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Non ltaque velut absentem se ~userat cernere, sed
praesentemn se curet dlscernere. Nec se quasi non norit
cognogcat, sed ab eo quod alterum novlit dignoscat. Ipsum

enim quod audlt, Cognosce te igsam, quomodo agere curabit,

sl nescit aut ould sit ¢ognogee ant ~uld sit te ipsam?
81 autem uwtrumgue novit, nmovit et ge lpsam: aula non dicitrar

mentl, Cognosce te 1pgam, sicut dicitur, Cognosce Cherublm

gt Searaphinm... Neque siecut dlcitur, Cognosce voluntatem

11llus hominlsg, quae nodls nec ad sentlendum ullo modo

nec ad intelllig=ndum praesto est, nlasl corporalibus edltis
gignig et hoe 1ta ut magis credamus cuem intelligamus,

Negue &z 1ta ul dicitur homini, Vlde faciem tuam, quod nlel

in apeculo fleri non potest.., Sed cum dilcitur menti,
. quo intelligit
Cognosce te lpsam, o0 ictu ~uod dictum est, te ipsan,

cognoscit se ipsam; nec ob alilud quam eo cuod Zkck sibl
praesens est.
Whet 18 this presence? It is the presupposition of the
reflexion by which the mind attends to what goes on in itmelf.
{'r““ub&.
It 1s the presupvosition Df’ntf'le raflexlve logic that concelves,
affirms, and states how the mind should act, whether or not

in particular cases individuals are gullity of fallacles.

It is not some object that falls under the intentlo intendens

of intellect; it ls that intentlo itself 1n 1te conscious
wonder and its intelligent lnquiry andk its critical muse.
It 1s not some object attnined by some act; rather it is
wiat 1s constitated by the act, namely, the actually sentient
or actually intelligent subject. It is not knowledge through
any conceptual distinctions; from the contrast between

cernere and discermers, Aguinas concluded, 'Ex quo dat intelligere
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consclousness, but on.a later reader's understanding of what
Augustine meant and of what'consciousness' means.
An Aquinas things are more complex, for the simple

reason that he had Augustine among hils sources yet did not

life in an intecllectu=l milieu that pernitted the development

pXxkhe and the simulxtanesus use of the kaxhmimawi technlques

of historical investiration and psychological introspection.

In any case, he had more bagic tasks to perform; he had to

overcone the Platonlst tendencles of his age, to uncerstand

and transform Arlstotle, to cast the wealth of Aupustinian

thought In the transformed Aristotelian categorles. He

took over the Augustinlan dlstinctlion between experiential

statements and normative statements about the xmmt mind,

and rethought them in terms of the partlicular and the universal,
V108 the factual (guod est) and the explanatory (guld sit).

He repeatedly establighed the difference between universal

and explanatory self-knowledge and, on the other hand, Augustinlan

presenc®, but only occaslonally does there come through evidence

He vepeatedly established the difference between Augustine's

presence of mind to 1tself and, on the other hand, hls own
universal and explanatory knowledge of the nature of mind.
But he would have to have smployed later technigues to make
clear conceptually and consgistently the difference betwesn
1114663217613 that presence and hls own particular and km factual knowledge.

It remains that there are other contexts in which it

eomes thirough qulte clearly that Aquinas knew about

consclousness. Conslder:

«» hoec qullibet in se ipsc experirl potest, quod quando

l | allquis conatur aliquld intelligere, format aliqua phantasmata
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81bl per modum exemplorum, in quibus quasi inspleclat quod
847 Intelligere studete.

.+ hOMo enim abstrahit a phantasmatibus, et reciplt mente
intelligibilia in actu; non enim aliter in notitiam harum
aperakiamum actionum venlesemus nisl eas 1In nobis

117617 experiremur.

+» secundun Aristotells sententiam, quam magls expsrimuar...

ggle secundum modum cognitionis nobls expertum....

v+ anima human intelllgit se x Lpsam per suum intelligere,
quod est actus proprius eius, perfecte demonstrans virtutem

88%3m eius et naturam.

+o Specles et igltur rel Iintellectae in actu est apecles
ipsius Intellectus; et sic per eam se lpsam intelligere potest.

Unde et supra Phileosophus per lpsum intellligere et per 1llud

II19724 quod intelligitwur scrutatus est naturam intellectus possibilis,
Clearly, besides the conceptuallzed affirmatlon of lnsight
into phantasm, of abstractlion from phantasm, of the receptiomn
of intelligibles in act, of Aristotelian doctrine, there iz an
experlence of these eventis. It 1s upon that experisnce that
Thomlst intellectual theory rests, and that 1s why it does

e not appeal, as do so many manuels, to universal concepts

but to the act of understanding itself, lpsum intelligers.

© 116504—8 Thomlst psychological method is a method based on consclousness,

but it did not reach the techniaues of a theory of consciousness.

The indirect type of evidence that can be had for
6 Thomist knowledpe and use of consciousness may be iliustrated
| in another fashion. Acuinas had no use for the Ploxtinian
saeparation of the One and of Mind, amd 80 he could not saccept
the Plotinzian psychological doctrine that self-knowledge

Vvil-3 6 involverd & real duallty in the knower. On the other hand,
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b) Besdles the communlcation of & commonsense undersianding of
the text, one can envlsage the communication of a scientific
understanding of the text.

Such an understand ing operates on the basis of a systematic
conceptuelization, a Begrifflichkelt. It proceeds from a basic

set of terms mEfxy and relatlons, and it employs them in communicating
the understanding of amy text.
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Judgenent of the lnterpreter.

If anyone fanclies he rids himself of his preconceptions, prepossessio
na, and pre judlces, he 18 merely deceiving himself in the crudest
fashion lmaglnable. The only way in which that could oceur would be
by a reversion to infancy, or to sone other eiulvalent of the mental
blank page on which nothing as yet has ¥een written.

What tas to occur is something gulte different from "ridding
oneslef,” “elimingting," ete. It 18 a matter of obtalning the
richest poseible experience, the fulleat possitle development of
understanding, the nearest approach one can manege to an ideal
wisdom In Judgement. The manner in which this attalnment 1ls brought
about is through a prolonged ef fort to grow up to the lntellectual
end-or splrituval level of the anuthor to be Literpreted. One reads,
unde:stands something, reads some more and finds one's understanding
Inadequate; one keeps mm reading and rereadlng, understanding and
correcting ons's understanding, untll eventually, latsr rather ‘than
gooner, one approaches a limit of famlliarity, of ease and readiness
at reachlug an understanding that locks on to the object and 1s not
unlocked by further reading.

When one has reached such am understandlng, one can begin to
comnunicate to others what one has umderstood dn the author. That
comnunication will not consist in repeating mblicly one's self-correctin
process of learning: 1t wlll not, fox the slmple readon that that
process is far too complicated, far too subtle, far too multifarious,
10 be set down 1n volunes; it will noi, becauss that process was my
process, and the way somsone else learns will be his way; tne job of
the interpreter is make the next learner's work easier, shorter,
slmpler; his doing 80 will be something like establlshling a thesis,
and anythlng else 1s jJust rhetorical faking.

To let the anther gpesk for himself, to let him be his own
Interpreter, may be takem literally, but then At consists simply
end sclely in editing the text and providling abundant 1indices,
references to sources, to parallelms, ete. In that case the whole
vork of intzrpretation 1s handed on to gomeomns else.

The work of interpretstion is not letting the author speak for
himself (he did that some centurles 2p0); it is having someone familiar
wlth the contemporary hoxizon, with iis blocks, 1ts oversights,
its superficlality, repeat the author's message withln & new context
g0 that the message will correch the bloeks, owersights, superficlalilty,
and 80 manage {0 come Xkmigm throughk.

The value of an intexpretation is measurei, not by acuestions about
"seeling what 1s there," having no preconcestions, not desiring to
establish a thesis, but by the slnple and basic gquestion, Is the
interpretation true? Doas it offer an invulnerable set of lnsights
into the author's meaning?

8. Text and Author.

Romantic hsrmeneutica (Winckelmann, Schlelemmacher, Dilthey)
concelves the text as an expressiom, emanation, Ausdruck of the
authora's mind, heart, feeling, imagination, sentiment. It concelves
the interpreter's job as an exerclss of empathy, an Einfuhlen, in
which the xwmihax interpreter arrives at possessing a similar
mentallty, point of view, affectiviiy, mode of Ilmaglnation. It
takes as 1ts criterion the interpreter's ability to reproduce
the original work, to say just why the author used this phrase and
not that, how he came to think this and not that.
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) Abeolute Context.

Commonsense understanding of texte leads through commormiense
statement to sclentific sta sment of that understanding; axd

sclentific staitement heads one imio the problen of the fourda.tionse
0f se¢lentiflc statement.

(ne may with Bultmann rely om the historicsl process of successive
invest lgatioms to bring to 1light ths correct Fragestellung,

or with Rothacker one may grant that "Alle 8yntnesis 1st von
Willen geleltet," ‘

or with Hlsbérismus one mey £ind cneself caaght In a conclete
relatlvisn of all norms and values

[Ignacio Eseribano Alberca, Gevkmung theologischer Normers
saus der Geschlchte der Rellgion el K. Troeltsch, Munchener
Theologischer Studien, II, 21, Hunchen, Max Hasber, 1961 ]

One may ~dopt the role of the ®conservative" Catholic rejecting
the very ldea of any higher criticlsm because liberal higher criticlen
1s both new and wicked,

or one may adopt the the role of the "syncretist" Catholie
accept ing critical technlques in eo far as they hapten not to conflict
with the doctrine of the Church

[The syncretist usually is slso historicist, maintaining that
specialist studles are totally lndependent of any systematic posiltion].

But if ome wishes to find the common ground on which dognatie
theology and #xeg scriptural exezesls meet, .

if one wishes to match Liberal, Exlstential, Hegelian, etec.,
Higher Critikism constructively, bry erecting a Cathelle Higher
Criticism,

then one has to face the issue of absolute context,

Absolute context 1s uwltimate horizom, the hoxizon of being:
on tne side of the subjlect, Lt 18 the pure desire to know; on the
side of the obJect, it 1ls everyth ing about everything, l.e., being.

Absolute context is found in every man; 1t ls the structuxe of
all his experlenclng, tkimk und erstanding, thinking, Juiging; it
is the basis of public human knowledge and of ratlonal huzen
communication,

Though found in every man, absoluis context becomes explicit
only in the philosopher.

Though found inm every man, &bsolute context is not pure An
every men. Hence, dizlectical analysds, both of the autiors
to be interpreted, and of the int erpreters, and of the ceritics
of both autiors and Interpieters. Such dialectical analysis 3s
the wse of the norms, immanent and operative 1ln every men, o
effect ikm advertence to connter-positions and, in the erit ic,
thelr reversal.

Though found in every man, absoldute context ks not unfolded
to the same degree of development , of differentlation and lntegration,
in every man, dence, genetic relatdenships:

S-tnddfterentiated-oconsclonan Liomy

- Lsms, profgad svpe; {aliza'gkon._,__anc%ent Hige’Clvi)lzatjemiss, -

Srom colléctivienrto ndfvid@iiim; thediftérentia 4iadory
common—8 ; istonieal—comseiousmosa,
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11. Communication and Scientific Statement.

We have outlined four aspects of coming to understanding the
text and then added a brief account of Judgement om the correctness
of that understanding. The two stand in tension. The work
of understanding ls allve: it is understanding the thing, understsnding
the words, understanding the author, and understanding oneself.
The work of Judgement 1¢ meagre and dry-as-dustt: it linlts the exegete
to the modest, restricted assertions of Wwhat he can be certain of.

Thle tenslon has been noted. G. Ebeling, Die Bed eutung der
historisch-kritischen Methode, ZfThX, 47{1950), 33:

Es hat die Einsicht an Boden gewonnen, dass eine ein objectivierendé
nach dem Ideal der naturwlssenschaftlichen Methode arheltende G:schichs-
betractung, dle sich mlt der Feststellung dessen begnugt, wle es
elrmmal gewesen lest, der Aufgabe des geschlchilichen Verstehens -ar
nicht gerecht wlrd und auch nur in gwelssen Grenzen durchfuhrbar lst,
das dabel dle Geschichte gerade stumm bleibt und es nwur zu einer
auThaufung toten Haterlals kommt statt zu einer lebendigen
personalen Begegnung mlt der Geschlchte,

B b TR A i - .
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The foregoing procedure nmay readlly be contrasted with the
rrocedure of earller exemetes who transposed the meaning of the

‘blblical authors into the categories of, say, Thomist theology.

This is to be found largely even %in a vwork of the beglinning of
this century, F. Frat, la théologle de saint Paul, Parls 1908.

To be contrasted with both is R. Bultmann's use of Heldegger's
existentials, Cf, John Macquarrise, An Exiatential Theology, london
SCM 1955, <1960,

fuch existentlials alm at escaping the relativism of a Lebens-
philosophie, which is bound to be invelved in a Welfanachauung,
which In turn is the product not only of the knowledge of a
particular peopls at a partlcular periad of thelr hlstory but also
of thelr frece choices. BEK

Erich Rothacker, Logldk und Systematik dexr Gelateswlssenschaften,
Bonn 1947, p. l44: .

"ee. das 8welte Glied einer neuen Xritik der Vernunft. Es salte
ntcht nur zu zelgen, dess der Einfluss von Weltanschauungen auf das
Erkennen und Schaffen eim mehr oder weplser grosser, sondern dass er
ein radizkaler 1st. Als neues Gllied musste in dlesem Zusammenhang
dle Erkenntnis treten, dass es primar Forderung des Wlllens und nicht
kognitive Akte sind, dle binter dlesen Waltanschauungen stehen. ..
Alle Synthesls ist vom Willen geleitet."

Though this is too sweeping, 1t gseems to be valld agalnst
Lebenasphilosophie, 1l.e., the refusal of the theoretlc interest,
attitude, world.

At the sane time such existentlals, whéle the product of
reflection, of thematization, none the less alm to & state with
ninlmum distence the und eratanding of life contained In living.

The exlstenzisl is the objectiflication of the exlstenziell.

Agalnst Bultmann, it may be oblected that his procedure ylelds
inadequate resulis. Macquarrle argues thai Bultmann can formudate
in the existentlals part but not all of the NT.

gt11l this objectlon, while it discredits Bultmann, does not
necessarily discredit his procedure as such.

if Heldegrer's existentials are not sufficient for an inter-
pretation of the NT, mizht they not be complexnented and corrscted
by drawing on such a Work as G. MorelmR's, Le Sens de 1l'existence
selon saint Jean de la Croix, Poris Aubier 1960 1961, 3 vols.

In turn, 1t may be urged that Morel is too much involved
in Hegellanism. But if thls granted, one can still ask whether
the job or similar jobs might not be attempted 1n which the o0
much Hepelianiem" is eliminated.

What 1s the lssue?
It is whether the exegete can state the meanling of the text
adaxraquately -
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0learly such communication is (1) by speclaldsts and (2) for *
specialists. It is only by yeara of study and scholarly investigation
that such understanding is acquired An the first place; and once it
1s gommunicated, 1% ghortens the labour of others in reachlng the same
goa
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Hlstory 4

1
Hore basically, distingush (1) historical consclousness, {2)
historical relativism, and {3) historical method.

Historlcal comscl-usness ls concerned with man, not as a nature
(e.g., as characterized b the properties found in man asleep} but
as a subject exrerdencing, understanding, judging, choosing, acting.

The formal comstltuént of man as subject, knower, chooser, agent,
of hls actlong andi hils institutions, of hils art, lanruage, literaturs,
history, sclence, philosophy, theoleogy 1s 1n the intentiinal order,
the order of meaning, purposse, intentlon, sipnificance. Man l1s a symbolic
aninal (Cassirer); man 1s a symbol (Morsl, e.g., Xt on Cross).

M=anings deve lop, and thelr development is the development of
man from primitive to cultured and civilized, the development of all
his dnstitutions, the development of all his cultural achlievements.

Thls develoment oceurs in and through human intentlions but to
results that are above and beyond them; 1t dmymX derends not only on what
man Intends but also on what he overlooks. There are anagke and tukhej
fata volentem ducumt, nolentam trahunt; there ls divine providence;
dle List der Vermumft; the unseen nand of the laws of suapply and denand;
the dlalectic of thes forces and relations of productlon.

(las-iclist c¢ormeentration on man prout semplternis ratlonibus
esse debeat, its prescinding from temporal contingencles, 1lts resdy-mede
universals, ideals, laws, precepts, rules, models, exemplars, 1=
anount to & systematle disrepgard of the facts, of human reallty.

From nisporieal consclousnpess ome moves -§o hlstorical -yelapivigm
by no¥ing thgt () me&’gngfké ontextinl and (2) the'histofl cpXiext,
the Wa tansghaiung, 1s/a mét tér ofimapahmapedgohadaggnds o3 /at A1l
of di¢ reine” VYeprmmfi bt of yitalify artifstby, pdventyrd, of )/
practlcal Intelligence, of w1Yl, decksion, cholce, deed; po@er

From historical consclsusness one moves to historilcal relativism
1f one does not hywe a philosophy coapetent to deal wlth the lssues.

In peneral, am extringeclst philoso;hy 1s not competent: it is
g matter of words and propositions, of abatract concepts and necessary
principles; but the worde and propositlong are in the historiecal flux;
the abstract concepts and necessary prineiples cannot reach down to
the concrete as coricretexmmiuthe, the singular as singular, the
emplirically intell® glble but unnecessary.

An 1lmmanentist philosophy 18 emual *y poverless: Hepellanism
does Indeed attempt Lo combine the absolute with the singular and the
concrete, but its a priorl DNature 1s prossly misconceived and lts
g pricrl History Lg Just speculation when confronted with the facts.

¥arl Lowith, Die Dynamik der Geschichie und der Historismus,

Eranos Jahrbuch, 2L(1952), 23l:
- Der Ausweg zwlschen Dogmatlsmus und Sketlzlsmus kann ngch

ihm (Dilthey) nicht mshr durch eine vermunftige Kritik der uberlleferten
Metaphysik offnsn, somdern nur durch eine geschichtllche Behandlung
aller netaphysischen Sycstems. Es gibt auch kelne Immer gleichs
Natur des Menschen, "Der Typus Mensch zerschmilzt in dem Prozess der
Gezchichte." Dle Weltgeschichte wird infolredessen fur Dilthey,
noch meht als schon fur Hsgel, zum Weltgericht, ludem sle uber jedes
phillosophische Systen als relativ aul selne Zelt und Gesell achaft das
Urtell spricht. 7Was miber in einer besimlmmien Zeit an Lebenserfahrung
und Weltansicht zum Ausdruck kam, ist - unter Voraussetszung elnes
rein historischen Denlkens - prinzipiell glelch-wahr, gielch-richtig,
und gleich~berectiigte Dle FPhilosophie kann ®m ke nen unbed ipgten
Wahrhsitsansrpich erheben und in diesem Sinn "gysten" und "Metaphysik"

gelin wollen, sie muss bewusstermassen ihre geschlchtliche Sitmation

ubernehmen und sich auf "Besimnung," "Verstehen," und "Deuten" &
, hnung, euten” einschranken
P. 252 even th s verstehen and déuten changce with each successive age.
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The 117uslon that leads to relativism ispaa fallure to dlstingulsh
between datm and facts: data are piven Lo outélsense or in consclousness;
facts are what is to be known in particular, concrete true jud ements.
Da.ta of themselves are not deflned, prekclse, unifled, rzlated: they
become unifiesd, related, defined, preclise through understaniing and
concepblon, Fucts are definlte, preclse, related, but thelr definitsness
and relatiorsnlps can be explicated ounly throngh a very large mumer
number of other true Judgenents that form the context of the glven
Judpenent of fact.

In 8o £ar as the critical historian settles the facts, he alao
gettles their oblective structure, because knowledepe of fack presupposes
and includes understanding. In so far ag the critical hisstorian
Is upawarse of his use of hle understanding, in so far ags he ldentifies
his "facts" with what are only data, he lays claim to an objectivity
iak to whilch he is not entitled. Other historlans come along,
unde rst and the data In their way, and produce ancther sst of stmictured
fa.cts.

Fron Historismus as nailgvete {assuming an icentlity of data and
facts) one moves to Historismus as relativiesm: there is die
fllessends Vergangenhelt; its manifold of data can be structerured
in as many mernmners as there are Weltanschauungen, vest asscmolles
of unnotlced Selbstverstandlichkelten, from which the structurlng ls
done.

On the other hand, when disillusionnent arises, when facts and
da.te ore distinguished, when the historian becomes aware of the fact
that he has a mind wlth an unexplored manifold of hablts, then the
application®m of critical methods leads to no more than the editlon
of texts with Indices, notes, and critical apparatus.
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Y every staledent 1s involvedwfﬁ“§“ph110§0p c

conbext ; 1t has philesophic suppdsitions and implicatlons; and

spdelal ized historical methodg are Incapkable of ¢oping with such

isgues. The hispérian as a-épecisg¥ist has to

nd, if‘he is/p nest, he will redognize the
y s

/Everyﬁfbligious,Qﬁestia - is 1nvo%yéa'in a theologigal
oftext; it has theologlca 1t] nrlications. -
One's stand on theo

put annot be Aebmed agéqnately
bil storl ca X’ methods
Every hjstorical wérk Ls 7
0 wé/tradib on or elsé pullind down one tradit o
apother .~ e | '
Cyit el @}Etory has” been, as
in the process,0f ellmlnating the Catholle tradition
historical gmf%yfctif%s that make sinsg” from a ?Bg; gtant or
s¢ culaiist point of view. e _
Criticml nistory has be€n nol-merely thatsr it has been
lergence of historical osnsclouBness; gmetiifig beyond clageXcist
mltat longy setting the historical fac¢ts In thelr torical
repecilve. FProgreds apd decline m;;/ﬁialecticall z
The de facto-destructive componént in criticel nistory has nobt
bpen without 1tg infltience on critical method: the method with ifs
Vorurtell geren Vorurteile ubsrhanpt und damif/die Entmacntung der
eI igTer C | " T A CIRC{ PZ7 o T Y S oy
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Catholleus dubitat nemo Deum saplentia, bonitats,
potestate Infinltum ita hune mundum aspectabllien crsare
atque gubernare potuisse, ut mala exsisterent nalla.
Quod tamen potuit Deus, hoc non feclt. "Melia enim
Judicavit de malls bene fcere gquam nulla mala ezse
permittere.” [Aug. Enchir., 27; PL 40, 245; 3. Thomas,
Sum, theol., I, gq. 48, a. 2 24 3n]

Quam d lvinam intentionen tum mala permittendi tum
de malle malora bona faclendl non zolum probat summorunm
theologorum auvctoritas sed etlam ipsa divina revelatlo
manifestat atque inculeat. Mortuus enim est Chrlstus
1ila morte cgu=e erat poene peccatl; et tamen mortuue est
ut resurgeret, ut nos redlmeret atque lustificaret, ut
1pse in se lpso experleretur quod mentibus nosiris alte
infixum voluit de malie fierl bonum., Tardiores nes sane
cognovlt et tamen hulus saltem ratliocinli capaces Ludicavit
servum domlno malorem non egse et Dominum ncst rum advenl sse
non "ut ministraretur el, sed ut ministrarst et daret aninan
suam redemptionem pro multis' [Mc 10, 45].

Quod 8l aectas nostra malis opprrimitur et multls et

omnino

maxinls et novis, reaxsedum rite concluditur et lsta mala
& Deo esse permissa, et ea lded esss permissa ut ex lis
malora bona efficlantur, et aliam nomn esse wianm de mells
bene facliendl quam eleglt atque demonatravit Christus

Dominus nostex,
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11. Statenent of the Mesning of ‘the T_xt.

We have dlscussed {1) understaniing the text and (2) passing
judgenent on the correctness of one's understanding.

Between the two there ls a notable tension. Understanding
noves forvard by dimidtmgmpranabdienhypoithenca by galning inslghts
only to complement, qualify, correct them by still further linslights.
At no point doest lt feel that complete understanding has been won;
indeed, its notlon of the classic is that complete understandin
1s an ideal goal that 1s not to be actually reached [cf DB 2314].
Judgenent. on the other hand aims at selecting what 1s certain,

vhat 1s deflnltive, what 1s not due for change as a result of
future development

O
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