is the whole issue. For what they consider essential to reélism,

I consider a blunder; and as thsy are unable to grasp or x gtate

what my positlon 18, they conclude that 1t must be 1deallstic.

A Bagisg of Discussion

To reach a basis of discuesion 1g not easy, but the following

ghould serve. It ascrlbes to reallsm therdt—wx
a material, a formal, and an actual component. The material
component 1s any suitable set of judgements. The formal component

is supplied by the implications of two Scholastic definltions:

veritag est adaeguatio inter intellectum et rem; and veritas

formaliter est in solo iudiclo. The actual component is the

truth of the Judgements affirming the A&fintdoms two definitions
and their implicatlons and, as well, the truth of judgements
supplied by the materlal component.

As & sample of the materizl component, consider the Judgements:
There are tables and chairs, horses and cows, doge and cats,
pigs and chickens, men and women, etc. The tables are not the
chalrg, the chalrs are not the horses, the horses are not the
zax cows, ete. Note that the sample is in no way restrictlve.
It happene that I have illustrated ihe materlal component with
judgements that are eminently simple and obviocus. But it can
be expanded Indefinltely by adding all the materially true
judgements of common sense, of sclentists, and of phlilosorhers.

The implicetions of the formal component are (1) that
there is no true judgement without a corresponding state of
af%&girs, (2) that for evgig:judgement there ls a corresponding

state of affeirs, (3) that for every selection of true judgements

there ig & corresponding selection of states of affairsg, and (%)




Now I do not think it willl be disputed that these thres
components are necessary for an explicii and effectlvely acknow-
ledged realism. Without the material component there could
be a true theory of truth, but it would not be clear that the
relevant truths are as.numerous and vzrious as the realities
realism acserts. Without the formal component there could

be an impllcit realiam, but only per accidenss would realism

{5) By incliuding the formal component among the sultable

pet constitutive of the material component.

be explicit. Without the sctual component there would bhe
miseing the expliciti assertion that xeat¥fsmxixxkrmmEx
the view of knowledge and reality named realism 1s not just

an opinion bhut the truth.

—



multiplic;ttatem actuum 1mpor'tat,‘t readom tarmens WM'

Poxgrro hasc conceptualizatio etlam theoria est. Ex hoe
enim fundamento ordlientes duas et tantummodo duas conclplmus
processziones in dlvinis, quargym &allera vere generatioc est et
altera non est; unde mzxu et concpimus guattuor relatlones
reales et supsistentes, quarum tres reallter inter se dlstlnguuntur,
quae practerea ratione eim;divina essentia distinguuntur et realiter
cun eadem identlifcantur; unde et conclpimus tres personas proprie
etsl analogice dlctas, eg%ue non secundum ratlonem metaphysicam
tantum sed etlam ut sublecta consclae; et slmiliter de caeterls.

Tam vero haec conceptualilzatlic atgue theorla stricte
scientifica esﬁ, scilicet, legem parslmonlae observat secundum
guam theoria scientifica nihil datis addit nisl ipsam eorum
Immanentem quamdan intelligibilltatem. Quo sensux sclentifica
non erat opiﬁio Cartesli de vortikxcibusa, et scientifica erat
theorla newtoniana de gravitatione unlversall, 8 Quo sensu
gcientifica etiam est analogia paychologlca, sl quldem negue
processionibus neque relationlbus neque personlig neque proprietatibus
neque actibus notionalibus neque misslonibus {omnlbus aliunde
notis) quidgquam addlt nisl intelliglbilitatem illam imperfectam
atgue analogicam gquam docet c. Vaticanum.
Quibus positisg atque rite intellectls, guaeril potest
Non sane intelliguntur ex hac brevisslma indlcatlons sed

tantunmodo ex diligentlori gtudio operis supra citatl.

utrum haec conceptualizatic atque theoria sit tantummodo
conceptuallzatio atque theoria an etiam forte vel probablliter

vel certo wvera.




Bﬁt if this is true of ocular vision, the same will Dbe
true of the analogous seeing of the mind. The proper concluzlion
to be drawn from the analogy will be not realism but relativiesm.
Just as ocular vision, so too the analogous ::giﬁg of the ming
1s a functlon not merely of the things to be known but also
of the orientation.of the mind. Manlfestly, the mind has &
far gfeater independence of the things to be known than has

ocular vislon of the things to be seen. Men can agree on

colours and shapes, but in more impertant matters guot homineg,

tof sententiae,.
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Fourthly, there are a number of leglitimate guestions that
can be asked about the objectivity of ocular vision. But if
one holds that kk® human knowledge is like ocular vision, it
follows that the same questions can be asked about human
knewledge. Moreover, whlle the human mind, as different from
ocular vislon, as possessing its own gpeclific nature and
capacltles, can ralse and discuss and solve all such problens,
the mind as simllar to ocular vislon 1s no more capable of
dlscussing a questlon that than ocular vilsion 1s.

For lnstance, there 1s, 1t seems, a notable differencs
between the seelng of an artlst and the seelng of the average
man. The artlst sees the shapes that are visible, and they
change with every change of perspective; he sees the colours
that aré vislible, and they change with every change of lighting.
But the average man sees, not vislble shapes and visible
colours, but "real" shapes and "reai® colours: he sees the
parallel lines and right angles that govern the making of bulldings

they
gnd boxesg,and do not change with changes of perspective° he

sees the thin;; In the colours they have under 8 a typical

lighting, and he sees those colours no matter what the lighting

1s. Why? Because ocular vision is not slxnply a funectilon of

what ls there to be geen; 1t lg also a function of the orienta-

tlon of consciousness, and that varies not only from man to

man but also in the same man from one mood to another.
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