramatic,
end practical putterms anl of 1ts forays into the blologli-
cal and Intellectuval vatterns, 8o thare arises the pro-
blems of determining, not differentiations of the protean
notionn of being, but imaglinative and emotive reconstruc-
tions of the Nature Neligions, of tue Greek mystories,
of Eschatolo;y and Apocalyptic, of traiitional and
Hellenistic Julaismy, of the Christian Urgemeinde and
Paulinisn. (o the many solutions to thesc problems glve
rise to problems of quite & new order: for within the

protean notion of baing the transition from one differ-

entlation to another 1s the quite determinate and deter-

minable process of changing patterns of experdience, accumu-
lations of {nsights, and sets of judgments; but the trans-
ition from one imepinatlve and emotive reconstruction to

aniother is condemned by its very nature to be a mere transe

- mogrification; peopls begin by percelving and feeling in

one manmer; tasy and by percelving and feeling in another:

and therc are no imaginable percaepts or reproducible re-
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vulsions of feeling that could link verifiably their
beginning to their ende

Finally, ii‘_l one agresas with Scotus thet words
correspond to conceptsy, and that concepts ars the cone
tents of fictitious spiritusl acts of looking at the
formally distinct aspects of things, then the meenings
of vords cannot vary vithout a corresnonding varistion
in concepts, end concepts cannot vary without a corres-
ponding variation in tkinss. It follows that besic
problems of {nterpretution simply cannot exist, One has
only to define enough words clearly ani exactly to arrive
‘at the exact meaning of anyone slsels words, Tne uwniform-
ity of nature guarantees the wniformlty of concepts: the
uniformity of concepts guarantses ths uniformity of ver-

bal mesnines, 411 that is needed is a good dose of con-

u\,ﬁ,wwy%\ ’q@g)/ersy s aud thon, &1k honest men will hold =xactly

similar opinions,
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348 S Canons for a Met al H 3

An interpretation 1s tho expression of the
meaning of another sxpression., Xt may be literary or
seientdric, 4 litsrary interpretation offers th-o images
and associations from which a reader cun reuch the in-
sights and form the judgments that the int=rpreter be-
liaves to corresoond to the contaent of the oripginal ex-
pression, A selentlfic fnterpratation is concerned to
fornulate th: ra2leovant insights and judgments, and to do
so in a manner that 13 consonant with sclentific collavora-
tion and sciuntific control,

A methodical hermenecutics necessarily is limited

to scientific Interpretatlons, and so the canons to be

suggested will not bo of interest to interpreters that
cast the rTesults of tnelr investigatlons in literary form,
Inversely, there can be no valild objections against the
ganons on the score that they are not compatible with
literary procedures, with the needs of the average raader,
with thhe demand of the publishing trade for books that
sell, and so forth,

Thera 1s a furtiher linitation on the scope of
the canons, Our problem has been the relatlivity of inter-
pretations, and our solotion has heen to apuweal to the
upper blaedz of wn empirical method. For this rsason the
canons vwill alm siaply at sunmarizing the conclusions thet
already have baen reached, Obvi'ously enough, a complete

method cannot be outlined in a suh&section of & chapter
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that deals with & quite different tonic, aid so no effort
will he made to speclfy the numerous and comslicated
tachniques of the lowar blade of & methodical hermeneutics,
First, then, there is a2 canon of ralevance.
It demends that the interpreter begln fxom &he universal
vievwpoint and thet his interpretation convey somne differ-
entiation of the protean notion of baing, By baginning
from the universal viewnoint there {s eliminated the
relativity not only of the Intarpreter to h&s prospective
audlence but also of both interpreter &l auilence to
places and times, schools and sects, By plicing the mean-
ing of the interpretation withiin the protean notion of
beilng therz ure secured 1) & common fisld for all possible

interpretctions, 2) the possibility of an avact statement

of the differences between opposed interpretations, nd
3) a reasonable hope that such oppositions will be elimin-
ated by further appeals to the available data,

Secondly, there 1ls a canon of explanation,
The interpreter!s differentiation of the protean notion
of being must be not descriptive but explanatory, It wiil
aim &t relating, not to us, but to one another, the con-
tents and contexts of the totality of docunments and in-
terpretations, As long as interpretation remalns on the
descriptive level, 1t may happen to be correct but It
cannot =scape the relativity of a manifold of interpre-
tations to a manifold of audiences: in turn, this rela-
tivity excludes the possibllityv of scientifie collabora-

tion, scientific control, and scientific advance towards
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conmonly accented results,

The axplenstory differentiation of the protean
notion of beinp involves thres elements, First, there is
the genetic sequence in which Insizhts gradually are
accunnlated by mene Secondly, there are ths dialectical
alternatives in which accumaulated insights are formulated
with positions inviting further development and counter-
positions shifting tholr ground to avoid the revexf&l they
demand, Thirdly, with the advance of culture and of
effective education, there arises the possibility of the
differentiation and smecilalization of modes of expression:
&“"‘L’T“”&\ and since this develoxﬁgnt conditions not only the exact

comnunication of insights but also the discoverer's own

grasp of his discovery, since such g¢rasp and its exact

comnunicatinon intimately are coanected with the advance of
positions and th2 reoversal of counter-positions, the three
elanents in the explanatory differsntiation o! the nrotean
notion of being fuse into a8 single sxplanation,

To avold confusion and misunderstanding, it

will not be amiss to draw attention to the possitdldty

of an explanatory Interpretation of a non-explanatory
meaning, The original vriter's meaning may have its source
in insights into things as relsted to him and, in all
probabllity, he will have neither a c¢lear notion of what
1s neant by insight nor any distinct alvertance to the

) 4 occurrence of his insightse 5till, hvpothesi, ke had

| ; ' the insights and they provided a source of his monning

moreover, the insights he had were or vere not different

} from the insights of other earlier, contemporary, and
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later writers; end 1f they were different, then they
stood in some genetic and dlslectical relations with
those other ga2ts, Nov 1t 1z thirough these genetic and
dialectical relations th»t interpretetion 1s oxplenatory,
It 1s through these genetlc and dialectical ralations
that explanatory interpretation concelves, deflnes, reach-
¢s the insights of a given writer, Accordligly, Lt in no
vay invelves tlic innoubation of explanatory knowledes to
& nind the v nosuessed only descriptive Knowledge, It is
concernad to reach, &8s exactly &s possible, the descrin-
tive knovledge of the writersy, P, Q, B, .. &nd L1 attempts
to do so, not by offering an unverifiable inventory of the
insights enjoyed respectively by P,Q,R,s., but by estab-
1ishing the verifiable differences between Py, ¢, B, +ve
Because 1t approaches terms through differences, tecause
the diffarences can be explained genetically an? dlalect-
leally, ths dnterpretation of non-explanatory meaning is
1tself explsnatory, |

Thirdly, there i3 a canon of successive
apnroximations. The totality of documents cennot be inter-
prated sclentifically by é single interpreotar or even by
& sinpgle goneration of Interpreters, There must be a
division of.labor, and tha labor must be cumalative,
Accordingly, the fundamental nsed 1s for relisble prin-
cip}es of criliclsm that will select what 1s satisfactory
ans:z;rrect'wmat is unsatisfactory in any contributions
that are made, VWith such principles the end of even a

stupendous task is already somehow 1in 3ight, On the other

0 j ' :- A
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hand, withont such principles, even enormous and indefine
itely prolonged labors may merely mova around in an in-
conclusive circle,

A first prinecinle of critieism 1s scpnlied
by ths demand for e universal viewnolnt, Morcover, this
demanid possesses ths requisite dynamic character, For
though a contributor falls to present his results 4n terms
of the protean notian of baing, a critlc can proce=d fron
that mntion to a deterainstion of the contributor's par.
ticular viewpoint, he can iIndicate how the partlicularisn
probably would not invalidate the contributor!s work, and
on the othsr hand, he can sugpest to others working in
the contritutor's special fleld the points on wiich his
woTk ﬁay nizzl revision,

A sscond principle of criticisn is supplied
by thie conditlons of the extrapolation of meening, Procim-
ate sources of meaning are immanent in the intervreter,
and from them he hes to reach the meaning of some other
vritere The first condltiom of such ean extrapolation is
an sdequste self-knowledge. Is he sufficiently aware of
the diverse clenrents of human experience, of the different
mamers in which insights &ccumulste, of the nature of
‘reflection and juzdgment, of the various patterns of human
axperience and the consequent varieties of philosonhie
views and pre-philosophic orientations? The second con-
dition of the extrapolatiom i3 that 4t 1s to the meaning
of & nan at a different stage of human development. Becauyse

it is to tho neoaning of a man, there must be recognized
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some general ordicntation in living, some measurs of

critical reflection, soms insight, some Tlow of exper-

lence. Bacause it is to a meaning at a different stage
of human development, there czn bde invoked a merging of

the clear and distinect into thiv obscure and undifferent-
iated., Because all stupges o development are linked geneti-
eally and dia]isfifélly, it should be possible to retrgce

/W /.é H-‘J‘.at._
? Jdge—the—gap rom the past to thenuntvesa&}

A third principle of criticism results from
the genehic s=zquonce of wmodass of expression and the re-
current gap bet..gen meaning end exprassion, For expression
is an 1nstrumental act of m=eaning; it results from -rin-
clpal acts of conception and Judgment: the principal acts
follow from the immanent sources of meaning: an?l so, onuce
sources have been tapped, it 1s only & matter of normal
ingenuity to dsvelop appropriate modes of exprassion, It
follows that once any stage in the development of meaning
has become propagated and established in a cultural milieu,
there will result an sppropriste mode of expression to
bear witness'to iis existenée. But it &also follows that
new meanings can be expressed only by transforming old ' *
modes of expression, that tlie greater the novelty, the
less prepared the sudience, the less malleable the pre- .
vious mode of expression, then tae greater will be the

initlal pgap betwasn meaning and expression and the more ?4

prolongaei will ba the period of experimentation in which

the new ideas are forging the tools for their own sxter-

Jorization,

0 ) o
) . o } 'Mﬁ\‘,____,;_,,
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way done and the sound-track of what wzg =sald can bha

) ?/j 110 2 4

A I‘ourth principle of criticism is to be dardved
from the goal, It 15 truth anl the criterion of truth is
the virtually uwncondi tloned. Bacause the proximate
gources of interpretation are immunent in the interpreter,
avery interpretation is, at first, no more than & hvpo-
thesis. Because initlally 1t is no more thin a hynothesis,
1t can become probadle or certain only by aprroximating
to the virtually uwneonditioned oxr by reaching it, The
question, then, is not how rany peonle say it is obwvlous,
nor how great is thelr mutasrity snd renown, but simply
vnat 1s the evidence, Nor is evidence some pecullar sheen

para) _
or convineing glanor, Itm,\ ths coharence of the hypothesls
with the unlversal vierpolnt, with tha genetic and dialect-
iecal T”lutJOsl‘“ betwesn successive stages of meaning, with
the gfamtlﬂ sequanece of modes of expression and the re-
current gaps batween meaning and nxnressioﬁfmwn-lﬂ\,
the fulfilment offered by the data of docunments and monu-~

mente for this wide-ranging and multiply inter-locked
coherence.

Fourthly, there is a canon of parsimony, and
it has two aspects, On its negative side, 1t excludes

from consideration tha unverifdable. The cinepa of what 1

imagined but cannot he wverified, They pertain not to
sclence but to fiction, On its positive side, tho ccnon

of parsimony invokes the rasourcses of critical raflection,

Because the relativist {fails to distingulsh betveen the
formally an? the virtually unconditioned, he demands a

comnlets oxzlanatlon of evarytning before passing any

- e Ll AT e
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juignent on anything. On the other hend, prscisely be-
cause a dictinction is to be drawn betweon the formally
arid thie virtually unconditioned, it 1s both possible and
salutary to illuminate with intermediscte certitudes. the
Iongs wey to complats sxnlanation, When sufficiont evidence
le not Torthcoming for the mors dAetalled Interpratation,
1t may be aveileble for a less ambitious prono.ncement,
Yhen & pocltive conclusion cannot be substantizted, a
miber of negativa conclusions nmay be possible and they
vill serve to bracket the locus of future, successful
inquiry, Moreovar, in the measure that the universal viex-
peint is reached, radical surprises are excluded; in the
neasure that extrapolation is not to future but to pact
neanings, the relevant insipghts do not call for the dis-
coveries of genius but simply for the thoroughness of
painstaking and intelligent analysis: in the mesgsure that
eveptually thare was closed the gap that once existed be-
tweori ordginal msaning and availabla resources of axnresg-
sion, Lt 1s possible to hsgin from the leter, more ade~
'ﬁﬁw | guate expression and remount to the origin of the ideas
‘ | in tha initial, transforming stresses and strains in lin-
guistic usage.

Fifthly, there 1s a canon of residues.
Fust as the Ii:1d of physics contains a non-systematic

@omponent, 30 also do the fields of meaning, of expression

as rel:ted to meaning, of expression as grounded in dme.

anfc constellations of the writer's psyche, and of docu-

ments 1n their origing, their production, and their survival.é
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Just as the physiclst deals with the non-grsteratic by
combining dnverse with direct insighta, s also mast the
interpreter, Finally, just as the actual frequencles
of physical avants ara to be known only by cbservation ;
and oomiing, $0 also the 1n'torpreter has to acknowladre
a rosldua of mere matters of fact,

On the lavel of meaning it &s Inportant
1t to ewnfuse th: gonetic with the diglectical, An in-
Telligent oriter alvences in insizght as he writes. At
tlmes, his fresh insights will be sa basic that he 4s
forced to destroy what te has written an'l to begin afresh,
So 1t comes about thut paragraphs, sections, chapters, I
series of chapters, e@vsn volumes are rewxitten, But there
1s & liplt to huran endurance, and so it elso happens that
the rewriting 1s not dong, thet the shift in vierpoint 13
umnoticed or thet 1t is noticed but corrected inadequately,
Again, the Intelligsnt resder advancas In insiyht &5 he
reeds, ani this advance of the r:ader miy be anticipated
oy tho writer, So the present work has been writton from
& moving viewpoint: earlier sections and chapters do ot
o o | presuppose whet con beo treated only later) but later see-
R | tions and chapters do presuppose what has been presented |
: ‘,‘ | ' In the successive, sver broadening stages that precede, ‘.
| j o - Yow from the viewpoint of the electromic

; S computer, which coincldes with the viewnint of logie as

v f | - & technique, such a procedure is 1lleg itinate, System has
Ih
i

to be statde system, System on the move has to be outlawed,

The dynamlen of 1ife and of intelligence may be facts but

4 ' the facts are not to be recognized, If {4 1s indisputable
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that the same author has written in the light of a moving
accunulation of insights, then he 1s to be named not
intelligent but incoharent, On the other hand, if the
identity of th:» author is not indisputable, then in the
nans of loplc as a technique the alleged inconzrerices

axre to be removed and ths ons author is to he divided

up into a number of different man, Plainly with such
¢onclusions wvie are not inclined to agree, dc was arrued
im tho section on the limitations of tho treatlse, the
ralevance of logic as a technique 1s oxtremely restricted,
hat the interpreter has to jrasp is the meanin: of a manJ}
and, 1In tii maceure thet mon are intellijent, In that mes-
sure thay can bho axpected, unless the contrary 1s demon-
strated, both to write in the 1ight of ever accurulating
insights and to adliress intelligent readors,

Not only does hunan meaning have 1ts source
in a moving system but also it 1s subject to the stress
end distortion of the counter-positions and, in the limit,
of mythic consciousness. Xt is here that the interpreter
has to deal with the dialectical, with the intrusion of
thie non-systematic into moving system, with the amblvalent
tendency of the countoer-position and the mythical eitler
to bring about its owm reversal or to attenpt to save 1t-
saalf by perpetually shifting 1ts ground, But on this as-
20t of the problem of interprstation mnough has bean sald
already in insisting uron the universal viewpoint and in
defining tih: vork of Interprsting as differentiating the

protean notion of baing.

Il
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¥hen one turns from weaning to expression of
meaning, similar problems arise. There is a genetic ab-
sonce of statlice systom in expression when new ldeas have
to be exteriorized thirough a gradual transformation of
prior modes of expression. Then the tensiox between msan-
ing and expression will be at 1ts maximum &t the beginning
of the movemont: imsges and words that previously bore an
established significance appear in strange collocations:
thay strugele under a burden of meaning thet thoy do not

succed in conveying: dqulte suldenly thoy pass out of

ceurrency to ba replaced by fresh efforts, and these in

turn may have t..cir day, only to yield, so to speak, to
a third generation of vords and imsgess finally, if the
movenant endures, the transformations of language do not
end urtil &8 technical vopcabulary on an axplanatory basis
is established, In contrast with the foreyring genetic
process, there ls the ambivalence of allegorys tha in-
tellipible is being comuunicated through the szsasibles
the known unknown of intellect is manifosted through the
images and feelings associcted with the operator on the
sensitive levels, But from the nature of thr case, critical
roflactlon is heupsered and so, while thiv ba sic contant of
the allegory may be mystery, very cesily it is mingled
with myth, Thus, the Iranian contrast of llght and dark-
naess corresponds to our ovn cantrast betweemn the detached
and disl:sirasted desire to know and tihae in texrfersnce of

other desire; but wiidle the Iranien allsgory expands into

the personification of a cosmic dualism, into & pantheon,

;‘uu e g
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and into an ~xtrinsicist theory of history, our corres-
ponding c¢ontrast has lod to a conflict Impanent in the
dramatic Iindividual and expariding into & dialactic of
soclal and cultural life. o 1t is that Iranlan thought
may be sald to begin in mystery only to end in myth,
Expression not only 1s an instrument of the
principal ackts of meaninz that resida dn conception and
;judgment but also a prolonge®ion of tiin psyehlce flow From
percepts, memories, Imagesy @anl feslin s Into thz shaplng
of the countenance, the movenwit of the henls, wnl the
utberance of the words, In ckildhood we losrnt to speak:
In vouth we wore trained In Ietters: but In noither pro-
cedure Adid ve come to grasp Just where our words come
from or =iy they are just what they hapyen to be, In brief,
our spe:ch an. vrlting are dasically automatisms, and our
consclons control supervenas only to order, to s2lact, to
rgvise, or to ref:ct, It folloews that =xpressiosn hears
the signature not only of the controlling neaning but also
of the nnderlylng psychic flov, enl thut padnstaking study
will reveal in the automztic part of ¢amposition the re-
currence of charucteristic patterns to which tieir author,
in all pyobability, naver adwerted,

How this fact possesses its significancs,
but 1ts proper apyraclatiorn: calls for a distinction be-
tween the syctematic, the genetle, anl the incldental,
Thers i3 a systauatic component inasmuch as exprassion
proceeis automatically from the Aynamic stractures of the
psyche, There is a8 gonetic cononent imasnuch as the
dynamic stroctures of the pavreie satisfy not a static

!

|
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system but & system on the rove, Finally, there Lg an
incidental component inesnuch &: tho sensitive aato-
matism miy be Interrupted at any noment by tho intara
ventlon of the principal acts of meaning anl, for raasons
that canuot be reconstructad and, still less, verifiad,
give rise to a different usage or an un<xpaected turn of
phrase., To 1llustrste thaso »py.nts, one may take Luto-
slawski? 5 woll-knowmn study of Plato and obzerve that the
gyctematic ooympoamt grounds the possibility of the ine
vestligation, the genetic com-onant grounds thz concluded
relative chroqology of taw Jddulogues, snid the incidental
comnonent requlres that tis argument should be besed, not W
on ripid criteria, but on relatiwve actual frequenciess

Finally, there are non-systematic recddues

host of accidents can onter dnto the ‘lecisiors that led to
their production, into thns circwstences under which tley
wer2 composed, into ths arbitrariness that soverns thelr
survival, Much that is obscure, ambiguous, uexplained,
wonld bae illuminated,.we?e 1t not for the lamwted hand
of destructlive tine, ware we uwore faniliar with former
modes of compilation and composition, were our informa-
tion o antuors aa? orlging more complotes Much thet 15
unknovn o us may yot be discovered. But, porhaps, 1t
will not be amiss to recall that a profouni difference
exists between generai end particular hypotheses, For
the'general hypothesis has general presupvositions and

implications and g0 4t can be tested in a varlety of
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marmers; in cwmtrast, the partieular hypothesis is an

&ad hoe construction) 1t might be true but it also might
be mere fiction and, uvifortunstely, there is aot the
avallable evidence that wonld encble ona to dsclds which
of these altermatives 135 correct, It follows from the -
cann of parsimony, vhich restricts sclentific pronounce-
ments to the verifiable, that holes in their evidence

at times forece interpreters to prefer a frank confession
of lgnorance to plausible guesses thet nhead beyond the

comfines of sclence,
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3.9 Conclusion |

As owr study of insight bogan f{rom an analysis of
the procedures of mathsmatics and of ths natural sciences,
so the pressnt endeoavor has beaen to draw upon *the con-
saquent theories of obj-ctivity ant meaning to outline
the possibility of a genz2pral hoeuristie structure for a
matho:dical hemmaazutdices, While the practical siicnificance
of such & sbtructure can hardly appear bafore it is com-
plemented witn the array of concrete technlgues familiar
to the historical inguirer, at lesst it is once apparent
that tha present aceount of insight into the insights of
others possessaes pactillar relovance at a time when theoret-
ical differences of a pnilosophlc charactor so frequently
constitute the nrincipal cause of divergence not only in
the conclusiony reached but also in the mathods employed
by othierwise compatent investigators. Howover, vwhile
readers, perhaps, will bz more interectad in.suuh rossible
aprlications of ths proposed method, 1t vill not be amdss
for us to draw attention once more to the fact thit our
primary Intention is somevhat differant. Hotannyedies has

-

been daffiza? as the Integral hauristice structure of pro-
portisn: t2 belny, anl so the zsxistence of a hauristic
gtructurs for intorpretation brings under metashiysics the
interpretation net only of leass general utterances hat
also of svery wossible philosophy and metauhysics. A
similar claim would be made, of course, by Hegelianism,
but betveen the Helslian view and our ovm there sxists
the important @ifference that th= idealist pasitinn with
its allaged dimlectical nacessity has to pretend to be

complete independently of non-systematic matters of fact,

o )
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while our rsalism Permits us not only to respect bhut

even to include every valid conclusion of empirical

hurnan scilencs,
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