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CHAPT'ER TEY

DTALECTTI C

Dialectic, the fourth of our functional apacialbies,
deals with conflicts. The conflicts may be overt or latent.
‘They may lie in religious sources, in the religious tradition,
in the pronouncewents of authorities, or in the writings of
theologlans. They way regard contrary orientations of
ressgarch, contrary interpretations, contrary histories, -
contrary styles of evaluetion, contrary horizons, ccatrary
dectrines, conirary sysiewms, conbrary policies.

Not all opposition is dialectical. There are

differences that will be eliminaced by uncovering fresh daba,
There are the differences we have named perspectival, znd they
morely witness to the complexity of bistoriecal reality. Eut
beyond these there are fundanental conflicts stemming from an
explieclt or implicit cognitional theory, an ethical stance,

& religious outlook, They profoundly modify one's mentality,

They are Lo he owvercome only throuzh an intelliectual, moral,
¢ religicus conversion. The function of jialecHic will be to
bring such conflicts to light, and to provide a technique

that objectiries subjective differences and promotes couversion.

© 1 Horizoms
“;/ In its literal sense the word, horizon, denotes the

pounding cirele, the line at which =arth and skvy sppsar to maet,




This line is the limit of one's field of vision. As ome moves
about, it recedes in front and closes in benhind so that, for
different atandpoints, there are different horizons. Moreover,
for each different standpoint and horizon, there are different
divisions of the totallty of visible objecss. DBeyond the
horizon lie the objects that, at least Cor the moment, cannot
be seen., Within the horizon lie the objects that caxm row be seen.

Ag our field of vision, so too the scope of our
knowledge, and the range of our interests are bounded, As
fields of vision very with onets standpoint, so too The scepe
of one's knowledge and the range of one’s interasts wvary with
the peried in which one lives, one's social hacliground end
miliseu, one's eduecation and personal development., 3« thers
has srisen a metaphorical or perhaps analogous meaning of =t
word, horizon. In this sense what lies beyond one's horizon
is simply outside the range of one's knowledge and interests:
one neither knows nor cares. But what lies within ome's
horizon is in some measure, great or suall, asn objeet of
interest and of knowledge.

Difference:z in horizon may bs complementary, or
genetic, or dialectical. Workers, foremen, supervisors,
techvnicians, engineers, managers, doctors, lawyers, professor
héve different interests, They live in a sense in d ifferent
worlds. DFach is gquite familiar with hi= own world., But each
slso kunows shoub the others, and each recognizes the need for
the others. So thelr many horizons in some measurs include

oue asnother and, for the rest, they complement ane amncther.
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Singly they are not self-sufficient, and together they represent
the motivations and the knowledge needed for the fudctioning of
& communal world. Swuch heorizons are complementary.

Next, horizons may differ genetically. They are
related as successive stages in soms process of develonment.
Each later stage presupposes earlier stages, partly to include
them, and'partly'to transform them. Precisely because the
stages are earlier and later, no twe are simultaneous. They
are parts, not of a single communal world, but of a single
biography or of a simgle history.

Thirdly, horizons may be opposed dialecticeally. What

it one is found intelligible, in another is unintelligible.

What for one is true, for another is false. Wnat for one is

good , for another is evil., Each way have some awareness of the

other and so each in a wmanner may include the other. But such

inclusion is also negabion and rejection. For the other's
horizon, at least in part, is attributed to wishful thinking,
to an acceptance of myth, to ignorance or fallacy, to blindness

or illusion, to backwardness or immaturity, to infidelity, e

bad will, to a refuszal of God's grace. Such a rejection of the
N cther may be passionzte, and then the suggestion that openness
is desirable will malkke one furious. But again rejection may
have the firtness of ice without any trace of passion or even
© any show of feelinz, except rerhaps a wan smile. Both estrology
hﬁ}, and genocide are beyond the pale, bLut the former is ridiculed,

the latter is exserated. ;

Horisons, Cinally, are ths structured resultant of
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past achievement and, as well, both the condition and the Limita-
tion of further development., They are structured. ALl learning
is, not a mere addition to previous learning, but rathoar am
organic growth out of it. 8o all our intentions, statements,
deeds stand within contexta., To such contexts we apvesal when

we outline the reasons for our gosls, when we clarify, ampEify,
qualify our statements, or when we explain our deeds. Within
such contexts must be fitbted each new item of knowledge and each
new faetor in our attitudes., What does not fit, will not be
noticed or, if forced on our attention, it will seem irrelevant "
or unimportant.. Horizons then are the sweev of our intexests

and of our knowledge; they are the fertile source of further
knovledge and care; but they also are the boundaries that Limit
our capacities for assimilating more than we already have

attalinsd.

e fonversions and Bre akdowns

Joseph de Finance has drawn a distinetion beiveen a

horizontal and vertical exercise of freedom. A horizontal

exercise is a decision or choice that occurs within an
established horizon. A vertical exercise is the set of Jjudg-
ments and decicions by which we wove from one horizon to arother,
Now there way be a sequence ol such vertical exercises of frae-
e dom, and in each case %Hhe new horizon, though notably deever and

broader and richer, none the less iz consonant with the ol@ and

- a development out of its: poteufialities. But it is alse possible
di-_ that the movemant into & new horizen involves an aboub -fzee; it

L comes oul ol the 0ld by repudiating characteristicd featwres; it

! 4




kA et et i S b i P R (s e b e -

329

begins a new sequence that can ksep revealing ever greaster depth
and breadth and wealth. Such an about-face and new beginuning
is what is meant by a conversion.

Conversion may be intellectual or wmoral or religious.
While each of the thres is connected with the other two, still
each is a different type of event and has to be considered in
itself before being related to the others.

Intellectual conversion is a radical clarification and,
consequently, the elimination of an exceedingly stubborn and
misleading myth concerning reality, objectivity, and human

knowiedge, The myth is that knowing is like looking, that
objectivity is seeing what is there to be seen and not seeing
what is not there, and that the real is what 1s out there now
to be looked at. Now This myth overlooks the distinction
between the world of immediacy, say, the world of the infant and,
on the other hand, the world mediated by meaning. The world of
immediacy is the sum of what is seen, heard, touched, tasted,
smolt, felt., It conforms well enocugh to the myth's view of
reality, objectivity, knowledge., But it is but a tiny fragment
of the world mediated by meaning. For the world mediated by
meaning is a world known not by the sense experience of an
individual but by the external and internal experience of a
cuitural community, and by the continuously checked and re-
checked judgments of the community. XKnowing, accordingly, is
not just seeiag; it is experiencing, understanding, judging,
and believing, The criteria of objectivity are not jJust the

criterie of ocular vision; they are the compounded eriteria of
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experiencing, of understanding, of judging, znd of believing.

The reality known is not Jjust Jooked at; Lt Is given in experience,
organized and extrapolated by understanding, posited by Judgment
and belief.

The consegquences of the myth are various. The neaive
realist knows the world mediated by meaning but thinks he knows
it by looking. The empiricist restricts objective knowledze
to sense experience; for him, understanding and conceiving,
judging and believing are merely subjective amctivities, The
idealist insists that human kowing elways Includes under-
standing as well as senses but he retains the enpiricist's
notion of reality, and sc he thinks of the world mediated by
meaning as not real but ideal, Only the critical realist can
acknowledge the facts of buman knowing and prronounce the world
mediated by meaning to be the real world; and he can de¢ so only
inasmuch &as he shows that the process of experiencing, under-
standing, and judging is a process of self-transcendence.

Now we are not discussing a merely technical point in
philosophy, Empiricism, idealism, and realism name threec
totally different horizons with no common identical objects.

An ideslist never means what s empiricist neans, and & realist
never means uWhat either of them means. An empiricist may argue
tbét quantum theory canmnot be about physical reslity; it cannct
because it deals conly with relations between phonomena. An

idealist would concur and add Ghat, of course, the same is txue
of all science and, indeed, of the vtole of human knowing, The

eritieal realist will disagres with both: & verified bypoihesis




is probably true; and what probably is true refers to what in
reality probably is so. To change the illustration, What are
historical facts? for the empiricist they are what was oul
there and was capable of being looked at. For the idealist
they are mental constructions carefully based on data recorded
in documents. Por the eriticel realist they are events in the
world mediated by true acts of meaning. To take a third illus-
tration, What is a myth? There are psychological, anthropo-
logical, historical, and phnilosophic answers to the question.
But there also are reductionist answers! myth is & narrative
about entities unot to be found within an empiricist, an
idealist, a historic¢ist, an existentialist horizon.

Enough of 1llustrations. They can be multuiplied
indefinitely, for pbilosophic issues are universal in scope,
and some form of nailve realism seems (o appear ubtterly unques-
tionable o very many. As soon as they begin to speak of knowlag,
of objectivity, of reality, there crcps up the assumption that
all knowing must be something like locking. To be liberated
from that blunder, to discover the self-transcendence proper
to the human process of coming to knov, is to break often
long-ingrained habits of thought and speech. It is to acguire
the masfery in one's own house that is to be bhad only when
one knows pracisely what one is doing when one is knowing.

It ia a conversion, & nevw beginning, a fresh start, It opens
the way to ever [urther clarifications and developunents,

Moral conwversion changes the criterion of one's

decisions and choices from satisfactions to values., As children
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or minors we are persuaded, cajolsd, ordered, compelled to do
what is right. As our knowledge of human reality increases, as
our responses to bhuman values are strengthened and relfined,
our mentors more and more leave us to ourselves so that our
freedom may exercise its ever advancing thrust Goward zuthsn-
ticity. BSo we move to ﬁhe existential moment when we discover
for ourselves that our choosing affects ourselves no less than
the chosen or rejected objects, and that it is up to each of us
to decide for himself what e is tc make of himself. Then is
the time for the exercise of vertical freedom amd then moral
convarsion consists in opting for the truly good, even for
value against satisfaction when value and satisfaction conflict.
Such conversion, of course, falls far short of moral perfection.
Deciding is one thing, doing is another. One has yet to
vncover and root out one's individual, group, and general
bias.1 One has to keep developing one's knowledge of human
reality and potentiality as they are in the existing situation.
One has to keep distinet its elements of progress and its
glemencs of decline. One has to keev scrutinizing onse's inten-
tional responses to values and their implicit scales of prefer—
ence. One has vo listen Lo criticism and to protest. One has
to remain ready to learn frow others. For moral kmowledgze is
the proper possession only of morally good men and, until one
has merited that title, one hes still to advance and to learn.
Religious conversion is being grasped by ultimate

concern., It is other-worldly falling in love. Ii is total angd

1) Ses Insimbt, pp. 218-242,
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perranent self-surrender without conditions, gualifications,
reservations. But 1t is suen a surrender, not as sn acl, but
as a dynamic state that is prior to and princivle of subsequent
acts. It is revealed in retrospect as an under~tow of existential
consclousness, as a fated aceceptance of a vocation to heliness,
&8 perbaps an incresasing simplicity and vpassivicy in prayer.
It ié interpreted differently in the context of different
religious traditions. PFor Christiens it is Cod's love fincding
our hearts througn the Holy 3pirit given to us. It is the gift
of grace, and since the days of Augustine, a distinction bhas
been dxavin between operative and cooverative grace. Opsretive
grace is the replscement of the heart of stone by & heart of
flesh, & replacement beyond the horizon of the heart of stone.
Cooperative grace is the heart of flest becouing effective in
good works btnrouzh human freedom. Operative grace is religious
conversion. Cooperstive grace is the effectivensss of couversion,
the gradusl wmovement towards a full and complete transforwmation
of the whole of one's living and feeling, one's thoughts, words,
deeds, and omissions.2

As intellectual and moral conversion, so also
religious conversion is a modality of self-transcendence.
Intellectual conversion is to truth attained by cognitional self-

-transcendence. HMoral cownversion is to values apprehended,

2) 01 grace as operative and cooperative in St . Thomas,

see Theolozical Studies 2{1941), 289-324; 3(19L2), 69-88;

375-402; 533-578., In I book form, B. Loenergan, Grace zud Freedon
in Aquinns, Londen (Darion lopgman & Todd) and Xew York (erdexr &
Herdcr) 1071.
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aff irmed, and realized by a gg;& gell-transcendence. Religious
conversion is to a total beirng-in-love as the eilficacious ground
of all self-transcendence, whebther in the pursuit of truth, ox
AV RS in the realization of human walues, ¢r in the orﬁzptation man
adopts to the universe, its ground, and its goal,

Because intellectual, moral, and religious conversions
all have to do with self-transcendence, it is possible, wnen all
three occur within a single conaciousness, to concesive their

relations in tems of sublation. I would use this notion in

3

Karl Rahner's sense” rather Than Hegel's to mean that what ~
sublates goes beyond what s sublated, inbroduces something new
and distianct, vubs everytning on a new basis, yet so far Irom

interflering with the sublated or destroying it, on the contrary

neseds 1t, includes it, preserves all its proper features and

proyerties, and carries them forward to a fuller realization
witthin a richer context.
So moral conversiorn: goes beyond the value, truth, to

values generally. It pronctes the subject from cognitional 1o

o~ uﬁtipeai gelf-tranascendence. It sets hiwm oz a new, sxistential

ﬁqﬁ level of conscionsness and establishes him as an originating

® value; But this in no way interferes with or wealkens his devction
to truth. He still needs truth, for he must apprehend real ify
and real polbentiality befoxs he can deliberately respond to

o value. The truth be needs is still the truth attained in accord
with Che exipgences of rational consciousness. Tut now his

,

3) X¥. Rabner, Horer des Wortcs, Munchen (Kosel) 1963, p. ho.
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pursuit of it is all the more secure because he has bheen armed
against bias, and it is all the more meaningful and significant
becausse it occurs within, and plays an essentisl role in, the
far richer context of the pursuit of all values.

Similarly, religious conversion goes beyond moral.
Questions for intelligence, Tor reflection, for deliberation
revesl the eros of the hﬁman spirit, its capacity and its desire
for sell -transcendence. But that capacity meets fulfilment,
that Ses ire turns to Joy, when religious conversion tranasforms
the oxistential subject into a subject in love, a subject held,
grasped, possessed, owned through a votal and so an obther-yorldly
love, Then there is a new basis for all valuing and all doing
good, In no way are fruits of intellectual or woral conversion
negaterd or diminished. On the contrary, all human pursait of
the trrue and the good is ineluded within and Lurthered by a
coamic context and purpose and, as well, there now accries to
man tize pover of love to enable him to accept the sulffering
involved in undoing the effects of decline.

It is not to be thought, however, that religicus con-
version means no riore than a new and more efficacious grround
fer te pursuit of intellectusl and moxral ends, Religlous
lovinz is without conditions, qualifications, reservations; it
is with all one's heart and all one's soul and &ll one's mind
and 011 one's strength. This lack of limitation, though it
corresponds to the unrestrieted character of human quastioning,
coes ol pertaln Go this world., Holiness abounds in trath and

noral goodness, but it has a distinet dimension of its own.

I T
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It 15 other-worldly fulfilment, joy, reacejblis=, Xn Christian
expe rience these are the fruits of being in love with a mysterious,
uncomprehennded God, Sinfulness s imilarly is distincet from moral
evil ; it is the privation of total loving; it s a radical
dimension of lovelesaness., That dimension can be hidden by
sust ained superficiality, by ewad ing ultimats gusstions, by
absorption in all that the world offers to challemge our
resourcefulness , o relax ow bod ies, to distract our minds.
But escape may not be permanent and then the asbsonce of
fulf*{lment reveals itsell in unrest, the absence of joy in the
rarsuit of fuu, the absence of veae in disgust »~~ 2 depressive
disgust with oneself or a manic, hostile, even viclent disgust
vithh mankind.

Though religious conuer=sion sublates wmo ral, and

noral conversion sublates intbollectual, one is not to infer

thats intellectual comes f{irst and then moral and [finally religious,

0n the contrary, from a cauwal viewpoint, one wonld say that

first there is God's gift of his love, Nexti, the eye of this

love reveals values in their splendor, while the strength of

this love brings about their reslizmation, and Lhat is moral

¢ conwersion. Finally, among the walues discerned by the eye of
love is the value of bellevimg the trubhs taaghat by the
religious tradition, and in such iradition and belief are the
gseeds of iniellec tual conversicne For the vord, spoken and

hesxrd, proce=ds [rom and pensixates bto all four Levels of

s intentional conse iousness. Jis content iIs not jlast a content

of experiente but a content of oxperience and vnderstanding

anid judging and deciding., The smwlogy of sight ylelds Ghe
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cognitional mythe But fidelity to the word engages the wwhole man.
Besides conversions there are brealkdowns. lnat has

beeu built up so slowly and so laboriously by the individual,

the society, the culture, can collspse. OCognitional sell’ -trans-

cendence is neither an casy notion to grasp nor a readilyr

accessible datun of cons_cious‘ness to be verified. Values

have a certain esoberic imperiousness, but can they keep ont-

veighing carnal pleasure, wealth, power! Religion undoub tedly

had ils day, but is not that day ovex? Tz it not illusory com-

fort for wealzer soxls, an ovium distribubed by the rich to ~

quieten the noor, a nythical projection of man's own exce llence
into the sky?
Initially not all but some religion iz pronoutc ed

ﬂ illusory, not zlL but some;goral precept 1s rejected as inelfective
and vseless, not 11l truth but some type of wmetaphysics is
disnissed as mere talk., The negations may be true, and then they
represent on effort to offset decline. But also they may be
Talse, and tren Fhey are the beginnimg of decline. In the
latter case some part of cultural achievement is being destroysd.
it will coase belng a familiar compement in culbural expexience.

o It will recede ilzto & forgoiten vast for historians, perhaps,

to redisccver and reconstruct. Moreover, this eliminat iom of

a genuine part of the culture means that a previous whole has

been matilated, bt hat some balance has beern upset, that the

remaLnd er will boe cowie distorted in sn eflfort to compensale,

Y, Further,; sueh «limination, muebilation, distortion will, of course,

be a@mired 23 the forward march of vwropress, woile the evident
Lrog P
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ills they bring forth are to be remedied, not by a return to a
misgulded past, but by more eliwimation, mutilation, distortion.
Once a process of dissolution has begun, it iL: screened by
self-deception and it is perpetweted by consistency. Bub that
does not mean that it Is confined to some single uniforwm course.
Different nations, different c¢lasses of society, different
age~groups can select different parts of past achievement for
elimination, different mutilations to be effected, different
distortions to be provoked. Increasing dissolution will then
be metched by increasing division, incomprehens ion, suspicion,
distrust, bostility, hatred, violence. The body social is
torn apart in many ways, and its cultural soul has heen rendered
incapable of reasonable convieh ioms and responsible comaitments.
For convictions and commitments rest on judgments of
fact and judgments of value. Swuh judgments, in turn, rest
largely on beliefs. Few, indeed, are the people that, rreysed
on aluost any point, must nobt shortly have recourse to what
tney bave believed., Now sucth refourse can be efficacious only
when believers present a solid front, only when intellectwusl,
moral, and religious skemtics axre a small and, as yet, unin-
fluential minority. Bub thelr rumbers can increase, theix
influence can mount, their voices can take over the book
market, the educational system, the mass media. Then believing
begins to work not for but against intellectual , moral, and
religious self-transcendetce. Uhat had been an uphill but uni-
versally recpected course collapses inbo the peculiarity of an

outdated minority.
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3. Dialectic! The Tssue

The lssue to be confronted in dialectic is twofold,
fof our functional specialties, history, interpretation, and
special research are deficient in two manners.

Friedrich Meinecke has said that every historical work
is concerned both with céusal connectbions and with values but
that most historians tend to ve occupied principaliy either
with causal connections or with values. Moreover, ne claimed

It

that history, as concerned with values,
iy

.+« glves us the content,
wisdom, and signposts of our lives.” farl Becker went even
further, He wrote: "The value of history is ... not scientific

but moral: by liberating the mind, by deepening the sympathies,

by fortifying the will, it enables us to control, not society,
but oursslves «-- 2 much wore imwportant Thing; it prepares us

to live more tumanely in the present and to mect rather than

to foretell the fubure." 5 But the functional specialty, history,
as ve cohceived it, was conicerned wibth movements, with what in
Tact was going Torward., It specialized on the end of the third

N Jewsl of

0 nothling te say aboutl history as primarily concerned with vslues,

intentional consclousness, on what hapvened. It had

and rightly so, inasmuch as history as primarily conmecernzd with
values pertains to a specialization not on the third but oan the

Tourth level of intentional consciousness.

~\,J 1} F. Stern, The Varietics of History, New York (Meridian)

1956, o. 272,

5) Chariotte 3mith, Carl 3Becker: Ou History and the Climate

of Opinion, Ithaca, N.Y., (Cornell] 1956, p. 117.
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Similarly, our aceount of interpretation was a mattex
of understanding the thing, the words, the author, and oneselfl,
of passing judgment on the accuracy of ons's undsrstanding, of

determining the manner of expressing what one has understood.

*”T:But-besides 30 intellectual a2 harmeneutics, there also i3 an

" evaluative hermeneutics. Bssides potential, formal, and full

asts of meaning, there are e¢lsoc sonstitutive and effective acts
‘of mesning. ¥ow the apprehension of values and disvalues is the

task not of understanding but of intentional response. Such

Tesponse is all the fuller, all the more discriminating, the

- better a man one is, the more refined one's sensibiliiy, the

“more delicate one's feelings. 3o swvaluabive intervretaiion

pertains to a specialty, not on the end of the second level of
intentional nomsciousness, btut on the end of the fourth level.
Such, then, is 2 {irst task of dialectias. It has to
add to the intervretation that understands a further interprete-
tion that appreciates. It has to add to the history that pgrasps
what was going forward a history that evaluates achievements,
that diszcerns good and evil, It bhas to direct the special
research needed Cor such interpretation and for such hisbory.
There is, as well, a second task. For our account of
critical bistoxry prouised univoeal results only if historians
procseded from the same standpoint. But starndpoints are many,
and the many are of diflfereit kinds. Tnere is the colaoring
that arises from the individuslity of the bistorian and results
in perspectivismn. There is the inadequacy that ls revealed
when further data are uncoversd and a better understanding

achieved. Thers are, finally, the gross differences dus Lo the
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fact that historians with opposed norizons are endeavoriag to
make intelligible to themselves the same sequence of events,

Witk such grross differences dialectic is concerned.
They are not merely pevrspectival, for perspectivism results
from the individuality of the historian, but these gross
differences occur bettrieen opposed end even hostile classes of
historians. They are not ordinarily to be removed by uncovering
further data, for the further data, in all probability, will be
as susceptible of opposed interpretations jo=s as thie Jata at
present available. The cause of the gross differences 1g a
gross difference of horizon, and the proportionate remedy is
nothing less than a conversion.

As history, so also interpretation does not promise
univocal results. The interpreter may understand the thing, the
words, the autnor, and himself. But if he undergoes conversion,
he will have g different self to understand, and the new under-
standing of himself can modify his understanding of the thing,
the words, and the awthor.

Special research, finally, is conducted with a view
to particular exsgetical or historical tasks. The horizons that
guide the performance of the tasks also guide the parformance of
the research. Onc easily finds what fits info one's horizon.
One has very little abllity teo notice what 2ne has never under-
stood or counceived. TIo less than interpretation and nlstory,
the preliminary special research can reveal differsnces of
horizon.

In brief, the [irst phase of theolongy is incomplete,

3l
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if it is restricted to research, interpretation, and history.
For as we have conceived these functional specialties, they
approach but do not achieve an encounter with the past. They
make the data available, they clarify what was meant, they
narrate what occurred. Incounber* 15 more. It is meeting per-
sons, appreciating the values they represent, criticizing their
defects, and allowing one's living fo be challenged at iis wvery
roots by thelr words and by their deeds. DMoreover, such an
enicounter is not just an opifional addition to interpretstion and
to history. Interpretation depends on one's self-understanding;
the history one writes depends on one's horizon; and sancounter
is the one vay in which sell-understanding and horizon can be

put to the fest.

e Dialectic: The Problem

The presence or abssence of intellectual, of moral , of
religious conversion gives rise to dialectically opposed nori=zons.
While cowplementary or genetic differsnces can be bridged,
dislectical differences involve rubtual repudiation. Eack
considers repudiation of 1€s opposites the one and oniy
intelligent, reasonable, and resoensible stand and, when
sufficient soohistication iz attained, easch seeks a vhilosorLy
o= a method that will buttress what are considered appropriate
views on tne intelligent, the reasonable, the responsible.

There results 2 babel, Al three types of conversion
may be lacking; zny one may be present, or any two, or all thxee.

.

Bven prescinding from diflercaces 3in the thoroughness of tne

1
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conversion, there ars oight radically differing types. Horeover,
every investigation is conducted from uithin some hovizon, Tois
remains true even if one does not incw one opserates from within
a8 horizon, or even if one assumes that one makes no agsueptilons.
Whether they are explicitly acknowledzed or not, dialectically
opposed norizons lead to oppoied value Jjudgments, omposed agcounts
of historical wovements, opposed interpretations ol auvthors,
and different selections of relevant dats in special resesrch,

To a great extent natural sclence escapes this {rap.
It limits itself to guesiions that can be settled through an =
avpeal to observation and exveriment. It draws its Gheoret ical
models from wmathematics. It aims at an empirical KnowleGge
in which value judgmenls have no constitutive role. Still
these advantages do not give conplete ifmmunity. An accounms of
seientific method stands to cognitional theory as the less fo
the more gemneral, so that no firm barrier sevarates sclere,
sclentific method, and general cognitional theory. So wechanist

determinism used to be part of sclencej now it is a discarded

*ﬁﬁg philosophic ovinion. Bubt in its place there is Niels Botir?s
doctrine of complementarity, which ineludes philosoohic views
0
on human knowledge and on reality, and any departure fxy= Bohr's
position involves still more philosophyn6 Agesin, while ohysics,
z&% chenistry, blologzgy d%sot mexe value Judgments, still the
0 transition from liberal to tobalitarian regimes has mads

6) P.A, Heelan, Quantum Mechanies snd Objectivity, The Hague

(¥ijhoff) 1965, chaviber thres.
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sclentistes reflect on the value of science and their rights as
scientists, while military and other uses of scientific dis-
coveries have made them advert to their duties.

In the human sciences the problems are [far more coute.,
Reductionists extend the wnethods of natural secience to the study
of man. Their results, accordingly, are valid only in so far
as & man resembtles a robot or a rat and, while such resemblance
does exist, exclusive attention to it gives & grossly mutileted
and disforted view. General system theory rejects reductionish
in all iBs forms, but it still is aware of its unsolved pronlens;
for systems engineering dnvolves a progressive mechanization

o that tkds to reduce man's role in the system Lo that of a robot,
vwnile systewms gencrally can be employed for destructive as vell

as constructive ends.8 Gibson Winter in his Elements for a Sceizl

Ethic 9has contrasted the diverging styles in sociology associated
with the nawmecs of Talcolt Parsons and €, Wright Mills. After
noting that the difference in approach led to different judg-

ments on existing society, he asked wnether the opnosition was

7)  F.W. Matson, The Broken Image, Garden City, N.¥. (Doubleday)

1966, chapber two.

8) L. w. Bertalanffy, CGeneral System Theory, MNew York

(Braziller) 1968, pp. 10, 5e.
9)  Wew York (Maemillan) 1966, pb. 1968,




seientific or merely ideological -- a question, of course, that
transported the discussion from the history of contemporary
sociological thought into phil&hophy and ethica. Profl. Winter
workked out a gensral account of zocial reality, distinguished
physicalist, functionalist, voluntarist, and intentionalist
styles in socislozy, and assigned to each its sphere of rele-
vance and effectiveness. Where Max lebexr distinguished between
social science and social policy, Prof . Vinter distinguishes
between philosophically grounded and gradgd styles in social
science and, on the other hand, social policy grounded not only
in social seiznce but also in the value judgments of an ethics.
Both in the natural and in the human sciences, then,
there obtrude issues that are not to be solved by emplrinal
methods. These issues can be skirbted or evaded with greater
success in the natural sclences and less in the human sclences.
But & theclozy can be methodical only if these issues are met
head on. To meet them head on is the problem of our fourth

funectional svecialty, dialectic.

5. Dialectic: The Structure

The structure of diaslectic hes two leveds. On an
upper level are tue operators. On a lower level are assembled
the materials to be operated on.,

The operators are iwc precepts: develop positions;
reverse counter-positions, Positions ar¢ statements compatible
with intellectusl, moral, and religicus conversion; they are

developed by being integrated with fresh data and further dis-
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covery. Counter-positions are statements inconpatible witn
intellectual, or moral, or religlous conwersionj; they are
roversed when the incompatible alements are removed.

Before being operated on, the materials have to be
assenbled, complebad, compared, reduced, c¢lassified, selected.
Assembly includes the rese arches performed, the interpretations
proposed , the histories we itten, and the svents, statements,

novenents to which they re fer. Cowpletion adds evaluative

interpretation and evalust lve bistory; 1t picks out the one

hundred and one "good things™ and thei‘_r opposites ) it 1= histowy .
in the style of Burckhardt rather than Ran‘ke.’IO Comparison

examines the couwpleted zss embly to seek out alfffinit les and

oppositions., Redustion finds the sane aflinity and the sane
opposition manifested in a number of Aif ferent wamers; from

the many manifestations it moves %o the wnderlying root.

Classification determines vhich of these sources of aflinity

or opposition result frow dialectically obposed hor-izons and

which have other grounds, Selection, finally, pickks out the

""“ affinities and oprositions grounded inm dialectically opposed
o horizons and dismisses otbher affinities and oppositions.
10) 0n Burckhardt, E. Cassirer, The Problem of Knowledge,
Philosophy, Science, and History since Hegel , New Haven (¥ole)
0 1950, chapter 165 G.P, Goach, Bistory and Historians in the
Mineteenth Century, Londom {Longmans) 21 952, pp. H29-533.
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Now this work of assembly, completion, comparison,
reduction, classification, and selechbion will be performed by
different investigsabtors and they will be operating from within
different morizons. Tne resulis, accordingly, will not be
uniform. Bubt the source of this lack of uniformity will be
brought out intoc the open when each investigator proceeds to
distinguish befween positions, which are compatible with
intellsctual, moral, and religicus conversion and, on the other
hand, countexr-posiftions, which are incompatible either with
intellectual , or with moral, or with relizious conversion., A ~
further ob jectification of borizon ia obtained wnen each
investigator overates on the materials by indicating the view
that would result from developing what he has regarded as
positions and by reversing what he has regarded as counter-
~positions . There is a firal objectification of horizon when
the results of the foregoing process are themsslves regarded
as materials, when they are assenbled, completed, compared,
reduced, classified, selected, when positions and counter-
~positions are distinguished, when positions are developed and

counter-positions are rsversed.

6. Dialectiec as lethod

There has been outlined the structure of a dialectic,
and now there must be asked whether it satisfies the delinitiox
of wmethod. Clearly enough, ii presents a patternLFelated and
recurrent operations. Bub it is yet to be seen vhether the

results will be progressive apd cumulatbtive, Accordingly, let

)
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us see what happens, first, when the dialectic is ifwmplemented
byla person tnat has undergone intellectual, moral, and religious
conversion and, secondly, when i% is implemented by a pefson
that has not yet undergone intellectual or moral or religlous
conversion.,

In the first caese, the investigator will know fron
Perzonal experience just what intellectwsl, worail, and reldigious
conversion is. He will have no great difficulty in distirzuish-
ing positions from counter-positiens. Vhen ne develop: positlons
and reverses countser-positions, me will be presenting en ldralized h
version of the past, something better then was the reality.
Moreover, all such investigators will terd Lo agxes and, &9
vell, they will be supported in part by other investigabors
that have been converted in one or two of the arees but nmot in
all threse.

In the second case, the investigator may have only
vhat Newman would call a notional 2vprehension of conversion,
and so he might complain that dialectic is a very fogzy vro-

Fﬁw} cedure. But at least he would recognize radically crposed

st,atements., In the ares or aress, however, in which he lecked

<

conversion, ne would be mistsaking count sr-positions for pesitions
and positions for counter-positions. When ne proceedsd to

develop what be thought were positions and to reverse what he

© thought were counter-positions, in reality he would be dewel op-

ing counter-positions and reversing positions. thile the

lmplementation of dialectic in the first case led To an
idealized verslon of the past, Lts implesentation in ths

second case does jusht the opposite; it wresents the past as
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worse tham it really was. Flnally, there are seven differemt

ways im which this may be achisved, for the second case includes
{1) those without any experience of conversion, (2) those with
the exper iemce of only Inteliectual or only moral or only
religious conversion, and (3) those that lack only intellectual
or only maral or only religious conversion,

Jow let us nzke this contrast 3lightly more concrete.
Our fovrt: Lunctional specialty moves beyond the realw of
ordinary ennirical science. It meets persons. It acknowledges
the valves They renresent. IL deprecates their short-comings.
It serutlmizes their infelleccuzl, moral, and religious assump-
tions . I% wicks oul significant [igures, compares their basie
views, discems nrocesses of develornient and aberration. As
the Linveriimation exparyds, there are brought Lo light orligins
and turnimg—points, the Clowering and the decadence of religiocus

philosophsy, eGhics, spirituality. Finally, while all vievpoinits

of the forwth functional specialty being carried out in eight
guite 4 ifEFerent manners.

Such divergence, however, is not confined to Tvture
inves tigeBors. Positions and counier-positions are not just
contrad ickory abzsfractione., They are to be urderstood coneretely
as opposed moments in ongoing process. They ere to be apprehended
in thelx orover dialectical character, Humzan suthenbicity is
not sone purre quality, some serene [reedom frowm sll oversights,
al) misunQerstanding, 211 wisbakes, 211 sins. Rather it
consiasbs ©n o withdraval from uwnauthenticity, and the with-

draval 35 pever g vermanont acchierarent. It 1is ever precarious,

Ce) N
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ever to be achieved afresh, eve% in greét vart a matbter of
wicovering still more oversights, acknowledging still further
fo3lures to understand, correcting still more mistakes, re-
reriting more and mors deeply hidden sins., Human develoopment,
dn brief, is largely through the resolubion of conflicts and,
within the realw of intentbional conssiousness, the besic con-
flicts are defined by the ovvosition of nositions and counter-
~-positions.

Nowr it is only through the movement towards
cognitional and r==32 self~transcendencs, in which the theclogian
avercomes his own confliets, that he can hove to discern the
anbivalence at work in others and the measure in which they
Tesolved their problems. Only througk such discernment can he
hope to appreciate all that has beewm intelligent, true, and good
dn the past even in the lives and the thought of opponents.
Only through such discerrment can he come to acknowledze all
that was misinformed, misunderstood , mistaken, evil even in
those with whom he is allied. Furthex, howsver, this action
ds recivrocal., Just a3 it is one's own self-transcendence
that enables one to kuvow others accurstely and to judege them
fairly, so inversely it is througbh knowledge and apovrecistion
of obhers that we come to know ourselves and to fill out ang
Iéiﬁne our aporenension of valuss,

Inasmuch, then, as invesiigators assemble, comnlete,
cormpare, reduce, classify, select, they bring to light the
dialectical oprositions that existed in the mast. Inasnuch

as they pronounce one view 2 position and its opposite s




counter-position and then go on to develop the positions and
reverse the counter-positions, they are providing one another
with the evidence for = judgment on their personal achievement
of self-transcendence., They reveal the selves that 4id the
research, offered the interpretations, studied the history,
rasssd the judgments of value.

Such an objectification of subjectivity is in the
style of the crucial experiment. Vhile it will not be auto-
matically efficaciouvs, it will vrovide the oven-uinded, the
seriocus, the sincere with the occasion to ask themselves gome
bagic ques tions, first, about others bub eventually, sven
about thenmselves, It will make conversior: a topic and thereby
promote it . Results will not be sudden or startling, for con-
wersion commaonly 1s a slow process of maturation., It is finding
out for oneself and in onesell whmat it is to be intelligent,
to be resscnable, to be responsible, to love, Dialectic con-

tributes to that end by pointing out ultimate differences, by

off ering the exampdle of others that differ radically [{rom onsself,

;ﬂﬂ‘? by providing the occasion for a reflection, a self-scrutiny,
E that cana Lead to a new understanding of onezell and one's destiny.
Q -
e The Dialectic of Methods: Part One
Al ready we have remarked that the presence and absence
0 of intellectusl, moral, or religious conversion not only give
J riso to opvosed horizons bt also, with the advent of sophistica-

tion, generate opposed philosovhies, theologies, methods, to

Justify and defend the various horlzons.
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Now the task of dealing with these conflicts pertains,
not to the methodologists, but to theologians occupied in the
fourtly functional svecialty. Moreover, the theologisn's
ssrategy will bs, not to prove his own nosition, not to rsfute
counter-positions , but to exhibit diversity and to peint to
the evidence for its roots. In this manrer he will be
attractive to those that avpreciate Tull human aunbhenticity
and he will convince those that attain it, Indeed, the basgic
idea of the method we are trying to develor taker i3 stand
on discovering what human authemticity is and showing how o
gppeal to it. It is not an infsllible method, for men sasily
are unauthentic, but it is 2 vowerful msthod, for mants dasnpast

need and most prized achievement is authenticity.

jﬁuv It remains 2= the methodologist cannot toially
lgnore the conflict of philosophilies or methods. Rspecielly is
this so when there are widely held visws that Imply that his
own procedures are mistaken and even wrong-headed., Accordingly,
I shall comment briefly, first, on certain contentiowns of

;ﬂm) linguistic analysis and, secowddy, on certaein conelusions that

r Follow from idealist premisses.

° In a valuzble panar vresented at the twenty-third

annual convention of the Catholie Theological Socieby of America

Prof. Edward HacKinnon exvlained:

© Since the publication of Vittgensteint's Philososhical

Investicabions there has besn & growing consensus that the

meaningfulness of languace s essentially public and only

derivatively mrivate. Unless this were so langunage could
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not serve as a wihiecle for intersubjective communication.
The meaning of a tern accordingly, is explained chiofly by
clarifying its use, or the family of usages assoclated with
ft. This regulres an analysis both of the way terms function
within langusge, or a study of syntax, and also of the extra-
Linguistic contexts in which its use 1is apyropriate, or
questions of semantices and pragmatics.

A consequence of this position... is that thes mesaning of
a word is nobt explicable by reference or reduction to private
mental acts. The usual scholastic doctrine is that words ~
have meaning becsuse they expross concents. Meanings ars
primarily in concents, vrivate mental acts or states, and
then derivatively im Language which expresses such a concept,
Within this view of language, transcendence does not sresent
too lformidable a limguistic problem. A word, sueh as "God"

can mean a iranscendent being, if this is what on: inteads

in using the word. Conforting as such a simple solubtion
i1
might be, it, unfortunately, will not work. I
= This I find a clear snd helnful basis of discussion. T wish

to clarily my om nosition by adding a Tew remarks,

¢ First, T do not believe that mental acts oceur without
a sustaining flow of expression. The exvression may not be
linguistic, It may not bte adequate. It may not be presented

¢

1Y Edvard MacKinwwn, "Dinpuistic Analysis and the Transcendence

of God," Proceedings, Catholic Theclozical Society of Aneriga,

23 (1966) 30.
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to the attention of others. But it oceurs. Irxdeed, Ernst
Cassirer has renorted that students of aphasis, agnosia, and
apraxia universally have found these disorder: of speech, know-
ledge, and action to be interrelated.12

Secondly, T bhave no doubt that the orrdinary meaning-

fulness of ordinary lanzuage is essentially public and only

t iz in

=i

derivatively private. For language is ordinary if
common use. Ib is in common use, not because Some isolaled
individual hampens to have declded whabt it i3 to mesen, but because
all the individuals of the relevant grour understana what it means,
Similarly, it is by verforming exzressed menta® acts that c¢children
and foreigners come to lsarn a lanzuage. 3ot Lhey learn the
language by learning how it ordinarily 1s used, so that their
private knowledge of ordinary usage is derived from the commoDn
usage that essentially is public.

Thirdly, what is true of f{he ordinary meaningfulness
of ordinary language is noi true ol Ghe original meaningfulness
of any language, ordinary, literary, or technicgl., For all
language develors and, atv any time, any languazme consists in
the cedimentation of the developmenis that havs occurred and
bave not become obsolete., HNow develomments comsist in dis-
covering nev uses for existing vords, in inventing new words,

and in diffusing the discoveries and inventions. A1l three are

12) E. Cassirer, The Philcsoohv of Symbolic Frms, Meu Haven

(Yale) 1957, vol TII, p. 220,
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a matter of expressed mental acts. Te discovery of a new usage
i3 a mental amct expressed by the new usage, The invenbtion of a
new word is a mental act exvressed by tne new word, The
communication of the discoveries and inventiocns can be done
technically by initroducing definitions or spontaneously as

when A utters his new verbal cemstellation, B responds, 4 grasps
in B's response bow successful he was in cormunicating his
meaning and, in the measure bhe failed, he seeks and tries out
further discoveries and inventions. Through a prosess of trial
and error a new wsage takes share, and, 1T there ocours s

sul ficiently broad diffusion of the new usage, then a nev
ordinary usage is established. Unlilce ordinsry meaningiulnsss,
then, unaualified meaningfulness originates in exoressed mental
acty, is communicated and perfected through exuvressed mental asis,
and attains ordinariness when the perfecbed communication is
exbanded to a Jarge enocugh numbar of individuals.

Fourthly, behind this confusion of ordinary meaning-

L]

fulress and original meaninglulness Chere seems to lurk ancther.
For two quite diffferent meanings may be given o the statement
that all vhiloseohic problens are linguistic problems. If one
e conceives languaze as the expression of mental acts, or:e will
conclude that philosophic problems have their source not only in
linguistic expression but alse in mental asis, and it could
happen that one would devote mucth moxe abtbtention to the mensal

acts than to the linguistic expression. Buil one way feel thnaf

\_J mental acts are just oceult enbities or, if they really exist,

that ponilorophers arvs coirg  fo keep on floundering indsfinitely

('§ . . . Ty e —re_-?--vr.-.'—_"“f—-'T‘ EEND UL e e 0 " ) :
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1T they vay any attention to thew or, at least, if they make %them
basic to their wethod. On a reductionist view, then, or on a
s tronger or weaker methodological option, one may decide to

Linit philosovhic discourse or, ab least, basie vhilosophie
K - } ]

discourse t0 the usage of ordinary language illurmined, perhaps,

by the met alanzuages of syntax, semantics, and pragmatics.
Hovrever, 1T one adopts this avproach, one cannot
sccount for Tthe meaningfulness of language by avvealing to its
originabing mental acts. That weuvld be a simple solution,
It would toe a true solution. But it is not an admissible solu- -
tion, for it puta mental acts at the basis of the meaningfulness
of language and, thereby, it dees nrecisely what the philosonhic
or the methodological decision prohibited. 1Moreover, within
this horizon, it 1s not difficvult to overlook the distinebion
betuieen the meaningfulness of language that has become ordinary

and the originating weaningfulness it possesses when it is

|~

|-t
4

becoming oxdinary. On the basizs of that oversight one can
maintain thst the meaningfulness of language is essentially

public and only derivatively private.

8. The Dialectic of Hethods: Part Two
&
| We have been talking about mental acts and now we mush
note that such talk can occur in genetically distinet horizons,
0 In any of Ghese the tallt may be correct or incorrect but, the
nore differernitiated the horizon, the fuller, the more accurate,
\_J and the moere explanatory will be the talk.

Of the genetically distinet horizons the principal

T
T

A
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ones have been indicated already in the seciions on Realns of

Meanins and Stages of Feaning in our third chapter on Mesning.

In fully differentiated consciousness there are Cour realme of
meaning. Tuere is the realm of comaon sense with its meanings
expressed in everyday or ordinary language. Thers is the realm
of theory where languaze is technical, simnly obJsctive in
reference, and so refers to the subJect and his orerations only
as objJects., There 1s the realw of interiority vhere language
speaks indeed of the subject and his oxerations ay objects but,
none the less, mests upon a sell-soorovriztion thiat has verified
in personal experience ths operator, the omerations, and the
processes refer»ed to in the basic Cerrw and relatiorns of the
language employed. Finally, there is the realr of transcsndence
in which the subject is related to divinity in the language
of prayer amd of vrayerful silence.

Fully differentiated consciowsnesy is the frait of
an extremely »rolonged develepment. Ib rrinitive undilferentiated
consciousness the second and third realns do not exis?, vhile
the first and fourth intervenetrate. Tanguage refers primsrily
to the spvatial, the specilic, the extfernal , the hwmen, and only
by special techniacues is 1t extended to the fermoral, the
generic, the internal, the divine. The advent of civilization
means an increasing differentiation of roles to ke falffilled and
of tasizs fo be nerformed, an ever wore e¢laborate rganizeticy and
regulation to ensure fulfilwent and performance, an sver denser
pooulation, and sreater and greater shundance., UWikh sach of

these changes the comaunicative, cognitive, effective, and
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constitutive functions of language expand while, as an added
grace, Literature develovs and differentiates to celedbrate hunan
achievement and to deplore human evil, to exhort to high
endeavor and to enbterbain man at leisure.

All this can go forvard thouzh thouzlzt and sneocn
and action remain within the world of common seuse, of mersons
and things as related fo us, of ordinary langusze. But If" man's

the develoonent of science, if his eritiecal bent i3 to %o liberated
from wyth and turned Sowrards the development of philosomhy, if
bis religious concern it to renounce aberrationts and acmect
purification, then 211 three will be served by a differentiation
of counsciousness, a recognition of a world of tueory, JIn such
a2 world tninzs are conceived and !Znown, not in their »eldations
fo our seunsory apraratbus or to our needs and desires, bhubt in the
relations constituted by their uniform interactions wiit one
another. To speak of ihings so conceived requires the dswslop-
ment of a svecial technical langnasge, a language quite distines
from that of common sense. No doubb, one has to begzin Fron
within the world of commonsense apyrehension and speech. XHo
doubt one frecquently has to have recourse to this worli. But
also there is no doubb that these withdrawals and returns only
ensure the gradurl construction of a quite different mocle of
apprehension and of exiression,

Tﬁis different iation of consciousness is illusirated
by the Flatonic contrast of the rhenomenzl and the nowmeaal

worlds, of Aristotlet's distinchion and correletion of wHac is

T T T e
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first for us amd what Ls first alsolutely, of Aquinas’ hymns and
bis gystematic theology, of Galileits secondary and primary
qualities, of Hddimgbon's two tables.

In this differentiatio n, which knows only twro realms,
EBechnical science, technical ohi losonby, Cectnical Theology are ]-: :
all. three located in fthe realms of theory. All three operate
orineipally with concepts and judgments, with Terms and relavwions,
with some apvroximation to the logical idesl of claxity, coharence,
and rigor. 4l1 three, finally, deal vrimsrily with oblecets and,

vhile they may advert Go the sub»fect and his overations, still

any systemabic treatment, as In irdistotle and in Aguirmas, is of
the subject and the onrerations as ob jectified and, incdeed,
coniceived wmetavhrsically in terss of matter and Lform, of potency,
hubit, and act, of efficient aud f inal causes. o
However, as sclence develops, ohilosodhy is impelled

1o migrate from the “wrld of Theory and to £ind .its baslis in
the world of interiority. On thwe one hand, science gives up
any claim to necessity and truitth, It settles for verifiable
vossibilities that offer an ever bebtter approximation to truth.
Bus, on the obher hand, its swcess lends c¢olor to totelitarian
snoitiona, end science conceives i4s goal as the faull explana-
tlon of all phenomena,

| In this situation phidesophy is left with the problems

of $ruth and relabivism, of what L9 meant by reality, of the

13)  See above, DP.
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grounds of theory amd cf common sonse and of the relations
between the two, of the grounds of specifically human sciences.
It finds itbselfl confronted with the fact that all human know-
ledge has a basis in the data of exverience and, since science
Seenms bto have acoulxed at least squatiers' rights fo the data
of sense, 141 will heve tg take its stand on the data of con-
gclousness.

How just as the worldd of theory is quite distinet
from the world of cowson sens2 yet is constructed only through
a manirol d use of comwzonsense knowledge and ordinary language,
g0 also the world of Lnteriority i3 quite distinet from the
worlds of thwory and of cowmoen zense ye®t It iz constructed only
throuah 2 wanifold use of mathenatical, sclentific, and
commonsense inowledge and of both ordinary and techniczl languaze.
As the world of common sense apd its Jamguage provide ths
scaffolding for entering inbo the world of theory, so both the
worlds of comnen sense and of theory and their lLanguages provide
the scaffolding for enlering into the world of interiority.

But waile the transition from common semse to theory introduces
us to entities that we do not directly experience, the transition
from comion sense and theoxy to interiority promotes us lron
consclougnes s of self to knowledge of selfl, Common sense ané
theory have mediated to us voat is immed iately given iy
consciousnes s, Througd then we have advanced fron merely given
operations and processes and unities to a basic system of terms
and relaticns that distinguish and relat e and neme the orverations
and processes and wnities and enable us 1o speak c¢learly,

accurately, and erplanmciorily about then.




Such speech, howaver, is founé clear and ascurate and
explanat ory only by those that have dore their apvrentices™iv.
Itlis mo t enough to have acquired commion sense and te speak
ordinar;y languace. One has also %o be familiar with theory

and with ftechnical languege. One has to examine mathematics,

o

and discover what is happening when one i3 lrzarning it and,

Q
i'J'

azain, what waz hanoening as it wes e
= ] i

ng developed. From

{

refecting on mathemabics one has o go on to refleciing on
natuiral science, discern its procedures, the relations batween
sucees st ve stevs, the diversity and relsbedness of classieal
aryd stat istical mathods, the sort of worlé snueh mebhods would

ertilia

(=

reveal - - all the while attending not merely to sc
obhjects but also atbending, a3 well as one can, to the conscious

operations by which ons intends the objects. From the vrecision

Fan

of mathematical understanding 2nd thought and from the

Q

neoing,

o the

[ o

cumalati v edvance of natural science, one has to turn
proced ures of comaon sense, grasp how it differs from mathe-
matice amd navural sclence, discern its proper procedures, the
range of i%s relevence, the permanen® risk it runs of merging
wifhh conmon nonsense. To say it all with the greatest brevity:

orze has mobt only to read Insight but also to discover onesell

-

in cnese1fl.

Let us now revert to the relations bebween language
annd mental acts., First, then, a language that refers to nental
acts bas (o be develoved. As we bav.: nobed, the Homerie hzrs
is dericted, not as thinking, but 2 conversing with u god or

goddes s, with his horse or a river, with his heart cr bis toemper,

Bruro Sn=llts The Diszecovery of Mind macounts how tne Greels




gradually developed their apprehension of man and eventually
confronted the problems of cognitional theory. 1In Aristoble
there exists a systematic account of the soul, its potencies,
habits, overations, and their objects. In some respects it

ils startlingly accurate, but it is incomplete, and fthroughout
1t presuproses a2 metaphyysics. It 1a in the world net of cormon
sense and rot of interiority but of theory. I%H is to be com-
plemented by the fuller theory of Aquinas.

However, once consciousness has been differentiated
and systenatic thought and spoech about mental acts have hesn
developed, the cavacities of ordinary language are vastly
entarged. Augustine's renetrating reflections on knowledge

and concciousness, Descartes! Resulae ad directionem ingeni i
¥ ]

Pascal's Pensées, Mevman!'s Grammar of Assent all remain withim

the world of comionsense gpprehens ion and speech yebt contribute
enoriiously to our understanding of ourselwes. Ioreover, trey
reveal the possibility of coming to know the conscious subJect
and his conscious overations without presuppocsing & ovrior meta-
physical structure. It is this possibility that is realized
when a siudy of mathematicnl, scienbtific, and commonsense
overatiors bears fruit in experiencing, understanding, and
affirming the normmabive vattern of related and recurrent
operations hy which we advance in-knowledge. Once such an
account of knowledge 1s atbtained, onse can move from the
gnoseolog iecal guestion (vhat are we doing when we are knowing?)
to the epistemological guestion (Why is doing that “nowing ?)
and frow both Lo the mebtaphysical question (¥hat do we nov

when we do it?).

T
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From within the world of intafiorit;-r, then, nental
acks as experienced and as systemetically conceived are 2
Yozical first. From them one cam oroceed to epistemolomy
and metaohysics, Frow zll three one can proceed, as ws attemp ted
in chxapter three, to glve & sycstematic account of meaning inmifs
carriera, its elements, 1ts functions, its realms, and its
stages.

3till this nriority is only relative. Besides the
prioreity that is reached when a netr rezlnm of measning is set up,
there also i3 the priority of what is needed i that process of
sebtinzg up is (o be underialien. The Gresiks needed 2n artistle,
a rheforical, an argumentative develovment of languare belors
a Greek could set up a weftadhysicsl azcount of nind. The Greek
ach:ievenent vas needed to expand the cavacities of commonserie
knowledze and lanzuage before Augustine,; Descartes, Pascil,
Netman could malkce thelir commoncerise contributions to owr
self-knowledgze, The hisBory of mathematics, natural seisrnne,
and ohilosovhy and, as well, one's own personzl reflective
engigement in all fhree are needed if both common sanss and
theory are to consiruect Ghe scaffolding for an entry inte the
wrld of interiority.

The conditions, then, for using mental acts s =
Jogleal first ar'e'numereus. If one insists on rewaining dn the
wrld of common sense and ordinary langusge or i€ one Imsdss
on nct going beyond the worlds of common sense and of theorz,
one's decisions preclude the rossibilibty of enbtering inte
the world ol interiority. But such decisions ov the paxt of

any andividuval or grouvp =re hardly binding on the rest of

markand,
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9. The Dialectic of Methods : Part Three

An & priori rejection of thw present apvroach can sten
from idealist tendencie= no less thar: from linguistiec analysis.
Perhaps its clearest expression is o be found in Ghe writings
of Karl Jaspers whe would contend thaf our seif-appropriastion

is indeed an Existenzerbellunz, a clarification of the subject's

own reality, but it is not objective krnowledge.

How it is true, of course, that selfl-aviropriation
oceurs through a heightening of conmsciousness and such a
heightening reveals not the subject =5 ob ject but the subject

i

i

; .
gs subject. I shounld contend, hovever, that this heightening J .

of consciousness procesds to an ob jectification of the subject,
to an intelligent and reasonabdle o ffirmation of the subject,
and so to a transition from the subject as subject to the

sub ject as ohject, Sueh a transitlon yields cobjective knou~
ledgs of the subject just as much as does any valid Transition
from the data of sense through ingvizy and underctanding,
reflection and judgment. But while that is my view, it is mot
the view of the idealist tradition which Jasver: ipherited.

To understand this tradition in its endless com-
plexity is quite odeyond our preseci comecern. But some basic
glarification musi he attempted ab lLeast in terms of points
already made. There are, then, ivso quite disparate meanings
of the term, object. There is the object in the world vediatet
by meaning: it is what is intemds=d by the question, and it is

what becomes understocoed, affimmed, dec ided by the answer. To
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this type of objact 17e are related immediately by our questions
and only mediately by the operations relevanit to answers, for
the answers refer to objects only because they are answers to
questions,

But there is another quite different meaning of the tern,
object. Tor besides ths world medisted by meaning there 2lso
ls & world of Ilmmediacy., It is a world quite apart from ques-
tions and aunswers, a world in which we lived before we svoke and
while we were learning to speak, a world into which we try bo
withdrav when we would forget the world wmedisted by meaning, when
we relax, play, rest. In that world the object is neither
named for deseribed. But in the world mediated by meaning one
can recollect and reconstitute the object of the world of
imnediacy, It is already, oui, there, now, real. It is
already: 1t is glven prior to any questions about it. It is
out: for it is the object of exbraverted consciousnezs. It
is therez as sense organs, so too sensed objects are spatial.
It is now:  for the time of sensing runs along with the time
of what Is sensed. It is real: for it is bound up with one's
living and acting and so muast be just as real as they are,

As there are (wo meanings of the word, object, so
too there are two meanings of the word, objesctivity. In the
world of immediacy the necessary and sufficient conditions of
objectivity is to be a successfully functioning animal. But
in the world mediated by meaning objesbivity has three com-
ponents. There is‘the experiential cbjectivity cornstituted by

the givernmmess of the data of sense and the data of consciousrzess.
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There i3 the normative ob Jectivity cons't: ltuted by the exigsnces
of intelligence and reasomnableness. There is the absolute
objectivity that resulbts from combining the results of
experiential and nornat ive objectivity so that through oxperien~
tial ob jectivity cond itdions are fulfilled while Ethrouzh nomna-
tive ob jectivity cond it ioms are linked to what they condition.
The combination, then, yields a conditioned with its conditions
fulfilled and that, ixn %nowledge, is a fact and, in reality,
it is a contingent be lnz or event.

Yie have distimguished two worids, two meanings of
the word, object, two quite dirferent criteria of objectiviby.
But whera these distinetIons are not drawn, there result a
number of typical condusions, The naive realist knows ths
world mediated by meaming, but he fancies that bte knows 1t by
taking a good look at what s going on out there now. The

naive idealist, Berueloy, concludes that esse est vercini.

But esse is realidy a¥firmed in the world mediated by meaning,
while percipi is ths givermmess of an object in the world of
immedlacy. The rigorous empiricist, Hume, eliminates from the
vorld mediabed by meaning everything thad is not given in the
world of immediacy. TWhe critical idealist, Kant, sees that a
Copernican revolution is overdue. But, so far from drawing
the needed distinctions, be only finds amobher more complicated
manner of confusing things, He combines the overations of
understand ing and reason, ot with the data of sense, but with

sensitive intuitions of phenomena, whers the phenomena are the

appearing, if not of mothing, then of the things themsolves
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whiel, while unknowabl 8, manage to get talked about through ths

s

device of the limitiog concept. The absolute {dealist, Hegel,
bril liantly explores rhole realms of meaning; he glves poor
marics to naive realists) but he fails to advance to a critiecal
real ism, so that Kierkegaard can complain that what is logieel
alsp s statle, that movement cannct be ingerted inte a logic,
that Hegel's system has room not lor existence {(self-determining
free dom) but only for the idea of existence.
Kierkegaard marks a trend. Vhere he was concernsd with
fait™h, Mietzsche was with power, Dilthey with conecrete human .

living, Husserl with the constitution of our intending, Bergson

with his elan vital, Blondel with action, American rregmatisis

with resuits, Duropean existentialists with anthentic subjectivity.
Wil ¢ the mathematicians were discoverinz that their axioms

were not sell-evident truths, while the physicists were dis-
covering that their laws were not inevitable necessities but
verifiable possibilities, the nphilosophers ceased to think of
thenzelves as the voice of pure reason and began to be the
representactives of something far more concrete and buman, Or

il tbey still stressed objective evidence and vecessity, as

did Eusserl, they also were perfomning reductions thai

bracieted reslity oub of the question and concentrated on

esseree o lgnore continzence.

There has resulted not so ruch a ¢larification as

a shilfs in the meanings of the terms, objective and subjective,

There are arezs io wnich investigabors commonly agree, such as

mathenatics and sclence; in such fields cbjective knowledgse
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is obtainable. There are other arsas, such as philoesophy,
ethics , eligion, in which agreement commenly iz lacking; such
disagr cement is explained by the subjectivity of nhilosophers,
norali sts, religious people. But whether subjectivity is

alvays mistaken, wrong, evil, is a further question., Positivists,
behaviorists, naturalists would tend to say that it iy, Others,
however, would insist on distinguishing bebween an suthentic and
an rnauthentic subjectivity. What results from the former is
nelthe r mistaken nor wrong nor evil. If just is something cuite
different from the objective knowledge attainable in mathematics
arad in science,

In some such context as the foregoing one would have
to apree with Jasperst! view that a clarification of subjectivity,
however authentic, is not objective knowledge. 3til} that con-
textt survives only as long as thers survivg Fhe anbiguities

eutpiricisn,
underlying naive reoalism, naive idealism,Acritical idealism,
absolwte idealism. Once those ambiguities are removed, once an
adequate self~appropriation is eflfected, once one distinguishes
betvreen object and objectivity in the world of irmediacy and,
onn Ehe other hand, object and cobjectivity in the world mediated
by meaning and motivated by value, then a totally different
context arises. Por it is now apparent that in the world
mediasted by meaning and motivsted by value, objectiviiy is simply
the consequence of authentic subjectivity, of genuine attention,
genuine intelligence, genulnc rsascnableness, genuine res-
ponsipil ity. lHNathematics, science, philosophy, ethics,

theology differ in many manners; bub they have the common
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feature that thelx objectivity ils the fruit of attentivensss,

intelligence, ressonableness, and resronsibility.

10, A Supvl enentary Note

We have distinzuished four realms of meaning: common
sense, theory, inveriority, and transcendence. We have had
occas ion to distinguish such differentiations of consciousness
as the resolution of common sense into common sense and theory
end the furthsr resolution of commen sense and theory into
gonmon sense, theory, and interiority. But our remarks on
transcendence as a differentiated realwm have besn lragmentary.

What I have referred to as the gift of Ged's love,
spo nt anecusly reveals itsell in love, joy, peace, natience,
Kindness, goodness, fidelity, gentleness, and self-control.

In undiflerentiated conzclousness it will exvress its reflerence
to the franscendont both through sacred object=s, places, times,
and actbions, and through the sacred offices of the shgman, the
prophet, the lawziver, the avostle, the priest, the sreacher,
tte mon¥%, the teacher. As consciousness differentiates into

the two realms of common sense and theory, it will

(Fs ]
}—I-

ve rise
to special theoretical questions concerning divinity, the

order of tne unliverse, the destiny of mankind, and the lot of
each individual . [hen these thres realwms of common sense,
theory, and interiority ar¢ differentiated, the self-avdro-
priation of the subject leads not only to the obIectification
ol exveriencing, undersbtanding, Judzing, and deciding, but also

of religious exscerience.
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Quite dist inct [rom these ob ject ifications of the
gift of God's love in the realus of coamon sense and of theory
and from the realm of dnberiority, Ls the <mergence of the ;
gift as itself a dif fexeritiated realw. It is this emsrgence
that is cultivated by & Yife of vrayer ani self-denial und,
when i% occurs, it has the twofold effect, first, of with- g
drawing the aubject from the realm of commzn sense, theory,
and other interiority 3nte a "eloud of unkzwwing" and then of
intenzilying, purifying, clarifying, the o%jectifications
referring to the transcendent whether in tTe realm of commom ~

sense, or of theory, or of other interiority.

It is to be obzerved that, while for secular man of
the twentiefth centuwry The most familiar differentiation of
consciousness distinguishies and relates theory and common
sense, svlll In the history of mankind botk in the East ani

tne Christian Vest the wredominant differemtiation of con~

sciousnces has seb in opoosition and in muitual enrichment tEe

realwms of common sense and of transcendemce.




	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41
	Page 42
	Page 43
	Page 44
	Page 45
	Page 46

