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Chapter XX : SPECIAL TRANSCENDEWT XNCIIETCE .

Xnowledge 1ls transcendent, dn our present usage,
inasmuch as 1t goes beyond the domein of prorortionate belng,

General Lranscendent knovledge is the knowledge
of God that ansvers the owewllew baslc ousstlons ralsed by
proportionate Dbelng, nomely, what ls helng amd whether beling
is the real.

Still, thers ig a fact of ewll and man 1s
inclined to argue from that fact to a denial of the intelllgence
or the power or the goodness of God. Tyven though it 1s agreesd
that the evll of objects of averslon lsg, from an intellectualist
viewpoint, a p>tentlal good, even though ity 1t is agreed that
the evil of disorder is an &enees absence of intellipibility
that éis to be understood only by the inverge insicht that
arasps 1ts lack of 1ntelligibllity, there remalns the concrete
Tact of evil and the practical probl=n ¢ determining vhat one
1s to do about 1%,

Indeed, since God is the flrst agent of every
event and eumergence end develomaent, tlhe cuestion reelly is
what God ls ox has beon doing about the fact of evil, The
anaver to that questlon we sholl name special transcendent

Tour

knoyledpe, and our discussi-n will fall'umﬂeﬁktbe%? aein neads,

namely, the faet of evll, the existence of a solutlon, the

heuristic gtructure of the Eff?‘properties of the gelullon,

pogeihle soluntiors, and the ldentiflcatlon of the solution

that exlists.,
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1. The Problem.

The cult of progress has suffered an eclipse,
not because man does not develop, nor because development
does not lmply a revision of what has besn, Tut because
development does Imply that perfectlon belongs not to the
rresent but to the future. Had that implicatlon of present
ghort-comings not been x@ overlooked with snch abandon, had

Thair basic vauwrs
the apostles of progress not mistakenﬁbhwmse&Vﬁgﬁfor premature
attéinments of future perfection, then the disillusionment of
the twentleth century counld h=rdly have been at once so
unexpected, s0 bitterﬂg and so complcte.

Yel a8 things are, In the aftermath of economic
and pollitical upheavals, amidst the fears of worse evlls to
come, the thesls of progress neeis to be afflirmed egaln.

For the very structure of man's being ls dynomic. His knowing
L restg on Inquiry, and Inouiry 1s unrestricted. His knowing
conslsts in understanding, and every act of understanding
not only raises further questlons but also opens the way to
further answers. Hls good will is conslistent with his knowledge,
and as his knowledge develops, he can be persuaded effectively
to an ever fuller willingness. Hls sensitivity andg his
Intersubjectivity arcg, like hls knowledge and willlingnees,
systems on the move;_ggg 1T their adaptation to spiritual
advance 1is slow, yet liiAleb s aplids aﬂ least it tends
accapted
t0 endure; and s¢ the~etvves nonners and customs of an
earlier tlme cen become abominetlons, at once incredible

and repulslive, to a later age.

e




But if the thesis of progress must be affirmed,
it must be taken to imply, not only a cortrast wlth the past,
pat also a contrast with 1ts gosl. An unrestrlcted desire
to understand correctly heads towords am unrestricted act of
understanding, towards Goed. A wlll thob 1ls good by its
consistency with knowledge 1s headed towards an antecedent
Xt villlngness that matches the desire to know both Lln its
egsential detachment from the sensitive subject and in its
wrrestricted commitment to complete Intelllgibllity, to God.

an have thelr
A sensitlvity and.intersud jectlvity that ~Mwastdde~hicher integrat lon
in knowing and willing are headed towards objects amd actlvitiies
that. can be no more than symbols and signe of what they canmnot
comprehend or aprreclate. The whole world of sense ls to be,
then, a token, & mystery of God, for the desire of Antelllgences
ig £or God and the goodness of will is the love of God.

Mere ls.g further.impl icstion, ~The_ thesls-mr_.
sAvprogregeds-tanr Rrof-placing man -on-thesplinadle ~ofr_perfeetien,

There is a further Implication. As the thesis
of progress never places man on the plnnacle of perfection,
it ever asrcerts that his knowledge is Incomplete, that his
willingness 1s imperfect, that hls sensltivity and Antersubjsctivity
still need to be adapbed. Kunowledge comes by the apprarently
raniom process of discovery, and it 1is disseminsted by the
laborilous process of teaching and learunlng, writing and reading.
¥illingness to live consistently with knowledge has to be
acquired by persuading o:%eli‘ or by being versuaded by others.

e

gt ease with nev ways. &0 1t 1s that the present is ever
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a pattern of lags. No one can postpome nis living, until he
has learnt, until he has #sew become wil’lng, until his sensi-
tivity has.been adapted. To learnm, to be persucded, to become
adapted, occur wlthin living andhhrough living, The 1iving

is ever now, but the knowledme to gulde living, the willlngress
to follow knowledge, the sensitive adepafation that vigorously
and joyously executes the will's declsions, these belong to the
future and, vhen the future is present, there will be,a f;rﬁher
future with steeper demands.beyendlt.

}gmwwhemgewaiwzhésﬂﬁaibapnvoﬂ«lags/andkual&ingnega
Fe’hopewwith-it and /Lts ihplicationg .are amang.the. things ‘maxs
ﬁES‘to~aEa“aequird.

Now inasmach ap the courses of actlon that men
chooge reflect either thelr isnorance or their bad will or thelr
ineffectual self-control, there resulis the social surd, Then
o understend his conerete situation, man has to invoke not
only the direct insipghts that gresp Lntelligibility but also
the inverse lnsights that acknowledge the absence of Intelll-
glbility. Still this subtle procedur¢ has to e discovered,
taught, learnt. Until the discovery is made and dlsseminated
and accepted, man tends to repard his sltuation as a homrogeneous
array of intelligible facts. Theg,soclal surd, which should be
discounted as mere proof of aberration, 1s regarded as evidence
in favor of exrcr., Man becomes a realist, The dictates of
intelligence and recsorablensss are ToundE irrelevant to
concreve living, Theﬁacts have to be faced, and fazcing then
means the ad’ustment of theory to practice. But evermg,
ad justment makes the incidental sins of the past into the
commonly accepted rule of the present; the soclal surd expands;

and its expanslion demandis a further ad justment.
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If thisg successlion of ever less comprehensive
syntheses can be deduced from nan's failure to understand
himself and his sitvation Alalecticaily, if historical evidewce
for the fall re and its comsequences ls forthcoming both in
the dlstant and in the recent past, still it is far too genewal

at & siroke
a theorem to unravel~the tangled skein of intelligibility and
rb@db&ft‘?’i&mcncrete"-si—‘buatsﬂmna‘-.- TFrom i-t-s-\_.,gener_a\iitm, through.
B/ 1oy sentes of- jaddrents-of trnth-2Ad\ of Aalud |
absurdity in concrete situmtionas. Its generality has to be

nalghts

medlated by@ a vast accumulation of dlrect andg, inver seﬂi?ﬂgwss
andig long serles of Judgients of truth and of value’, Tefore
any concrete Judmnents con be made. And on what Galahad shall
we c¢all to do the understanding and to make the Jjudgnents?
For the soclal surd resldes least of all in outer things
and most of all in the minds and wills of men. Without an
unbiased Judge, thefiruth would not be reached; and if an
unblased Judge were found, would the blased remainder of
martind acknowledgef the rectlitude of hls declsions and
effectlvely ablde by them!?

It was to this polnt thet we were brought by
our study of common sense and by its revelatlon of the scotosis
of the dramatlc subject and of the threefold bias of the
practical subject, Then we appealed to a higher viewpoint,
to ann £ which we naned Cosmepolls, and indicated some of its
features. 3But If the need of some Cosmopolis males manifest
the inadequacy of common sense Lo deal with the lssue, on
a deeper level 1t malkes mamifest the lnadequacy of man.

For the possibility of a (osmopolis is conditioned by the
pomsibllity of & ceritical humen science, and a eritical

human sclence 1s condltioned by the possibdllity of a correct
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and accepted philosophy. However, asg the Antervening chaptexs
have attmnpteg to explaln, and as the history of philosophy
rather abundantly confirms, the polymorphlsm of hunan consclousness
loses none of its amblvelence because mem have turned to
philosophy. On the contrary, the many phllosorhles arek but

the adequate expression of the Inner polymorpnic faet., For
every hunan dlscovery can be formulated elther as a position

or as a counter-position. The positions lnvite development,

and in the measure that they are developed, they are expressed
in many wvays. Initlally, sach mey apoear singly. Then it

is loined with further antithetical quesilons. Then positions
begln to coalesce, first in more numerous hut lesser syntheses,
later in fewer but more comprehensive unities. Besldes the

nany expressions of the posgitlons, there are the counter-positlons,
and they invite reversal. Bul the reversal that could come Irom
a single, penetrating stroke, more comuonly ls delayed. The
counter-pogition expands by ¥e~doviead the unfolding of 1lis
logical luplications; it recopnizes 1ts fellows and unltes

whth them in a common g cause; together they foresee the
inpending danpger of reversal, not in its root, ult in some
particular menifestatlon; and then they shilft thelr ground

arid avold the nmenaced attack. 8o the counter-positions
maltiply; they occupy & vast territory from high~minded
Incoherence to simple~ninded opportunism and violence; and

1T the worst of the counter-positionsg has no truck with any
position, 1T the most perfect expression of thdyositions

happens to be free from any talnt of the counter-positions,
st.il1l philogophers are men and the vast majorliy of them

cling to some blend of both.




—

This conclusion maﬂsound 11ke scepticisn. But
certainly I would be the last to deny the possibility of workling
out a philosophy on the ¥4A® bagls of the polymorphlem of
hunan conscilousness and of the dlalectical oppositlon between
positions and counter-positions. After all, ome does not
deem impossible vhat one labors to achleve. Iet, 1f I Lancy
that I hove made some contribution towards & philosophy of

1 cannot dream so complex a transposition to end multlplicity;
philogophles, I cammot but suppose that those that will accept
my conclusions also will endeavor to improve upon them, zmd
while those that disagreet:;;z%z:zggégfgéfzeve gsllence the
more efficaclous weapon, will labor manfully to reverss ny
views. Moreover, in the measure that thils work =2nd subsequent
lmprovements upon it possess conerete and practlcal impllcations,
in that measure not only humon intelligence and reasonavleness

t also human will and the established routines of human
gensitivity and lntersubjectivity are lnvelved. S0 the Babel
of men's mlnds passes into the conflict of thelr willls, and the
conflict of wills reaches for lts panoply of image and emobion,
gound and passion.

Ne-d

Brns Af philosorhy speaks with so many volces
that a correct philosovhy must be too complicated to plerce

xﬂiﬁ1ﬂ&ay—W0—RQi—&pE0a}-&fPeCt&T‘b&ﬂﬂﬁ%ﬂ%@ﬂ%ﬁﬂ$4&ﬁ£ﬁg¢
e&7—we»migp-_ﬁuthleb~wko”afefﬁheﬂMEnrvfhﬁﬁnﬁbqﬁﬁﬁk?“

473 le~meod |
the din, should one not appeal directly to mem of good will?
Indeed, one should, provided one can find them. ﬁ?&fnhere
must be no illuslons., One 1s not to define good will by its
regsemblance to one's own will, or even by its resemblance to

the will one would 1like to possess but does not. Will is

good Dy itg conformity to intellligence. It ls good in the




STK 1. 8

edeune VAL I bhoutfurtheR_perquasion it mabelres the detdehment,
of\ tha.pure dasire -to-know-from-the ~sensitive subjsct and- Lt

LisesBantdedicntlon to~complebe tabed i iviity

men sure that antecedently andifithout persuaslon 1t matches

Che pure deslire both in lts detachment from the ssnsitive subject
and in 1ts incesspant dedlcatlon to complete intelllgloility.
; : Awlll W«M less good than that, is less than genuine; it

1s ready for the obnubilation that takes flight from self-

-7_5-'-:-:; knowledge; 1t ls inclined to the rationalizotlon that malkies out

wrong o be right; it is infected with the renuncilation that

approves the good yet knows itself to be evil, In brisf,

as man's intellisence has to ve developed, 80 also must his

will. But progress in willingness is effected by persussion,
persuaslon rests upon intelllgent grasp and reasonable judgment,

and s¢ the fallure of intelleect to devzlop entalls the fallure

of the will,

There 1s a deeper level to the problem. In an
earlier paragraph 1t was concluded that the pure desire of the
mind 1s a desire of God, that the goodness of man's will conslists

,@ﬂ ' 11 a congumlng love of God, that the world of sense is/ nore than

all else)a mystery that signifies CGod as we Xnow him and symbolizes

the furtiner depths that lie beyondg our comprehension, There
16 a theological dlmension that must be added to our detached
anlysig of the compounding of men's progress with mant®s
e Goecline. Bad will is not merely the inconsistency of retional
| sel f-congelousness; it also 1s sin against God, The hopeless
\-J - tangle of the soclal surd, of the ilmpotence of common gense,

of the endlessly multiplied philosovphies, 1z not merely a

cul ~-de-gac for human progress; it also is a relgn of sin,

a desvotism of darkness, and nen are its slaves.

5 D B mw
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No doubt, men are free. Were they not free,
there would be no question of their sinning. But their
essential freedem lg one thing, and their effective fresedon
1a another. Tholr essential freedom liss in the dynamlc
structure of rationsl self-consclousness: i1t 1s a higher
integratlion of lower manifolds that can be intesrated 1n meny
different mannerg; each element in that hipher integration
arcears, first, ag a possible course of actlon revealed by
Insight, secondly, as a value to be welghed by reflection
and, thirdly, as an actuality only if it is chosen. Noxg single
conrge of actlon is necessary. If insight grasps only one at
a tlme, stdll thei Insight ralses the further questlon that
leads to reflection, and the reflection leads to the furt.er
insights that reveal the alternative possiblilities of the
conecrete situatlon, Agaln, reflectlon can promounce one
course of actlion prefereble to all others, but thet pronouncement
has 1ts suppositlons, and the suppositions are not 211 what
necessarlily is so but, at least in part, merely what one chooges
or hasg chosen to prefer. Flnally, reflectlon never settles
the issue; 1t can dstermine that a given course is valuable
or pleasurable or useful; but only the declsion makes the course
actual; nor does the decision follow because the reflectlon ends,
but the reflection ends becouse the decision is mede. Because
man determines himself, he 1s & responsible; because the
courgse of actlon determlned upon and the process of determining
are both contingent, man is free.

Effective » freedom suproses esgsentlal freedonm,
as statistical law suproses classical law., FEssentlal freedom
bearrggoemtde¥ Ls an Intrinsic property of amcts of & determinate

clags; vut effective freedom regards the relative frequencles
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of different kinds of acts within the class. Essential freedom
18 concerned with the mamner in which acts occur; but effective
freedom asks what acts are to be expected to occur,

The relgn of sin, then, ils the expectatlion of sin.
On a prinary level, it 1s the priority of living to learning
how to llve, to acquiring the willingness to 1live rightly,
to developlng the adaptation tnat malkes rlght living habitual.
On a second level, it is man's awareness of his plight and his
gelf-surrender to it; on each occasion, he could refleet and
through reflection avold slnning; but he cannct bear the burden
of perpetual reflection; and long before that burden has mountsd
t0o the 1limit of physical impossibility, he chooe s the easy way
out. On both the primary and the second levels, there Ls the
transposition of the inner issus inte the outsr social milleu;
concrote sltuatlons become infected with the soclal surd; they
are intractable zm without dlalectical analysls; and the intracta-
bllity is taken as evidence that only in an increasingly limited
fashion can intellipgence and reasonablesness and good wlll have

any real bearing upon the eohfft conduct of humen affalrs,
Finally, dialectical analysis can transpose the issue, but Lt

cannot do so effectlvely. It goes beyond comrzon sense Lo a

critical human science that sup oses a correct and accepvted

philogophy; but a correct rhillosorhy will be but one of nany

vhilosorhles and, preclsely because 1t is correct, it will be
M

too complicated to De, accessible and too alien o minm sinful

/\
man to be xcesptedwldely accepted.
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2. The Existence of a Solutlion.

There lg a fact of evil. It is not an ineldentel
waywardness that provides the exceptions to prove a rule of
goodness. Rather 1t ig a rule, If 1t is not a necessary
but only a statisilcal rule, it 1s no less a fact and, lndeed,
it 18 a worse Tact. 'Were the rule necessary, 1t would exclude
freedom; were freedom excluded, there would be nozk asln.

But the rule is statistical; freedom remains essentlally
intact; and so effectively man's ratlonal self-consclousness
ls frugtrated with the burden of responsibllity Tor sins

1t could avold but does mnot.

But 1s there also a problem of evil? k& There
cen be & problem only 1f there 1s an Intelligibllity to be
grasped. But what intelliglbllity and, as well, what lack

of intelligibility there are in man's condition and situwetion,

have heen grasped already. There iwm are lntelllgible possibllities
of intelligent and reasonable and good courses of action.

There lg the Lataidieldble Intelliglbllity of the frequencles

with which they are and are not executed. There 1ls the

Intelligibility of actual cholces that are good. There l1s

® surd of sin, and it is understood inasmuch as one grasps its
| lack of intelligibility., Nor sre there further questlons,

as long as one direccts one's attentlon to men; for while
Intelligence can grasp what man might do, it also grasps that
man von't do it.

J  None the less, there is a problem of eveil,

; for besides man there also ls God. The order of thlsm
unlverse in all 1lts aspects and detalls has been shown to

be them product of unrestricted understanding, of unlimited

o e )
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18 not the whole story. It also 1s ap mroblem. Because God

power, of complete goodmess. DBecause God ls omnlaclient, he
knows man's plight. Because he is omniypotent, he can remedy

it. Because he ig good, he wllls to do so, The fact of evll

exlsts, there 1s a further intelliglbility to be grasped.
Certain remarks are ln order. Flrat of all,

I have employed the name, problem, in a technlcal sense, so

thet 1t is meaningless to speak of a problem for which no

golution exists., Bult the argurent does not depend upon the

definition of terms. No matter how one carss 10 phrase 1li,

the point seems to remeln that evll is, not a mere fact, but

o problem, only 1f one attempts to reconcile it with the goodness

of God and, 1f God 1ls good, then there ls not onlyxfpmoblem

of evll but also a sodution,

| In the second place, since a solution exists,

our sccount of man's moral impotence and of the limitetlons

on his effective freedom camnot be the whole story. There 1is

a Turther component in the actual universe that, as yet, has no{

beon menitioned. Because it hasg not been mentioned, amuk our

statements on man's plight are true as far as they go, but they

are not the whole truth. They are true hypothetlcally inasmuch

ag they tell ggw&@: what wonld be, dld the further component

not exlast; but they are not true absolutély, for they presecind

Furtier—domporent—ths triawreiﬁvantmtmw%hevésﬁnewandfekffgg}
S s
Aoéﬂiw,an~unps3Lc1c«edaandﬁamni@oieni;aat_oﬁuund

%ﬁdﬂa*aeluﬁienxdoes-exigt/oesaﬂﬁafGodwiaugo&d.

gilzeundao\f_,j;he_.a,etuarli'ﬁywefxafﬁoi-u-tiﬁen“imt&‘l”e-e—eniwe_sc&a%m
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from & further componaent that both exists and 1s relevant to the
issue,
In the third place, because thls book has mnen

vritten from a moving viewpol:t, we have mentloned Tlrst o

. problen and only later its solution. But it would be an anthropo-

norphlc blunder to transfer this succession to God. There are
1o divine after-thoughts. The unrestricted act of undersianding
grasps the total range of possible world orders; each is a conse-
quence and manifestation of divine intelligence and wisdon,
of divine reality and truth, of divine goodness and love;
since all are vorthy of God, any can be chosen and that cholce
will be intelligent and wlse, good and loving. MNoreover, as
has been seen already, the cood is potential or formal or actual:
but the problem under consideration 1s potentlally good, for it
ls thep potency to the solutions the scolutiecn as a further order
1s formally good and as%possible objact of choice is a valus
or actual good 1n prospect or In process or In lts term.
It follows that the problen and its solutlon are related
both from the viewpolnt of intelligence and from the vlewpolnt
of the good; and so once more there appears the absurdlty of
thinking of the sy problem without its solublon.

In the fourth place, it Lls important not to confuse
the intelliglble unlty of the actual world order including %E%’
both its problem and ite solutlon and, on the other nand, the
possibility that the things of this world order might exist in
any of a ronge of otiaer orders, The root of this confuslon ls
conceptualism, whichm places conception before understanding
and things before thelr order; in consequence, 1t divides
the order of things intc two marte, of whlch the first is

necessitated by the things that are ordered and the second

D
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is an arbitrary complement added by a voluntaristleally concelved
divine will. It follows that the conceptuallst cannot argue
from the intelliglible unity of iLais world ordexr, for he acknow=
ledges no such unity but nerely a conpound of the necessary and
the arbitrary. Agaln, it follows that, 1f the conceptualilst
argues at all, then he argues from the natures of the things
that are ordered and he can conclude only to what 1s necessary.
On the other hand, the intellectualist, as he
rejects the conceptualist’s suppositions, =0 he is not hampered
by thelr limltations. For him, understending is first. The
unrestricted act grasps in ltself the total range of possible
world orders, and it 1ls wlthin the orders that the things are
known. Since every instance of possldillity is included within
the total range of posslble orders, slnce every instance of
the non-contradlctory ls possible, since the same thlngs admit
many posslible but mutually incompatlble redicates, Lt follous
that the same things recur 1In many different orders., But this
recurrence of the same things within different orders by no
means lg opposed to the initelllglble unity of each order.
For necessarily every order ig worthy of God, intelllgent and
wlge, good and loving, Just and merc¢iful. DMoreover, this
necessity s not a restriction on posslbiiity defined ag
Anternal coherence; for as one and the came gg%a:reality is
at once divine Intelligence and wisiom, divine reality and
power, divine goodness and@,love, g0 all that dlvine power
can do, divine wisdom can do é§ wlsely and diviae goodness

can do Eﬁ'well. See Bum. theol., I, a. 25, ag. 3 & 5.
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= The Heurlstic Structure of the Solution.

We have affirmed the existence both of a probvlem
and of its solutlon within the intelllgible uniiy of the actual
order of the univerae. But thls implles the existence of a
heurlistic structure. For there is a heurlstic struetu:e vwhenever
the object of an inqulry admits antecedent determinatlons; and
the solutlion that we are seeking is an object of Inquiry that
sabisfles the intelllgiblem unity of the actual world order
and thet solves the problem defined above.

Now it would seem that thls heurlstic structure

is worth invesgtigating. For even when such a structure fails

G “a-8Yfigle andwér] at least-It\sebves to-el
rJany/ mlstakén a.ppr'/oach.es e.n51 views, to simplify anﬂ or';}ler

| !
observa.tion of matters of i‘act, and WWB—&W&i%

ﬂL@ucoﬁﬁinatibﬁ.Bf te Pactsvith ‘the ‘nlternaiives A

to determine a slngle answer, at least 1t offers a set of
alternative answers; and then through an appeal to the facis
it becomes possible to settle which of the alternatives is
correct.,

First, then, the solution will be one, For
there 1s one God, one world order, and one problem that is
both individual and soclel.

Secondly, the solution wlll be universally
accezaible and permanent. For thq@fproblem 1s not restiricted
10 man of a particular clags or of & particular time; and the
solution has to meet the prohlem.

Thirdly, the solutlon will be & harmonious

continuation of the acinual order of this unlverse. For there

e i A bl it b o i et - e o M D e A . . e e s « ikt e T 1r r 1t o pam e ) RN
AR " . X i T




STK _ : S

sre no dlvine after-thoughts.

Fourthly, the solution will not consist in the
addition of central forms of a new genus or species. For the
solution ls to a human problem; the problem has to be solved
for men and i1t would nerely be dodged by introducling a new
erdar genus or specles.:

Fifthly, the golution can consist in the lntro-
duction of new conjugate forms in man's intellect, will, and
sengltivity. PFor such forms are habiﬁs. But man's intellect
is an unrestricued potency, and so it can recelve hebits of any
kind; men's will is mgood in so far as it follows intellect, and
50 1t can receive habnlts that smrrerx correspond to the hablts
recelved in intellect; finally, man'‘s sensitivity is a lower
manifold under the higher lantegration of Intellsctual and
volitional acts, and 80 it can be mzde adarted habitually to
the acts that occur.

Sixthly, the solution will Include the lntroduction
of such conjugate form;én}gor the vroblem arises from the naiure
of development; becwuseﬂliving i8 prior to learming and beling
persuaded, mamks:iivk it 1s without the guldance of knowledges
and withoul the dlrectlon of effectlive mgood will; a8 long as
that priority remains,%‘the problem remains. The solution, then,
must reverse the prloriiy, amd it doss so0 inasmuch as it
provides intellect, wlll, and sengitivity with forms or hablts
that are operative throughout living.

Seventhly, the relevant conlugate forms will
be in some sense transcendent or supernatural. For what arises
from nature is the problem. The forms that solve the problem, then,

do not arise from nature; they are not the result of accumulated
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insights, for such accumulation tekes tlme, and the problem
arlses because man has to live during the interval in vwhlch
Lnsighte are being accumvlated, Moreover, the understanding
man acquires in this fashien, the judgments that he forms,
and the willingness that he obtalns, all guffer from the
fourfold blas of the dramatlic and practlcal subject and from
the tendency of speculative thought to the counter-positlons.

Eighthly, since the solution ls @ hormonlous
continuation of the actual order of the universe, and since
that order involves the successive emergence of higher integrations
that systematize the non-systematic resldues on lower levels,
it feollows that the relatively transcencent conjugote forms
wlll constitute a new and higher Integretlon of human actlivity
and that that higher iatepgration wlll solve the problem by
controlling elements that otherwise are non-systematlic or
irrationel,

Ninthly, these higher conjugate forms will
vrertain not to statlec system but to system on the move. For
they have thelr place in a hormonious continuatlon of the actual
order of the unlverse, and in that gudd order the,statlc systoms
of vhysics and chemistry are succeeded DYy the)dynamic systens
of blology, sensitive ® psychology, and human intellectual
activity., Moreover, the nigler conjugate forns have to meet
s problem that varles as man develops and declines, and so
they too must be capable offggieIOPment and adapg;atién.

Tenthﬁr4ﬂJmwwfhe—as%ual’h&&ep—Q£—ﬁm}4I
Igan-amexgent-probabidity erdosiset Mro—solubion—is-.
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Tenthly, & since higher Integratlions leave
Intact the metures snd laws of the underlying nenifold and
since man 1s intellligent and rational, free ani responsible,
it follows that the solution will come to men ithrough their
apirehension and with thelr consent,

Eleventhly, since the solutlion ls a harmonious
continuation of the actual order of the universe and since that
order is sn energent probabllity, it follows that the emergence

of the solutlon and its propagatlon wlll be in accord with the

robabilitlies, It 1s to be born in mind, however, that energent
robablility has the same nmeaning here as in the earlier chapters
of this work; it does not denote any sort of effliclent cauge;
it refers to the immanent intelliglbllity of the dezkr design

or order in which things exist‘xj and events ocour.

wjmhlyﬁ,miﬁ_fnlmgmthat_a_disﬁ:m&en-h&f
nam--Pa the rezlization of the full so/lution and, on.

-

e other hand the emergent trend tha.t preparea the wa.y for

'ts,/fealization. For the full solution neets the Full problem
a manner that is both universs Er/accessﬁ‘gle and nermanent.

;/the full vroblem not only takes one to the reﬁts of man 8

1t realizatlon. For there are stages in the course of human
evelopment in which there 1s no probablllity that men should
ntelligently__ and r‘atior{ally:__a.ppreh,end and congent tg" a
iversally ac: esalble andn 'perméria'"ﬁé_r”'ﬁ;é.rient’ ‘solutionthat

rests o proble
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Twelfthly, the relsevant probeidlllitles are these
thst regard the occurrence of man's intelligent and ratlonal
aprrehension of the solution and his free and responsible
consent to i1t. But there are stoges in humen developaent, when
there 1s no probability that men will apprehend and consent to
8 universally accessible and permanent solubtdon that meets =z
the basic problem of haman nature. MNoreover, all human developnent
has been sesn to be compounded with decline and so it falls to
prepare men directly amd positively to apprehend and consent
to the soclution. Accordingly, it seems necessary to distingulsh
between thep realization of the full solutlom and, on the other
hand, the emerpent tzrend in whlch the full solutlon becomes
effectively probable.

From the cosmic and metaphyslczal aspects of the

golution, we now turm to a closer determination of the eppro-

mrlate higher conjugate forns.
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In the thirteenth plaqe, then, the approprlate
willingness will be some type or specles of charlity.

For good will follows intellect, and so Lt aatches
the deteached, dlsinterested, unrestdiricted desire of lutellect
for complebe understanding; but complete understanding ls the
unrestricted act that ls God; and so the good that is wllled by
F@ﬁ&*ﬁ&&inkﬂ4&oﬂvw/Hcre@v@b?wbouwiilwtne“gpod/af\ampersdnf~nmt
in-a jelfArtirdinp\ dinner hut-dotached ith detachindat-and.
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good will is God. Moreover, to wlll the good of a ﬁerson is

to love the perscon; but God is a person, for he is lantellircent

snd freez and so good will is the love of God. Further, good

will matches the detachment and dislntsrestedness of the pure

desire to know, and so good wlll is a love of God tnat is prompted

not by & hope of one's own advantage x but simply by God's goodress.
Agaln, a man or woman knows that he or she 1s

In love by naklng the discovery that all thelr spontaersous and

deliberate tendencles and actions meaz recard the beloved., Now

a8 the arm rises spontsneously to protect the head, so all the

part.s of each thing conaplre to the good of the whole, and all

things i1n all their operations proceed to the realization of

the order of the universe., 3But the order of thig unlverse is

actual and the orders of all other universsg are possible iz

because of the completeness of the intelligibllity, the power

of the reality, and the gesl#ietas perfectlon of the goodness and

love of God. It follows that, apart frrom the surd of sin, the

universe Lg in love with God; and good wlll 1s the orpoy~opper

opposite ol the ilrrationality of sin; accordingly, the man of

good will ls in love with God.




Again, the aetuwnl order of ithe umiverse is a
good and value chosen by God for the manifestation of the
perfectlion of God., DMoreover, Lt srounds the emergence and
includes the excellence of every other good wlthin .2 unlverss,
g0 that to will any other good is to will the order of the
universe. But good wlill follows Antellect and so, as intellsct
apprehends, so it wllls every other good becsuse of the crder
of the universe and the order of the universe beceuse of God.

Agalin, the order oF the wniverse includes all
the good that 21l pesrsoms in the universe are or enjoy or possess.
But to will the good of a person Iz t¢ love z ths persony znd
80 to wlll the order of the universe because of ane's love
of God 1s to love all persons in the universe because of one's
love of God.

Apgaln, the order of the wniverse 1z its intelligi-
bility to be grasped by followlng the apvropriate clacsaical or
statlstical oxr genetic or dinlectdcal method, Henege, to wlll
the order of the unlverse ig not to wlll the clock-vork werfectlon
of mechanist thought bubt the emergent probability of the unliverse
thet exists. It 1s mot to demand that 211 things e perfect
in thelr dncepntion but to exmect and will that they grow and
develop. It 1s not 1o exclude from man's vworld the possibility
of the soclal surd, nor to ignore it for it Is a fackt, nor to
nistake 1t for an intelliglbility and so systemetize and perpetuate
1t, but to acknowledge 1t as & problem and To embrace its
solutlon,

Now the wlll cen contriute to the solutlon of
thep problem of the socizl surd, lnzsmuch as it adopts a
dislectical attitude that parallels the dlalsctical method of

intellect. The dialectical method of Intb=1 ect coimsists in
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grasping that the social surd neither is intellligible nor is to
be trested as Intelligible, The correspondling dlalectlcal
attitude of will 1s to reburn good for evil, Fork 1o is only
Inssmich as men are willing to meet evil with good, to love
thelr eriemies, to pray foxr those that persecute and calumniate
them, thnet the soclal surd is a potentlial good. It follows
that love of God above all and in ell 80 embraces the order
of the universe a3 to love 2ll men with a self-sacrificing love.
bgain, self-sacrificing love of God and of one's
neighbour is repentent, For maen's rationel self-consciousness
exlets over tlme. If 11t develops and becones good, it has been
less good and perhaps evil, If 1t approves its pest, 1t tuerevy
reverts to its past. If 1t would remaln as it is, 1%t must
disepprove its owm past; and if 1t would become still better,
it must disapprove its presont. S0 rational self-comsclousness
deplores and regrets the&scotosis of it.s dramatic Ddies and
Lte involvement in the individual, group, end general blas of
comnon sense; 1tx renents its £light from self-knowledge, lts
rationgdizatlion of wrong, its swrrender to evll; 1t detests
its commitment to the counter-positions, its contribmtion to
nan's decline through the successive adjustments of theory to
ever worge prachbice, its shore in the genesls and the propagetion
of the mythe that confer on appearsnce Bibwl the strength and
pover and passion that are the due of reallty.
Such repenifence ls not a merelyg sensitlve feellng
of gnilt, It 1s an act of gmood will following the lnsights of
intelligence and the pronouncenents of reasonableness. It is

apart from the vaparles of mere feelings, and when they go asiray,




1t disapproves them, curbs them, and may seek ald in controclling
themn.

Further, such repentence does not stop short at
the limited viewpolnt of onr chopter onghg the possibility of
ethiics, For as intellect rises to knowledpe of God, the will
1s called to love of God, and then evil 1s revealed to be not
merely a humen wrong but also sin, a revolt agmainst God, an
abuse of his gpodness and love, a presmatic celumny that hides
from oneself and from others the abzclute goodness andr werlect
love that thirouph the wniverse and throush men expresses ltself
to men. 8o repentence becomes sorrow. A relatlon be tweez_l
stapges in one's living is trensformed into a personal relation
to the ons loved above all and 1n all.
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Finally, good will is joyful. For it is love

of God above all end in 211, and love 13 Joy. Iis repentence

and sorrow regard the past. Its pressent smeriflces look to the
future, It is at one with the universe in delng In love with
God, =2nd it shares its dynamlc reslllence and expectancy.

As emergent probability, it ever rises abowe past acialevenent,
As genetle process, 1t deveslops generic potentiality to its
specific perfection. As dlealectlc, it overcomes evll both by
meging it with good and by using it ito relxnforce tae good.

But good will wille the order of the univexse, and so it wills
with that order's dynamle joy and zeal.

In the fourteenth place, besides the charity by
which the willl lteell 1s made good, there wlll be the hore by
which the will makes the intellect good.

For intellect functions properly lnasmuch as the
detached and dlsinterested deslre to know is domlnant in cogni-

&*ﬁnerﬁ%iens./ But egeans$m%§;s_dominatignftJﬁpewbli&§L¥
truggle the attached and interﬂste dect iPé’ of men o gensitiyity
and interSubJectivity. Moreover, b/ﬁ will not only fails to
fol“ow intellect but élso reinfqrces the aesires that combete
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with the desire of 1pte11ect. It follow@ that good will not

only wlill match the pure deSLre s detnchment and disintereatadneas

aﬁd its complote devotion t0 God but also w11l reinforce’ the

EpontaﬂeOus orientatlon and drive of Intellect with/a dellberate
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decision and a. habltual determination.
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net vy eiritemelivrementstub~ever~in.progpact; Lot Mrdas
1B’ dsetro—ta_wmrestriebed and g0 Ahe queatliong do not \cesdkes
tional operations. Still this desire ls merely spontaneous.

It is the root of intelligent and ratlonal self-consclcousness,
and it operates prior to our inslghts, our Jjudgments, and our
decisions. Now if thls desire is to be mzintalned in lts
purity, if it 1is not to suffer from the competltlon of the
sttached and interested desires of man's sensitivity and inter-

gubjectivity, X& 1f it is not to be over-ruled by the will's

conmivance with rationalizations, then 1t must be slded, supported,
reinforced by a deliberate declision and a habltusl determination
of the will ltself.

el s o e s 1 i,

s o¥ject the pwopér good of intellect. But the

0 per good of inteliect is tne satisfaction, in vhatever. manner
2y oe/posvible of its detached disinterested, unreeﬁricted
sire to know._ And since tnat Sutl Taction ane attainment
ayexn not a. present or an éa.8y good, theJ cen be willed ouly as
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1€ eppropr;ete, relotively ﬁp&ﬁscen*ent coanQate form that
eﬁ;liaation of the solution would involve in men’s in%/li/ct.
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eentlal truths regwrdlng God's existence and nature and the

‘ﬁtion God provides o man's problem of evil. Moreoven1'/
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Now such a declision and determination of the wlll
can have as 1ts object only the proper good of Intellect. But
the proper good of intellect ls the attalnment of the objlective
of the detached, dlslinterested, unresiricied deslire to know;
and the attalnment of that objJsctive 1s knowledge of God who
1s at once the transcendent idea of belng and the transcendent
reality of being., It followg that, as intellect gpontaneously
desires knowledgze of God, so the will deliberately deslres
aftainment of that knowledge. Moreover, since the act of will
is gn act of rational self-consclousness, it will not vredy
be a mere repetitlon of the intellect's desire but also will
take 1lssue with conflictlng tendencles =nd consideraticns.

On the one hand, then, it will be a decision agoinst man's despair,
for the secret of the counter-posliions ig not the superficlal
confusion generated by the polymorphnism of human consclcusness
but the deeper hopelessness that allows man's spirit to surrender
Jegltimate

thehaspirations of the unrestricted desire and to seek comfort

in the all too human ambitionsg of the Kantian and theg positivist,
On the other hand, it will be a declsion against presumption

no less than against Jespalr. The objectlve of an unregtricted
desire to understand correctly lies beyond the reach of empiricsl
gelence, of common ceise, of thelr unificatlion in metaphysics,

of the transcendent knowledge by which we know that God exists
and that &= he 1ls the unrestricted act of understonding. That
objectlve 15 some attalmment by knowledse of God who is the

unrestricted act. The fulfllment of ther condiltions for that
attainment lie not with man but with God whose wisdom designed
the order of the universe and whose goodness brings a solution

to man's problem of evil. Now a desire that excludesg both

despalr and presumption is a confldent hope, and so the conjugate

e e ) T



form of willlngnesse that alds = and supports and reilnforces the
pure desire 1is a confident hope that God will bring man's
Intellect to a knowledge, participatlion, possesemion of the
unrestrictsd act of understanding.

However, the range of divine wlsdom 1s ag large
ag the ranse of digrine omnipotence. As there are meny possible
golutions to man's problem of evil, so thers are many manners
in which God conld communicate to man a knowledge that mani-
Tested the angwer to all cuesti-ns and go provided the will's
love of God with an irresistible source and ground in man's
own knowledge. Now In the vresent sectlon we are concerned
to work out the ﬁeuristic structure of all »e48ihide solutions
possible wlthin the frameworlk of the actnal order ol the
unilverse. Accordingly, we must remzln content to affirm hope
only in a generic¢ foshion. What specifically is man's hope
in the actual order of things, ls to be gettled later bty an
appeal to facts.

In the fifteenth place, there is to Dbe considered
the aprroprlate, relatlvelyi transcendent conjugate form that
a realizatlion of the solutlion to the problem of evil would
lnvolve in man's intellect. For if hope aids and supports
the pure desire by striving for its goesl, stlll hope 1s not
knowledge but only an expectation of knowledge. It is not
the knowledge that we hope for but the knowledge we possess
that will supply them will's hope with its object and assurance
and the will's cherity with its motives. Theré is needed in
thep present a unlversally accessible and permanently effective

panner of pulling men's minds out of he counter-positions,
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of fixdng them in the posltions, of securing for them certliude
thet God exists and that he hag provided a solutlon which they
are to acknowledge and to accept.

However, at first slght, thls seems an lmpossi-
pility within the limits of the problem. For the problem arlses
inasmuich 28 human knowledge bogs dowvm In the counter-poglilons;
and the solution has to be recelved by man not merely as Intelll-
gent and rational, free and resnonsible, but also as operating
within a hernonious continuation of the rregent order of the
universe. Not only is there demanded a leap from the counter-
positions to the positlons, bub =lso it ls expected that 1its
occcurrence wlll be probvable not in a few cases but in a general
and permanent fashlon.

Wma'wwi&awtmiim
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This argument, however, can be met with a distinetlon.
For there are two vways in wvhich men reach truth and certltude.
If one asks a mathematlclan what i1s the logarithm of the sguare
root of minus one, he vwill set down the relevant definitions
and postulates and then proceed Lo deduce the answer. But if
you ask & non-mothemetician, he will turn and ask the mathemsatlelans
and, in the measurs he 1s confldent of their ability and sincerity,
he will have no doubt that the answrer they glve 1ls correct.
In both cages trath and certitude are attalned, but in the
first coase it is genersted lmmanently, while in the second
c¢ase At is obtained through comaunicatlion with mre those
whom one knows to know. Now the argument outlined above goes
to prove that there ls no probabillity of men generally moving

from the counter-positions to the pésitions by imnanently
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generated knowledge. On the other hand, as faor as the argument
Foes, 1t reveals no obvstacles to the at:alnment of truth through
the communicatlon of reliable knovledge.

Still one has only to notlce the similarity
betveen such communicated knowledge and bellief to be awere
that thisp proposal brigtles with diffienltles. For on the
subject of belief the counter-posltlons gﬁ?g have been boih
abundent and eloguent and, untll it can be shown that taere
iz o posslvility of concelving belief as an intellizent and
reasongble procedure, there ls no use atbtempting to continue
the present account of the heuristlc structure of the pndide

solution to the humon problen of evil.

4. The Notlon of Bellef.

The account to be offered of the notion of bellef
falls into four main parts. Firgt, there will be outlined the
general context of the procedure named belleving. Secondly,
the procedure itself wlll be anzlyzed. Thirdly, the method
of eliminating mistalken beliefs will be explalned. Fourthly,
certaln technlecal guestions, ralsed Ly the anelysls, wlll be

ke&defwwii&“hEVE“anﬁ&ﬂipated,

N

Alscussged.

5 simplyecrods an exvlenetory note lntercalafed
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It 1s to be noted that the whole of the present
gectlion 18 simply an explanatory note that interrupts the
doweds exposition of the heurlstle structure of the solutlon.

To that expositlon we return in the next section.
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4,1 The General Context of Belilef.

The general context of bellef is the collaboration
0f mankind in the advancsment and the dissgeminsilon of knowledge.
For 1f there is such a collaboratlion, then men not only contribute
to a common fund of knowledge but algo recelve from it. Dut
vhille they contrivute in virtue of thelr own exrerience, under-
standing, and judgment, they receive nol an immanently generated
but a rellavly communicated knowledge. That reception 1s bellefl,
end our immediate concern is its general context.

Alresdy the reader ig familiar with the distinctions
between smpirical, Intelligent, and retlonal consclousness, and
the furtiher enlsrgement thiat we have nored rational self-consclicus-
nesg. One is emplrically conscious Inssmuch as one is aware of
data invo which one can inguire., One is lntelligently consclous
dnasmuch as one 1nqulres, underscands, formulates, andraises
Turther gquestlons for latelligence., One 1s ratlonally consclous
inasmuch as one puts questlons for reflection, grasps the
unconditioned, and passes jJudgment. Bul one becomes ratlonally
self-consclousy® incsmuch as one adverts to the self-affirming
wmity, grasps thie different conrses of actlon 1t can prrsue,
reflects upon theif value, utility, or apgreeabdlsness, and proceeds
to & free and responsgible declsion.

Now just as the pure desire to know, which i
gpontancouns, can be aided, supported, relnforced by a free
feiod decision of the will in which one determines to be quite
genuine in all one's investigations and judgments, so also
the spontanesus procedures of tne mind can be submitted to
introspective an&lygis, ﬁonmulated ag rmethods, and reinforced

by free decisionsﬁpiakheﬂw&iigpo be faithful to methodological
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precepte-

Now a fundamental methodologleal igsue 1s wnether
N edb emchh man should confine his assents to what he knows
in virtue of his personal experience, hls personal insights,
aend hls personel grasp of the virtually unconditioned or, on
the other hand, there con and shonld be & collaboration in tize
advencenent and dissemination of kaowledge.

Ing, fact, the collaborztion exists. Our senses
are limited to an extremely narrow strip of space-time and,
unless ve ere resdy to rely on the senses of others, we nmust
leave blewnk a1l other places and times or, as is more likely,
111 then with our e@jud conjectures and then explain our
conjectures with myths. Again, the persosal contributlon of
any Individual to the advance of human understanilng ls never

large. We may be astonnded by men of genius; but the way for

thelr dlscoverles was prepored by many others in a long succession;

and i they took enormous strides, commonly it was bascause the

logle of thelr circunstances left them no opvortunity to take

shorter ones. DBut without collaboration cach successive generatlon,

ingtead of beglnning where its vredecessor left off, would have
to ¥idanl bDeglin at the very veglnning and 8o could never advance
beyond the most rudimentary of primitive levels.

Some collaboration, then, ig lnsvitable., 3But

once 1t begins, 1t sgpreads. Mathematlclans sxupsdite thelr caleula-

o Thair prot K’ .
tions by having the recurrent partsAdone once for gll and then
B Y —tanleg—oE-vartonskindss—As—departmenta—of-
L - - _,-/”/J
athenatlcs multiply, it bqumﬁﬁ apparent phaf’no one can an

4xper@,iﬁja11 of them and'it follows that every oneffé relying

r -

rthe resulthobtéined by cheré“in branches with which he

L

A

himself 15 not specizTly competent.
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publisghed in tables of varlous kinds, Again, the departnents
of mothemrtics multiply and, as i1t becomes obvisus that no one
¢an master all, 1t follows that each heglng to rely on others
for results k obtalned in branches in which e himsell 1s not
competent. What holds for mothenntlcs, also holds 1In a brosader
nanner for the sedempem emplrical sclances. Hot only must each
physiclst and chemist rely on the reports of nls predecessors
and eoMeg colleagues, not only are theé/further guestions sat
by on objective and gensral process of advance rather than by
the individual's desire to learn, but even the verificetion of
esch hypotihesis really lies not in the confirmation thnt any

one man's work can lLiring but rother Ln the cwaulative evidence

that ls provided by the whole sclentifle tradltion,

It is true of course that if the engineer susvects
hié@ables,Aige mrthematlclian doubts the theorems propounded in
a different branch, i1f the empirical sclentlstg has recson 1o
challenge accerted visws, then it is not only possible but also
highly leaudable for them to labor to bring about a revislon.

But if this possibility and encouragement offer & necessary

safefuard, they must not blind us to theg actusl facis. Engineers

tend to feel thelr duty has been done when they learn how to
use a slide-rule, and no one wonldd dreem of inposing upon
their intellectual consciences the obligatlion of worklng out
independently the trigonometric functions and the logarithmic
tables. Yhen g 1t L1g clalmed that any englneer could have
Inmanently generated knowledge of the correctiness of hig slide-
rule, it is not to be forrotten that all ensmineers merely
belleve glide-rules to be correct a2nd that none of them has
any Intention of seeking to establish the matter by carrying

out for himgelf the endlezs computations thaﬂ the slide-rile
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a0 compactly summerizes. When 1t 1s claimed that each sclentlst
conld repeat and chack the results of any experlment, it 1s not
to be forgotten that no scientist has any latention of remsating
and checking all the sxaeYiew experiments which hlsh thinking
presupnoses. Hor 1z tiis all, for empirilcal seclence Ls a collective
enterprise to so radical an extent thnt no sclentist cam have
immanently generated knowledse of the evidence that really
counts; for the evidence that really counts for anyf iheory or
hypothesis 1s the common testimony of ell sclentists that the
% implications of the theory or hypothesls have been verlified
in thelr separate lxfcaatrkretidons and diverse Lunvestimat lons.
In plainer lenguage, the evidence thatl really counts 1s the
evidence for a belief.

Baecause collaboration l1ls a fach, becouse 1t ds
Inevitable, because 1t spreads into a highly differentlated
new-work of inter-dependent specialtizs, the mentality of any
indivldual becomes a composite product in which it is impossible
to separate lmmanently generated knowledzs and bellef, As was
seen in the charter on the Notion of Judgpent, there stands 1n
the habitual backgroundg of our ninds a host of previous jJudgnents
and assents that serve to clarify and define,to #rfos explain and
defend, to quallfyx and limit, the prqggspective Judzment that
one is aboud to malke. But if this nost 1s submitted toberutiny,
one Tirds that one’s belisfs are no less operative than one's
immanently gensrated knowledge; and if one pursues the examlnation,
one 1s forced to the conclusion that, as no belief 1s independent

of some items of immanantly genaragted tnovriedge, so there are

i
-extraordina;}y few items of lmmanently generated knowledge that

are totally independent of hellefa. 0One does not simply know

that England i1s an island. UNelther does one merely slieve 1t.
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Perhaps no one has immanently generated knowledgme that general
velativity is more accurate than Newtonlan theory on the peri-
helion of Mercury. Bubt 1t does not follow that for everyone 1t
1 purely a matter of bellef, The development of the huwnan
mind 1s by the self-correcting process of learning, and 1in
that process pergonal krnowledge and baliefl sxeetdetvm
rractlse an unrelenting symbloslis., The broadenlng of Andividual
expericnce Includes hearlng the opiniong and the convictions of
othersa. The deepening of indivldua%g/understanding includes
the exploratlon of many viswpoints., The formatlon of indlvidual
Sudement ds a process of differentiation, clarification, and
revision, In which the shock of contradictory judgients 1z
as relevant as one's own observatinn and menory, one's own
Intellizent Inculry and critical reflection. 8o each of us
advances from the nesclence of infancy to the fl:ted mentallty
of old age and, howvever large and Indeteralnate the contributions
of belief to the shaping of our mindg, still every bsliel and =211
1ts implications hove been submltied to the endlessly rerented,
1f unnoticed, test of fresh experiences, of Durthaer gquestions
and now insights, of clarifying and qualifying revisions of
jullgnent ,

The general context of belief, then, 1ls a sustained
collaboration of many lnstances of rational self-consclousness
in the attaolmaent and the dlscemlnation of knowledge. The
alternative to the collaboratlon is a primitive ignorance, bewr
waeh mrAl e b wendd_bedofsnce logg agairgb
But the consequence of the collaboratlon is a gymblosis of

knowledge and belief. Whnat, then, i1s the process of believing?

ey T S T T T T T R LTIy T \E_l" :.':E; I. ;
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4,2 The Analysis of Belief.

The analysls ol beliefl presupposas & theorem
and outlines a typical process.

The theorem regards the loglcal po=sibillity of
bellef, and 1t may be dlvided into two xerts, one remote and
general, the other proximate ond concrete.

The remote and general part ol the thieoren
argues from the criterion of truth. As has been seen, when
a proposlitlon is grasped as virtually unconditioned, there
arises a ratlonal necesslty that leads Zz us to affirm or
deny the proposition as certainly or probably true. Hence,
whlle truth ls a property lmmanent in ratlonally conscious
acts of asgsent or dissent, stlll it rests on the unconditioned.,
But the unconditioned 1s indervendent not ornly of particular
places and tlmes but also of the warticular mind th=t haprens
to be lts subject. Accordlngly, there 1s to any trmath an
esgsentlal detachabllity from the mind, in which it haprened
to be generated, and an essential communi cability, for the
unconditioned caniot ¥ but be independent of proces:es of
transmission from one place and time to another amnd from one
mind to anoither.

The prozimeste and concrete part of the theoren

ig lnvolved in a questlon of &, fact. There can and to some

gextent there does exist a collaboration of men in the sdvancenent

and the dissemination of knowledge. On that collaboration
there rest tie invention and development of languspes, the

erectiong of schools and universities, the use of sclentifie

methods and the publication of gclentific jonrnals, our domestic,

economic, and politlcal institutlions, and the whqle net-work
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of communicatlons of the civilized vorld with thelr implicit,
and often expllicit, reprobaglon of perjury, deceit, and pro-
pagenda. Now in so far ag this collaboratlion ls conducted
properly, tlhere ls an implenentatlon of the escentlinl
detaéhabllity and communicaebility of truth. To a common fund
eoch may contribbute lnacmuch as ne srasps the virtually
uncondlitioned; to thiat common fund eacqg,does contribute lnasmuch
he expreasses exactly the unconditioned that he grasps; and Heem
from the common fund each may make his own appropriations
inasmuch as intelllgentlyz end critically he belleves the
truths which othorg have gresped.

Just how one 1s to discriminate between the
properly and the improverly conducted parts of the collaboration,
railses a complex guestion that had best be reserved to the next
sub-gection (§4.3). Our immediate concern is with the outline
of the typleal process of true belief, say, an acceptence of
a table of logarithms as true, Five stages are to be dis-
tinguished, nemely, 1) preliminary judgaents on the value of
bellef in general, on the reliabllity of the source for this
bellef, and on the accuracy of the communlcatlon from the source;

il rf-
2) a reflective act of understending thaet, in, the preliminery
Judgments,grasps a8 virtually unconditioned the wvalue of
declding to believefsome particular proposition, 3) the conse-
qﬁent judgaent of value, 4) the conssequent decision of the will,
and 5) the agsent that is the act of believing.

In thils sequence, the key act ls the sscond.

For 1t is the gosal bowaris which the preliminary judguents
head and in which they are regumed; and at the same time it
anticipates the subsequent three acts and constitutes the

guarantee of their valldity and of thelr rationality.
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Accordingly, it vwlll be well to begin with a brief consideration
of the other acts so that we may know both what the central act
hz.s to support and what it may presuppose.

The thlrd act, then, is a Judgment on the value
of declding to belleve with certitude or with probabllity that
some proposliion certainly or probably ls true or false. As
any judgoent, it proceeds with ratlonal necessity fron one's
own grasp of the virtually unconditioned and 1t poslis vreclsely
vhaat ls grasped as unconditioned. Ag any Judmment, it may be
true or false, for the investigatipn leading up to the judgnent
may or may not have been free fro;findue influence of desires
other than the pure desire to know and, agaln, one may ox may not
be Lnsufflclently or excessively exlgent In determlning the
resence of the virtually uncondltloned., However, it differs
from Judgments of fact and from thwcoretical jJudgmerts, for it
settles a cuestlon of value; and it differs from otaer judgnents
of value, Tfor 1t is concerned not with_the good of tne scns=s
nor with the good of the will nor with the good of the whole
man nor wlth the good of socclefty but simply 2nd solely with
the good of intellect. Morecver, 1t 1: soxw»=erfned concerned
not with the good of intellect 1n generael but with a partlicular
belief. Accordingly, 1t presupsosss that 1t is good for intellect
t0o reach the uncondiltlioned through its owa inguiry and reflectlon,
that 1t 1s good for intellect to communicats to others the
uniconditlioned that it has reached, and that 1t is good for
intellact to accept from others the unconditloined that they
have reached. Dok the judgrnent of value now under dlscussion
goes beyond these generallties to pronounce upon the value of

aetecha, accepting from others in a determinate instance vhat thyg-

ey __. .. [Av
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they communicate a8 uncondltioned.

The fourth act follows upon the third. It is
a free and responsible decision of the will to believe a
glven proposltlon eg probably or certainly true or false.
It 18 & ressonabvle act of the will, if it is proceeded by a
sincere and favorable judgment on the value of deelding to
believe the proposition in ocuestion. It Ls a good act of the
will, if the sincere and favorable Jjudgment of value also lis
correct.m Moreover, In Lts antecedents, the declslon to belleve
may be sald to resemble any othser decision; for Lt presupposes
the occurrence of an insi-ht in which one grasps belleving as
a posgible course of action and, furtier, it presupposes ihe
occurrence of rational reflectlon in which the course of actlon

is evaluated favorably. 3But, in its consequents, the declsion

to belleve differs from other decisions of the wlll; for other
decisions initiate or continue integrated sequences of bodlily
movements, or they modlfy the flow of im~ges and conssouent

affects, or they regerd the will ltself by declding to declde;

but the decision to believe lg a decigion to produce In irtellsct

““ﬂa the act of agsenting to a prowvositlon or dlssenting from 1it.
| The fifth act 1a the act of belleving. It 1s
© an act of rational self-comnsclousness that occuars within the
genersl program of a collaboraticn of minds in the advancement
and in the discemination of knowledge of truth, It resembles
¢ ' thex act of Judsment In object and In mode, but it differs from
\_J it in motive and in origin. It resembles Jjudgment ln its object,

for it affirms or denles & propesition to be true. It resembles
judgnent in its mode, for it is a rationsl utterance of a "Yes"

or "No" that may be proncunced with certitude or Qf%g;with

o Y}y Ea
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probability. 3ut while judgnent is motivated by one's own
graap of the wnmconditioned, the asrent or dlssent ol belisl is
notivated by a declsion to profit by a human collaboration 1n
the przult of truth. And wvhile Jud;ment results with raticnal
necess ity from reflective grasp of the unconditioned, the agsent
01 dlssent of Welief results with natwral necegsity from a
free and responslble decisgion to nelleve.

Ths third, fourth, ond fifth acte form a secuencs.
The judgment la on the valus of decidlng to believe. The act
of will is a declslon to belleve Dbecause of the value. The
assent or dissent of Dellef ls the value that one affirms and
decides to aceept. Now as the act of believing depends upon the
declolon, and the decision devends upon the Judgment of value,
80 all three acts are anticipated by the reflective act of
understonding; for in thet reflective act the conditioned that
ls grasped as virtually unconditioned ls the value of decliding
to beldeve a pglven proposition., Accordingly, if the reflective
VB \deoure; BASTE MBIl aws it pits tei\ geseesl by \the fuddment.
eI TAITh WAt hers-Tal oy “Hie Qe ppt 0% valid- vty
RO A nbde beriby] bria_ddeds On de hilieds
act occurs, there will follow with rational necessliy the
hudgmertt of value, with Iree resbonsibility the decision to
believe, and with n2tural necessity the act of believing.
However', Lf the reflective act 1s to occur, there must be
1) a condltiomed, 2) a link betwsen the conditioned and its
conditions, and 3) the fulfilment of the condltions.

The conditicrned inhuestion s the value of
decidlng to bg lieve a deterninzte proposition.

Flie Tink-bitweeiNthe o ditNened and. iis. conditiomg
isthuttheTe T8 Stcha-value—tf-eoieone—s oo Has_grasped—the
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The 1link between the conditions and the condltloned
1s that, 1f the propogsition hos been grasped as unconditioned in
a menner that satiafleg the criterion of truth, then there exists
a value in deciding to belleve the proposition.

Finally, the conditions are fulfilled in the
measure that one knows 1) that the yroposition has been commumniceted
accurately from its source and 2) that the source utiered the
prorogition, uttered 1i{ as true, uttered it truthfully, and
was not mistaken.

Since knowledge of the fulflliment of the conditlons
comnonly congists in judgnents or assents, the unconditloned can
be expressed as a sylloglsn in wihlch the 1link suprlies the
ma Jor premiss and the fulfllment of the conditions supuvlies
the minor premiss. However, as has been seen 2lready, the
Tunetilon of syllogistic expresalon ls not to eliminate bubt to
Taciditate the occurrence of the reflective act of understanding.
A parrot or an electronic compulter can send forth signs in a
syllogicstic pattern; but meither can grasy the virtually
unconditioned; and neitheqéan be subjected to the rational
necessity thet resuits in a judpment. Inversely, itxkx vhen
& meri pronounces a judgoent on the velue of decldlng to believe,
1t 1s not beceause of a sylloglism nor even because he seepeds

accepis the premisses of a syllogism but only because itnhe
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the gyllogism nas helped him grosp the virtuwally uncondlitioned
in his acceptance of the preunisses.

Gia o Bet I —sait-en—thre \
I mina?ijjn fents, }Hﬂle they col inmizzifgtigal eleﬁqnts
Lﬁlas/bﬁe eBBenﬁial//;t&CAQDility and co lcebility q;/fg?/

copditioned ana tnc value of implempnbing thiss commun%/aﬁf%%ty

l

h/a humen chlabor“tion, uaey ulso contzin concrete ?'ﬁ E

rticu%gr elenent ‘Hﬂt rerﬁf{’the

f<a TE T TTTirac a x
It ronains tiat something be spid on the prelininary

judgnents. For 1f we have considered a’rezdy thelr theoretlcal

elenents, such og the essentinl communleabiliity of the unconditioned
and the value oft lmpleaenting this communicabliliity in a human
colleboration, i&ﬂx@%xﬂaﬁfﬁkrﬁxfﬂﬁﬁyﬂ thore also are involved
such concrete elemcnts as the hgggﬁé“reliability of a glven
source and the accuracy of a plven commuq%ation.

Here the fundamental observation is, of course,
the ultimate insufficiency of any set of gmenerel rules. For
the concrete gosc beyond all generalitles, and the relevant
conerete judsnents of fact will vary not only with beliefs but
algo with gources, with commuwicatlions, and withkk the circum-
stences and knowledge of prospective bellesvers. Intelligent
Inguiry and criticeld roflection have to deploy all thelr rescurces
both to exclude thé nunmerous possibilitles of error and inaccuracy
and to discover and assemble the eourlly varled indications and
¥ confirmations of truth. Finally, as has been seen, wille an
annlysla can indlcote the general lines slong which man's
l1atellect proceeds to the co:nerete Judgment of fact, it can
never do Jjustice to the full range of its resources and to the

delicacy of its digscernment.
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But 1f one cannot hope to present concerete Judgments

in general terms, at lerst one can distingulsh certaln broad
differences. For one can reach the unconditioned grasned by
another ming w either in a rersonal interview or through a
gseries of intermedlaries. One can rely on personal knovledge
of an indilvidual’s abilities and ch-racter or on the testimony
of others whose ability and cheracter are kxnovn. One can
exclude error by appeallng to ablility and decelt by scrutinizing
motlves or one can arpgue in the opvosite fasghion as in Prof.
Collingwood's detective story in which all the witnesses were
lying and all the clues were planted. One can move eyond the
whole range of nersonal considerations td base one's case on
the constitutive laws of a humen collaboration that not only
in 1ts intent but algo Ln its functioning is so constructed to
reduce error and inaccursasey to a minimum end, sooner rather
than later, to extrude even the minimum that incldentally arises.
But, whatevey the procedurve, the only peneral rule is ﬁo be
alertly intellligent and eritically reflective; and however
Intelligent and critical one may be, the result 1s to be naned
not knowledge ut bellef, for one ends with an assent to a
proposition that one could not oneself grasp to be unconditiocned.
There 1s a finel observatlon and it is that the
serutiny of the reasons for almost any belief will reveal that
it rests on other beliefs. Thls 1z only to be expected since,
in fact, men collaborate in the P pursuit of knowledge and
since each judgiient they mske rests on their prior Judgnents
and assents., Bub 1t will not be amiss to 1llusitrate the point

and we shall take a sclentific exemple both because science is




80 clearly a collectlive enterrrise and because there axists
a widespread bdblunder that contrasts sclence with belief.

Let us ask, then, whether the General Theory
of Relativity reduces the errvor of 43 seconds of arc per century
that arlases in the Newlonian ca;Hglation of the rerihskion of
Hercury. An sffirmative answer would presup:ose 1) a number
of different and quite aécurate obgervations, 2) ths mrinciples
and inferences Introduced in cornstructling, mounting, and using
the astronomical instruments, 3) the principles and lengthy
caleulations needed to determine the Hewbonlan erxpectations,
and 4) the validlty of the tensor caleuwlus and the correciness
with which 1t i1s employed to reach the Einstelnlan approximatlon.
But to secure the relevent observations, there is noeded a
succegsion of tralned observers and the tnowledge or belief
that they were tralned successfully, thabt they were consclentlous,
and that they obtained the results thiat are attributed to them,.
A Jong range of sclentiflc lzgues are involved in the desgign
and construction, the erection and use, of ihe ewtzandy
astronomical instrunents; the principles on which Qgﬁ each of
these lssues vwas solved, if established scle~tifically, vas
established Dy a humon colleboratlon that operates through
bellefl; and whether or not the vrinciples were applied correctly
in the case of each lastrument, ls a matter of further belief
for all for wiom the applications were not a2 matier of immanently
gensrated knowledpge. What 1s meant by Newtonlan theory and by
the Gensral Theory of Relativity, may ve read in a varlety of
books that ultimately acknovledge Hewton and Einsteln as their
sources; but not only the recders Papof the books but also
most of the authors dld not ltnow but bellieved that FKewlon and
Einestein were the sources. Flnally, while one nmay knov both

Newtonian mechanics and the tensor coleulus, ¢ne may be a bit

o ey _,,,:\f
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hesitant about trusting one's own unsupporied judgment on the
correctness of the Einstelnlan approximation, or one may shrink
from the labor of working out for onsself the relevant Newbonlan
calculations, or at least one will draw the line at undertzling
e. fresh and independent computation of the mathematical tables
that faclllitate the celculatliong; and so one would be led to
add still further bellefs to ground one's belief inte® the
guperlorlty of the theory of relativity.

5till, however nunerous the beliefs invdlved,
one wlll console oneself with the thought thet one is belleving
scientists. They possess a high reputntion for intellectual
lategrity. Moreover, it ls rother difficult for them to avold
meriting thelr reputaticn, for nct only are they subjected to
girong motlves for avolding 211 error and lunaccuracy but alsgo
each of them po-sesses boith the incentlives and the facilitles
for making public any errcr or inaccuracy thot escaped the
nitice of thelr colleagues. Like the Constitntion of the United
States of America, sclentific collaboration Lis a system of
checks and balances in which everyone 1is out to avoid mistakes
and alert to spot the mistaekes of others. 3But while anyone can
grasp this general principle, it 1s another metter to have some
experience of the way it works out in practice. Scientists

, and it voth

themgelves have such expeviencehbhﬂﬁ vields knovwledge of their
individual case and supports belief 1n the operativeness of the

gsame pressures upon other sclontlsts., Yet the question is

whether these nressures were 1n fact operative on the individual
positively or negatively
sclentistis responsible for the exmression of the precise
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proposition to be believed here and now., If they were, the
longer _"c,he time in which the proposition remoins unchallenged,
the greaster becomes the approxlmetlon to certitude. If they
were not, ¥4y if other equally efflcacious pressures ar
motives were not operative, then modern sclence could hardly
have succeeded In effecting lts vrofound transformatlon of
medern living, And so the dependence of belief on other bellefs
moves from the field of sclente to the fleld of halstory, for
the profound transformation of modern living by modern sclence
is a truth im that we accept without immanently menerating
knowledge of the whole of it by our personal experiexce,

personal Ilnquiry, and 6 versonzl gragsp of the uncenditioned.
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4,3 The Critique of Beliefs.

In principle, belief is posslble because the
eriterion of truth is the unconditioned. In practice, belief
1s ag intelligent and reasonabvle as ls the collaboration of
men in the advancenment and in the dilsseminatlion of kunowledge.
In fact, LI the collaboration in the fl:ld of smniprear
natural sclence enjoys enormous prestlige, 1t does pot nexrlt
the same hipgh praise in other flelds. Nlgtaken bellefs exlst,
and the functlion of an analysis of belief is overlooked if
1t fallsg to explain how mistaken beliefs arige and how they
are to be ellimirated.

Fortunately, the present guestion ralses no
new issues. Already there has been carried through a genersl
eritlgue of error and, as error ln general, so mlstaken belliefs
have thelr roots ln the scotosis of the dramatic subject,
in the lndividual, group, and generel blas of the practical
subject, ln the counter-posltions of philosophy, and in their
ethical impiicetions and consequences. Mz In keds beliefg
as in dneir personal thought and Judgment, men go wrong when
they nave to understand and to Judse either themselves ox
other thlngs in relation to themselves. The gavepdd: serenity
and sure-footedness of the matheraticlan, the physleclst, the
soR, chemist, are not wrbiaded independent of the remotensss
of these filelds from human living. If, in the past, physicists
and chemlsts hove been prominent in propagating an erroneous,
nechanist detvermination, stlll 1t was 2 single sweeplng mistake,
1t had 1te orlgln in the polymorphism of humen consclousnesa,
and 1t has been corrected by the abstractness of relavivity and

tne indeterminism of cuantum aechanles. I Haeckel oiffers an
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Ingtance of scilentific fraudulence, it also is true that hils
deception vas In the interest not of bilology but of & materialist
philloesoiyy, On the other hand, when it comes to the study of
1Lfe, of the psycaological deptns, of hwmen institutions,

of the history of natlons, cultures, and rellglons, then diversity
miltlplies, differepces become irrecoancilable, and the nome of
sclence cen be inggﬁﬁd,only Dy iIatroduclng metinodological conventions
thet exclude from sclentlific consideratlon the hesrt of the matier.
The 1ife of man on earth llea under the shadow of a problem of
evil; the evll lnvades hils mind; and as it distorts his

Immanently generated knowledge, so also it dlstorts his beliefs,

If the delormination of the origin of mistaken
hellefs ralses no new lssues, nsithier does the problem of eliminating
from one's ovm mind the rubblsh that may have ssttled thare in
a llfe=long symblogls of personal inquiry and of ballieving.

For learning one's errors is but a particular case of learning.
It takes as its storting-point and clue the discovery of some
preclse issue ong wilch undoubtedly one was nisteken. It advances
by inmalring into the sources that may hove contributed to that
grror and, werinps, contributed to other errors as well, It
asls avout tihe motives and the supporting Judgaents that, as
they ornce confirmed one in thal error, may still be holding

one in others. It Investigstes {the conseguences of the view one
nov rejects and it seeks to deternine whether or not they too
are to he rejected. The process is cunmuletive. The discovery
of;one error 1s exploited to lead to the FWuvwed discovery of
obthers; and the discovery of the others provides a stlill larger
base 1o proceed to the discovery of stlll more. Moreover, this
cumulative process not only takes advantage of the mind's

natlve process of learning, i{vwgln vhich one insizht leads on
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to other insighis thaot open the woy to still further insights,

but it also exploits the wied Insistence of rationel consclousness
on consgisvency; for Just as owr love of conglstency, once we have
made one mistake, leads us to make oth=ors, 80 the same lovem

of consistency le=ads us to reject other nistskes, when one is
rejected, and atk the same tine 1t provides us witn abundant

clues for finding the others that are to be re jected.

If our general principles enadle us to be brief
both on the origin of mistaken beliefs and on the method of
elininating them, there is not to be overlooked the clariflcation
that comes from contrast.

{ﬂj:::fmréinst4pkamrr4ﬁmrtTitiﬁﬁ§‘restsﬁmr1mr
Of- eliofi—Plrere~exlsts.a _collaboration in the.

ﬂﬁfdtésemination of Jeaowledge, and FTrom the collabveration
here follows a distinction‘between each indiv1dua1 8 immanenu}&?

g pepated Judgments and, on the other and, the aasents he .;
ielts in v1rtue of hls de: endence on the colWabOfation . f
gult and dlssemination of truth, and from the collaboration
there. follows necassarily a distlnction Dbetween the truphﬁ;.

ﬁf/;med in(yifuue of %pménently g@ﬁ/rated kr&éie&@enég
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ﬁursuit and dissemination of truth, and from the collabdraaion
A

%Pere follows necessarily a dlstinction between the p?&p&&%k

proszitions aflirmed by any glven indlvidual in virtue of E

his own lmmanently gensrated knowledge and, on the otlep/haﬁ%/

ﬁ{é BP@pBﬁti propositions he affirms ln virtue of his pentici%

pation in the collaboration, The latter pr0p081uiona ﬂ"e 9B} cts
qbf his belief; the former are objects of his L;;aﬁxrleq.ge/ wa/v
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In the first placs, the critlaue rests on a
systematically formulated notlion of bellef. There exists a
human collaboration in the pursuit and the dissemination of
truth. It implies that in the mentalliy of any Individual
there exists in principle a distineblon between hila judgnents,

which
s rest on lmmenently gensrated knowledge, and his other

assents, whilch owe thelr existence £.0 hlg vmarilelpation in
the collaboratlon., Without some dnmanently mencrated knowledge,
there would be no contributlons to the collaboration. Without
gome beliefs, there would be no oxme that profited by the
collaboration. It follows, further, thot ilmmanently gensrated
knowledge and belief dlifer, oot in thelr object or thelr modes,
but in thelr motives and thelr oripgin. Thus, the same rropositlon,
sy say "E = ne?," mey be knom by some and belleved by obhers;
it may he known or bellieved ag moxe or less orovable; bubt 1if it
1s known, the proposition ltseld ds grasped as uncond it ionad;
and 1f 1t is hellevad rotionally, then the unconcitioned that
is grasped 1s the value of veing willing to proflt by the
intellectual labors of others., Hence, because the object of
belief 1z the same a8 the object of lmmanently generated knowledge,
He we have to disagree with all the views that atiribute bellef
to the psychologlcel depthe or to desire or fear or to sentiment
oF to mere will, On the otuer lind, becouse even an WdAlasyxd
intellectual collaboration is condltioned by declslons of the
will, we also diczagree with all thwe views thet admit any bellef
to be simply a matter of cognitioxwl activity.

In the second place, thongh there exlsts 1in
principle a distlinetlion between lmmanently generated knowledge

and belief, Lt does not follow that there exist two compartiments
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in anyone's mind and that he can retain what he knows ond throv
out whnt he believes., On the contrary, the external collaboration
1s iotched by am Lnternal symblosls, and the counsel that one
ghoudd drop all belief hos the same ludlerous consecuences ag

the Cortesian philosovhic crlterion of indubitahllity. /-:Eat./e-n-l;/

/
t‘ku_m 0 rotdemald- Eround-foy -rajecta.ng«beuefs‘%p ar
ald "xrillde r{r)ajec el

ﬂ algo t,hare As no ,’.Lj,“! elihood thalf a3l beliz

-

M sqﬁ,/}ea@ﬁ tp tl‘re rfe‘jé}:tion of all

et fitie T?:TIY‘“I"“""- PE~lnovn-4o-be belie
For the counsel can be followed only LT one hes o cuite Llnaccurnte
notion of the nature and the extent of belief; 1t lesds to the
redecilon of 2l1 beliefsm\/ that, on erronsous suppositions, -re
knovia to be beliefs; and so not only are true Hellefs rejected,

- . e . / S0
vhaleln s not an act of devotlion to truth, but also tnere/arises
the absurd conviction that one's mictaken bubt covert bciiefs
mast be nrmed elther sclence or sound common egenge or philosothy.

fo doubt there ore miztalen beliefs. No doubb

nist aken bellefs ore to be eliminated., Bub the first step is
to know wiant o beliefl la. It is to make the discovery, porhaps

4\ sbartling to wany today, thot s report over the rodlo eaAiaimX
Wrtdedas of the latest sclentific dlascovery adds, not to one's

o sciextlfic knowledge, but to one's beliefs. The sscond step,

1o less necessary than the flrst, iz Lo grasp the nathod to
be followed in eliminating misteken ellefs. For 1f one faills
to hdt upon the right mothod, one gsais noviere. The eliminstion

of mistelen belleXs 1s not a matter of taldng wp a ook and

w, 0F belleving the authorx when he proceeds to enumercte your
nistsken beliefs; Tor that mroecedure adds to your beliefs;
the addition varies with the author that you heppen to read;

Ao
t Ls extrenely yo unllkely thatéi_;/ 'ﬂ:./‘ will hit off with any
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accuracy your personal list of mistaken beliefs; andt it is net

Inprovable thet your mistoken beliefs will deternine which author
you prefer and .ao covertly govern yowr critimae of bellief by
belief. Again, the ellmlnation of nisiclten beliels lg not a
matter of attenmpting to assign erpliciily the grounds for each
s, expliclic
of your beliefg and of rejecting those for which adequebe grounds
are not available, For inguiry into thre grounds of any beliel
soon bringes to light thal 1t depends on, say, ten obther beliels;
each of the ten, in turm, viill be found to derend on ven othars;
one's neglect of method novw has one abtemsiling to test at once
and slevenh
cne hunclredhbelief‘s, and they will e found not orly /to be 1inlzed
together in an organlc inver-dependence of mutusl conditlondrg
but also to raige stllil further consideratlons that portly are
metters of Immonently genercted lnoviledce and partly matters of
Tuirther bellef.s The ginple fact 1s thot a man connot veocns
recongtruct hla mind by the process of expliiclt anelysis; for
wpliclt ennlysls tckes more Lime than the spontencous procech!;ves
of the mind; 1t hes teken cach of us ouwr life-time to reach by
aponteneous procedures the mentalitles we now possegs; and so
if it vere necegcory for us to submit oquwr nmentalitles to a total
explicit anelysis, 1t also would be necessary for wg to have
wyofeld liveg, a 1llfe %o live, and another, longer life in which
to analysze the 1il~ that Lal lived,
In contrast, the meihod, offered by our critigue,
aske no one to belizve that he subserlbes to migtalien belliefs,
Without undue optimism 1t exwvects meople of even ncderate intel-
ligence 1o he able to dlscover for themselves at leazt one mistzaken

belief, Agoln, the pronosed method does not offer anyone z

putative list of his mistalien bellelfs; 1t does not even offer
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s list of alternative lisis, zs the clothlng indusiry offers

a ronce of ready-made sulte of different sizes. Rather 1t ainms

at the perfect fit, 2nd so it ig content to point out the far-
reaching signiflcance of the Mbst discovery of even one nlgtaken
belisf. For thot discovery enables one to sot in reverse the
sane spontanecus and cuwlatlive mrocess tnabt gave rise 1o ome's
mistaken belisfs, B0 o1 secures &t a stiroke tie mrocedure

thiet 1s both econonical ad efficaclous: 1t 1s economlceal, Zor
it wastes no tine exemining béliefs that are truey and it is
efficacious, for 1t begins from the convictlon that one has made
orie bad mictoke, and it proceeds along the structural lines of
one's ovm mentality and through thoe spontancous and cumulative
operatlons of the mind that alone can deal successfully with

conerete lasues.
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In the third rlece, thoush we claln the mesthod
to be efficaclous ageinst mistaken bellefs, we do not claim
thet it goes to the root of the problem. Tor the basle provlem
3/ Sive il shzken el et v, the nletpkervbyl lewéy. V Parlbbel
lles not In nistaken beliefs bub in the mistaken bhellsver., Far
more then they, he ils at fault, Untll his fault is corrected,
untll his blas is attoched ond exbtirpeted, ho will hroove litile
heert in opolying an efflecaclious method, 1lttle zeal in
progecuting the lesser culprits, 1ittle rigor in pronouncing
sentence upontfify them, little patience with the prosrect of
ferreting out and exemining ond condemning still further oflenders,
A critimue of mistaken weliefs ls a hunanewhb® contrlvance, and
a human contrivance canmot exorclze the problem of huaan evil.
If man's will notched thie detochment and the unvestrlceted
devotion of the pure desire to know, the problem of evll would
not arise. Inversely, as long as wlll feilg to natch the declire
of intellect, intellect moy devise 1lts efflcacious methods but
the will s Undatabgpbiits 7oils to give thom the cocperation
they denand. Still, this vessimlsm o only hypothetical., It
acknowledpges o problem of evil, yot it prescinds from the existence
of a solution. The solution deoes exist and 80 No One can azsure
himself thot its realization has not begun in him. And i in
him that realization hes bepun, then his discovery and rejection
of one nistaken beliel can leadfﬁim on to the dlscovery and the

rejection of as many more as the God of Truth demands of him.
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4.4 A Loglcal Note.

The possibility and fact of bellef enlarges the
notlon of truth to Lnclude not only the content of judgments
resultlng from reflectlve grasp of the unconditioned but also
the content of assents that proceed proximately from decizions
of the wlll and remotely from somecne else's grasp of the
unconditioned.

However, 1f thls enlargement is overlooked, there
arise a number of loglcal problems that have repercussions on the
analysis of bellef., It will be the purpose of the present sub-
gsectlon to ilndlcate that such vroilons are marelyllogical and

thet they vanish when the notlon of truth end, in particular,

1ts enlargement are talken Into account.

First, then, i1t will be objected that belied
involves no enlargement. For whether one knows or believes,
truth consists simply iln affirming vhot is end in denying what
is not while folsity consists sdmply in affirming what is not
and in denying what ls, Tue anawer to thsz odhjectlon is to be
had 1n noting that alfirmation and denial are intrinsilcally
ratlonal acts, thot they nol merely resard an object but also
occur because of an apireiiended motlve. Hence, while belief
does not enlarpge the renge of objects of true affirmatlon,
it does enlarge the ranme of true aflfirmetions for sma it enables
many to affirm truly & what only a few may grasp as unconditioned.

Seconndly, 1t may be objected that, in the analysls
of belief, Tour of the alleged typlcal acts are superfluocus.

TFor once one knows tant en exprecslon has been communicated
accurately from a really reliable source, one knows that it

is true. Therefore, there Ls no need for ‘ﬁhe}rei‘lective act
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of understandinz, for the Jjudgnent of £ value, for the declsion
of the wlll, and for the assent that is sald to be an act of
believing. The onswer is to pmwyd noint out that ihe objlection
takes the counter—~iositions for pranted. It supnoses tnat truth
and falslty are nroverties of sﬁg&@@&a expressions but, as nas
been seen, they ocre wropertles of ilutrinsically raotlcnal acis
vhlle expressions ore nerslym adecunte or inedeanste, Hence,

£o know thet an expression hag been communlcated accurately from
s reliable source 1) i3 not to Xnow that the expression is true,
for truth Lls not a vroperty of exrresslons, and 2) does not lead
to knowledge of truth but solely to belief.

Tairdly, one moy object that it leads not nerely
t0o belief but also Lo knowledge of truth. For 1t leads to the
Judgnent on the value of deciding to bhelleve; thet judgnent Ls
not a WAMAE bellef, for it proceeds lmnedlately from a grasp
of the value as uncondltioned; moreover, that volue ls nelther
gensible nor volitional but purely invellectusl, andkh= the
purely intellectual velue 1lg truth. Therefore, the judgment of
volue is not belizf bub knowledge of value, and the value knom
is truth. Further, there follows the corollary that the declsion
to belloeve and the act named belleving sre superiluous,

nawar here pglla
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The fallacy here turng on the use of the nane,
knowledpe. In a2 broad gsense, ons can say thet a cognltional
act 1s knowledme 1T its object 1g true; In that sense algfgglief
ls an ingtence of mowledge. But 1n a strict gensge one will
8ay that a copgnitional act is lnowledge 1) if its object is

true, and 2) L1f the cognltional act results immadistely from

a reflective grosp of tae object as unconiitloned; wad~inghd

end, clearly, In this strict sense not even true bellef 1s

knowledee.

(1] [

a0t 5Td 3%

Now, in the third oblection, 1t 1s argued that
the judgnent of wvalve ls not belle® but lmnowledge, ond then
the none, knowledpe, 19 employed ln the strict gense. ILater,
however, it ls arzued that th: velue in guestion is o truth ond,

Now it 1s

since the valu?fis Imowm, therefore the truth 1s knownmﬂaagkin
this argumenﬁathe ambipguity becones operatlve. For lincwledze
of the value is knouledge in the astrict sense. Knowladge thot

the value in questicn ls the value of trubth ageln is Inowledpe

in the strict sense., But kmovledse of the,object, subsumed under
the value of truth, 1s no more than krowledge in the brrood sense.
For 1t 1g knowladge thzt an act of believing, 1€ it occurs, will
be true; bul even when the act of belleving does occur, it will
be no more then knowledge In the broad sense; and anticlipatory
Inowledge of Inowledge in a brood sense 1s knowledge of the

a7

anticipateqnobject only in a broad sense.
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Fourthly, it will be objected that at least the
declsion to bellsve ~nd the act of believing are superiluous.
For In the Judmaent of value tiere is implicit knowledge that
the content of the anticipated aszent of bellef will bhe true.
But, by adverting to thils implicetion, one alrecdy kuows all
that one will know by believing. Tuerefore, at lezast for anyone
awere of the implications of nis acts, the deci:zlon to believe
annd the act of believing are superfluous.

The basic distinctlon overlooked by this objlectlon
1s between the primary flow of consclousness, in which occurs < ©7
the process of belleving, and the gecondary, introspsctlve flow,
in which occurs the anclysis of the process of belleving.

How in the orimary ilow a judgnent on the value
of declding to believe elther is or is not superfluous. If it
lg Buperfluous, then the vrenlss of the fourth objectlon vanlshes
along with the declsion to belleve ani the nct of helleving,

Bubt if it is not superfluous, then the affirmatlon of the

value of declding nobivates the wlll to declde and may ewven

oblige it to decide; andif the will decides, then the act of
believing follows with natural necessity. Moreover, 17 one
crents the judrmont of value to be supsrfluous, then one is
O committing oneself to the counter-positions; for one will be
driven to conceive truth, not as a property of intrinsically

rational sets {veritos lopica formaliter est in solo iudicio),

but as a property of exprecsiong or,g perhsps, es gome self-

subsistent entity to be known by teking a look.sdr A,

J . It is in the seconrdary, introspective flow of
consclousness that there occurs the advertence to the impllcatlion
thet, if the judgment of value is true, then the assent of

belief will be true. But though the inplication exlsts and

(L © B 0 ) | C
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the advertence may occur, they do not render superfluous elther
the decislon to believe or the act of believing. For the intro-
spective Tlow of consci-ousness elther is confined to knowing
or else it goes beyond ¥knowlng to becouwe a prliclule of actlon.
If it is confined to knowing, thien its sole function is to report
accurately what occurs in the primary flow; and the accurzie
revort is that thejdecision 1o believe znd the zet of belleving
are N¥MW not superfluous but normal elements in e collaboratlon
of men in the pursult of truth, On the othwr hand, if the intro-
spective flow of consclousness &8 supposed to be a prinelnle of

in order that he may
actlon, so that man knows himselfnmgﬂreconstruct hilg procedures,
then at least the reconstructlon s to be coherent and reasonsble.
But it would be incoherent to P&k posit a Judiment on the value
of deciding to belleve and, st the same time exclude the decislon
and the believing, And a will thot consistently failed to respond
to affirnative Judguents of value would be not good and reasonable
but bad and Wiy uwireasonzble., Filnally, while the reeder may
feel that he could vorlz out a cohsrent and ressonable reconstructlon
that mo@ifled the actual process of bellef, he also wlll acknowledge
that his reconstruction would remnin a mere theory, cuite lrrelevant
to the analysis of bellef, untll believers commonly proceeded

along the nev lines lald dowvmn for them.
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5 Resumpiion of the Heuristle Structure of the Solution.

Tie foregolng account of belief interrupted a
larger dlscussion, For the present chapter began with the
affirmation both of a problem of &re evll and of the exlstence
of a solution. Moreover, though It was clear that many soluti:ns
lie withlin the reach of divine omnipotence, 1t was seen betdibiit
to be poasible to determine the gensral cheracterlstics common
to all solutiong. Thusg, any solution would be one; it would
be universally accessible and nermenent; it wounld be some harmoni-
ous contlnuation of the sregay actual order of the universe;
1t would consist In some reversal of the priority of living
over the knowledme needed to gnlde life an&??;e good wlll needed
to follow lnowledge; thls reversal would be effected through
con jugate forms that in some sense would transcend human nature,
that would constitute a new and hicher integration of human
activity, that would pertain not to static system but to system
on the move, that wonld be reallzed with man's zpprehension and
congsent and in accord with the probabilities of worlda order.
Finally, it was geen tnat these conjuzate forms would be &
some type of charity, of hope, and of bellefl,

Wow thot the nature of bvslief has been clarlified,
1t 1s possible to resume our investipetion of the heuristle
structure; and to emphaslize the continuity of the present
fifth sectlon with the earlier third section, it may not be
amlss to pedsdn carry over the numbering of the successive

assertions,
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In the sixteenth place, then, the solution in its
cognitiomal aspsct will consist in a new and higher collaboration
of men in the purguit of truth. For 1t hes been seen tuat the
golutlon nests a problem of error and sin through a higher
lntegrotion that, though in some sense transcendont, none the lsss
ﬂ&wmér;.harmonious continuation of the actual order of the unlverse.
Now in the actusl order of the unlverse men's Intzllectual
development cceuwrs within a collaboration, which men malintain
by thelr truthfulness and accuracy, in which they participate
by their beliefa, and to which they contribute by the addition
of thelr lmmaneutly gener~ted knowledme. Accordingly, because
the solution ig a hermonlous contlnuatlion of the actual order,
it too will be a collaboratlon that involves bellef,k truthfulness,
acceuracy, and imnaenently gensrated lknovledge. Agaln, becanse the
solution ls a higher integration, it will be a new and higher
collaboration., Finally, because the solubtion meets a problem
of evrror and sin, the new and hisher collaboratlion in the pursuit

wild-pe TEInforced by hope ahd WOLivAtEd By Carity

of truth willi proﬁide an antidote to the errors to wihlch man
ls Inclined.,

In the seventeenth place, the new andl higher
collabvoratlion wlll be, not slmply a collaboration of men with
one another, but baslcally man's cooveration with God in solving
man's mroblem of evil. For Lif men could collaborate successfully
in the ¢ pursvlii of the truth that regerds human living, there
would be no problen and so tnere would e no need of a solution.
But the problem exlsts, and the existence of a solution is affirmed

because of divine wisdom, divine goodness, and dlvine omnlpotence.
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It follows that the new and hircher collavoration ls, not the
work of man alome, but principally the work of God.

In the eighteenth place, men's entry into the
nevw and nigher c¢ollaboration and hls particlizetion of 1ts fruits
wlll be by some specles of falth.

By faith 1s meant the requislite conjugate form
that the solution brings to man's intellect, By some specles of
Talth ig meant any of the conjugate forms thnt perfect intellect
in any of the serrles of possible solutions within the reach of
divine omnipotence.

Horeover, it can be shown thet this falth will
e a traﬁg}:endent bellief. For the solutisn iz to be wniversally
1 lo, AR RF-ks bell ef thot is-uAkversally-aceessibte
¥, it b hermontous topthupat loh of e aghy ::ZL

accessible, yet At ls not to violate the probabllities of the
actuel order of the universe., But nelief and only bellef

1s universally accessible within g harmenlous continuation of
the exlsting oxder., MNoreover, the relevant bellefl will be
transcendent; foxr it makes a man a partici.pant 1n the new and
higher collabretlon In vhich God is the midetsd inillator
and the princlpal agent,

In the nineteenth place, with regard to falth
three stages have to be distinpuished. For 1t has been seen
that the solution initroduces inte man's will a hope of knowledge
of God that relnforces the pure desire to kimow. There 1is, then,
a final stage when the attalinqent of knovwledge supplants faith
end realizes the object of hope. Horeover, 1t has been seen
nat the solublon itsgelf divides into two parts with, first,

an emergent trend and, only secondly, its full rezlization.
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Accordingly, there will be an introductory faith and collaborztlon
in the emergent trend tow-rds thefsolution, and there will be a
full faith andzm collaboratlion In the full reallization of tae

solution,
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In the twentleth place, because faith 1s a trans-
cendent bellef cperative within a new and hligher collaboratlon
of man with God, the act of faith wlll be an asgent of intellect
to truths transmitted through the collabor=tion and it willl be
motivated by man's reliance on the truthfulness of God. For,
as a belief, the act of faith will be an as-ent of intellect
to an object and Dbecausze of a motive. 4s a belief within a
new and higher collaboration, the object of faith will be the
truths transmitted by the collaboration. DBecause it ig a bellief
within a collaboration of men with God as initiator and principal

agent, the motive of falth will be the omniscience, goodness,
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and onnipotence of God orlginating and preserving the collaboration.

In the twenty-first place, the act of faith, as
apeclfied by its object, will include on affiraation of aan's
spiritual nature, of his freedom, responsibility, and siufulness,
of God's exlstence and nature, and of the transcendent solution
God provides for man's problem of evil. It will include the
basle truths about man and about God, not because the ordinary
colilaboration of menn comot arrive et them, but because it
invarlably falls to reach unanimity upon them., It will include
an announcenant and an account of thie solution bscausz, as nzs
been seen, though nen cannot originate the solutlon nor preserve
it, gti11l he must be lniellirent and reasonable in hls acknowledge-
ment of it and in hls acceptance of it.

In the twenty-second place, man will be intelllgent
and reasonable in his acknowledgement of the solutlon inasmuch as
1) he grasps the existence of thwe problem of evil ond, in Texti-

cular, of man's lnability to cope with it, 2) he infers that

divine wisdom must lrow many possible selutlong, that divine
omnipotence can efflfect any of them, snd that divine goodness
nust have effected some one of them, 3) he recognizes that,
in fact, there has been in human history, first, an emergent
&) trend and, later, the full realizatim of a solutlon that
possesses all the characteristics determined or to be detexmined
in such a heuristic strmcture &es the pressnt.

In the twenty-third place, man will be intelligent

and reasonable in his acceptance of the solution inasmuch as

y the foregoing Judements enadle him to grasp as unconditioned
the velue of declding to assent to thek truths of the new and
higher collaboratlion becauser of the initiating and preserving

truthfulness of God. For Ifrom that grasp of the unconditloned
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there f@Mlo will follow with rationel necesslity a Judgment on
the wvalue of declding to assent,_with free responsibllity a |
declslon to assent; and wizg:gzgajgztﬁecessity the act of aszent
it gelf.

In the twenty-fourth place, since the solution
is a harmonious continuation of the actual order of the unlverse,
man will not only acknowledpe and accept the solution but also
wlll collaborate with 1t. Accordingly, because the solutlion 1s
for all men and univorsally accessible, ithere wlll be the collabora-
tlon that conslsts in making known to others the good news of
the soluticn and lts nature. Agein, becauss the soluilon is
rernanent, there will be the collaboration that consists in

transmitbting it from each generation to the next. Agaln, because

human exprecglon is reletlve to its audlence, there will be the

collaboration that consists in recasting the expression of the

solutlon into the equivalent expressions of different places,
times, claseses, and cultures. Again, because man can arrive
at a unlversal vieswpoiat, there wlll be the collaboration that
consists in concelving and sxpressing the golutlon in terms of
the unlversal viewpoint, Finally, because the golutlon regards
man's problem of evil, there will bekk the collaboration that
conglsts in grasping and Tormuloiing the mammer in wihlch the
solution 1ls relevant and effective in each of the successive
sltuatlons of lndlviduals, classes, national grouvs, andm of
meﬁ generally.

In the twenty~fifth place, as the probiem of
ovil exlsts because God respects man's freedom, so the exlstence

of the solution leaves humen freedom Intact. Accordlngly, threre

_Qi_ C
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one 1s to expect not only thet man's collaboration in the solution
wlll e marked byd deficiencles and fzilures but also that these
Andlcations of aberration will e marked by thelr human origin,
The scotosls of the dranatlc subject will betray itself both by
excesslively spiritual pretfensions and by excessive intsrast In
the sensible. Individual bisg will forgpet that man's basic
role 1In the collavoratlon Ls faith and that the contributions
he con make are limited to grasping and clarifying =and expressing
the signillcance, tite Inplicetions, and the applications of the
truths of falth. Group blas will replace axthivseealdy
e single, universally accesslble soluticn by a multiplicity
of solutlons for different classes and different nations.
- 'Ei_ieml blas will Introduce the counter-positions. SByp-Ate~faiiut
jﬁﬁvix‘me of its failure to gragp that the real 1ls being and
that belng is known by a rationally uttered "Yes," it will account
the truths of fzlth to be mere words or mere symbols and it will
Ansist that men contactes reality only on the level of the
experience that lg prior to all questions and all answars,
In turn, once the counter-positions become opsrative, whether
fully as in modernism or in some mitirrated form, the new and
higher cwfWsed collaboratlon of men under God is stripped of
its meaning; its implementming procedures and lnstitutlons are
denied validity and competence; and the hops and charity that
would reinforce nan's pure desire and trensform his willingness

are left without the motivation and guidance of an intelligently

g d e
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In the twsnty-sixth place, 1f falth does nob
exclude the possibility and theflz fact of heresy becauce the
golutisn i a hormonious continuation of the actual order of
the universe, still heresy cannot eliminate the solutlion and

walidme restore , b 1 L, relgn of sin. For the solution

is principally tire work of God who 1s omulsclent and omnlpotent
and goodness 1tself, It follows, thenifggé new and higher
collaoration will survive the inrooads of heresy. Horeover,
thig survival and wreservatlon, though orinclpally the work

of God, wlll be effected through human chennels and ln accord
vith the probabllities, for the new collaboration is part and

parcel of the actual order of the universe. Bul the one human

neang for keeping a collaboration true to its purpose and

. unlted in 1lvs efforte is to set up an orgenlzation that possesses

s

ingtitntlions capable of naklng necessary judgment%/énd decisions
that arek binding on all. Accordingly, it follows that God
will secure the preservation of falth agalnst neresy tarough
gome approprizte institutional organizatlion of the new and
nigher collaioration.

In the twenty-seventh place, though the solution
as a higher integration will be implemented principally in men's
intellect and will through conju—ete forms of feith and hope and
charity, 1t must also penstrate to the sensiilve level and
envelop it. For in the maln, humon consclousness flows In some
blend of the dramatic and oracticel patterns of experlence and,
as the gsolutlion harmoniously continues the actual order of the
universe, it can be successful only 1T it captures nan's

sensitivity and intersubjectivity. Moreover, as has been seen,




P PP WP IE RECRUER o

STK | 5. 67

all exercise of human intelllipence presupposes a suitable flow
of sensltive and imaginative presentatlons and, again, inzsmuch
as intelligence and reasonableness ond will issue into humen

matched with '
wordshmﬂdhdeeds, they need at thelr dlsposal inages so charged
with affects that they succeed both in gulding and in propelling
actlon. Agalin, besides the lmage that is a sign of intelligivle
and ratlonal contents and the image that 1s a raychle force,
there is the image that symbolizes man's orlentation into the
known unknown; and since faith gives more truth tihan understanding
comprehends, since hope relnforces the detached, dlsinterested,
unrestrlcted desire to know, man's sensitivity needs symbols
that unlock 1ts tronsforming dynanism and bring 1t into harmony
with the wast but impalpable preossures of the pure desire, of
hope, and of self-gacriflelng charity.

It follows that the solution will be not enly

a renovatlon of will that matcheg intellectual detachment and
agpiration, not only a new and higher coll-boration of intellects
through falth in God, but also & mystery that Is at once symbol
of the uncomprehended and sign of vinat is grosped and psychice

force that sweeps living hwnen bodles, linked in charity, to

the §on joyful, courageous, whole-hesrted, yeqﬁpee$nai&eé
performance of the tasks set by a world order in wihich 2o probvlem

of evll ils not wod¥ suppressed but transcended,

Further, since mystery 1ls a pazrmenent need of
man's sensitivity and Snfbeenb ettty inter-subjectivity,
winlle myth 1s an aberration not only of mystery but also of
Intellect and will, the mystery that is the solution as sensible
must be not Iliectlion but fact, not a story but history. It follows,

then, that the emergent trend and the full realizatlon of the
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golutionr must include thetaeﬁsible data that are denanded by
o

men's sensitive nature andfwill command his attention, nourilsgh

his imaginatlon, stimulate nlse intellirence and will, release

his alfectivity, control his aggressivityy and, as central

Teatures of the world of sense, eougeeciahbe bthe-whele-sgonriivle-

wthwerses dntlmate 1fs finallty, ite ycarning for God.

In the twenty-elghth place, the solutlon wlll be
effective In tlie sense that it mects the mroblem of evll not
by suppressing the consequences of men's vaywardness but by
introduceing a new higher integration that enables man, 1T ne
will, ©o brenbk~oudAeP i rlaoe above the conseguences, to halt
and reverse the seouence of ever lens comprenensive gynthoses
in vhich theory stxrbendsrd-vie-yidfive leeps surrendering to
practlce, to prqvide n NSy andfmora s0lid bage on which man's

et '
intellectual, development cen rise to mewaeiyitsy nelghts
nerretaally
undresmed, and to overcome the ohbjective surd of soclal situzrtions
by meeting abundant evil wilth a more gencrous good.

In the twenty-ninth place, the solutlon will

nave a nature and content and iy significance and power of

lts ovn, For if vwe have approached the solutlon throughk the

provlem of evil and, consequently, hove ecmphasized the aspects
in

Wbt vhich it is related to the problem, none the less the

golution will be a new, hlcher integratlion, a nevw level on

which hwuman 1llving develops and rejolices. However, many

difrerent solutions are possivtle to dlvine omnlipotence, and

oM neral- T Tt e struebune~
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a heurlistle structures necessarily ic confined to determining
the generalities that are common to all solutions. Accordingly,
for a speclfic account of the new hichsy Lntepration, of the
content of its faith, of the object of itg hope, of the intinacy
of lts charity, of the mystery of its transformed huunsnlsm,

it is necessary to proceed from the hourlstic structure of the
golutlon to its ildentification In the facts of humon living and
nunon history.

In the thirtleth place, while every solutlon is

transcendent 1n the sense that it involves a new, higher integration,

while every solution is relizious inssmuch ag 1t 1s constituted
by?faith and hope and love that look primarily to God, still
in the measure that the higher integration goes veyond the minimal
esgentlels of every solution, In that neasure there will be
revealed to falth truths that men nevar could dlscover for
adoentacl trulol

himself nor, even when h%A&SﬂBnLS-tO then, sagkhe understand thenm
in an adequote fashion., For the greoter the prover perfection
and significance of the hicher integration, the more it will
lie beyond man's familinr range and the more it will be grounded
in the absolutely transcendent excellence of tlie unrestricied
act of understanding.

Accordingly, 1f we speclalize the general heurlstic
structure by adding further alternstive hypotheses, we are =z
Xzk led to distinguish between natural golublons, relatively
supsrnatural solutlons, and absolutely supernatural solutions.
All tharee types would have the common festure that they provide

golutions to man's problem of evil., Bub the natural solutions

would not oifer to falth any truthg that man could not discover

»
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for himgelf through the development of hlg own understanding;
they would not oifer to hope more than the natural lmmortallty,
that can be deduced from the splrltuclity of the hwann soul,
and the knowled:e of God thnt ls coryuliahifse consenuent uron
immortal mortal
he geparatlon of the soul fron thehbody; they would not offer
to charity more than the perfectlion of a total, self-sacrificing
love Ln a creature for nls or ler creator. In the relatively
supernatural solutions, manfs natural caraclties cease to sot
a liniting rule; the objsct of faith includes truths that nan
could not reach through the development of nls understanding;
the objJect of hope 1s a knowledze of God beyond the apnronriate
attalnmont of an immoritel soul; and cuarlty is the more abundant
rezponse to a more lndulgent beneficence, Stlll, all such solutions
are only relatively supernstural, for though they go beyond the
meagure set by human nature, still there are other posaible
creatures, more excellent iy than man, for whom thexﬁwould
be naturaﬂ;olutions. Finolly, there are the absolutely super=
naturel solutlions, Concelved negatlvely, they are absolutely
sunernatural, because there is no Pposgible creature for which
they would bhe the natural solutions, Concelved positively, they
are absolutely supernatural, because thelr sole ground and measure
is the dlvine x noture iitself, Tuen kha falth includes objects
Peyond the naturel reach of any finite understanding. Then hope
1ls for a vision of God thet exhousts the wnrestricted desire

of int=lligence. Then charity ls hy the transport, the essbecy

Ao ded
ecstagy andﬁunuaginaiﬁsd.intimacy,that resulta from the communicaiion

of the absolute love thatxx 1s God himself and alone can regvond

to the vision of God.
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In the thirty-first place, if the solution,

which In fact is rrovided for man, happens to e supernatural
and, in particuler, 1f it hoppens to be absoluitely supernatural,
there wlll result a heightening of the tension that, ag we nave
geen, arlses vhenever Hthe limitablons of lover levels are

transcended. Horeover, when the higher lntegration ls emergent

in consciousness, not only lg the tension itself consclous

as an immer oppositlon and struggle tut alse it 1s objectiflad
soelally and culturally in the dizlectical umfolding of human
iiving and human history.

For the gupernctur-al aolution aot only meets a
humsn need but also goes beyond Lt to transform it into the
point of insertion into human 1ifs of truths beyoud kiets
human comprehenslon, of values beyond human estimation, of an
alllance and a love thot, so 1o speak, brings God 1too close to

woukd by

man, No doubt, once Mdmie man,®s, estoblished within the super-
natural solutlon, all would be well. For such a solution would
be a higner integration; of iis very nature sm@ it would respect
and, indeed, fogier the prover unfolding of =211 human capacitles;
and Just as the organism atisins the helght of its comrlexlity
and versatllity under the hipher integration of animal coznsclous-
ness, Just as the psyche reaches the wealth and fulness ol its
apprehenslions and responses un?er the higher Integration of
human intelligence, so alsojgg;g‘human excellence enjoxg a vast

expansion of its effective motentlalitiss under the higner

Integration of the supernatural solution. 5till, Rewerer—esscedle




generalities can be very misleading, It ile not to be forgotten
that the solutlon is a harmonious continuation of the nresent
order of the universe, tiiat 1t is constituted through conjusste
formg thot develop, and that ites reclizatlion and developument
iy -oexifeny

oceur through acts of hwian acknovledgenent and consent that

aceord with probabllity schedules., The assent of falth is the
starting polnt for an ever fuller understanding of its msaning,
its Implications, and its applicaticns. The gowowtdd antecedent
willlingness of hope has to advence from a genoric rel.forcement
of the pure desire to an adaplted and speclalized auxillary ever
recdy to offset every interference elther with intellect's
unrestrlicted finolity or with iis escentlol detachment and dis-
Interestedness., The antecédent wllllngness of charity has to
mount from an aflectlve to an eflfective determination to discover
and to Implement in 211 things the intelligibility of universal
order that is God's concopt and choice. Accordingly, even in
those in whom the solutlion 1s realized, there are endless grada-
tions in the measure In which it 1s realiced and, by a necessary
conseguence, there are endless degrees Ln whlch those that
profess to know and embrace the solutionf?gil to bring forth

the frults 1t promises in thelr indlvidual lives and in the

huian situationg of whalch thoss lives are part.

Buirnawhlile any {ype-of solutdon-wauld.be aeeodtell
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But the polat I would make 1s that in solutions
of the supernatural type these dlificuliies are augmented.
Even of natural solutions 1t would bne pve@& probable that
anlversal accessibility would not ensure universal acceptance,

that M intellectual collaboration would derelop down the agss,

[ VR P

that the faith and hope and charity of has successive generatlons

of members more commonly would hover about intermediate values
than reach mexima of intensity and efficacy. Still, natursal
solutlons wonld not exceed the bounds of huuasnism., Their faith
would be not only & believing t0 understond (creds ut intelli:as)
but also a beliving what men in this life eventuzlly could
understand, Their hope would reinforce the pure deslre without
introduclng a displacensnt awey from human concerns, Thelr
charity wvonld be o self-sacrlificing love of God above 21l that
bore no appearance of a contempt for human values. In controsi,
e speRenws yolves— \conflhetrth s
the supernatural solubtlzn lavolves a tr%nsc%@ence of huunanisn,
and the imperfect realizatlzn of the supernatural solunion
1a apt to oscillate between an emphasis on the supernatural
and an emph~sis on the soluiion, Imperfect falth can insist
on belleving to the neglect of the understanding that mdkes
Taith an effective factor in hunan living and hunan history;
and an even less periect Rakl falth can endanger the general

collaboration in itafhurry to show forth its soclal and cultural




fruits. Imperfect hope can so expect the lew Jerusalem as to
oppose any foretraste of latellectual bllss and unlon in this
1i1fe; and an even legg psriect howe cen forget thet a super-
natural solutlon involves a real displacenent of Lhe center of
hunan concerna. Imperfect chority lacks the resources &
needed to co?gine botht truve loviang and the true transformetion
of loving&.!g\can be absorbed in the union of oo the Caniday
fonily, in Lhe inter-subjectlivity of comrodes In work and In
adventure, in the comnon cause of X fellows in notlonality and
in cltlizensiilp, in the common asplration of asgsoclates in
gselentific, cultw al, and hwnraalterion purauits;g@gfthe other
RAADAIL eI T VAR DR A LN eI s AN Fros-troe

hand, 1t can withdraw from home and country, from hwman cares
and human ambitlons, from the clamour of the senses and the
entanglenent of the soclal surd, to fix its raze unon the
unseen ultinaste, to respond Lo an impalpabl#presence, to grow

inwardly to the stature of eternlity),

gut
b, Imperfect charlty, innsmuch as

it is lmperfect, will not realize =t once the opposed Ifacets of

its perfectlon; 1l it is in ﬁlelworld, it evere risks wveing of
¢ and if 1t withdrews from the world, the humen basls of its
ascent to God risks a contractlon and an atrophy.

Horeover, the helghtened tension, which would
regult from o supernatjural solution, wonld not lack its
objectlification in the dlalectical succession of hwuman situations.,
Hitherto, the dialectic has een conceived to rest om a bipolar

conjunction end opposition. Within each man there are hoth
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the attachment and interestednsss of sensltivity and inter-
gubjlectivity and, on the other hand,!the detachinent and dicinter-
egtedness of the pure desire i{o k:ow. From thls conJunction of
oppogsites there followaﬁthe Interference of the lower lsvel

wlth the unfolding of incury ond reflection,fhelibnration and
decision,?the congequent unintelliibiity of sltumtions, and?d)
the increasing irrelevance of intellisnnce and ressomablencss

to the r=al provlems of human living, 3But when ¥aad this

problem of evil ig met by a sup rnatural golutlon, hunan ey
perfection itgslf becomes a limit to be transcended, and then
the dialectic 1s translorned from 2 bilvolar to & trirolar
conjunction and opposition. The humanist viswpoint loses 1lts
rdmar primacy, not Dy some extrinslelst invasion, bdut by
submitting to 1ts own lmmenent necegsitles. For if the nunanist
1s to stand by the gtdm exipgences of nls own unrestricted desire,
if he 18 to yleld to the demands for opemness sot by every
further questlon, then he willl discover the limit:otlcons that
imply man's incapacity for sustelmed development, =AM he wlll
acknowledpe and consent to ithe one solutlon that Mﬂﬁﬂ%@ﬁ

exists and, 1P that solutlion is supernntural, his very humanlsm
will lead beyond itsgelf. At the same tlme, bszcause the super-
natural solution is realized in accord with probablliiy schedules,
beconge 1t 1s accepted by some and rejected by others, Decause
hew accepiance is no more than the base and beginning for
Turther development, becauce the ww undeveloped is imparfect
and the imperfection of the suvernziural solution misses the
higher synthesls of humon values, there will be a hunpanism

in revolt againat the proffered supernatural solution., It will
ignore the problem of evll; 1t will contest the fact of a

L

solutlion; 1t wlll condemn myatery ag myth; 1t will demand reason

~
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and exclude falth; it will repudiate hope and lzbor passionately
to bulld the city of man with the hands of man; 1t wlll be
ready to love God In song and dance, in huwaon feasting and
human sorrow, with human intelligence and hun-n good will, but
only so. For a time it may base iis case uvon the short-comlngs
of those that profess the solutlon but live 1t Imperfectly or
intermittently or not at all, 2Zut this incldental argument
sooner or later will glve place to its real Lasls., For 1t
reshs on man's proud content to be M Just 2 men, and its
tragedy is thaet, on the present supposition of a supernatural
golution, to bey Just a man is whnot men carnot be. If he would
be truly a mon, he would submit to the unrestricted desire and
discover ths problem of evil and affirm the exlistence of a
gsolution and accept the solution thel exists. But 1T he wonld )
be only a man, ae hes to be less. He nas to forsske the opemness
of thep pure desire; he has to teke refure In the courter-positions;
he hag to develop what counter-philogsorhies he can to save
hls dwindling humanlsm from further logses; and tuere will

geod clear-siphted enough
not be laclking menhto cragp that the issue 1s between God and
man, logleal enough to prant that Intellipgence and reason are
orlentated towards God, ruthless enough to summon to thelr ald

the dark forces of passion and of violence.
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6. The Identification of the % Solution.

There rexninsg the problem of ldentifying the
solution thate exists. TFor 1f poseible solutions are many,
the existent soluticn 1ls one, univarsally accegsible and
permenggent, contlnuous with the zetunl order ol the univs=rse,
and realized through humon ects of acknowledgsient and concent
that occeur in accordance with the rrobabiliities; 1t ls a
divinely sponsored collaboratlon in the trensmlsglion and
application of the truathe of the solution; it is a aystery
in the threefold sense of psychlc force, of sign, ond of synmool;

it moves from 2n i-itiol emory-nt trend throurh a bazic reall-
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zation and consequent developizint to the attainant
ulterlor poal; it iz operative throwgh conjusat- forms of

fedth, hope, and charity, that enable man to achleve sustalined

development on the hunin lovel ¥WMAMm Inmenuch ag they reverse
the prlority of living over the knowledre needed to gulde life
and over the good will nseded to follow knowledge; 1t 1s a uew
and hi;ner integratlon of humen ¥M activity tuat, in se any
ca.se, involves gsome tranacendence of humen vweys and, posgibly,
counpllcates the dlalectlce by adding to the Inner conflict
between attachment and detachment in man the necesslty of
man's going aulie beyord nis humanlity to save himself from

dlsfiguring and distorting it.
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The task of ldentifylng the solution isg not the
gaie for all., HagrArtos-2MYddr Alrcady many have aclnowlcedged
and accepted 1t, cnd thelr mroblem 1los In bringlug forth fruits
vorthy of their faith, ki~hEweend-news~and hope, and charity.
But the exlstence of a jrroblem of error ~nd sin lmplles thot
others will have notable difflculiy in recognizing the colutlon.
For further insights depend upon one's prst aceufmulction of

laslghts, ond further judsments Zerend upon tnm convext of
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hablbuel judonents thot Tavor some now and ere hogtlle

to others. Hone the less, there 1s avalleble ths ceritique of

Iffﬁﬂ@@ﬁ&-h@lé@ﬂ&%ﬂlﬂb,hag,b@ea~ '1'“"6:f§§§53”§5“th3t“zﬁyane,
wian as. found himself—In errdr 0l onc poin

erronecus belleils that nas been ouilined. Anyone thot has

fbund himself in error on one roint can initiste a gserutliny
that cumulatively wlll bring to lirht any other errors in which
he howupens to be luvolved. Nor will he labor alone in ihe
urification of hls own mind, for the realization of the solution
and its develovpnont in each of us is principally the worlz of
God who 11lumin-tes our intellsacts to understand winat we had
not understood and to presp as uncondlitlioned whrot we had reputed
error, wio breaks the bonds of our habitual unwlllinrgns=ss to be
utterly gsemiine in intelllgent inguliry ond critical reflsction
by inspiring the hope that reinforces tie detached, dlsinterested,
unrestricted desire 1o know and by infusing the cherity, the
oI o= WeE R LRl Ry g lwntIwr*m?ﬁﬂr—fvr*trﬁth"anartmiegﬂ
eﬁaﬁﬁ&anate+_un“eleﬂ%iﬁg~av-eneﬁess*wfth
dispassionate, wwrelenting at-oneness with all the true, ihs
renl, the pood, tuat ouvlasts the fire-ball of the atom bombd

and lmmeasuwrably eziceeds its vower to chonge the living of man,
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