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4, From Philosophy as Handmald to Transcendental Method

If thirteenth~cen ury Caristlans were to keep pace with
the developument of Western culture, onlte probably they had
to come to terms with Arlstotle, to write commentarles on his
works that took over his knowledge of nature and of man, and to
develop a doctrine of the supernatural that zade possible
an Arlstotellan presentatlon of the faith that Aristotle himself
nelther knew nor even concelved.

In any case the hi metapnor that graced thls domestication
of Aristotle kgi spoke of philogophy ae the handmaid of theology.
It meant, I suppose, fonr things. First, many phlloscphic
assertions are true, and truth 1s not to be feared. Secondly,
philosophy 1s subordinate, for pailosophy expresses man's knowledge,
but theology 18 concerned to order what God knuws and has revealed.
Tolrdly, phllosophy 1s numeful: 1t supplles 2 set of baslc terms
which theology may adapt to its own purposes; it makes explicit
beslc assumptions anéd demands thelr coherence, Finally, of
gourse, the melaphor of tne hanianald reveals that tne relatlions
between phllosophy and theology had not bsen thought out in
any adecuate fashion. After all, how would one go about that?

A standpoint internal to philosophy wonld not do. A standpoint
laternal to theology would have its somewhat simlilar limitatlons.
relevant
ﬁﬁgtandpoint external to both philosophy and theology is not
eagd easy to find.
the

Today many arguments are advanced for endin%Nmediaeval
arrangement, The history of phillocophy ls now some seven
centries longer. The fleld has become vastly enlarged and

enorn-usly complicatéd. Whlle any part of 1t may be relevant

to the hlstory of particular theological issues, the whole
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and the subject but they have tended even to do less than Justlce
to Arlstotle himself whose account of human intelligence ls well

grounded in psychologicel fact.
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can hardly be sald to be a necessary propaedeutlc to theology.

Further, modern phllosophy acknowledges tae existence of
8 critical prooblem. But culte obviously, desplte Aristotls,
theology has had its critical problem and has not solved it.
Qulite apart from such celebrated dlsputes as the De auxiliis
and the earlier ¥Uﬂ$ﬁtﬂ* and enduring confllct between

Aristotellians and Augustinians, Thomists and Scotlsts, tnere 1is

wHdff the fact that speculative theology pe became Just a
morass of dlsputed rnestions. Wheqi?itholic theologlans agree,
normally 1t 1s on dogmatic and not on theoretical grounds.

Agaln, the great methodologlcal achlevement of the medlaeval

perlod was the technigue of the gusestlo. Opposing authoritles

and reasonsg were llned up under the rubrics, Videtur auod*lﬂﬁd

non, and Sed contra est. A higher systematic ground was sought

that reconclled the opposition. Flnally, tae principle of aolution

was applled to each of the antaorities and reasons that had been
H oarervlf,
Llacs alleged. The procedure wag emin*ently loglcal. B 1t e bl 4dudd/

A sye%ema@&cw&iy overlooked the possibility that the true golutlon
was not some speeulative dip@inction but the account of 80Mme

o historical dGVelopment' and this recurrent oversight 1eft

:ﬁg? systematic theology auite unprepared to make roon fon;hiatorical

G studles and to acknowledge ddetntinafl the developnent of doctrines.

Moreover, there 18 a great demand today that theology

be pastoral N;};EtEégl}ﬁ“rayerfulj in brief, that it ceasse

i
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being an Arlistotellan theorla and, like a modern sclence,

become contlinuous with practice.

\_) Finally, it 1s quite true that Aristotelianlem provided
: clarification

theology with a highly useful/&ﬁt of baslc terms and basic
assumptions. But a contemporary theology needs to borrow

terms and theorems from the hunan sclences; 1t hes to assimilate

éi:wwérw._,h e o ;)
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and tnose upummﬁi relations are normnative. Experience %¥ leads
to 1nqulry. To experience what one iIn no way understands and
In no way tries to understand ls to be hakglesedy sturld.
Further, to experlence and inculre is to strive to understand,
and the more Intelllgent tnat striving le, the more frequently
1t results in understanding; and spontansously cvery act of
understanding manifests ltself in one's behaviour and, in the
afticulate, also in one's speech. However, uq experiance,
mndemmmmmﬁ inquiry, understaning, expresslon demand reflection
and Judrement. Without the pause of reflection and judgement
there ls no discrimination between ldess that are well-founded
and ldeas that are not, and so ther=s vanishes all distinetion
between fact and flctlon, loglc and sochistry, philosophy and
myth, history and legend, astronomy and astrology, cheanlstry and
alchemy. Filnally, without a conpletely honest pursui%of truth,
people that clalm to be sclentists turn out to be menbers of

a party or vulgar self-geekers.
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There 1s, then, a set b¢ of recurrent operations. They

to cone another by
are.linkeqqmugemhmrmeﬂPormative relatlons. These normatlve
relations together fofm 8 pdit normatlve pattern. But a
normatlve pattern of recurrent and related operations is a
method. S0 there is a method that is coumnon to the spscial
me thods.

The step from comnon to transcendental method lnvolves
& alngle change or clarificaticn, There remaln unchanged
(1) inquiry, (2) understanding, (3) expression, (4) reflection,
(5) welghling the evidence, (6) passing Judgement, (7) deliberate
pursult of the sclentific goal. However, the experience,
W"w&k@mmug@mgﬂnwmm
with respect to which the foregolng operations occur, is not
the outer experlence of seeing, hearling, touching, tasting,
smelllng, bui the inner experience or consclousness #€ both of
outer experiencing and of esch of the Wesvavivwded seven listed
above.

Hdencs, transcendental method, as we happen to be concelving
it, i1s the discovery of commnon method. The first step ls to
provide oneself wlith the relevant data, and this each must do
for himself, and no one can have 1t done for hlm by someone else.
For the relevant data are data of consclousness. They are
awareness in oneself of oneself seelng, hearing, touching, tasting,
smelling, inguirlng, understanding, thinking, reflecting on one's
thoughts, welghing the evidence for thelr clalms, passing
Judgement, deliberating on the value of knowledge, decidlng
1t merits unconditlional alleglance in sclentific endeavour,
choosing to be loyal to that allegiance in one's own sclentifle

work.
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The second step lnoulres about the data. I have listed
a number of operationa. COne has to assoclats nanes with expen
experliences. Thls means that digsirilar expericences have to
be distingulished and thelr dlfferences explicitly noted, that
similar exreriences have to be groupad together and given a
common name, that scientlfic consclousness has to be scrutinlzed
to determlne whether the classlficatlon that has been offered
1s conmplete.

A third step moves from the foregﬁng descriptive activity
to explanmatlon. At a first stage such explanatlon ls cognitlonal
theory. It sets forth the normative relatione linking the
geveral opsratlons to one anocther. It discovers this linkage
to be the dynamic structure of human cognltional consciousness.
In brief, it answers the gquestlons what happens when you know,
why does that happen, how does 1t happen. A second stage
moves from cognitlonal theory to eplstemology. Cognitlonal
theory treats cognitional operatlions as orperations; epistemol¥ogy
treats them as cognitlional. Cognitiocnal theory asks what e
happens when you know. Eplstemology asks why dolng that is
knowing. It works out the varlous meanlngs of the term,
objectlivity, and on the baslis of cognitlonal theory settles
the sense in which human knowing Is objecltive. At a thiré

v a
stage lpbtel metaphysice replaces eplstemology. Ifﬂswa knows

what he 18 doing when he 1s knowing and, as well, théﬂpreciae
senge in which his knowing 18 objective, then he can say not
a little about the objects that by hls knowing he can know.

S0 as cognitlonal theory asks what you are doing when you are

knowing, as eplstemology asks why doing that 18 knowing,

metaphysics asks what 1s known when you do 1t.

‘ ¢
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A fourth step ls concomitant or regularly injected into
the second and third., It ls never enough to think up answers
to descriptive and explanztory ocusstlions. One must alsc auestion
the answers. Are they accurately phrased? What 1ls the evidence
31@ for them? ‘What could,sald against them? What would be the
3 answers to such objectlons? How =ood are the answera? In brlef,

there is a whole process of reflection,?harshalling and welgnlnog

the evidence,?@omimg to judgements that are probable sr certaln

and known to bs such.

A fifth step 1s the exercise of one's sclentific tdntale
conaclence. {ﬂuﬂstahﬁkﬁzhﬂﬁxzatatj It presupposes a hablitual

f~& state engendered by the seriousness and authentlcity of one's

- dedication to science. 4t is cultivated and sharpenad by one's

; sclentlfic training that makes plaln what is and what ls not

J to be done. It 18 exerclsed sponﬁigneously a8 & sensitivity

when occaslon arises and, at tlmes, deliberately when one

scrutinizes one's alms, one's efforts, one's procedures, one's

difficaltlies.
nscendentaupetiod thenn\ laeqmpom nathod-

-~ also
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Transcencental method, then, ls a matter of fiuding out
for oneself what one's own cognltional procedures are, why they
work, what they attain. Moreover, since human knowlng 1s not
gome slingle operatlon but a pattern of several related operations,
transcendental method 1s a matter of applylng the pattern of

While excluding allien motives and ends, one

operations to the operations 1ln the pattern./\ﬁnm has to
experience, 1nveatigaE§a, understand, f[ormulate, reflect,
W welgh tys evlidence, judge, wlth respect to experiencing,
investigating, undersranding, formulating, reflectlng, &4
welghlng the evidence, Judgé}ng::ﬁ;cluding allen motives and

-end g.

Further, transcendental msthod not only brings to light the
nature of our cognitional operations but also reveals the personal
gsubject to himself, For the pattern of operatlsns common to
all methods also is the pattern of commen sense, of developed
though non-scientific humnan knowlng. MNoreover, the pattsrn
11self does not change, though empnasss do, when one shifts
from the parsult of 4“nowledge to the pursuit of othzsr valuss.

Moreover, this revelation of the subject to hlaselfl
revaals the subject as active, as actively attendlng to his
exparlence, actively lnoulring and striviog to understand,
actively reflectling and forming a judgement, actlvely deliberating
and &ﬂﬁhﬂn’%qdb{hé chonsing apiropriate courses of actlon.

50 transiffndental method may be described as the subject
effecting an objectiilecation of himself on the bacris of his
consclonusness of nimself and his operations. From this viewpolint
transcen ental nethod 1s a self-appropriation, a heightening

not only of self-awareness but also of self-possession,
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Transcendental method, then, is a matter of findling oat
for oneself what one's own cognitional procedures are, why they
work, and what they can attain. But one finds thils out in one's
own consclousness. Hence transcendental method not only
adds to the ObjJects one vnows exl explicitly and exactly but also
lnvolves a self-appropriatlion of the subject. Besides the

experience,
experlencling, inguiry, understanding, reflecticn, Judgement,
deliberatlion, declslon that are investirated, there is the
consclously experiencing, inoulrging, understandlng, reflecting,
Judging, deliberating, declding subject that investigates.
It 1s from the consclously investlipating subject that knowledge
of the subject as investlgated obJect proceeds, and tne fact that
1t has proceeded bestows on the subject a self-awareness and a
gself-possession that otherwise he would lack.

Now it 1ls this self-appropriation that 1ls the crucial
matter. What connts ultimately 1ls the sublect as subject,
the subject ap actively directing attentlion, as actlvely
striving to understand, as actively forming a jJjudgement, as
actively devoling hlmself t5 the value named tnowledge,

All accounts, descriptions, explanations of the subjsct are

of the subject as object. But 1t 1ls the subjlect as subject

that descrlibes and explains. Acconnts, descriptions, explanatlions
are more or less aderuate, more or less open Lo coange and
development., 3But 1t 1s the subject as subject that willl effect
the changes and developments and, unless one supposes that

man wlll be replaced by some other species, he will do so

by attending to the relevant data, inaniring to understand

them, reflecting to pass Jjudgement on hls understanding and,

1n the whole process, responsibly excluding the intrusion

of allen motlives znd ends.

o )




MiT 35 |

A reader may remark that, we 1f we spoke of a transition
from human nature to human history, we now are back at human

nature. Thils, of course, is true in thes sense that we are il

dlscerning an invariant structure lo the flow of change.

But this structure pertains to the conerete nature of history

rathar taan the abstract nature of man. It is operatlve in the
fully consclous and not the gleeplng subject. +% is discovered
by the fully consclous subject in himself. Moreover, as

there 1s no structural difference between the pursuit of the

value, knowledge, and the pursult of ov other valies, one can

say that the invariant revealed by transcendental method is
the actlive structure by which each luv individual uakes his
contrlbution to hisot hlstory, performs his own ameaningful actas,

apprehends and responds to the meaningful acts of othears.
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The reader wlll oveserve that, if we spoke of a transition
from human nature to human history, we now are oack at human
nature. Thie, of course, 1s true 1n the sense that ws are
dlscerning an lnvariant structure in the flow of change.

It remains, however, that tne structure In guestion is
constlitutive of tne conerete subjlect and 1ls discovered in
himself for himselfl by the subject. Moreover, as it 1ls not
abstract but concrete, so tco 1t cannot be setove set over
agalnst hlstory, for it is the active structare by walch each
indlvidual makes nis contribution to history, performs his own

and responds to

meaningful acts and ap;rehendsﬂthe meaningful performaqnce of

N

others.
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doing that is common to all aspeclal methods and, as well, to
normal developed human knowing. If that changes, at least the

practicloners of transcendental method will be the first to be

aware of the faet,
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By such self-appropriation the subjsct adverts to the
colncldence in himself and also the dlversgence of the factual
ahd the normatlive, For constltutive of the reality of the
conéci;us subject ls the capaclty and need to sllp out of the
stupor of sleep and the passivity of dreaams and to wake up,

l. e., to begin to attend. Simllarly constitutivei s the
capaclty and need to go on beyond the aplendours of colours

and shapes, sounds and feelings, and to ask whzt? why? how?
Slmilarly constltutive is the capaclty and aseed to go beyond
descrlptlons and explanatlons by asking whether they are true.
Slmllarly coustltutive is the capaclity and need to g0 beyond
truth and error, certitude and probabllity, and to dellberate
about what ls 10 be done. When I say these tnings are con-
stitntive, I mean that we cannot put thnem off, We aight
pretend to do go, but the pretence w>uld be transparent. If

I chose to play the fool, still I would watch what I was dolng,
I would do 1t intelligently, I woiuld want g20d reasons for
dolng it, I would take care taat no untoward results followed.
St1ll, i1 attention, icaulry, reflectlon, dellberatlon make

us what we are, lf they constitute us as perssoal subjects,

none the less they do 80 when we are at our best. They are
matters of fact but they also are norms, and the norms need

not be observed. We can fall to atiend, to inguire, to reflect,
to dellberate. We can 30 so but Insufilclently and inadeauately.

To be a man ls psrpetually to be becoming one.




The constitutive and normetlve structure of the personal
subject is essentially open. If he is called upon to attend,
to inouire, to reflect, to deliberate, 1f hls opportunities
to do so are llmited by his own body and by hils social, cultural,
and historical positlion, still there are no intrinsic limitations

on attending, lnqulring, reflecting, delliberating
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The conetltutive and normatlve structure of the personal
sublect 1s essentlally open. He 18 called upon to attend, to
inguilre, to reflect, to delliberate, But thils summons of 1tself
does not limlt the field of his attention, inaquiry, reflectlon,
deliberation. No doubt, the exercise of these activities will
be restricted by his own body and by hls soclial, cultural, and
hlstorical situatilon., Yet even thls restrictlon is not absolute,
for there is always the possibllity of the piloneer leading the
way beyond settled frontlers.

The constitutlive, mormative, open structure is universal.
No one will claim that he never had the experience of attending
to anything,oirying to understand anything,ogndeavouring to
Judge falrly and reasonabl&y, of intending to declde 1ln a
responelble fashion, If ;g;one were to preface his lectures
with such a claim, who wonld csre to listen to him? If anyone
were to put such a clalm at the front of hls books, who would

buy them or read them?

The constitutive, normative, open, universal structure

e mistekes Boat \Mts”

grounds critical reflectlon., For vhatever subjects may

think thelr minde are or are not, none the less they use the

minds they happen to have, When their views on thelr minds are
correct, there 1s nc contradlcetion between tnelr performancs

and thelr doctrine. But when thelr views are mistaken, there

1s a contradictlion between performance and doctrine; this contra-
dlction can be rolnted out; and all but a doctrinaire obscurantist
would be ready to acknowledge the mlstake., Thus, a follower of

Bded Hume might claim that the hunan mind consisted solely of

o )
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impresslions linked together by custom. But it would be urged
that this view was in{ contradictlon with the ori:inslity of
Hume's mind, with théuperspicaclty of hla intelllgence, and the
astuteness of his reasoning. It mlght further bte urged that
1t was not sol%? cut of custom that the disclple followed
Hume, that hs had not always followed him, that at tlmes he
seemed to be offering reasons for agreeing with him, that
posslbly thls was not mere pretence, that he should conslider
the hypothesis that at times like other men he was a reasongble
being.

To take another 1lnstance, someone might repeat the cardinal

assertion of Kant's Critioue of Pure Reason to the effect that

our only cognitional operation immedlately related to objects

1s ¥dagBh Anschauung. Now tiais is true enough 1n a metaphysical
perspectlve that assumes the reality of objects, the reallty of
our senses and thelr intnltions, and the priority of sensation

to Intellectual operatlons. This truth, howsver, is irrele*vant,
for a crltical epeli_epsitemgdegy; eplatemolosgy grounds & meta-
payslcs and i{s not founded on one. On the other hand, from

a critical viewpolnt, one must distingnish betwesen the content

of particular cognitional acte and the objlect of a patterned

set of acts. No doubt, the content of an Anschauung is immediate

to the Anschauung. But the lmmedlate relation to objects

1n human knowlng resides in questlonlng, in intending an as yet
unknown object and using the appropria‘e operations on the
level of experlience, of understanding, and of judging to arrive

at knowledge of the lntended unknown.




The constlitutive, normative, open, universal, critlcal
structure of the personal subject grounds dlalectlcal analysls.
For the critlcal -cemand for conformlty between et®®s one's
e¢bhpll cognltional performance and one's cognitional doctrine

grounds & dlstinctien between positlons, 1n which conformity

~obtains, and counter-positions, in which 1t does not. Moreover,

as philosophy develops, conformity may become ever more siubtle
and complete, and difformity ever more astutely hidden or dis-
gulsed., By dlalectical analysls is meant the exploration of
the varlous degrees of conformity between performance and
doctrine and, as well, the varlous kinds of difformity gnd the
stratagems successlively employed to cover it up. Primaily,
such analysis is applled to professional philosophers but,

the fleld 1s to be extended,
Becondarily,An since essentially the same ouestlons recur in
a more complicated form in accounts of symbol and myth, of
hermeneutics and hlstory, and of special scientific methods
generally.

The constltutive, normative, open, universal, critical,
dlalectical structure of the personal subject 1s concrete. Wdtane
When we speak of a structure, we are not speaking of an
abstractlon, thereby reversing the transition from human nature
to human history. By the strucuture of the personal subject we
mean what the sub)ect finds when he achleves self-appropriation.
We mean the consclous, operatlve ground that has come to know itmelf,
and knows ltself as the orlglinating source and the responding
agent to a summons to attend, then to Inoulre, then to reflect,
then to dellberate. We d0 not mean accounts of that originating
gource and respon+ding agent, for all such accounts are more sr
less adequate, ma;e or less subject to improvement or revisilon.

We mean the concrete reaglity that originatses and responsads,

that finds the accounts of himself inadeonate, that continually

»
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that
revigses and improves them, andﬂtué thereby heightens his self-

awaresness and lncreases hls self-knowledge, that always was

the concrete subjJect that he now knows better.




	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

