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Se The Objective IMleld of Common Sense,

The apnarently modest and secure undértaking
of common sense lg to understand thinw=s in their.relations to
ug. Unfortunacely, vwe change; even the acquisitlon of comuon
gense 1s a chanse in ug; and sc in the precedine section we
at{ompted
wadbvpook an investiration of the biolocical, assthetle, artistie,
intellectual, drametic subhject to which common sense rolates
things, DBut if the development of commeon sense is a chunme in
its subject, stlll more obviossly coes it involve a chanse in

1ts object. bbdve onlinre uithe

OWINRRIAPT Common sense i1s pracitical. It secks lmouwledse,
not for § he sake of the allered plensure of contemplation, but
to use Inowledr~e in making and deling, HNoreover, this malking and
doing involve a transformation of man and his environment, so
that the common sense of a rrimitive culture is nok Lhe conpon
sense of an urbhan civilizotion, nor the com-on sense of one
civiligalbion the common sense of snother, IHovever elaborate

nrd

the experiments of the wmpmniaméfscientist, his ronl is always

to come closer to natural obiects and nstural relationships.
But the practicaliby of comnon sense enmenders and maintalns
enorrions structures of technolory, economics, politica, and
culture, that not only separate =on from noture but also

add a serles of new levels g® or dimensions in the net-work
of human relationships, No less than the sublective, the
objective fleld of courmon sensé'must be explored, for the
development of comon sense invelves a change not only in us,
to whom things are related, but also in the things, which are

rolated to us.

( oy .........M e e GJ




s e L b iy

Common sense Sel

Jel Practical Comnon Sense.

In the dpama of human living, human intellirence
is not only art.stic but also nractical, At first, there apnears
1ittle to differentiate ﬁan from ths neasts, for in primitive
froit-cathering culbures nunrer is linked to eating by a sluple
sequence of bodily movements., But primitive hunters tale time
out from hunting to make spears, and yrimitive fishers take
time ous from fishine to make nets., Leither spears mr nets

- amd-
in Lhemselvas are objectqg of desire. Still mithncmeeﬁ~%ab¢&;\
tney are fashioned bacause, for »nractical intelli-ence, desires
are recurrent, labor ls recurrent, and the comparatively brilefl
time svent mating spears or nats is amply coﬁpensated by the
greater easex with viilch more zome or fish is taken on an
indefinite geriea of occasions.

loreover, such an interventlon of intellizence
1s itself recurrent. As products of human inaenuity, Spears
and nets 1lluztrate not only the idea of the old mechanical
arts bul alsc the more recondite idea of modern technolooy,

As pieces of material sguipment, tie same objlects ars EE; initial
instences of the 1dea of capital formation., NWow the history
of man's maverlal pabadls proaress lies easentlally in the
expansion of those ideas., As inventions accumulato, they

set problems calling for more inventions. The new Ilnventions
complement the old only to su~gest further improvements, to
reveal frcsh possibllities and, evenbually, %o call forth

in Tturn Lhe succession of Rixkzr mec-anical and technological

hisher viowpoints thalt mm¥k mark epochs in men's meterial progress.

Moreover, Lhis advance of presctical intellirence is registered
not merely in memory and, later, in books, bult more obviocusly

in concrete products, in wools and buildines, in the ever
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increasing manifold of apourtenances of laborers, craftsmen,
merchants, nnd ®Xx carriers, Thus, in correspondence with
each stage in the development of practical intelll-ence, there
1s a2 measure and struectu e of caplial formation, that is, of
things prqduced and arranged not because they themselves are
desired but because faey exnecdite and accelerate the process
of supply.nr the coods and services that are wanted by consumersd,
Agaln, In coryespondence vith each advance of cractical
intelli:ence,. there is a technolorical ohsolescence of capital
equipment, The 0ld shdéps still have their shelves and counters;
the old moehines may suffer no material or mechanicnl defect,
But the new modsls nroduce tetier roods more efficiently; and
trade now valks on Pivems different'streets
Aﬁﬁxe%ASQGZiijlon of new practical ldeas and bneir

soncratenoeidnaddon sgdnot toke place without human coope?ation.
@h@g.demandsa diviasion of labor and, at the same time, %hegzaefines
the lines alons which labor is divisible, Eﬁﬂg}invitGSmenz to
specialize in the skilful use of parb’/cular tools and the
expeditiouvs performance of parb.cular tasks. Bex calls forth
some economliec system, some procedure that sets the izb halance
between the production of consumcr r~oods and new capital formation,
some mcthod that settles what guantities of what ~oods and
serv.ces are 0 be gupwnlied, some device for assisning tosks
vo iIndividuals and for distributing amons them the common
product.,

As technoloay evokes £l sconomy, so the economy
evokes the polity. Most men smet ideas, but the & ldeas reside

in different minds, and the different minds do not quite agree.

Of itself, communication only reveals the disparity. hat

ls wanted 13 Xexzarszkip persnasion, and the most effective Puﬂuadmr'
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becomes a leader, a chief, a pollitician, & statesman. Ior

the provlem of effective azreement is recurrent. BEech step

in the process of technoslorical and economic Gevelopment is

an occagion on which minds differ, new insl-hbs hnve to be
communicated, enthusiassm hes to be ronsed, and o common declslon
nust e reamched, BeyoAd the common sense of the laborer, the
technician, the éntrepreneur, thera 1s the political specinllization
of comuiion cense., Ita taesk is to provide the catalyst thab

brimg brings men of common sense tossther., It i1s an incomplete
accwaulsvion of insights to be complemented and modified by

the Curtiwr insi hts that arise from the situation In hand.

% involves some understanding of industry and of commerce

but its special f{ield is deal nm with men. It has to discemn
wien to push for full performance and when to compromise,

when delay is wi.sdom and ~hen 1t spedls disaster, vhen widesiread
consent must be avaited and when action must be talken In spite
of oprosition., It has to be able to comnnd attention and o
win confldence, to set fo th concr:tely the essentlals of a

case, to make its own decislons and secure the agreement of
others, to initiate and carry ihroush soms sectlon of that

g kv ‘et aorlatlohnllon.es Landl otk 76 dpénse s

seriation of social resvonses meetlng social challenges

that Arnold Toynbee in his Study of History has so lavishly

and brilliantly illustrated.

3,2 The Dynamie Structure,

4s Iin the Tields of physics, chemlstry, and
biology, so0 in the field of human evenis and relationships
tiere are claussicnl and statistical laws that combine con-

cretely in cumulatling sets of schemes of recurrence. For
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the advent of man doss not abrogate tihe rile of emersent pro-
bability. Humwn actions are recurrent; sheir TeCUrrence is
rogulars and the =y resularity ls the functioning of a scheme,
of a patiterned set of relations thet vields conelusions of the
type, If sn X oceurs, then an X will recur. Children are horn
only to crow, mature, and be~et children of thelr own. Inventlons
outlive their inventors end the)memory of tleir oricins, Capital
1s eaplital because 1vs ntility lies not in 1tself but in the
accele ration it imparbks to the stream of uszful thinma, The
peoliticuld machinery of amreewent and declision 1s Lhe narmanent
vet self-adaptine source of an indell.ilte 3% series of asreements
and decisions, Clearly, schewes of reenrrence exist and function.
No less clearly, their functioning is not inevitable. A population
can decline, dwindle, vanish. A wvest technolorical expanslon,
robbed of its techniecians, would become a monument more intricote
but no more useful tien the pyramids. An economy can falter
thourh resources and cap.tal enninment abound, thourh sltill
crieg gx for its oproriunity and desire for skill's product,

asks for
though labor Afg/f4 work and indusiry is sarer to employ 1b;

then one can prime the pumps and make X oceur; but because the
schemes are not functioning properly, X fails to recur.
As Ghe pmixk economy, so too the polity can fall apart, In

a revolution violence ~oes unchecked; laws lose thelir meanings;
governments isspe unhoeeded decrees; untll from sheer weariness
with disorder men are ready to accevt any authority that can
assert itself efffectively., ¥st a revolution is merely a
passing sitroke of oparalysis in the stave, There are deeper
ills thav shwovw themselves in the long~sustained decline of

nations and, in the 1limit, in the disintesratlon and decay of
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whole civiligzations. Schemes TLhat once flourished lose their
ef ficacy and cease to functlons in an ever more rapid succession,

28 crises multiply and remedies hiave mver less effect, new

Schemes are introduced; fevorish effort is followed by listlessness;

the sitnation becomes rermarded as hopeless; in a tullicht of
gtraitened but sraciouns living wen await the catalvtic trifle
That will reveal to?thmxxazi& gurrrised worlid the end of a
once brilliant daye

Still, if human affairs fall under the dominion

of emergent probhability, they do so in th+ir own way. A planetary

system results from the conjunction of the absatract laws of

machanics with a suitable concrete set of mass-velocities,

In parallel fagshion U ere nre numan achomes tint emerse and
e, Dt focgry Oms ‘

function autonetleally, fasom shaconfunction of abstract laws

and gpopalete, conerate circumstances. But, ag human intelll-

mence develops, tlere 1s g sivnif;cant.égunqgchnnge of roles,
Less and less importance abtoches to the probabilities of
avpropriate constellations ¢f circumstances, More and more
importance atitaches Lo the probabilities of the occurrence

of izmxith insirht, communication, rersussion, apreement,
decislon,., Man doss not lwwe to walt for his environmment to
make him, His dramatic living needs only the c¢lnes and the
opportunities to oririnate ikwxwakbtimg and maintain its own
setting, The advance of techmology, the formation of capital,
the development of the sconomy, the evolution of the state
are not only intellisible hut also Intellirent. Becanse they
are intelligihle, they c¢an be understood ns are the workings
of emergent probability in the f'ields of phvsics, chemistry,
and biology., Bub sawsetfhey becanse they also are incrwuasingly

Intellirent, increasingly the fruit of insirht and desision,
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the analogy of merely natural process hecomes ls ss and less
relevant, .hal possesses a hi<h vrobability in one country,
Oor period, or civilization, may possess no probadbility in
another; and the sround of the difference may lie only sliently
in outvard and palpable material factors and almost entirely
povenblally
in the set of insirhts that are accessible, persuasive, and//
operative in the community, Just as In the individual the
normally

stream of conscl-usness/selects i1ts own course out of the
range of neurally determlned alternatives, so too in the
group commonly accesaible iInsirhbs,mnd disseminated by communicatblion
and persuasion, mudify and adjust menuslitles to determine =znd
the couras of nistory out of the alternatives offered by
emergent probabilliy.

Such is the hirh sirnificance of practical
comnon senge, and 1t will not he amlss, I believe, to pause
and make certain that we are not misconceiving it., For the
practical common sense ol a ~roup, llke all common sense,
ls an incomple.e set of Insirhts thot is ever to be completed
ix d:fferently in each concrete situation. Its adaptation is
too conuinuonus and repid for it ever to stand fixed in some
set Ef definitions, nostulates, and deductlions; even were
it outfitted, like David in Saulls armor, with such a losical
panoply, it could be validated neither in any abstract realn

. 0l reumilers afany 4o

qf reilations of Ti:inzs to one another nor ln ew 5 X
of concrete situations. As its adaptation is continuous,
80 its growth 1is a8 secret as the rermination, the divislon,
the differentistion of cells in seed and shoot ané plant.

Only ideal republics spring in full stature from the mind

of man; the civil communities that exist and function know

e
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only a story of thelr origins, only en ontline of thelr develop-

ment, only an estimate of their vresent complexion, For the

bractical common sense, operative in o community, does not

6xiat entire in the mind of any one man. It 1s parcelled out

amons many, to vrovide each with an understanding of his role

and task, Lo mele evary cohbbler an exm rt at his last, and

no one an exuert In another's field. So it is that to under-
even a static

stand the working of # socisl siructure, one must inquire from

many men in many vialks of life and, ss hest one can, discover

the functional unity thet orsanically bhinds torether the

endlessly varied pieces of an enormous jle-saw purzle, Y6l

3.8 Inter-subjectivity and Social Order.

Thiough I just Spoke of a functlonal unlty to be
discovered, really thers is a duality to be srasved., As Intels
lizent, man sponsocors the order luposed by common sense, Bubt man
18 not a pure iIntellicence, Initially and spontanecusly, he
identifies the good with the object of desire, and this desire

//schemning,
is not to be confused either with animal Impulse or with egoistic?/

Man is an artist., His practicmlity 1s uart of his dramatic
pursult of dignified living, His aim is not for raw and
lsolated satisfactions. If he never dreams of disrege:ding
the 1ittle netter of food and drink, still wiwt he wants

is ﬁh@isustaim@d successlon of vavied and artistvically

transformed acquisitlons and sbteinments, If he never forrets

hils personal interest, still hxs person is no Leibnizian
monad; for he was born of his nmarents! love: he srew and
develoved in the srevitational field of their affection;

hemssorted his own Independerice only to fail in love and
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provide himéelf with his own hostaces to fortune., A3 the membDers
of the hive or herd belong topether and function torother,
80 t00 men are soclal animals and the primordierl basis of
their community is not the discovery of an idea but a spontaneocus
Inter-subjectivity.

Thus, primitive commnity is Inter~-subjective.
Its schemes of recurrence are simple prolonmationa of pre~human
ettalnment, too obvious vo be discnssed or eriticized, too
closely linked with more elemeniary processes Lo he wrsppis
distinguished sharply from them, “The bond of mobther and child,
man and wife, fecher and son, reaches into a past of ancestors
to give meaning and coheslon to the clan or trihe or natlon.
A sense of belonging torether provides tne dynamle premlse
for common enterprisge, for mutnual ald snd succor, for ihe
Sympathy that aurments joys and divides sorrows., Lven after
civilization is atbained, inter-subiective community survives
in the-familggy with its cirecle mr of relstives and its
acereblon of friends, in customs and folk-ways, in baslc arts
and crafts and akillis, in lanruare ond song and dance, and
most concretely of all in the dnmer psycholosy and rediating
influsnce of women, DNor is the abiding siznificance and
efficocy ol une inver-subjective overlooked, when motley states

constitutions are attributed to

name kheixg themselves nations, whaqﬂhamymmsverawﬁmséﬁ\founding
fathers, when imape and symbol, anthem and assquply, emotion
and sentlwent are invoked Lo lmport an elemental vizor and
plteh to the ¥ast and coldftechnolovical, gconomic, and political
structires of human invention and convention, Finelly, as
Inver~sub jective community precedes civilization and wnder~pins
it, s0 also it remalns when c¢ivlilization suffers disintegratiam

and decay., The collapse of Imperial Rome was the resurmence of




BRAER-R S i e L o e ey

e e T T T T T e D TS e T T

TR NI 0 § A s o e ot iy

forbe g BT AR b L e B by

Common sense 5.3' 61

family and clan, feudal dynasty and notion.

Tnourh civil community hag ibs obseure orirgins
in bumen inter~subjectivity, thoush it develops Imperceptibly,
thoush it decks iuself out with more primitive ettractions,
8till it is 2 new creation. The time comes vwinen nen benin
to ask aboui the diff:irence between Puémfand fﬁhas, net.ieen
neture and convention. Thore arises Hhe need of biie apolosue
to explain to the diffsrent clnsses of goc lety -hat tosether
tiey form a functional unity and that no sroup should zkzim
complain of its lot any more then a man's feet, ~hich do all
the walking, comwplain of h.s mouth, which ¢oes nll the eating.
The question my be evaded and Hihie apolorme may convince,
but the fact s that human soelexbty lhns shifted away from its
inltial basis In inber-subjectiviiy ond hes abtempted a mors
grandiose unterbalking., whe discoveries of km proctical intelll-
gance, wiich once were an incicental a2ddition to the snontaneous
fabric of numan living, now penetrate and overvhelm its every
agpect, For just as technolo«sy snd capltal formatlon int.rpose
tizeir schemes of recurrence between man and che rhybthms of
nefure, so economics =2nd politliecs are vast structurses of Inter-

dependence invented by practical intellirence for the mastery

not of nature but L man, ey imdiivg sosdeby M- Te-rhaedbie

ineiwmil menwrtiky- csmann Ay hare Rus-te_heeoiNorladoedoa
‘Phils transformatlon forces on msn a2 new notion

of vhe good, In primitive soclety it 1s possible to 1dentify

the good simply =ith the obleet of desire; but in civil secciaby

trgnre community thiere has§9 t0 be acknowledred a further
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éomponent, vhich e propose to name lthe zood of order, It
consists In an intellisible pattern of relationships that s3m
condition the fulfilment of each monts desires by his concributions
the fullllment of
to/the desires of others and, similorly, nrotect each from the
object of his fears in the measure ne contribntes to rarding
off tie objects feared by others. This rood of order is not
gome entity cwelling anart from human scticns nand attalnments.
Nor is 1t any unrealized i1deal tiat ourht to be but 1s not.
But thoush it is not abatract but conerete, ncet 1deal but
reel, st1ll 1t cannot be identified elihsr wl.th desires or
with thelr objects or ith thelr satisfactlons. For T..ese are
palpable and particular, but the pood of order 1s intellinible
and all-embracing., A sinple order ramifiss ulhirough the whole
comnunity to constitulte the link betveen cond . tioning actions
and conditioned resvlis and to close the circuit of Inter-
locked schemes of recurrence., Arain, economic break-down
and political decay are not Uiwe absence of this or tiat oblect
of desire or the nresence of this or that oblect of fear;
tliey are the breask-down and decay of the ~ood of order, the
failure of scheues of recurrence Lo function, IMHan's practical
intellirence devises arrangenents for human living; anc in
the measvre that such arvangewents are understood and accepnted,
btlwere necessarily resnlts the intellirible vattern of relatiinshnips
that we have named i@ the rood of order,

rden_ieohidetiva-and impersorad I eo Ty AT anodde

ouer_Lraw INd1vidued—a8Bwre s aAd-fedpa iy Merrowsedthem
SiTe_rarlonnancs- el s -0 se Taud Tty 8o_nondesite
Neili\nei-Naceive Nit oo o radarde ket \Eov rded Nnbauhions”
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In 2 simple yet inexorable fashlion this order,
originated by human invention and convention, ceases to be
an opblonal ad junet and becomes an indispensable constibuent
of human livings. For the long-run effects of technolorical
advance and new canital formabtlon consist in some combination
of inereased population, reduced work, and improved ZRERG
shandeadbe® living standards., In the course of o century
the difforences in all three respects may be so sreat that
any return to an sarli.r gtalte of afldimwa alffalrs is recarded
28 prepcsterous and 1sk to be brournhbt about only by violence
or disaster., But concomitant with the technolosical and the
material development, there also takes place a completary

. complementary series of economic and political innovations.

Coe qaat

Fachh of these was motivated, to o rrealisr or less extent,
by the unierlyins technical and meteriml chenses; each, sooner
or later, underwent the adaptations deranded by iokmp~siddds
‘4*E&Et%:3ganges; and so, in any riven vrresent, all torethar
present s united front that can be broken only by the destructive
burmeil of o revolutilon or a concuest. Moreover, ideas have
~ no seographical frontiers, and prorits accfue to traders not
| only from domestic but also from foreign markets. MNaterial
® and soclal prosress refuses to be confined to a single country;
like an iIncoming tide, first, 15 reaches the promonltories,
then, it penetrates the bays, and finallw it pours vp the
estuaries. In an Intriente patiern of lags and variations,
new ldeas spread over most of the earth to bind ltogetier in
s an asbounding infer-dependence the fortunes of individuals

living disparate lives in widely separated lands,

{L”G — me)




64

de¢& The Tension of Community.

Inter~subjective spontoneilty and intelligently
devised soclal order have btheir ~round in a duality ilmmanent
in mon himself. As intellirent, man is the oxi~cirator and
spongor of the social systems within which, as an individual,
ne desgires pond labors, enjoys and suffers, As intellirent,
man 1s a legislator but, as an individuwal, he is asubject to
his own laws., By his insirhts he arasps standard solutions
to recurrent problems, bubk by ixls exnsrience he provides the
instances tnat are Lo be subsumed under tie standard solutlons.
From the viewpoint of intellirence, the satisfactions allotted
Bo individuals are to be measured by the in-snuibty and dillsence
of' each In contribubting to the sntisfactions of all; from the
sume hi~h viewnoint The desires of gach are to he resarded
quite coolly as the motive power that kseps the soelal svatem
funetioning., But besides the detachied and disinterested stand
of intelli-ence, there iz tiwe more soontancoud viewpnoint of
the individual subjlscted to needs and —snts, plessures and
apims pains, labor and leisuve, enjoyment and privatlon. 'Po
each ran his own desires, precisely because they are his own,
poasess an insisvence Liat the desires of othurs can never have
for him., To each man his own labors, because they are hla own,
nave a divension of reality that ls lackine in his apprehension
of the labors of othars., To each man hils own joys and sorrows
have an expansive or contracting Ilmmedlacy bthat others can know
only throush toeir own exverience of jory and sorrow, Yot
the Ineluctable privacy of each one's experience provides

a mongsdie
no premise for su-ebewielide theory of men, For the bonds of

inter-sub jectivity 5 nake the exverience of sach resonate to

......
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the exverience of others: and, hesides this elementary communion,
thwere 1s opnerative in:ggeh a drive %to understand and an insistence
on behaving inbellivently thiot ronerate and implewent coummon
ways, common manners, comnon uncGertakings, common commitmerf s.

For this reason it wonld seem a mistneXe TO
conceive the sociolo~ical ag simoly a matbter of external
constraint. It is true enousgh that sociely constralns the
individual in a tucusand ways. It 13 true enough that the

slirht

individual has bub a/Bbwiak understonding of the cenesis and
growih of the civilizatilon into which he was borm. It is true
enoush that many of the thi.rs e must do are imposed ujon him
in a merely external fashion., Yet vwithin che walls of his
individualiby, there Ls more thian a Trojan horse. He has no
choice about wanting to unders.and; he is commiited not by

oW
any aecision of hiqhbut by nature to incelli~-ent behavlor;
and as these determinants are ivegponsible for the emergerc s
of social orders in the past, so they account for their
development, tieir meintenance, thelr reformation. Spontaneously
every collapse ls followed by o reconstruction, every disaster
by a new beminning, every revolubion by a new era, Commonly,
men want a different socisl order but, left to themselves,
they g never consent $o a complete anarchy.

Qhe;ewi&,,thﬂn}ga\pa@igalﬂgggﬁignﬁoffcgmmunity

t~iis =+ kanz%e~in§gr49ubﬁﬂgb% ontane i a p ’ﬁénblg
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;{oié\g are-indisselubT~mibet  Intdsli-ohte-6almst vt provide
snepal -solutions and coneFal prlea 0Nty tRv—imivitual e
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There 1is, then, a radical tension of community.
Inter-subjective spontaneity and intellimdntly devised soclal
order possess Gifferent oropertles and different tendencles.
Yot to both by his very nature man is committed. Intellizence
cannot but devise general solutions and ceneral rules. The
Individual is intelliront and so he cannot enjoy veace of
mind unless he subsumes his own feelings and actions under the
general rales tiat he rerards as intellirent. Yet fesellng
and spOptaneous action have thelir home in the inter-subjective
group and it is only :.ith an effort and then only in favored
times that the inter-sublective cproups fit harmonilously within
the Larger pattern of social order,

Thus it is that in the historqh uran socletiles

 there are haleyon periods of easy peace and tranguillify that

alternate with times of crisis and trouble., In the perilods
of relaxed tension, the rood of ordsr hags come to terms with
the inter-subjective groups. It commands their esteem by its
palpable benefits: it has explained its iIntricate demands in
some approximate yet sufficient fashion; it has adapted to
ita own reyuirements the play of Imapination, the resonance of
sentiment, the strength of habit, the sase of famillarity,
the impetus of enthusiasm, the power of asreement and consent.
Then a man's in.erest is in happy coincidence with his works;
hisg country 18 aleo his home~land; its ways are the obviously
right ways; its glory and perid are his own.

A8 the gerangi® serenity of the good old days
rests on an integratlion of common sense and human feeling,
so the troubled times of crilsis demond the discovery and

cormunicatlon of new insights ﬁnd a consequent adaptation of
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spontoneous attitudes., Unfortunately, common sense does not
Inctude an invontory of its own contents, It.does not reside,
wirole and entire, In a si:igle mind, It cannot point to any
recorded set of experiments for its Justification, It cannot
essdrbaiiise N ony _aeXErnl- Medd-teneva Mt kdons.

asgert 1tself in any of she inflexnible reneralizations that

~Like -a_nalagtlc
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characterize lo~ic, mathemntics, and wigme science. Common
sense knowsg, but it doss not lmow what 1t kunows nor bhow 1t
knowa nor how to correct and complement 4 its own inadequacles.
Only the blind and destructive blows, Inevitable in even =
partial break-down of socicl order, can impress on rrdctical
common sense thot there are limits to its mrackicuX compstence
and that, if 1t would master te new situabion, it must first
consent to learn, S6ill, what is to be learnt? The problem
may balffle what experts are avallable, A tueoretical sokutlon
need not lead autometically To 1ts popular presentation.
Even when That is achleved, the rsorientation of spontaneocus
atbitudes will remain to e offected, The time of crisis
can be prolonsed, and in the midst of the suffering 1t entails
and of the aimless gquestioning it enrenders, the Inter-subiectlive
groups within a goclety tend to fall apart in bickering,
insinuations, recriminations, while unhapry individuals

esin to lons for the idyllic simplicity of primitive living

teredd. be
in which lar-e accumulﬂblnns of insirhts ,swa sumrfluous and
A A

woudd ot

human fellow—feelinghhaq&a more dominanit role,
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3.5 The Dialectic of Community.

The name, dislectic, has been employed In a variety
of meanings, In Plato, it denoted the art of philosophic
dialogue and .as contrested wish erisiiec. In Awvistoble, it

PR ANT LGy

raeferred to an effort to diszcover clues Lo the truth by
reviesing and scrubinizing the opinionas of othors. For the
School-men, 1t became thie appl lcation of losical rules to
public dlsputation., Iliegel employed the word to rofer to his
triadic nrocess from tie coucept of being to the Absolute Idea.
Harx inverted iemel and 30 conceived as dialectical a non-mechanical,
maverialist process. Summarily, then, dialectic denctes &
combination of the concrefe, the dynamlc, and vhe contradictory;

but this combinatlon may be found in a dialorue, in the hisbory

of pnilosopihic oninions, or in h:ociorical process zenerally.

For the sake of creuter precislon, let us say
that a dialectic is a concrete unfolding of linked but opposed
principles of chanme, Thus, there vill be a dialecfic, ir 1)
‘there 1s an srfcregate of evenbs of a de.erminate charncter,
2) the events may be traced to either or hoth of fwo principles,
3) the principles are oprosed yet bound together, ond 4) they
are modified by tie chonpes that successively result from them.
Por example, the dramabic blas, described above (§2,7), was
dialectical, The contents and affects emersing into consclousness

provided tne requisite a:~resnte of events of a determinate kind;
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hese events orirslnate from two principles, namely, neural
demend functiong and the exercise of the constructive or
rep.essive censorship; tiwe two princinles ore linksd as
patterned amilpﬁt$w;ﬁ; they are opposed inasmuch as the
censorship not only construets bub also renresses snd, agaln,
inasmuch &8 a misszided censorship resrlts in manrad neslected
neural demancis forcing thelir way into conscicusness; Iinally,
chan'e is cwmlotive, for the orientetlon of the censorshlp
at any time and Lie neural demands to be met both cerend on
the vast hisbtory of the streem of conscicusness.

How as there is a dialectiec of the dramatic
sub ject, s0 also trere is a lorrer dislectic of community.
Social events can be traced to ithe two princliples of humen
inter-subjectivity and practical common sense, The ©wo
principles ars linked, for the suontaneous, interusubjéctive
individual strives to understand end vants to behave intellipently;

wonlds At ?u.t;.'w A Fhart, not
and inversely intellisence, e nothing o order wibneuk the

A
desires and fears, £ labors and sstisfactions of indiv.dunals.
Agein, tiese linked principles are opmosed, for 1t is Thelr
oprosition tlhat accoonta for the btension of community. PFinally,
thege linlzed anmd opposed princinles are modified by the changes
that resuvlt from them; .he development of common sense isxiER
conglsts In the further questlons mnd insichts that arise
from the silbuntionz produced by previous operawlons of nractical
social
comuon sense ) and the aliernations of social Trancuillity and,
p

crisls mpxk successlve steres in the adapbation of human

spontanelity and sensibility to tihwe demands of developing
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In two monners this dialectic of community differs
from the dlalectic of the dramatic suvbject, First, there is
g difTerence in extent, for t:s dislectlc of community rerards
the history of human relationships, while the inner dlalectle
of the subject remards the bilosraphy of an inadividunl, Secondly,
tizere ia a difference in level of activity, for the dialectic
of community is concerned with the inber-nlay of more or less
conseious intellirence and move or less conscious srontane ity
in an arorerate of individuals, while the dialectlic of the
subject 1s concerned with the entry of neural demands inbo
consciousness., Accordinrly, one mipht say thot a single
individual
dlalectic of community Iis related to a manifold ofﬁsets of
neural demand functiong throngh a manifold of individual
dialectics. In thisg relationship, the dialectic of community
holds the dominant position, for it ~ives rise to the situatlons
that stimulate neural demands and it mounlds tlie orientntion
of intellirence thal preconsci~usly eXxercises the censorship,
Still, as ia clear, ore must not suppose this dominance %o be
absolute, for both covertly and overtly neural demands conspire
- with an obnubilation of intellirence, sné whot happens in isolated
\ individuals tends to brins them tosether and Go~wdneyrdiae
® 3o to provide a focal point from which sberrant social attitudes
originates
This ralses the basic nuestlion of a biag in
common sense. QAumixarapurbxfrom Fouvr distinet aspects call
© already mentloned
for attention., There is the/blas arising from the psychological

) ' depths, and commonly it 1s marked by lts sexnal overtoneas.

There also are the Individual bias of epolsm, the rproup hHlas
with its c¢lass conflliets, and a gensral bias that tends to

set common sense acainst sclence and nhilosophy. On these
| three sometling must now be salde

(.‘,_G__,m_.‘, Sy
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346 Individual Blas.

There iz a rathor notable obscurity in the
meaulng of the terms, eroism and altrulsm, when a ®arnivorous
animal stalks and kills its prey, it 1s not properly erolstlics

for it is simply following itshnstincts and, 1ln reneral, for

canimals to follow their Instinets is for vhem to secure the

biolorical senda of Stwiwa® indlvidual and specifilc survival,
By parlty of reasoning, when a female animal fosters its

young, it too is followinps its instincts: thourh it contribntes
to a genural bilolorlical end, still it does so0 ratier by the
schneming of nature than by altrulsm in its proner sense,.

Finally, if animal soontaneity 1s nelther eroiztic nor altrulstiec,

1t seems to follow that the same must be sald of human spontaneity;

hoth
men are led by thelr inter-subﬁectivity/to gatisfy Tthelr own

apnetites and to help others in the attainment of their satis~
factlions; but neither type of activity is necessarily either
epoistic or altruistie,

There 18 a further aspect to the matter., In
nis Bthics Aristotle asked whether a rood friend loved himself.
His amswer was thot while frue frioendahip excluded self-love
in the popular sense, none the less it demanded self-love in
a hirher sense; for a man loves himself, if he wants for himself
the xn finest thinzs In the world, namely, virtue and wisdom;
and without virtue and wisdom a man can be a true friend neither
to himself nor to anyone else. Accordinsly, as Aristoble's
answer supgrests, when one turng from LHhe réalm of spontaneity
to that of infelli~ence and reasonableness, one does not find
that erolsm and altruism provide ultimste caverories. For

intellisence end reasonableness ith their implications
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autometically assume the ultimate posifion; and from their
detached viewpoint there is set up a social order in whieh,
as in the animal kingdom,?ggiing cars of oneself and contributing
o the well-being of sasel others have thelr lepitimate place
and necesasary funcitilon.,

None the less, it remalns tiat there iz a seonse
in which emolsm is alvays wrong and altruism its promsr corrective.
For man does not live exclusively either on the level of
ihter-subjectivity or on the level of detached intelligence.
On the contrary, his living is a dislectical resultent springing
from those opnosed but linked principles; and in the tensioen
of that unlon of opvosites, the root of ersolsm is readily to
be discernsd. TFor intellirence 1s a principle of unlversalizatlon
anc of ultinete synthesls; it understands sinilers in the same
manner; and it gives rise to $rubiep further questions unkiX
on each lasuve untlil all relevant deta are understocod. On the
cther hand, spontaneity 1s concernsed wibth the present, the
Imnediate, the palpable; inter-subiectivity radilates from
the self as from a center, and its efficacy diminishea »ad
rapidly with distance in vlace or time. Ipolsm i3 nelbher
mere spontaneity nor pure inbtellirence but an intsrlference
of spontaneity with the development of intellirence, iilth
remarkable acumen ore solves one's own problems, .ith startling
medesty omne doeﬁ not venture to ralse the relevant further
questions, Can:;; solution be menzvallzed? Is 1t compatible
with Bhe soclal order that exists? Is if compatible with
any social order that proximately or even remotely ls possible?

The precise npgture of ecoistic interfcrence
with intellectual process calls for attention, It is not

t0 be thought thal the epolst is devoid of the dlsinberestedness
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and detichment of in%ellivent Insulry, More than many otlers,
he has developed a canaclity to face issues souzrely and to think
them through. The cool schemer, the shrewd calculator, the
hard-hendod self-seeker are very Tar from indul~ing in mere
wishful thinking, Jithout the detaclment of intelligence,
they cannot invent and implemont stratarems that work, ¥ithout
the disinterestedness of intellisence, thev cannot raise and
meget every furtier guestion that is releveant ith.n thelr
restricted terms of reference. Nor can one say thal emgoism
cons.cts in making intellir~ence the instrument of more elerentary
desires and fears. For asYomg long asx the er~oist Is enmared
wpon lis problem, tie Limenent norms of intellisent inculiry
over-rule any interference from desire or feay; and while the
ezolst reBuses to pub the still furtier questions that would
lead to a wreofound modificatilon of hils solution, s:111 thal
refusal does not make intellirente an Instrument bui merely
brushes it aside.

Egolsm, then, 1s an incompleve development of
intellirence, 1L rises above a merely inhorited mentalify.
It has the boldness to strike out and thinl: for iiself. Bub
it fails to pivot from the initial and preliminary motivation,
provided by desires and fears, Lo t7e self-gbnerstion involved
in allowing complete free play to Intellirent inquiry. dts
inquiry 1s reinforced by spmontnneous des res and Fears; by
tre samé stroke it is restrained from a consideration of
any brosder f{isld.

Neceasarily, such an incompleteness of development
is an exclusion of correct understanding., Just as in the scliences
intelli-ence berdns from hypotheses tliat prove insurficient

and advances Lo Turther hypoilwses that successlvely prove more
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and more satisfactory, so too in practlcal living it 1s through the
cumulative process of further questions and further insights that

an adequate understanding 1is reached. As in the sciences, so &8lso in
practical living, individuality pertains to the empirical residue,
so that there is not one course of action that is Intelligent when
I am concerned and quite a different course when anyone else is in-
volved. What 1s sauce for the goose, 1is sauce for the gander. But
egolstic emancipation rests on a rejection of merely proverbilal
wisdom yet fails to attain the development of personal intelligence
that would re-establlish the old sayings.

Thus, the golden rule is to do to others as you would have
them do to you. One may object that common sense is never complete
until the concrete situation is reached, and that no twd concrete
situations are identical. S5till, it does not follow that the golden
rule is that there 1s no golden rule. For the old rule did not advo-
cate identical behavior in significantly different situations: on
the contrary, it contended that the mefe inter-change of individual
roles would not constitute by itself a significant difference in

concrete situations,

Nor is the egoist totally unaware of his self-deception,
® | . Even in the biés and scotosis of the dramatic subject, which operates
preconsciously, there is a measure of self-suspicion and disquiet, In
the egoist there are additional grounds for an uneasy conscience, for
it is not by sheer 1lnadvertence but also by a consclous self-orienta-
tion that he devotes his energles to sizing up the social order,
W ferreting out its weak points and its loop-holes, and discovering

devices that give access to its rewards while evading its demands for

_proportionate contributions. As has been Insisted
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already, esolsm 1s not spontaneons, self-ressrding apretife,
Though 1t may result automatically from an Incomplete development
of dntellirmence, 1f does not auwtorstically remain in that
pogition, There have o be overcome hoth the drive of Intelligence
to vaise the relevant further questilons that upset egolstle
solutions and, as well, the srontaneons demonds of inter-subjectil-
vity which, if they laclk tho breadth of a purely intellectual
viewpolint with its rolden rule, at least are comnonly broader

In their reserd for others tian is Intellir~ent selflishnesse.

Hence it 1s that, ﬁowever mueh t1w erolst may aprreclate the
efl'orts of philosophers o assure him that intellirence is
Instrumental, he will ve aware thet, in his cool calculatilons,
intelllirence is boss and that, in his refusal to consider further
questlons, intelli-ence is not made Into a servant but nerely
ruled out of court, Apgaln, horever much he may reassure himself
by praising the oragmatists, still he suffers from the reallzation
that the pragmatlc success of hls schoeming folls short of a
jugtification; Ffor prior Lo the criteria of truth invented

by philosophers, there is the dynamic criterion of the further
guestion lmmanent In intellirence itself, The egoist!s uneasy
conscience is his awereness of his sin aprainst the licht.
Operative within him, tiere is the Iros of the mind, the

desire and drlve to understond; e inows its value, for he

gives it free rein where his own Inferests are concerned;

yet he also repudiates 1ts mastery, for he will not srant

serions consideration to its further relevant questions.
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¢7  Group Blas,

As individual bias, so also group blas rests
on an interference wilth the development of practical common
sense. But while individual bias has to overcome normal
inter-aubjective feeling, sroup biss finds itself suprarted
by such feeling, Arein, while individunl biss lesds to attltudes
that conflliet with ordinary common sense, sroup bias operates
In the very renesls of cormon sense views,

Baslenlly, social proups ere defined implicitly
by the pattern of relations of a socisl order, and they are
constituted by thne renlization of those dynamic relatlons.

In its bechnolorical aspect the social order zsnerates the
disuvinctions between exrireervmmd resxulsieangg sclentlats
and engineers, technicians and workers, skilled and wnskilled
labor, In its economic aspect it differentiates ..o formation
of capital from the production of consurer -oods and services,
distingulshes incowe sroups by offering proporilorate rewards
to contributions, and ornanizes contributors In hierarciies
of employses, foremen, supervisors, suparintendants, manasers,
antt Jlrectors. In its nolibtical rasnect it dlstinguishes
lessialative, Jjudicial, diplomstle, and executive functions
with their myriad ramificatlons, end it works out some system
in which the veriocus offices are to be filled and the tasks
performed.

Hovever, in the dialectlc of community there
is the operation not only of practical common sense but also
of human infer-subjectivity., If human intellisence takes the
load in developments, still its products do not function smoothly

unbll there is effected a suiteble sdaptatlon of sensitive
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spontaneity, In a school, a reglment, a factory, a trade,
a profession, a nrison, there develops an ethos that at once
subtly and flexibly provides concrete premises and norms of»
for practical declisions, For In hunan affairs the decisive
factor is whobt one can expsct of the other fellow, Such
eXpectations rest on recomized codas of beiaviors they apreal
to past performance, accnired hablt, repubtation; they attain
a maxlmum of precisilon and reliability amons those froquently
brought tosether, enraged in similax worlk, suided by similar
motives, sharine the same prosperily or adversiby., Among
strangers we are at a loss whnt to sty or do. The social
ordsr not ounly wirwadiien<vocebhomadt got ers men torether
in functional groupns but also consolidates 1ts raing and
exXpedives 1ts overation by ~umi g te ite own ends the vast
rezources of human imaﬁinntidn and enotion, senbiment and
confidence, familinrity snd lovaltye

However, this formation of social sroups,
specifically adapted to the smooth attainment of social

ends, merely tends to replace orne imsrtial force with another,

Human sensifivity is not human intlellirence and, if sensitiviiy
can be adaprted vo implement easily and readily one set of
intellirent dilctates, it has to under~o a fresh adapbtation
before 1t wWilll cease resisting a second set of more initelll-
pent dlctates. ¥Wow social progress 1ls a succession of

chanzes. Zach nevw idea nradually modifles the social situstilon
to call forth further new i-eas and hring about still further
modifications. Moreover, tiie new i1deas are practical; they

ave appliceble to concrete situatlons: they occur to those

engamed 1in the situations to which they are to be applied.

o
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the
Accordingly,/vractical common sense of a community may be a

gingle wiele, bubt its parts reside seperately in the minds

of members of soeclal sroups, and its development occurs

as each group inbelli-ently responds to the successiun of
situations with wrich it immediately deals, were all the
responses made by pure Intelligences, continuons progress
mliecht be inevibtbeble, In fact, ti:e responses are rmédde by

inuvellirences that are coupled with the ethos and the interests

of proups end, while intellirence heads for chanse, m~roup
spontane ity does not resard all chrinres in the same cold
lirht of the rseneral 7o00d of soclety. Just as the Individual
epoigt puls furiier quesclons up to a pount, but Ceslists
before reaching conclusions incompatible with hils enoism,

80 also the m~roup is prone to heve a2 blind aspot for the
insightg that reveal its well-being to he excessive or its
vsefulness at an end.

Thus growp bias leads to & bias in the generatlive
principle of a d:veloying social order. At a first approximation,
one thinks of the course of social chanre &8 a s@@ession of
Insights, couvwrses of action, chian-ed situntlions, and fresh

TIISS

R _Derpdkaal eirvle, Phe—eX Mencd o proup tims-
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insi~hts., AT each turn of the wheel, one has to distinguilsh

A

between ilie fresh insirhts that are mere brirht ldeas of no

practical moment and, on the otier hand, the fresh lnsights

that squsrely meet the demands of the concrete sibuation.
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Group bias, ho ever, calls fox a further distinetion. Truly

practical insipnts hove o be divided into opaerative and

inoporative; both satisfy tle criteria of practical intellirence;
but the overantive insl-hts alona r0 1-to effect for Lhey alone
either meet wilth no rrovyp reslstance or else find favor with
groups powerful encurh to ovsrecome wint resisbtance thore la.
The bias of development invelves a distorition.
The advantace of one grovp comtonly i1s disadvantopsous to
another, ané so sone port of the enercles of all rroups 1is
diverted to the supereromatory activity of devising and
implementing of' fensive and defensive rechanisms. OGroups
1iffer in their possession of native talent, ovnporfiunities,
initlatlve, and resources; those iIn fevored circunstances
Tind success the key to still further success; those unable
to make overative the new ideas thsat are to thelr advantare
fall benind in the nrocess of socianl development, Society
becones stratified; its flower is far in advance of averars
attalinment; iuvs roobs appear fo be the survival of the rude
achievement of a Tor-othten arme, {lasses becoms distingﬁished,
not m rely by social function, but also by social successas
and the new cdifferentiation {inds expression not mmraly only
in concepbual labels but also iIn deep feslingy of frustratlon,

resentment, bitterness, and lutred,

Morveovey, tha. zourie. 0 unlnl Laa*&J-‘ﬁwi~tde.
X ARONQ Ui 7. ety p

The soclal order tist has been reallzed ixX doos not correspond
to any coh.rently developed set of procticsl ideas, It

renresents the fractlon of p»rnecticnl ideas that ~sre made operative
by thelr conjunctlon with vower, the mukilated remnants of

MM
APpomdsion schemes That isswed from the mill of compromlse,
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the otiose structures t. at equip groups for their offensive
and defensive activities, Again, 1deas are general, but
the stratification of society hnsg blocked treir realization
in their proper generality, Ideams possess retinues of
complementary ildecs thet add further adivstments and improvements;
but these needed complements were anbmitted Lo the sifting of
group interssts and to the alterations of compromise.

Still, this process inwaivsx of aberwatlon
fnyoiyas creates the prineiples for its own reversal, hen

idea

a concrete situation first vields a new fwsi<hi and demands
its realization, it is wnlikely that the ldea will oceur %o
anyone outside The sroup specilalized in desl:ing with situstions
of that type. Bubt when some 1ldeas of a coherent set have
been reallzed, or when they are reallzed in a partial menner,
oy when thelir realizatlon doss not abbtain its pronoer pencralitvy,
o1 when 1% is not complenented wiuth a neaded reivinue of
improverents and adjustvents, then btihere is no need to call
upon experts and speciallsta to discover whether anything
has gone wrong nor even to hit upon a rourhly sccurate account
of what ¢an be done, The sins of cronp bias mey be sacret
and almost unconscious, But what originally was a neglected
possibility, in time becomes a rrobesaguely distorted reality.

Few mey prosp the initial possibilities; bnb the nltimate

~concrete distortious are expoged to the inspection of the

muliitndes Nor has the bins of social dsvelopment revealed
the ideas that .ere neglscted without also supplying the

power tint will realize them, For the bias doex generates

unguccessful as well as successful clagses; and tie sentiments
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of the unsuccessful can be crystalllzed into a millitant force
by the crusading of a riformer or a revolutionary.
The ensuxing conflict admits a varlety of forms.

The dominant rroups mny be rescbionary or oprogressive or any

are out to block any correction of ths efifects of sroup bias
and they employ for tiiis purpose whatever power they possess

in whatever manner they deem apnropriaste snd effective, On the
other hand, in so far as they are prorrossive, they malke it
thelr alm both to correct existing distortions and to find

the meansg that will prevent their future recurrence. Now to

a great extent the attitude of the dominant sroups delermires
the attitude of the depressed proups. Renctionaries are oppnsed
by revolubtionaries, Progressives are met by liberals. In the
former case tie sltuation nerds tovards violence., In the lafter
case there is a reneral arreezent about ends with disagreement

about the pace of chanre and tie mode and measure of its executlion,

3«8 General Bias. |

To err is humen, and common sense 1s very human.
Besidea the bias of the dramatic subject, of the individual
egolst, of the member of a ziven clags or nation, ithere 1s

.

a furtner bizs to which all men are prone. For men are ratlional
animnls, but & full development of Lhelr animality 1s both
more common and more rapid than a full development of thelr

intelli-ence and reasonableness. A traditional view credits
children wikk of seven years .of ane with the attalnment of
an elemenbary reasonablencss. The daw rsgards as a mimr

anyone under twenty-one wears of xek aze. Exnverts in the
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f'leld of public entsertaimment address themselves to a menital age
of about twelve years., Still more modest 1s the sclentific
attitude trnt plnces mont's attoinment of knowled-e in an
indefinitely removed futuvre. Nor is personsl exvericmce

apt to be reassuring, If everyone has some accualntance with
tre spirlit of inguniry 5nd reflection, Tew thnink of malring it

the effective center of thelr lives; and of that few, still
fewer make sufficddnt vprogress to be able to *ithstand other
atbtractlions and ..~rsevere In their hirh purnose,

The lrg of Intellectual development, 1ts 4ifficulty,
and its,mearre refurns bear in an especial mamer on common sense.
It ia concerned with the concrete and particular, It entertains
no aspirations abont reaching abstract and wniversal laws, It
ensily 13 led to rationalize 1is limitations by enrsndering a
conviction that other forms of human knowledrse are usselzsg or
o T I oA L
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doubtfully valid. Every spegelalist runs the rlsk of turning
his specially into a bias by failins to recornize and sspuredente
aprreciate the simnificance of other [ields. Common dense
almost invariably makes that misbake; for 1t 1s Incanable

of analyzlne itgelf, of =nkin~ the discovery that 1t too 1s

a special®lized development of human knowledqeaAof cominpg £o
grasp that ibts peculiar denper is to extend its la~itimate
concern for the concrate and the lmmediately practical Into
disrecard of larser 1lszues and indifferencénfoa long-term

results,

.84 'T}“n.- lﬂr%

This general bias of common sense comblnes
with group bians to account for cerianin features of the
distorted dialectic of community., As has heen noted, at
gach turn of the wheel of Insicht, prop:sal, actilon, new
situatlon, and fresh insicht, the tondency of sroup bias
ls to exclude some frultful ldeas and 1o mutilaie others

arl. Statvok. Kodsg,

by compromise. Now frnki fruliful ideaﬁ,yay lead o techniecal
and moberisl improve-ents,l to ndjustments of ec¢onomic arrange-

v .
monts, axd,to mod.ficntions of polibtical structure.swnd, As
one might excect, technical and material improvements are

) . ﬂan: are
less subject to the wap veto of dominant Froups  Wad, chanes
in economic and political institutions, Again, vhen we shiflt
To the second phase of the distorted dirlectie, the resonant
demands of tne unsuccessful avye for ma.erial well-being; and

when the clamor soes up for sconomic or nolitical change, such

change 1s apt to be viewed simply as a necessary meana for

abtaining more palpably benef'iclal ends,
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Accordingly, there arises a distinctlon between
the shorter cvele, due to aroup bilag, and the lonzwer cycle,
orininsted by the reneral bhias of common sense. The shorter
cycle turng upon idens that are nerlected by dominant groups
only to bs chompioned lster by derressad rroups, The lonver
evcle 18 characuerized by she ns:lect of ideas to which all
FIOUDS are rendered indiffsrent by tlwe senersl bias of common
sense, Still, this aceount of the lonmer cycle is mainly
negative; to prasp its nabure and its implicatlons, ve nust
turn to fundamental notions.

Generically, the course of human history l1s

in accord with emerpgent probhability: it Is the sasscosdxs

pAd cumulotive redlizabtion of concretely possibhle schemes of
. u p

i ttporarls
recurrence in accord witqhschedules of prohabilities, The

specific difference of humsn history is that amons the probable
possibilities is a sequence of operntive insirhis by mhak
which men rresp Eeneraialy possible sciiemes of recurrence

and take the initlstive Iin brinsing about the materiall and
social conditions that make tiese schemes concrstely possible,
probable, and actual, In this fashion man becomes for man
the execubor of the emewvsent probability of human affairs.
Instead of being developsd by hisknvironment, ren torns to
transforming his environment in his own self -defelopment.

He remaing under emerrent vrohahility, inasmnch as his
insiriits and ¢ecizions remain probable realizations of
coner:te possibilities, nsnd inasmuch as earlier insichts .

and decisions determine later possibilities and probahilitles
of insicht and decision. 8till, this subjiection to emergent

Vadaeess JT
probabllity differs from the subjectlon oiaevolving specles.

m—r . . ﬁ:) _..Jh;fﬁf?ﬁﬁﬁff‘ _ ;;:
C "‘*"": -
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For, in the first plece, insight is an enticipetivn of possible
schemes, and declslon brinss about the concrebe conditlons of
their functiloning inatead of merely walting for such condivions
t0 haprens moreover, the creater mants development, the prenter
his dominion ovar circu=sbance and 30 the rreater his capacity
to realize possible schemes by decladnr to realize thelr
conditions, But there ls also a second and profounder cifference.
For man can discoverp emer-ent urobability; he can work out
the mammer in which prior insirhts and cecislons determine
the possibilities and probabilities of later insirhts and
decisions; he csn zuide his present decislons in the licht
of their influence on future insishts and decisions; finally,
this control of the emer-ent probability of the future can
be exXercised nut only by the individual in choosing hisg career
and in foming his character, not enly by adults in educating
the younrer -eneratilcon, bui also by mankind in 1ts consclousness
of its responsibility to the fubture of menkind, Just as
technical, scoromic, and polilical developrent r~iveSman a
dominlon over nature, so also the advance of knowledge creates
and demands a human contribution to the control of human
history,

Se far from grantine common gense a hegemony
in practical affalrs, th: forer-oing analysis leads to the
strenge conclusion that common sense has to aim at helng
supersedsk subordinsted to a human sclence thet 1s concarned,
to adant a phrass from HarxX, nct only with mxkinmxhizk

duretlin

knowing history but also Withth&ﬂuinq it, For common sense
is unequel to the task of th.onking on the level of history.

It stands above the scotosis of the dramatic subject, above
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the emoism of the individunl, above the bilas of dominont and
of depressed but militant mroups that reanlize only the ldeas
they see to be to their lmmedisie ndvantase. But the rencral
blag of common sense wrevents 1t from belns effectlve in
realizing ideas, hovwsver aunnropriate and -sasonable, that
suppose a long view or that st mmen up hicher interratilons
or tirat involve The solution of intriente and disputedi issuves.
Phe chellenge of history is for man prorressively to muxxrmw
restrict the realm of chonce or Iste or destiny and nrosressively
to enlarre the realm of consciovns rrosp snd delidterate cholce,
Gémmon sense accests the challenre, hut it does so only martially.
It nceds %o be ruided but it :s incompetent to choose its
guide. It becomes involved in Incoh:rent enterrmrises. It
13 subjected to disauters that no one expects, thet remain
mnexplained even after thalr occurrence, tihst can be exvleined
only on the level of scientifle or nhilosopiic thonzht, that
even when explained can be prevented from recurring only by
subordinating common sense to a hirher specianlizatlon of humen
intellirence.
reneral
This is not the vhole story, ‘he/bias of
mere
conmon sense involves sins of refusal as well as of/omission.
Its complacent practlicality easily ftwists to the wview that,
as

whxi®/insistent desires and contractine fears necessitate
and justify the realization of 1deas, so idens without that
Warrant are a matter of indifference. The long view, the
higher interration, the disputed tieoretical issue fall outside
The realm of the practlicals it mry or may not be Hoo bad that
they do; but thepe 1s no use worryine abont the matter; nothing

can be done ahont it indeed, whot conld he done abont it,

B by hlz-cionid s i~ X . Aq&san&é&kﬁ&
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probably would not be done. Now I am far from suggesting that
such practical realism cannot adduce impressive arruments in
lts favor., Like the characters in Damon Runyon's storles,
politicians and statesmen are confined to doing what they can.
None the less, If we are o understand the implications of the
longer cycle, we must work ont the conseguences of such
apparently hard-headed vractlcallty and reallsm,

ML Lmpliention ’rﬂ'lready wecrlhze;e explained the nature of the

successlon of higher viewpo.nts that charncterize the develop-

ment of mathematics and of empiriecal science, Now we must

attend to the Anvexa Inverse phenomenon in which each successive

viewpoint 1is less comprehensive than its predecessor. In each
baskevicad,

”37"

stage of the,process, the facts are the sociel situatlon produced

by the practical intellizence of the previous situation. Again,

in each stapge, practical intellirence 1s enraged in srasplng
the concrete invellicsibility and potaniixiik the lmmedlate
potentlalities immenent in the facts, ?i?;;éf, at each stage
of the process, the reneral bias of common sense iInvolves the
disregard of timely and fruitful ldess; and this disregard not
only excludes their implementation but also deprives subsequent
stapges both of the further idess, to which they would gilve
rise, and of the correction that they and their retinue would
bring to the ideas that are implemented. Such 1ls the basic
scheme, and 1t has three conseguences.

In the first place, ths soclal situatlon
deteriorates cumulatively. Por just as prosress conslsts
in the realization of some ideas that lsads to the realizatlon

of others until a whole coherent set 1s concretely operative,

sonbhe~uastoined deThsich-0E-s8me Idens
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80 the repeated exclusion of timely and frultful idems involves
a cumulative departure from coherence, The objectlve soclal
gituation possesses the intellizibllity put Into 1t by those
that brousht it about. Bub what 1s put in, less and less is
some part of a coherent whole thot will ask for its completion,
and more and more 1t 1s sowe arbitrary fragment that can be
rounded off only xixthaxazzanszs by riving up the attempt to
complete the other arbitrary fragments that have preceded or
will follow 1t, In this fashion socierl functlons and enterprises
begin to conflicts some atrophy and others grow like tumors;
the objective gituation becomes penetrated with anomalies;

1t loses its power to suggest new ideas and,shanxtorraspand
once they are Implemenbed, to respond with still further and
better swgreston suggestions., The dynamle of progress l1s
roplaced by sluggishness and then by stagnation, In the

limit, the only discernible Intellislbility in the objective
facts iz an equilidbrium of economlc pressures and a balance

of national powers.

The second consequence is the mounting lrrelevance
of detached and dislinterested intellicence, Sukmbrm Culture
retreats into an ivory towsr, Religion becomes an inward
affair of the heart. FPhilosophy glitters like a gem with
endlesgs facats and no nractical purpose, For 29 man CQnaﬁt
serve two masters, If one is to be true to invellectual
detachment and disinterestedness, to what can be intelligently
grasped and reasonably affirmed, then one:zgjéonstrained to
aclinowledge that the busy world of vpractical affgirs offers
1ittle scope to one's a3 vocation, Intelllrsence,can link

AN
culture, religion, philosephy to the realm of concrete

T ) e
i
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living only if the latter 1s intellirible. But concrete living

has become the function of a complsx variable; like the

real component of such a function, its intelliribility is

only part of the whole. Already ve have spoken of an

empirical residue from which undersvanding always abstracts;
Memyad ceneral

but the/blas of common sense gensrstes an increasingly sipnl-

ficant residue that 1) is immanent in the social facts, 2)

is not intelligible, yet 3) cannot be abstracted from if

one is to consider the facts as In fact they are. Let us

name this residue the social surd,

The third consequence 1s the surrender of  “¥'j..

detached and disintepested intelll-ence. There 1s the mj

minor surrender on the level of common sense, It i1s an
incomplete surrender, for common sense always finds a
profoundly satisfying escape from the grim reallities of

Aslly life by turning to men of culture, %o representatives

of religion, to spokesmen for philosophy, Still the business
of common gsemse is daily life. Its reality has to be faced.
The insights that accumulate have to he exactly in tume with
the reallty to be confronted and in some measure controlled.
The fragmentary and incoherent intelligibility of the objective
sibuation sets thg*n@;;fto which common senss invellircence
must ¢onform. Nor is this conformity merely passive. Intelli-

gence 1is dynamic. Just as the biased intelligence of the
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psychoneurotic sets up an Ingenious, plausible, self-adapting

resistance to the efforts of the enalyst, so men of practlcal
common sense become wWarped by the sltuation in which they live
and regard as starry-syed iflealism and silly unpractlcality
any proposal that would lay the axe to the root of the soclal
surd.

Besides this minor surrender on the level of
common sense, there is the major surrender on the smeculative
level, The function of human Intellipgence, it is claimed, 1s
not to set up indevendent norms that make thought Ilrrelevant to
fact but to study the data as they are, to grasp the intelligi-
bllity that 18 immanent in them, %o ackmw wledpe as principle
or norm only what can be reached by generalization from the
data., There follows the need and the develorment of a new
culture, a new religion, a new philosophy; and the new differs
radically from the old., The new is not apriorlst, wlishful
thinking., It 1s empirical, scientific, reallstic, It takes
1fs stand on things as they are. In brief, its many excellences
cover itsx single defect, For its rejection of the normative
significance of detached and disinterested intellizence madids
of g erpaeliygforroriticdism malke it radically uneritical.

It possesses no staendpoint from which 1%t can distinguish
betweon social achievement and the social surd. It falls to

grasp that an excellent method for the study of electrons

is bound to prove naive and inspt in the study of man. For
the data on man are [he product of man's own thinking; and
the subordination of human sclence to the data on man 1s the
subordination of human science to the biased intellipgence

of those that produce the data. From this critical incapacity




Lo DA D e By

Common senss 3,82

there follows the insecurlty and the instability of the new
religion

culture,/ragten, philosoohy. Each new arrival has to keep

bolstering its convictions by attacking and denocuncing ifa

predecessors. Nor is there any lack of new arrivals, for

in the cumulative deterioration of the social situation there

1s bﬁq:continuous gxpansion of the surd and 80 there is:%%b

increasing demand for further contractions of the ¢laims of

intelliczencs, for.further dropning of old prineciples and norms,

an ever growing

for closer conformity to £ man-made imawhwanzs incoherence

immanent in man-made facts.

It 1s in this ma jor surrender of Intellectual
detachment that the succession of ever less conprehensive
viewpolnts comes te lisht, The development of our westemn
& clvilization, from the schools founded by Charlemasne to
the universities of today, hasmX witnessed an extraordinary
flowering of humen intellizence in every department of its
activity, ZFhexzsmrsaxefxhumanxzrogzsss Bubt this courss of
human progress has not beem along a smooth and mounting
curve, It has taken place through the osclllations of the
shorter cycle in which social groups become factions, In
which natlons go to war, in which the hepgemony passes from
one center to another to leave its former holders with
proud memories and imr-otent dresms. No less does 1t exhibit
the snccegsive lower viewpolnts kexzaxza of the longcer cycle.
The medieval synthesis tiaroungh the confliet of church and
state shattered 1Into the gaveral religlons of the reformation.
The wars of religion provided the evidence that man has to

live not by revelation but by reason. The disagreement of

reason's representatives made it clear that, while each must
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follow the dictates of renson as he sees them, he also must
practise the virtue of tolerance to the equally reasonable
views and actlons of othera, The helplessness of tolerance
to provide cohersnt solutions to social problems called forth

3 : -7 a}éyyvo£~%eahnbf
ogy, of-the economy; of the polity, ready tg/égiinw accopt
hgxhalance of Mressures that 13 thelr m ni;um intell .i%ility,
éady to expioit the Rgwiish feverlisk’enarpy tha;,ég;;;e

oral consclence and playing

lized man, peady to cr
cultural, relisicus, op/bhillosophic

. myth and mgxely of myth £0 whabever/rretences .
nired to oppﬁig%;anfs totgl subordinxfion to

A the oco dﬁic development, the m} ary equlpmeft, and
he pol;bigg;pdominange“Gf the all<inclusive stégé, randy
bemeupA oo Thay - 1; -

the totalltarlian who takes the narrow and complacent practicallty

of common sense and elevates.it to the role of a complete

and exclusive viewpoinbt. On the totalitarian view, every
type of invellectual Indevmsndence whether personesl, cultural,
sclentific, philosornhie, or rellglous, has no hetter basis
than mykhm non-consclous myth, The time has come for the
consclons xk myth that will secure man's $otal subordlnation
to the requirements of reality. BReallty is the economic
development, the military eaquipment, and the political domlnance
of the all-inclusive state. 1ts ends justify all means,
Its means include not merely every technique of indoctrination
and propasganda, every tactle of economic and diplomatic
progsure, every device for bresking down the moral conscience
and exvloiting the secret affects of civilized man, bubt also

the terrorism of s political police, of prisons and torture,

3.82 92 '
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of concentration camps, of transvorted or extirpated minoritles,
and of total war, The succession of less comprehensive view.
points has been a succession of adapbations of theory to
practlice, In the limit, practice becomes a theoretlcally
unified whole, and theory is reduced to the status of a myth
that lingers on to represent the frustrated aspirations of

dotached and dilsinterested intellirence,
3,83 A%rna-ﬁt&s tha me Cu‘.,'rrem.

TWhat 1S the subsequent course of the longer

cycle generated by the general bias of common sonse? In s0
far as the blas remaing effective, there would ssem %o be
only one answer. Yhe totalitarian has uncovered a secrebt of
power. To defeat him is not to eliminate a permanent tempta-
tion tér§b$QM@b once more his methods., ‘'hose not subjected to
the temptation by their ambitions or thelr nesds, will be
subjected to 1t by their fears of danger andyzheir inglastencs
on gelf-protection, S0 in an uneasy peace, In ® the unbroken
tension of a vrolonged emercency, one totalitariaenism calls
forth another. On an earth made small by a vast human
population, by limlted natural resources, by rapid and easy
communications, by extraordinary powers of destruction, £hn
byxihs there wlll arise sooner or later the moment when the
unstable equilibrium will seem threatened and the gamble of
vwar wlll appear the lesser risk to some of the prarties involved.
If the war is indecisive, the basic situation 1s unchanged,
If it is totally destructive, the longer c¢ycle has come to
its end, I there results a éingle world empire, then it
inherits both the objective stagnatlon of the social suxd
and the warped mentality of totalitarian practicality; but

it cannot whip up the feverish energy of fear or of ambltiom;

it has no enemy to fight: i. hes no intelligible goal to attain.

— . — C e e ,.,_,.,_,.,..._I ot i
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=% Gommon sense, has no use for any theoretical integration, even
""" for the totalibarian integration of common sense practlecallby.

It will desert the new empire for the Individual or group
) —E%&%~i%—ﬁn&erstaﬂdﬂr-But_this-caatrifugat—tvndﬁﬁﬁi‘

] {fiigabfgﬂ;f mneet

b
nd “common sense rifugal tendency wlll-be augnenged

problems that exist on a world cale”

and hatreds, that Have bee?/gdéggulatin rourh tbé’shortef
#5di11ations T group blas and the S :p01¢ts
|

e iazm d{ignity of min all/ﬁgrped but ezth in iti/pﬂg(/
f

ace vill be setb fgr’the g;i§;/0r1363 that end In.
omplqté/disintegration and decay., Flnally, when iha former

Tizw e TT O IATGETS Lo preserve-

Interests that it undersbtands, This centrifugal tendency
~will be sugmented by the preposeesslons and pre judlces, the

regsentments and hatreds, that have been accumulabing over

the ages; for every referm, every revolution, every lower

- frem ff°A{5 view-polint over-states both the case In its own favor and
?*“jﬂuaj:;?"L the cese against those it would supersede;Nnot only sound ideas,

but also incomplete ideas, mutilated ideas, enthusilasms,

o passions, bitter memories;??%errifying bogles, are-bpensmitbed

fryom-sachi-eersrabion-tebhe-next, In this fashion the

objective social surd will be matched by a disunity of minds

all warped but esch in its private way. The most difficult

of enterrrises will have toﬁundertaksn under the most adverse
¢clrcumstances and, under the present hypothesis that the
general biss of common sense remains effedtive, one camnot

but expect the sreat ¢rises that end in complete disintegration

and decays

“«-\'k\,_m S
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Still, on the assumption of“emergent probability,
nothing is inevitable., Indeed, the essential loglec of the
distorted dlslectime is a reversal, Por fhe dialectic rests
on the concrete unlty of opposed principles; the dominance of
either principle results in a distortion, and the distortilon
both weakens the dominance and strengthens the opposed prinelple
to restore an equilibrium. why, then, is 1t that the longer
cycle 1s s0 long? Why 1s the havoc it wreaks so deep, 30
extensive, so complete? The obvious answer 1s the difficulty
of the lesson that the longer cycle has to teach, Nor ére
wo qulite without hints or clues on the nature of that lsason.

On the contrary, there is a convenpgence of evidence for the
assertion that the lonrer cyele is to be met, not by any

iden or set of 1deas on the level of techmnology, economics,
or politlcs, but only by the attaimment of a hirher viewpoint
in man's understanding and meking of man,

In the filrst place, the general bias of common

and
Sense cannob be corrected by common sense, for vhe bias is abstruss

N
general, and common sense deals wlth the particular. In the

second place, man can discover how present insights and

decisions influence through emergent probability the occurrence

of future inslghts and decisions; as he can make this discovery,

30 he can use 1t, not only in sheping individnal blographies

and seducating children in the imar~e of their parents and of

the state authorlties, but also in the vastly more ambitlous

task of directing and moxtrniiinyg In some measure controlling

his future history., In the third place, the longer cycle

of western civilization has been drawing'attentlion repeatedly

to the notion of a practical theory of history. It was
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concelved 1n one manner or another by Vico In his Sclenza
na nuova, by Hegel, and by Marx, It has exerclsedx a consplcuous
influence on events throurh the 1liveral doctrine of antomatic
progress, through the Marxian doctrine of class war, through
the myths of nationalist totalitarisnism. In the fourth place,
g remedy has to be on the level of the ¢isease; but the dlsease
18 a succession of lower viewpoints that hesds Rox towards
an ultlmate nihilism; and so the remedy has to be the attainment
of a‘higher viewpoint.
A3 there 1s evidencs for the necessity of a
higher viewpoint, 80 also there is some evidence on its
nature. Inquiry and insicht are facts that underlie mathematics,
empirlcal sclence, and common sense., The refusal of insight
1s g fact that accounts for individual and group egoism,
for the psychoneuroses andﬁgﬁe ruin of nations and civillzations,
The needed hirher viewpoint 1sg the discovery, the lorical
expansion, and the recogn.ition of the principle that intelllgence
contalns its own inmmanent novms and that these norms are
eqliipped with sanctions\é§§§_which.man does not have Lo invent
or impose., Even In the sphere of practice, the last word
doesg not lie with common sense and its panonly of technology,
economy, and pollty; for unless common sense can learn to
overcome 1ts blas by aclnowledging and submitting to a higher
principle, unless common sense can be fmakx taught to reslst
1ts perpetual temptatlon to adopt the easy, obvious, practlcal
compromise, then one must expect the succession of ever less
comprehensive viewpoints and in the limit the destruction of
all that has been achleved,
Ab-tirdeLeteo-dabethere ls_ano\nesed Lo-wmpmue-
that-the-iibspalnetion ef wutowstlc progress L 11IU80Py
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what 1s the higher nrinciple? Since we have not
as yet dilscussed such notions as truth and error, right and
wrong, human science and phileso-hy, culture and religion,
oir lmmediate answer can be no more than a serles of notes.

In the first place, there is such a thing as
progress and its princlple 1s liberty. There is progress,
bocause practical intellipmence grasps icdeas In data, guldes
activity by the ideas, and reaches fuller and more accurate
ldeas through the situatlons produced by the activity., The
principle of progress is liberty, for the 1ideas occur to the

man on the spot, thelr only satisfactory expression is thelr

p : MMM&M}?{‘
STtEiﬂF%hﬁﬁ-theﬁ—naxe{‘E;lQ;pﬁ\gﬁe&h%ﬁﬂtﬂffﬁqﬁt?ﬂ’fhﬁﬁ

y-be-exanined and.gvaluded Dy peepls. officTaldegnd’
Hureduefabe—whoso Timin-inkarest 1s not to~mzke wmi
ant~wAd—2a0Y Dhe TamiMNerisy vtk b ‘reldvans bon
Implementation, thelr only adeanate correction 1s the emergsnce “
of further Iinsights; on the other hand, one might as well ;?f
declare openly that all new ldess are tabou, as require 8
that they be sxamlned, evaluated, and approved by some

menbera of this

hierarohy of officials and bureaucrats; for/skas hierarchy
PAZZASIMI possess authority and power in inverse ratlo to
their familiarity with the concrete situations in whlch the
nev ideas emerge; bthey never kmow whether or not the new ldea
will work; much less can they divine how it might be corrected
or developed; and since the one thing they dreasd is making a
mistake, they devote their energles to paber work and postpone

decisions. However, whlle there 1is progress and while 1ts

principle is liberty, there also 1s decline and its principle
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iqfi;:ho&d. There is the minor principle of group bias which
tends $o generate 1ts own corrective, There is the major
principle of general bias and, thoush it too zenerates its
own corrective, it does so only by confronting human in.ellipence
with the alternative of adopnting a hirher vlewpoint or perishing.
To lgnore the fact of decline was the mrmxm error of the old
liberal view of automatic progress. APhdin bO-Ar SR naud gkl
betwpon _thonimo~painsiplons \Re S IE~Lormord
confusing srror_o™MarkX” The far more confusing error of
Marx was to lump together both vrogress snd the two principles
of decline under the Impressive name of dialectlcal materlallsm,
to grasp that the minor principle of decline would correct itself
more rapldly through class war, and then to lsap gally to the
sweepling conflusion that class war would accelerate progress.
what, 1n fact, was accelerated was major decline which in
Russia and Germany lecped to kafziikaylanism fairly thorough
brands of totalitarianism, FThe msefed hHithey Vidwrdant
Nt} AbCke~eally The basic service of the hicsher viewpoint
will be a liberatlon from confusion through clear distinctions,
Progress is not to be confused with decline: tﬁ%:EgEEZnism
of the minor principle of decline is not to be thousht capabdle
of meetling the issues set by the major principle.

Secondly, as there are sciences of nature,

30 also there is a2 sclence of man, As the sclences of nature
are emplirical, s0 also the sclence of man isx empirical;
for science is the rdsultant of an accumulation of related
Insights, and sclentific Insights grasp ldeas that are immanent
not in what 1s Imarined but in whet 1s given. If the

sciences of nature can be led astray by the blunder that

[y E—
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the objective is, not the verified, but the "out there,” so also
can the human sclences; but while this blunder in physies ylelds
no more than the Ineptitude of Galileo's primary qualities and
Newtonts true motlion, it leads zealous practitioners of scientific
method in the human fleld to rule oub of court & ma jor portlon

of the data and so deny the empirical prineiple. Durkheimian
sociology and behaviorist psychology maey have excuses for barring
the dava of consclousness for there exist notable difficultles

in determining such data; ?&t‘Hm0ﬁ%-¥alid—ﬁXGUEFS“bhﬁTB“ﬁan
be\enumenama&-nei%h@r«6BﬁaébévTtg/aQr/ampixieiam;\andhbﬁh;bQgggpss
of - the-soithiist—is £6._e#CH IS bONE-ATEF Toulttes buts
to-syeeofEvTorcomyt el but the business of the scientist

is not to allepe difficulties as excuses but to overcome them,

and neither objectivity in the sense of ver.ification nor the
rrinciple of empiricism can be advanced as reasons for ignoring
the data of conscivusness. Further, as mothematics has to deal
not only with direct intellimlvillties but alse with such

inverse instances as primes, surds, imaginariles, continua, and

infinities, as the physicist has to employ not only the classienl

procedures and techninues that deal with the systemetic but also
the statlstical procedures and techni-nes that take into account
the non-systematic, so also humen sclence has to be critical.

I% can afford to drop the nineteenth-century scientifiec outlook
of mechanist determinism In favor of an emersent probability.

It can profit by the disbinction bebween the Intelliglble
emergent probabllity of pre~humen process and the intelligent
emergent probability that smerses in the messure that man
succeeds in understanding himself and in Implementing that
understanding. Finally, 1t can be of inestimable value in
aiding man to understand himself and in suiding him ¥» in the




implementation of that understending, if, and only 1f, it can
learn to distinguish between progress and decline, between the
liberty that generates progress and the blas thet renerstes
decline, In other words, human sclence ¢annot be nerely
empirical; it has to be critical: to reach a critical standpodnt,
1t has to be normative., This is a tall order for human science
a9 hitherto 1t has existed. But peovle lookinpg for sasy tasks
had best renounce any ambition to be scientists; and if mathe-
matlclans and physicists can surmount thelr surds, the human
8clontist can learn to mester his,
3,85  Culfire andt Awenoek.

“TTt 77 TIn the third place, there is culture. The
dramatic subject, as practical, originates and develops |
eapltal and technology, vhe economy and the stabe. By hils
intelli ence he progresses, and by his bilas he declines. Still,
this whole unfolding of rracticallty constltutes no more than

incidents

the setting and the pawdatlons of the droma. Delight and
sulfering, Xxughkxax laughter and tears, joy and sorrow,

wit and humor,
aspiration and frustration, achievement and failure,/stand
not within practicality but above it, Man can pause'and witgh
a smile or a forced grin ask whet the drama, what heAis about.
His culture is his ca~acity a3 %o agk, to reflect, to reach
an answer that at once sat.sfies his intelllsence and Speaks
to his heart. New\id_was weted-theve-thel T s darde CYE Yo~
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Kow if men are to meet the challenpe set by
ma jor decline and its lonser cycle, it will be through thelr
culture that they do so, Wwere man a pure intelllrence, the
products of philosophy and human science would bs enough to
sway him, But as the dialectic in the individual and In society
reveals, man is a compound-in-tension of intelliprence and
inter-subjectivity, and itfbnly throuzh the parallel compound
of a culture that his tendencies to aberration can be offseb
proximabely and effectively.

The difficulty is, of courss, that Zhexabsrrxkion
human aberration makes an uncritical culture its captive.

Hal
Mario Praz in The Romantic Agony has foundhgepth paychology

Be throwsan unpleasantly pemetrabting 1light upon romanticlsm,
Nor 1s the ooze of abnormality snybtning more than a secondary
symrtom, for the expanding social surd of the lonrer cycle
is?ggtched by a succession of less comprehensive viewpoints

kxrpughxilm without the sertvices of a parallel serles of

cultural Sransformations, GP&I#tiF6uiﬂfth&ﬂé*ﬂﬂ(ﬂkﬂﬁﬁkTﬂHﬂﬁyh}
of-mape.eTPL00k; tioregra-bo. beBlsceTneduot~anly the—
Tepitinabe Semarideof—ngellioant prosress-ut _slgg ehe.
n&’T&SS’fEﬂEﬁE}“fB?QB@ﬂi\£QQﬁi;_mﬂﬁﬁﬁlpf\biﬁBh&ﬂdxﬁﬁ.ﬁeﬁl&neﬁ :
FwthMmm
tke?\msaﬁtnT'fh&nrth9#ﬁeuH,Eaehﬂcﬁbnfﬁ“iﬂﬁdiaputed»by*an
old puard \/Ee?uh’fights
theneeepted vigtr—of H

QoS Tsivo-tabtis to-tesome overtral-ly
Opinions and attliudes that once
were the oddity of a minority gradually s-read through smeiky

soclety to become the platitudes of politicians and journalists,

 the assumptilons of leglslators and educators, the uncontroverted

nucleus of the cormon sense of a people. Xaxiims Eventually,




gommonsense T : Y b : 102.

- succeeds change, Indiscriminately, each of the new arrivals

they too become antliquated; they.are regarded as the obstinacy
oft an o0ld guard that will not learn; their influence is
restricted to back-waters Immune to the renewins force of

the main current of human thought and feellng. Change

rests upon the good it brings, ucon the opposite defects of
the old, and upon a closer harmony with the fact of the

soc 1al surd, In the limit, culture % ceases to be an independent
factor that passes a detached et effective judgment upon
capital formation and technology, upon economy and polity.

To Justify its existence, it hed to become more and more
practical, more and more a factor within the technological,
economic, politlical process, more and more a tool that served
max® palpably useful ends. The actors in the drama of living
become stage-hands; the setting 1s mapnificent; the lighting
superb; the cosbumes rorgeocus; but there is no play.

Clearly, by becoming practleal, culture renounces
its one essential functlion and, by that renunciation, condemns
practicality to ruin., The reneral bias of common sense has
to be counter-weighted by a representative of detached
intellirence that both aporeclates and criticlzes, that ldentifles
the good neather with the new mor with the old, that, above
all else, neither will be forced into an ivory tover of
ineffectualness by the soclal surd nor, on the other hand,
will capitulate to its absurdity.

Marx looked forward to a classless soclety and
to the withering of tle state., But as long as there will be
practical intelli ence, there will be technolory and capital,
economy andy, polity., ‘Matouwidd There will be a division of
labor and a differentiation of functions. There will be the

. B .V_...m . .
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adaptation of human-intersubfectivity to that divislon and
d_fferentiation, There will be common decisions to be reached
and to be implementede Practiczl invellizence necessitates
classes and states, and no dialectic can promise thelr dls-
appearance. hat is both unnecessary and disastrous 1s the
exaltatlion of the practical, the supremacy of the state, anm® the
cult of the class. vihat 1= necessary is a Cosmopolls that

1s neither class nor state, that stands above all thelr claims,
that cuts them down to size, that 1s founded on the native
detacrment and disinterestedness of every intellirence, that
command4y man's £if first allegiance, that Implements itself
primaprily throush that allegiance, that is too universal to be
bribed, too impalpable to be forced, too effective to be 1ignored.

L] »
e W t—teast; 3 =7 polgcunio “‘9@-
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ﬁey alY want ecbaalopy and capital fornati
But t/a///gﬂf themwnot as masters hut ag
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St111, what is Cosmopolls? Like every other
object of human intelligence, 1t is in the first Inastance an
X, what is to be known vhen one understands, Like every
other X, it possesses some known properties and aspects that
lead to its fuller determination. For the present, we must be

content to indicate a few of these aspects and to leave untll

later the task of reaching concluslons.
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First, Cosmopolis is not a police force, Before
such a force can be orpganized, equipped, and applied, there is
needed a notable mensure of apreement among a preponderant group
ofmam 80l wmanreenant ~eculd-th_roachedbheuzh-<ba onds
of men. In other words, 1ldeas have to come first and, at best,
force 1ls instrumencal. In the nractical order of the asconomy
and polity, 1t is possible, often emough, to yperform the juggling
act of using some 1deas to ground the uze of force in favor of
others and, then, using the otlwr ideas to cround the use of
force in favor of the flrst. The trouble with this procedure
is that there is always another jurgler that believes himself
expert enough to play the same game the other way by using the
maleontents, held down by the first use of force, to upset the
second set of ldeas and, as well, using the malecontents, held
down by the second use of force, to upset the first set of ideas.
Accordingly, if ideas are not to be merely a facade, if the
reallty 1s not to be merely a balance of power, then the use
of force can be no more hhak thon residuzl and iaskramankxl
Incidental. But Cosmopolis is not concerned with the residual

and incidental. It is concerned witht he fundamental issue

of the historical process. Its business ls to preventy practicality

from being short-sl ghtedly practical and so destroying litself,
The notion that Cosmopolis employs a police force is just an
instance of the short-siphted practicallty that Cosmopolis

CE N rin i reovery-Eg ot o rouT o ke
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has to correct., However, I am not saying that there should not

‘be a United Natlons or a wWorld Government; I am not saying that

such political entlties should not have a police force; I am
8aying that such political entitiles are not what is meant by
Cosmopolis, Cosmopolis is above all polities. So far from
being rendefed superfluous by a successful world Governsment,
gmeh 1t would be all the more obviously needed to offset the
thot wmd  othar

tendencies of ,any government to be stort-sirhtedly practical.

Secondly, Cosmoggplis i3 concerned to make
operative the timely and fruitful 1deas that otherwise are
inoperative., So far from employing power or pressure or férca,
1t 2= has to witness to the posslbility of ideas being operative
without such backing. Unless it csn vrovide that witness, then
1t 1s useless. For at the root of the general blas of common
sense and at the permanent source of the longer cycle of decline,
there stands the notion that only ideas backed by some sorb
of force can be Opsrative. The business of Cosmopolis Is
to make overative the i1deas that, in the 1izht of the peneral
bias of common sense, are inmmpam Inopesratlive, In other words,
its business 1s to break the vicious circle of an 1llusion:
men will not venture on ldeas that they grant to be correct

Hoboldkhot

becauge they sem‘\tirey-wil]l xebuwerk hold that such ldeas will
not work#& wnless sustained by desires ar fears; and, inversely,
men hold that snuch ideas will not work, because they will not
venture on them and so have no emniricsl evidence that such
ldeas caﬁ?ﬁ%& &;fﬁg}k.

Thirdly, Cosmopolis 1s not a busy-body., It is
supremely practical by ignoring % what is thourht to be really

practical. It does not waste its time mx and energy condemning

HS;B‘_ fmmn_ i 105 3
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the Individual egolsm that is in revolt against soclety and
already condemned by soclety., It 13 not excited by group
emoism which, iIn the short run, ~enerates the principles that
gorrackxikx Involve its reversal, But 1t 1s very determined
to prevent dominant groups from deluding mankind by the
ratlonalization of their sing; if the sins of Ramizmx dominant
groups are bad enough, still the erection of their simning
into universal principles is Indefinltely worse; 1t 1s the
universallzation of the sin by rationalization that contributes
to the lonwer cycle of decline; it 1s the ratlionalization that
Cosmopolis hag to smwukek ridicule, explode, destroy. Again,
Cosmopolls is 1ittle interested in the shifts of pover betweem
classes and nallons; it 1a quite aware that the dialectic
sooner or later upsets the short-sishted calculatlons of
dominant groups: and it is guite free from the imxm nonsense
that the rising star of another c¢lass or nation is going to

put a different human nature In the saddle., wiab«dbes-togegrn

7

Hovwever, while shifts of power in themselves are Incidental,
they commonly are accompanied by other phenomena of guite

a differenc cherncver, There is the creation of myths. The

depicted as monstrous:

old regime Isypodnied-ms a-melodrmmatit-—tlelny the new
regime envisnces itself as the immaculate embodiment of
ldeal human aspiration, Catch-words that carriled the new
group to power assume the status of unguestionable verities.

On the band-wagon of the new vision of truth there ride

the adveniurerys in lideas that otrerwise could not attain

e
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a hearing., Inversely, idens that merit attention“ﬂ&&&vbe
ilgnored wnless they put on the traprines of the eurrent
fashion, uvnless they pretNend to result from alien buthWWW”Iy
acceptable »remiees, unlesgs they <isclaim imnlicaticns that
are true but unvanted., It 1¢ the business of Cosmopolls
to prevent the forme.lon of the screening mswmories by which
an ascent to power hides its nastinessy it is 1ts business
to prevent the falsification of history wirh which the new
group over-states its case; it i irs husiness to satirlze
the catchwwords and the clap«tr;E;\to prevant Xham the notions
they exrress from pbhiaininx coslescing with onssions and
resentments to zanar engender obsessive nonsense for futupe
generationsj it 1s its business to encovrare and support

' Traithe
those that would speak the simple truth thourh ¥ has zone
out of fashion, TUnleas Cosmopolis unrersvales this essential
task, it fails in its mission. One shift of power 1s followed
by another, and 1f the myths of the flrst survive, the myths

of the zecond will talke thelr stand on esrlier nonsensge to

bring forth worse nonsense still,

Fourthly, x= as Cosmopolis has to protect the

future against the rationaliration of abuses and the creation

of myths, so 1t itself must be purred of the rationelizations
and myths that became rart of the humen heritarce before it
came on the scene, If the analyst suffers from a scotoma,

he will communikcate it to the analysand; 8imllarly, if
Cosmopolis itself suff:rs from the meneral bizs of common
sense® in any of its manifestations, then the blind will be
leading the blind and both will head for a ditch., There is
needed, then, a eritique of history before there can be any

intelligent direction of history. There is needed an exploration

. - W R
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of the movements, the changes, the epochs of a civilization's
genesis, development, and vicissitudes. The opinions and
attitudes of the present have to be traced to their oririns,
and the oripgins have to be criticlzed in the lirht of dislectic.
The liberel believer in automatle nrosress could nraise all
that survives; the Marxzist could den.unce all that was and
pralse gll that would be; but anvone that recognizes the
exlstence, of intellisence and of bias,»of progress and of
decline, has to be critical and his ceriticism will rest on

the dialectlic that monzisix simply affirms the presupnositions
of poassible criticism, |

e£-cen§3iuaﬁaé€3j'a,gfaﬂpﬂe{‘hiﬁ%&?%enlﬂaf&gﬁa&”&nﬁwﬁhfaﬁcgﬁt%tbn
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Perhaps enough has been said on the properties
and aspects of our X, named Cosmonolls, for s synthetic view
to be attempteds It is not a group denocuncing other groups;
it is not a super-state ruling states: 1t is not an orpanization
that enrolls members, nor an academy that endorses opinions,
nor a court that administers a legsl code, It is a withdrawal
from practicality to save practicality. It is a dimension
of consciousness, a heightened prasp of historical origins,
a discovery of hisvorical responsibilities, It is not something
altozether new, for che Marxist has been busy activating the
class~conscliousness of the masses and before him the liberal
had succeeded in indoctrinating men with the notion of progress.
Still, it possesses 1ts novelty, for it is not simpliste.
It does not leap from a fact of development to a belief in

automatic progress nor from a fact of ahuse to an expectation

Common sense | 3,84 108
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an apocalyptic utopla khx resched through an sccelerated decline.
It is the hisher symtheosls of the liberal thesis and the Marxist
antithesls. It comes to minds prepared for 1t by these earlier
views, for theoy have taurht man to think historically, It

comes ot a time when the toitelitarian fact azné threat hove
rofuted the liberals snd discredited the Marxists. It stands

2R on a baslec snzlysis of che compound-in~tension that is mang

it confronts problems of which men are awere: it invites be
cortribtte-toehedraolnrickbldponbad oo riesof -Our-tine
the vast poventialities and pent-up enerries of our/time to
contribute to their solution by developing an art and a literature,
8 theabtre and a breadeasting, a journslism and a hiztory, a
schoel and a university, a personal depth and a public opinion,

that through aprreciation and crlticism rive men of comrnon sense

the opprortunity and help to correct

/

whak/they need and deslre By/&pr/#¢iif¢ the seneral bias of
their common sense,
Pinally, it would be unfalr ¥m not to stress the
chief characteristic of Cosmopolls, It is not easy. Ib is not
a disseminatlion of sweetness and light, where sweetness means
gweet to me, and light means 1i~ht o me., iiere that so, Cosno-
polis would be surerfluous. LHEvery scotosis puts forth a plausible,
ingenlous, adaptive, untiring resistance., 'Whe rereral bias of
sefbln \gense 1l \nd \eXde Pt Hor Bass o Imus~to o~ ap afdeld
Q_find concyste “sroof+—It-Lis™mot wmblasedinteNisenda that
'Ida_awwelggr~ofkcoafliatinfngggggnai_ggg,sqxggamgggliSJ#ill

but a compromlise
-0 _Babeb. It ~dg not-a_cul birefshebis- obbaindt—by rifiding
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common sense 1s no excertion. It 1s by moving with that blas rather

than against it, by differing from it slightly rather £han
opposing 1% thoroucghly, thet one hes the best pzm prospect of
sedling books and newspapers, entertainment and education.
Moreover, this 1s only the superficlal difficulty. Beneath it
lles the almost insoluble problem of settling clearly and exactl
what the renersl bilas is, Tt 1s not a culture but only a
compromise that results from takinr the highest comnon factor
of an aprregate of cultures. It 1s not a compromise that will
check and reverse the lonser cycle of decline., WNor 1s it
unbiasged Intelligence that yields a welter of conflictling
opinions. Cosmopolis 1s not Babel, yet how can b we break from
Babel? This is the problem. So far from solving 1t in thls
chapter, we do not hope to resch a full solution in this volume,
But, at least, two allles can be acknowledged. On the one hand,
there 1s common sense, and in its judgments, which as yet have
tends to be
not been treated, common sensepprofoundly sane. On the other
hand, there 1s dlalectlcal analysls: the refusal of insight
betways itself; the Babel of our day iz the cumulative product
of a series of refusals to undersvand: dialectical analysis

can discover and expose both the pe3f series of rast refusals

and the resishames tactics of contemporary resistance to

enlightenment.
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4, Conclusion,

It is time to kzing end this study of common sensge.

In 2 first section there was worked out the parallel between
comnon sense and emplrical sclence: both are developments of
Intellirence. In the second and third sectlons attention
centered on the differences between empirical scrence, vhich
relates things to one a2nother, and common sense,'which relates
things to us. It was seen that the relations, ~rasped by
gommon sense, stand between two verlables: on the one hand,
common sense 1s a development of the subieet to which things
are related; on vhe other hand, common sense effects a develop-
ment in the things to which we are related. Moreover, both
developments are subject to aberration: besides Lhe vrogressive
accumulation of related insiphts, there 1s the cumulative
effect of refusing insights. In the subiectlve fleld, such
refusal tends to be preconscious; 1t heads towards psycho-
neurctic conflict; it 1is oprogsite to the subject's ratlonal
Judgment and delibarate choice, which, accordinsly, can provide
the analyst with his opportunity. In the objective field,
the refusal is ratlienalized by a distinction betwasen theory
and practice; it heads both to social confliet and to social
disintegration; it is mpxosmd to be opposed bouh by the common
Sense view that practicality is for mang and not man for
practicality and,byy on a more recondite level, by the
principle, implicit in dialectie, that practice succeeds In
diverging from theory by valking the short view and refusing
to raise and faece further relsvant questions,

Our account of common sense has led us to touch
on many lssunes, bu. our concern is not these 1ssues, which
functlon 1llustratively, but zomrmenysanss ikszei the fact

and vhe nature of insight. within the rerspectives of the




,,éémmsﬁmgéﬁééwud“ﬁm. _ mmnm__é; e '“f-_” i |

present work, there 1s no point to a full and accurate sccount

of the filelds of psychology and of soclology., The topic 1s
insight. To exhibit 1ts nature and its implications, one has

to venture into every department in which human intelligence
plays a significant role. Still tnat venture 1s essentially

8 liml.ed venture. For is it 1s enough for our =2 purpose to
show that the notlon of insisht i1s indispensable in an adequate
view, that 1t explalns both the high esteem, in which commonly
zoman comnon sense 1s held, and the limitatlons, to which it

18 subject, that this explanation can berin from independent

and apperently disparate vremises and within the larger context
that they yleld succeed in hibting of £ the thoucht of the average
man, as would Newman, the problem of hls affects, as would Freud,
and the dialectic of hils hiastory, as would a higher aynthesis

of liversl and Marxist thought.

Further, though our toric 1s common sense, still
it has not been the whole of common sense. Besides intelligence,
there 1s operative in common sense both judrment and choice
with their Implications of truth and error and of right and
wrong. These hirsher components of common sense will recelve
some atbtention later, The forepoing study has been concernsd
with common sense as an accumulatilon of related insights,

A final observation has to do with methoed, From
the beginning we have heen directing attention to an event that
occurs within consclousness. Accordingly, our method has not
been the method of emplrical science, vhich draws its data from
the fleld of senslble presentations. However, we heve had
occaglon vo speak of a generalized empiricsl method that svands
to the data of consciousness as empirical method stands to the

data of sense. In the present chapter the nature of this

(}
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generalized method has come to licht., As apolied solely bo

the data of consciousness, it consists in determining patterns

of intellipible relations that unite the data exnlanatorily.

Such are the biological, artistilc, dramatic, and idntellectual
forms of experience; moreover, our previous studles of metha-
matical and of scientific thourcht wouldrﬁéaggrticular cases

of the invellectual form of sexperiences and similar differentiations
could be muitiplied, However, generalized method has to be

able to deal, at least comprehensively, not only with the

data within a single consciousness dbut also with the relations
betwesn different conseious subjects, bhetween conscious subjects
and thelr milden or environment, and between consclousness and

its neural basis. From thls viewpoint dlalectic stands to
generalized mothod, as the differentiasl eguation to classical
physics, or the operator equation to the more recent physics,

Bix Por dlalactic 1s a pure form with ceneral implications;

1t 1s applicable to any concrete unfolding of linked but

opposed principles that are modifled cumulatively by the unfoxldings
i1t can envisapge at once the consclous and the non-conscious either
in a single subject or In an agprecate and succession of subjectsy
i€ 1s adjustable to any course of events, from an ldeal tixa

line of purs progress resulting from the harmonious vorking

of the opposed princlples, to any degree of conflict, aberration,
break-down, and disintegrationg it constitutes a principle

of integration for specinlized studles thet concentrate on this

or that aspeet of human living and it can inteprate not only
theoretical work but also factual reports; finally, by its
distinction between insight and bias, propgress and decline,

it contains in a general form the combination of the empirical

and vhe critical attitudes essential to human sciencee.




It is psrhaps unnescessary to insist that dialectic
provides no more than the generel form of a eritical artitude.
Each department has to work out i1ts own sneciallized criteria,
but it will he able to do so by distinmuishing between the
purely intellsctual element in its fleld and, on the other
hand, the inertlal effects and the iInterference of human
Sensibility and human nerves, Moreover, just as our study
of Insight has enabled us to meork formualate on a basisz of
principle a large number of directives that already had been
6stablished through mathematical and scientific development
(& I am thinking of hirher vi.wpoints, the significance of
symbolism, of functions, of differential enuatlons, of
invariance, of eculvalence, of probability), so we may hope
that a fuller study of man's mind will provide us with further
general elements relevant to a determining a far more nuanced
yot general critical viewpoint.

To this end the nresent chanters on common sense
é@;are contributory. May we note before concluding thatb,
while common sense relates things to us, our account of
common senge relates 1t to its neurael basls and k8 relates

aggregates and successions of Instances of common sense to

one another.
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