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for solving them. S0 one comes t0 set aside one's own initial
interests and concerns, to share thoese of the suthor, to

reconstruct the context of his thought and speech.

)
On commonsense Judgements, see Insight, pp. 2%3-299.

My own experlence of this changs was in writing my doctoral

dilssertatlon. I had been brought up a Molinlst. I was studying

3t. Thomas' Thought on Gratia Operans, & study later published

in Theological Studles, 1941-42, within a month or so it was

conpletely evident to me that Molinblam had no contridbution
N’

to make to an understanding of Aqulnas.

—

But what préqhsely_ia meant by the word, context? There
are two mesaninga. There 1s the heurlstlc meanling the word has
at the beginning of an investigatlon, and 1t tells one where to
look to find the context. There 1s the actual meaning the word
hoguires—wrone-deverops~oneo-tnitialrhortzondn cones—td,
acquires as zme one S moves out of one's initial horlzon and
moves to a fuller horlzon that includes a aignificantlpart of
the author's.

Heurlstically, then, the context of the word is the
sentence. The context of the sentence ls the paragraph. The
context of the paragraph ls the chapter. The context of thé
chapter is the book. The context of the book is the author's

opera omnia, hls 1ife and tlmes, the state of the question in

hls day, hls problems, prospective readers, scope and alm.
Actually, context ls the interweaving of questlons and
ansgvwers in llmlted groups. TO answer any one question will
glve rise to further questlons. To aneswer them will give rise
to still more. But, while this process can recur & number of

'fimea, while 1t might go on indefinltely if one keeps changing
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the tople, stlll 1%t does not go on imdefinitely on one and the
same tople. 80 context 1es & nest of interlocked or interwoven
questions and answersa; 1t is limited inasmuch as all the questions
and answers have a bearlng, direct or indlrect, on a single
tople; and because 1t 1g 1imlted, there comes a polnt in an
investlgatlon when no further relevant questlons arise, :ggithe
posslibllity of Judgement has emerged. When there are no further
relevant questions, there are no further inslghte to complement,
correct, quallfy those that have been reached.

St111, what 1ls thls single topic that limits the set
of relevant questlons and answsrs? As the distinction between
the heurlstlic and the actual meaninge of the word, context,
makes plain, the single tople 1s something to be dlacovered
in the course of the Ilnvestlgatlon. By persistence or good luck
or both one hlts upon some element in the interwoven set of
questions and answers, One follows up one's dlscovery by
further g® questions. Sooner or later one E&at# hits upon
another element, then several more. There ls a period in
which insights multiply at a great rate, when one's perspectives
are constantly being reviewed; enlarged, qualifled, refinsd.
One reaches & point when the ewerws overall view emerges,
when -ew other components fit into the plcture in a subordlnate
manner, when fufthgr questlions = yleld ever diminishing
returns, when one can say just what was going forward and back
1t up with the convergence of multltudinous evldence.

The single tople, then, ls somethling that can be indlcated

often
generally ln a phrase or two yet uniolded 1n an,gnormously
complex set of subordinate and interconnected questlions and

anewers. One reaches that set by atriving persistently to
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understand fhe object, understand thejwords, understand the
author and, 1f need be, underatan@ oneself. The key to succeas
18 to keep adverting to what has not yet been understood,

for that is the source of further questions, and to hit upon

the queation@ﬂlrecta attentlon to the parte or aspects of the
text vihere Bnswers may be found. 3o Bf G. Collingwood has
pralsed "... the famous advice of Lord Acton, 'study problems,
not periods.fh .90 H. G, CGadamer haaﬂpf&iaed Collingwood's
inelstence tha§’know1edge coneists, notJJust in proposltions,
but 1n answers jélgqeationa, 80 that to understand the answers
one has té ﬁqowltﬁ?lqueationa as well. | But my present point

13 nof merely tﬁe éignificance of queationa as well as answera ==
though, of course, that is 1n full accord with my cognitional
theory -~ &ﬁﬁ&i&&‘but als0 regards the 1nterlock1ng of questions
and anaweré‘g?d thIQQOeunA eventual enclosure of that
1nterre§b¥ed mgltipllcity within s higher limited unity.

For it 1s;g;eréeﬁce of that enclosure that enables one to
recognize the task as completed and to pronounce one's

interpretation of as problable, highly probable, in some

respectal perhaps,certaln,
— \/

Re G. Collingwood, Autoblography, London (Oxford U. P.)

11959, 51967, p» 130. BSee also The Idea of History, Oxford

Clarendon) 1946, p. 281.
Ho G. Gadamer, op. Qg; clt., p. 352,

At will hely clarify-what-l-have<bofisaylng Li£=1
fi with Collingwsod's. Firat,Z%%{p)
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