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Chapter Five

MEANING

Some general account of meaning has to precede not only

any discussion of

such functional specialtles as inter-

Yl

pretation, history, systematics, and communicatlons bhut also
any Eegedw¥ explanation of the dlversity of the expressions of
religious experlence. Accordingly ln thls chapter we shall
endeavor to say somethlng about the embodlment or carrlers of

meaning, abont 1ts analysls, its clarificatlon, its functions,

and its historical development.

l. Carriers of Meaning

Meaning 1ls carried or smbodied in humapn intersubjectivity,
in art, in symbols, and in language. Thls sectlon, then,
dlvides lnto four parts. My treatment of the first two wlll

malnly
draw heavily on notes made years agi»from duzanne Langer's

Feellng and Form.

Thé embodiment of meaniag in-human intersubjectivity
no morg - than-...c.sionere. ~ ' - e
qgnionigrbeftﬁiﬁﬁffatﬂdfframsaqaimgﬂﬁ&fﬁéﬁanceﬁﬁthﬁ=ma&nkﬁ@“éﬂ

Here we can atiempt no more than an 1llustration of the
embodiment of meaning 1n human Intersubjectivity, and hinhm
the Instance we have selected is the meanlng of a smile.
First, then, a smlle does&# have a meaning. It is not simply
g comblnation of movements of lips, faclal muscles, eyes,

It is & combinatln that has a neaning and, preclisely because

of the meaning, 1t L1s named a snlle. 80 we do not go aboui the

S Q J
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streets smiling at every passer-by., We know that,if we did so,
we should be misunderstood,

Next, a smlile 1ls highly perceptible. We easlly notlce
even an inclplent, supressed smlle suppressed smile. And the
reason for this is the fact that a amlle carries a meaning.

For our percelving is not Just a function o5f the lmpressions
made on our senses. It has an orlentation of its own and it

se lects those lmpresslons that can be constructed inte a pattern
with a meaning, 8o one can converse with a friend on a nolsy
street and dlsregard the surrounding tumult to plick out the

band of sound waves that carrles a meanlng.

hen--there~io-so-mueh-wmovenent -in - so-mawy-mugcleg, ~~Fe-4
%'12ed*atwoneaﬁbr;inaigh{

Moreover, to grasp the meaning of a smile is not a
concluslon drawn when there is so much movement in s0 many muscles,
80 that below that level there would be no smlle, and beyond it
one infers that so- a so-and-so 1s smiling. A smile occurs
in an enormous range of variatlons of faclal movements, of
llghting, and of angle of vision. It ie a Gestalt and it 1s
recognized as a whole, Au??“qb*“{“

The meaning of the amile and the act of smlling are
natural and spontaneous. We do not learm to smile the way
we learn to walk, to talk, to swim, to skate. Commonly we 4o
not think of smiling and tnen do 1it. wg;jiim do it. Agaln,
we do not learn the meaning of smiling as we learn the meaning
of words. The meaning of the smlle 18 & dlscovery we make on
our ovn, and that meaning does not seem to vary from culture

1o culture.
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It 1s, finally, an original phenomenon. It cannot be
explalned by causes outside meaning. *+i{ HwwS cannot be
elucldated by other types of meanlng. It cannot be reduced
to them. Some illustratlon of this may be had by comparing

lingulst ic
the meaning of a smile witchemntptuai neaning ,and-dtsennsive
HEHA-Lnmn

Goneeptuaiameanéns*tendh“td“bewunixocalww@Bietionan:7a
exhibit. the many ppesible meanings of each word, but usage
épdeavors to avoid“the”playmonwwordawan&“to*émbIdy.them~£ﬁ

! . ?
gome one of thelr meanings
Linguistic
;. Oonceptuxlmeaning tends to be univocal, but smiles
have a wide variety of meanings. They are smiles of recognition,

welcome, {riendliness, frlendshlp, delight, Joy, love,

or
contentment, aatimfaction,hamusement. They are ironic,
or
sardonic, enigmatle, sad, weary,ﬁpesigned.

CADrecursive meaning

Linguistic meaning may be not only true as opposed to
mendaclous but also true as opposed to false. A smile may be
aimulﬁated, and 80 1t can be true as opposed to mendaclous, but

1t 1s not true as opposed to false.

Lo Iinguistlc meanling contains distinctlions between what

® we feel, what we deslre, what we fear, what we thiq:t what we know,
whet we wlsh, what we command, what we intend. The meaning
of a smile ﬂs@&!ﬂaﬂ 1s global; 1t expresses what one person

® means to another; 1t is the meanlng of a fact rather than the
meaning of a proposition.

}aJ Linguisﬂtic meaning is obJective. It expresses what has
been objectifzgd. But the meaning of a smile 1s intersubjectlve.

It supposes the interpersonal situatlion with lts antecedents

in previous encounters. It ls a recognition and acknowledgement
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of that situatlon and, at the same tlme, a determinant in the
sltuation, a meaning with ltes slgnificance in the context of
antecedent and consequent meanings. But that meaning is not
about some objlect. Rather 1t reveala, betrays, the sublect,
and the revelation is immedlate. *t is not the basis of some
inference, but rather the lncarnate subject 1is transparent
in the smile, and that transparency antedates all subsequent
analysis that speaks of body and soul, or signifler, sign, and
slgnified,
faclal or

From amlles, one might go on to all theﬁpodily movements
or panses, all the variations of tone and pitch and volunme,
by which we manifest our feellnge or actors depict them.
But enough has been said to indlcate the main polnts to be
consldered, and so we end thls first tople by listing Max
Scheler's four mamners in which feelings are shared or
communicated: community of feeling, fellow-feeling, psychic

contagion, and emotlonal ldentification,

I am drawing on Manfred Frings, Max Scheler,Pittsburgh

and Louvein, 1965, pp. 56~66.

Both community of feeling and fellow-feeling are
é | intentional responses that presuppose the apprehension of
| objects that arouse the feellng. In communlty of feeling

two or more persons respond in parallel fashion to the same
oblect. In fellow=feellng a first persons responds to the
object and a second responds to the manifested feellng of the

\;) first. So community of feeling would be illustrated by the

sorrow felt by both parents for theilr dead child, but feel

fellow-feeling would be felt by a third party moved by thelr

gorrow, Again, in community worship there is community of

R e L R L o REE e pp——
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feeling inasmuch as worshlppers are slmllarly concerned with
@od, but there la fellow~feeling inasmuch as some are moved to
devotion by the prayerful attltude of others.

Psychlc contaglon and emotional identification have a vital

rather than an intentlonal besis. Besldes the "we'" that results

from the mutual love a of an "IN and a" "Thou", there is also

the prior "We “ye" that precedes the distinctlon and survives

its obliteration. This prior "we" 1s vital and functional.

Just as one spontaneously ralseds one's arm to ward off a blow
almed at one's head, so with the same spontaneity one reaches
out to save another from falling. ferceptlon, feeling, and
bodily movement are involved, but thep performance is not
deliberate but spontaneous. One adverts to 1t not before it
occurs & but as it 1s occurring., The prior “we" 1s revealed
In the fact that the spontanelty ls independent of the distinction
between the "I" and the "Thou."

Paychle contagion I8 1s & matter of aharing another's
emotlon without adverting to the objlect of the emotion. One
grins when others are laughling wlthout knowlng what they find

funn7y. One becomes sorrowful when othars are weeping wlthout

knowing the caure of their grief. An on-looker, without undergoing
another's 1lls, is caught up in the feeling of extreme pain
expressed on the face of the sufferer. Such contaglon seems

to be the mechanism of masseexcltement in panies, revolutions,
revolts, demonstratlions, strikes, where in general there ls

g disappearance of personal responslbllity, a domination of

\E“J drives over thinking, a decrease of intelligence level, and a
readiness for submlsslon to a leader. Needless to day, such

contaglon can be dellberately provoked, bullt up, explolted

by pollitical actlvists, by the entertainment industry, by

S Rl ey




= e T e R T B k****“ﬁwwﬁi%%ﬁﬁmﬁfﬁ*%
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where that fulfilment 1s lacking whether in the truly godless or
the obdurate sinner, there emerge the fanatically harsh pursuit
of limited goals, the triviallzatlion of human life in debauchery,
the conviction that the world and man's life are abaurd.

®

®
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wlll be matched iIn the history of religlons by thelr opposites.

X 8ald that love is love of someons; but rellglous love 1ls

focussed on myskmmyxtragarsdms transcendent mystery; transcendent
mystery as transcendent 1s nothing in thelr thls world; transcendent

mystery as nmyatery, as the not known, has been named
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will be matched in the history of religlons by their opposites.
80 being in love is loving someone, but there has long exlsted
8 religions experience that concelves itself as athelstlc. Ik

This conception arlses nek in the context not of a Western

rhllosophy of bl belng but of an Eastern achool of asceticlem

and praysr. It emphesizes not the personal aspect of love but the
Be 120 fact that religious love 1s focussed on tran;cendent. mystery.
e 159 ¥hat 18 transcendent is nothing in this world; what ls mystery
ls unknown,
Agadn, transcendence can be over-emphaslzed, to make
. @082-91 God renote, lrrelevant, forgotten, Inversely, immanence ocan
be over-emphasized, and then the dlvine will be identifled
with the wuniverse apprehended as a vl vast vital process of
Goll7-26 which the group's living and loving ls a part. ®Edomidpg
Then the loss of reference to the transcendent will rob
symbol, ritual, recltal of thelr proper meaning to leave them
Vebb 1dol and maglc a.nd‘myt.h.

Q
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1s subordinated to a fuller goodness in oneself, then the
cult of a God that terrifies can slip over Into the demonie,

e 57 to an exultant destructlveness of oneself and of otheras.

6. The Word

By the word is meant any expresaion of religlous meaning
or valuve. Its carrier may be intersubjectivity, or art, or
aymbol, or langusge, or the lives, deeds, achlevenenta of
individuals or groups. But whlle other modes of expresslon
add depth or power, 1t is language that makes communicatlon
apecific and preclse. Accordingly, since ocur lmmediate alm
ls a clariflication of the naturé of relilglion, wwnEnst

attention will center on the spoken or written word.
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@God. It is a meanling that has 1ts context 1ln the process of
internal communicatlon in which it occurs and functlons, and
it 1s ﬂhighat context that an interpreter has to appesl if
he would explain it.

To explain the symbol, of course, 18 to go beyond the
symbol. It is to effect the tranaltion from an elementary to
a lingulstic meaning, and such linguistic nmeaning 1n the

present century stands within a context of social, cultural,

@sychological, phllosophic, and religious views at the present

f
meaning, at the present time, stands within the context of

a8 lingulstic meaning. While the linguistic meaning will
have attempted to reach back to the proper context of the

symbol i1tself, it also has 1lts own context.
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interpreter spontaneously willl draw whem he sete about
clarifying, explaining, Justifylng, defendling, or expanding his
peslitlon. On the other hand, in the measure that the inter-
preter's horizon, the context of hls views, turns out to have
been the victlim of the fashlons and fais of his tlme and place,
in that measure subsecuent thought wlll have the task of

working out a correction and revislon.

()
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God. It is a meaning that has i1ts context in the process of
internal communication in which 1t occurs, and it 1s to that
context through associatlons, concomitant feellngs, antecedents,
tendsncles that an 1nterpreter has to appeal 1f he would
explain the symbol.

To explaln the symbol, of course, 1s to go beyond the
synbol. It 18 to effect the transition from an elemental
neaning in an image or percept to a lingulstic meaning,tn

« and from the subjective context of the image or percept to

J
{ltjjiffggthe ob jective context of the lingnistic meaning, A 3uch contexta

are varicus, There ils the general study of syibols as such,

as in Gilbert Durand's les structures antPOpologiquas de

1Ymaginaire, which brilliantly organlzes and relates vast

nasgses of symbollc data. There mre studles within the

The subtitle is: Introductlon & 1'archétypologie générale,

2nd BEM ed., Paris, Presses Universitaires de France, 1963.

¢ontext of this or that school of theraplsts, where the main

significance of the symbol is symptomatic, polnting to the

origin of the malady Wtdmabeet®] or heralding a cure.le=sim

psychological
d&@t There arehstudies c¢oncerned not with the 111 but with

o the very healthy constantly gor growing and developing.
Y
the very health who throughout thelr llives continue to grow

and develop.
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5. Lingulstlc Meaning

Lingulstic meaning is meaning embodied in convqtntional
slgns. Preclsely because 1ts base 18 conventlonal, 1t admita
1ndefinite extension, flexlbllilty, and even refliexion on 1ltself.
S0 one can speak of anything with any degree of nuance and
precislion and, as we now are doing, one can speak of speaking
too. Where lntersubjective meaning is confined to the tami=
1mned;$30y of the interpersonal situation,:?gzzetic neaning
15 confined to the patterns and rhythms of shares and colors,
g0lid forms and structures, pltch, tone, and volume of sound*a,
vwhile symbolic meening is the focus at which body, mind, and

heart adjust as the exlstentlal sublect confronts his world,

lingulstic meaning ranges over the unlverse.
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The commonsense developusnt of human intelligence
¥Ylelds not only common but also complementary results. Prinitive
frult gatherers differentiate 1nto ga:deners, hunters, and fishers.

groups and
Nawhenda and tesks and tools call forth new worde. The division

i
ek

of labor continues and, with it, the speclalization of language.
Eventually there arlees a distinction between words in common
use that refer to what 1s generally known about pertlcular
tasks and, on the other hand, the technical worda employed by

or or
oraftamon,Aexperts,Aspeciqliats, when they speak among themeelvesg.

This process is carried aﬁtggj?urther, vhen hmman intelllgpence

shiftes from comoonsense to theorstical devse lopment, when inguiry

le pursued for its wp own sake, when logics and nethods are

formulated, when a tradition of learning 1s establlshed,

different branches are dlstingulshed, and specialtlies multiply.
Iiterary langiage 1s & thlrd genus. While ordlnary

langnage 18 tranelent, literary is perumnent: 1t is the vehlcle

of aﬁzgzg; a, Egiigg, to be lesrnt by heart or to be written

out. While ordinary langnage is alliptical, dvewtng-on

content to supplement the common understanding and common feallng

ﬁa% already gniding common living, literary languege not only

alns at fuller statement hut also attenpte to make up for

the lack of mutual presence. It would have the ligtener or

reader nst only unlerstand tut also feel. S0 where the

technical treatise almns at conforming to the laws of loplo

ard the precepte of methed, literary language tands to float

,) somevherc in between logic and aymbol. when it 1s analyeed
~ are
by & logical mind, it is found to be full of what,@ermed

¢ flgures of apesch. But 1t is only the intrusion of non~literary
oriteris into the study of literature that makes figures of
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(4) active,
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expression
speech meMaesn smack of artifice. For the)langoage of feellng

is symbolic and, 1f worde owe a debt to logic, symbols follow
the lawe of lmage and affect., With Glambattlsta Vico, then,
ve hold for the priorlity of poetry, literal msaning literally
expressed is a later 1deal and only with enormous effort and
care can it be realized, as the tireless labors of lingulstle

enalysts ga>tom.showi seem to show,

6, Elements of Meaning

Dietinguish (1) sources, (2) mcts, and {3) terms of
meaning.

Sources of meaning are all consclous acts and all intended
contenta, whether in the dream state or on any of the fowr
levele of waking consclonenese. The principal divieion of
sources 1s into transcendental and categorial. The transcendental
are the very dynsmlsm of Intentional consclousness, its capacity
to attend, to 1nnulre, to reflect, to dellberate, a capaclty

endlessly
that both heads for and recognizes data, intellliglbllity,
truth, reality, and value. The categorlal are the determinations
reached through experiencing, understanding, Jjudglng , declding.
The transcendental notlons put the questiona. Answers come
in oategorlal determlmtlons.

Acts of meaning are (1) potentlal, (2) formal, (3) full,
and (5) instrumental.
and=—{ér=inatoveemtedys In the potentlal act meening 1s elemental.
There has not yet Deen reached the dlstinctlon between meanlng

and meant. Such 1s the meaning of the smile that acts simply

as an lntevakubjective determinant, the meaning of the work of

T A e
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art prior to ite interpretatlion by a critle, the meaning of

the symbol pe:forming its office of internal comounlcation
¥ithout help from the theraplst. Agalin, acta of sensling and

of understanding of themselves h-ve only potential meaning.

As Arlstotle put it, the aensible in ast and the sense in act

are ons and the sana; and the intelligible in act and intelllgence
in act are one and the same, Tnus, soundlng and hearing are

an identitys without ears there can be longltudinal waves 1in

the stmoaphere but there cannot be sound. Siallarly, data

are potentlally lntelligible, but thelir intelliglbility in

aot coincldes with an intelligence in act.

The formal act of meaning ls an act of concelving,
thinkdlng, considering, deflining, supposing, formulating.
Ther¢ has emerged the distlnotlon between meaning and meant,
for the neant is what le concelved, thought, considered, defined,
supposed, formulated. However, the precise nature of thie
distinctlon has not as yet been clarlfled. One is meaning
preclgely what one 1s thinking about, but one has yet to determine

wht whether the object of one's thought ies merely an object of

The full act of nmeaning ie an met of Judging. One

?aq} thought or eomething more than that,
i
@
1 affirme sgettles the status of the oblect of thought,that it

R 12 merely an object of thoupht, or a met mathematical entity,

ot
o

or a real thing lying in the world of human experilence,

or a trasncednet transcendent reality beyond that world.
oxr. performatiwe

\h.) *etinﬂﬁmﬁ&nlncncamgawuithsJudgoaentamvfwvﬁiﬁei«dqg4gioﬂ,.
actions. .ibat one-means, directs and guldes: whet 5i¥-is-tesdo,
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Aotive or performative meaning comes s with Judgements of

value, decisions, ~
actlons,. It 1s a topic to whloh we revert

when we treat, 1n a later seotion, the effective and oconstitutive
functions of meaning in the individual and the comaunity.

Instrumental acte of meaning are expressions. They externalize
and exhiblt for interpretation by others the potentlal, formal,
full, or active senTd acte of meaning of the eubject. As the
expreseion and the interpretiation may be adequate or faulty,

instrumental acts of meaning provide the materials for a epecisal

chapter on hermeneutics.

The analyats have studled perforuative meaning, notably
Donald Evans, The loglc of Self-involvement, london, SCM Prees,1963

A term of meaning ias what 1s meant. In potential acts
of meaning, meaning and meant are not yet sorted out. In fomal
acts, the dlstinctlon haes energed but the exact statuas of the
tern remeins lndetermlnate. In full acts of meaning there
occurs the probable or certain determination of the atatue
of the term; one settles whkmsiew whether or not 4 A 1s, or
vhether or not A 18 B. In performative actz of meaning one
settles one's attitude to A, what one will do for B, whether
one will endeavor to bring about C.

With regard to full terms of meaning one has to dlstinguish
different spheres or realms of belng. We say that the moon
existe. We also say ihat there exists the logarithm of the
square root of minus one. In both casee we use the same verb,
oxist. But we do not measn that the moon le just & oonclusion
that can be deduced from sultable methematlcal postulates,
and we 4o not mean that the logarithm in questlin csn be

inspected salling sround the sky. A distl ctlon, accord}lngly,
W/

° ::» D
e

.
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has 10 be drawn between a sphere of real belng and other

restriocted ¥5 epherss or realms such as the mathsmatical, the
hypothetical, the logical, and ao on. %hile these aspheres

differ enormously from one another, they are not simply diaparate.
The contents of each aphere are rationally afiirmed. The affirmation
1¢ rationel because it proceeds from an act of reflactive
understanding in whlch ia grasped the virtually unconditioned,

that 18, 8 conditioned whose conditions are fulfilled.

On the vlrtnally unconditioned, Insight, chapter ten.

But the spheres differ so vastly because the conditiona to
be fulfllled differ. The fulfilllag conditiona for affirming
real belng are appropriate dats of sense or consclousness,
but the fulfilliing condition for proposing an hypothesis
1s a posslble relevance to;porroct understanding of data,
while the fulfllling condltions for correct mathematical statement
do not include even & possible relevance to data. Finally,
beyond restricted spherss and the real sphere there ls the
transcende§nt sphere of belngs transcendent being is the being
that, whiig known by us through grasping the virtually uncone
ditioned, 1e itself without any conditlone whatever; 1t is
Tormally w8 unconditloned, absolute.

The foregoling, of course, iz the reallest account of
full terma of meaning. To transpoze to the empirielet position,
one diesregards the virtually unconditloned and identifies the
real with what ls exhilblted 1n ostenslive gesturea. What is
a dog? Well, here you are, take a look. To aove from enxpiriclsm
to ideslism, one drawe attention to the empiricist's fallure to

note all the structurlng elements thet are not glven to sense

yot are constitutive of human knowing; btut one falls to challenge

=
D
LA
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the enmpiriclst notion of the real and to discover that we come

to know the real when we grasp & certain type of virtually
unoconditioned.

7. The Unity of Differentiated Consciouaness

Differentlated consclousness uchleves 1ts unity !! (1) vy
keeping dlstinot the worlds of common sense, of theory, of
interiority, and of transcendence, {2) by understanding the
relations between them, and (3) by moving easlly from living
in one to living in another.

Such unity 1s cuits different from the unity of nditorentinte
undifferentlated conasclousneas, for which the different worlds
or realms have not yet become distinet. Agaln, 1t differs
from the troubled conscliousness, for whlch difierent worlds
are becoming dlstlnot but the dlacovery haes not yet besen aade
that, when these dlstinctione arlse, the old unity of
undifferentiat lon will no longer be possible, and a new dynamie

unity of well understood transltl:ns has to be achleved.

Towards such achlevement let ue conslder the Ifour swhet

exigences that give rise to the different r<alms or worlds,

@ namely, the syatematic exigence, the critlcal exisence, W@
the methodlcal exlgence, and the transcendental exigencs;m
The aystematic exligence separates the world of com:on sense
o and the world of theory. Both »f these worlds h:ve the same
contents which, however, are viewed from such different
Nt stencpointe that they can be related only by shifting from

one standpoint to the other. The world of common sense 1sa

the world of persons and things in thelyr relstione to us.
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It 1s the visible unlverse peopled by relatives, friends,
acouaintances, fellow cltlzens, and the rest of humanity. Ye

come to know 1t, not by applying some sclentliflc method, but by

8 gelf-correcting process of learning, in which insights gradually
accumulate, coale’ace, qualify and correct one another, until a
point 1s reached where we are able to zmeet slituatlons as they
arise, slze them up by addiag & fow more inslghts to the acouired
store, and 80 deal wlth them in an approprlate fachion. Of the
obJeote 1n thie world we aspeak in everyday language, in which
words have the functlion, not of namlng the intrinale propertles

our
of things, but of coapleting the focuselng of ixxemx, consclous

A
intentisnality on the things, of crystalllzing our attltudes,
expectatling, intentlona, of guiding our dealings with then.

The intrusion of the systemailc exlgence into the world of
common sense 1s besutifully illustrated by Plato's sarly dlalogues.
S8serates woald molkk for the definltion of thle or that virtue.

No one could afford to admit that he hzd no 1dea fo of what was
weant by courage or temperance or Justice. No one could deny
that such comion nanes must possess some comnol meaning foind
in each instance of courage, or temperance, or Justice. And no
one, not even Jocratea, was able to pln down Just what.gfy-that
comnon meanlng was. If from Plato's dialogues one shifts to
Aristotle's Nlconsghean Ethlcs, one can find definltlons

a
worked out both for virtue and vice in general and forhseriea

of virtues each flanked by two oprosite vices, one elnning by
exceps, and the other by defect. But these answers to Socrates’
quections hive now ceased to be the cingle objectlve. Ths
systematic exipence not merely ralses questlons that comion sense
cannot answer but also demands a context for 1te answers,

a context that commou sense cennot supply or comprehend. This

o) =
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context ls theory, and the objects to whlch 1t refers are in the
world of theory., To theses objects one ocan mecend from commonsense
starting-pointe, but they are properly known, not by thle ascent,
but by their Linterrelations, thelr slmilarities and differences,
the functions they fulfil in thelr interactions. ‘ﬁ%p A3 one

may approach theoretleal ovjects from a commonsense startl g-polint,
soﬂzggbggzcan lnvote commoﬁ%enae to correct theory. But the
correction will not be sffected In commonsenee lancusge but in
theoretical language, and 1te implicatlons willl be the consequences,
not of the conxoneence facte that were invoked, but of the
theoratical correcti:n theat was made.

My 1llustration wae from Plato and Aristotle, but sany number
of others conld be added. Masm, temperature, the electromagmetic
field are not oblecte In the world of common sense. Maag is
nelther waight nor momentum. A metal oblect wlll feel coldex
than a woocden one, but both wil)l be of the same temperaturs.
Maxwell's equations for the electromegnetic PY6A1 di4ld fleld
are magnificent in thesir abstruseness. If a bilologlst takes
hls young sonm to the zoo and both pause to look a% a glraffe,
the boy will wonder whethar 1t Dbites or kicks, but tas father
will see another manner in which Rkeletal, locoactlve, dlgestlive,
vagculayr, and v nervous aystens combine and interlock.

There are then a world of ocomaon ssnse and a world of
theory. We use Aifferent languares ‘o apenk of them. The
difference in the langzuagea involves soclal differsncess
speclalists can apeak to thelr wives abouwt nmany thingce but not
about thelr speclialties. Filnally, what glves rlee to thsse

methods of coming to koow,
quite dlfferent standpointe, lanpuagee, comnunltles, is the

aystematic exlmence.
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To meet the systematlec exigence only reinforces the
eritical exlgence., Is comuon assnse just primitive lgnorance
1o be brusghed 1 aside with an acclalm to aclence as the dawn
of Intelligence and reason? Oxr 1a sclence LW of merely
pragoatic value, teachlag us how to control nature, but falling
to reveal what nature 1s? Or, for that matter, 1le there any
such thing as huwan knowlng? So man 1ld confronted with the
three basle questionss ‘hat aw I doing when I am knowing? Why
1s doing that kvowlng? What do I know when I do it? With theee
questions one torng from the outer worlds of commdn sense and
theory to the appropriation of one's own interiority, one's
pubjectivity, one's operations, thelr structure, thelr noras,
thelr potentialitlies. Such appropriation, 1n its tcecunleal
expresslon, resemblaes theory. But in itself it le a helghtening
of intentional consciousness, an atiending nct werely to objects
but aleo to the lntendlng aublect and hls acts., And as thals
helghtened consciousnese consilitutes the evidence fsr one's
account of knowledge, such an account by the proximity of the
evlidence Adiffers Ifirom sll otuer expression.

The withdrawal into laterlorlty 1s not an end in itself,
From it one returns to the worlds of comuon senss and tusory
with the abllity to meet the uethddlcal exigence., For self-
approprlation of itaelf 48 a grasp of transcendental nethod,
and that grasp provides one with tie toocls not only for anm
analysls of commonsansge procedures but also for the dlfferentiation
of the sciences and the cows ruction of thelr methods.

Fimally, there ls the transcendent exlgence, Hmx
There 1s to human lnculry &n unrestricted deaand for intelliglbllity.
There 1s to human judgenent a demand for the uncendlilioned,

iere 1s to human dellberation & criterdon that criticizes every

=
o ) -
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finite good. 8o 1t is that man camn reach fulfllment, peace,
m—mwmmwwmﬁﬁrw
worid-ef—experience Lo the Liranscendent nov i-the-tiie
Joy, only by moving beyond the world of poaﬁtbila experlence
1nto the world of rellgion where God 1a known and loved.
But to thla tople we retarn in the next cha pter.

Differentlated consclousness, to coneluds, sharply
dletinguishes the four worlds of comnon senss, of theory,
of Interlority, nnd of religion. It doss not seek to give
them the homogenelty of undifferentlat-d conaciousnese
but leaves them in thelr proper diverslty. Nor is it thereby
dlvided, split up, into unrelated compaé&ents. On the contrary,
through self=understanding and self-knowledge 1t finds in {tself
the groimnds of e this diversity, and e it acouirea the
flexiblllty and dexterity that enables 1t to shift with eane
from any one to any other and to find itself at home in all
of the four,

8. Fupctions of Meaning

Meanlug 1e forumative, cognitive, communicative, effective,
congtitutlve. These ameveral functlons involve differences in
the meanlng ¢f meaning and, as the fulfllment of the functlions
may be more or less developed, there will result notable
differences 1n the gen:ral pattern of meaning and so a history

of meaning.

Meaning 1s formative inasmuch as it forme or completes
human

one'ﬁAPelng and functloning. Intersubjective meaninga relate

us to one another and keep the interpersonal situation in process.
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9. Stages of Meaning

The four realms of meaning have a dynamlc aspect. They
are reached only through successive differentlations of
consclousness. Accordingly, they provide a baslc scheme for
distingulshing different stages of meaning. In the flrst stage
the commonsense mode of operatlons will confront the subject
with a world of common sense. There wlll be no theory and no

world of theory




lji
i
1

¥
1
4

religion do not get bey-nd commonsense or theoretlcal apprehension.
The third stage results from;;g&igp the critlcal and

the methodical exigences, and the fourth adds an adequate

apprehenslon of the transcendent. The thlrd and fourth stages

ars those that would result lnasmuch as transcendental method

and 1ts application to ratural science, hunan sclence, phllosophy,

and theo‘lcgy become accepted




relligion do not get Wwyomnd commonsense and theoretical modes
of apgimehension.

The third stage rwsultsﬁig from meeting the critlcal and
methodlcal exigeuces. Its characteristics have been, perhaps,

indicated

Br:fflcientlyﬁaﬁeﬁ&m irm £this and the foregolng chapters. The
nature of the fourth stege wlll be indicated in the next chapter.
It remains then that we attempt to f£11l out onr accrunts of

the first two stages, @and 1t will be more convenient to begin
with the second.

"5 edond B tage e Wegitmies ‘three phases’ a~philigophle
° >

e’fhg_,”h‘-~-n'e'i‘“xtu"r~al‘a ol ence phase, and a human--a'c'ienoev"phzi"ae'jf

Thes second stsage 1s characterlzed by the emergence of
theory. It divldes into three phases. In the first phase
theory is basleally phliosounic and the sclences are concelved
as speclallzed decartnentes of phllosophy. In the second
phase science 1s Lln revoelt agalinst the dominant phllosophy;

thinkers
filrst, it fashions phullosophies of its own or supports thdwe

that develop 'sclent ifac' philosopaies; eventually, it claims

autonomy
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Arlastotle
senaitive, or intellectual acts. Finally, while h# acknow-

ledged the existence of lmmaterial substances and conceived them
a8 lntelllgences in act, stlill they were integral to hils theory
of this world, 1lts first movers and, 1n number, forty-seven

or fifty-five according to the astronomical hypothesls cne
preferred.

While Thomas Agulnas effected a radical revision of
Arlstotelian metaphysics, whlle he councelved God in an essentially
transcendent fashion, still thls conceptlon remained in the
world of thosw® tueory as did hls @ psychology as well.

The radical challenge to philosophy as theory came when
natural scilence shifted from Aristotelian logic to mathematics
for its fundamental inspiration; and thls movement, though for
a while 1t took its stand on the basls of ad hoc philosophles,
eventually developed a method and proncunced 1t autononmous.

In similar fashion the human sclences have detached themselves
from any phllosophlc base, either modelling themselves on the

methods of natural sclence or else, as 1n the German Gelstes-

wlsgenachaften, procesdlng in accord with the methods developed

fﬁwﬁ in 1literary and historical stndles. Now tnis secession of the
| natural and human sclences from phllosophle roots implies
apeclallzation without integration., Integration is not teo

be acnleved by way of any loglcally articulated theory: for
logle is statlic while the modern sclences are ever 1n process.
Such 1s the sltuation that lnvites

o +Thonatady-pemadas fhe transcendental turn that concelvea
\_,J philosophy, not as a theory about oblects of some speclal

a method,
pallosopnlc variety, but as g an expresslon of the subject's

normative pattern of recurrent and relatsd operations.
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9. Stages of Meaning

The stages in question are ideal constructs. They alm
at understanding and concefving secular differencee of horlzons,

The baplc dlfferences are derived
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9. gtages of Meaning

The stages in guest lon are 1deal constructs, We have
dlstingulshed carrlers, elements, functlions, and realms of
meaning. We now propose to lndicate some of the ways in which

these varlous aspects may combine.
we have in mind the Western traditlon and we

In the malnpthoscupdsgen~are-tistingntshed:  cnln-asgirst
dlastiogulsh three stages. In a first
/“ stage consclous and intentional operations follow the mode of
common sense. In a second stage the mode of common sense 1s
supplemented by the mode of theory, where theory ls controlled
by logle. In a third stage there s agaln are the modes of
common Bense and of theory, but now logle has been absorbed
within method. TFhe-grewmnt-of-the.second:-and-third stages-
widl-have to he'moditfled wheh one moves® outslide of the Westprm tradifdon.
Withln each stage further distinctlons are to be drawn.
But no matter how numerous such dlstinetions might be, no
mat ter how fully they might be lllustrated, still they never
WaA44 amount to a history of meaning. Hlstory arises from
historical data, The analysis of meaning is Just a preliminary
exerclse that standa to history in some such fashlon asg
quﬁ mathematics stands to rphysics.
' In the first stage, then, there occurs the development
of language. Already we have dlstlogulshed so'mwces, acts,
and terms of meaning and, among the acts, potentlial, formal,
active,
full, pepformetterey and instrumental acts., The use of language

1s among the instruunental acta. Now thlis must not be taken

to imply that the use of Gewrt language 1s some § optional

S~J ad Junct that may or may not accompany the other acts. On
| the contrary, some semnslble expresslon ls intrinsic -fewe
to the pattern of our consclous and intentional operations.

Just as lnoulry supposes senslble data, Just as insight occurs

g o e - j:)
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wlth respect to some schematic lmage, just as the reflective
act of understanding occure with respect to a convineling
summatlion of the rel=vant evlidence, so inveraely the interior
act;ﬁ;onceiving, Judg+ing, doclding demand the senslble and
proportionate aubstrife wei call expression. Indeed, 80 rlgorous
ls this demand that Ernst Casslirer has been able to put together
a path+ology of symbollic consclousness; motor distarbances

"

that result in aphasla are accompanled with disturbances of

perception, thought, and action.

See Ernst Cassirer, The Philosophy of Symbolic Forms,

Volume three: The Fhenomenology of‘xnowledge, New Haven 1957,
pp. 205-277.
In the development of proportionate expreassion there are

three key steps. The firat is the diascovery of signification.

Say one tries to grasp but falls., 8tlll even the fallure at
least polnts. When pointing 1s understood, one issErhient

no longer trles to grasp; one just polnts. The second step
1s generallzatlon. Not only does 1lnsight rise on the basls
of a schematic image. It also can use the pattern discerned
In the image to gulde bodlly or vocal movements. 80 one can
inmitate others, and one can embody a similar pattern 1n quite
dlfferent materials. When the discovery .oe of signif#lcation
is Jolned wilth such mimetle or analogleal expreaslon, then
one:g£presa meaning not only lndicatively by pointing but
also mimetlcally and analogically. The third step is the

1

development of language. ~t ls the work of the community




- or far, whether or not he can be seen; and often the form of the
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with common inslghts into common needs and common tasks and,
of courss, already in communication both lntersubjectlively,
indicatively, and by mimetlc and analogical expreaslon.

Just as they understand one another's frowns and smiles,
gestures, mimesis, and analogy, 80 too they can come to paylo*

endow vocal sounds with significatlon.

See Ernst Casslirer, The Phllosophy of éi Symbolic Forms,
PP
Volume one: lLanguage, New Haven 1953, ’\_181 fa
Ibld., pp. 186 ff.

The llmitatlons of early language result from the nature
perceptual

of insight. Inslght is into pepevbus presentations and
inaglnative representations, 5o human intelligence has no
aL®¥ Jifficulty in developing langnage with respect to all that
can be directly perceived or represented. But nelther the
generic nor the temporal are directly percelved; subjlectlve
experlence 1s on the side not of the percelved but of the
percelving; and the objlects of religlous concern are not
fﬁﬁ\ percepts but the oblectlves of the transcendental notions in
: their i unrestricted and absolute aspects. It follows that
the generle, the temporal, the subjectlve, the dlvine either
remain unexpressed or else find expression inasmuch as they
are somehow represented in the direct field of perceptlon or

representation. 8o varlous American Indian languages cannoti

say that a man 1s sick without also retallling whether he 1ls near

gentence will reveal the place, position, and posture af the

were
gick man. Similarly, 1n Homer therehwaﬁe words for such

gpecific activitles as glancing, peering, staring, but no generic
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Aristotle, Metaphysics, Lambda 8, 1074a 10 ff.

On this movement see Ernst Cassirer, Das Erkenntnisproblem

in der Phllosophie und Wissensechaft der neueren Zelt., Three

volumes. Berlin 1906, 1907, 1920.

—

let us now turn to the first stare of meaning. In it
there 1s but one mode of operation, that of common sense. It
follows that consclousness is undifferentiated. Feellng, knowing,
declding, doing all occur, but they occur together. There 1s no
pure theory detached from feellng, from practical decisions, from
immediate purposeful action. Agaln, the four functions of
meaning, cognltlive, efficlent, constitutlive, and communicative,

are fulfilled. But there 1s no theory to distinguish then,

to aaeign each- 1tewlimite, -to.determinre thelreriveriat~and,

so one wonld‘pﬁiq;-misunderstand and mie)udge the first stage,
hat

|

1f one asgdmed, 1t intepded to proceed in &dcord with our
ietino-ione, goale, crlteria. Ae 1n latpr etagee nan live
n a world men-mediated by meaning, bt conetltepive meaniyg

ingles with cognltive to give birth to mythp " Agaln, to

\
i

eal with ‘that world, man extends the efrfcient fundtion o
enlarges hls

il anLng, and 8o enlamgeeh&ampq powere wlth magic.

To enter into mythic conecioueneee one has to reverse

once more -
Xe 's own development. One has to aeeociateﬁfne B notio of
8

m‘.

/.

ace with one's experience of climblng ang falling so that
ié\is Belf-evident that, unleesthe earth uefe flat, thlﬁ5

on the 0??6@E%§2§rﬁe"wwald TaTr«off.m-fmdbeme-mueﬁ*ggggy
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to assign each its limlits, to determins thelr respective criteria.

Even ln the flrat stage man lives In a world mediated by meaning
over
but then the inadequacy of hls mastery ef meaning lets the

constltutive functlon create myth and the efficient function

generate magle.
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on the opposite slde would fall off. Nothlng 1s more certain
than myth. ‘“ime too has to be reconcelved: 1t 1s not the
organlzation of all events in the unlverse within a single
continuum; 1t 1ls thought inasmuch as verbs have tenses

and the tenses express not Jjust a kind or ouality of actlon =-

as 18 the case in older languages -« but temporal relatlions.

s A N
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The escape from the limitatlons o4early language 1e,
of course, by lingnistic feed-back. X Language then 1a developed
by inslghtes, not into gestures, percepts, images, but into
verbal expresslions. Once thilis procesa gets under way earller
meanings can be transformed and, among such tranaformations,
the most lmportant ls the notion of distlnction. vbvlously
in the perceptual fleld everything is not the same, but seelng
that 1s one thing, and saying 1t 1s another. In the latter
case, A and B are dlstinet, 1f A 1ls not B. Further, the A
and B In aquestlon may be Juat words; they may be the meanlngs
of words; or they may be the realitles that are meant. 3o
there are three kinds of distinctlon, and the talrgd 1s
extremely important.

However, to dlascover that lmportance is to think
metaphysically, and to do so 1nvolves a step beyond the first
stage of meaning. It followa, me Cassirer states, that
the first stage lacks any fixed dividing line between ‘mey@™
wovmeverrtmbdon®  mere "representation” and "real" perceptlon,
between wish and fulfilment, between image and thing, betwsen
name and thing, between the world of the dream and the world
of\f waklng states.

Thie absence of effectlve dletinctlion =sspeclally affects
the subject's\} ¢ontrol over his own inner operations. There
1s an 1ncapaclty to sort out and separate doing, decidlng,
feeling, knowlng, to liberate a;urehbension and concept*ion
from concomitant feelings, to begln‘:he pursiilt of kno#iedge
a8 a speclfic and separate goal. Further, while the different
functions of meaning will be 1n use, the ;Pgnitive functlon
will not be sharply distinguished from the constitutive and

from the efficient. The mingling of the cognitive wilth the
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Magle wlll decllne as technlque advances to reveal

by contrast the lnefflcacy of maglc and to turn human weaknesse

to praylﬁ;othe goda. But to break myth man has to discover

mind. He has to sort cut and somehow detach from one anotherx
feellng and doing, knowing and declding. He has to clarify

just what 1t is to know, and then keep apart the cognitiwve
funetion of meaning from its constitutive and efflclent Lunctions
and from 1ts role in the communlcatlon of feellng.

How the Greeks dlacovered mind has been told by Brunm
Snell., Homeric simile drew on the characteristics of inanimate
nature, of plants and animals, to 1llumlnate and objectify
the forces operative in the eplc heroes. The lyrlc poets
get forth individual humen feeling. The tragedlans exhlibited
declsions and thelr consequences. I em Empedocles revexrtsed
to Homeric hexameter and slmlle, still hls similes served
a qulte new purpose, the elucldation of objlectlve process.

So ".. the 1light of the sun is thrown back by the moon like an
achoy the moon revolves about the earth 1like the felloe of

a wheel about the axle...."
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Ag technique advances, 1t reveals by contrast the
lnefflcacéiy of maglc and turns man lm hils weakness from magical
incantatzgﬁito religlous supplication. 3But if myth 1s to be
broken, man* must discover mind. He has to sort ont and somehow
detach frog'one another feelling and dolmg, knowing and decidling.
He has to clarify just what 1t is to know and, 1n the light of
that clarlificatlon, keep the cognitlve Lfunctlon of meaning
apart from 1lts constltutive and efficismt functlions and from ilts
role in the communication of feeling,

How the Greeks discovered mind, has been told by 3runo
Snell. On a first level there was the literary revelatlon of
man to himself., Homerlc simile drew on the characterlstice
of inanimate nature and of éiﬂplanta and animales to 1lluminate
and objectlify and distinguish the varled springs of actlon
in the eplc herces. The lyric poets woxked cut an expression

of Individuel human feeling. The tragedians exhlblted human

declslions, thelr confllets and interplay, and thelr conseguences,
Literary development was accompanied with reflections on

knowledge. For Homer, knowledge ls a matter of direct experlence

o
or else of hearsay. Human knowlegge 18 always restricted.
ormipresent,
But the experience of the Musss, who arﬁﬂaéwayamp?esuntqhis

complete; and it is tzﬁiithat enable the bard to sing as 1f
he had been present or heard the tale fx'm an eyewltness.

are faf' less trustwor thy; they mey
For Heslod the Musea,&each elther plauysible falgehood or

and taught him,
truth. They singled hinm out, not to repeat the folly and
lies of hls predecessors, but to tell the truth abont the
gtruggle In which man ekes out his llve lihood. Xenophanes
re¢ lected the multitude of anggopomorpmic gods; for him god
was nnlty, perfect in wisdom, operatlng without toll, merely

by the thought of hls mind. In contrast, human wisdom was
st 313

imperfect, caught in semblance, buththe best of the virtues,
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As technlque advances, 1t reveals by contrast the insfflcacy

magleal relligious
of magle, and turnsﬂ man from}}ncantation tﬁhfupplicatlon.

But to break myth man has to dlscover mind. He has to sort out
and somehow detach from one another feeling and doing, knowing
and declding. He has to clarify Just what 1t is to know, and
then keep apart the cognitive functlion of meaning from its
constitutive and efflclent M functlions and from its role

in the communication of feelling.

How the Greeks discovered mind has been told by Bruno
Snell. PFlrst, was the ML literary revelation of man to
himself. Homeric simlle drew on the characterlatlics of lnanimate
nature and of plants and anlmals to 1lluminate and objlectify
and distingulsh the varied springs of action in the eple
heroes. The lyrlc poets set forth individual human feeling.
The tragedlans exhibited human declslions, their lnterpilay,
and thelr consequences. Through the poets man g gained
in self-understanding and self-expression. Still the images
of the poets, like the figures of myth, ".. burst fully-shaped
upon the imaglnation...." & They ".. speak with a living
tongue that which needs no interpretation." But tnere are
more laborious, more critical modes of thought. Where Homer
and Hesliod deplcted thelr singing as proceeding from the
inspiration of the muses, Xenophanes atiributes the =dwewee
of~s  dlscovery of what ls better to long seeking. Where
the Ion&}ans had sought the unlty of the unlverse in a material
principle, he placed it in a divine principle that was unlgue
and that was not to be conceived in the image of man's
attribntes let alone hie vlices., For Hecataesus the storles of
the Greeks were numerous and foollsh. Knowledge comes not

from the gods but from lnvestlgation based on a well-organlzed

° )
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and to be attalned by long seekingz, Man's independence &
of the gods in comlng to know was stressed by Hecamtaeue,
who consldered the stories of ithe Oreeks numerous and foollsh,

judged the past by the measure of oardlnary experlence,

ratlonalistically explalned away Chemx now 1t 18 the tlme
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and to bs attained by lorg seeking. Similarly, for Hecataeus,
the stories of the Greeks memwpwm were numerous and foolish.
Man's knowledge ls not the gift of the gods; stories of the
past are to be Judged by everyday experlence; one advances In
knowledge by inoculry and search, and the search 1s not just
accldental, as it was in Odysseus, but dellberate and planned.
iﬁmﬁﬁumE“ﬂeveebfvnﬁvtomirmutrywiivqd“uﬂffﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁagﬁbd

The same devotion to inguiry lived on 1n Herodotus, but a

new turn emerged with iHexraclitngs, He malntained that the mere
amagsing of information Ald not make one grow 1n* intelllgence.
Where 8 hle predecessors were opposaed to ignor;;;e, he i W
opposed to folly., He prized eyes and ears but thonght them
bad wltnesses for men with barbarian souls. There ls an
Intelllgence, a logps, that steers through all things. It is
found In god and man and beast, the came in all though in
di1fferent degrees. To kvow it is wlsdom. While Heraclitus

viewed the unlverse as essentlally process, Parmenldes denled

ekt drbied demgiort IO ST WL TS R
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both multlplliclty and motion. Though his expresslon reviveyd
the myths of revelation , at its heart hls positlon was a set

In contenporsyy language he
of arguments. e _nsed the principle of excluded middle to

N
deny the possibility of becoming as an intermedlary between
beirng and nothing. And he used the principle of identity
to preclude diatinet.lon and so multiplicity within being.
His achievement was both a fallacy amd a breiﬁfthrOugh. Logle

had emerpged as an independent force that could brush aside the

evidence of the senses. His position was bittressed by Zenc's

lay eloguence and
paradoxes. The wayhfpmn for thgrgcepticism of the Sophlsts,

for Socratic demand for definition, for Flato's distinction

P® between eristle and dlalectic, and for the Aristotelian Qrganon.
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the principle of 1dentity to preclude distinctlon within

being and so to preclude any multiplicity of beings. His specific

achlevement was a mistake; but Lt was the carrler for a

breakthrough. Language and logic nad emerged as an independent

dare to challenge

force that conld brush aslde the evidence of the senses, The

distinction between mind and sense was established. The way

lay open for the elocuence and scepticism oft the Sopbists,

for Socratic demand for definition, for Plato's dlsitinctlon

between eristic and dlalectic, and for the Aristotellan Organong.
What had been golng forward in the llterary, phllesophle,

and sclentific develcpment, was an ever increasing use of

linguistlc feed-back. More and more men spoke
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the principle of ldentity to preclude distinctlon mmd within belng

and so any multlpliclty of beings., Hls achlevement was both

a8 mistake and a breakthrough. Loglc had emerged as an Lndependent

force that could brush aside the evidence of the sensesy.

The distinction between mind and sense was established. The

way lay open for the wiwr eloqguence and scepticlsm of the

Sophists, for 3ocratic demand for definition, for Plato's distinction

between eristic and dlalectlic, and for the Aristotellan Organon.
We have moveéu§2yond the firat stage of meaning into the

gecond, and it will not be amles to reflect on the process.

We have distingulshed between a world of immedlacy, of the

infant ln the nursery, and a world medlated by meaning, by

Intersubjectlive, artistic, symbollec, llngulstic acts of meaning.

But now a further distinctlon must be added between early and

late earlier and later. now la the time for all good men to

middle and late. In the early phase language 1s princlaplly

principally a matter of percept and is inslight. There does

oceur llnguistlc feed-back
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ls the primitive to be expected to employ lingulstic feed-back
in order to define ® Alstinectlon, distinguish different classes
of distinction, and determine the ewesm exact sense in

which real dlstinctisns are esaid Lo to bs real,
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With these movements there insensibly 1ls effected the

transition from the first stage of meaning to the second. The

systematic exipence ls belng met, and the world mediated by

meaning splita into & world of theory and a world of common sense.

These two realms may be related: Aristotle dlstinpulshed what

is prior to us but in 1tself posterior from what is prior in

1tsslf but to us posterlor; again, modern sclence links Lis

austere theory to 1ndustrlal achlevement through the intermediarles

of appllied science, % englneering, technology, and practlcal
reaslmns
know-how. OCn the other hand, the two may be contrasted,
realm
and the contrast may favor one world or the other. Plato

SO eRret trne” Teathty-Ratonbe HTY 1 deul Formb
realms
contrasted the iwtelligﬁ}ble and the sensible worlds taq

consider the former truly real and the latter somehow unreal.

of Plato's position,
For a careful expresaionAsee F., Copleston, op. cit.,

chapter twenty.

Gallileo distinguished primary and secondary gualitles; the

primary, that admitted mathematlzation, were pronounced real;

the secondary, waolch dld not, were pronounced merely subjJectlve

the experience of
elaboraticns of matter in motlon, such as is meidens.,.

being tickled.
Bat the contrast may run the other way. Then the real world

1s the realm of good, solld comnon sense, while the world of

Idoanv-henedy theory, merely
thecry 1s Just b&emmﬁMnuﬁﬁfgcademic, mere ly abstract, a

bloodless ballet of categories.
In thls second stage of meanling two phasea may be

rdistingaiaheér”“Tﬂ*ﬁheﬂsecUnﬁ“nfuthasa—phaaes-ﬁvtenev“ﬁmg

ome.-.autonomouss.ii. has developed--its methode-smd~Heeps

ite-ownhousa in- order. .-In the fivet-plase-science-is developing

53




- e : ”

K4 A or

An inmedlate clariflcation of this dlet lnctlon will, I think,
8implify matters. In the third stage, then, theory 1In the
gense Of the second stage 1s replaced two new kinds of theory,
Bclentific and phllosophle. Sclence has become on-golng process;
1t does not state wlth certainty the truth about the various
departments of reality; it regards truth as an ultimate goal
but 1ts concern 1s an ever better and fuller understanding

of all pHeddMelah sensible phenonera; and so what it offers

at any time is the best avallable opiunlon. Such sclence ie
ruled by method, and the methiod in all lts specific content

has been developed wlthin the sciences themselves,
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avallable explaratory account of the matter. It ls regarded
not as certein but as only probaible, and by probability 1s
meant that a glvem theory expireaaes 8 hetter understanding of
all the relevant dats than any other formualated theory.

i8 in the seconds stage the remote goal was the good and the
proximate was the true, 80 in the third stage the remote goals
are the good and the true while the proximate goal 1la developlng
underatanding. As the theory of the second stare was gulded
by a loglec, so the theory of the third stage is gulded by a

xk method In which logice are just a part. As the second
stage made attenglng attending, understand ing, and Jjudging

a specialliy, so the thlrd stage nakes attendling and under=-
standing 1ntroduces a new differentalatlion of consciousneas
in which attending and understanding are the main lngredlents.
Finally, as "theory™ has quite Qifferent meaninsgs in the
second and Lln the third stages, =0 also the transitlons from
the first staet pstage to the second and from the second to

the third bring about mutations in the realms 1ln which common

sense 1s considered conpetent.
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Now what in the third stage are differentlated, aspeclallzed,
moving towards integratlion, 1in the second stage are more or less
undifferentiation. We have spoken of the world medlated by
neaning splitting into a world of coamon sense and & world of
theory. But 1ln Plato this split appearse as an opposition
between intelliglible forms and sensible data. In Aristotle
the oppositlon is both acknowledged and reconclled: objlects
of tho theory are prior in themselves but posterior for us;
objeets of comuon sense are prlor for us but prlor in themselves.
There are not two sets of objects but there are two approaches
to one set. Agaln, where a modern theorlst u=es the technlqus
of impllcit definition to set up a system of complete genera{}ity,
Arlstotle employs begillingly simple analogles. Potency 1s
to form, as eye is to sight; form is to operation, as slght
is to seeing. But to grasp the generality of this guasi-
definition, one must rephrase it: potency is to form, as
experlence 1s to understanding; form 1s toi;;ég-thany &8
understanding ls to judgement; but any object proportlonate
to our knowing 1s known by experiencing, understandlng, and
Judglung; and so any such objlect will include potency, form,
and act.

While an entry into the world of theory needs an
introduction ~- and this Lls the ablding acnlevement of Plato's
dialognes -~ while competent operation in the world of theory

demands at least am a logic, common esense functlions on 1lts own.
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