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5. From Flrst Princliples to Transcendental Method

By a princlple is a=zant a first 1ln an ordered set.
But a set of propositions may be o>rdered deductlvely so that
some propositions are found to be conclusions but not premisses,
othezrs both conclusions and premlss=s, others flnally that are

premisses but not concluslions
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5. From £ First Principles to Transcendental Method

First principles, 12 the sense of loglcelly first pre-
misses, cease to be of basic ilmport once transitions are

effected from loglc to amethod, from the Posterior Analytics

to modern sclence, from human natuve to human hlstory, and
from the human sonl to the human subject. However, the term,
princlple, 1s far broader than the term premles; traiditionally

1t denostes any first in an ordered set, primum in aliouo ordine;

and the transition from loglic to method, as it does not

ellmlinate multiplicity or order, so it has to acknowledge some
firat in 1its order. That first ls, not a proposition, not a set
of propositions, but human subjects, in thelr nistorical milieux,
working at modern sclences, in accord with tnelr appropriate
methods.

A method has been defined very gencrally as a normative
pattern of recurrent and related operations. But now a dls-
tinction must be drawn between aceclsl methods and transcendental

nethods, They
nethods. For there are norms comion to all methods; they have
thelr basls, not 1n the speclial exlgencles of this or that field
of Inouiry, but in the proper functloning of the human mind
itself. It follows that such norms are unilversal, everywhers
relevanty and, in that sense, transcendental, Further it
follows that the method constltuted by such norms will be a
unlversally apillca®»le and relevant and, in that sense, transcen-
dental method. It remalns, however, that so general a method
w1ll be an insufficient pulde in directing and controlling
work In specific flzlds, There are needed then further and
more partlicular norms appropriate to the subject-matter of

different flelds and, when these farthsr noras are added to
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5. From Flrst Princlples to Transcendental Method

Since a prianclple 1s a first 1n an ordered set, to apeak

LR
of first princlples obvisusly dm tautologous. However, what 1s
meant really is the not the generle notion of principls but the

specific notion of premliss; and slnce the premisses of one sylloglsm

may be the concluslons of other sylloglsms
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5. From First Principles to Transceniental Metinod

Within the context of Aristotelian theory of sclencs
first principles, In the sense of logically first premisses,
are of bpagsic import. But once there oceurs tne shift to
1ndlvidual subjects in thelr uistorical mllieux working at
a modern sclence in accord with a nsthod, there must also
occur a shift to new foundations. Now a principle ls a first
in an order=d set. 8o a shift from loglc to method lmplies
& shift from the flrst in the ordered set of prentsses to the
first 1n the order of methods. Such a first 1s transcendiental
method.

Every method is a normatlve pattern of related and
recurrent operations. In speclal methods the oingm=nha
operationg in cuestlon are determined, not only by thelr own
proper nature, but also by oblects, 80 it 1s that the nethods
of physics, of chenistry, of blology, of the humarz sclences
are adapted to their several objects and differ {rom one
another. But beyond such differences Ihere 1s a comuon core
that is 1ndependent of the variosus classes of objecte and
ls determlned solely by the spontaneous, lmmanent norms
of human cognitional process. That comnon core la transcen-
dental method 1n its latent, impliclt states, To make 1t
explicit is the task x each subject must perform for himself
by applying his orerstlons as intentional to his operations
a8 conscious. foamabaiandidinmeauitned

The result of such work will be first-hand knowledge
of (1) what one 1s doing when one is knowing, (2) why dolng
that 1l knowing, and (3) what does one know when one does it.

In other words, one will aconire first-hand knowledge of
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the unlversally valld norms already mentloned, there are

generated the special msthods of physics, chemlstry, blology,

eonzwh-ory ey ey ery o Mo RYA of the human sclences, and
of theology.

The substance of transcendental method, as we employ the
term, ls self~appropriatlon, that 13, the ssli~knowlasdge ard
self-possession that result from knowing (1) what one is dolng
when one is knowlng, (2) why dolng that is knowlng, and (3) what
one knows when one does that. C(learly the three are intinately
Interrelated, They are, respectively, cognitlonal theory,
eplatenclogy, and metaphysics. But if the previous sectlon
gave some indlcatlions about cognltional theory, we canadt hers
attemct to treat eplstemology and metaphysice. Rather thanm

repeat we would refer the reader bvack to our book, Inslght,l

————

1) B. Lonergan, Insight, A Study of Human Understanding,
London and New York 1957. Students' edltion 1958, freguently

reprinted.

and ere proceed at once to the propertles and functlons of:

transceg%gntal nethod.
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cognitional theory, epistemology, and metaphysica. In the
previous section some indications were given on the huatsvhmsk
first of this triad, cognitional tho theory, but a sample
eplstemology or metaphysics cannot be attzmpted here. So we
refer the reader to our book, Insiecht, and proczed at once to an
account of the properties and functions of transcendental
method.

Flrst, there 1s its normative functlon. A1l special
methods conslst 1n maklng specific the transcendental precepts,
Be attentive, Be lntelligent, Be reasonable, Be responsible.
The work of making transceundental method expliclit to oneself
reveals the rsal ground and content of those precepts. One
may at any time be inattentive, or stupld, or unreasonable,
or lrresponsinhle. But one always 1lg disinclined to admit
one's lapses even to oneself, much more to boast abont then
to others, most of all to present one's deviatlons as the
foundatlon of one's experience, thought, Jjudrement, decisions.

Secondly, there 1s the criticsl funetion. The scandal
Bt111 continues that, whlle scientlists tend to agree, philo-
sophers tend to disagree. They dlsagree about the nature of
the actlvity named knowlng, about the relatlon of that actlivity
to reality, and about reality. But differences on the second
and tnlrd can pe reduced to difierences on the first, and
differences on the first can be resolved by bringing to
llght the contradiction between a mistaken cognitional theory
and the actual performance of the mlstaken theorist. For Hunme
the human mind is a matter of lmpressions linked by custonm.

But Hume's reader must ameuma conclude that the only explanation
of Hume's great originality lies in his possession of a mind

onite different from the human one described by Hume.

D,
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Thirdly, there ls the dlalectlecal function. TFor the
eritlcal use of transcendental method cun be applled to every
mistaken cognitional theory whether explicit or implicit.

In thls manner one can arrive at a historical serleswm of
positlons, that criticism confirms, and counter-positions,
teat critleism confounds,

Fourthly, there lg the systematle functlon. Explicit
transcendental method provides a set of baslc terms and relatisns,
namely, the terms that refer to the operations of the method
and the relations that link the operatlions to one another.
Such terms and r-latlons constitute cognitlonal theory, they
provngmepbatanotopg indicate the ground for eplstemology,
they are lsomorphic with the terms and relations denoting the

r
structure of rsallity propostionate to humsn cornitional process.
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disciplinary problems, and that the sciemces will be mobllized

into a niegher unity that will enable them t0 make thelr quite S B

slegnificant contribution to the problemsof philosophy.

Elghthly, transcendental method 1s relevant to theology.
Thils relevance is not, of course, to be concelved by relapsing
into the Arlstotelian context and so assuming that the relation
of transcendental method to thsology ls & matter of deducling

- theologlical conclusions from phllosophic premlsses




. MiT . e i e it e 2 e E%WMWMHMWW_..

disclplinary problems, and that the sclencea will be mobillized
Into a higher unlty that will enable them to make thelr quite
slgnificant contribution to the solutlon of philosophic problems.
Elghthly, trancscendental method ls relevant to theology.
This, of course, does not nean that theologlceal conclusions
can be deduced from pnllosophic premisses. For the present
discussion lles outeslde the Arlstotelian context, the Arlistotellian
notlions of philosophy 2nd theology, end the Aristotelian relatlons

between different subj)scts.




@

dlecipllnary problems, and that the sclences will be mobllized
into a higher unlty that will enable them to make thelr con-
tribution to tne problems of phlliosophy.

Eighthnly, transcendental method 1s relevant to theology.
For theology, no less than the natural and the human scienceé,
1s a matter of belng not lnattentive but attentive, not stupld
but intellipent, not sllly bui reasonable, not 1rr:sponsible
but highly respons%ble. Apaln, whiie the relations of
transcendental mefthod to the human sclences are not the same

ag ite relati-ns to the natural sclences, 3¢ too 1ts relations

to theoslogy are not the same ask its relations to the humsan or

other methods nave
the natural scliences. For as each speclal method has 1ts
thelir
nas developed 1ts proper features through the accumulated
those

experience of investipators in that special fields, the same
is true of theology, which, indeed, has a longer hlstory

that than the other sclences
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dlsclplinary problems, and that the sciences will be mobllized
into a higher urflty that wlll enable them to make thelr quite
glgnificant contrivution to the provlsms of philosophy.
Eigh?ly, transcendental method is relsvant to theology.
It 1s true, of course, that just as the speclal nethods
of the natural and of the humnan sclences derive thelr proper
normg from the accumilated experlence of invsstigators 1n those
flelds, so also theology nhas its own proper norms at whlch it
has arrived by reflection on its ocwn p-st successes and fallures.
But it 1s also true that, Jjust as the speclal methods of
the natural and tne human sclences, s0 too the sgeclal method of
theology 1s a speclfic manner of belng attentlve, being lotelligent,
belng reasonable, belng responsible. Hence, just as transcendental
method 1s relevant to the other sclences, so too, though in a
different manner, 1z 1t relevant to theology.
This relevance 1s threefold, First, the theologlan has
a human mind and he uses 1t. In that use there occur the same
baslc coperaticns in the sagzsiglatisna as in non-theologlecal
use. What ls -eculiar to theology oceurs withln that basle
struycture, thonugh, of conrse, it adds classes of operatinns
and ulterlior comblnations of operations, to which the basic
structure is open, and which 1t does not determlne.
final
Secondly, the pmopsr object of the human 1lnd 1s unrestricted.
In traditional language 1t 1 belogx and, outside belng or
beyond it, there is just wnothing, It 1s only by contending,
then, that the objects of theoslogy are non-exlstent that onc
one Eige that they lle outside the range of transcendental method.
Thirdly, it is true that the objecte proper to theology
lie beyond the proportisnate range of human cognitional process.

G For all such proper objlects have an intrinsic relstion to God.

God 1s not a datum elther of our suter or of sur inner experlence
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