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Chapter XVIIT : THE POSSIBILITY OF ETHICS ,

Metaphyslcs was concelived as the lmplementation
of the Integral heuristic structure of proportionate beinge.

The fundamental questlon of the present chapter is whether
ethics can be conceived in the same fashion. Our answer,

which prolengs the discussion of questions raised in the chapters
on common sense snd in the study of human development, meets

the issus in three gteps,

First, an attempt is made to work out such
notions as the mood, wlll, value, oblization. From this
eff'ort there follovwy a method of ethics that parallels duk
the method of metaphysics and, at the same time, a cosmic or
ontological account of the good.

Secondly, the possibility of ethlecs is envisaged
-from the viewpoint of freedom and responsibility. The relevance
of the canon of statistical residues is considered. The nature
of practical insight, practical reflection, ond the act of
decislon is outlined. The fact of man's essentlal freedom and
responsibility Ais concluded.

Thirdly, the possibility of ethies is investigated
from the forther w4 viewpoint of effective freedom, Is an
ethlcs possible In the sense that it can be observed? Is man
condemned to mor:al frustration? 1Is there a need for a moral

liberation, if human development 1s to escape the ¢ycle of
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alternating progress and decline?

Finally, it may be well to note that our concemn
1s not to draw up a code of ethica but rather to meet the, prior
questions. The present chapter, then, sets forth not precepts
bru'vﬁié"gene-ralmffomm\pf\pﬁcaiat”s-aﬁd{\obvio{rsl‘ykf‘bh’é‘—mmwm
tib bransition Lrom thd-general form Lo 3tdelelfred—cortents
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A Beneral form of precepts. Perhzps there 1s no need to insist
that the transition/ from such a general form to the specialized
precerts of particular domains of humen activity/ can take place
only through an understanding of those activities., It follows
that if an electronic computer were supplied with premlsses from
this chapter, it could not conclude to any specialized precepts.
However, I am writing not for electronic computers but for nen,
and ag complete moral obfuseness is very rare, I feel Justified
in expecting eritics to suppose that even @ possible readers
of this book will be able to make the trensition from the rémotie
remote possibility of ethies, which is established, to the
proximate possibility, which the exigent may demand.
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§. The Notion of the Good.
As being is intellipgible and one, so also it
it is good. But while the intellipibility and unity of being

follow spontaneously from the fact thet being is whatdver

ls to be /intellimently\ o and afflrmed reasonably,

the goodness of being comes to 1li~-ht only by consicdering

the extension of intellectual activity thet we name deliberatlon
and decislon, choice and will,

On an elementalry level, the good 1s the object
of desire and, when it is attained, it 1s ex:erlenced as
pleasant, ﬁ&ﬂ%ﬂﬂ?&mg en joyable, satisfying. But man experisnces
averslon no less than desire, pain no less than pleasure;

and so on this elementary, empirical level, the pood 1s coupled
with 1ts opposite, the bad,

However, anong ment's many desires, there 1s one
that is unlque. It is the detached, disinterested, unrescricted
desgire to knowe As othor desire, it nas 1ts satisfactlon.

But unlike other des.re, it 1s not content with satisfaction,
mas M ona's g

Of itself, it iheads beyond sz, joy in wy Insirht to the zuaskim

further question wheth;;jéirznsiqht is correct, It 1s a desire

to Mmow aud its lmmanent criterion is the attaimment of an

unconditvioned thet, by the wwe fact that it is unconditioned,

b pnckividossl's 7 Faw Arviar
is independent of sy, 1lkes end dislikes,,ms, wissful and, wy

Qriplou)

Afeewdud thinking,

Now through this desire and the knowledge it
generates, there comes to light a second neaning of the good.
Bosides the good, that is simply object of desire, “bheme is
the good of order. Such is the polity, the econdﬁ&l-fhe'“‘

femily as an Institubtlon, It is not the object of eny single
L
desire, for it stands %gifff§pm to single &lad desires as
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system to systematized, as universal condition to particulars
MW
that are conditioned, as), lnveiidaliteform that supervenes

the afforts to meet them
upon the materials of desires qnd Wi dabisPectdons and,
at the price of limited restrictions, throush the fertility of
rngllommailes
intelligent control, secures an ot herwise, impessibie abundance

of saiisfactions.

The good of order nmg iz dynamic, not merely
the dymanic

in the sense that it orders ﬁgaim@amandﬁtagNunfo1ding of
deslres and aversions, but a2lso 1in ths sense that it 1tself
is gystem on the move. It possesses its own normative line
of development, inasmugh a8 elements of the 1dea of order
are grasped by insiqht:;g concrete situatlons, are formulated
in proposals, are accepted by explicit or tacit agreements,
and are put into execution only %o change the situation and
glve rise to still further insirhts, But thscouris.of
dr@d2otmant’  Still, this normabive line provides no more
than a first approximation to the actual conrse of social
development, The planets would move in straicht lines if
there were no sravitatlion, but in fact they move in perturbed
ellipses. In like manner, social development would be simply
a matter of intellectual development, if the human psyche
were without its contribution; but in fact man's sensitive
nature\constitute:7§§e dynamle materials to be ordered and
the subjective conditions under which the order 1s discovered,
communicated, acceplted, and executed, So it is that socisal
order finds In the desires and aversions of Individuals and

inter-subjective groups both an enormously powerful ally

and a permanent source of emolstic and class deviation, wiw
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nof-only-shanges vhe-netmekrhmei of-deyolopuunt buialie
naRE PROVDLes_reseububnb LOSENALY . vhokenios, HonoR1L £otbh
o Ldeeshlidry \dadldrent eftuobdad  ordety
The deviation not only constitutes a chanse 1In the maln chanmel
of development but also rives rise to secondary chunnels
in which men are engeged in working out ever more efficaclous
counter-moves to protect themselves agalnst the effects of
deviations miAssE initiated by others, to corrsct the deviators,
and in the ideal case to attack deviation at its root. However,
as has been zeen, concern with this ideal Iinvolves a transpositlion
of the 1iscue from tne level of the policeman and the courk,
of diplomecy and war, to the levsl of culbture and morality.
Nor in the long run is comwon zense equal to this task since,
besides its 1Individual and group aberrations, it is subject
v0 a general bias aﬁaigst concern with ultimate ggffguﬁggqﬁ.
issues and‘33§;§5%§§ﬁ§%§;ate resulits.

This brings us to tie third aspect of the good,
which 1s value, TFor the pood of order i1s linked, not only
with the manifold menifestatlions of spontaneous desires and

aversions which it orders, but also with a third tvpe of sood
) Jp

which emermes on the level of reflection and judpment, of
i deliberation and choice, As the data of experlence, g0 also
'/Apm4;ﬂv¢-
Asgonhanagu§4desires and aversiong are prior to questions and
b\ insights, reflections and judgments.] In contrast, the good
of order, while it 1s antilecipated and reflected by spontansous
o
inter-subjectivity, essentially i3 a formel intellipibility
W, that is to be discovered only by ralsing questions, rrasped

only through accumulating insishts, formulated only in
concepbions. None the less, thourh the good of order lies

totally outside the field of sensitive appetitlon, it 1s in
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itself an ohject of human devotion. Individualisk and soclalism
are neither food nor drink, neither clodthes nor shelter, neither
health mor wealth. They are constructlons of human intelligence,
possible systems for ordering the satisfaction of human desires.
Still, wmen can embr;g;?%gzvand re ject Hde other’, They can do

80 with all the ardor of their being, thoush the 1lssue rerard
neither their own individual advantage nor that of their
relatives, friends, acquaintance, cowntry-men. Nor is this
fact surprising. For hunen intellipence 18 not only speculative
but also practicel, So Lfar from being content to determine

the uniiies snd correlations in things as they are, it is
constantly on the watch to discern the possibilliti-s that

reveal things as they might be, But such possibilities are
manifolds In larse part they are mutually exclusive. The
inventiveness of rnractical intellirence con lsawne in practical
resulis, only if there exis@gg‘the conju-ate pouency, form,

and act of will, willingness, and willing with the function of
gingling out some posgibilities from the manifold and by that
dec.sion and cholce initiating and srounding the transition

from the intellectual conmception of a possible order to

™) 7
its concrete realiration.
|2 TThe MoTin~ st Wite. |
1) Will, then, 1s intellectual or spiritual appetite.
AS cmpacity for sensitive hunzer ztands to sensible food, so
A a
will stands to objects presented by intellect. s, bare capacity,
{:%;tends to every intellsctual object, and so both Lo every
o
possi@%}e order and to every concrete obiect as subsumed under
J some possible order, Bat besides the bame capacity that is will,

there is the habitual inclination, srecialized 1n particular

directions, that constitutes the willingness and unwillingness

(L R o J R et
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with v.dch individunls b€~ &fs antecedently are disposed to
Wiké making dedw decisions and choices of determinate kinds,
Just as a person t.abt hes not learnt g subject must mo through
a laborlous process to acquire mastery, vet once m-stery 1is
acquired, can [hedrdsadaddid ~rasp readily the solution to

any problem that arises in tie fleld, so too & person that

has not accuired willingness needs to be peraucaded before he
WY will will yet, once willingmess is acauired, leaps to

willing wichout any need of persuaslon. Finally, beslides

the capacity, will, and the habit, willinsness, t;ere is the

act, willing, alb—li—bhre—oUeTIL; ARQ g SR e Wi £ =

; Ty Oblects afgfgzzle
he?sfdéfgg

Llii;EjEE/lﬁ;jjiggglq ;
he undgrTying a wildIingness That c arspierisss

Livep-stXre—of hLa—ée#eiopmﬂﬂt“’ﬁﬁﬁ"ﬁﬁ"fhe CRBNEe s oF TUT]

fpeers < It is the event, and so 1t alone is revealed

directly. To lmow willingness, one must study the Prd'dbeatp
frequencdes with vhich various objects are chosen by a given
individual over a miven period; and to know will, one muat

gonil, S0
Further, willing isﬂeehh moral., pedirPyeas The

sbudy the changes In such freguencies over a life-time.
rolional

detached, dlsinterested, unr-stricted desire to know pgrasps
intellizently and affirms reasonably not only the facts of

the universe of being but also its practical pessibilities.

Such practical possibllities lnclude intelligent transformations
not only of the gtaby environment in which man 1lives but also

of man's arn Qgﬁ%gg,spontaneous living, For that living

exhibits an otherwise colncldental manifold into which man

can introduce a higher system by hls oun undersianding of himself
and his own deliberate choices. So 1t is that the detached

and Gisinterested desire extends its s-here of Influence Ifrom
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the field of cognitional sctivities through the field of knowledge
into the fleld of delinerate human asts, So it is that the
empirically, intellimently, rationally consciocus snbject of
self-affirmation becomes a morally self-consclous subject,
Man is not only a knower but also a doer; the same inteliigent
and rational consciousness grounds the doing as well as the
knovings and from that ldentity of consciousness there springs
inevitably the exigence for self-consistency in lmowing and doing.
How can thet exirence be met? It is dAifficult
enough for purely cognitional activities to be dominated by the
Howr art such
detached and disinterested desire to know. Rovhare h
bnd Gisinterestedness to be exbended over huhan living? Regkaps

¥nstead of running ofi~fto The pPUSEILLIIUY of

FESING-OWPEILYES— T \LEt Fat T o Te—dar et To doubt,

moxael living is dii‘ficult;l aven theolorians admit a sense in
which it is impossible 3 but our »resent concern is with the
fact of the exipence, and not a little of the evidence for the
fact lies in the efforts of men to dodge it, The first and
most common escape is to avo.d self-conscicusness, The precept
of the sage veas, Knovw thyself, But the rrecept at least was
needed, How finely tempered must one's sincerlity be, if one 1s
to know oneself as one ls, to know not a charsccer~skstch

that explains one in terms of ancestry and environment, bub

a moral analysis of one's deeds, one's words, one's mixed motives.
Yow much simpler to pour oneself ouwt in‘vorth whild external
sctivity and, if pralse and bl:amé st be administered ’ then
adminlster them not to oneself butk® fo others. The second
escape is retionallzation. Inconsistency between knowing and

doing cen be removed by revising one!s lkno.ing into harmony with

i
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one's doinge. Such a revision is, of course, a bold step. Not

a little Insenulty is needed to transpose inconsistency be.veen
knowing and doing into Inconsistency within knowinq itself.

The average mind can invent l1lses aboutb matters of fact; it can

trump up excuses; In it can sllers extenuatlng circumsiances

that mlngle fact with fiction. Bubt hypocrisy 1ls no more than

the tribute pald by viece to virtue. It falls far short of the

genuine rebionalization that ar~ues vice to be wvirtus, that
meets the charge of inconsistency not by denyinrs the minor
premiss of fact but by denying the mejor premiss of :rinciple.
B AP0 of_nep Ao 5ot e ANLong N po_os by
But tre revisilon of major premisses 1s a tricky buslness; it
is playing fast and loose with the pure desire to know(in its
immediate domain of cognltional activity; and so the ma jorilty
of men, iInstead of attempting rationalizatlon themselves, are

content to c¢reabve an effective demand, a welcominpg market, for

e \ghoduerbs ol mythetiotere.and et more or less consistently

developed counber—positions presented in myths and in phllosophies.

The third escape is morad renunciation., Video mellors mrobogue,

deteriora aubem sequor. It is without the illnsion renerated

by fleelng self-consclousness., It is without the deceit

generated by rationalizetion. But it is content with a speculative
acknowledgement of the aspiration to meke one's own living
Intelli~ent and reasomable. It is ready to confess its wrong
doing, but 1t has given up any hops of amending its ways.

If you please, it is wery huwman; yet it also 1ls incompletely
human, for the demand for consistency between knowing end doing

is dymemic; it X=m asks to be operative; it seeks to extend
debachment and disinferestedness into living, and 1t 1is not

satisfied with a merely speculative %fitg acknowledgement of 1its
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oxlstence.

ﬁﬁfwill be noted, thed we have been considering
nmoral self-conscionsness in its complete generality. According
to the prokverb there is honor smone thieves. In different
strata of society, in different epochs, In different cul.ures
and ¢ivilizations, one meets with different moral codes. But the
content of the moral code is one thing, and the dynamic function
tnat demands its observance 1s another, Our consideration has
eanka contred on that dynamic funchtion, on the operative exigence
Sinncts tarnlmal s} lernaimninsat,
i for self-consistency In self-consciousness and, on the threefold
escape of fleeing self-consclousness, of mitigating the moral
code by ratlonalization, and of giving up hope 1n the strugsgle.
In brief, we have been dealing with the gquestions, Is there a
meaning to the word, "ousht"? And if thers 1s, whet is it?
Our answers differ from the Kantian answers, for if we apgree
In affirming a catepmorical imperative, we disagree 1nasmuch
as wo derive it wholly from spreculative Intellirmence and reason.
Agaln, our answers differ from the view::;:;ﬁlarly associated
with Freud's name for, while we orant that moral self-consclousness
has a cMddi concomitant in moral emotions and roral sentiments, and

rbade e OYT

A Bhat these emotions and sentiments have a psychoneural baais

and are subject to psychoneural aberrablon, we contend that it
is a blunder to confuse tnese concomitants with moral self-
consciousness itself, hen Freud ¢ decicded evenbually to

publish his Traoumdentungs, he was overcomlng emotions and sentiments |

and £ollowing what he considered the only intellirent and reasonable
course of actlon; and sueh following is what we mean by obeylng

moral conscience,

e L e e, A 1 s o - - .
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Now it 1s in rational, moral self-consclousness
that the good as value comes to light, for value 1s the good
a8 the possible object of ratiomnal cholce. Just as the objects
off desire fall under schemes of recurrence to pive rise to the
good of ordexr grasped by intellirence,)so also the good of
order with its concrete contents is a possible object of
ratioral choice and 30 a wvalue,

There follows at once a triple cross-division
of values. Theyo re true in so far as the possible cholce 1s

rational, but false 1n so far as the possibility of the cholce

results from the flimnt from self-conscicusness,ﬁfromlrationallzation;
from moral renunciatlon. They are terminael inasmuch as trey
are objects for possible choices, but they are oririnating

inesmich as directly and exnlicitly or indivectly end imolicitly

the fact thet they are chosen modifles our habitual willingness,
our effective orientation in the universe, and so our contribution
to the dlalectical process of prorress or decline. Finally,
they are aciual, or in process, or in prospect, according as
they have been realized alrendy, or are in course of being
realized, or merdly are under consideration,

Further, values are hierarchic., Obiects of
desire are values only inagsmuch as they fall under some intelligible
order, for the value is the possible obiect of choice, choice
is an a¢t of will, and the will Is lutellectual appetite tiat
rozards directly only 3¢ Intellipgible mood. Again, temningl

values are subordinate to orisinating values, for the orizinating

ak- Ry
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pdbie ordersof winelrsofeaneg wore far~rezshin g tbhanoeberd,
soke\eondi-tiondig -and ot re- cend Nianed, ~sems \undlysiye. and
el inbINd et
values ground good will, and rood will ~rounds the reallzation
of the terminal values., PFinally, within t~-rminal values them-
solves there 1s-a hierarchy; for each 1s an Intellisible order,
but some of these orders include others, some are conditioning
and others conditioned, some conditions more general and others
lessJ

| Now the division and the hierarchy of values
revaal how the dynamic exicence of rational self-consciousness
for @ﬁ?ﬁgﬁﬁ@&iﬁ gelf-consistency unfolds into a body of moral
precepts concretely operative in a moral consci:usness. For
PSS RO A GORO TP IN 2 TEEQL N RES N BOOK
soubitidd sensitive desires and aversions arise spontaneously;
their objects cannot be willed until they are subsumed under
some intellicible order; intelli~ible orders %ffﬁ;are linked
one with another in mutual devendence, or as condition and
conditioned, or as part and whole; and prior to becoming
encared of one's own choice, one already 13 en~aced in the
process by the fact of one's desires and aversions, by one's
intellirent grasp of the intellirible orders under wnich
they can be satisfied, and by one's seifwconscliousness of
oneaself as an actually rational knovar and a potentially
wablonad doe., _In_hrieftierdietro auostien of -cheasing,
R loreioosey-Torchab inue v 3—m\contreeiction. Tho
onlly_aneslicm s whehbor ogeAscheies - Or-cheises miTl-be
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rational doer. For "not to choose™ is not them ovject of a
reasonable

possible choice and, while one's cholces can be Qebdonel or

re asonable
not, while they can be more,ratdetei or lass, still one's own
rational consciousness 1s an accomplished fact in the mra
field of kmowing and it demands in the name of its own conslstency
its extension into the rfield of doing., Such 1s the dynamic
exigence, the oporative, moral Imverative. But as it concretely

existsm and functions in consciiusness, it is Immenent in its

own conerete presup-ositions and Implicatlons. It demands,
not consistency in the absiract, but consistency in my consciousness;”
not the superficial consistency pnrci.ased by the flighi from |
self-congciousness nor the illusory consistency obtalned by
self-deceptilon and rationaliration nor the inadequate consistency
that i1s content to be no worse than the next fellow, but the
penetrating, honest, complets consistency that alone meets

the requirements of the detached, disintsrested, unrosirictsd

desire to kmow, Wor is this all, for in the concrete consistency

means conslstent terminal objiects, q%Aewe&ﬁévsAnhqéoa»oéwthe

bl spadiadlen e the T cUndestRnxY, But I there are to be
Yredd-imtar terminal objects, there must be intelligible orders;
thelr intellicibility must be ~enuine, and not the mere zeeming
that results from the scotosls of the dramatic subject or the
individual, group, or general blas of common sense, If the
terminal objects are to bs consisbent, then tiere is no

room for choosing the part and repudiating the whole, for
chooging the conditloned and repudiating ths conditlon, for

chocsing the antecedent and repudiating the conssquent,
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Finally, intelligible orders include concrete oo jects of desire
and exclude concrete objects of aversion, and so from the dynamlc
exigence of rational self-consciousness, by the simple process
of asking what in fact that exipence concretely is, there can
be determined a hody of ethical prineinles.
|4 Tha Method o Erfico.
There follows a conclusion of fundamental importance,
namely, the parallel and inter-penstration of metaphysics and
ethicse For just as the dynamic structure of our knowing grounds
a metaph-sica, so the prolongation of t:iat structure into human
doing zrounds an ethics. Just as the universe of vroportionaie
being is a compound of potency, form, and act, because it 1is
to e knowvn through experience, understanding, and judgment,
so the universe of man's proportionate good is a compound of
objects of desire, intollisible orders, and values, hecause the
goodﬁman does inbellirently and rationally is a ma.ifold in
the ield of experaggggnce, ordered by intellirence, and rationally
chosen. Just as metarhysics 1s 2 set of positions op~osed by
sets of counter~positions that arise from the incomplete
domlnetion in knowing of the detached and disinterested desire
to know, 8o also values are true and false, orders are troubled
by disorders, and desires are unnecessarily frustrated, because
the detachment and disintereztedness of the pure desire easily
fails to develop into fully rationﬁl salf-conscionsness. dJust
He,aﬂilaé \hotristic Alructure ol o igmneden \Nmndhng ALd drraielad
\nbheuPrerQely iFOotas-dydemhof ineliby\Eongrdoneten
:/mﬂw\b@d.ng,\se\memmtm stpidéard of Ssur-watlohal)
eli~ooksairusiesa nok_only \bihds win
o vounber dpostbiane\ of e haplys 1et_thwife-thetr o\
mm\bﬁ\m&Qfmmm@n@wﬁwﬁmé}ﬁM\mM@sﬁnm
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as the counter-positions of metaph:sics invife their owm
reversal by thelr inconsistency with intelliment and reasonable
affirmation, so the basically similar counter-positions of

the ethical order throurh the shorter and longer cycles of

the dlalectic of progress and decline either senforce their

own reversal or destroy tiheir carriers. Just as the heuristic
structure of our knouing couples with the m@ndnﬂBQAjﬁlpﬁﬁiﬁ&Q
generalized emersent vrobability of the proportionate universe,

to r?veal an upwardly directed dynamism of finality tovards

everffuller being, so the obliratory structure of our rational
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self-consciousness 1) finds its meterlals and its basis In the
produets of universal finality, 2) 1s itself finality on ¢4
the level of Intellirent and rational conseci.usness, and 3} is

finality confronted with the alternativey of choosing either

development and progress or decline and extinction,
The theme of the parallel and inter-psnstration
of meteaplysics and ethics cannot be expanced further in the

b

e
present context bub, at least, something must, saild on its

A
methodological ground., Ie refused to conceive metaphysical

method ¥ptae eitheeryJan abstract o;igy a concrete ogfgy‘a
transcendental deduction, not because we denled the exposition
of a metaphysics to make nse of the deductive form, buf because
we placed the principles of metaphysics, not in sentences, nor
in propositions, nor in judgments, but in the very structure of
our knowing. Because that structure is latent and operative

in everyone's lmowing, it is universal on the side of the
Sabiect|_gven-ihotnghpeny subjecks AQrph.goknailetse-itb.
.}bCQUii/;kﬁg structure 1s employed in evenyJinstance-of‘kno%ing;

scause that s

nctere can be distorted by.tﬁe intepfeorence

f alien desires, it pgpouwnds % didlseticeNeridelsadf
Mot T ply Sdcad \vlans

subject; and hecause that structurs can be dlstorted by the
interference of alien desires, it grounds a dialectical
criticism of subjects, Again, because that structure is
employed in every instance of knowing, it s unlversal

on the side of the proportionate object; and because the

structure remalns dynamic until all questions are answered,

. C . ! g _4‘}.._ . . .
0 A
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1t repeards every proportionate object concretely. Accordingly,
metaphrsical mibetd e msthéd can take subp cts as theyzlre,i
Invoke dialectical criticism to bring t:elr fundamental j
orientations into agreement, and annly this asgreement to

the whole domgpin of proportlonate being in its concreteness.

But essentially the same method iz available for’ethics,
Deductivism 1s brushed aside, not because there are no universally
valid precepts, nor because conclusions do not follow from

them, but because the most baslec vrecevts with all theilry
conclusions fail to go to the root of the metter. For the

root of ethics, as the root of metaphysics, ixaxy lies not

in sengtences nor in propositicns nor in judrments but in

the dynamlc structure of rational self-consciousness, Because
that structure 1s latent and onerative In everyonel!s choosing,

it is wniversal on the side of the sublects bscause that sbructre
can be dodped, 1t prounds a dialectical criticism of subjects,
Again, because thabt structure is recurrent in every act of

civdee p il A Dave sl rirdoal v utdvorsal, mmé-soenuseits
ualversglibyiswrishiely—basteme A tHec mmse

choice, 1t is wivAwit-universsl; and because its universality
congists, not 1n abstraction, bubt in inevitable recurrence,

it alse 1Is concrete, Accordingly, et-ical method, as metaphysical,
can take subjects as they are, 1t can correct any aberratiomn

in their views by a dlalectical criticiam, and it can apply

these corrected views to the totality of concrete objects of
choics, Such a method not only sets forth precepts but also
bases them on their real principles, which are nct propositions
or judagments but exlsting versons; it not only sets forth

correct precepts but also provides a radicel criticism for

milstaken preceptsjlit is not content to apreal to logic
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for vhe application of precepts, for it can critielze situations
a8 well as subjiectbs and it c¢on invoke dialectical analyéis

t0 reveal how slituations are to he corrected: finally, because

unchan 7lng

such a method clearly grasps an iwevitabd# dynamic structure

Eﬁbtxd@ﬁl\q/&-i:‘ﬁhzehaﬁgdng “swtuationa_ il .correspondin ;}J,m\_gﬂ&ngé@
&’ﬁner'a 16 18not coutent nerely to aveld moral relativismis $;
ha’bwalso 45 1g able to-inc 1cf~te oxectty st what s pei;maneﬁtl\o

Lné]/lﬁré Bt i \ewrb shednty

immanent in developing subjects that desl with chanqing sifuations
in correspondincly chencing manners, it can steer a sane course

between the relativism of mere contreteness and thse lesalism

of remote and atatic sgeneralitiess =nd it can do so, not by

Y
% good luck, nor byApostulatinr_': rrudence , but methodleally,
because it talkes its stand on the/\dyn&mic w menerality

that is the W gtrueture of rational self-consciousnezs.

“menaraltopds wf««h&u@qﬁzmm

e T i S T e
S

Simengloms of~baniR_froodon.  Ya-a wrlrady-loved; ﬁy
f
!_'\tne freedom of hum?c’ﬁoices is to deny that thevfare 5{19 t

«

-0 a determinism.” #48 An act of cholce, say A, occurs

‘say P, a, Ryeos

1
deny detgfminism is deny te p ooos:nt:.on, it ?, Q, R /.

Se '_Now In ou account of

ailure to graspbr :Lné’vi‘cabi.*/.y abstrac’c nwure of lam"; ajd - /

xplanator " . Bat 1if aeuﬁe/rminlsn carfna:b be established

for the gvents- i‘westJ.mtedx i.n plyand/cynis ury/lf‘/\g
i

s no reason for suprosing that it—€an be establishsd for
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Tha Own{daa, aB_ e Yoad .

So far our analysis has been concerned with the
good in a human sense., with objects of desirve, intelligible
orders, terminal and orisinating values., But as the close
relations between metaphysics and ethics sugrest, 1t should
be possible to genesralize this notion and, indeed, to concelve

the good as identiesl vith the intelliribility that 1is inbtrinsic

to being.

donceived as ldentieal with posential intellisibility. Agailn

Intelligible It orders gre W formal Intellipibilitles, and go

the formal qoqg/;s canceived,ébnegﬁlly as fo gt gdpllity
: ! / s
'y Sy, volues-are eciyel-inPellieTedTi

The main lines of the senerslization are grasped

easily encugh, Iastead of speaking of obisects of desire,

the intellirible orders within which desires are satisfiled,

and the terminel and originating values involved in choosing
such orders and thelx contents, we pronose to & apeak of a
potential, formal, amd actual rood, where the potential cood
is identlcal with potential Intelliginility and so includes
but also extends beyond obiects of desire, where the formal
good is identical with formal inbtelligibility and so includes
but also e xtends beyond human intellirible orders, where the
actual good is ident ical with actual intelligibilities and
ast Avuanans

so includes bhut sldé alsq}extenngbeyonq&values.

The justification of this generalization of
the notion of the good is that it is already implicit in
the narrower notion., Ob'ects of desire are a2 manifold, but

they are not an isclabed manifold. They are existents and

- T g 4
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eventa that 1n thelr concrete possibllity and in thelr reslization
are bound inexXtricably throurh natural laws and actual frequencles
with the total menifold of the universs of proportlorate being,

If obiects of desire are inatances of the good because of the
satisfactions They x» yisld, then the rest of the manfz manifold

of existentsa and events also are a rood, because desires are
satisfled not in some dream-land but only in the concrets universse,
Agaln, the Intelligible orders that are invented, Implemented,

ad justed, and #Aser Improved br men, are bub Ffurtier exploitations
of pre-human, iﬁtelligible orders; moraocver, they fall within

the universal order of gensralized| emerment probability, both

as conseguents of its fertility, and as ruled by 1ts more
Inclusive sweep, If the intellislble orders of human invention
are a good because they systematically assure the satisfaction

of deslres, then g0 also are the intellirible orders that
under-lle, conditlon, precede, and include men's invsentiom,
Finally, intelligible orders and thelr contents, as ok |

possible objects of rational choice, are values; but boeé&ﬂ?
ium&aeSr{gLAﬁxnﬁr%n&n\imp&anwxﬂu?uta€\éﬁﬂndértbébié—crdeawﬁ
f’h@gvoﬁn_invanhienrﬂt“efﬁ”aFé'fﬁébcﬁvieeaMbyuwﬁieh”MEﬁ‘qﬁﬁamas

i 1n,b\a/nggp&5§gxgngvnx&e\bﬂuﬂt¢ek,,wca%1hh9/
Ezzlon of

Alue adds

Tlective,
4zders qre

nd develops hlifgpi

holces of apprdbation o

entation

s Inplic in the
10igds, namely, that a man acce ts his own na ture and his
Snerete situatlon,xxﬁ/;hat he accepbs the universal order

of
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the universsl order, which 1s generalized emersent probability,
conditions and penetrates, corrects and develops, every particular
order;daﬂi rational self-consci-usness cannot consistently

choose the condltioned and re ject the condition, choose the

part and reject the whole, choose the conseqirent and reject

the antecedent. Accordingly, since wan is involved in choosing
and since every consistent cholce, at least immlicitly, 1s

a choice of w¥nk universal order, the realization of universal
order 1s a true wvalue,

It wlll be noted that the third part of the
argument inclucdes the other two. TFor the sctusl rood of value
presupposes the formal good of order, end the formel good of
order presuproses the potentilal good of a wazifold to be ordered.
Moreover, the realization of univerasasl order is the realizatlion
of all existents and all events: universal order includes all
intelligibilities ax as its constitwent parts, whether they
are unicvies or conjugates, frequenties or the operators of
development; amd universal(order nresuproges all manifolds tihat
are ordered or to be ordered., So ths sood 1s identified with
the intelligibility intrinsic to being,

To carry oubt 80 broad a genseralizatlon ls far
eagier Than Lo state exactly the range of its implications.
Ignorance of implications, in turn# rives rise to the suspicion
that one is being tricked into an emsy optimism that dsnies
the rather evident fact of &¥all ¢vll in this universe.
Accordingly, it will ot be amiss to assert emphatically
that the identificatlon of being and the good by-passes human
feelings and sentiments to take its stand exclusively mm

pr upon intelligible order and retional value,
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Feelings and sentiments are by-passed for,

thoush one besling from obiects of desire, one finds the
potentlal good, not in them alone, but in the Qggﬁ&%gp

total manifold of the universe. Thias step does net suppose
the discovery of some &% caleulus to measure pleasure and
pain, nor does it fbewd introdiwce any c¢laim that the pleasure
outweighs the paln, AQuite simply 1t notes that objects of
desire are a manifold, that this wmanifold, so far from being
130lated, 1s part and varcel of thiw total manifold, and that
1t 1s in the total menifold that concretely and effectively
the potential good resides, Wow it iqﬂz; this flirst step
tffi’am\i;hﬁe,fﬁos ition -ofr\the hedonist ér sentdmentdlisy -id turhed)
that the hedonist or sentimentalist must object. He must
¢laim that t he meanin: of the term, good, 1s setiled on the
unque stioning and unguestionable| level of experience, that

the good has to be the rood as exnerienced, and that opposite
to the good there 1s no less real caterory of evil as experienced.
WMoreover, the foregoing 1s a quite c¢oherent positlion, »x

as long as no claim is made that 1t 1s either intelligent or

reasonable, The trouble is that the e¢laim c¢annot be avoided

and, once it i1s made, the contradiction becomess obvlous; far

i1t ig only by excluding the relevance of gquestlons for intelligence
and reflection tnat the rood can be identifled with ob‘ects of
desire; and if such questions are excluded, then intellizence
and reasonableness are excluded, On the other hand, if
the determim tion of the notion of the cood is a matter
of intelli-ent inquiry and critical reflection, then critical
reflection's affirmation will be Imowledse of the actual
component of the good, intellicent Inruiry's explanation

will be knowledge of %tne formal component of the good,

—
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the manifold of objects of desire can be no more than a

potentlal good, and the way is open to the dlscovery that the

- -',:.i\..~..m.g..:m..x_,-,»;_,..g,.;.;ﬂ-uh'-.'-_-.tw'_ RHJ '

manifold of indifferent objects and even the manifold of objects
of aversion also are a potential good. Finally, to throw in

the obvious methodological note, the positilons and counter-positions '

of metaphysics not only have thelr prolonmatlons 1.to ethics
but also these prolonmations respectively invite development
or invite reversal by the same dialectlcal procedures as the
metaphysical originals.\

A3 the dwm Identificatlon of the good with bsing

in no manner denies or attemrts to minimize pain or suffering,

g0 it has not the sliphtest Implication of a denial of unordered

manlifolds, of disorder, or of falise values. For the middle

term in the identification of the rood with being is intelligibility.ﬁ
The Intellicibility of this universe is %o be rrasped not only
by direct but also by inverse Insizshts; it is to be reached

not by a single method but by the fourfold bhattery of classical
and genetic, statlistical and dlalectical methnods., In so fax

ag the lrtelliribllity of this unlverse is statlstical, its
goodne ss consists pouentially In unordered maxki manifolds,
formally in the effsctiive probability of the emergence of
order, end actually in sventual emerrence, In so far as the
Intelliribility of this universs 1is coenetle, its goodness
consists potentlally in the incompleteness and awkwardness of
parlisr stapes of development, formally in the secuence of

operators that would replace x@ generic incompletensss by

Specific perfection, and actualdly In the attainment of that

perfection. In so far as the intelligibility of this universe

5
ls dialectical, its roodness consists pouentially in the failurea : g

and wdfdad refusals of autonomous self-consciousness to be

~




consistently reasonable, formally in the inner and out-r

tengions through which such failures and refusals bring about
elther

bl B 1dvBraed /the choice of their own reversal or the

olimination of those thatlobstinately rafnse the reversal,

and actually in tie consequent removal of disorders and false

values. To ldentify the pgood with the intelllsnibility of
being s to ldentify 1it, not with the ideal intellislbility

of some postulated utopla, but with the ascertainable imbelliglbility

of ths universe tlnt exists,

2. The Notlon of Freedom.

air—

Purt.sr clarification of the notions of will
and choice, introduced in the preceding section, demends a

congideration of the nature of human freedom.

2./ Tha wm ’3’ SH st Aty cibuass,

In our account of the canon of statistical
regiduss 1t was argued that, while any physical event, Z,

ls implicit in a W gmatially and tempa:_%ll'y

scattered set of antecedents, P, 0, R,..s, none the less th.is
apeitikogende peieast sttt
implicatior%cm&tube— rhed-syslomatioallys For the
impl icatdon is constituted by the combination of a majJor and
a minor premiss; and while the major premiss resides In laws
and systematic unifications of laws, the minor premiss lies
in the concrete pattern of a2 diverging series of conditlions
that cannot be determined syst matically., Accordingly, the
object ive sisnificance of statistlcal laws 1s, not that
rhysical events occur freely, nor even that under special
¢circumstances, such as schemes of recurrence, they cannot be
iy .
predicted with/,\certainty, hat that in general they ctannot
dadcliow.
be predicted In virtue of any systematic/\hwuhdge ronm2en

Deopening of M. 5.
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houveonploebe-and, porfecty,

However, the exlastence of statistical residues
1s the possibility of higher integrations. There can be autonomous
sciences of physies, chemistry, blolory, and psychology, because
on each earlisr level of systematization there are statistical
residues tiat constitute the merely coincidental manifolds
to be systematized on the next level. It follows that hirher
laws and higher schemes of recurrence cannot he deduced from
lower %bﬁhg laws or lower schenes of recurrence, for the higher
is engaé;d in regulating what the lowsr leaves as merely coin-
cidental. MNoreover, since there are sbatistical residues
on every level, 1t follows that events on any «iven level
cannot be deduced in srstematic fashion from the combination
of all the laws and all the schemes of recnrrence of that and
of all prilor levels. Aesordiwedw \wa~”te i1t 4ig\woL-tpans Ahat
A~ contomDdoatY—4fite termin ks dnPlie s thefreedon 0L 0ur
BEYe o it T rio—tTat\Eke sPntrE5 s of DiecFron ef<atal e
t 26T Tre e s Tl dhe\ aceo Mt 0F Neantan Okgry Tenerd-seveels.
apeubonory of-haher Jevals-that makes_free ehGics.

Accordincly, the sirnificance of €9 the canon
of atatlsticel residues 1s not that it implies the freedom
of ovr choices. Its significance lies Iin the fact that it
makes possible an account of the &iberlm autonomy of the
successive degﬁartments of science, that this autonomy excludes
a/determinism of the hisher by the lower, and thet the canon
of statistical resldues 1tself excludes a deductive determinism
either In the lower or the hircher., Undoubtedly, these
exclusions make 1t far easier to dispose of arruments against
the posslbility of freedom, and they narrow down the field

in which impediments to freedom can be found., B3till, they are
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only exc¢luslons, A positlve account of freedom must arisse from
an examinatlon of the act of will and of its intellectunl ante-
cedents,

In sueh 2 positive account trere are four mein
elements, namely, the underlyines sensitive flow, the practical
ingight, the process of reflsction, and the decision. The
underlying sensitive flow consista of sensible presentations
and imaginative renresentations, of affective and agpressive
feelipgs, of conscions bodily movements, etc, In this flow
theghpsychologist gan oiscern varilouns Jaws and can work out
consecyient schemes of recurrence: he ¢an compare such a flow
at earlier and ¥ lnter stares of psychic development and move
to the discovery of the operators that explaratorily relate
the laws effective at one time to the laws offective at ancther.
Hovever, if tHrevwr his statement of his results is intelligent
and reasonable, then his statement is not simply a product
of the laws and schemes operative In his psyche. On the
congtrary,/precisely in so far as hig stavement is intelliment
and reazsonable, It consists in the imposition of higher Integrations
upon wihnt is merely ccincexdental as far as the laws and schemes
of his psyche go., MNoreover, this possibhility of imposing
higher invegrstions tupon lower coinc idental manifolds 1s not
restricted to psycholosical investimators; 1t 1s a gensral
pogadbility; and it 1s only 1n =¢ fer as this possibility
has bheen realized that there arises the guestion of any free
choice:F'There follows an important corollary. If it haprens
trnat we discover the existence of free acts of will, at least
it will nct happen tihat we @ism discover all the acts of all
men to be free. For from the outsekt we are excluding from

consideration any act t il occurs troroush mere sensitive roubine
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and that can be m accounted for without apvealing to the

introduction of some hicher interration by intellirence,
2.5_ Thoe Praclicat IM\&‘\T

The second element to be considered is the practical

AT L T e R 5 0 SR el

ingight. As any direct insicht, it results from ingulry and it
emerges uron the sensitive flow in which 1t grasps some intelli-
gible unity or correlatlion. Again, as Iin any direct insighs,

tie more fact of graspinge the unity or corrslation does not

imply that the unity exists or that the correlation governs

actual events.l For beyond the g:estion for intellirence that

is met by insight, there is always tre auestion for reflection.
However, while the speculative or factual irsicht 1s followved

by the aqnestion whether the unity exlsts or whetier the correlation
governs events, the practlieal insirht is follovwed br the question
whether the unity is geolng to be mede exist or wasther the correlaticn:
1s going to be made to govern events, In otier words, while I
speculative and factual insichts are concerned to lead to
knowledge of being, practical Insli~hts are concerned to lead

to the makine of being. Thelir oblective is not what 1s but

what is to be done. They reveal, not the unities and relations
of thingsg as they are, hut the unlties and relations of posaible
courses of actionxJﬁ;There follows anobher important corollary.
When speculative or fectnal insisht Is correct, reflective
understanding can grasp a relevant virtually uncondit ioned.,

But when practical insight 1s correct, then reflective
understanding cannot prasp a relevent virtually unconditioned;
for if it could, the content of the insisht already .. ould be

a faet; and if it were already a fmct, then it would not be

a possible course of actlon which, as yet, is not a faect but

just a possibility.
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The third element to be censidered is reflection.
For the grasp of a posseible course of action:ggka not result
automatically and blindly in its sz exscution. Further questions
can be ralsed and, commonly, their nwmber varles with our
familiarity with the situation In hend, with the gerionsness
of the consequences of the proposed course of action, with the
risfzavititvolves uncertainties and the risks it Involves,
with our antecedent willingness or unwillincness to assume
responsibility for the consequences and to run ¥m the risks,
But the essence of the rzaX reflection does not consist In the
number of questions asked or in the length of time svent in
reaching answers. 3Ikx TFor further queations may recard the
object: then one asks oneself just vizat the provossd course
of acticn is, what are its successive steps, what alternatives
it admits, what 1t excludes, what consenmences It will have,
vhetner the whole provosal 1s really possible, just how probable
or certalin are 1ts verlous feabures, But in a familiar situatlon
one may already know the answers to all these guestions, and
then trere is no need to inqulre into the object of the act;
like the master of a science, one has only to advert to, aw isaue
to reach P49 a full grasp of it anq?%ts implications. Again,
furthier guestions may regard motives for the course of action,
#ould its execuiion he agreesble? Are there other reatures
to}compensate for iis disagreeablensess? Vhat 1s its utility?
How desirable are the roals to which it i1s ugeful? From thﬁ
preater or less satisfaction of more or fewser dealres, one can
turn to the consideration of intelli~ible order and then of value.
Does the proposed act come under the accented order? If not,

is it merely eroistic, or ls it a contribution to the initiatlon

of an imorovement in the accepted order? Or if 1t does come

e
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under the accerted a der, is not that ordar in need of improvement?
%Mcﬂwtﬁa-z{mwa.

ATrera_dg-no-time-dike~bhe—present—for, Improving things? Finally,

SR T TR

all such questions may be superfluous, There is no nesed fow
M to marshal motives In the given instance, RewVirdveeaCy I
mcpéfth&ﬁiwfiaﬂﬁg“1%&bitm&&lwﬂgbigzﬂ:illingness to perform
such an act has become habitual. Still, is thet willlngness
right or wrong, pood or bad? The world's work would be never
done unless we acted larpely out of habit, But mlcht not my
habits be improved? Are the values to which they commit me

true or false? Am I inbtellirent and ransonable enough in the

B S R S RO TR R S T

short run, only to be blind to the larrer Implications of my

Vay of living? Or if I advert to svch larcer Implications,

AT ATt o el
TR EESRR Ay

oam

am I doing what I can to be helpful to others In this resvect?
third -

: s-ariEg coTolYEry—Et-was—sadd

-

of peflection on a practical insight does

e IB®hpth nunmb of questions asked nor in the lengthfi

spent in answe g thems This d@%bive statement may

W be replaced by-One that is pos va, The essence of

oflectlon 1s the actuation ofrational selﬁ-cénsciousness;,

cam empirlcally conscwu

in so0 far agxI experlence.,” I am

1wtﬂllectually copsCicus in so far as I inquire Antellirently.

. L~
em rationgdly conscious in so  far as I reflect critically,”
- /" .

,/ . _
ut I bécome rationally self-consciocug so far as I peflect

ritically on the obiect and motiv€s of a provos course of

attlon, -

!
we

elf-conuciﬁu ess

2 51 ratiofal

s/ftge/

o@iaion,. But neither t objeck nor the notives n909331tat9

he decisicn., For as long § reflection entertains furkiér

> P ?‘"l:f-*-f"
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There followa a set of corollaries. First of all,

the reflectlion consists in an acfuation of rational self-consclousness.

I am empirically conscious inasmuch as I am experisncing, intel=
lectually consci.usma inasmuch as I am inquiring or formulating
Intellizently, rationally conscious imssmuch ss I am seeking
to grasp the virtually|unconditionsd or judeing on the basgis
of sueh a grasp, But I become ratlonally self-.conscious inasmuch
a8 I am concerned with reasons for my own acts, and tails occurs
when I scrutinize the object and investirate the motivea of a
possible course of action,
Secondly, thourh the reflsction heads beyond
knowing to doing, still it consists simply in knowlng. Thus,
it may reveal that the proposed asction ds concretely possible,
highl; aoreeable, guite useful, morally obliratory, ete, But
it is one tning to ¥mow exactly what could be done and all the
rcasons for doing it. It is quite ansther for such Iknowledge
to ilssue in doing.
Thirdly, the reflectlon has no Internal term,

no cacacity of its own to come to an end, For it is a lmowing
that heads to doing. In so far as it 1s a knowlng, it can
reach an intermal term, for one ¢an crasp the virtually unconditioned
and tiereby attain certitude on the possibility 02:5r0posed
course of actlon, on its arreeableness, on its ntility, on its
oblimatoriness, Bvt in so far as this kmowing is practical,
in so far as its dWiép® concern is with something to be done
and with the reasons for doing it, the reflection has not an
internal k2 bubt an external term; for the reflection is just
knowing, but the term‘is an ulterior &ein deciding and doing.

| Fourthly, because the reflection has no 1nternél

term, it can expand more or less indefinitely. The proposed

© j s
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decidy

A

i

action can be examined in enormous detail; its certain, probable,
and posslble consequences can be followed far into the future;
A
motives can be submitted to fine analysis: the variation o#
of diiuuut fimas
thedir appeal, can be noted and studied: from concraete
. ot i
questions iﬂcan shift to renerel philosonrhic issues to return

ons's
to the conerete with incuiries about wy orientation in 1ife

e :
and the Influence upon me of unconsclous factors., So the

native hue of resolutlon is gsicklled over wilth the pale cast
of thought.

Fifthly, @ one can advert to the possibhllity
of reflectlon expanding indefinitely, to the incompatlblility
between such expansion and the business of living, snd to
the unreasonableness of the expansion, St11l such advertence
ls simply & transposition of the issue. Reflection on a course
of actlon is replaced by reflection on reflection. As the
former heads beyond itself to a decislon, so the latter heads
beyond 1tself to a decision to decide. As the former yiclds
the conclusion that I should act or not act in a ~iwven manner,
80 the 1atteg vields the coneclusisn that I should decide to
=k or noﬁfﬁgibin that manner. But xkmt it is one thing to
know what I should do, and it is another to 4o it.

Sixthly, while there 1s a normal duratiog\for
the reflection, it is not reflection but decision that enforces
the norm., Reflsection occurs because retional self-consciousness
demands kno.'ledge of what one prorosea to do and of the reasons
one has for doing it., Its normal duration 1is the @eretiow

Qe lenath of time needed to learn the nature of the object

of the proposed act and Lo persunade onesslf to willineness to

perform the act., Accordingly, the normal duratlion is a variable

st -dgrondsonenetls
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that 1s Inverse to one's antecedent knowledge and willingnesa.
But it 3s neither the normal daratisn itself nor reflectlon upon
it that ends tie process of reflectinem, For that process has

no internal term, no ca-acity to »r brinrs itself to an end.

What ends the roflection is the decision. As long as I am
reflecting, I have not decided yet, Until I have decuded,

Gie reflection can te prolonssd by furiher m cuestions., Bub
anse - I-Hete~deotied; the rrobest-cCouange of Actdon hdr-Tiaded™
B boa~uwbvevpossin Y- ihd Tma~Feen_Andtinted dhid_ackuskits,
once I have decided nnd as long as I remein decided, the
reflection 19 over and done vith., The provoged course of action
has ceased to be a mere posslbility; if has becun to be an

actbuallty.

5 The Decistawn.,

S

There remainskm to be considered the fourth
8lement inLur analysis. It 1s the decision, and one will do
well to distinguish between the decision itself and its manil-
festation whether in its execution}or in my knowledee that 1
have decided,or in my exoression of|thet knowledge. For the
decision itself is an act of willing, It possesses the
internal alternatives of either consenting or refusing., It may
also possess external alternetives, when different courses of
action are considersd simultaneously, and then kk@m consent
Lo one and refusal of the obhers constitute a cholce.

The fundamentel nature of decision is best
roevealed by comparing it with judmment. Decision, then,
resembles Jjudgment Inasmuch as both select one memher of a pair
of contradictories; W%Qpésjudqment gither affirms or denlss,
so decislon either consents or refuses. Acain, both decision
BAG NGNS Arenaricmdp-For-Rothk_ore couseriedwibh-objects
anprabended-by- st et wné-beth eethr tn-vivive of o srosp-ef-
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and judgment are concerned with actuality; but judmment is
an
concerned to complete one!s lno ledge of /actuality that already

existsy while decision 13 concernsd to confer actuality upon

i SRR S i i

a course of action that otherwise willl not exist, Finally,
both decision and judement are rational, for both deal with
ob jects apprehended by insirht, and both ocenr bscause of a
reflective grasp of reasons.

However, there 1s a radical difference between
the reticnality of judsment and the rationality of decilsion.
Judgment 1s an act of rational consciousness, bubt declision is
an act of rationsl self-conscicusness. The rationality of
judgment emerces in the unfolding of the detached and d_sinterested
desire to know in the process tovards lmowledrs of the universe
of being. But the rationality}of decision emermges in the
demand of the rntionally conscions subjiset for consicfsncy
betvween his knoring and his doixm deciding and doinpg., Agaln,
tiwe rationality of judament emerres if In fact a reascnadble
Judgnent occurs, but the rationality of decislon emernmes 1f
gyff&eﬁkﬁ\yehﬁgmah&ehdeoi&édn_aoegr .
*ffa_smsﬂoaweﬂ_.sﬁama«--omm

cﬁnsciuus when ohe ¢X- erienc intellirently conscicus

, in a second

and W:}vv.

oNne prasps

s

e unconditioned and assents, in a third depree

w njbne has analysed the nature of one's rq;zﬁg;l‘ 18¢15 18688,

, e .
nally, one 1s rationally self-conseciocus in a first degree
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in faoct a reasonable decision occurs, Finally, the, ratlonality
of the subject of rational consclousness is radlcally negative,
for then vatdAritynégratetd the subject is effectively
ratlonal 1f he does not allow other desire to interfere with
the functloning of the pure desire to lmow; but tégrﬁzgzonality
of the subject of rationel self-consc%%sness 1s radically
positive, for then the subject 1ls effectively rarvional only
If his demand for consistency betwsen knowing and doing

la followed by his deciding and doing in a manner consistent
with his knowing,

In other words, there 1s a succession of
enlargements of consciousness, a succession of transformations
of what consciousness means, Waking replaces dreaning.
Intelligent inguiry emerges in waking to compound intelligent
with empirical conscli .usness. Critical reflection follows
underscanding and formulation to add rational consciousness
to Intellirent and empirical consciousness. But the final
enlargement and transformation of consciousness consists
in the empirieally, intellirently, and raticnally esnscias
consclous subjeet 1) demanding conformity of his deing to his
knowing and 2) acceding to that demand by Seciding reascnably,

is

fgento be noted.
AN

For, in the flirgt place, it is now possible to explein vhy

Apain, & set of corollaries

practical reflection lacks an internal term, If it were
concerned simply with knowing what tre proposed course of
action is and what are the motives in its favor, it would be
an activity of rational consclousness and would possess an
internal term in certein judgments upon the object and the
motives of the projosed action, But practical reflection

is concerned with knowing only in order to guide doling.




It 18 an activity thet involves an enlarging transformatlon

of conscinusness, In that enlarged consclousness the term

ls not judmmient but declsion, Conseruently, practical reflectlon
does not come to an end once the ohisct ans motives of a proposed
action are knovn; it comes to an end when one decldes either in
Tavor of the q@ﬁga propesal or arainst 1t,

Secondly, the same.enlarrina transformation of
consclousness 1lluminates both the measning and tnre frequent
inefficacy of obligation., It is possible for » practical
reflection to reach w'th certitude t.e conclusion that a
prozosed course of action is obll~atory, that elther I
decide in favor ¥Me of the proposal or else I 3zmf surrender
conslistency bstveen my knoving and my doing., FNow in such
Instances it is apparent that the emergence of an obliratlon
ls the emermence of a rational necessity in rational conscicusness,
I camot prevent questions for reflection from arising; once
they arise, I connot set aside the demandﬁof my ratlonality
that I asgent i1f and only if I grasp thé virtually unconditioned;
and once X judme that I ousht to act in a determinate manner,
that T cannot both be reasonable and act otherwlse, then my
reasonablonsgs 1s bound to the act by a link of necessity.

Such is tihe meaning of obligation:stet the fact remains

that I can fail to fulfil my known et ohlirations, that

the lron link of necessity can prove to be a wisp of straw,

How can this be? How can necessity turn out to be contingence?
The answer lies in the enlarpging btransformation of consclousnsas.
The rationalilby t:at Imposes an obligation is not conditioned
internally by an act of will., The rationality that carries

out an obligation 1s conditiored.qgggggb internally by the

occurrence of a reaBonable act of will, To reveat the point
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in other words, the rational subject as Imposing en obliration
upon himself 1s just a kmower, and his ratlonality consists
redically in not allowing other desire to Interfere with the
unrolding of the detached and disirteorested desire to know.
But the rational subject as carrylns out an obligation is not
just a knower but also a doer, and his ratlonalify consists
not merely in excludirg interference wlth cognitilcnal rrocess
but also in extending tiwe rationallty of his knoulns into the
Fioli o doing - Beeanbe Mt entension N etoureirenth-

does not occur
fleld of doing. But that extenslon,etelrts~nytf sinoly by
knoving one's oblirations, It occcurs just Inagmuch as one

wills to meet one's obliqationa.\

How then does necessgity turn out fo be contincence?
Thare, Tt's—-ﬂf, et Thart- seseers 0-"-'4‘4/'3—9//”\4
Aiﬁhaquis no change In the necessltyp = It nssmadns preciaedywhes

'

ih-nas-whelnorioriaol), ¥ ides\wensonnablya —Arab—t-driked <
the context. Rational consclousness is helng transformed into
rational self-consclousness. ‘hat in the context of rational
consclousness 1a a rational necesgity, in the context of rational
self-consci.usness kak becomes a rational exirence. If a
proposed action 1s obliratory, then:¥hbannot ¢ a rational
knover and deny the oblipgation, anq:E$Eannot e a rational
doegr and not fulfil the obligation. /gglwaa_aat,o£~w&;&t&9
me%é&g}m&m-nwmww
-aemdé%ianwtcfthe\knmw&ng’JButxzﬂhan be & rational lknover without
an aet of wllling, andﬁzuaannot be a rablonal doer without an
act of willing., Tt is the addition ofj&qurther constitutive

o ol o wndd
requirement, that 1) marks the shift from ratiomal conscicusness
to rational self-conscionsness and_B) chanres what ls rational

necessity in the field of knowing inte rational exigence in the

A fisld of both knowing and doings

» N
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Thirdly, the same enlarging tyancformation throvs
1ipht upon the diiference betveen the ackno-ledrement of actuality
In judgment and the bestowal of actuality by decislon. As has been
gseen, both Jjudrment and decision are concerned with actuallity;
but judgment merely acknov ledces an actuslity that already exilstss
wnile declslon confers actuslity upon a course of action That
otherwise is merely posaiblae,

Now actunlity has peculiar characteristics. It
is Jnown primarily by graspins the virtuslly unconditioned, the
conditioned that heppens to have 1ts conditions fulfilled.

Because 1t is an uncondibicned, it renks hish in the fleld

of Intelllimibllity, Still 1t merely heoppens to have 1ts
conditions fulfilled, and so it merely hawmpens to be an
uneonditioned. Though uncond itioned, it also ilsz contingent.
And this conbinrence aprears 1) 1n its being, 2) in its belng
known, and 3) in its beins willed,

It 1is apparent g in its being, For actuallty
a8 act 1s exlstence or oceurrence, snd actuality as of the

ot leasl aboo od Aimey
actuated supposesAexistence an@ahmadav§@pﬂoccurrence. But
there is no systematic deduction of exlstence or oceurrence.

The mest tihwt understanding can do ls set up ideal frecuencles
from which actusl frequencies of existencs and cccurrence do
not diverre systematicallye. But actual frer nencies can and do

diverge non-systematically from the ideel, and so in ewel

i

4 BeTe actuality 1s just vhat happens to he.

Apain, contingence 13 apparent in actualily as
¥nown. For it is known by grasping the viriunally unconditioned,
The virtually unconditionsd canbe grasped, if fulfilment of

its conditicons happens to e given, And the fulfllment can
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never be more than what happens, for the fulflliment conslsts In
bhe occurrence of relevant data, and the ocecurrence of data,
like all occurrence, ’;is continrent, For it merely harpens that
I exlst, that I ex,pe.;cience in soch and such a manner, ete,.
Finally, the nosginle conrses of action invented
by intelligence, motivated by reason, and executed by willing,
are continvent in theilr actuality. For the action is continrent,
if willing it is continrenty willing 1% is contingent, if consistency |
between doing and knowinpg is continrents bnt consistency beiveen
doing and knowing is contingent; and so the actuallty both of
willling and of the action willed 1s continzent. The major
premiss gimply restates the pr eceding sentence, which defines
tihe courses of asctlion under consideration. The minor premiss
reasonable :
follows from the fact that the/act of willing constitutes both
tie doing in question and the RBuM actuallly of %% conalsteney
between lnowing and doing. For there 1s no arcument from
the content of Imowledre to the occuirrence of willing unless
oné postulates some conformity or consistency hetween kmowing
and willings but that postulste is wwrified actually, not by
the exigence for conformity or consistency, but by the occurrence
of confornily or consistency; and that ® occurrence consists
Im\the aci af milingh—Tq ovkeniiondgMevelaratsumehé—abtenting
boprova_fromasihie dbst s\mdrivie—riint— His 48t 6 it mhst- s
in the act of willing, Hence necessarily one 1is involved in
& ¥vig viclous clrcle whenever one attempts to arzue from a
subject!'s knowing to his willing; for it is only throur_;h@_@ his
W«g willing that the subject atteins to the effectively
rational self-consciousness in which willing 1s consistent with

knowing and conforms to it.\

¢} - IB;. o |
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b Frestewy
Purther consideratisn of the contingencs of

the act of will brinzs us to the notlon of freedom. As thls

1s our main tople, 1t may not be asmlss to resume ~hat has been

said, Proportionsts being, tlen, Involves a number of explanatory

genera, 30 that there wret@ is a series of lavels of opseration

with each hirher level making systewabic what otrerwise would

have been merely coincidental on the previous level, It follows

that there cen be distinet, autonomous, yet relsted departments

of science: distinct, because they deal with different levels

of proportlonate being; autonomous, because dcfining relations

on any level o constitute a closed system; related, becauss

gach hipher lovel finds its maberials 1n the coincidental
manlfold of the previous level, and each lower level supplilss
2 colincidental manifold for the next hirher level,

while t~is analysis sxcludes determinlsm by its
acknovledgement of stabistical laws and of anbtonomous sciences,
it does?g;ply freedom. Though classical laws are abstract,
they retain their universality, so that occurrence is always
according to law. Thoupgh the application of abstract laws
to concrete situations involves an appeal to a non-systematlc
manifold of further determinations, this merely means that
there can he no reneral procedure for establishing concrete
premisses of the type, If P, 2, R,s.. occur, then Z must occur.
But it is not impossible to formulate such nmremlsses in
particular instances, notably in the special situsvions
ereated in laoboratories. Nor is it}impossible to make accurate

\
Al predictions of the distant future, when schemes of recurrence

e

exist and thedr survival is supposed.
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Accordingly, an account of freedom hns to wppedX
tarn to a study of intellect and will, In the coincidental
manifolds of sensible presentations, practical insichts grasp
possible courses of action that are examined by reflection,
decided upon by acts of willling, and thereby eliher are or are
1ot reallized In the underlyins sensitive flow. TIn this process
taere is to be discerned the emerrence of slements of higher
integration., For the hirer intesration effected on the level
of human living conasists of sets of courses of action, and
these actions emerse inasmuch ns they are understood by
Intellisent conscicusness, evalusted by rational conscluusness,
and willed by ratlonal self-consciousness.

To gresp the sirsnuficance of this emersence,

one must revert to the point already made trat intellisgibillitby

is intrinsic tobeing and that 1t is either spiritual or material,

¢ither an intellisinility that also is infalli~ent or else an

Intelligibility that 1a not also intelllrent, For the distinction

betveen the spiritusl and the materlal emphaslzes trne fact
that the intellirent and rational emerpence of courses of action
stands to the| level of distinctively human operations as
dynamic =k svstems on the move stand to the ms=w psychic

and organic levels and static systems stand tgﬁghemical

and physical orders of events. In other words, practical
insight, reflection, and decislon are a legislative function;
instead of being subject to laws, as are physicsl and chemical
events, they aye what msle the la.s of the distinctively human
level of operations, Mapé #fbet There material reslity is
subject to Law and tiereby intellimible, spiritual reality

has intelligibility, not through subjection to law, but by

its netive incellizence; and while spiritusl reality 1s

° )

o1 °
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manlfested through the hirher systematization and oxder 1t
imposes on lover levels of being, still that systematizabion
and order is not Imposed upon splritual reality, as the law

of inverse =zquares upon masses, bub ls gsnerated by practical
Insights, rational reflection, and decision.

| At this point, however, there cropé up the
amblguity of the notion of law, There are, then, the laws of
matter and the lews of splrit. The lsws of matter are investirated
by emplrical sclenbists and, vhen splrit is sald to be lesislatlve,
one means that spirit oricinanltes intellislble orders that are
Parallel to the intelliribilitles investimated by empirical
scientlists. On the other hand, the laws of splrit sre the
principles and norms that goverm spirit in t e exercise of its
leglalative function; and they differ radically from the laws
of mam matter, not only in thelr hirher point|of application,
but also in their nature and content., As hasibeen seen, tne
laws of matter are abstract and they can be applied concretely
only by the addition of furiler determinations from a non-
gystematic manifold, But the lavs of snlrilt reside in the
dynamic strveture of ibts cornitional and voliticnal operatilons,
and their concrete applicatlon is effected t. rourh spiritts
own oprerations vwithin that dynamic structure. Thus, in working
out the notion of the good, we discovered-in the ratlonally
seli-~consciows sublect an exigence for consistency beuvWeen
his knoving and his doing, and e saw how a body of ethical
precevbs could he derived simrly by asking whatl zorzrieky
concretely wag implicit in that exigence. As metaphysics

is a corollary to the strucbure of kmowing, so ethics is
a corollary to the structure of kmowing and doing; and as

ethics resides in the structure, so the concrete aprlications




o

kX

Deepening of M. 6. 93

R ETRIb st e rorkddront A sninib reflectdnrrand decAddy v Trhin

of ethics are worked out by apirit Inasmuch as 1t operates within
the structure to reflect and decide upon the possible courses
of action thal it srasps,

It follows that ttere is a radical difference
between the contingence of the act of willing and the general
contlnrence of existence snd occurrence in the rest of the domain
of propertionate being, The latter contingence falls short
of strict intelliribile necsessity, not bhecause it 1s free, but
because it is involved in the non-systematic character of
material mulitiplicity, continuity, and freguency.| But the
continrence of the act of will, so far from résulting from
the WG non-systematic, srises in the imnosition of further
intelligible order up:n otherwise merely coincidental manifolds.
Morsover, toat Impositiion of furtier incellinible order is the
work of Intelli-ence, of rational reflectlon, and of ethically
gulded will. None the less, that imroszitlon of Intelligible
order is contingent. For, on the one hand, the order to be
imposed is not a necessary but merely a possible intelligibility
and, on tile otnrer hand, even when possibility is unigue, so
that rational consciousness has no alternative, still the
unigue possibility 1s not reallized necessarily, beeosse
W&&my

onsiste because tpé actual of wta conq1stenc is mer ¥
’ b T

becausg the act)ﬂlxty of its conulsteﬂcy
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To claim that the sole reasonable course of action is realized
necessarily is to cloim that necessarily willine~ is consistent
with db¥bw el lmowing. But that elaim is preposterous,

far 10 contradlicts tiwe comrmon experience of a divergence
betvieen what one does and what one lmows one ourht to do.

Nor ig it »reposterous merely in fact but also in principle,
for actual consistency between krowing and deciding 1s the
rasult of decidines reasonably, and wiet results from deciding
reasonably cannot be a@yr erected into s unlwersal principle
tnat sroves all decisions to be necesssrily ressonable,.

Freedom, Wmew then, is a speclal kind of
contingence. It 1is continrence thst arises, not from the
empirical residue that grounds materiality and the non-systematic,
but in the order of spirit, of intelli~ent crasp, rationaly
reflection, snd AyvHtamigl morelly ~uide¢ willy, It has the
twofold basis that 1ts object is merely a possible and that
itslagent is continpent not only in his existence but also In
the extension of his rational consci-usness Into rational
solf-consciousness, For it 1s one and tine same act of willling
that both decides in favor of the object or against 1t and
tnat constitutes the snbleect ans decidinr reasonably or
unreasonably, as succeedins or failine in the extension of
rationnl consciousness Into an effectively rational self-
consc iousne ss.

Accordingly, freedom possesses not only the
negative aspect of exeluding necessity but also the positive
aspect of respons.biliby. Inbelll ent gresp of a pocsible
course of action need not result auvbomatiecally in its execution,
for critical reflection can irb ervenze to scrutinlze the object

and evaluate the motives, Critical reflection cannob execute
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the proposed action, for it is simply a lmowlng. Enowing cannot
necessitate the decision, for consistency hetween knowlng anu
willing becomes an actuality only tnrough the willing, The
declalon, then, i not a consequent bul a new emergence that

both reallizes the course of actlon or rejects it, and reallzes

an effectively rational self-consciousness‘gg—ggggs to do s0.
Kone the less, though¥ the act of will is a contingent emergence,

1t also i3 an act of the subject, The measure of the freedom

wlth wnich the act occurs alsto is the measure of his responsibility

for 1it. !

ceri EX engaged In of eetinghthe most,a vious type of |
freedom and, if we have succquedffﬁgimay

~

'y

?%tﬂj$henyh%heéviampodntfoﬁ;bhe?tﬁlererfia

-—hasiﬁﬂimportance.. No one, ptha , was f& more enﬁhusiastic

nly

fﬁiixgxee of free wlll than Duns§ Scotus. Buﬁ/his negaﬁi n of
not
e fact of inmight led him k® into an abstract deductivism
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D The Problem of Llberatlon,

3.1 Essential and sffective Freedom. .
The difference between essential and ef.‘i'ective
dynamie s
froedom 1s the difference between a/structure and smaifectis
range, Man 18 free essentially inasmuch as possible courses
of actlon are grasped by practical insinht; motivated by

reflection, and executed by decislion. But man 1s free effectively

to a greater or less eztent inasmuch this dynamlc struacture
1s open to grasping, motlivating, and executlng a broad or a

narrow range of otherwlse possible courses of actlon. Thus,

one may be essentlsally bubt not effectively free to glve up

i A e A S e P e e D m e T e L L . B e R
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smoking.

A consideratlon of effective freedom !s meaningless,
un}&f essential freedom exists. None the less, the negation
ofAeffective freedom may appear a2 negation of essential freedom
If the proper grounds of the latter are not graaped ¢learly
and distinctly. According@ly, it hardly will be amlss to
recall brlefly the mein points that already have been nade.

E-i'rst,—thenk_g.n@mawmmmm
zproport-ion&te‘“h‘éfing\i-a/‘anbingmt. ~Jt 18 what is- gmsaaﬂ_gby-

%&Mutam&the r-theineight—Ys—factwsl OF ¥ p raotdicaly-

iifif occurs within the-"'process of lJmgwing

wight The~inedghbmay-bo—facthal
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Flrst, then, all formal intellliglbllity within
the domain of proportlonate being is contingent., It 1s not

what of 1tself must be but merely what in fact happens to be,
Hence, specles are not realizatlons of ahsolute ldeas but solutlons
To tue concrete problems of generalized emergent probability and

80 subject to ¥ariation withivariation of the problems. Again,
netural laws ere not ¥m to be determined by pure speculation

but solely by an empirical method in which what 1s grasped by
insight Is mere hypothesis until confirmed by verification,
Pinelly, the possible courses of action grasped by practlcsal
Insight are merely pussibdle until they are motivated by reflectlon
and executed by decision.

Secondly, not only are posaible courses of actlion
contingent but also they constitute s manifold of alternatives.
The sensitive flow of a man's percepts and images, feelings and
conatlons offer an otherwise coincidental manifold for higher
systematization, In fact, that higher systematlzation ls effected
In different manners, whether one considers the same individual
at different times, or different individuals, or aggregates of
individuals in different environments, ﬂéféifferent epochs,
qw:éifferent cultures.

Th#dd Thirdly, not only are possible courses of
action a menifold, bubt man is aware of the alternatives., He
does not suffer from the 1llusion that beceuse a course of actlion
is possible tuerefore it also 12 necessary. The possibilitiles
that he grasps are sutmitted to reflective examlnation, and such
examinatlon commonly lsads to e grasp of further possibllitiles,

Nor does the examination come to an end out of 1ts own resocurces

but only through the Intervention of the will's decision.\

D,
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Fourthly, the willts decislon 1s not determined
by its antecedents, For the remote antecsedents lle on the levels

of physics, chemlstry, bilology, and sensitlve psychology; and

evonts on such lower levels determine merely the materiala that
arovevbjestiy admit a manifold of alternative hicher systematizationa.b
On the other hand, the proxlmate antecedents.define snd motivate

present
the alternative higner systematizations; they,cdastiinte no

more than ahformal intelliglibility which, so far from necessitating
its own actuality, can attaln actuality only if the will declides
in its favor,

Fifthly, the most obvious bit of evidence kmxRax
for the freedom of man's declsions lies in the possibllity of
inconsistency between human knowing and doings for if such
inconsi.teney is possible, then tunere cannot be any velld argument
from determi.ate knowing to determinate willling and doing.
However, one la not to imPemmbmmin miscake the obvious for the
ossential. Man 18 not free because he can be unreasonable 1n
his choices. Rather tne root of fresdom lies in the contingence
of the formal Intelliglbility of proportionate being. Becsause

such inbelligibility is contingent, it cannot guarantee 1ts own

exlsbence or occurrence. Agaln, because it 1s contingent, 1t
is not wnique but a manifold of alternatives, Further, because
it is contingent, it 1s lmown as merely possible, as in need of
motivation, as needing motivation because{ it will exist .r occcur
only if decislon is forthgecoming, Finally, because it 1s contingent,
there cannot be valld motives for 1t tha. necessitate declsion
in its favor.

To put the point in another menner, any practical

insight can be formulated in a proposition of the type, Under
such snd such circumstances the invelligent thing to do 1s %o
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make such and such a decision, Tet the totallty of circumstances
be denoted by P and the decision by Q. Then the content of the
practical imsight will be the inferentlal relstion, If P, then Q.
But such an inferentilal relation ceases to be a mere supposition
o7 Lhould. o
about what might be,and becomps a true statement of what 1is,
only vhen the sase¢t of will, @, occura. But any attempt to show
that the act of will 1s noeossemy<kidd necessitated by its
proximate antecedents must suppose the truth of the inferential
relation, If P, then Q. Therefore, it must suppose that the
act of will is occurring, And so it is involved iIn a petitlo
principli or, if you prefer, im a simple appeal to the principle
of ldentity, namely, If the act, Q, 18 occurring, then it must be
oceurring.
Sixthly, though the act of wlll is free, 1t 1s
not arbitrary, A course of action is Antellicent and intelllgible
if it is grasped by a practicel Insight, It 1s reasonable if it
is motivated favorably by ratlonal reflectlion, 'The act of will
hesk the functilon of conferring actuslity upon an intelligible,
Intellligent, and reasonablelcourse of action; and what 1s Intelll-
gible, Intelligent, and reasonable'is not grikxemarblirary,
Seventhly, the analysis is qulte genmeral. Fox
while there 1s presupposed a sensitive flow that receives a
higher Integration, still khw intelligent grasp, im réflection,
and decislon rise from the flow as content, and that content
may be mbredjeaymbiddc not representative but symbolic. Thus,

one can make decisions about deciding by having the sensitive

flow present the relevant words,
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302 Conditlions of Effectlive Freedom.

Conditions of effective freedom may be llsted
under the four headings of 1) external circumstance, 2) tne
gsubject as sensitlive, 3) the subject as intelligent, and 4)
the subject as antecedently willing.

Everyone is famliliar with the limitations placed
upon ef'fectlive freedom by external constraint. But just as the
prisoner 1s not free to go and come as he pleases, so the £akimo
18 not free to moumt a camel or the desert nomad to go fishing in
a kaysk. Whatever one's external circumstances may be, they
offer only a limited range of concretely possible alternatlves
and only limited resources for bringing about the enlargement
of that range.

In the second place, there are the limitations
that arise from one'!'s psychoneural state. It is the proximave
source of the otherwilse coincidental manifold that recelves
ivs hipgher integration from Intellirence and will, In the
normal state, there ls a spontaneous adaptation and adjustment
betwesn the orlentatlons of intellectual and of psychoneural
development. But even perfect adjustment does not dispense
one from the necegsity of acquiring sensifive skills and habits
and, until they are scquired, one is not free to spesk a forelgm
langnage or to play the vielin merely by taking thought.
Moreover, perfect adjustment may be lacking; zzski scotosls
can result iIn a conflict between the operators of intellectusl
and of psychomeural development; and then the sensitive subject
is Invaded by anxlety, by obsesslons, and by other neurotic
phenomena that rstrict his capaclty for effective deliberation

and choicse.
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Thirdly, there are the limitations of intellectual
development, Once one has understood, one can reproduce almost
at will the act of understanding., But until one has understood,
%2 one has to atruggle through the process of leaming. Moreover
the greater one's accumulation of insights, the broader is the
base from one vwhich one ¢an move towards still furcher lasights
and, psrhaps, the greater is the facllity with which one can
reach them. Now the same laws hold for the occurrence of
practical inslchts as for insights generally, and so it 1is
that thej greater the development of one's practlesl Intelligence,
the graalter the range of possible wogyre courses of actlon one
can grasp and consider. Inversely, the less the development of
one's praatical intelligemce, the less the range of possible
courses of action thav nere and now will occur to one.

Fourthly, we have distinguished already beiween
the conjugate potency, will, the conjusste form, vlllingness,
and the conjugate act, willing, #1ll is the bare capacity to
make decisions, Willingness 1is the state in which persuasion
is not needed to bring one to a declsion. Willing, finally,

13 tne act of decilding.

Now the function of willirpgness rwns= parallel
to the function of vhe babitual accumulation of inslights.

What one does not understand yet, one can lsarm; but learning
takes time, and until that time 1s devoted to learming,
otherwise possible courses of actlon are excluded, Simllarly,
when antecedent willingness is lacking, persuvaslon can be
invoked; but persuaslon takes time, and until that time 1s
dsvoted to persuading oneself or to beiling nersusded by others,

one remains closed to otherwise possible courses of actlon.
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Phere 1s a further aspect to the matterz. For
genetically one mounts from empirical to intellectual consciousness,
from intellectual to rational consclousness, and from rational

consclonsness to rational self-consciousness.\ As long as one

[N
<

is moving towards full self-possession, the detached and dlsinter-
lemdy to e
ested deslre to know, %= in control. But once one 1z In the state
of ratlonal self-consciousness, then one's decisions are in control,
for they set the objective of one's total activity and select
the actlons that are to lead to the goal. So 1t 19 that a
person, ss~tb¥Ys caught as it were unawares, may be ready
for any scheme or explolt but, on the second thoughts of
rational self-eonsciousness, settles bhack into the narrow routlne
defined by his antecedent willlngness. For unless one's
antetedent wlllingness has the helght and breadth and depth of
she mrestricted desire to know, the emergence of rational
salf-consciousness involves the addition of a restrictlon upon
ong's effective freedom.
In brief, effectlive freedom itself has to be won.
The key point 1s to reach a willingness to persuads oneself and
to submit to the persuasion of others. For then one can be
o persuaded to XamaxmxxXX a universel willingness;jiégg,one gg,44¢rmﬂﬂ
antecadently willing to learn all tnere 1is to be learnt about
willing and learning and about the enlargement of one's freedom
from external constraints snd psychoneural interferences.
But to reach the universsl willingmness that matches the unrestricted

o desire to lmow is Indeed a hirh aschievement, for it consists

] not in the mere recognition of an ldeal norm butfin the adoption
<

-/ 34% of an attitude towards the universe of being, not in the adoptlon

of an affective attitude that would desire but not perform bub

in the adopti.n of an effective attitude in which performance

D -
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matches aspiration.

Finally, if effective freedom is to be won, 1t is
not to be won easily. Just as the pure desire to inow is the
possibility but not In itself the attalnment of the sclentist's
settled habit of constant inguiry, so the potency, will, 1s k the
possibllity but not In itself the attainment of the genuine
person's complete openness to reflection and to rational persuasione
Clearly, this confronts us with = paradox, How 13 one 10 be
persuaded to genuineness and openness, when one is not yet open
to persuaslon?

Possibla
3.3 e Functlions of Satire and Humor,

A Kierkegaardisn thought draws attention to an
aesthetic, an sthical, and s relisglous sphere of existential
aubjectivity, and it finds in irony the means of effectimng
the Transition from the first to the second, and in humor the
mesns for development from the second to the third.

The & aesthetlc and the ethical spheres would
seem to stend to the whole man, to the exlatentiml subject,
as the counter-positlons and the positlons stand to the
cognational subject, Inasmoch a3 one accepts Lhe counter-
positions, one thinks of the resl as a sub-division in the
"elready out there now," of objectivity as extroversion, and
of kmowing as taking a good look; similarly, on the counter~
positions, the good df-bhevebiesb-of-ubaidn is ldentlfled
with objects of desire while the invelliglble good of order
and the ratlonal good of value are regarded as so much ideo-
logleal super-structure that can c¢laim to be good only inasmuch

a8 1t furthers the attainment of objects of desire. On the
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other hand, by accepting the positlons one identifies the real
with being, objectivity with intelligent inquiry and rational
reflectlon, and lmowledge with the cumulative process that
rises from Qfgp experience through understanding to judgment;
similarly, one lumps objects of desire slong wlth objects of
aversion as Instances of the potential good, subordi.ates both
to tne formal good of order, and selects between alternative
orders by aprealing to the ratlonal criteria that are the
gources of the meaning of the name, value.

Howaver, if the ethlecal sphere stands to the
assthetic, as the positions to the counter-positions, it would
be a mistake to identify the ethical sphere with acceptance of
the posltions and the aesthetic sphere with accertance of the
counter-poXsitions. For the spheres are exlstential, but the
positions and counter-positlons are ®h defined sharply. One
might clalm that Marxlism satisfies the definition of the
counter-posltions, for Marxism is|a philosophy. One could not
¢lalm that Marx satisfied the same definition, for Marx was not
a theory but a man.

ifhe fact of the matter would ssem to be that
men commonly live in some blend or mixture of the artistie,
drametic, and practical patterns of exm rlence, that they may
tend to the posltions in enouncing their prineiples and to
the counter-positions In living thelr lives, and that they
reveal little inclinatlon to & rigldly consistent adherence
axghsr to the claims eivher of pure reason or of pure animality.

As contemporary existentialism would put it, L'homme se définit

par une eximence. Man develops blologically to develop psychlcally,

and he develops psychlcally to develop intellectually and
rationally. The higher integrations suffer the dilsadvantage

!.:‘\1
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of emorglng later, They are thq:gigggg'of finallty upon us
before they are realities in us. They are manifested more
commonly in aspiration andzgiSSatisfacuion vith oneself than
In the rounded achisvement of complete gsnuineness, perfect
openness, universal willingness, Finally, even that rounded
achlevement is itself not a roal but a means to a goal; fox
genuineness and openness and willingness name, not acts,
but condlitions for acts of correct understanding and good wllling.
The concrete being of man, then, is being in
ﬁrocess. Hia existing lies In developing. HIs unrestricted
desire to know heads him ever towards a known unknown. Hls
sensitivity matcnes the operator of nis intellectual advance
with a capacity and a need to respond to a furtner reality
then meets the eye and to grope his way towards it, Still
this basic, indeterminately directed dynamism has 1ts ground
in phkam potency; 1t is¢ without the settled assurance and efflcacy
of form; it tends to be shouldered ocut of the busy day, to
make Its force feolt In the tranrulllity of darkness, in the
solltude of loneliness, in the shattering uphsavals of personal
or soclial disaster,
It is 4in t@é context that the profound significance
of satire and of humor comes to light. For satire breaks in
upon the busy day. It puts printers to work, competes on
the glossy page of advertisement, provides a topic for bright
shatber.. For~bhe-dyld ik may nesd-so_cevicebore-tod exagzedate.,
butn£o1 tho 1omam_aeitr—1t \Ls-1 t1y_mo e 4€da-derestabirigly
effrcaciOhs ARl dopde v~ thines juet \es BheP-afe
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chatter, It enters not by argument but by laughter. For argument
would presuppose premisses, and premisses that would be accei ed
easily also would be mistaken. But laughter supposss only hunan
natuve , and men there are. Moreover, as it is without logical
presupprositions, so it occurs with apparent purposelesiness;

and that too is highly importent for, if men are R afreid to

think, they may not be afrald to laugh. Yot proofless, purposeless
la uzhter can dissolve honored pretence ; it can disrupt conventiuvmal
hambugz; 1t can disillusion man of his ma® most cnerlshwed illusioms,
for 1t 1s in league with the detached, disinterested, unrestricted

dosire to kmow, .»

Satire laughs gt, humer laughs with, Saetire would
depict the counter-positlons In thedr current concrete features,
and by that sereme act of cool objectifica-l;iori it wonld hurry
them to vhelr destiny of bringing about their own reversal,

In contrast, humor keeps the positions in contag"ﬁwmn limitations
and human infimmity, It listems with sincers vespect Lo the

Stoic description of the Wise Man, and then requests an intro-
ductlon. Tt has an honest admiration for blue-prints for Ttopla,
but 1t also has a vivid Imaginsiion thet puts familiar im

Tom'a and Dick's and Herry's in thne unfamiliar roles. It questions
noeilther agplriatious nor ideals nor high serlousmess nor sarmest
purpose nor self-sacrificing generosity; but it lmows the dif ference
becvesn promlse aﬁd fulfilment, and it refuses Go caldculate without
men as they are, without me as I gm. For If sstire Wwcomes

rsd with Indipgnacion, humor blushes . ith humllity.

But the significance of satire and humor 1s, X
suggest, out of provortion to thelry «fficacy. DBecaxse counter-
rositions commonly keep snifting thedr pground, the sebirist

19 ¥32 1ikely to ¢lip one head off the monster he sbtacks only




o or e 3'5 R

to witness another sprout out in its place. Again, because the
point to humor is transcendent, it is apt to he missed. But 1if
satire and humor are welghed, mot by the results they obtain,
but by the potentialitiles they reveal, then thelrs 1s the slgnal
i fibdrn importance of marking with a chortle the chasms
that divide successive orientations| of man's polymorphic
consciousness, For as satire can help man swing out of the
gself-centeredness of an animal in a habitat to the universal
viewpoint of an invellirent and reasonable being, so humor

can ald him €o the discovery of grasp*mg

and holgjkna nettle of a restricted, effective freedom.

.f °A that-
/Pbfhsa;}trmors&,&mpotencest/to’aaﬂert/awyeabric%iaa
o \en b e set lwe\ froedom -1s-vestricted, ‘not perely by external

'-ééﬁﬁstanca~and\psyohicﬂahnormalityﬁbutfhleoubyuhisfh@eﬁ/ho°
by éTop-divks ttiféc’ﬁual/l‘-yvuﬁdeda It AonadLy e
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To assert moral impotence is to assert that
n's effect ife freedom is reéﬁi?cted, not }n the superficial
ashion thgt results from ?mternal circum 'ane =8 or psychle
ty, but in the profound fashiod that follgws from

ncomplete intellectugl and volitiongd developntpéf’ For at

S/
oose if he tjsk'time out

Insights/and to persuady” himself Lo” the needed /habitual willlingness,
moximately his gffective frdedom his 1 measure@/by his
present acoumulatioch of in.iglits and his present snitecedent

4

willingne=ss. Now 1if presentfinsights and willidgness admlt




P of B 3.4 108

Ss4 Moral Impobence.

To assert moral impotence 1s to:tgsert that man's
effective freedom 1s restricted, mot in the superficial fashion
that results from external circumstance or psychic abnormality,
but in the profound fashion that follows from incomplete
Intellectual and volitional development. For when that development
is incomplete, there are practical insirhts that could be had
if a man took time out to acguire the necessary, preparatory
insights, and tnere are courses of action tuat would be chosen
1f a man took time out to persuade himself to willingness,

There follows a gap between the proximate effective freedom
he actually posesses and, on the other hand, the remote and
hypothetical effective freedom that he would possess if certaln
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conditions haprened to be fulfilled. Now this gap measures one's
noral impotence. For complete self-development 1s a long and
d3fficult process. During that process one has to live and make
decisions in tne light of one's undeveloped 1ntelligence and

under the guidance of one's incomplete willingness, And the
leas}developed one 1s, the less one appreciates the naa@ of
development and the less one is willing to teke time out for one's
noredk~and Intellectual & and morel education.

Moreover, as the scotosls of the dramatlc subject,
s0 the moral impotence of the essentially free subject 1s nelther
gresaped with perfect clarity nor totally unconsclious. For 1if
one were to represent?hggiégeld of freedom as s circular area,
then one would distinguish a luminous central z region in which
he was effectively free, a surroundlng penumbra in which his
uneasy conscience keeps sugpesting that he conld do better if
only he would make up his mind, and finally an outer shadow
to vhich he barely if ever adverts. PFurther, these areas are
not fixed; as he develops, tne penumbra penetrates into the shadow
and the luminous area into the penumbra while, inversely, moral
decline is o coutraction of the luminous area and of the penumbra.
Finally, this conscfﬁsness of moral impotence not only helghtens
the téhnd tension between limitacion and trenscendence but also
can provide ambivalent materials for reflection; correctly
interpreted, it brings home to man tue fect that his living is
a developing, that he is not to be discouraged by nis fallures,
tnat rather he 1s to pofit by them both as lessons on his
personal weaknesses and as & stimulus to greater efforts; but
the same data can also be regarded as evidence thnat tnere is
no useé trylng, that moral codes ask the impossible; that one

has to be content with oneself as one is.

2D




T - - s e e e e D DT e e e e L

3.4 110

This inner tensiom and 1ts amblvalence are
reflected and heightened in the social sphere. For rational
self-consciousness demands consistency between knowing and doing

not only in the individual but also in the common concerns of

the group. To the ethics of the 1Individual consclence there

is added an ethical transformation of the home, of the Fedhe
technological expansion, of the economy, and of the polity.

But just as individual intellirence end individual reasonableness
lead to the individual decisions that may be right or wrong,

80 too common intelligence and common reasonableness lead to
common decisions that may be right or wrong, Moreover, In

both cases, decisions are right not because theyare the
pronouncenments of the individusl conscience, nor hecause they
proceed from this or that type of social mechanism for reasching
common decisions, but becauss they are in the concrete situation
intelllgent and reasonable. Again, in both cases, decisions

are wrong, nvt hecause of their private or public origin, but
because they diverge from the dictates of intelligence and
raasonableness.

Now, as has been seen, comwon sense 1s subject
to ¥k a threefold bias. Accordidngly, we can éexpect that
Individual decisions will be 1likely to suffer from Individusl
bias,}gg;mon decisiona will be dikely to suffer from tue
various types of group blas, and that all decisionsiwill1oe
1ikely to suffer from general bias, There willl result
conflicts between the individuel and the group, between
gconomic and national proups within the sfate,”and between
states, But far more significant than thesqﬂsuperficial

and epen-—soufdicts overt conflicts, will be the underlying

. [ LISy . _w il
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opposition that general bilas sets up between the declslons

that intelligence end rsasonableness would demand and the

actual declslions, individual and common, that are made,

For this oppositilon is both profound and unnoticed. Ag
Irdividuals, so soclietlss fail to distinguish sharply and
accuravely between positions and counter-posltlions. As
individuals, so societiles fail to reach the universal wlllingness
that reflects and sustains the detachment and dlsinterestedness
of the unrestricted desire to know, More or less aubtomatically
and unconsciously, kxm each successive bateh of possible and
practical courses of action is xazxram screened to eliminave

as unpractical whatever does not seem practical to an intelligence

art
and @ a willlingness that not only, s developed imperfectly but

also suffery from biss. But the soclal sltuetion 1s the
cunlative product of Inddvivded Individual and group declsions,
and a3 tnese decisions depsrt from tne demands of intelligence
and reasonableness, so the social situation becomes, llke the
complex number, a compound of the rational and irrational.

Then, if it i1s to be understood, it must b met by a parallel

compound of direct aud inverse Insights, of direct insights

tnat grasp its Intellipgibility and of\iﬁn inverse insights
that grasp its lack of intelligibility. ¥Wor is 1t enough

'
LN

to understand the situation; 1t must alsoc be managed. Its

invelligible components nave to be encouraped towards fuller
development; and its uninvelligible components have tobe
hurried to their reversal,

Still, this is only the outer aspct of the
problem. Just as the soclal situation with its objectlve
surd proceeds from minds and wills that osclllate between

the positions and the counter-positions, so too it constitutes
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the meterisls for their practical Insights, the condltlons to

be Emhau taken into account in their reflection, the reality

to be mainuvained and developsd by their declslons. Just as
there are phllosophies that take their stand upon the positlons
and urge the development of the intellisible components In

tne situatlon and the reversal of the unintelligibk components,
5O too tuere are counter-philosophles that take thelr astand
upon the counter-positions, tnat welcome the unintelliglble
coOmpORRE Y toaEt components in che situation as objective
facts that provide empirical proof of their views, that demand
the further expansion of the objective surd, and that clamor
for the complete ellminatlion of the intelligible components
that they regard as wicked survivals of antl-uated siptidues
Mottt t¥d attitudes, But philosophiss and counter-philoesophies

are for the few, Iike Mercutlo, the averape man lmprecates

g plague on both their Heuebes houses, What he wants 1s peace

and prosperity. By his own light he selects what he believes
1s the 1lutellipent and rcasonable but practical course of

action; and as that practicality is the root of the trouble,
the civllization drifts through successive less comprehenslve

syntheses to the sterility of the obhjectively unintelligible

situation and to the coercion of economic pressures, political

forces, and psychological conditivning, ertibroryl. dmpedencd
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Clearly, both the outward conditlons and the
inner mentality, prevalent in soclal decline, Intensify to the
point of desperation the tension, inherent in all development

but consclous In man, between limitatlon and transcendence.
)

',

One cen agree with Christian praise of charity, with Kant's
affirmatlon tnat the wncualifled good is the good will, with

exlstentinlist exhortations to genulneness. But good will s

never batmr better than the intellirence and reasomableness

that it implements, Indeed, when proposals and programs only
putatively are intellipgent and reasonsble, then the good will
that execuuves them so faithfyully and energetically 1s engaged
really in the systematlec Imposition of ever further evils on
the already weary shoulders of menkind., And who will tell
which proposals and programs truly are invelligent and reasonable,
and which are not? For the only transition from the analytic
proposition to the analytie principle 13 through concrete
judgrents of fact and, slas, tne facts are ambivelent., The
objective situation is all fact,| but partly it iIs the product
of Inbelligence and reasonablene;s and partly it is the product
of aberrat;on from them, The whole of man is all fack, but

it also is malleable, polymorphic fact. No doubt, a subtle and
protracted analysls can bring to 1light the components in that
polymorphic fact and proceed to a dialectical criticism of any
proposal or program, But to whom does it bring the 1ight?

To how many? How clearly and E;; effectively? Axre philosophers
to be kings or kings to learn philosophy? Are they to rule

in the name of wisdom subjects judged incapable of wisdom?

Are all the members of our democracles to be philosophers?

Is there to be a provisilonal dictatorship while they are

learning philosophy? DigBganasd-Stew-rittupenthesvlubion
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5¢5 The Problem of Liberatlon.
The elements in the problem are basically simple,
Mant!s intellivence, remsonablensss, and willingness 1) procesd
from a detached, disinterested, unrestricted desire to know,
2) are potentialitiles in process of development towards a full,
of fective freedom, 3) supply the hirher integration for sthendnse
otherwise coincidental menifolds on successively underlying
psychic, organiec, chemical, and physical levels, 4) stand in
opposition and tension with sensitlve and Intersubjectlve
attachment, interest, and excilusiveness, and 5) suffer from
that tension a cumnlative bias thabt Increasingly |distorts
immanent development, 1is outward products, and the outer
conditlons under which the immanent development occurs.
ssentially the problem liss in an Incapacity
for sustained development. The vension divides and disorlentates
cognitional activity by the confliet of positlons and counter-
positions, This conflict 1ssues Into contrary views of the good
which in turn make good will apvesr misdirected and misdirected
willl appear gzood, There follows the coufounding of the soclal
situation with the social surd to provide misleading insplration
for further Insights, decentive evidence for furcher judgments,
and illusory causes to fascinate unwary wills.
The problem is radlcal, for it is a problem
in the very dynamic structure of cognitional, volitionsl, and
social activity. It 1s not a guestion of error on this or
that agds¥bion cu-téens general or parbicular isswe. It 1z a
queation of orientation, approach, procedure, method. It
affects concretely every issue, both genwral and particular,

for it recurs with every use of the dynamle structure.
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The problem 1s permansent. It vanishes 1if one
suproses man's invellicence, reasonableness, and willingness
not to be potentialities in process of development but already
in possession of ths Iinsights that make Y& learning superfluous,
of the reasonableness that makes judgments correct, of the
willingnesa that makesipersuasion unnecessary, Agaln, 1%
vanishes 1f one supposes the elimination of the tension and
oppositionX between the detached, disinberested, unrestricted
desire to knov and, on tne otner hand, attached, interested, and
nerrow sensitlvity and intersubjectivity., Bubt, in faet, both
development and tension zrd pertaln to the very nature of man,
and as long as they exist, the problem remains in full force.

The probvlem 13 inderendent of the underlying
manifolds., No doubt, 1f the underlying ma.ifolds wers different,

the higher cognitional and volitlional integravlon would differ

in 1ts contunt. But such a change of content would leave the
dynamic structure of the hipguer integra.lon unmmodified; and it

1s in the atxucture that the problem resides. It follows that

ne itheor physics nor chemistry nor blology nor sensitive psychology
can bring forth devices that go to the root of the troubley.

The problem is not primarily social. It results
in the social surd. It receives from the social surd its
continulty, dvs aprravation, 1ts cumulative character. But its
root 1s elsewhere. Hence 1t is that a revolutlon can mmem
sweep away old evils and initlate a fresh effort: but the fresh
affort will occur® through the same dynamic s tructure as the old

effort and lead to sssentially the same results,




? " E_ VU — __m"hé:s_wuhmmvm“qummm.“nv_i 115

The problem is not to discover a correct phllesophy,
ethicg, or human sclence. For such discoveries are auite compatible
with the continued existence of the prohlsm. The corract
philosophy Wﬁgifbe but one of many philosophles, the correct
othics one of many ethlcel systems, the correct human science
an old or new view among many views. But preclsely because
they are correct, they will not ap-ear correct to minds
disorientated by the conflict between positlons and counter-
positions. Precisely because they are correct, they will not
appear workable to wills with restricted ranges of effective
froedon. Precisely because they are correct, they will be
weak competitors for serious attention in the realm of practical
affairs,

The problem ls not met by settlng up a bensvolent
despotism to enforce a correct philosophy, ethics, or human
science. No doubt, if there is to be the appeal to force,
then it ls better that the force be directed by wisdom than
by faXimy folly, by benevolence than by malevolence. But the
apoeal to force 1s a counsel of despalr. So far from solving
the problem, it regards the problem as inscluble. For if men
are Intelligent, reasonable, and willing, they do not have to
be forced. Only in the measure that men are unintellizent,
unreasonable, unwilling, does force enter into human affalrs.
Finally, if force can be used by the group agalnst the wayward
individual}and by the larger group against the smaller, 1t does

not follow that 1t can be used to correct the general blas of

agmnpghgﬁxggi,aaenauﬁﬁ’bhﬁ&~bi&ﬁfia«gp:7}aa oudty
é%e for it; a;d becaus/ that/?fgs consists, to no%é%le qé;??A,

in jhﬂ regarding ldeas as negligihlﬁfwhenftﬁag
by/’é&aibé#e-d&sxresﬂandufeﬁwﬁ
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common Sense. For the general bias of common sense 1s the bias
of all men and, to a notable extent, it consists in the notion
that ideas are nesllgible unless they are bednflete reinforced
by sensitive desires and fears. 1Is everyone to use force agalnst
everyone to convince everyone that force is beside the point?
The problem is real. In the present work 1t has
been reached iIn the compendious fashion that opsrates through
the Invegral heurlstle structure of proportionate being and the
consequent ethica, But the expeditiousness of the procedure
must not be allowed to engender the mistake that the problem
resides In some theoretleal realm, On the conbrary, 1ts
fourth,
dimensions are the dimenslons of haman history, and the/fifth,

and slxth volumes of Arnold Toynbee's Study of Hlstory i1llustrate

abundantly and rather relevantly the failure of self-determination,
tie schism in the body soclal, and the sz schism In the soul
tnat follow from an Inecapacity for sustained development.

The so0lution has to be a still higher integration
of human living, Por the problsm is radical and permanent; 1t 1s
Independent of the underlying physical, chemical, kim organic,
and psyenic manifolds; it is not met by revolutionary change,
ner by human discovery, nor by the enforcedlimplementation of

I

discovery; 1t i3 as large as humsn llving and human history.
SEOIHER AN SakepBopTd_fidt-as they \er8yLt-Hhe bo

\axpqggfacgggwlgdgp\ggdhgggpant“maﬁka”qugg::;;J"&é?bl&ﬁﬁ%ﬁ?

Iaﬂtenéinn;hh&s\inteTiigeﬁcs;naason&blaneﬂavfﬁﬁd/ergdoﬁ-

Farther, the solutlon has to take people just as they are.
If 1t is to be a solution and not a mere suppression of the
proplem, it has to acknowledge and respect and work through
man's Intelligence, and reasonableness, and freedom. It may

eliminate neither development nor tension yet it must be able
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to replece Incapacity by capascity for sustained development.
Only a still hicher integratlon can meet such requirsments.

For only a Y6449 hicher integration leaves underlying manifolds
with thelr autonomy yet succeeds In introducing s higher
systematlzation into their non-systematic colncldences,

And only axhix a still hleuner integration than any that so

far has been considered can deal with tne dlalectical manifold
immanent in Xhm humen subjects and the human situatdon,

There 13 nee¢ded, then, a further manifestation
of finallty, of the upwardly bubt indeterminebely directed
dynamism of generalized emerrsent probebility. tarlier, in
the chapter on Common Sense as Object, it was conclided that
a kAdne® viewpoint higher than the viewpoint of comrwn sense

was needed; moreover, that X vas given the name cosmopolls, and
gome of 1ts aspects and functions were Indiceted. Bub the
subsequent argument has revesled that, besides higher viewpoints
In the mind, tnere are hizher integrations in the realm of
belng; and both the initial and the subdequent argument have
left it abundantly clear!tnat the nseded hisher viewpoint is
& concrete possibility only as a conssquence of an actnal
higher incegravion.

Finally, wnether the needed higher Integration
has emerged or is yet to emerge, is & question of fack,
Similarly, its nature is not an object for speculation but
for an emplrical inguiry, But before these gquestions can be
raigsed and answered In a satlisfactory fashion, there is a prior
questlon that seems extremely relevant., For we have conceived
metaphysics and ethics as concerned with proportionate belng.
But before we can ask about the ulbterior finality of proportionate

beling, we have to determine what we can lkmow about transcendent being

~
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