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VITI : Metaphrsics ag Dialectlic.

If Descartes hes Imposed vpon subgeduent
Bhilosophers a reguiroment of rirorous method, Hegel has
obliged them not only to account for their owvn visws but also
to explain the existence of conbrary convicblons and opinions.
Accordingly, our apreal has been not only to the isomorpnism
between the structure of cornitionsl actlvibty and the structure
of proportiosate being but also to the polymorphism of human
oonsclicusness. From the isomorphism tiere has followed thwe
account of the six metaphysicel elevents, of their distinction,
relations, wnitw, and technical sirnificance, From the poly-
morpnism of consSciousness theve has followed a series of brief
bot airhly effective refubations of contrary views, However,
our method noagsesses still furiher si-nificrnce. ot only is
it possible to deal piecemeal with onposed opinions smé~eonwibiiibri
but alsc t .ere is available a general tiheorem to the effect
that any phiilosophy, whet.er actusl or possidle, will rest upon

the dynsmile structure of cornitional sctivity either as correctly

conceived or as distorted by oversirnts and by nmistaken orientations,
Sueh a theorem in itself is simple enough but
it labors under one congiderable difficulty. No one .ould deny
that conclusions follow from premisses or that, as our metaphysics
fas followed from our concertion of coraitional asctivity, other
or

metaphysicsAwould follow from other concextliorms, But obvi:wusly
cons iderable resistance world meet the claim that the procedurs
yielded results that were strictly coincident =ith the views of
obher philosophers. The most t-at could be establisied would

be a peneral $imllarity of struecture and of tendenclies while,

commonly enough, philosophers living and dead ave not just
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structures and tendencles but also less reneral responses to
problems npeculiar to particularbleces and times.

To meet this difficulty, it is necessary to
transpose the issue from the 7ield of absiract dedvetlon to
the fleld of concrete historical process, Accordingly, instead
of asking w.eiher tie views of any =iven philosopher follow
from assumptions of a s ecified typep, WENEMAYOM we DPropose
to ask whether t ere exists anv sinrle UA#WM hHase of operations
from which any philosonhy can be interpreted corrvectly and we
propose to show tihot our comnitlonal snalysis provides such a
base. In tiis fashion, the a oriorl elemsnt of cosnitlonal
analysils joins hands vith the a posteriorl element of hlstorical
data; attention is turned to the problem of arriving at a
heuristic structure for a methodical herrenenticss and since
metaphveics x has been defined =8 Hlhe Interral henristic
structure of prozortlonate being, the dialectbicalia aspect
of meztapaysics forns is wewe  inle-rated with 1is scientific
agpect by te simple fact thrt both asvecis satisfy a single
definition,

The chanter falls into three main parts, In
the first there are deterwuined tie relatiors ledween.wiariisied
aﬁ&}#anftheﬂenbwﬁ&ﬁdfdmyth of metaphwvsics to myth on tie one

o
nand and/mystery on the other. In Ulie second t.ere are explored
the criterion of truth, the definition of truath, tne ontological
agpect of truth, the relations between truth and exuression,
and the aporovpriation of truth, Finally, in the ti.ird sectlon
will prgvts

itriawpossible to define the problem of interpretatilon and to

work oub the heuristic structure for a methodical hermeneutics.
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1%. Metaphysics, Mystery, and Myth,
An account of particular mysterles and myths

portaing to the history of relirions and of literaturex. But
the radical meaning of
a genetle account of b Asmant ey mystery and myth, of their

significance and function, of the cromnds of thelr ewmersence,
Zrd survival, and disa:-earance, can 2rdly be omitted in a
contemporary mebaphysics, Myth is a prominent category in
Combte's notlon of tiiree staces in man's development, In

Schelling's l=zver philogophy, in F. Casgsirer's Philosophy of
in Re Bultmann's principles of New Testament interpretatlon.
Symbolic Forms, in P. Tillich's vievs on rellirsion and theology,A/N
the philosophy
Mystery 1s a notion that plays a fundaiental role in/Breusiin
and in widely different ranses of relisions reflectilon.
of Gabriel Marcela PFinally, while we have been engared in

indicatlneg the character of explicit mstaphysics, we also have
acknowledpged prior stares of letent and of problematic metaphysicss
and naturally enouch there arises the ouestlon whsther mystery

and myth are cornate to there earlier sta es and w4 whether

they vanish in the measure that the earlier stacss are transcended.

,dbr\-d,l_. ﬁ-& Yo v,
First, then, our analysis forces us to recosnize
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the paradoxical catepory of the "known unknown," For we have

equated being - ith the ob’ective of the pure desire to know,

- with what is to be known throunsh the totality of intellisent
© arid reasonable answers, But, in fact, our questions outnumber
our answers, 8o that we know of an unkmown through our za
unansgwered questions. )
I
Secondly, man's concrete belng involves a
o 2)

succession of levels of higher intesration an@\aAcorrespondence
between otiwrwise coincidertal manifclds on each lover level

Nt wmd

' wﬂ&%&systematizing forms on the next hirher level., NMoreover,

these higher inverrations on the orsanie, wnsychie, and intellectual

lovels are not static but dynamic systemsa; tiney are systems on
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the-msVe “besides—the hiche P-ifbedpation ad THrenrrsen, thove
2o At Ertheraspded” b dperator
the move; the hicher incerration is not only an integrator bub
also an operator; and if developments on different levels are
not to ®3 confliet, t..ere has to be a correspondence between
oSwvetbonson d VERdraritdenes  thelr resnective Opefators.
Tiirdly, on the intellectusl level the orerator
i1s concrebsly the detached and disinterested desire to know,
It 18 this desire, not in contemplaclin of the already known,
but headed tovards further knowledge, orientated into the
known unknovm. 'The principle of dynamle correspondence callsa
for a harmonious orientatlon on the psyehic level, and ¥4
erear Afrrien e urould-6orsdntdntRe d-petithoo witsere~
sdzmie” dimunsici-Mh-Mante fseNnps;” Smobdons,-sdntinches.
from the nature of the casé;sueﬁ::; ronde ) orl ntation
vonld have to consist in some cosmlc dimension, in some
gxR intimation of unplumbed depths, thay accrued tolmen's
feelings, emobions, sentiments., Nor is this merely a
theoretical conclusion, as R, Otto's study of t e non-rational

element in the Idea of the Holy rather abundantly indleates,

Fourtnly, such feelings, emotions, gentiments
become ints=ra.ed in the flow of vsyveiic events inrsmuch as

they are preceded by distinetive sersible yresentationse oxr

Imaginstive rerresentations and inasmuch as they issue forth

far-exotaural lon g, 204 i L : : 3




In ex&lamations and bodily movements, in rites and ceremonies,

in song and speech. Thore results prarmatically a distinctlon
between two spheres of varlable content: on the one hand, there
is the sphere of reality that is déxé$44 doresticated, familiar,
comwon; on the other hand, there is the spheve of tihe ultsrior
unknown, of the unexplored and strange, of the undefined surplus
of sipnificance and momsntousness., The two srhsores are variable,
for _axpands

A4 the first, inopresssamtn with every edvance in lmowledge of

proportionate being. Aralin, the two miyrintr=pencibnoio
spheres may be ag sepzrate as Sundays and week~days or fhey
pons Riy goit,,,

may inter-penetrate so that, as for HordsworthA the earth and
every common sight takeg on the glory and the freshnéss of a drcam.
Pinally, while everyone by the dynamic structure of his being
1s orientated into the second sphere, 1t seams reserved to the
outer accident of circumstance and the inner acclident of tempera-
mental disposition to call forth the more intense experiences
that leave one now aghast, now amazed, now entranced,

Fifthly, the orimary field of mystery and myth
conslsts in the affect-laden lmapes and names tha%/have to do
with Eha thilg second 5p119re. Hovever, as the anaiysis _*Lndicn.tcas,f"“-‘f

The Al and b0
%h@q,primary field Hotbie,not the only field, it will be well

/
to diddi distinguish between the imare as imare, the image as
symbol, and the Imare as sign, The imare 23 imace 1s the
sensible content as operative on the memsdylly sensitive level;
it 1s the Image inasmuch as it funetions within the psychie
syndrome of assoclatlons, affects, exclamatinns, and articulated
spesech and actions. The Ilmape as symbol or as sign is the imgge
&8 standing in corres-ondence with activities or slements on

the intellectual level, But as symbol, the Imere is linked

simply with the paradoxical "known unknown." As sign, the image
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is linked with some interpretation that offers to indicate the
Import of the image.

Sixthly, the inbterpretations that transform the
image into a sirm are a vast manifold. Anvone who hag slanced
through a history of relisions will be aware of the enormously
divergent attitudes and performances that are jumbled together

under that single rubric, Bubt there 1s no reason for restricting

Interpretations bevihewdvawe of the imare as sirn to the fileld

of relision, The primary field of mystery and myth is both

quite general and quite permanent. For in~uiry and reflection
are both mewsd general and permanent; the principle of corresp.n-
dence between the intellectuzl and the sensitive is both reneral
ant pormanent; and so some sensitive avareness and response,
symbolic of the known wmlnown, must be resarded as a generally
and permanently recurring feature of human living., Moreovsr,
preclsely because of 1ts relation to the known unknown, the

lmage csn be interpreted as sisn in manners that are as numerous
and diverse as human ingenulty and human contrariness., So it

ls that the full range of interprevations includes not only the
wnole gemut of relisicns bub slso the opnosiite phenomenon of
anti-religious feelling and exvression, not only anti-religious
views‘but also tie Incense humanistic idealism that charactized
1iberalpdetachment from all reli~ious concern, not only elevated
humanism but also the c¢rudely naturalistic nationalism that
exploded in Germany under the fascination exerted by a Hitler,
not only such soclal aberrations but also the individual aberrations
that led Jung to declare that very commonly psvchoneural disorder
1s connected with problems of a basically "relirious" character.

In brief, tiere is a dimenslon to human expsrience that takes

man beyond the domesticated, familier, common sphere, in which

0 P . . : ;i.._; : .
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strange
a spade i1s juat a spade. In correspondence with that/dynamic

component of sensitive living, there is the openness of inguiry

and reflection and tie peradoxlcal "imown unknown' of = unanswered
m & Amlen
questions. Such directed but, indeterminate dynamism is what we
A

have called finality., But whither finality heads, is a guestlon

that receives countless answers, pragmﬂﬁic‘or conecentual, nﬁbaﬁ&ﬁﬂaﬁixi
naturallstic, humanistic, or relirious,ﬂposigyﬁz or militantly
negative,

Seventhly, since metaphysics is restricted to
the domain of proporticnate being, M-Yoedn ot -pronoingg on
ke it will acknowledse the fact of filnality and determine its
goneral chesracteristics., But it would be stenring teyond it'e
the limits of 1ts competence, if it did not leave to further and
distinet inguiries the determination of the precise chjective
towards which finality may in fact be leading, For t-ere are
claims that that gosl 1s transcendent, that 1t lies outslde
the rvalm of proportionate being; and witedeecyg vhetizer or not
such claims are justified, cannot be ssttled within the limits
of an inguiry that simply prescinds from all guestions concerning
transcendent being.

Eighthly, it does not follow that metaphysics
will have nothing to say on the subject of mystery and myth.
For at least in our usage of the term, finality means nobt a
future event hut a present faet, not the ultimate result of
a tendency but its past and vresent unfolding., MNor 1s thabt
unfolding merely a possaible tople of mebaphysical counsideration,
for it is interwomven with the very genesis of metaphysics,
with the process in which tiie mind of man moves from a latent

tharough a problematic to an explicit metaphyaical view,.
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”"‘M"““ For am expliclt,metaphysics is py a corollary
to,' adequate seli-knovwledre. It follows upon the offirmation of

oneself as a unity of empirleal, intelli~ent, and reational

congclousness, upon the heuristic definition of being thet revesls
intelligent and reasonable affirmetlon to be knowledrs of reality,
upon the account of objectivity, as exveriential, normative, absoluue,
and principal, that strips counter-positions of their aprarent
blaugibility, However, such adequate self-lmowledpe can be

reached by man only at the summlt of a long sscent. For self«
knovledge & lnvolves a self-objectixfication and, before man eaw
contemplace his own nature in precise but hi~hly difficult concepts,
e has to bring the virtualities of that nature into the light

of day. In the cresent work this was achisved by our study

of inaight as activity, for what we mean by & unity of empirical,
intelligent, and rational consciousness, has to be gathered

from our study of insircht in mathemetilcs, in classical and statis-
tical science, in common sense and ig its Fote fourfold bilas,

in the ambiguity of thines and bodlies, and in the reflective
understanding that leads to judement. But such a study wounld

not be possible wichout che prior development of the sclences

and the long ¢k rificaticn 1;;‘.:5.331193 by philosophle in-uiries

and debates., Nor wonld the seientific and philesophic developments
themselves have been possible without a prior evolutlon of languase
and literature and withoubt tle security and leisure genexated
by teclhnological, economic, and nolitical advance.
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r'acticall all #iolds, by no means implles that self- lmow]_ed're

I
t}pﬁ metaphys:ms are not wwz«ma attempbed until a swré:t‘ic’iel?t
e TdLomus NN v bRy, ety Mufiin
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Still this conditionlng of metavhysics by selfw

knowledre and of self-knowledse by human development My-we

ies that self-knmiwledre and retaphysics are not

A =

attempted until a sufficient humen development 1s attained

to ensure their accurscy and adecuaey, On the contrary,
from the start there 1s present and operative the latent netaphysics
coittained in the dynamlc strucbure of 211 hamen lmowling which,

1f it 1s humen, is constituted bv exmerioncs, by understanding,

and by a reflective "Yes" or "No." Similsrly, from the start

there 1s present and operative tie empirieslly, intelligently,

and ratlionally conscious subject., :haet is lacking 1is the
appropriate set of conceptual definizions and lin~pistie ex;ressions
in which the %triply conscious subiect could convey to himselfl

and to otners what 1t is to be a human knover end what such

kmowing Implies in the known, Vhat is lacking is the cultural
milieun, hebituated Lo the use of absiract concepts, and tralned

in the techniques that safersuard their employwent. hat is

lacking 18 a critical awareness of the polymorphism of human
consciousness, of the alternaztive fommulations of discoveriles

a8 positions or as counter-positions, of the momentum of pcsitions
for development and of the goal of counter-.positions in reversal.
Most of all, vwhat is lacking 1is knowledge of sll that is lacking
and only gradually ls that knowledge ac'uired.ﬁﬁéo it is that

sach new venture, sach new success and fallure In the history

of man provices an objectifying revelation of man's ¢apacities
an@}é%%&ggigggéﬂeg a contribution to his self-.kmowledge, and

8 'premdss from which, verhaps,/ some ltem of metarhysical import

may be gleaned. pan kmows himself in the inter-subjective

somfun by R hIANhe\ is_ o parb ) AR tPe toods B Alg\anleirtdy
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community of which he ls just a part, in the support and
zankxxRk oppositlon the commanity finds in its enveloplng world
of sense, in the tools of h&aL;aking, in the rites and ceremonies
that at once ® occupy hiﬁlieisure, vent_hiqusychic avareness

s ot jlid
o8 cosmle simmificance, expres%Ahéa

hiaA&0ﬁgingdﬁof\andeems&iﬂbfée! ineipient rrasp of universal

order and héﬂlztandards of praise and blame. Still there 1s

e Fenslion between the community and the indlvidual, between

the kka o0ld initlatives that throurh common acceptance have
become in.srtial rontines and, on the other hand, the skitubed
capacibies of individnals coirstitnted by successive hisher
inteﬁaqtions that are not siatic svstems but sysiems on the
mdve. And if the proxlmate effect of this tension is social
chiange, the poal, tousrds which 1t tends gm cumulstively, 1s

an #M awareness and an ever more distinet formulation of

the nature of the oririnating asubiect. 3o the storlies of the
gods yield to tlie more humen stories of the heroes; Tiue eple
that celebrates a collective past yields to a drama that
portrays man's tragle situation; sons hecomes a more personal
lyric; practical technicues onen the way to zcimnkifiiz insighta
intondbires _anetdrieians aril sephists” e\l orth Todle

into nature; social ;:roblems invite social reflection; rhetoricians
and sophists call forth logpic; and the cosmic vhele ixtibea.

summons philosophy to wventure on its spsculstive way.

0 o : AN ERAG U 203 NS oL NS
lect that/1s to'be expressed snd/ the ¢omm ;Z?ﬁ
nieh prefsion hss a fleaning. ! Jec cotie ihto

ity 1 subjecis £fmei
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A long history, then, is involved in the genesis
of man's self-knowledge, But metaphysics is a corollary to
self-kno.ledge, and so there 1s a parallel h:.story to the
genesls of metaphysiecs. And as mebavhysics is not ukood
unconcernsd with its own menesils, so it cannot prescind entirely

from the historical phenomena of x® mysteries and myths.

Mty Jﬁst as an explicit and adeauate

mebaphysics 1s to be reached by rragping and formulating

ey U P

the integral heuristic structnre of our lmowing and its
proportionate known, so the gnbre hypothetical introduction
of blind spots into the structure hes the interesting consequence
of revealing the categories not only of ¥4¢ inadeguate philosophies
but also, in the limit, of mythic consciousness.

Thus, before Lhe distinetion between positlons
and counter-positions is drawn clearly and distinetly, it is
not possible to formulate an accurate and universally apnlicable
criterion of reality and of real distinctness. This lack of
a general criberion doss not mean that man will be unable to
hit thixngs off correctly 1n part.cular cases., For as long as
man operaies Intellimently and reazonably, he will succeed in
every particular case in determining what lsx and what is not
real and which realities arve distinet, Bui it 1s not uncommon
for other des.resg to irterfere with the unfoldings of the
detached and disinterested desire to know, and the result of
such Interference will be error about reality and about real
difference. In thls fashlon, the real sometimes is what 1s
to be kmovin through reasonable affirmation, and sometlImes it
is what can be really real only iIf it is "already out there now,"

Fry
On this issuse philosopggéﬁ can straddle, as did Cartesian dualilsm,
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or choose one of the alternabives, as did rationalism and empiricism
respectively, or reject both, as did Kantian criticism. However,

the issue itself is as|old as the polymorphism of human consc¢icusness.

e bagaiuasie~faorenrsusdnai. madetaphitoseshy

If it has occupied an exiremely prominent position in modern
philosophy, it bedeviled mediewval thousht with problems of
universals and of distinctlons snd, in a stlll less distinct
form, it underlay the oppositions bstween the old (reek nature-
pilosssher IRy R o Reaveana~Elratice, ~Plabon dets and Arictoteldans,
philosophers and the Pytheagoreans, Heraclitus and the Eleaties,
Platonists and Aristotelians, atomists and Stolecs. If the

history of philosophic reflection has been a vrolonged clarification
of the issve, there occurred human inzuiry and reflection befa e
philosophy became a dlstinet branch of human inouledrse. In

that still earlisr period, there conld and in fact did ocecur

sudden flashes of philosophic acumen and profundity, such as

may be 1llustrated by I%gﬂton's concern with being and its

ground, Still the flashes were no more than flashes for, while man
always was intelligent and reamsonable, also it always was true

that the insirhts and judznents of the indlvidual can be

f“% communicated successfully and permanently to others only in

o the measure that the comnunity has dewzioped accumulated the prior,
presupposed insié s and hasg develoned the technicues for their
dissemination and nreservation. 8o it is that pre-philosophic
mentallty tends to straddle unconscionsly and confusedly ths

© problem of reality. The resl is Mmown by the rational "Yes';

“‘J but the real also must be imarinable; and if since imazination

iz ever fluid, the real attains t.e stability of reallty only

when it is named. Similarly, real difference is to be known

- e ) }

T P




Deem ning-of M a4 © 2 78

by comparative negatlons: but mere judgments are not enough;
there also muct be different imares and different names; and,
Inversely, differences in imapme andt in nsme can result 1n
an acknovledgement of different realities.

This brings us to the confines of mythic
conscizusness which operates without the benefit of distinctions
that are gererated only by the critically reflective process
that 1s aware oﬂhyth and goes beyond 1t, Mythle consclousness
exXporiences and Imnmrlines, understands and judses, bhubt 1t does
not distinouish between these activitles, and so it 1s incaphkble
of guiding itself by the rule that the Imvalpable act of rational
egsent is the necessary and sufficient condition for knowledge
of reality. ZFor it, the real 1s the object of a sufficlently
intepgrated and a sufficiently intense flow of sensitive
representations, feelings, words, and actlons, Contrary judgments
break the integration, but contrary judem nts have a palpable
ground only in the sphere of common, familiar, domestlcated
reality, in which trial and error exercise thelr pragmatic control,
But contrary judrmenbts have no palvable ground vhen unanalyzed
consclousness is orisntated intc the strange realm of the "kmown
unknown." Then there becomes operative, without K¥antlan reser-
vatlons, the Kantian scheme of the catesory of reallty, narmely,
the real is to be affirmed when there occurs %ﬂfilling of the
empty, a priori forms of sensibllity. As the uncritical scientist
buildskor himself a universe constituted by tiny, imapginable
knobs or by a sponge-vortex ether, so the myth-maker bullds
himself a more vital and more impressive world. As for the
uncritical scientist, so for the myth-makers, thelr respective

worlds are "real." A Kantian would point oub that really this
reality is only phenomenal, but the possibllity of thls correction
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lies on the deeper ground that the criterion of the real 1s the

act of judgmsnt lssuing from a srasp of the virtually unconditloned.

And the sams c¢riterion must be invoksd if one cares to argue

that the myth-maker or the uneritical scientist dom did not

possess a suitable f1iling for the empby forms of his sensibllity,
Next, an adequate metaphysics ggy must distinguglsh

not only positions and counter~positions but also explanatlon

and description. Moreover, the explanatory viewnoint can be

adopted, only if counber-positions are rojected and positions

accepbted. For ex lanation rslates thines to one another; 1t

includes by a remote and general Implicatlon all relaticns of

the sensible to senses and of ?he imarinable to imarinations

inder the broad and, undiffrrentinted caterory of the relations

of thin-s %o one auother; it drops from co:usideration the knover

as Qgégggg; a sectntor of the real and molkes him an inconsplicuous

item in the real that is affirmed, But so fine a debtachment,

so rigorous a disinterestedness, is a sheer leap into the vold

for the exisbential subject. His concern is for things ss related

$0 him, His explanation has to be exnlanation of thinzs as

related to him. He is aunite intellirent; he Ls eaper for

insight; but the iInsisht he wants is, not at all the grasp of

a system of terms defined by their intelligible relaticns to

ong another, but the grasp of intelliribility in the concrete

presentations of his own experlence, ;

¥s an inevitable.vrocedure

E/all dealing witn- the congr te;ﬂ;he familiap, the ymfediate,
_/' /e

ntorest to fifﬁgyaffhat mke .s6me prlpable diffegencé: iy,iéf
Q remaﬁkably Satisfactory procedure, But emploj it bejond

i

-
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Now I am no opponent of insight into the concrete
presentations of one's own exnerience, But I would note that
all the explainineg is done by the insir~ht and thet, unless one
distinguishes betueen the insicht and tle rresentations, then
one is open to the blunder of attributing an explenaiory power
to the presentat_ons and even to associnted feolincs and emotions,
One can know exXactly the cortribution mede by the insicht by
having recourse to conce-bs, to abstract formulatlons, to the
utterrgance of terms and relotions with the reXaitddsd terms flxing
the relations and the relatlons imrllicitly defining the terms.
But if one employs this procedure, one is involved in the
explanatory viewpoingt: end if one rejiects the explanatory
viewpoint, one ls without any defence apainst the tendency to
regard as explanatory what merely 1s an ibem to bs explained,

Nor 1s the danper of such a tendency remote.
For what else 1a at the root of anthropomorphle projections?
We have found the abstract intelligibility of space and tine
to lie in the invariants of the ceometry & emrloyed in a2 verified
physics? But if one insists that roing heﬁjzgigzizggth»&ﬁ%v

concreﬁgw;igianbabi@ma is a2 desertion of reallty, a flisht to

metaphysical nmake-helisve, then one cannot rise above one's

personal,frame of reference and one cannot distinguish vetvieen

Al
the intelliribility immanent in that frame anqﬁsensitive familiarity
i

with divections and \the lapse of time. Without such 2 distinction,

cbjective space and time are credited not only with the intelligibili
of the frame but also with our feelincs., As we feel the gravitationab
field to be directed from above to below, so a2 man at the antlnodes
would have tgxg;;ai about like é fly welkineg on the celling of

a room, As we moke decisions and then produce results, so causcs

are before effects, and a first cause necessarily and exclusively
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is first in time. Causallty cannot be merely an intellinible

relation of de-endence; it hag to be expleined and the explanation
1s reached by an apreal to the gsensation of muscular effort

and to the imare of Lhe transmission of effort trrough contact,

So universal causaizty igxfate, linking 211 thinzs at once,
keeping the vandering stars to their stranpe conrses and, by

the same stroke, settling for astrolorers the destinics of men,
Things have properties, but their properties are not conjurates,

implicitly defined by verified laws, but sensible cualltles

that can be detached and r-assembled to enable alchenmists to

transform base metals into r0ld., Besides the properties, there
are the things but they are constituted, not ® so much by their
intelligible unity (what cowld that menn?), but by thelr capecity
to occupy svace and endure throuch time; they are "bodlies."
Finally, one is confronted with the antinomies of nothing less

than pure reason when one asks wWittled how space and time

can be Infinite or, if thev are not, then what 1is outslde

space and what is before tims,

man, his nsvchology, his 1i+9vthre his. nolit1083 F;s relinﬁon,

s hx*toricel oevelopment. ﬁntnwopomornhic nroiectiors can(/
e di&égédited/ln tre.study ofhnature, fof naturé is-fiot num@p.
Bukafailore o ddstbroiishetreenthd-+reosedontint—ol
nsdght-and iteexsricntial basls~involves an ldentification
efeypobiy-with-ynderstand ingn
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Phere is as well the irverse fallacy. Just as
anthropomorphic projection results from the additlon of our
feelings to the co tent of our insishts 1ste thiners, so subiective
pro jection results when we 1laternret the vords ond dseds of
other men by recornstructing in ourselfves their experience and
uneritically adding our intellectual viewpoinrts which they do not
share. Bushrds YhbAaHiumge the fodt~efltiev atrangensaeofh ¥
alfmnglv, The error of this -rocedure rromptly comes to Light
when we have to desl with those whom we irterpret in this fashion.
The sira.ger turns out to be strange when e {1nd that his mentality
is not the same as our own. 4 visit to the next village, To the
bordering country, to a different continent, poowidés leads
first to amusement at the oddity of the Inhabitants and ultimazely
to despair over their incomvrehensibility. But we cannot travel

} g LB Adatarovided br ristonital @qanﬁh/ht"s/\ana,
moné;entsqviela cofdre%e 1ﬂ31mht5° fnrtqer tha rcoually etrreth
%ﬁréﬁ/ﬁs Ep cor;ect ?/r nre - conceJtno a p%/ponq/;tlons and to
appndkimese~towandd a\mﬁxm ﬂw&al&tv\oﬁ/ﬁvd}ff\x)eht t\tm
into the past, So fathers are misunderstocd by thelr sons
and each century by E%ﬁ the succeeding century. As the data
assembled by historilcal research accumulate®, lusipghts are
revised continuously in accord wiith the concrete protess of
learning. Bubt besldes the revisions forced by further data,

here also are the revisions due to the sdvent of new investigators,
for history is rewritten nnt only br esch new culture bub also
by each stame of procress and decline in each culture, Eox
Fowstand WA Mn s—d6 ST e rsmeor N Quoprdd; lnt 10
pinnakory-vieupo det-that—gends ~ith {hings A5 tedatsdsn
ko one anoeter Lsceddeted

. Coa e
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Nor 1s there any escaps from such relatlvism as long as men
succeads in
cling to the descriptivs viewpoint. Common sensqhunderstandging

ich- i{faeals

e L ct o pt its, up%94;§7ﬁéing
g *ﬁ'w A ”_w MNrin

things with whiech 1t 1z familiery its insi~hts are ruldes in
conerete activity; its mistakes promotly come to lipght in their
unpleasant effeets, But 1f one would stzp beyond the narrow
confines in which the procedures of common sense are successful,
one has to drop the descriptive viewpoint and ap adopt a viewpoint
that unashamedly is explanatory. No doubt, there can be no
history without data, without docum: nts, without the monuments
that have survived destructlon and decay., But iR even if one
supposes the da.a to he complete, so that there is avallable

a cinema of past deeds, a sound-track of past words, an inner
re-gnactment of past feelings, emotions, and sentiments, stlll
there remains to be determined some approximation to the

ingights and judermants, the bellefs and cdecisions, that made

those words and dseds, tlose feelin~s and sentiments, molerew
Yoew the activities of a more or less intellicent and rcasonable
being. Interpretation of the past is the recovery of the
viewpolnt of the past; and thet rmcovery, as opposed to mere
sub jective projections, can be reached only by grasping exactly
what a viewpoint 1s, how viewpoints develop, what dialectlcal

laws govern theiy historical unfolding,
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If ome cannot clalm that the explanatory viewpolnt ;5
is established #@¥4d¥¢ in the human sciences, 3If there 1s a note

of optimism in the nssertion that its position is secure In the

natural sciences, then the incompleteness of our own victory ?;
over subjectlve and anthropomorphic projections should make us
understand how rife, almost how inevitable, those fallacles
vere before science and vhilosophy existed as distinet forms %o _
give a ¢towse concrete meaning smd to the explanntory viewpoint. fﬁﬁ

If counter-positions today lead menk to refuse to dlstinguish

ofv3ligrd-bepn trere -gheid be e briy bttt iow

sharply between experience and insicht, broiween their
own insiphts and those of others, at leagt there should be

no diffiecuvlty 1in rezaching anocther baslc feature of primitive
mentality. For tie primitive not only lacks exzamples of
st gsuccessful implementatlon of the explana?g;§ viegupoint
but also lacks the techniques of msgtery and control that the
study of graommar imparts to the use of words, the study of
rhetoric to the use of metaphor, the study of logle to the
communication of thought. The primitive cammot begin to

distinguis@hbezween vhat he knows by experience and vhat he
Wrtoma Lo Sntl-gd e\ r Sk ™ Yrdh de sy, oanLerbe

atute/in Z;igzﬁating/gpfhropqmérphism/f;omukié qug;%ﬁaﬁding

£ phture suffigiéntly open o escapa*ﬁhejddiemma“bf'ﬁ

ojectiﬁg his otn viewﬁbints into Ris ipﬂgg;r&tét on of others
e > 7 entirsly o/ " 4 4

18
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knows Inasmuch as he understands, His understanding of nature
i1s bound to be enthropomorphic and his undersatandinc of men
is fettered by his inability to conceive other men with a
mentality different from his own,

Finally, as an asdequate metaphysics demands
shaypk distinetions between positions and counter-positions
and between explanstion and description, so 2lso 1t demands
g £irm prasp of the heuristie and prorressive character of
human intellizence., Before man aétually underatands, he samks
anticipates and seeks to understand. Thet sntici-atlon implies
that there is somelhing to be nown by undsrstanding. It 1is
fruitful in the measure that 1t lends eventuslly through
pertial insichts snd further cuestions to an adecqunate grasp
of the speculative or practical issue wiriwmd in hand,

But the anticipation, instend of being fruitful, may be the
source of illusions. ZFnowledge that there is a nature can

be mistaken for kmowledge of what ths nature is, Socrates!'
great discovery that he did not know is not without lts
ambipuities, for it is one thing to understand in a concrete,
common sense fashion, and it g guite another to be able to
formulate one's understanding coherently in reneral tefms.

The vietims of Socrates! pe-sistent c¢uestioning could not find
an adeguate formulation for vhat they felt they understood;

to be embarragsed by the questiozﬁing:, ‘they. mzlsi“ attﬂl;iz'aii ilive s
understood how to employ the names o{A et bemporanod 4
thewvirtues; bubt between an understending of verbal usage

and an underatanding of what names denote, tliere is a large

Eap and commonly obscure gap in which the heuristic antlcipation
of insight can pass muster for the occurrence of insighte

and the partilal insight for mastery.




Doopafiing-of M. 6 ©

It is through this rap that there proudly marchéw
the speculative gnostle end the practical magliclans, They

anticipate scicntific understanding of what things are and of

g::izijjiZ:;j::fbo/bexpmd&ﬁbed«xﬁmaqﬂéﬂuﬂbxﬁikcjiueucmi¢er
ming ~iheSHE - 0T ot the Tt tra DY Ve Wt r§ betids

how rosults are to be produced. They agticipate};ﬁre scientist's

preoccupation with numbers and thet;g;iizza& scientigﬁt's

preoccupation with tools, They are necessarzimbama in the

dialecticsl development of human intellirence, for without thelr

appearance and their eventuasl failure men would not learn the
adequate

necessity of sffective er.terin for determining when/insight

ectually has occurred. But becanse their efforts are i»rior

to the discovery of those criteria, heceuse thelr pure desire

to know iz not contrasted with all their other desires, because

names and heuristic anticipations can be mistakenfor insirhts,

because partial insizhts have the same rensric character as

full understanding, because the satisfaction of understanding

can be mimicked by an air of profundity, a glow of self-importance,

a power to command raspectful atiention, because the attalnment

of insight 1s a hidden event and its content a secret that

does not admit communication, because otiwer men worship

understanding bub R® are nvt secure enoush in their own possession

of 1% to challenge nmistaken claims, the maglcisn and thon the

gnostic have their day.
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I 4 Mi’ﬂ_ Band f‘\n;\'o.ﬁ\.\ss\‘m
Tani g, As the foreroing snalysis Implies, mythlc

consclsnsness 1s fhe abserce of self-knowledre, and myth is a
conseguence of mythic consslousness asg metanhysles is a corollaery
of self-knowledge. Hyth, then, and mstaphvsics are onnosites.,

For myth recedss and m-tavhysics advances in the measure that

the counber-positlons are reiscted, that the attempt to understand
things as related to us rives way to the effort to undsrstand
them as related to one anobher, trat effefetive cruiteria become
avallabls for determinines the occurrence and the adecuacy of
understanding, As myth and metaphrsics are opnosed, so also

they are related dlalectically, For myth 1s

the product of an untutored deszire to understand and Tormulateg
the nature of things, That desire is the root of all sclience
and philosophy. Only by the mistalen unfolding of that desire
has man learnt how to avold the pitfalls and puerd agalnst the
dangers to which its unfolding 18 exvosed. So it lg that by

a dimlectical reletionship, of hich it is not aware, myth
toligerion ol iyt itsinecotionAn bt aphytdley

looks forward to lts own negation and to the metaphysics

that 1s all the more conscicusly true becsuse it i;i;ﬁe conscious
re jection of error,

Because mybh has a permanent basls in the poly-
morphism of human consciocusness, there 1s a permanent task of
overcoming myth by mebtaphysics and it tales two forms., On the
one hend, philgeosophic attempts to defend courter-positions
cannot but rezard the notion of being as the root of myth

and the metaphysical anmlvsis of being as an/ exbension of

scientific techniques into the domain of myth: sélpictigtfer’




2}

D_ SN M; TP T8 _ _P+ .

A

for if the renl is not beinga 1f Bgﬁis not the inbtelligently
grasped and reasonably affirmed, then being 1s mythlcal,zn

the possibility of metaphysics is precluded, and the conclusions

of Dre. Tillich unavoidable (see Die Relision in feschichibe und

Gogenwart, art., Mythus, 2nd ed., TUbingen 1930, 4: 367).

On the other hand, outiside the field of philosophy, there 1is

o4 P YShrEr bt 1h 8 Brtrorts Lorm, pq.‘;g»we;y\/
ToRgie Mo redmaek a8 wen dve Lrbedieotiiald

the problem of human development tliat arises with esch new
generationg Eecause men do nob develop inbsllectually or, if
they do, because they become involved in counter-positlons,
they cannot be dealt with on the basia of intelli-ence and
reeson; but this makes it gall the easier to desl with them
on the sensitive level, to capture ¥t their imaginations,
to whip up thelr emotions, to leed them to actionngomer
in its hiighest foxm is powver over men, and the snccessful
maker of myths hes that powsy vithin his reach and grasp.
But, clearly, if mebiiirsde an adequate mptaphysics can resd
do somevling %o mask overcome philosophic misinternretations
of the notlon of myth, it needs to be exbtended Into a philosophy
of education and the education has to be made effective before
there can be exorcized
// the risk of advenbturers climbing to power through sagacious

myth-naking,

Ejﬁ__jffﬁf;;ﬁ:f:w9fff&f§5“ Lavehesleosreatlralasay In deference to the
commonly pejorative'meaning attached to the name, myth,
vwe have 1d6ntif£2§?€%&ﬂibh the counter-positions, with the
inability or refusal to g0 heyond description to ezplanation,

and with the lack or neglect of effective ceriterla for passing

judgments on anbicipatlons and ascts of understanding., But
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this 13 only part of the picture. Rven within a nirhly develoved

culture it remains true that, as Muintilisn remarked, naene omne

quod dicimus mebaphora ost. Worddwod-origmreseialbinthembelrcs

Not are only are words themselves sensible but also thelr Irnitial
commonly
meaning/is sensible., By en wnpercelved series of transformations

g Gl el A .

This initial meaning gradnally 1s chanred until the yrimary
roference to sensible ohjects and actions Is submerced or forgotten
and from that hidden stem there branch out, often in bewlldering
varieby, a set of other meanings that to a greater or less
extent transcend the sensible plane:ﬂrﬂowever, this rrocess hos
its conditions. ifords are voecal tools of communication., Thelr
uge occurs when a speaker or writer communicetes his thoughts ;é
or Judgments or decisions to listeners or readers, They are
effective tools only in the measure that the sneaker or wrifer
correctly estimates the culturel develonment of listeners or
readers and chooses just the rords that have a meaning for them.
So one can distincuish between a philosorhic lensuare, a sclentific
or mathematical lanmuacze, a/literary langun e, and a languane
of the peoples One can ro on to introduce sub-divisions within
these categorles; for =ach phllosorhic school has 1lts owm

. o A Gt pusiamain fornsiefios
language; different science%qand different levels of wmathematlcs
have different btechnical termss litsrary sreech and writing
vary in their wealth of overtones of allusion and sucgestilon,
In their conseiinsness of commonly unco scious metaphor, in
their esteem or contempt for univocal meaning and llnear discounrse;

vartas

and the languege of the veople,differs with locality, with

% a vial
occupation, with a,sense of traditlon or en opennesa to change,
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Yovw if aleeelers a philosopher were required to
speak to a literary sroup or a sclentist to speak to the people,
he would berin by Insisting that the ¥he¥ task wWas impossible.

He would point out that the proposed audisnce did not shsre his
interests; ho would add thet it took him years to learnm what
he knows and thnt the process of lsarning cannot be telescoped;
he would complain that, once a philosorhic or scientific notion
has been communicated sueccessfully, 1t seems absurd to continue
to employ an enormous literary or popular clrcumlocution Iln:tead
of 1.troducing a sinsle technical term: he wonld urge that
the process of learning itself is clorped when combinations of
techmicnl terms are replaced by combinations of unwieldy circum~
locutions, Still the first philosorhers and the first sc¢lentlsts
wore under the necessity either of remaining slilent or of
communica tging with ordinary peonls in ordinary lancnarge, They
had to excibe interest and sustaln attention., They had to command
confidence, They had to Impart the nobtion of learning and
obtain willingness to lsarn., They had to bring about the
transformations of meanings that change the reference of words
from the sensible o the intellirible and the rational, and they
had to do this wiAlaly not only without the aid of srammar and
philodogy, rhetoric and logie, but even v ithoub the very names
and so without the tools that would
of those disciplinesﬁtyﬁenable them to exnlain to themselves or
to others preciselyx what tLhey wsre doing.

It would seem, themn, that to the contrasis betwsesn
myth and metaphysics, mythic conscliusness andistds self-knowledgs,
tiere must be added a further conbtrast between mythic expression

atf a5
and developed expression, Fofaﬂgﬁit is trune that nearly all

.

y




Deepmr.‘l:ng—of M. B, |-y 91

we say is metaphor, so slso it 1is true that metaphor 1s revised
and contracted myth, and myth is anticinated and expfanded mebtaphor.
A;g the philolorist can take % the words we use and work backvards
from our meaning throurh a series of otier meanines to the initial
meaning of the root, there must have exlsted a s vries of discoveries
02 e et ng N e Ad 16\ sheater \nay qucl dLstovery gag theJlesa/
e LI L o0 At M Soikd hevb beon wommunleabed- i ibdealdy./
B r0YY \oPLe o hrabdor 1 i ieio-15has Y
of new meanings; as lons as such discovarics were merely expansions

of existing viewcoints, the nev meanings conld be communlcated

by employing old words outiside thelr customary contexts;
but vhengver the discoveries Mameiadeb# ushered in new vieupoints,
a more elaborate procedure was re-nired to effect the communication,
So the parables of the Gospels recall the experiences and propound
the Images that lead to insight into what is meant by the Kingdom
of God, So Plato in his dinlorues introduces myths to convey

insirhts and judomenis and evaluations that vonld seem stran-e

and novel, But the same techniqus can be employed for the same

purpose without the technique ltself becomins an object of
investigetion and analysis, of reflection and evaluation,

and then its use is &&EEHYW unaccompanied by the announcement
that X% what is sald is merely & parable or merely a myth,
because 1t cannot be accompanied by an explanation of what

1s meant by the mere pareble or the mere myth, Then the wilse
man Speaks his riddlss and thousghtful listeners are left to

wonder Wiy and pander what he means.

A j:) _'f,y;;ffﬁ»rAEB?“f”"
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There is then an allerorlcal aspect of myth.
It 1s an agpect that emerres when myth is conceived as a solutilon
to a problem of expression. Morsover, 1t 1is an asvect that
runs counter to those on which hitherto we have mainly dwelt.,
For a problem of expression arises inasmuch as the myth-n=ker
1s endeavoring to transcend the counter~positions, Inasmuch
as he 1ls trying to turn attention from the sensible to the
intelligible, inasmuch as he has resched a viewpoint that eurrent
modes of expression cannot convey. e have Jescribed myth
as an untutored affort of the desire to know to gragp and
formulate the nature of things., In the measure that such
an effort ix tries to free 1itself from its fetters, myth
attaing an allesorical sisnificance.
e Tx&'Ndhbh's% NWWSRﬁH'mthkartuaiﬁkhapiama*.Besides myth there 1s
3\ myscery. Mant's unanswared questlons confront him with a
Himown unlmown," and that confrontation may not he dodged,
The detached and disinterested desire to lmow is unrestricted:
it £lings at us the name of obacurantists if we restirict It
by allowing other Gesire to interfers with its proper unfolding;
and while that unfolding may can esitablish thal thens by

”“W our paésdbh naturally possible knowledge 1s restricted, this

O

restriction on possible attainment is not a restriction on the

desire itself; on the contrary, Xk the question whether attainment

ls{possible|{ln all cases] presupnoges the fact thet in all cases

attainment is desired., Moreover, this unrestricted openness

O

of our intelligence and reascnableness not only ia the concrete

k_J operator of our intellectual development but also is accompanied
by a corresponding operator that deeply and powerfully holds
our sensitive integrations open to Transforming change, HMan

by nature is orientated into mystery, and naturam expelles furca,
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Thourh the field of X mystery ls contracted by
the advance of knowledge, it cannot he eliminnted from human
livina, There always is the further guestion. Though metaphysics
can grasp the structure of vossible science and the ultimace
contours of proportbicraze being, this concentration only serves
%o put move clearly and distlretly t e question of transcendent
being. And if that gusstion weets with answers, will not the
angvers glve rise to furtbier ouestions?

Morcover, the advance of knowledge ia Through
anticlpated or ux achieved exnlanstion. But explanation does
not give man a home, It reveals things in their relations to
one another thiroush the comvnlex symbols of mathematics, the
cumbrous technical terms of sclence, the bloodless ballet of
e taphysical catégories. Hven If one does not revolt xz at
the very notion that in that fashion man is to contemplate
realit§:;xplained, at least one has to admit 1) that‘the world

Somehow
off pure science and of metaphysics is,very different from the
world of poetry and of common sense, 2) that the apprehension
0f explanation stands in tonslemo#m opposition and tension

tha Hhosr
with the flow of, sensitive presentations, of,feelings and
emotions, oﬁf%ﬁlking and doing that,¥s the wtf palpable part
of onr living with persons and our deeling with thilags,

RA@ 4) thet as explanation is reached thironsh description,

ani; must be applied concreteiy by $oish turning from explanation
Bét back tol & the descriptive vorld of things for us, and
theréfore 5) that man's explanatory self-knowledse can become
effective in his Wiximd concrete living only if the content

of systematic insights, the direction of judgments, the dynamism

of decisilons can be embodied in imares and that release fesling
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and emotion and flow spontaneonsly into deeds no less than words,

The achlevement, then, of full understanding =nd
the attalinnent even of the totallty of correct judgmentqugsg mt
free man from the necessity of dynamic imarrs that partly are
aymbols and partly are signs. This necessity neith-r supnosed
nor Implies the commonly pe jorative meanin~ of myth, for 1t
remains desvite complete and fully conscionsg reﬁectioﬁ of
counter-nositions, of tie attemnt to confine explanation within
a deseriphive mould, of gnostilcism and of mamle, It is a
necesaity that has its sround in the very structure of man's
being, in which intellectual activity is a h.rher irtegration
of}ggnsitive flow and tho sensitive flow is a hi~her integration
of organic performance. ‘To such 1mesges, then, let us give
the name of mysterles, For if thet is an aggguous name, if
to some it rasmix recalls Eleusls and Samothrace and to others
tie centiries in which the saviars 2nd the deeds of Jesus were
the object of wreaching and of reverent contemplaztion, still
that very ambiguity is extremely relevant to oub tople.

For our in-ulry has swung round in a cirels,

We began from the compound caterory of mystery and myth., e

dﬂﬁ isolated, first, a pejorative meaning in which mythic conscicusness

o is the lack of self-Eknowledre and mrth the opvosite of metaphysica.
e noted, secondly, a 2 yroblem of expression that would arise
inevitably in the process from Jgnorance to knowledge, and t.ere

oo NP -

we 4 ped, an alleporical aspect of myth. Thirdly, we have

C found thnt even fmk ade-uate x® self-lmouledre and explicit

x,J metaphysics may contract but cannot eliminate a "kmown unknown"

and that they cannot issue into a cortrol of human living

LT
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without being transposed into dynamic imares which make sensible
To human sensitivity what human intelll-ence reaches for or crasgys,
But thils brings as back to the compound category from which we
began. Because human understanding and judsment, decision and QZE
bellef, are the hirher irterratlon of sensitive contents and .

actlivitles, the oririn, the exnression, and the apnlicstlon

of imtellirent and ratlonal contents and directives lieg in the
3ﬁﬂﬂ¢hiﬂem£i@ldﬁfv&ﬁ“ﬁh&nme&suréathéﬁhmanmdev@l@pamtnbéelf;b
WowledmeVapmerdidreasds o b souas Increasivaln sousslnal
sensitive fleld, Because the integratling activities of the
intellectual level and the Intsgraced activitles of the sensl tive
level form a dialectical unity in tension, it follows 1) that

the intellectual activitles nre either the proper unfolding of
the detached and dlsinterestedd Aesire of know or else a
distorted unfolding due to the interference of other desire

and 2) that the sensitive activities,from which intellectuai-
confents emerge and in whiech thew are re~resented, expressed,

and applied, eilther are involved In the mysterles of the

proper unfolding or distort these mysteries Into myths.

Py, Because man develops in self-kmowledre, he distinguishes
between his sensitive and intellectnal ectivities with increasing
sharpness and exXactitude and gresps im with ever preater precision

their inter-relatlons and inter~devendence; and so advance in

self-knowledge Implies an increasing consciousnsss and delliberatensas
and effectiveness in his choiece and use of dynamic 1lmages, of
mottos and slogans, Finally, tlis advance implies, not any
rationalist sublation of hoth mystery and myth, but simply a

k displacement of the gensitive renresentation of spiritwal issues.

Because counter~-positions head to thelr own reversal and myths
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gre grounded in counter-pos itions, sooner or later every myth
1s discredited. Bscause mamn cannot renounce Intellirence or
repudiate reasonableness, every occaslon, on vhich a myth is

discredited, is also an opportunity for men to sdvance towards
science and
a profoundsr self-lmorledge ,xnt a more ezect srasp of/\metaphysics,
a more conscious use of mystery purified of myth.
A Because the union of sensitive and intellectusl activities

is a unity of opposites iIn temsion, because the dominion
of the detached and dlsinterested desire constantly 1s challenged,
the elimination of one myth tends to coincide with the genesls

of snother and the advance of science and philosophy wrzbiy

ey

implies ¥k merely that txw later myths will be defended
complemented and defended
/\by approprinte phllocsophies and made effectlive throush
the dlscoveries of sciencs ond the inventions of technology.
S0 we are bdxourht to the profound disillusionment
of mod«rn man and to the focal point ofk his horror. He had
hoped throush knowledre to ensure a development that was always
progress and never decline. Ile has discovered that Tthe advance
of human kno.ledge is ambivalent, that 1t places in men's
hands sbupendous powexr without necessarily adding oroportilonate
wisdom and virtue, thet ilwe Tact of advance and the evidence
a\ of power are not mmrenbeed-—gmndacw cuarantess of truth, that
. nyth wrde bnmcabbotds is the permanent aslternative to mystery

and nystery is what E’}} his hybris rejectad,
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%, The Notlon of Truth,

The real issue, then, 1s truth., Thourh 1t has
concerned us all along, it will not be amiss to hring t ogether
at least the mad main points made on di‘fersnt oceesions and
in different cho ters. Accordinsly, we distincuish 1) the
criterion of truth, 2) the definitisn of truth, 3) thelontology
of tr%E?, &) truth in expression, B)btrnth,ininolsmapsstion,

i;“-rﬂ.-l‘? HM\‘W '
and Gl*truth in iba dledentieoalvacnifostntion,

Z«Et The Criterion,
The proximate eriterion of truth is reflective
grasp of tlhhe virtually unconditioned. Because it proceeds .

by rationsl necessity from such a crasp, the act of judgment

1s an setuatlon of rational conscionsness, and the content of

- judpgment has the stamp of the absolute.

Essentinlly, then, because the content of Judement
is uwnconditioned, it is indezsndent of the judring subjiect.
Essentially, arain, rationel conscionsnsss is what lssues in
a product that 1s indenendent of itself, Such 1ls the meaning
of absolute objectivity, and from it there follows a public
or common terrain throun-h which different subjects can and do
& communicate and agree,

Concretely, hoever, while reflective understanding
grasps the virbtually unconditioned, it itself is conditioned by
the ocewrrence of other commitional acts; and while the content
of the judmert is grasred as unconditloned, stil) that content
eit:.er demands or rests on the contents of experiences, insights,
and other judements for its full clarification, This concrete
inevitabillty of a cortext of other acts and a context of other

conbents 1s what necessibates the zddition of a remote to a

proXimate c¢riterion of truth,
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The remote criterion 1s the proper unfolding
of the detached and disinterested desire to lknow., In negative
terms this proper unfolding is the absence of interference
from other desires that inhihit or reinforce and In either case
distort the puidance given by the nure desire, A more positive
account of the matter, perhaps, will he sur~ested by clarifying
the diff'srences between six terms, infallibility and certitude,
certainty and probability, ideal and actuel frecuency,

A frequency 1s a nunericsl ratio of oceurrences
to occasions., An actual frequency 1s reached by couniting both
occurrences and occasions. An icdeal freruency is a numerlcal
ratlo from which actual frer~uenciles diver-e but do not do s0
aystematically, Finelly, both actusl end 1ldeal freguencises
may be affirmed or denled, and the affirmation or denlal may
be certaln or probable. It follows that, while judgments are
occurrences with actual f equenciss, while in principle thelr
dldeal fre-unencies micht be estimated or calculated, sbill the
ideal frequency of a judgment 1s one thing and ivs probability
is anocthere. For c¢ertaln judements admit an ideal freguency no
less than probable judrments; and if the ideal fryaquency of the
probable judgment were its probadility, then the probabllity of
affirming thatx® ideal frequency wonld b= another ideal frequency,
80 that an infinite resress vonld rrsult,

Accordingly, the probability of a judsment, like
the certalnty of a judgment, is a proverty of its content.

If that content coincides with what 18 rrasped as virtuelly
unconditioned, then it is a certainty. But what is grasped
as virtually unconditioned may be that a pgiven conbtent heads
towards the & virtually unconditioned, and then the content

is a probability. On this analysis, every judrment rests
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on a grasy of the virtually unconditloned, and the probabllity

of a probabld judgment is a certainty. Bub the content grasped

as virtually uncond:tioned mey be colncident with the content

of the judsment or, on the other hand, merely with the aprroximatlon
Aowrarfn av jdeote

of that content terancihew content that would be virtually

uncoenditioned,

However, there is a third sense of probabhility
that is reached by contrastineg infallibility with a certitude
that admits degrees, A subject may srasp the virtually
uncond iticned and yet may ask whetiuer that fulfilment of the
proximate criterion of truth has heen vitiated by subjectlve
bias, Thenr there =rises the auestion of the remote cricerion.
The subject I8 becomes more or less ssecure or snxlous about
the genuineness of his Inquiry and reflectlon, and further
inculry and reflection vill in their turn be open to simllar
suestioning, chatyg is in doubt 1s the subject himself, and
all his efforts to remove the doubdbt will proceed from the
same suspeclted source,

One component in this situvation may be the
sub ject's £lipght from the =malf personal commitiment involved
In judgment; another may te a temperamental inclination to
anziety; but the objective issue 1s tie habitual and actual
disinterestedness and detachment of {the subject in his cognitional
activitles; and in resolving that issue further consiceratims
come into play,

Thus, one may call upon the judgments of others
to support one's own. Detachment and disinterestedness are
independent of circumstances, but bias, unless it 1s general,
tends to vary with eirecumstances. Hence, certitudes may be

strengthened by the agreement of others, and this strenthenling
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will vary with the numbers of those that arree, the diversity
conseqnent

of their circumstances, the, virtual elinination of indlvidual

and group bilas, and the absense of any eround for suspecting

general biasg,

Again, there are judgments that express the
conditions of possible truth or error, certainty and probability,
detachment or distortions. To call tiwem Into onestion ls to
presuppose their validity, To suppose tiwt they will be revised
is to postulate a fictitious reviser and to d&trip the nane,
revision, of its current meaning. Im such cases the subject
1s confronted with limiting structures thatz enrry thelr own

#z the less obvious
suarantee, He may fell in his formnlatlon of Shetddmitdera A
liniting structnréz he may expect obthers with rreater penatration
of mind and greater debachment of spirit to improve on the
formulation at which he has arrived; but at least he has some
Frwp grasp of the princiyls of Mmitite 1imiting structures
and so some firm foothold against t:e fazr of peneral blas.

There are, then, derrees of certitude and thelr
ground lies behind the rrozimete criterion of the virtually
meorditioned in the more obscure replon of the remote criterlon.

A ot y
Inly wien’this obscure reqionﬂbecomeéfcompletely clarifled,
pither in fact or, more radically, as a matter of crinciple,
%E;;;t3ertitude reach the absolute of Lnfallibility.
T2 Phe Definition of Truth.

The definibion of trath was introduced implicitly
in our account of the notion of being., TFor being was ldentified

with what is to be known through Int ¢llicent rrasp and

reasonable affirmation; but the only reasonable affirmatlon
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ls the true éffirmation; and 80 being is vhat is lmown truly.
Inversely, then, knowing is true by its relation to being,
and truth is a relatilon of knowine to belnr.

what 18 the relation? In the lliml:ting case,
when the kmowins is identical with the !mown, the relation
dlsappears to be replaced by an identity, and then truth consists
in the abaense of any difference whatever haetween the lmowing and
the known bheing. In the ceneral case, when there is more than
one known, and on: of these 1ls a lknower, 1t is possible to
formulate a set of positive 9nd7£egative con-arative judmments
and then to employ this =et to define implicitly such terms
as subject, object, and the principal notion‘of chjectivity.
#ithin this cormtext tiere follows the bHraditional definition

of truth as the conformity or correspondence of the subject's

affirmations and nesatlons to what is and is not,

7.5 The Ontological Aspect of Truth,

The id:ntiflcation of belng with the possihle
object of inguiry and reflection places a restriction on what
being can ve., From this restriction therse followed the major
premiss of metaphysical method, n-mely, the isomorphlsm that
obtains between the structure of our kmowing and the structure
of its proportionate known. This isomorphism vas elaborated
in the chapter on the elements of metaph sics and it Xz was
clarified still further when, In discussing what preclsely
was meant by the elements, we conclnded to the intrinsic
intellizibility of being, For what is to be known by intellipgence
is whet 1s mesnt by the intellirible; heing is what is to be
knowvn by intellicence, and so it must be intellirlble and 1t

¢annot lie bheyond th: intellirible or differ from it; morsover,

TR
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one is confined to this view, for any other view involves one in
the counter-positions that x»® becoms incoherent when supposed
to be grasped intellirently ond aiffirmed reasonably,

Ontolo<ical trnth, then, i3 the inbrinsic
Intellinsibility of being., It is the conformity of belng to
the conditions of ¥ iis belng known throush intelllzent inquiry
and critical reflection., Moreover, it leads to a distinetlon
between material and spiritual bheing, between the Intrinsically
intelligihle helng thoet 1z not intelliwent and the incrinslically
intellipible being that is intellirznt. Since the difference
between matter and spirit can bhe stiown to lle in the fact that
the materlial is not intrinsicaliy inde-endent of the merely
emplrical residue vhile the spiritual is, there follows a
clossr determination of the possibility of lmovledge In terms

of matter and immﬂterialitv.

rmal, and actual good that coincides vwith the distinctig

n potency, form, and act, and so resulis An an idgntificatlon
e food, of ontolos) al t
#
P .i.__' . ‘

The eensral theorem ls, then, the identification
with intrinsic intellisibility of 1) being, 2) umnity, 3) truth
in its ontological aspect, and, as will appear in the next

chapter, 4) the good.
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2.4 Truth and Expression.

As knovledsre rises on the three levels of
expsrience and imagination, understanding and concerntion,
and reflec.ion and judgment, so 1n ex~ression there may be
distinsuished three components. For as affirmative or negatlve
utterance, the expression corresponds to reflection and judgment,
As a simificant combination of words, the ex ression corresponds
to insight and conception, As an instrumental multiplicilty,
the exuresslon corresponds to the mrterlal multiplicity of
exneriencex and Imarination.

This Jsomorphism of knowledge and expression

is not to be mistaken for an identity, {Pa«ddfiga It is one

thing to say so and another to judre, for men ca:ﬁi:j;eﬁzbfif
1y Bolepieh iy exverisnedand ~enoihSTr\g . }#ﬁy\

NWE@ﬂE/ Tt 1s one thing to understand exrerience
and another to hit uvon the havpy and effective combinatlon
of phras.s and sentences, It 1s one thing to be rich in
ex:erlence and anocther to be fluent with words. To the
judmment of lmovledge, expression ndds an act oﬁA::;E to k»
speak truthfully or deceitfully., To the insisght of knorledge,
ex; resaion adés a further practical Insight that governs the
verbal flow townrds its end of communicatlon. PFPinally, the
manifold of the presentations of sense and of the representations
of Imagination 1s succeeded in expression by the manifold of
conventional signa.

If we have emphasized the distinction betveen
knowledge and expression, we have also to take into account
thelr Inter-penetration. For coming to know is a process;

11 advances by stages in which In~uiry yields insights only

0D
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to glve rise to further cuestions that lead to further insights
and still further questions, At each stare of the process
reached

it is helpful to fix what has beeqhat%ﬂénﬁé‘anﬁ to formulk te
in some fashion whaot rcmain#to be sourht. So expresslon eulers
into the very process of learning and the attainment of know-
Lledre tends to coincide with the attaimmert of the ability
to exXpress 1it,

The Inter-penetration of lmowlsdre and expressilon
implies a solidarity, almost a fusion, of the development of
knovledge and the development of lanruare, Yords are sensible:}dﬂ}

sArveyac Ly
oscilluxion&/na)ﬂmLa&m/crfmarkaam?ﬁﬁqmﬂcxth&(

s khe cL;naui—sm-eMe\ae Mivae-C orese mwwz t.-&ir

etinues of associations of~Imares and memories, 1ﬁalirﬂs and
' ) and heiphten
Mid senitimexnts ~%ﬂﬁy-snpﬂert/xLa—fasanaﬁee

Cot ions, attitudes
- ) . . ;)

gupport and heighten the resonance of human inter-subjectivity;
the mere presence of another relesses in the dynamism of
gens itive conscicusness a modification of the flow of feeslinsas
and emotions, images and memories, attitudes and sentiments;
but words poMs possess tlelr own retinues of asaociated

™ ropresentations and affects, and so tle addltion of speech

o presence brings about a sveclalised, dirceted modification

C S

of inter-subjective reaction and responze. Rxg,beyond the

peychology of words, there Is their meaning, They belong

torether in typical patterns, and learming a lanmare 1s

C a matter, first, of grasping such retterns and, secondly,

of rraduelly a2llowing the insichts, by which the patierns

Y : __ ¥ v

are pgresped, to be short~circuited by b-lf&eﬁ sensitive routine®

atlit-namedthitkiie ta-o_foveisn-langueosg.
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that sermits the attention of intellirence to concentrate on
higher-level controls, Just as the concert pilanist is not
thunking of the place of middle ¢, S0 the apeaker or writer

is not thinking\of the meanint of his words, Pem tene et verba
|

gseQuentur, But:these sensitive r outines, these typical patterns,
are able to carry the meaning of words only because initially
there occurred the insishts that linked words intelllinibly

not only »ith one anotlwer but also with terms of meaning and
with sources of meaning.

The relationships of words to one another 1s the
eaglest to formulate. Basic lexlcography agsirns each vord
it s meaning by quotine from accepted authors tie types of
sontence 1n which the word occurs, The mathematicien, the
sc ientist, the philosorher employs the techniane of implicit
definition {or Aristotelian declaration by analory) to fix

he mean.ns of his fundamental terms and relstions. Just

as lmowledre sdvances throurh accumulations of insirhts to
hiener viewpo.nbs, so also langnare advances from a level

of elemenbary meanings through hirher viewpoints to ever
more compendious voecal restuwres. 8o we speak of Platonlsm
end Aristotelianism, of Christianity and Islam, of Renalssance
and Reformation, of Enlightenment and Revolutlon, of Science
and Falth, bu§;$E;t we mean by such words would call for
volumes of other words,

Uere words related only to obther words, thelir
meaning would never be rmore than verbal., But the mere fact
that a word can occur In a sentence that is affirmed endows
it with a basle reference to the oblective of irtellirent

and rational consciousness, to being. Noreover, this basic
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reference, whlich is the cofe of all meaning, admits differentiation
and speclalization, There are many vords: some are substantival
because they refer to intellisible and concrste unitles; some
are verbal becawnse they refer to conjurate acts; some are
ad jeetival or adverblal because Lthey refer to the repgularity
or frequency of the occurrence of ascts or to potentlalikallties
for such rogulabities or frequencies. Plnally, simce the
development of'Igngnaﬁe fuses with the develovment of knowledge,
the meaning of words not only derends upon the metaphysical
matrix of torms of meaning Tni also upon the_experiential
sources of mezmning. Prior to the explanstory conju-ates,
defined by thelr relabtlons to ons an.ther, there are the
expariential conjurates that involve a triple correlation of
classified exieriencies, classified contents of experience, and
corresponding ncemnes. The being to be lmown as an intelligible
unity differsntiated by verifiable resularit.es and frequencles
begins by bes:ng concelived heurldstically, and then its unknown
nature is diffexrentiated br ex-erient:al conjurates,

Yo are nav , perhaps, in a position to come
to grips with ocur problem, nnmely, the relation between truth
and expression, ''e began by emphesizing the distinetion bhetween
knowledge and its exnressions But we followed.up this contention
with no less insistence on the menetie Inter-penstration of
knowled;e and lan~mape. Because of this Inter-pesnetratlon
there arises the convietion that, wirile lmowing and stating

are distinet, still they run so much Gtorether that they

sald, can be dlstinguished; hut the distinctions axs point
merely to differences of aspect in that Inevitebly is the

same thing.




So it is that offorts to exrlaln what we npan
sooner or later, and sconer rather than later, end with the
global assertion that what 1a meant 13 obvicus and nelther
needs nor admits any exnlan=tion. Horever, 1t is not difficult
to Introduce a crucial exneriment that re-esiablishes the sulf
batab eIty kad e \and g xdres 8ok, \Tho ‘edhsivter\eof e, coiunjtense
betreen knowled e and expression., PFor, afifer 211, i1t 1s only
a matter of common coincidence that this sulf disanrears.
Commonly it does hapren thot conversation occcurs betueen people
that share the same common sense, that vriting is directed to
readers that already understand in considerable detail the
sub ject under discussion., But t ere also is communication
between people with different habitual accumulatlons of ins;ghts,
between teaciers and puplls, beiween oripinal thirvers and
the ir conuvemporaries, betreen the ~rent men of the past and
the ir present resders, And then the rrester the rap betieen
the intellectual development of rritsr and reader, the more

sStupendous can hecome the distinction bstween Inovledse and

expression.

By way of 1llustretlon let ns suprose that

a writer proposes to communicate some ingirht (A) to a re:der.
Then by an insight (B) the writer will grasp the readerts
habitwl accumulaticn of insichts (C)3 by a further insight (D)
he will grasp the deficienties in insircht {E) thet must be

made upor befors the readsr can szrasp the insicht (A4); Finally,
the wriber must reach a practic;fi?njinhts(F) that will govern
his verbal flow, the shaping of his sentences, their combination
into peragraphs, the setuwence of paramraphs in chapters, and of

chapbers in books. Clearly, this practical insicht 22 (F)
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giffers notablyvrom the Insirht (A) to be & communicated., It

ig deternined by the x insirsht (A) as ibs principal objective.

Buf it is also debtermined by the insi~ht (B) which settles-LfoL

what the writar need not explain and, no less, the recources
to secure

of language on which he can rely Zf effective communication,

Furtirer, it is dstermined by the iInsicht (D) which fixes a

subsidlary goal thnt has to be attaired if the principel roal

is to be reached., Finally, the ex-resaion will be a failure

in the measure that insichts (B) and (D) miscalculate the

nabitual develorment (C) and whe relevant deficiencies (&)

of the anticipated reader.

It follows, then, that properly spesking
exprossion 1s not true or ferssakd false., Truth pertains
to the judrment inasmuch as it procesds from & sresp of
the virtually unconditioned, inssmuch ss it conforms fo
the being it affirms, and inasmuch as it demands an intrinsic
intellipibility in being as a condition of the possibllity of
lmowing., Expressions are instrumental, They sre related
to the truth of kno.ledge., Similarly, they are related to

tie moral truth of the will that communicates knouledge.

But in themselves ex:ressions are merely adequate or inadequete.

Moreover, in the general case, the adequacy

of exrression is not measured ezclusively by its correspondence

with the lmowledpge to be communicated. That knowledge sets
a principal goal; it defines & central meaning., But besides
/
the principal roal, there can be a subsidiary goal; besides
the central mesning, there can be a more or less peripheral
iy Aol
meaning, For the Sp@&kG?A ,convey what he wishes to say

only if he first conveys other inslghts that in one manner or

another enable liis hearers to grasp the messare with whieh he

—
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1s concerned.

Furtler, adequacy is a varlable standard. If onse
has anything much to say, then one cannot say it all at once,.
IT one has anything very sirnificant to say, then mrobably one
will not be able to excresa the whole of it excert to a ratner
gpecialized audience, Such limitations restrict the adequacy
with which even one's »rincipal meanins 1s expressed, Bubt there
are further limitations on the adequacy with which subordinate
and peripheral meanlngs are exrressed, Itrwemidxbka For one
thing leads to another, If insirhts (D) must be communicated
in order to commnicate Inslght (A), other insishts (G) may be
needed. to communicate insights (D)3 in turn, insirhts (G) will
need to be ireceded by insi~hts {H), until one has said all one
knows anéfgiscovered, perhaps, a few points that onngzzgé to
clear up for oneself. But human expression 1s never complete
oxpression. It keeps ibs eye on the central meaning; it expedites
subordinate and peripheral meaninms by lowering standards of
adequacy to a sufficient apnroximation to the purpose in hand;
and, quite clearly, 1t cannot add in a prrenthesls this somevhat
involved account of the variable standard of adequate exrression,

However, this account of the relatlon between
truth and expression rests on the position that trith resides
in the internal act of judgment, of assenting or/di;senting.
But agninsc every position there standa a conntér-positian.

.,- - Cao IR 1 A a0 [3 v and Sommon O = A Ak 21 Toe% A

!,? ForR R e el 1Y it;‘_f N NGO T a oY b duabaeia
ﬁ/ﬁﬂbliQf2Dd‘GdhmQgpggﬂrZiﬂdthﬂE&iﬁ“ﬁﬁioh men cg . s
ﬁiaﬁminmthQuuQE9nﬂﬁEé0%eﬁmgrQBQgpQf\ﬁﬂ%Eﬁhnﬁ“éhﬂ?‘ihvehfﬁfghfﬁf,

&Wuha_%mwbwmew-




- .. "

h e : o i;4 o o . 15

It can be maintained that truth and felsity reside, not in the

judgment, but in the expmension, that if Jjudmments are true or

false then that is 8o because they armree with true or false

ex:;ressions, tihat the public or common field throurh which

men can communicate is not an absolvbte, independent of all

sub jects because reached through the virtually unconditioned,

but simply the atmosphere which, as we breathé:jn common, 80O
B vibrating in the various manners

also ve setﬁim$s~u&bra%ipnghthat carry our uords from one to

ancther.

Besides the baslc counfter-position, there are
minor oppositions, One c¢an <rant that truth and falsity reside
in the judpment, yet cne can conceive the relations beiween
trath and falslby Iin terms of mistaken theory of knowledge.
Thns, the Scotist view thet words correspond to concegtgjfthat
concepta are procuced in us by the formal as-ects of things
involves a ririd correlation between knowledre and ex ression.
If its Inadeguacy is not aprarent vhen communicetion occurs
In the simple c¢ase when spegker and hearer share te same
intellectual development, it breaks dowvn with a magnificent
irrelevance to facts when one recalls the long and fruitless
verbal debetes of the Rourtk fourteenth century or the oceans

of commentary that ever flow iIn ever renewed intervretations

of the greater works of human Intslll~ence.

PImTIly, TIOF6 “te—rEdied-constesmsesitiomes

expregsion? But, nerhaps, we have
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Finally, there 18 the vopular fallaey. If often
=nough the meaningzgﬁiof an expression is almple and obvious,
why should it not always be s0? Vhy should honest truth ever
hide in the voluminous folds of a lensthy, complicated, and
difficult exposition? Perhaps we have done something to meet
this objection. Once one has understood, the convent of an
insight is simple and obvious even though it is exrressed poorly.
Until one has understood, the content of an insisht is as hidden
as the far side of the moon. Accordi-ply, one finds exceoesdon
the meaning of expressions simple and obvious when the speaksr
or writer is communicating what one understands already, and
one finds their meaning obscure and d¢lfficult when he 13 stating
what one has still to learn., In thie latter case no amount of
pedagogic and linguistie skill will eliminate the necessity of
g HerTe AN k- bhat-e vaRt -
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the effort to learn. For this reason only the man that understands

overything already is in a position to demand that all meaning
be simple and obvi.us toe him,
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7«5 The Appropriation of Truth.

To appropriate a truth is to make 1t one's own.
The eseential appropriation of truth 1s co-mitionel. However,
our rossonableness domends consistency batiween what we know and
vhat we do; amd so tlers 1s a kxmfuid volltional appropriation
of truth .t consists In onr willinrness to live up to it,
and a sensitive appropriation of truth t.at consg.sts in an
adapbation of our sensibility to the requlrements of our knowledge
and our decisions.

The esgential appropriation of truth sefs a
threefold problem. Pirst, there 1s the problem of learning,
of gradually acquiring the accumulation of habitual Inslichis
that constitute a viewpoint, and eventually of moving from
lovier to ever h.zher vieWpo;ntsj# Secondly, there 1is tlie problem
of identification. By insirhts one rrasps unities and corfélations;
but besides the unity, there are the elements to be unified;
ané besides the correlation, tihcre are tie elements to be reduded
distinguished and related, Until one gfes mets the insishbt,
one has no cluse {apart from the directions civen by a teacher)
for uicking out accurately the elemc-ts t-at are to be unified
or related. But once the insirht is ranched, one 1s able to
find in onets oun exrerience just what it 1s that falls under
the insicht's mrasp and what lies outside it. Hovever, ability
is one thing, and verformance 1is another, Identification 1s
performance, Its effect is to make one vossess the inslshi

g8 onets own, to be assured in onets use of 1if, to be familiar

T
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with the range bf its relevance. Arlstotle remarked, I think,
that if one und;rstands, one cnn teach., Bub the understanding
thot enables one to teach adds ldentification to inslght.
By that addition one 1s able to select and arranre and indicate
to others the combiration of sensible slemenbs that=zi will
give rise to the same insirht in them. One is able to vary
The elements at the demand of circumstances, One is able to
put the questions that @%@ elicit from the pupil indications
of his blind-spots and, then, to proceed afresh to the task
of bringing him to tihe prior insiehts he must reach before he
can master the present lesson.

Thirdly, there is the problem of orientatlon.
Every discovery can be formulated either as a position or a8
a counter-~positions But counter~positions bhoth seem obvious
and yet are destined to ulf imate reversal, Inasmuch as ve
inquire intelli~ently and reflsct critically, we orerate under
the drive of the detached and ¢isinterested desire to know.
But once we have reached tne truth, we are prone to find it
unreal, to shift from the rcalm of the Intellirible and the
unconditivned back into the realm of sense, to turn away from
truth and being an¢ settle down like rood animals In our
palpable environment. In the messure that we fall to orientate
onrselves towards truth, we both distort what we kmow and
restriet what we mirhit kmow, We distort what we kxmow by
imposing upon 1t a mistaken k notion of reality, a mistaken
notion of objectivity, and a mistaken X notion of Imowledge.
fe—~reubrict-w hal wo-mighé-now, Forw-e-nehke-oursvtves—uninseve-8iaeld”
dmbribh ~and -badas




‘D-IESFEHII!- :/ UA e W ’ 2.5 : o 114 :

-

Yo restrict what ve mlsht know; for we can justify to ourselves
and to otheras the labor spent In learning only by pointilng

to the palpable benefits it brings; and the demand set by
palpabls benefits does not enjoy the unrestricted ranpe of

the detached and disinterested desire to knowv,

Bhis- agccouph-af- the comitlionel—aperernlat-ion
sf-truth - 1n terms~of its-problems.not owlky Is—dynawkc bub adso-
rafspapralledte

The roader will note that the three problems of
cormitional aprropriation run parallel to tize thrsee levels

In our knowing, The problen of learning is kka met on the

level of understanding and formulation. The problem of identificatiué
18 met on the level of experience (where exerience 13 used broadly
to denote not only =ense ex erience but also Intellectual and
rational conscicusness}), The problem of ordentatlon is met
on the @ level of reflection and judrmment vhen at last wve
grasp that every lssue closes when we can say definltively,
It is so, or It is not so, tnat the objective of kmowing is
being, that whi.le heing is a ~rotean notion still its content
is determined by Intellisent agragp and reasonable affirmation
and, after affirmation, by nothing else.

/e have cast our account of appropriation in
torms of problems ratiher than in termsp of results, and this
purely dynamic viewpeint is of some Imporiance. For 1t excludes
all fetisghism, all mistaking of means for ends. Clear definition,
precise language, orderly arrancement, rigorous proof, and all
the other paraphernalia of comnitional activity possess their
value, They serve to merk clearly the succesaive stages of
advance. They consolidate 1n mmy masterly fashion what at

any slven moment appears to be atta:ned solidly and more or less
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vermanently, They provide magnificent expressions of the truth
that 1ls to be aypropriated. But of thelr very nature they are
static., 7They shed no light e:fher on the »upil's kakx task

of coming to arpropriate them or on the investli-stor!s task

of going beyond them to the appropriation of furtier truth,

Yot it 1s precisely that tirofold task that an account of
appropriat ion should envisages. The wall-formulested sys tem
becomes mine in so far as I understand it, in so far as I can
ldentify its empirical elements iIn my exmerilence, in so far as
I grasp the unconditloned or the approximation to the unconditioned
thaet grounds a reasonable affirmation of it, in so far as my
orientation permits & me to be content with that affirmation as
the final aiemsnk Iincresent In my kno ledre of the system and

does not drive me to sesk in the "already ont © eve now" some
Imaginetive reresentatlon of what, after all, it really means,
Exactly the same procedure soverns efforts to go beyond the
woll-formulated system and to rencrate t''e stresses and strains

in Imowledge that will lead to its reniacement by &m a more
adequate account of reality.

It may be noted, further, that the three problems
of appropristion are solidary. One cannot go far in understanding
without turning to the problem of identification and, without
understanding, one 1s unable to ldentify, Agaln, a mistaken
orientation sives rise to nseudo-problems, but in the limit
psendo~probkems bring about their own reversal and with 1t
the correction of the mistaken orientation, Thus, contemporary
physics finds {itself compelled to say that 1t deals with the
entities that satisfy cerftain types of e uwatiors even thozugh

such entities and their processes defy our povers of Imaginations

L oemen
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Finakly, unless one glves oneself to the sffortto understand,

one as no means of ldentifying in one's exrerilence wiiat precisely

18 meant by the projer orientation of the debached and dizkinterested ;
desire towards the universe of truth and bveing,

In g somekwhst looser fashilon, comitioral
approprietion of truth 1s solidary with volitiinal and with
sensitlve aporopriation. Bad will mrkes truth unwelcome, and
unwelcome Lruth tenda to be owverlooked, For uhe appropriation
of truth even In the cognitionnl field makes demands upon tine
whole man; hils conscliousness has to slip into the intellectual
pattern of ex.erlence and 1t has to remain there with The wkufwd
minimam of distractions; his sub-conscisusness has to tarow
up the lmares that lead to Insi~hit; his desire to lmow has to
be sufficlently domlnant to keep ever furtier gquestlons complementing ;
and correcting previous incishtsy his obhservatlon and hils memory
have to conmtrlbute srontaneously to the presentation and the
recall of relevant data in ~hich the fulfilment or non-fulfilment
of the unconditioned is to be found. Bad will, ho ever, elther
prevents one from initiating an inguiry or, if that cannot be
avolded, from prosecuting it @fg,earnestly ant effectively,

For the collaboration of all our povers towrvds the rsrasping

of truth, bad will substituites thelr conspiracy to bring forth
doubts about truth and evidence for error.gf&nversely, if the
atbtalnment of truth demands good will, still zood wlll,ha=

as we 8shall see in the next chapter, 1s nothing but a willingness
to follow the lead of intellirence and truth. So it 1s that

man 12 boxed in; without the appropriation of truth, his will
cannot be positively cood; and " ithout rood will he cannot
proceed to the attainmentz of truth., On this basic problem

somebliing has been said already in the account of renuineness
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a8 the overator of human intellectual development; and something
more will be added in the chapter to follow,

Human intelli-ence and reasonableness funcilon
as the highsr Integretlon of the senstive sensitive flow of
percepts and Imapes, emotions and feeling? attitudes and sentlments,
words and deeds, It follows that as the commitlonal and volitlonal
appropriations of truth are solidary with ench other so also they
condition and are conditioned by adaptations of human sensibllity.
Here the basic problem is to discover the dynamic Imares thatb
both correspond to intellectual contents, orientations, and
determinations yet also possess in the ssnsitive fileld the poveXr
To lssue forth not only into words but also into deeds. On thils
problem we have touched 1n assertins the necessity of either
mysteries or mytha; and to it we shall reburn in atiempting
to analyse the structure of huistory., For the moment 1T must
suffice to draw attention to the fact tiwt, as intellectual
development occurs bthrough insishts into sensible presentations

and imaginative re:resentations, so also the intelli-ent aond

reagonable control of human living can be effective only in the
measure that 1t has at its disposal the symbols end sisns by
which it translates its dlrectives o human sensibility.
Finally, unless one can carry out in deeds what one knows and
wills, then the willing alr.ady 1s a fallure and from failing
will to bad will to cisconcernk for truth there are the 888y

and, unfortunotely, famllisr steps,
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d.# The Truth of Interrretation

E.é} The Problem,

The problem of interprebtation can st be intro-
duced by distingulshing between expression, silmple interpretation,
anértigi:interpretation.

Aa has been seen, an exvression ls & verbal flow
governed by a practical insi~ht (F) thot derpends upon a principal
insight (A) tc be communicanted, upon a srasp {B} of the anti-
civated audiencets habibunl intellectual development (C), and
upon a grasp (D) of the deflciencies In ¥ insirnt {) that have
to be overcome if the insi~ht (A) is to be communicated,

By aniggﬁgy intermeiatlon will be reant a second
expresslion addressed to a different audience, Hence, slnce 1t
is an expression, it will béwﬁuided by am a vractical insipght (Ft)
that depends upon a principal Insleht (A'} to be communicated,
upon a grasp (Bt) of the snticivated audience!s habltual
intellectual development {C'), and uvon a grasp (D') of the
def'iciencies in insirht (3') that hive to be overcome if the

'”ﬁh principal insicit (A') is to be communicrted,

In the simple interpretation the principal

s}

insight {A') to be communicated purports to colnecides with the
principal insight (A) of the ori-inal expression, Hence,

i differences between the rracticel insishts (F) and (F') denend

Girectly upon differences between the habitual iInsishts (B} and
L
(B'), (D) and (D!'), and vemotely upon!‘diff‘erence}; ® between
nd Aha, Cetriiia
the habitual developments (C) and (C');ﬁ(E) and (&),

Now Lhe simple inter. retation gives rise to

further cuestions. On an elementary level people esk why
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a faithfyl interpretation should differ from the original expression, .

If this issue is met by appealing to the fact that both the
oririnal expression and the intern eiztion are relative to their
respective audiences, tiisre arises the problem of settling
the differences betveen the audiences and of Incorporating them

inte the interpretation.

%ﬁ inuerpretation, then, 1is ruided by a

practical insisht (F") that devends upon insirhts (A"), (B"),

and {D"), But now the insisht {(B") 1s a srasp of the asudience's
habibual grasp {C") of its own intellectual developement =€ (C!)
and of the difference botveen t:ab develoopment and the habdltual
accumulation of the insichts (C) in the Initisl andience.
Similarly, the insirht Bx (D"} is a prasp of the andience's
deficiencies {&") in srocping t e differences between % tlhe
nablitual developments (C') and (C) and so in understanding the

2ot (E) ama { £ amol deLictarn Fha
differences betveen thgﬁprnctical insirhts (F!') and (F). Finslly,
the principal Insisht (A") to be commmnicabed will be a grasp

of the identity of the Insi~ht (A) communiceted in the original

| oxpression and of the insirht (A') communiceted in the simple

interpretacion.

) However, the reflective intervretaitlon auffers
from two,difficulties, In the first place, 1t is relative to
its antlcipated wudience, =nd audiences are an ever shifting

manifold. Hach culture in each of the stames of lts progress
and decline is divided inbto a variety of schools, attitudes,

orientatlong, and in each of these varieties t.ere are numerous

de'gamee’sw«i\telmctm‘i_at bame T \Lo- ek ’ﬁf?‘ 76 Jebﬁim
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desgrees of intellectunl attaimmert. It vould be a matter of
considerable difficulty to work oub a reflective interyrebtation
Fhatledi Med a-tingle~andiencs Ukut that-etididnes willl hoti¥h
Livd fopefery-tidre. 48 can enormens ranre-of sther-aildient ey’

t3- o \entisfied- even/

that satisfled a sinrle audiences bub thiere 1s an enormous

range of other audiences that will remain to be satisfied;

and thepene oucllence one does gatisfy will not live forever.

In the second plece, it is 2ll vary well to talk rlibly about
the habitual iIntellescinal develovment and the deficlencilss

of the oririnal and the present audlence and tho f¥ determiratlion
of the differences in tlwe practical insishts roverning the
orlginal intebrnalaiiei-andottie¥ten oxrresslon and the simple
ik erprevation, But it 1s ® culice anotihier matter to Set aboub
lhe Investiration of such ohscure matiaxs obiects, to reach
something better than a mere ~uess abont tkmnhﬂto find an
appropriace and effective manner of communicating the f rnits

of one!'s inquiry. Reflective Interpretation is a smart 1idea,

a beautiful obilect of thourht. Bub is it a wnrectical possibility?
Has it ever been achieved? .

Eﬁﬁiﬁ?ﬁgzﬁgmﬁs to the,problem of inter station,

It may very well hapren that any simple interpretation is
correct, that 1t hits off for a contemporary audience the
principal insight cormunicoted by thefSriainal document.

If may al=zo happen that the interpreter knows his interpretation
to be correct, that he prasps the virtually unconditioned or,
at least, that he grasps tie apnroximation of his Interpretation

to the virtually unconditionsd, For analogous to common sense,

there 1s a historical sense, Just as we by common sense can

o o
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know how our contemporaries would or would not speak or esct In
any of a serles of ordinary end typleal situations, so the
scholar by a long familimrity with the documents and monuments
of another are and by an ever Increasing accumulatlon of
complementary insirhts can arrive at s partlcipation of the
comnon sense of anofler @B period and by thls historical

sense can tell hov the men and voren of that time would or would
not speak or act In cextain tvpes of situatlon. However,

just s our cormmon sense is open bto individusl, group, and
goneval bims, 90 also 1s the historical sense, Morsover, Jjust
as our common sense camnot analyse itself or critleize liself

or arrive at an abstract formulation of its cenirel nucleus,

30 algso the historical sense ig limited in a simllar fashlon;
both are far more llkely to0 be correct In pronouncing verdicts
than in sssiening exact and corvineing reasons for them,

But if interrreistion is Lo bhe scientifiec, them the arounds

for the intervretation have to he acsirmable; if inter;retation
is %o be scientifie, then tiere will not he a range of different
interpretations dus to the individual, ~roup, and general blas

of the historical sense of different experts; 1f interpretation

ESEELE

b ot Ao e ed Nt rin
is tobe scientific,than it has to discover some method of
conceiving and determining the habhitual development of all
audiences and 1t has to invent some techniocue by which its
expression escares relativity to perticular and incidental

auGlentces.
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51’{,62 The Notlon of a Thiversal Viewvoint,

By & universal viewpoint will be meant a potentlal

totality of genetically and dilaslectleally ordered viewpoints,
Qur present concern uLll he to clarify this notion., Though
we believe it to be relevant to the prohlem of seientifle
intermretation, its relevance is a further question that can
be discussed only later.

First, then, the totslity in question is porential,
A unive sal R viewpoint is nobt universal history. It is nos
a Hegellan dialectic that 1s complete amart {rom matters of
fact., It is not a Kantimn g priori that, In Iitself, is determirate
and meYely avalts imposition upon t~e raw materials of vicariocus
experience. It 1s slmply 2 heuristic sitructure that contains
virtually the vorious ranmes of possivle alterna.ives of
intervretatlions; it cen l1list 1ts owm conftents only through
the stimulus of documents and historical ingulrles; it can
gselect bebieen alternatives mnky and Aifferentlaste its ceneralities
only by apmsaline to the acce-ted norms of historical investlratlon.

the Lo
Secondly, i&~4ﬂn§Atotalit$Aof viswpoints, Hence,

it is concerned with the principal acts of meanlng that lie

ma*ﬁ;acﬁéﬁﬁaéaﬂf\,wanngﬂps.~,k6?baver~fi +

acts of meaning not iniirectlypAut directl 1t diffena
firom such general inquipi@s as phonegkles, comnﬂﬁﬁﬁggggframgﬁr,
L ) L3 L) L] H .
ﬂ tie principles of lLexicopraphy, linmmistle and Eﬁyllstlc totenin

f
r

'falysisj,nhich ult inately are coﬁaérﬁrd»ui$hxnmaniﬁgpbuhbﬁérsc$$y :
deyote_ther abtertion-to Wxzprevsiols ,

in insights and judrments, =nd 1t reaches these principalacts
by directing attention to the exmrience, the understanding,

and the eritical reflection of the inter reter. Accordingly,

¢ — I . . — ) | f’"
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1t differs radically from such disciplines asp phonetlcs,
comparative pgrammar, the principles of lexicography, lingulstic
and stylistic analysis, for thourh they ulbimately are concermned
with meaning, their attention 1s centered directly upon expression.
In contrast, the universal viewpoint is concerned with the
interrreter's cavacity to erassp meanings; it would open his nind
to ldeas that do not lie on the surface and to vie:s that diverse
enormously from his ownj it wounld enable him to find clues were
otiherwise he mirsht look but wonld £2i1 to see; it wonld einlp

him with o capaclty to frensport his thinking to the level and
ttqr&caiﬁgygéggzgﬁgther epoch, bEverTT

7 " . s
verbain mr &hatinlly ordered marks on paper or sarchment; papypus

r stone, is to have its source in Al Inter reter s ablliby

0 ﬁéﬁstinguish an@frecombine emwnts in g own ex-erience,

t ﬁgggg:ﬁbﬂ’?aobéer thg Accnmulat lonAf ingishbs charackeristic
of. & difﬁefént staze” of human development, to envisare the -
d ntexf and sienificance.of juderwenus baséd on mm ghich insights.
?hB—svur;%ﬁ“Bf-hiﬁtUrw*éﬁfmnﬂnthin—%he—htstcriﬁgrﬁpH@F”

texture of another culbture in another enoch., Tiere are the
external sources of historical inmterpretation and, in the main,
they consist in spatially ordered merks on paper or parchment,
papyrus or stone. Bub there are also the imma sources of
interpretation immanent in the historiosrarher Wdsvp himself,

in his ability to distinruish and recombine elerents In hls

ovn exyerisnce, in his ability to work backwards from coni emporary

to earlier accumulations of Insirhts in humen development, in

" his ability to envisage the protean possinhilities of the not lon

of being, the core of all meaning, which varies in content
with tie experience, the insights, the judpments, and the habitual

orientacion of ezch Individual.,
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Thirdly, the universal viewpoint is an ordered

totality of viewpoints, It hms 1ts bese In an adequate self-
knowledre and 1in the consenuent metaphysics. It has a retrow
spective exranslon in the vari-us menstic series of discoverles
throuph which man could advance to his present knowledre. 1T

has a dilalectical exvansion in the many formulations of discoveries
due to the polymorphic consciousness of man, in -he Invitation
lssued by positions to éetweles further development, and in the
implieation of counter-vnositions of thelr own reversal.

Pinally, it can reach sancwowe.tgsbd & concrebe presgentat ion

of any formulstion of any discovery throush the identiflcation
onal

in mnekﬂamughexperience of the elements that, as confused or

a8 as distinguished and related, as related under this or that

orientation of polymorphlc consci-vaness, could combine to g

make the positim or counter-position humanly convincinge.

Hovwever, as the totality is potentlal, so also
1s the ordering of the viewpoints. The tobtality is a henristic
structure; 1ts contents are sequences of unknoms; and the relations
between the unlknowns are determinate not s-ecifically but only
génerically. Thus, tiwre are reneble sequences, but the same
discoveries can be made in different manners. There are dialectically
opposed formulations with their contrasting invitabions to
further develovment and to reversal: hut tie dilalectical opnositions
are not simply the clear-cut i’entificalions of the re;zf;;th
being or with the "alrecdy out there now," of the objectiégfﬁg;h
the intellirment and reasonable or with elementary extroversion,
of knowledé:fggth inculry and eritical reflection or with the
Look that is prior to all questions; on the contrary, such extremes

tend to merge in the ambivalence of the eesthetiec, the dramatie,

and the practical patierns of experience, to cive riss to questions

0 j:} . s,
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that not only are unsolved but also inzdequetely concelved, to
make thelr c¢lemrest appearance not In the fiseld of knowledre bub
rather in the volitional tension between moral sspiration and
practlcal living,

., Not only 1s the ocrdering potential but also what
is ordered ls,ndvancing from the generic to the specifie, from
the undiffierentiated to the differentiated, from the awkward,
the global, the spontaneous to the ex ert, the precise, the
methodical, Our distinctlions between maithemeotics, scilence,
comnron sense, and philosophy are hased unon the different manners
iaﬂwhiah_;nﬁggh{g,san,be\aecnmuﬂmied\,Aau#xecmmen,sunaafisféIwayaf

% procedure and never a methjfi/gyﬁfiﬁggially:
a philosophy'not only @;ﬁ-uo discover Lk

»61ir proper e thods by

“Gwasics, sclence,

1°§£“Process of triﬁif;nd error/pnﬁ”also W%ﬁg/ﬂﬁaifge?entiated

from common senge and S0 yﬁ%ﬁ:ﬁjﬁigjpt&{i&ng/wﬁth‘a/prhsp‘og.gf.
cddure_and\eompet 7

in which insichts can he accumulated.. Since the manner in vhich
1nslght%:£:<accumulated is simply a dynamle strvcture that can
be utllized witbhout consciousm advertence, it is possible for

us to agsk whetizer primitives or children heve any interest iIn
mathematical, scientific, of vhilosophic questions. But even

if such interests were to be ascribed te primitives or to children,

it would he neceasary to add not merely that they : ere,msacesns

AQ?Q the divisions and sub-divisions of later thoucht but also that

they mingled indiscriminatelf‘with the ocuestions of common gense

and tended hoth to ba distort and to be distorted by comron sense

procedures,
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Fourthly, the universal viewpoint 1s unlversal
not by abstractness hut by potential completeness, It attaing
its inclusiveness, not by stripplrg objects of thelr pecullaritiles,
but by envisapging subjects Iin their necessities. Thers are no
Interpretations without interpreters. There are no Interpreters
without polymorphie unities of emplrical, intellirent, and
rational consciousness. There sre no exrpressions to be inter-
proeted withoubt other similar um ties of conscisusness. Nor
Ihhas the work of interpreting anyiling nore than é m terial
determinant In the spatially ordered set of marks in documents
and monuments, If the iuterpreter assirng any meaning to the
marks, then the experiential component in that meanins wlll be
derived from his experience, the intellectusl com-onent will
be derived from hils Iniellicence, the rational c omnonent will
be f® derived from his critiecal reflection on the critical
reflection of anctiwer, Such are the unterlying necessltles
and from them svring the pouential completensess that mekes the
universal vieWpoint universal.

To ap-roach the same lssue from another angle,
the core of meaning isk the not lon of being and that notlon is
protean. Bdidin Being is (or 1s thousht to be) whabever is
{or is thought to be)} grasped intellirently and affirmed reasonably.
There is then a universe of meaninpgs snd 1ts four dimensions
are the full rense of nossible combinations 1) of exweriences
and lack of experience, 2) of insishts and lack of Insisht,

3) of judements and of fallures to judpe, and 4) of the various
orientations of the nolymorphic conscliousness of man. KHow

in the measure that one grasps #Miw the structure of this
protean notion of being, one possesses the base and ground

from which one can proceed to the content and confext of =
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every meaning. In the measure that one explores human experience,

huwnan insichts, human refleciion, and human polymorphic consciousness;

one becomes capable, oftavpreximatdsw, when provided with the
appropriate daba, of apwroxinetineg to the content and context
of the meaning of any glven expression,

Pifthly, since vhat we hove named the unlversal
viewpoint 1lg simply a corollary of our own philosophic analysis,
1t wlil be objeeted that we are offering not 2 unlverssl viewpoint
but simply the viewpoint of our own philosovhy,

To meet this ch-ree, it will he well to be~in by
distinguishing a universal vievpo.nt and a universal lanpuare,

In 80 far as we employ ™#é nemes and epithets with laudatory

or pejerative implications, such as "resl" and "illusory,”
"position" and "counter-position,” "intelli-ence! and "obtuseness,"
"mystery" and "myth," 1% is plain enocurh that we are not offering
a universal languasze, For anyone that disarreed with our views,
would prefer a redistribution of the imnliclif pralse and blame,
56111 there would be in principle no difficulty in reaching a
universal languare, for any verm that was offensive to anyone
could be replaced by some arbitrary name or symbol that vas

free from 2ll the associations of human ima~ination and human

feeling,

%nd th nqrtlculqr vhi osopnies/%ecome gapanle ofxcrounding ;

a unyﬁerual v1ewpo¢nt in the measure thét they dp not differ

vhy We are presenting.rf

) .
In/the first/place, é pﬁruicular nhllosophy

an ground a undversal vieprJnt{//for o Dﬂétic:}?% pt}iosophy
an‘be based on the dynamic structure of human Goenitional
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On the obther hand, we would contend that there
is at least one particular ohillosophy that counld ground a
universal viewpolint, For Gt ere 1s o partienlar philosorhy
that would take i1ts atand upon the dynamic structure of human
cognitional activity, thet would distinsuish the warious pessi
slouents Involved in that structure, that wonld be able to
construct any philozorhle posiltion br postuleting appropriate

and plausible omisgsiong snd confuslons of the elements, that

would reach its own particnlar views by correcting all omissions

and confusions. W¥How such a vhilosovhy, though particular,

would provide a base and rround for a wumiversael viewpolintg

&ﬂcgnsidarﬂﬁéfﬁy
rﬂ@gidﬂﬂin,va?iaus.combiaasiﬂns¢constit&%eﬁbhéﬂ
noawihle~piiilossahisanao—alse-thd rove s

Tor a wniversal viewpoint is the motential totality
of all vieupoints; the poueniilal tovality of all viewpolnts
lies in the dynamic stroebure of coribtlonal activity; and the
dynamic structure of cormitional activity is the basis of the
particular philosophy in ruestion,

Finally, vwe vould arcue that the particular
philoso: hy we are offerins alsc is the particulsr rhilosophy
that can ground a universal visupoint., By t-is we do not mean
that our visws will act % be improved vastly by more accurate
accounts of experience, of insirht and its formulation, of
reflection ﬁnd judpment, and of the polymorphic conscicusness
of man., Rather our meaning 1s thet such iImprovements will not
Involve any radical change in the philosophy, for T he piilosophy
rests, not the account of exrerience, of incimht, of judmment,

A
and of polymorphic conscivusness, but on the defining pattern

of relations that bring these four into a single dynamic siructure.

3 —
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Apain, it is the grssp of that structirs that srounds the universal
Ao,
viewpointgaﬁnfhonce the structvre 1o reached, the potential

Foratiyy ofLvisnpointe-~le-—nedched and more-rofined actoln

“ifﬁuoleﬁﬁhﬁé\séfvé’onlyapoadehemminq_withxgroabarmabcuru]J
; s/ not he-Petensinl- but-the Aebual tobality o¥
totolity of vieupoints » is reached, For more refined accounts
of the sluments in the structure modify, not the potentlal

totality, but the accuracy and Ldineps Aulconple~wN

completeness with which one c¢an proceed from the unilversal

vliewpoint to the reconstructuion of particular contents and
p

contexts of meaning,

33 ,ﬁﬁ' Levels and Sequences of Expression,

notion of the D
As the/universal vievpoint, so also some account

of levels and sequences of exvression is, we believe, a necessary

preliminary to a treatment of the problem of scientific dntera-

pretation, The ilmmediste t ask will be to clansify modes of

ex.resslon, not in terms of lanrucrme ox of style, but in terms

of msanings, ULigr Only later shall we atbhempt to iIndicate the

relevance of such a class.ficabion to Xkm a science of hermeneutics,.
Already distinetions have been dravm between

1) sources, 2) acts, and 3) bterms of mearing. Sources of meaning

lie in the experiential, intellectual, and rational levels of

knoving, Acts of meaning are principal or instrumwental; principal

gcts are formal or £xiX full inasmuch as they procazdxfrom
are constituted by acts of defining, supposing, considering,
or by acts of aifiridwrodr—denpitie assenting opr dissentings
instrumental acts are sensible manifestations of meaning

throurh ~estures, sveech, anc writlng, Terms of weaning, finally,

¢ :
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are wqpever happens to be meant; they form & universe of meanings
that Includes not only the universe of weeadms being but also

the totality of terms of supnositions and of false affirmntions

and n«gations,

Now the distinction bet een different levels of

expresslion rests upon a considerasion of the sources of meaning
both in the speaker or writer and in the hearer or reader,
Thus, the expresslon may have its source 1) simply in the
exyerience of the spesker, as in an exclamation, or 2) in
artistlcally ordered ezwerientisl elewments, as in 2 song,

a3 v eY s satlyerisved arid\ sePllct i ve

or 3) in a reflectively tested intellirent ordering of experiential

elementis, 23 In a gsbao.ement of faet, or 4) in the addition of
acts of will, such as wishes and commands, to Ilntellesctual and
rational kxw.'ledse, In turn, the hearer or render may be
intended to respond 1) simply on the exveriential level in an
inter~subjestive reproduction of the speaker's feelings, mood,
sentiments, imares, associatlons, or 2) both on the @ level

of experisrte and on the level of insight and consideration,
or 3) on the three levels of experience, insight, and judgment,
or 4) mot only on the three corniitional lsevels but also in the
practical maner that includes an act of will.

The intended response of the hsarer or reader
may be obscure, Bubt a8 expression bescomes gpeclallzed, the
differences become more and more manifest, Advertisers and
propacainda ninlstries alm at psycholorical conditioning; they

dlilached
atwxak desire neitherkinsight nor,reflection nor rational

chioices but simply the establishment of types of habituation,
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familiebity, assoclatlon, automatism, that will dispense with
furtizer questions., Literary writers orerate principally on
the same level; words are sensible entitles; they possess
assocliations with images, memories, and feelines; and the
skilful writer i1s en~apod primarily in exploiting the resources
of lanzuage to attract, hold, zbsxmk absorb the attention of
prosvective readers. ZEven vhen literary writing alms ultlmately
tEDEY AR M MIody at the commmication of insirhts
and convictlons, it does so incirectly, Instead of a frontal
attack on the reader's Intellisence, tlere is the insinuation
of Insaights tiwroush the images from which they subtly emersge.
Instead of a methodical sumning up of the pro!'s and con's of
a Judagment, tiiere ls an unhurvied, almost inclidental, display
of the evidence wilthout, verlaps, even a suggesied question,
Direct concern with the render's undersianding
appears in scientifle writing. On the introiunctory level, it
alms at provoking insights tiroush illnstrations and diagrams,
On the advanced level, it becomes the treatise, Then all terms
are defined implicitly or explicitly; all baslc relations are
postulated explicitmly: all derived reletions are deduced.
Thus, the practical insicht (P) t-at puides the sclentific
writers verbal flow is reached by trensposing Xexie from logic
as a sclence Lo loriec ag a techniaues tiie bulk of loric can
itself be formulated in a trestise; and the only attention pald
to the reader's habitual intellectual development and its
deficiencies aprears in a prefatory note that indicates the
other treatises tiat must be mmstered before tackllng the

present elucubration,

.
i
.




Direct concern with the render!'s judrments emerpges

in philosophic writing, Just as the anthor of an introduction to
a sclence uses any Imares that, he believes, will enable the

reader to reach the relevant insirhts, so the author of an

introduetion to philosophy eppsals to any insichts within the
reader's ‘intellectunl ranre. TFor as the sclentist is indifferent
to the iImages, as long as thex insishts xz% are attalned, sot he
philosopher 1s indifferent to tiwe insishts, as long as the

reader ls made to mount to the level of c¢critical reflection,
Further, while advanced sclentific writing aims at setting

forth clearly end exactly the terms, relations, and impllcations
that » proceed from understanding and provide the materials

for judmment, advanced philosophic writine iz concerned, not

to submit ordered materials to a readerts judement, but to

reveal to that judsment the lmmanent controels to which inelunctably
it is subjected. So it is that tie philosorher keeps repeating,
either on the prand scale of the tobtality of auestions, or

with resrect to particular issues, the br:ak-throurh that

brings to lisht the empirically, intellirently, and rationally
consclous unity of the Xmover, tlhe encirclement effected by the

protean notion of being, and the confinement that results o fvvm

e 7 et A

4 fwR being b%*the intellirently grasped and reasonably
affirmed.,
Such, in outline, is the distinctlon hetween
the different levels of exnression, It envisares the exuression
ag a flow of sensible events that 1} orieinstes in the coanitional
and volitlonal sources of meaning of a srecker or writer and 2)
terminates in a reproduction of sources of meaning in a hearer

or reader, It is a distinction that prounds not an actual

but a potential classification of expressions for, while the

N B
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original and terminal sources of meaning are conceived clearly

and distinctly, there remnins sbundant room for the introductlon

of further differentiations and nusnces, Because the ¢la ssification

is potential rather than actual, 1t lemueectime~furesrvabey

does not impose upon the interpreter any a priori Procrustean
bed sm which his documents have to Tit, but leaves him free to
exercise to the full his invenuity and subtlety in determining

a writer's sources and intention., AL the same tlime, because

the differences between experience, uncerstanding, judsment, and
11l are defined sve.emabically, the determinetion of the level
of expression has svoiematic iImplications which, eveﬂ%ﬁen

they are mere reneralities, at least will nrevsnt interprefers and
gX their critics from comitting the rrosser blunders, There is
an inter-subjective component to exvresgsion tiat emerges and

is transmitted apart from insirhts and judrments. There is

a supervening component of intell irence that admibs various
degrees of explicitness and deliberateness. Theve iqfﬁtill
higher com:cnent of truth or fals ity that may emerae at the

term of & series of dnsishts as insirht emsrcoes ak the term of

a series of imarinative re-resentations, Finally, tlers can

be the entry of a volitvional component, and its relevanceis

is a fourth variable. o recornize the exlstence of levels of

exXpression 1s to eliminete the crude assum tioms of the inter -reters

and still more of their crities that take Lt for granted that
all expression lies on a sinsle level, namely, the psychological,
literary, scientific, or philosorhic level with which they hapren

to be most Familiar,.
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Besides levels of expression, there also are

sequences. Development in reneral. 1s a process from the
mdifferent ated to the differentisted, from the generic to the
specific, from the globnl and awkrard to the expert and precise.
It would simplify enormously the task of the internreter 1if,

from the beginning of hwman speech and writing, thore existed
end were recognized the full range of snecinlized modes of

ex ression, Bubt the fact is that the specilslizatlons had to
be Invented, and the wse of the Inventlons presuproszs a
corrusponding development or educction of prowspective auGlences
or readers. e, early Greek philosorhers wrote verse; Plato
employed a hig:ly literayy dimlorue; Aristotle proceeded in

the manner of descript lve sciences,tie ner‘ievel uriters, esseined

A

losue and,d& 2abaadi in tﬂelr onaer 11011199' 3pinozea
monldsd e
and antAnﬂeﬁm Philocorhy in the for'm oi‘ the scilentific

treatise; Hezelian dianlectic seens sl initial essay in

philosorhic vriting tiiat envisa—ed the totality of possible
positions., If t.ere Ls any truth in this hurried and rough
indicetion of the evolutlon of philosophic expression, then
threre will be a complerentary trubh inesmuch as scientific
wrilting will pass 't rourh a period in which its difference
from philosorhy will be obscure {so Wewton's pria maln work

wvas entlitled Principis mathemaiica philosophice naturalis)

and, similerly, literscry vribing will heve its operiod of
fusiocn or confusion with sclentific and philosorhic concerns.
Hovever, our affirmation of sequences of
eXpression must be corfined to Bamic its proper rencreliby.
The one point that we wish to mele is that specialized modes

of exXpresslon have S0 be evolved, Thus, at the present time
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a narrative that opens with the words, "Cnce upon a timeseed,"

may be exvected to be a falry story, to offer a certain stimulus

To dmaginatlon and feeling, =né o h: exempt from reasonable

ITiam s Airg Ve Bre-0f Ransk ariefis

criticism on the part of scientific intellicence and of philosopnic

reflection, In similar fashion, t .sve ex.sb other correlatlions

between fields of meanins and modes of expression, bhut such
correlatlons are not to be conceived =23 components of static
systems, such as are illustrated by physical and chemical
theories, brt as components of dynanic syztems, such as are
1llustrated by the gonetic theories of blolory, psycholegy,
and cornitional khme analysis,

It follows that the problem of working oub

asslgning some statlec classification thsat claims validity for
all time, but by det:rminins the operators trat relate the
classifications relevant to one lewel of developm:nt to the
classifications relevant to the next. Noreover, the most
slenificant element in the theory of tvywes of expression will

b tRE-osetaiape e Lo She el TRty v delererebalioa

be the operators. For the sreat d.{ficuklties of interpretation

arise when the new wine of literary, scientifie, and phillosophic

leaders cannot but be poured into the 0ld hottles of established

modes of exuresslon., In such cases the tyre of eXpression,
g0 far from providing a sure index to the leovel of meaning,
orizinally was an impediment which the uriterts thought could
not shake off and now easily can become a mislsading sign-post

for the unwary interpreter.
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to logical analysis and extension; it undertales to define all

#8684  Linitstions of the Treatise,
A little learning is a dangerous thing, and the

adags has, perhaps, its most abundant illustrations from the

application of logic to the tasks of Interpretation, A famlliarity

with the elewents of logic can be obteinded by o very modest

offort and in a very short time., Until one has gggggggg,made

notable progress in cormitionel anslysis, one constantly 1is

tempted to mistake the rules of loric for the laws of thoﬁght.

And as all reading involves interpreting, there follows anto-

mat lcally the impositlon upon documents of meanings and implications

that"Jogically they must possess but in fact do not bear,

Wil o » ]
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& particuler case tbi/;iﬁﬁgficance of-Tovels
P )

o

and seguences offgjmression it seeme worth whité to direct
- - ! & = /

e - o -
atitention £0 the limitations of the trestise. For the prattical
e e Rt T
o - L o
Y(E poverning tgefﬁerbal flop~In the trfiﬁjgefls reached

It will serve,to bring home this point,dto

illustrate in 2 particular case the sirmificarce of levels Bf
and sequences of expression, anq:%o indicate the relativity
to an audience that commonly afflicts expression, 1ff we add
to our preliminary considerations a note on the limitatlons

of the treatise., TFor the treatise is sub’ected lesgitimately

its terms implicitly or explicitly, to prove all its conclusions,
and to accept every conclusion that X follows lorically from
its premissese Amaln, the treatise ix stands precisely and

unanbiguously upon a single level of expression, for its function

Ty TG
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primarily is to present cleariy, exactly, and fully the content
and the implications of a determinate and coherent, set of
insights, Finally, t e treatise apnroximates to freedom [rom
relativity fo an audlence, for the practical Insisht that governs

its verbal flow is an aprlication of loglec, and this practical

Insicht depends simply on the principal incicht to be communiceted

since the treatise mercilessly disre-ards the hablitual intellectual

develooment and the anticlipated deficienciss in Insdght of 1ts
readsrse
The first Limitation of the treatise aprears

' seens
in the expression of loric itself. For iﬁm?g@eﬁwa that the

Introduction and the

A

first approximation to one's basic definitions and rules kag have
to be expressed in ordinary lanpuare. Once one begins to operate
under the gu.dance of the definitions and rules, everyithing

will proceed antomatically with perfect exaoctitude and rl=or,

e Ky b Aide oratumnds ome's iniliak alipas inde hs Nabomo of twlmalic ossirtity,

<

Butﬁ;tuiﬁhuithout perfect exactitude and without perfect rigor
through expression tiat is relative to an sudience and =uRX
% be

successful when the audlence ts,sized up correctly, thab-the
sreGaten

Jnatdal-seopsAlnte tho-verln-ef-ratematie—Teonpity

The gecond limitation of the treatise appesrs
in the fleld of mathematics, Any derarbment of mebhematics
can be cast in the form of a treatise by % the method of
logical formalization. Bubt as Godel's theorem implies,
for every set of mathematical definitlons and axioms there
'is also a set of furtier zuestionsg that arise but cannot be
ansvered on the basis of the definiticns and axloms, Hence,
matoemavics cannot be included within a single treetise and,
no maetter how long one's serles of treatises may be, tiere
alvays will be occasion for furiiwer discoveriss and further

treatises.

34 ook 138
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Further limitations avnear when one turns from
mathematicas to such scisrces as ohvsics and chemistry. A losle

ol terms and relations, universals and particulars, is mvE no

longer adequate. Thure LS nebd are needed distinetions between

1ohs e etdrrhterie afie pelations,,

S oo 159

terms thet specify ex crientlal conjurates, explanatory conjupates,

events, and things; tiere are needed reh tiona betwsen exserientlal

conjugates, between explanatory conju~at:s, between thinrs and
such relations, and hetveen con jusates, frequencies, and events.

Moreover, the rreater lorical complexity is only the minor

difficulty. For while stabilc swstem constiiubes the intellislbillty

of physics and chemistyy, still our knovledre of such system is

on the move, Itas more or less definibive acqulsitions can be

cast culbe usefully in the form of & breatise; but tie con.emporary

state of the question in any scisnce never consists asimply In

such more or less definitive acquisitionsy there alsc are tentative

solutions, tendencies, and unsolved problems that point Ho tne
lines of future development yet would be guite misrepresented
if expressed in the form of Tthe trecatise, Accordingly, while
the hisborical development of physics, chemistry, and allied
gseiew s can be indicated by an unfinished series of treatises
in each subject, still the series of trestises cannot reyresent
adegunately the series of sts.es of lmovliedrme in the subjects,.
The limitations of tiwe treatise bscome painfully
evident when one siifts from tlie static systems of physics and
chemistry to the dynamle systems of biolory and psychology.
Besldes the previouns limitations imposed by the more complex

logic and by the development of our knowledse, tiere now aprears

o ;jb T TP
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a still further difficulty. For the treatise expresses system,
and each biological s ecies and, on the human level, almost
each individual psyche 1s sy:tem on the move, Unfortunately
and nogtuletes

treatises cannot move; definitions/have the eternal anality
of Plato's ideas; their implications are vervetunlly the same;
but the grouth of an orgenism or the develovment of a psyehe
1s a movement from & seneric, rudimentary, wndifferentiated
system to a specific, ex ert, differentimted sysiem; and the
proper concern of tie scientist in the fleld of genetles 1s
not the several stares of the 3 dynamlc swystem bubt rather the
operators that brins about tie successive transformatlons from

each stapge to the next,

Nor is one to entertain the hope that some day

vhen such operators are ell Xnown there may be develop:zd a

more complicated loric tiat 1ll hondle the ovnerators wlth the

eXactitude, the riror, and the automatic secorify that now

1s enjoyed by the matherstical treatise, For neither Lhe

organism nor the psyche develops exactly, rirorously, and

securely; 1t advances tentatively; it adapts to b@ﬂ:hon-systematic

manifold of circumstance; it is what 1t is bvecause exactitude,
antomatic

rigor, and/security are irrelevant to the problems that are

0 e solved only vitally and by conscicusness,

Still further limitations of the treatise make
their aprearance when one turns to the human level. To the
complexities of renetlec method there have now to be added
the graver complexities of dislectical method, For the 8 ake
of simplicity vwe have worked out our philosophiec position
in terms of simvle contrasts: either the real is being or it

is a sub-division in the "already out ¢ ere now"; either

L o
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objectivgity'is reached by intellirent Ansniry and eritical

reflection or else it is g mat-er of taking a rood look at

what 1z "out there'; either lmowing 1s mounting up the levels

of experience, of undferstanding snd formulation, of reflective

grasp and judsment, or else it is the 1nefiable confrontation

that male s the known present to the knowver, Still trese

contrasts stand bet een extremes., Men llve their lives not

in the inteldlectunl pethtern of ex erience nor again in the

elementary vabitern of exierience but, for the moss pabt, in

some alternation and fusion of the aesthetic, the dramatie,

and the practical patterms., In bthis middle vay they oscillate

betveen tendencies to emphasize now the inbellectual orientation
¢cormonly

and now the elemenbary; gstkpihey never settle outrirht for elither

viewy btheir minds romain ambivalent and that ambivalerc e mocks

all unkm atbompts to practig;e Socrates! maleutic art of definition

in toe hope of bringing them to clear and distinet knovledge

of Windvwweanivlby whot they hapren to wean, Not only must the

treatise on human meanings dis-ense with precise terms, It

2lso has to zet along without definable relations. For, as ve

hzve seen, common sense consists in a basic nucleus of insishts

tlaet never is uwbilized without the adcition of at least one

further Inslrht into the situatlon in hand. Yot only Goes

this %Efffffﬁfﬁgﬁf nucleus vary with occupation, soclal zroup,

place, arnd ftime, but essentially 1t is somethins incomplete;

A ot o
Eftffffrits conbent is not relations between thinpgs but,tke
invariant element in variable relations; and tihat Inverlant
element rot only is without precise terms, tiwovch which it
misht be defined, but also wibthout verifisbility through
which 1t might be fixzed by lts corresvondsnce with concrete

gituationse
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Such, then, are the limltations of the treatise gi
and they reveal rather convincinrly the importance of the ?;
distinction between logle 23 a sclence and loric as a technic ue. ?
Logle as a science may be deduced from cornitional analysls. %ﬁ
Just as metaphysics rests on the me ior premiss of the isomorphlsm i;
of the structures of lkmoiing and of proporticnate belng, =0 'gg
logic rests on the major premiss of the ISomBrphiAmxzaAry ;i
parallel between the conditlons of knowine and the conditlons ??
of possible terms of meaning, Thua, terms of possible meaning ﬁf
are subject to principles of identity and non-contradiction %{
because judgment is an inbrinsically rational act that affirms ;'
or denles., Apgain, terms of possible meaning are subject to Igz
the principle of excluded middle as long 2s the terms are %f
regarded as scceptable; for if one is to employ the terms, 'Eg
one hag no third altsrnative to affivming or denying them; %
but, of course, one %%Eﬁzﬁﬁféﬁ comnonly caen anticipate the ;~
occurrence of furuier insichis, a consecuent modificatdon of g
present terms, and so an elimination of the present alternabtilves %ﬁ
and their revlacement by other alternatives, Arain, while ?3
the principles of identity, non-conbracdietion, and excluded gf
middle primarily regard the act of judging =nd its full terms gf
of meaning, still the act of thinkins, suprosing, defining, £ 
considering Is preparstory to judmment and anticipatorily : %9
submits to its laws; and so the basic princlples of logle ;
hold for formel as well as full terms of meaning, Asain, %f;;
a study of the various kinds of insirht provides the pground ;i
for the lorical theory of univzrsals end particulars, XanaE %
experiential and explanatory conjurates, descri-~tive and explanafory ?;
gonera and species of thines, and Aristotle's explanatory i
syllocism, Finally, the ground of judsment in the reflective ?é




grasp of the virtually unconditicned reveals the gquite different
basls of valid inference, which is of the form, If A, then B;
Bukxky but A; therefore By where A and B are nropositions or
gsets of propositions,

However, while logiec as a sclence 1s ruite
.

Wwell-established, 1t oves its universzlity and itsaauceoss
D

to the glmple fact tihat it deals with Ammo-ms- A Hence it

differs in an essentinl fashlon from logic as an applied teclhnique

for, as an apnlied techniue, lopic deals not with inceterminate
acts and contents of conceiving and judrimg but vith the more
or less accurately de:srmined contvernt: s of some deporiment of
human lmowledse at some stage of its development, On the
suprosition thot the knovwledne of that dakrerm devartment at
ti:at stage 1s both fully determinate and completely coherent,
logic as a technique can e applied sueccessfully, But, in fact,
humen knowledges commonly is in process of development ard, to

a notable extent, the objects of huwin kno.ledre also are In

process of developmont., @ad-—muces sHEh L REUMSAL NERI A

STrbe AT T oerTiug As long as they are developing,

they are bheading for t.e determinacy and the coherence that
remiiinte leri imate

wll%Aﬂ&ththe application of logic as a techninue; but until

that lesicvimacy becomes a faect, tie ubility of the techni-ue

congists simply In its capacity to demonstrate the md commonly

admitted view that further progress remsins to be made,

L corwenqir o AJ?~4Jh~us
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3'565  Interpretation =2 and Method.

Let us berin by recalling the structure of
classical empirical method, It owerates as a palr of scisgors,
ILs upper blade eonsists in a heuristlec structure: thus, the
nature 4o be knowm will be ex ressmed by sorwe functlon; this
function will setisfy cifferential e uamtions vlot czn be reacined
from quite ceneral considersations; moreover, the function will
satisfy a canon of inverinnce and, in the case of of full
abstraction from observers, a canon of e-uivalence as well,

The upper blade, then, is a set of reneralitles demnding
specific determination, and auch detverminntion comeg from the
lower blade of .orkinre hypotheses, precize measurements,

empirical correlations, dewebden dedoctions of their implicatlons,

experiments to test the dedwced concluslions, revisions of the

hypothesis, and so da capo.

Besause~gchalats-Hidreouarivoked~tho-novessdbrof-the lewer
Now ith approprinte modifications the same
e thod c=n be an:lied to the »roblem of inverpretation, For
thep possibllity of any inbterpretation whatever lmplies an
upp.r blade of seneralitles; and the existing techniques
odgcholars supply a lover blade by which the ceneralitles
can be determined with evex grealer accuracy. Moreover, the
introduction of such a method mests the problem of relativism,
For the relativism with which hermensubics has been affliicted
arlses, not because scholars have been neglecting the lower
blade tnat consists in the exbtraordinary array of technigues

A
for ddaling witl,documents and monuments of the past, but
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because there has not been available an appropriate upper blade.
In consequance they elther labored under the delusion that thedlr

inaniry was Voraussetzungslos or else operated on the basis of

assumptions thot Gevibt vivkwd did not sauare with the single
legitimate assumption, namely,

tertirotiblos~lapogaihtey that in princinle and under

appropriate regervations a correct;ipterpretation is possible,
What, then, 1s the uﬁper blade? It has two
components which, respectively, reqafd reaning, anﬂPxpressionw
Both components sre concrately wniversal, for they rerard
the potential totality of meanings and the potential totality
of modes of exvpression, For the totallty of meanings the
upper biade is the assertion tint the prolean notion of being
is differentiated br a series of genetically and dinlectically
related minowms., PFor the tobality of modes of expressilon
the upper blade is the nssertion that tiere is a pgenstlce
process in which modes of expression move towards their

4 l'0al@ speclalization and diffeurentiation on sharply distine

sulshable levels,

In zeneral, the meaning and the grounds of
these two asgertions hove been indicated Iin the sectlions on
the universal viewpoint and on levels and ssquences of expression,
But one nay ask wiether the content of those sections can be
inferred from the necessary assumption mentioned above, namely,
that in principle and under appropriate reservations a correct
interpretation is possibvle. In favor of svfurtldé an affirmative
aﬁswer, the followiny arsument mezy be adduced. Since interpretation
has no more fthan a material determinant in the spatially ordered

marks found in documenits, the exparientlal, intellectual, and

Ql..hé_mwm%nm$_:vﬁm%,ﬂ L ::)._ - 'Tmfﬁmﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁ???%??iwku |
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retional components of the interpretation have their proximate
source in the inter reter's expsrience, undersianding, and
judement . Hence if a corvect interyretaiion is possible, it
bendas dble YeViYotbd Tor e bimhe i dvR Tt Proc o0

2 . .3 ) o) - ]
/ / LA ’ i _
s ovn ex-erience, undetstandin=, and judrment toytyb

:rom ni
hninﬂ of any docurent and it has to be peasible for the f/
'erp1eter to, ‘Aetermine” which_mean: ng is t0 be attaghad t_/ -
hdoswiont/\ Bl the-£irat YHOTIR ﬁ“ﬁm’slmmm
has to be possible 1) for interpreters to proceed from their
own exverilence, widerstanding, and judesent to the ranme of
possible meanings of documents and 2) for them to determine
which of the possible meanings are to be assicned teo each of
the documents., Unless they can envisa~e whe ranre of po.sible
meaninrg, thev will exclude a priorl some meanings that are
possible; and such exclusion runs counter to the possibility
of correct intersretation., Asain, unless tley can connect
possible rwanin~s with actunl documents, internrebation apain
becomes impossible, Bub the possihiliby of envisaging the
full ranse of possible meaninss lies in the universal viewpuint,
dﬁ\ and the possibility of connectins possible meanings with
| particular drcuments lies in the menetie sequence thalb extra-

polates from present to mast corrslations bhetween meaning and

mode of ex:ression.

apparatus fgr an
el ct N3

fesls for tensors and
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Hovever, one may rrant readlly enough that meanings
form g genetically and dlalectically related segquence of unknewns
and that expressions develop from the undiffeventiated to the
specialized., The two ba.lc assertlons are sound, hut vhere khay
do they lead? Thourh the actusl implumentation of a method cannct
be tucked into the coyner of & chapber on a more gencral toplc,
still some sketch seems desirable. To meet this reasonable demand,
let us flirst envisare in summery fashion the ultimate results
that may be anticlpated, let us secondly confront the fcounter-
posltions that distort internretation, and thirdly let us endeavor
to indicate tlw canons of a methodical hermeneutics on the analogy

of the canons of empirical methodm in sudi a sclence as physiles,

)66/ The Sketch.

The sclence of mathematics provides the physiclst
with a sharply defined field of segquences and relations and
tunereby ensbles him to anticipate tie meneral nature of any
physical tleory. The purpose of the prezent sketeh will be
to perform an snalopons service, not Indeed for the actual
task of interpretation, bubt at least for a consideraition of
the method efvtied to be emploved in »erformins that task.

First, then, envisapre the materials. They
consist in the Totalily of documents and wonuments. The
docurents mey be divided into primary, secondary, and tertilary,
where original communications are primery, Interrretabtions of
primary docwients are secondary, and critical studies of
interpretaticns are terfliary, Agein, all the monuwiert s and
some of the Gocuments are artistic; they provide materials or

occaslons fron which ve can reoch insirhts; but they do not

" attempt to formulate insichts after t-e fashion of the sclentific

2D N s
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treatise. PFinally, in vievw of the limitations of The treatlse,
there are amamrox= nurerous sradations keiwsenm of documents from
the purely artistic to ever more consci us and deliberate efforts
to communicats a varticular or universal viewnoirnt exactly,

Secondly, there are the Ilmmanent sources of meaning.
They consist L} in av-roximately reparoducible human ex erience
on all its levels, 2) orientated under aprroximsiely renroducible
blends and mixinres of the elementary, the aesthetie, the dramatic,
thne practicel, the intellectual, and the mystical pebterns of
experience, 3) Informed by the unities, distinetions, and relations
grasped by sccumulat ions of insi~hta, and 4) actuated by sets of
cortain and probable acts of sssent and fissent.

Thirdly, there pre the pure formulations, They
‘p:r.'oceed from the immanent souvrces of meaning to determinate
dirferentistions of the protean notlon of being. Such differantiak
differentiations may be either the contents of sl rle judements
01 the contexkts coustituted by more or less coherent argresnioes
of Judgments, In eirsher case trey are pure formulaticns if they
proceed from an inter reter that srasps the universal viewpoint
and if thiey are addressed to an audlence that similaxrly orasps
the unive:sal viewpolnt,

Fourthly, there are the spelisd feraudstions
hypotietical expressions, Supnose P to be interir eting Q.
From his immanent scurces of meening P will worlt out a hypotinetleal

pure formulationn of s context end of tie content of @ 2's messace.

s N e g '
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But the pure formualatlon of the conitent of Qs message proceeds
from a universal vb wpoint. It has o b transposed into an
eguivalent content Llhat would proceed from Q's particular viewpoint.
That garticular viewpoint 1s assirmed in the pure formulation of
Q's context, Finally, innsmuch as th:is transposition 1s effected
under the Llimitations of the resources of lanmia~e and of the
channels of comrunication available for 0, there resuk s the
nypothetical exyression.

Fifthly, there is the control, and it is threefold.

The totality of hypothetical exnressions hos to stand in a one-to-one
corres;ondence with the totalitw of documents. The totallty of
Aans Ko
pure formuletions of connewtgﬂw@&3¢¢9A£%th4&nemx¢ail§\and
Ghatevblonlly-rolanted wowbterd-of-n nnlverscl—sganense -
exhibit the sequence of develonins human insichts, the tendency
of positions to unmodified survival, and the pressnre on counier-
positions to shift thelr ground or to accepnt thelr own reversal.
Finally, the totality of assumptlons on avellable resow ces of

lanmuece and channels of communicatlon has to exhibit tle reretic

sequence of modes of expression from the wundifferentiasted to the

specialized.
' Thourh th'.s sketch ¢lalms to be mmx no more enlighten
Qo than the assertion that phrsics is o mathemetization of sensible
data, it will serve to brinc out the sirnlficance of the upper
blade of method. For that uprer blade forces out into the open
the fact that the proximate sources of mewning lie in the intera
© preter!s own experience, understanding, and judgment. It involves
\\_J _ an explicit acknouwledrement of tie densmers of merely relative
interpretation and a systematic procedure for circumventing such

relativity by ascending to the universal vi.wpoint., It calls for

a clear distinction betveen the internveter's account of R's

[ . .
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context, andxRxpRxRkexmanmimy hls account of O!'s content, his
assunptlons re~ardineg 0's resources of expression, mmd his
inferred account of t~e mmner in which ¢ would exX:ress his
content in thse lirht of nis context thronsh nis yesources of
exuression, and finnlly Q'8 actunl exnrression. It Introduces
multiple verification: not only must hwpoli-stical exnression
gqrare with actual expression, btut mﬁi}fﬁdﬁi@f’rh’ tlie totality

of assumptions rerarding resources of exnre asion have to
sat . sfy the 3% venetic sequence, nx;l)a: prre Iormulations of i
bosaldby of contexts have toma satisfy a renetic and dialectical

unfolding of human intelligunce,

'3-7 »87  Counter-positions,

i The foreroing alzeteh wlll call forth rather
vigorous resn.stance hm ic is of sore :L“moruance to distinguish
betueenm 501 1ces/\ el int;oduction into physics of tensor
fields and eigenfunctlomns raised a barrier between the theoretical

ysicgists that grasved the mathomatics but possessed no craat
skill in hendling laboratory equipment and, on tie other hand,
the exrerts in exnerimentakl work for whom thwe recondite mathematics
was sheer mystery. In similar fashion one may exrect the dlllizent
anthors of hiphly speclalized monopraphs to be somevhat bewlldered
and dilsmayed when they find that instead of singly following
ﬁhe;xg bent of their penius, tielr antitudes, and thelr acquired

nut abstruse

skills, they are to coll&abomta in tihe 1i-ht of commo;y\principles

and to haove &

FHeldbn  Giolr individuel vesulfs checked by reneral re-uirements
thot envisare simulteneously the totality of results. Still,
L

tivls 1s the minor 11esmstr,_nce, and it chould cause no greater

difficulby mklntev rotab fon Lhan its analorue does in physics.

(- KD
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Ma jor reaistance will sprinpg from the counver-
positions, from the conviction that the real 1s a sub-dlvision
mﬁ%‘} of the "already-oub-there-now," that objectivity is a natter

of elemeniary extroversion, ond that knowing another's lnoiwledge

is re-enacting it.

One of our hasic assertions was that interpretation
alms at differentiating the protesn notion of being by a set of
genetically and dialectically releted Geterminations., But if
the peakianm position cnlls for determiantions of beinrg by an

explanaiorily related set of terms, the counbter-positions call

for the exact opnosite. If %the reanl is the "out tnere' and
knowing it is taking a look, then the ideal of inter.retation
hag t0 be as close an avvroximation as possible to a reconstruction
of &y the cinema of what3xx was done, of the sound-track of what
was sald, and even of the Huxleyan "feelle" of’ the emotilons and
sentiments of the participonts in the drama of the past,
Torbunabely, comnier-positions brinr ahbout thelr own reversal,
Just as Descarbes! vorblces violated the canon of relevance that
obliges the scientist to 2dd nothins to the data exceph tie
content of verifiable insirhits, so tie ideal of the cinema ond
sound-track is the ideal not of historical science but of
historical fictlon. Theve is no verifiable cinema of the past
nor any verifisble sound-track of its speech. The myiad
available evidence liss in spatianlly ordered marks in decumerd s
and on monunents, and the interpreter’s business is not to
create non-existent evidence bubt to understand the evidence

that exzistss Finally, 17 his unders:anding iszm correct,

1t will vrovide a differentiation of the pa» vrovean noltion

of being, and it will provide no more. The artist ond the

toacher, no doubt, will endesavor to reconsticute the sé4rve
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girhts and sounds, tie feelings and sentiments, that emak&gAus
to recapture the paght; but such recavhure 1s educative; it malzes
ascent to the universal vicwpoint possible; it Hrepares us im
for an understanding, an sppreciatlon, an execution of sclentific
intergretation; but in itself it 1s not science.

Secondly, as the counter-~positions lead to s

misconception of the roal of irterpretation, so olso they lead

to blunders about the vrocedures of i~sericters, If objlectivity

is a matter of elementary extroverasion, Gtlhmn %he objective

ts Avokak
iInterpreter has to have more, than s atlally ordered morks on ﬁufﬂ4?
A
Loovmen-s~vohent-al not only the mer¥s but also the rreninns

have to be Mout there"; and the difference beiwesn an ohjective
inter reter and one thiet is merely subjective is that the objective
interpreter observes simoly tlhe meanin~s that are obviously

"out tlere,™ while the merely asubjsctive interweter "reads"

his owvm ideas "into" steterents that ohvicusly possess ~uite

g different meaning. Bub the plain fact is that there ls nolthing
"out tiere' excewt scatlally ordered marks; Lo appeal %o dictlommarles §
and to grammars, to lin~ulstic and #d¥ stylistic studles, is to
appeal to more marks. Tae w4el¥ proxinete source of the whole
experiential component in the meaning of both objective and
subjective lnterpreters lies in their own exn»erience; the proximate
source of tiie thole intellectusl component lies Ehal in their

own insights) the vroxinste source of lhe vhols reflective
component lies in their own critiecsl reflection, If the t
criterion of objectivity is the "orviously out there," then
tlhiere 13 no objective interpretation whatever; ti:ere is only
gaping at ordered merks, and the only order is spatisl,

But 1f the criferion of objectivity lies in intellicent

inqu.ry, cr.tifal reflection, and rrasy of the virbtually
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unconditioned, then the humbusg about the "out there! andt he

simulabted indismation about "reading into" are rather convincing

evidence that one has very little notlon of waet objectivity 1s.
Thirdly, from the view-point of the counter-positions

the introduction of the wniversal vievpoint will be denounced

as a prebentious appesl to vain and emplty theorizing. Iven if

some possible 1tility 1ls condeded to thris abstruse wrocedure,

at least it will be auserted roundly and confidently tiat xkm 1ts

value is hishly hypothetical and ghg its implicativns quite

unreliable unless, of course, theyare confirmed in some gax

indevendent fazhZon, Now, no doubt, this view is very reacsonable

1f meaninme are "obviously out there.” But if the staxdes -dd

proximate sources of all reaning are Immanent, then either

Tihose sources malke the universal viewpolnt possible cor not,

and eithor thet possibility is explolted or not. If they do

not make Bhe wniversal viewpoint possible, then objiective

interpretation of ancther!s meaning is Imposgible; for ik

If there us mo possible universal vlevpoint, tiwre ls no

possibility of rising above one's persgonal views and reaching

without Pias viwt the versonal views of another are, Agailn,

if the posaibility off the universsl viewnoint exists but is not
exploited, then objective interpretabion is possible but does nob
o oceur, Finally, since objectivity 1s to be reached only through
tlxe uneverssl viewpoint, there is no auestion of a confirmation
tinat is indeendent of the universal viewpoint.

aﬁﬁmﬂg¢ﬁﬂ¢LAxuhg)d4k2” Fourthly, commonly if is contfended that an

autlor naz to he Inbterurebed in his own Lerms, LT =
o b e indipretd
&€ Plato iﬁdby Plavo, o Aouinas ¥s by Agul as, @f Kant i by Kaxb. |
J This common Mt contention possesses thres i-disputable excellences. @

In the first place it implements the lexlcosraphical prineciple
that the meanincs ofyg words emerse from the sentences in which

they occur, S0 that The meaning of an author's words has to be
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getiled by apnealin?%to his own usage., In Gle second place 1t

Implements t':e epistemolo~ical princinle that an explanation

forms a closed system: if one understands, then the cort ent

of one's undersianding can s formulated only throush a set

of mubtually determining amd determined terms and relations;

accordingly, If one undersiands Plato or Aguinas or Kent or

enyone else, then the formulatlon of one's understanding will

be some closed system, and both the elements of the svstem and

the relations between tie slements can be fownd in the original

author's own statements. In The third place, the rule that

tends to
an aublior must he allowed to svsak for himself excludes the

A
intrusion of anotier's mentality inbe his asarning, Inasmach
as the anthor's ussce debermines hls meaninps, other meanings
are excluded: and inasmuch as Le antror's svotem determines

the relations betusen nis meaninpgs, othwr swibems are excluded.

Hogne the less, Plato and Aguinas and Xant

Lachs aesernl
keep on speakins for themﬂelvegAinAwiﬂely different manners

gven ihen Ghey are alloved to Nor is

this surprising, for they are lonn dead, =nd thelr speaking for
themselves 13 just a mebaphore Despite 1us s=xcellences thwe
rule contains an obvicus pvlece of humbug, amd the root of the

humbug is the counter-position. A Platonic avatar and a

repetition of the dlalogues mi~iht solve some textual problems

but, by and larpe, it would leave the understanding of p Platbo
exactly where it was, Tre #bdBE prozlmate sourcss of svery
interpretation are lmmanent in the invervreter, and Liere 1s
nothing to be gained hy cloudinr the fact or obscuring the issue.
On the contrary, a metodical g?meneutics demand s an open

acknovledpgement by the interpretsr of his immmanent socurces

of interpretation, of his formmlation from a universal viewpolnt

T'* = . R ....;..__.___f___':_?t__: s .__I . __“_ )
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of his hypothesls on the context and conlbent of another's meaning,
of his procesg from that pure formalation to the hypothutiecal
expresslon, and of the introduetion of multiple controls that
check Interpretations not only Individually agzinst documert s

but also as members of a totality with common or iater-related
assunpbions.

Fifthly, the counter-positions not oniy lead to
mlsconce: tlons zm of the zoal of intorpretation and to blunders
aboub the means to reach the goal; they also Involve inter reters
in systemaltic distortions of iie anthors tiat are to be interpreted.
If one identifles tie real with belng, one can acknovlsdme the
reality of the varicus blends and mixtures of the patterns of
human experience and one can #rasp how these blends and mixtures
generate confusion and error on the notions of reality, objectivity,
and lmowvledse, Throush that grasp one reacnes tie protean nobtlon
of being: just as belnr 1s trie inteliirently mrasped and reasonably
affirmed, so what anyone hoprnsns o thinitte bedns, -Ji a0Vt
e haycens To think is(iﬁtelli#ently\qrasped}and PEASORMRLR

affirme@Apill be coincident with wirat he havpens to think is
being; and as human uiterance, as distinct from sibberish,
proceeds [rom putative invellirence and reasonableness, a
grasp of the protean notlon of beins Ex nives access to the
universe of possible meanings.

But clearly enough the counter-positions block
the ldentification of the real with belng, of belng with the
Intelligently grasped and reasonably sffirmed, and ofEX tie
protean notlion of bheing with the webadNae objiects oﬁAintellicent
grasp and reaso:;able afiirﬁation. Jt follows tiet the counter-
pogsitions bar the way to the wniversal viewpoint and to an

unbiased isterpretation of an author with different views from

° —j:) | ,ﬂmﬁgmjdﬁ.u;égié;,”;
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the interpreterts. 3H,one acrees with the lorical positivists
That meaning refers to sensible date or Lo sirms ithat refer to
sensible data, then one must covclude tiwnt the majsrity of
philosophers have been Indulming in nonsense; it will follow
that a history of philosophy is enrared mainly in cacalosuing
and comwaring different bronds of nonsenses and it will be a
metter of smell moment just how much nonsgense of whal brand

is attribubted to Luis or th philosonnger. If one armrees
with existentlalist opinion, then one hag no cholce but to
accept R, Bulbtmenn!s pros~ram of si:cling oul the existembial

@lements in {he Hew Testament and of naming the rest of 1ts

. w . . , .
content myth. I one tuakes one's stand on the mpmuBRXAmbIvaIznes

amblvalence of gveracs common sense %ab lives in some blend

of the sestiotic, dramatic, and practical patterns of experience

with occasional Torays into the biolocical and intellectusl
patterns, then one can obtain a base of onerations for aiXikn
sntering into the mentality of another a&re and interpreting its
documents only by some putative re-enactment in oneself of its
ambivalent blend of the mesthetic, drematle, and ractical
patterns and of its forays Into the biolo~ical and intellectual
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palterns, So there arise the problems of determining, not
differentiations of the protesn notion of being, bt Imarinative
ond emotive recosstructions of the Nature Telirions, of the
Greel: mysteries, of sschatolo~y and twedr Apocalyntic, of
Behieodde. traditional and ﬁellq&nisticz#emﬁyy\o} the Christlan

Urremeinde and Paulinism. So the mony solutions to these

problems give rise to problems of aniie & new orders: for within
&dﬁ?ﬂufhom»cgexp&ﬁ%e@n/af\eﬂgagipncéxkﬁhéhﬁﬁﬁet,xgw@numﬂ&/éébz
Al i ez 2 4 Vi

the protean nobticn of heing t ¢ transition from one differentiatlon
A rmumaite
to another 1s the wuite determim te anqaeat&mabia process of
c.anging patterns of exerience, accumulntlons of insights, and
gets of jJudgmentsy hub tie Lransition from one imn~inative and
emotlve reconatruction vo another is condenmed b - its very nature
to be a mere transmorrification; veople berin by percelving and
feellng in one matmner; they end by perceiving and feeling in

another; and ¢t ere are no ima~inable percepts or rearzdueible

revilsilons of feeling that could link,their herminning to thelr

' A
+*
ﬂ;@wmfwfﬂ end, Finally, if one asrees with 3ceius thaot words correswond
. and e ti fiomuns

Lo concents,/that concepls are the contents o@A pirknxt spiritual
acts of looking at the formally distiuct aspects of things,

then tihe meanings of words cannot vary without a corresponding
variation in concept% and concencvs cannobt vary without a

Arase

corresponding variation in things. It follows thﬂ§1problens

of dnverpretation simply cannot exist, One has only to define enough
words clearly and exactly to arrive at tie exact meaning of anyone
olse's words. The uniformity of nature gharantees the uniformity

of concepts; the wiformity of concepis guarantees the mn? uniformitby
of verbal memnlings, All tiat is needed is a «00d &ees dose of

/a‘w - .
controversy, ond, all honest men will ¥exex hold pxactly similar Opinlon'g
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yg_,.BS Some (ancns for a lMethodienl Hermeneutics,

An interprecation 1s the expression of the meaning
of anocther exiyression, Tt mny he literary or scientific., A
literary In.erw statlon offers the imares and associstions from
wihieh a reader cen rench the insirnts and form the jud-ments
thet the inter vebter helieves to corresmond to the content of
the oririnal ezxpression. A sclentific interwetabtion is concerned
to formulaie the relevant insichig and jndrrents, and to do so
In g manner tlat is co sonant with sclertifie collaborabtion and
gcientific control.

A methodicel hormeneutles necessarily ls limited
to sclentific interpretations, and g0 the canons to be surrested
will not be of irborest to interpreters tiat cest the results
of tirelr Investlipsitions in 1litsrary form, Inversely, tierve
can be no valid objiecticns arainst the canons on the scere
tirat they awe nut compatible with literary rrocedumes, with
the needs of t e avernge reader, with the demnnd of ‘the publishing
trade for books that sell, and so forth.

There is a further limitation on the scope of
thie canons, Our problem has been the relativity of interrpretabtions,
and our solubtlon has been to apreal to the upner blade of an
empirical method, For this reason the canons will aim simply
at summarizling Ghe conclusions that alresdr have been reached.
Obviously enourh, a comnlete :nethod ernnot bhe owlined in
a sub-sectlon of a chapber thalt deals with a quite different
topic, and so no effort will be made to s-ecify the num»aus
numerons and. complicated technicues of the lower blade of.

a methodical hwexymeneutics.
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First, then, there 1s a canon of relevance.
It demands thet the interm eter herin fromﬁieuniversal viewpolnt
and thet his irternretation convev some differentintion of tihe
brotean notlon of being. By bhesinning from the universal
viewpoint there is eliminsted tle relativity not only of the
interpreter to his ,rospective aud.ence hirh also of both

Interpreter and sudience to places end $imes, schools and sects,

By placing the meaning of the interpretation within the protean

are »
notion of being tiere A¥ secnred, a comvon field for all possible
X
interpretations,Athe po9sihility of an exact statement of t he

EY

differences hetween opr-osed interpretations, an@ha r-asonable
hope tlat zuch oppositions wlll be eliminated b furtier apueals
to the available data,

Secondly, t-ere is a canon of explanstion., The
interrreter's differentintion of %the protean notion of being
must be not deserliptive but explanstory, It will aim at
relating, not to us, bub <o one another, tie contents and contexts
of the totality of.documents and inter-retations. As long as

rema ins
interpratation fesks on the descrivtive level, it wmey happen
to be correct but it cannot escape t e relativity of a manifold
T o

of Intergretations £emxthehma.ifold of audiences; in turn, this
relativity excludes the possibility of scientific collaboration,
sclentific control, and scientific advarce touards commonly
accepted results,

The explanatory differentiation of the protean
notion of being involves three elements. TFirst, there is the
genetic sequence in which insirhts zwe rradually are accumulated
by man. Secondly, tere are the dinlectlical alternetives in
which ina accumulnted insishis are formul:sted with positions

inviting further development and counter-positions shifting
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thelr ground to avoid the reversal they demand, Th:rdly, with
the advance of cunlture and of effective &dcdriet education,
tMere My ises thodsCPamninlg b ion mgd suagintiaeMExe _
trere arises the possibility of the differentistion and Specializationi
since
of modes of exoreassion; and/tihis development conditiors not only
trie a® axact‘commuﬁéation of insi~nte but aleo tle dlscoverer's
own grasp of nils discovsry, since such gsrasp ond its erXact
communication intimetely nre connected with the advance of posicions
and the reversal of counter-positlons, the tliree elements in the
8xplanatory differsntiation of the protean notion of belng fuse
into g siirle e xplanation,
To avoid confuslon and mlsuncderstandirg, it will
B-dmiss Bo-palnt Sut’ the IifTevents_betidesn~gn explangsaz
: “ posgibilit A
;ré%atien""eempaﬁibility“Of»ghf planatory nberpretatl
~Retilex plohtorYy- rﬁelaﬁ.j;n'g;"w'/

not be amiss to draw attention Lo the possibility of an

explanatory intervretntion of a non-explensiory meaning.

The original riter's meaning may hrve lts sounrce in insishis

into things as related to him and, in all prohebllity, he will
neither a

nave g clear notion of ~inat 18 meant br insicht nor any distinct

‘1 _ advertence to the occurrence of Juis insirhts, Still, ex hypotiesi,

he had the insirhts and tiey provided a sonrce of his meaning;

O

morsover, thw insichits he had were or were not diifferent from
the insipghts of other earlier, contemporary, and later writers;
and 1f they were diffsrent, then they stood in some reretic and

dialectical relacvicns with those othsr sets, Now it is through

| ¥im these zenetic and dlalectical rela tions that interpretation
18 explanatdry. It is throuph tiwse renctic and dirlectical

relaticns that explanatory interpretation conceives, defines,

Q ¢ G ) B A
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reaches the insirhts of & riven .riter, Accordingly, it in no h

way involwes the Impubatlion of explanatory knowledre 0 a mind

that rossessed only descrintive kmovledre, It 1s concerned

to reagh, as exactly azg possibvle, tie descrintive knovledge

of tne .riters, P, Q, Ry.e., ond it attem ts to do so, not by

offerinm an unverifisble inventory of e insirnts enjoyed
es;ectively by P, 3 R,... but by establishing the verifiable

differences betweenmy ¥, 4, R,... Because it anprooches terrs

tiarough differences, hecause the differences can be exvlalned
gonetically and dinlectically, tie Iinternretatlion of non-explanatory

meaning is itgelf exnlanatory. %

T.irdly, t-ere is 2 {op canon of successive

approximatilons. %he totelity of docurents cannot be interrreted

scientifiically by a sincle interpreter or sven hHy a sinmle Xarfewddic

generation of interureters, There must be n division of labor,
Al
and the labor must be cumulative. Accordingly, the, bsste need

g ivision such

e . . / . .
eparate inxt Intuiries can be’ brourht towetnar 4fnd tre nesulis

df later inguiries can be added to earlier cancluslons. lJith,au4%u
™ a\saggﬁ prluClplO sfehuisdony tie end of the task, no mahter %
o hnw stupendous s 1s someh0u in sisht, On the Ouéer
/ Acrriocor,
| noand, withouf o sntisfaccory Ea%hoﬁ, gven tne most moaest
| %}igences gennot be met throush enormous labors sustained jover
; /iong periéds of% time. / | | )
o ; dﬂa&&y Gﬁearly e%onfh. Ehe » labor can be divided
\_;J anproprlhtelv only if~ one pILSpS wnat the labor 1s. On tha nresent
account, ib colu¢sus in briyrid .lﬂto frwltful inter- qction

;-
he upier and 10Xer YWlades of/a method. Morsover, tre g?i%Ci;al

, \
problem rerards the unver blade for, while such a sc’ence df

L - | e ) L p__ __
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is for reliable princinles of critleism tiat will select wiat
1s satisfactory and correct what is ¥x unsatisfactory in any
contributions that are made. ./ith such principles the end

of even a stupendous task ls salresdy sovexnow In sizht. On

the other hand, without such nrincinles, even enormous and
indefinitely vprolonred lavors may merely mmove around in an
inconclusive circle,

A first princivle of criticism ias supnlied by
the demsnd for a universal viewpoint, Moreover, this <emand
pPossesses tie reuulirsite dynamic character, For though a
coniribubor falls to present his results in terms of tihe pork
protean notion of being, a critic can proceed from that notion
to a determiratlon of the contribntor's parbtleunlar viewpoint,

nrobably would not invalidate
he can iIndiecate how chat particularism»$3u%dﬁiﬂ?%ﬁsaag«the
; . A
on tie othsr hnnd
contribubor's work, andp® can surrest to others workinsg in
the contributorsts specinl field the points on which his work

mey need revision.

A second principle of criticism 1s supplied by

3 the conditions of the extrapolatlon of wmeaning., Proximste
o gources of meaning are lmmenent in the internreter, and from
them he has to reach the meanine of so¢ other writer, The %
| firgt condition of such an extravolation is an adequate self- ?
knovledae, Is he sufficiently aweve of the diverse elements
© of human experience, of the different mamnmers in which Insisnts f
\‘) accurwlate, of the nature of reflection and judrment, of the

varions pabterns of humen exnerience and the consequent verieties
of philosorhic views and pre-phlleoscnhic orientatlons? The

second condition of the exurapolsblon is thab 1t is Lo the meaning

L

¢ 0 ) R

>
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of a man at a different sktage of human developmert . Because it
ls to the meaning of a man, b.ere must be reco-mized some rensral
orientation in livins, some mensure of critical reflection, sore
insight, some Ilow of ex erlence. Because it is to & mzaning
ab a different stare of human develovment, t:ere can he invoked
a mercing of fthe clear and distinct into the obscure and
undifferentinted. Because all stares of development are linked
genetically and dlalectically, it should be possihle to retrace
through intervening docwieats the serles of develovments and
reversals tiat hridge the rap from the nost to the universal
viewpoli:.:t,
rgsulis from
A third principle of criticism L4 tne senetic

seguence of modes of expresslon and the recurrent =zap bet.een

hrinp ¥ : anew-my ety ge o
lagcoua-sropagabed and_established dma_ enlivril ilieguy bt

s

R ebisineem cpoeomnlsQly deusloped more e\ ax resadon
meaning and exnression. For exoression is an Instruwnenial
act of meaning; 1t resultse from vrincinsl acts of conception
and judement; the princiyal acts follows from the immanent
gources of neaningj and so, once sources have heen tavnaed,

T 18 only a metber of normel In~enuity to develon apnropriate
modes of expression. It follows that once anv stare in the
development of meaning has become proparrted and eabablished
in a cultural milieu, t ere will result an apnronriate mode
of exXpression to hear vitness to its existence. But it also
follows that new meaninss can be expressed only by transforming
old modes of expression, that the greater the novelby, the
less prepared the aundience, the less malleable the previous
mote of expression, then the rrester will be the initial gap

hetween meaning and exvre asion and the more prolonsed will be




the period of experimentation in vhich fhe new 1dens are forsging
the tools for their oun exteriorization,

A fourth principle of criticism is to be derived
from the geal. It is trnoth and “he critXerilon of trath 1s
the virtually unconditioned. Because the nroximate sources
of interpretation nre lmmanent in Tthe internreter, every
intervsretation 1z, at first, no more than a hypothesls. Becauso
initlally it is no more tian a hypotnesis, 1t can bacome probable
or certaln only by aporoximat@ing to the virtuslly unconditloned
or by r-aching it. The guestion, then, is not how many people

say it is obviocus, nor how pgreat is thelr authorlty and renovn,

but gimply what is the evidence., Ior is ke evidence some
peculiar sheen or couvincinm «lamor, It is the coheremce of
the hypobhesis with the universal vi.wnpoint, vith the senetic

and dislectlical relations belween successive stares of wmeaning,

with the rmenetic sequence of moies of ex-ression and the recurrent
gaps between meanin<t and expression and, finally, the fulfilment
offered by the data of documents and monummkents for this
wide~ranging and multiply Inter-locked coherence,

Fourthly, tiere is a canon of parsimony, and 1t
has tvo aspects. On i%s necative side, it excludes {rom eRZsIUGW
consideration the wnverifiable., The cinema of wiat was done and
the sound-track of what was sald can be imagined bat cannot be
verlified. Tiey n»ertain not to acience byt to fiction. On its
positlive side, tlie canon of parzimony invokes the raosources
of ceritical reflection. Ror~ihe reInirlvint\po (judrent san
ba-osrtain-DeenidenALaNs o diaf inwrsh-ebwaon \Bhd-absolut e

M
aﬁﬁﬂtge“uiaﬁhal&?\naﬁhnﬁiﬁieﬁéﬂ Becanse the relativist fails

to dustinenish between the formally and tie virtually uncondltioned,

he dewmnnds a cozplete ex . lanotion of everything before nmassing
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any judsment on anything, On tie obthier hand, precicely because

a distinction is to be drawn betwveen the formally and the wirtually
unconditioned, it is both possible and salntary to illuminate

with intermedinte cerhtitudes the lomn way to complete explanatlon,
Jhen gufficient evidence is not fortheowming for the more detniled
interpi-etation, 1t may be avallable for a less ambigxtious pro-
nouncement, ihen a positbive conclusion cannot be substontlated,

a nwiher of nesstive conelusions may be possiple and they will
serve Lo bracket the locus of future, successful inruiry,
Horeover, in ilw moasure thot the universal vicwvomint is reacied,
radical surprises are ezcluded; in the =sasure tiet extrapolation
is et not to future but to past meanines, the relavant insishis
do not ¢all for the discoverles of venius but simply for Tie

¥xxm thorouginess of palnstaklng gﬁgﬁy and intellii-ent analysiss
ne kap-Giat enge-exisied -betvbeh

in the measure that eventually U ere was closed the gmap that

once exlsted between ori~inal meaning snd available resources
of exrression, it is possible to be~in from the later, more
adequate expression and remount to the oricin of the ideas

in the initial, transforming stresses snd strains In linmuistie

3206 .

Fifthly, %tiiere 1s a canon of residues, Just as
the field of physics contains a non-systematic component, so 2lso
Soer Ao -Pleldlaf dbelrentes do the fields of weaning, of
ex-regsion as related to meaning, of exrression as 2rounded
in dynemic constellations of the riter's psyche, and of documents

In thelr origins, their production, and their survival,

acidans
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Just as the physicist deals with the non-systematiec by combining

Inverse with direct Insishbts, so also nmuat the interp eter.

Flnally, just as tixe actunl frezuencies of ph leal events ]

are to be lkmown only by ohwervation and counting, so also the

inter reter hses to aclknovledre o residue of mere matters of fact. [
On the level of meanine~ it is Important not Lo

confuse Yne tpuee @ brermmxsiomscid the -enetic with the

dialectical. 4n Intellirent vwrliier advances in Insicht as he

writes. At biwes, his fresh ingicrhis will be so bmsic thot he

is forced to degstroy wvhot he has written and to berin ofresh.

So it comes aboul v al Hectddn parasrarhs, sections, cha-ters,

sgries of charters, even volumes are revritten., But there Is

a 1imlt to human endurance, and so 1t also hapmens that the

rewriting 1s not done, t ot the shift in viewnoint 1s unnoticed

or that it is noticed hut corrected inndeonrnitely. A-ain, tie

intellirent reader advances in insirht as he reads, and btnis

advance of the reader may he anticipated by the .riter, 30 the

present work lws been wriibten from a woving vilswpoint: earlier

sgctions and chapters do not presuppose wiwt c¢can be treated only

later; but later sections and chapbers do wresuppese v ot has

been presenved in the successive, ever broadeningy stages that

procede. Now from the vi.wpoint of the electronic compuler,

viiich colincides with the viewpoint of loszic 23 a technique,

such a procedure is 1llegibimate. System hos To be static system.

System on the move has to be ocutlewed, The dynamism of life

and of Intellirence may be facts but theg e neb e betotarntely

tihe facts are not to be recomized., If it is Indlspubsable that

the same aubthor nas written in the lirht of a moving accumulation

of irsichts, then he is to be nomed not intelli~ent but incoherent,

On the otler hend, if the identity of the author is not indisw

~
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putable, Then In the name of loric as a technique the alleged
Incoherances are to be removed and the one author is to be
divided up into a nunber of different mem. Plainly with such
conclusions we are not inclined to arsree. As was arzued In the
limitations
section on the hnritlansior of the trestise, tie relevance of
logic as a technigne 1s extremely Yl oed rostricted, .hat
the interireter has to arasp 1s the weanins of a men and, In
the measure ccat men are inbtellirent, in ti:ot measure they can
y inless the contrary is demonstrated,

be expected,poth to vrite In the 1irht of ever accumulating
insiphts and to address Intell.rent readers,

Not only does human mesning heove 1ts source in
a moving system bu’ also it 1s subject to the stress and distortion
of ©che counuer-positions and, in the limit, of mytliic consclousness
It is here that the Interpreter has to deal vith the dialectleal,
with the intrusion of the non-syztematie Into moving systen,
with the mwbivalent tendency of the counter~position and the
mythlical eltier to bring about its ovn reversal or to attem-t
to save itsell by pervetually shiftine its rround. But on tihls
aspect of the prowvlem of inter:retation encnrh has been saild
already in insistine uvpon the wniversal viewpoint and in defining
the vork of interpreting as differentisting the protean notlon
of being,

“hen ore turns from meaning to expression of
meaning, similar problems arise, There is a penetic absence
of static system in expression winen new ideas have to exteriorized
through a gradual tran;formation of orior modes of exuression,
Then the tension beuween meaning and expression will be abt its
maximum at tle beginning of the movement: Imspges and words that
previously bore an established sirnificance asppear in strange

collocations; tiwey s.rugsle under a burden of meaning that they

©
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do not succeed in convexying; -ulte suddenly tley pass out of
enrrency to be replaced by fr:sh efforts, and these in turn

mey have their day onlv to wield, so Lo smesk, to a tiird sair-ration
of words and Imares: Tinally, if the.movnmant endures, L8
transformations of lansuare do not end until a technical vocabulary
on an explana.ory basis is established, In contrast with tiw

g foreroirpg gencbic process, tiere is blie wefitedeps amblvelence

of allemory:s thet intellirible 1s beinz con-urilcated timroush the
gensihle: the knovn unknown of intellect is manlfested through

thie imepges and Teelincs associabed with the opcrator on T
sensitive level. But from the nature of the case, critlcal
reflection is hampered and so,vwhile L.e basic content of the
allegory may be mystery, very easily it is minvled with myth.

Thus, the Tranian contrnst of 1irht ond darlmess corresponds P
to our own contrast bebween the detached and dlzinteresied

desire to know and the interfersnce of ot er desire; paag—oke

o ./ &V%RmﬂﬁﬁﬂtrEﬁ$\}%ﬁﬂﬂmﬁlgfmyﬂ;’TXQ;ﬂﬂkﬁ
/’/ } ._."l
‘bfndﬂVéf ﬁar 0?9/COWUP“St has/baen exD eé inbo tie
AiTxct in irlanept in the dromﬁtlc 1na1viduql in thef

socl al expansion “of nractical common senﬂe, in the mnltiplicity

~ |
of ﬁhLlOSO“thS‘ nov can we claim thet tic:e 1s no remainder of
o myutery. But, at luast, s&ch ac Jfliéﬁ wivhin man.differs
from the eSUclaAaItdn pursonifics. lon of cosmic dualism
in Ormuzd and Ahrimanz and its :Exfe1qion into a: nantpeon i
. j
and an eztr¢msi013t theory of nLWuory. '
° :;j. ‘ BGSJﬂeS wasbdenan ﬂenotic and’ dialectical elemmnts
~\_J :both in- meqnlnn and in expression es rek ted to msan4ng, tpere

13 tiie non-sypuemaulc as 1e11 a8 tge systematio in expreusznn
3 r.l p .
lag the pwoduct of ayn mie constellatiofs of dssociated Ilmagps,
feelings, words,
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but while thé Iranian allepory expands into the rersonificatlion
of a cosmic duslism, into a nantheon, and into an extrinslcist
theory of history, our corres - onding contrast has led o a
conflict immanent in the dramatic individnoal and expsnding
into a dialectic of social and cultural Llife. So it is that
Iranian thousght may be said to berin in mystery only to end in
mythe

Expression nob only 1s an instrument of the
principal acts of meaning that reside in concertion and judsment
but alse a prolonsation of the psvehic flow from percepts,
memories, imnres, and feelinces into worde—me=dihe ni-heraree— ot
Yondaener the shapinpg of the countenance, the movement of the
hands, and the utterance of vords., In childhoecd we learnt to
Speak; in youth we were tyesined in letters; but in nelther
procedure did we come Lo grasp just wiere our vords come from
or why they are just what they havren to be. In brief, s»px
¥ our spesch and riting are basically aubomabisms, and our
congclous control supurvenss only to order, to sslect, to revise,
or to re ject. It Followsg that exuression bears tlis sirnature
not only of the conirolling meaning but alse of the underlylng
psychic flow, and that palnsk~toking study will reveal In the
automatle part of composzition the recurrence of characteristic
pratterns to which their autlhior, in all probability, never adverted.

reletive
this fagiajo toslkawski-mas abbe to-wank-dwtu/ohronoiory

of—tlie~RPlobonie-dinlegues—and thereby-teo-provide-e-beasis—for

~y
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Now this fact possesses 1ts significance, but
its proper appreciation calls for a distinctlion betiresn the
systemstic, the renstile, and the incidental. Thevre 13 8
systematic component lnasmuch os expression nroceeds automatleally
from the dynamic astructures of the psyche, There is a genetlc
component inasmuch as the drnamle shtructures of tThe psvche
gatisfy not a static system but a svatem on the move. Finelly,
tirere iy an incidental component inssmuch as the sensitilve
auntomatism may be intarrupted at any woment b» the interv.untion
of the principal acts of meaning and, for reasons tiat cannot
be reconstrucued and, still less, verified, ~ive rise to a
different uscce or anm unexzpected tirn of phirase. To iliustrate
these points, one may take Lutoslawskl's well-knovn study of
Plato and obgerve that the swatematic component rronnds the
possibility of the Invesci~ntlon, the cenetlec component grounds
the concluded relative chronolory of ihe dialogues, and the
incidental component rcouires tiat Lhe arrument should be
based, not on rigid criteria, but on relative actual frsquencies,
Finally, there are non-systemetic residues on
the #ewvel of the dotuments themtolves. An unverlfiable host
of accidents can enver into the decisions tha@ii&a@ to their
production, into the circumstances under which they were composed,
into the erbitreriness ti~ t poverns t.eir siurvival, Dretedood
Savin ace Adeyieg  HMuch that is obscure, ambiruous, unexplained
would be illuminsted, were it mot for the lamented AalquAihs/
E&@p@yg@ hand of destructive time, were we more fomiliar
withl&a@é@nt modes of compllation and composition, were our
Information on auviliors and orinins more cowplete. Much that
1s unlmown to us may yet bLe discovered. But, perhaps, it W

WOroh Dobiha Lot LB Yensar
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will not be amiss to reeall that a profound difference exists
betizeen reneral and particular hypotheses, For the reneral
hypothesis has reneral presunnositions and implications and so
1t can be tested In a varlety of manners; in contrast, The

particular hypothesis is an ad hoc construction; it mircht be

true but it also mipht be mere fiction; snA-be~desidevMch

o “ohpse dltdraliivessaielebryes¥  and, unforiunaiely, tiere

1s not tThe availlable the evidence tlit wonld enable one o

decide which of these alternstives is correct., It follovs

from the canon of parsimony, which restricts scientific pro-
nouncenents to the verifiable, thsat holes in thelr svidence ok Toness
force interpreters to prefer sk-%dwmee a frank confesslon of
lrnorance to plausible puesses that head heyond the conflines

off science,

O TG ED .
7 -
( ' &aﬁﬁ§¥“ﬁas A8 besn o drar PO onr armiysie-

£ knowledne qnd our conse uent theéwy of mwaning q?d of meta-

K:ys1cs s0 as to out11ne the/éo ibilltv 6% a nene“al heuristic

,-% ructure for a mmthodlcal kaﬂ hermeneutics. The simn1¢icagbe

qf such a struchire will he avpnarent to those ac uai ~tad Jith
or posivivisi or HMarxlst
ﬁh@ frankly TGl&u“VLS/NVAG ig of many Cox . femmorary hi_toriomranhers,

abd it uill increase notably when further developments of the ,

i
£

qnderlylnr qr"unent eonfrowt us with the issues of his: orical/

;rellgion. heanwhlle may we pemark repeat once more that we

hlwe ‘been concerned only +ith the uprer blade of o nethod A that

\

iﬁ\has to bhe compleménted with a lbver_blade of contrekbe technigues

which we do not believe it our business to describe.




.......... T Py S S P T

MasD | 7 4R 174

949  Conclusgion,

As our study Rmxs of insirht beran from sn analysis
of the prodedures of ma:hiematics and of the naturmal sclences,
80 oua,ﬂrw&ﬁ%Apresent pndeavor has been to drow upon o&{?gbnsequent
thisorles of obiectivity and meaning @hatuaaﬁmiahﬁqoutline the
possibility of a =eneral hewvristic structire for a methodical
hermeneutics, ihile the practical sirnificance of such a siructure
can hardly apnear before 1t is complemented with the array of
concrete techniques familinr to the hisborical innulrer, at

least it is at once apmarent that the present account of insight
pradtsaie fienlior vl oamca
into thwe insichts of obthers jis~exbuowely welovant,at a time

when theoretical differences of a philosophlc cnaracter so
frecuently m constitute the principal cause of diver~ence not

only In tle conclusions resched bub also in the methods emploved

by otherwise competent investirators, Bixally, ”h11e readers,
A

perhaps will be more interested in such posaible appRications
of the proposed method, it will not be amiss for ns to draw
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ot only solve uh@ basic provlem in the f¢ela of empir¢cal

human seiernce bug/aiso pra roveal bheir ﬁrﬁ%ﬁfﬁiﬁ%aﬂnrelevance
PSRt
o Trulbiiiness for the field as a wvola.
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attention once more to the === fact that our primary intentlon
1s somewhat different. Metavlhisics has been defined as the
integral heuristic structure of nroport.onate bsing, and So
the existence of a heuristic structvre for interpretation
brings under mebaphysics the intervretatlioa not only of less
genaral ubterances but also of every possihle villosorny and
metapiysics, A similar elaiwm wondd he imede, of conrse, b
Hegelianism, but between tie Herelian vicw and our ovm there
exlists the lmportant difference tlst Lhe idealist position
with 1ts allered dialectlcal necessiby has bo pretend to be
complete independently of non-systematic matbers of faect,
while our realism permits us not only to respact hut even to

include every valid conclusion of empirical human sciencea
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