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cen be pushed to a far fuller development, and then the
self-corrécting learning % wlll bring us to an understanding
of the common sense of another place, time, culture, and cast of
mind.

The phrase, understanding another's common sense, muat not
be mlsunderstood. It 1s not a matter of understanding what
common sense is: that ls the tagk of the cognitlonal theorigst.

Agaln, it is not making another's common sense one's own, =0

that one would go about speaking and acting llke a fifth-century
Athenlan or a first century Christian. But, just as common
sense ltself ls a matter of understanding what to say and what
to do 1In any of a serles of situatlons that commonly arilse,
80 underatanding another's common sense is & matter of understanding
what he would say and what he would do ln any of the situsticns
that commonly arose in his place and time.
At thls polnt a word must be =said about what has been
named Eomantic hermensutlecs. Derlved from Winckelmann and
developed by Schlelermacher and Dilthey to he ac attacked

by contemporarles under the lnfluence of Heldegger,

See Hane-Georg Gadamer, Wahrhelt und Methode, Tﬁbingan

(Mohr) 1960, ppe. 162=250,

Romantic hermeneutics considers the text as expression (Ausdruck),
the excgete's task as empathy (Eilnfuhlen), and the criterion of
his success as the abllity to say Just why the author 1n

gach phrase expressed himself in the very manner 1n which he

didl (Reproducieren). Now to concelve the text as expression
and i1ts interpretation as a matter of empathy 1s quite relevant
to the intersub jective, symbollc, artlstic, and evaluative

components in the text, Further, such &m & word as Einfuhlen
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interpretation

conversion., In that case a senulng4tvhvwv%¥sn wlll be met with

the incredulity and ridicule, as was St. Faul when he preached

in Rome and was led to quote Isaiah: "Go to this people and

gay: you wlll hear and hear, but never undersetand; you will

é look and look, but never see" (Acts 28, 26).

At thls point it becomes apparent how the functlonal
spec%&glty, Interpretation, opens ocut upon the functlonal
speclaltles, history and dlalectle. For the classical text

can be regarded as hiatorlecal cause, the serles of interpretatlions

28 historical effects. Moreover, they are effects 1ln two

distinct manners: overtly inasmuch as the 1lnterpreter studies

the classical text; covertly inasmuch as his own cultural
condlitlons his interpretation yet has been

development has been an asslmllatlon of the tradition whlch

the text has Influenced. mow is the time for all good men

the claseical text; covertly inaskmuch as his ablility to

study and Interpret ls the result of the culture he has

aszimllated, and that culture itself has been influenced

by its classical texts.
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for solving them. So one comes to aet aslde one's own
Inltlal interests and concerna, t¢ share those of the author,
to reconstruct the context of his thought and speech. §==I%
bhet 150N StFTctaa-eont extrthat -deteraines which furshel
yueationsr might be relevant now, 15 the tlme for all.good
The key to such reconstruactlion ls, of course, & grasp of
what was golng forward. To such a grasp one's atudy first

bullds up in a serles of discoverles. But sooner or later

a point 1@ reached' when returns diminlsh; one can amass Rore
- tends to be
information; but the further lnformationﬁﬁaﬁguat that and no

more;-there are—no firther insighta; and =a one. can think
qunn_funther*relevagpyquestiona.Jnow is_the-time for all—

any
more, whileﬂfurther Inslghts have a bhearing, not on the lssues

one has uncovered, but on other Adte-differdntT4ssuesk

issues ever more remote.

See Insight, pp. 289-299,
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for solving them. 8o one comes to set aslde one's own initial
interests and con'cerns, to share those of the author, to recon-

struct the context of hls thought and speech.

On comnonsense Judgements, see Insight, pp. 289-299.
My doctoral dissertation was on the thought of 3t. Thomas

Aquinas on gratla operans. A Jesult tralned in Jesuit achools,

I began my Investlgatlons a convinced Molinist. Within a month
1t was completely evident to me that the medleval state of the
question was totally different from the approaches of Molina

and Banez 1n the sixteenth century.

The context of a text, accordingly, ls something to be
discovered. Before one begins an investigatilon, one can say,
of conrse, that the context of a word 1s the sentence, the
oontext of a sentence 15‘&}the paragraph, the context of the
paragraph is the chapter, the context of the chapter is the

book, the context of the book is the aunthor's opera omnia,

hia life and times, hls problems, proapectlve readers, scope
and alm, etce. But the real meaning of context le somethlng

galte different. It 1s the interlocking or inter%weaving of
N\

™ cueztions and answers 1ln limlted groups. To answer one questicn
further
0 gives rlse to further gnestions. To answer thenﬁﬁﬂlt guestlons
gives rise to still more. But while this process can recur
a namber of times, whlle 1t can go on indefinitely 1f the tople
s changed again and agaln, still it does not go on indefinitely
0 on the same topic.
< 4 To interpret & text, then, is to stumble upon a nest

of lnterwoven questlons and answera. One does the stumbling

by endeavoring to underspiégnd the object, the words, the autbOﬂt

and, if need be, oneself. But once one has dlscovered that
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for solving them. So one comes to met aside one's own initial
interests and concerns, to share those of the author, to
reconapgruct the context of his thought and speech. The key
to sucﬁh;econstruction Ls, of course, a grasp of what was
golng forward. To such a grasp one's study first builds up
in a serles of discoveries. But sooner or later e polnt

1s reached where returns disinish. One can amass more
information, but the information tends to be Just that and no
more, whlle further inslghts have a bearing, not on the issues
One has uncovered, but on other issues sver more remote.

R. G. Collingwood has pralsed Symetidam "... the famous
advice of Lord Acton, 'study problems, not periods.'" In turn,
He Go Gadamer has pralsed Collingwood's inslstence that knowledge
consists, net 1in proposltiona, but in answers to questlons,

80 that to know the meaning of the answers one has to know
the questlions as well. Not only does this accord perfectly
wlth my own analysls of humsn knowing, but I would add a
B8t11l further reflectlon. Questions gmomp and ansvers
group. I mean that the answer to one question glvea rlse to
another or to several others. The new answers give rlse to
8tlll further questions and, while this can recur & number
di-tines, 8t111 1t does-not o om.lndetinitely witimodf

5f times, while 1t can go on indefinitely if the tople ls
changed, stlll 1t does not go on indefinitely on the same
tople.

On commonsense judgements, see Inslght, pp. 289=-299.

R. G. Collingwood, Autobiography, Longon (&Oxford U, P.)
1939, 21967, p. 130.

Ibld.,, p. 30. Gadaner, op. clt., p. 352.




(»

MAT VII

Now it 18 this interlocking of questionas and answers
in 1llmlted groupe that makes 1t poesible to bring an Zameex

investigatlion to a close

17
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interveaving

liml ted groups that drimgs to light what is meant by context.
Without 1t, one has noc way of telling where context beglns and
ends. The context of the word is the sentence. The context of
the sentence ls the paragraph. The context of the paragraph is
the chapter. The context of the chapter is the book. The
context of the book is something far more complexs it includes

the opera omnla of the amdker- author, his background, his

gources, his contemporaries, the questlons of the times,
the atudiwe author's prospective readers, his alm and scope 1In
writ ing the book, etc.

In fact, there probably 1s no spscific tople or auestion
to which all of this ils relevant. But to have a specifilc
tople or question one has to have dlscovered what was golng
forward. I did my doctoral dlssertatlon on "st. Thomas' Thought

on @ratia operans.” I dlscovered what was going forward

when I discovered why it was that what mow ls called actual
grace was lacking in his earliest treatments, gradually developed
In varlous ways In later works, and reached full stature in

the Summa theologlae. That process defined my context for me.

It emabled me to Judge which further questlons were relevant
and had to be answered and which guexstions might indsed
arlse but conld not affect the lssue. I later 4ld a study
of Aquinas thought on Verbum. 1In that case what was golng

expression
Torward was the, kmeertienl of a brilliant plece of Augustinian

paychology ia%&—an’ﬁrtﬁtﬁtet1&nmoomtex* in the language

of Aristotle's metaphysical psychology and then & transposition

by anelogy from the human mlnd to the trinltairian procesaions.

Theb--defined - the voritaxt the he-drwsstisntied
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I have mentloned Collingwood and I had bDest explaln
the differences betwsen hls re-enactment of the past and
my reconstruction. His concern seems to be eplstemologlcal:
re-enactment means that the past lives into the present and
80 can be known 1n the present. My concern is not ep‘iatemolngical:
I do not hesltate to speak of interpretatlon as reconstructlion
because I have qulte general answers to the problem of the
objectivity of knowledge and no special problem regarding
the oblectlvity or‘i exegesls or history. So muach for a
first dlfference. A second difference had best be put 1n
terms of & concrete example., It is one thing for Thomas
Agalnas to have effected a develoP'ment of the theological
doctrine of grace, It ls quite ancther to g0 back over the
successlve writings of Agulnas and dlscover the long and
complicated serles of steps In which thls development was
effected. To say that the exegete or hlstorlan re-enacts
the Thomlst development of the doctrine of grace ls elther
merely mete:horical or quite lnaccurate. What the exegete or
historian does ls recon*struct the process of development
in its general lines tggﬁgh not ln all 1s 1ts detalls;
and he does not attempt to 40 so Ln all the detalls, first,

because his information is lnsuffjmeient for that purpose

and, secondly, because 1t 1ls unnecescary for his purposes.

See The Idea of History, ppe 282-302. Winlle Collingwood

18 spesking of hlstory and I am mpeakling of interpretation,
1t does not fo*llow that this 1s not the place for the
-
present comment. The ques}tion whether an interp*retation
w

is true, 1ls a historical questlon.

See Insight, chapter 13.
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(Notes p. 19 continued)

No donbt, Aguinasg consclouaFly performed all thse operat‘ions
in the development. But to perf:rm the operations consclou;fy
It 1s qulte another to

ls one thing. l%go back in memory or study aftex a dozen
years, to collect all that are relevant to the development,
to understand what in the past had only gradually amd plecemesl
bjsgoming to light, and to pass Judgement on the accuracy of

one 's understanding., There 1s no evidence that Aquinas went

through tnals second process. Only iIf he did, wonld the

gXegete or historian re-enact his actlvitles.

Jo far we have been speaking merely of the possibllity
of Judglng the correctness of one' 8 interpretation of a text.
Actual Judgement depends on a mul';itude of factors. 4n exegete
can grasp exactly what was golng forward. His f&xt underatanding
can be confirmed by multitudlnous detalls. If really there
are no further relevant questlions, hls Iinterpretatlors will be
certaln. But he can pocssess thls general umderatendiing and
be assured by multitudlnous confirmatlons yet slso hmem
see that there are further relevant quest loms, whichy, for
lactk of evldence, he cannot answer., They may be manyy or few,
of major or mlunor importance or even apparemtldy 1nsignificant.
It 18 this rangs of possiblilitles that leads exegetes
to speak modestly with a greater or less confidence in their

views and wlth many distinctlons between what is nore and what

is less probable in thelr interpretation.
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What 1s true, then, in Schlelermacher's contention
1s that the lnterpreter may underetand very fully and accurately
something that ihe author knows about only in a very vague
and general fashlon. Moreover, thils preclse knowledge
wlll be of great value for the interpretation of the text.
But 1t does not imply that the lnterpreter will understand
the text better than the author did. Amaln, with respect
to Collingwood, it 1s trus that the interpreter reconatructs,
but it is not true thaet he reproduces the past. In our
example, what Aquinas was doling, was develoging the doctrine

bulldling up the
of grace., What the interpreter was doing, wasﬁpei&eebimg N
evidence for an element 1n the hilstory of the theology of
grace.

8o far we have been concernsd merely with the possibility
of Judglng the correctneas of cne's interpretation of a text.
Actusl Judgement ls a further matter that depends on a great
many factors. [ can Indlcate them only briefly. An exegete
may grasp exactly what was going forward., His understanding
can be confirmed by multituadinous detalls. If really there
are no further relevant guestions, his interpretation will be
certain. But there may be further relevant questions that he
has overlooked, and 80 he will speak modestly. Agailn, there
may be further relevant cuestions; he may advert to them
qulte clearly; but he may be unable to find the evidence that
vwould answer them. Such further cuestions may be many or
few, of major or minor lmportance. It 1s this range of

to speak
vossibillitles that leads exegeteaﬁrith greater or less
confidence or dlffldence In thelr vliews and with many distinctions
between what 1ls less and what is more probable in their

interpretations,
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argued. First, then, my instrale was from the history of

ldean
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to be added introspective attentlion, 1inquiry and understanding,
re flection and judgenent, before knowledge of one's own
activitles 1s reached. Secondly, whlle there &are authors
greatly preoccupled wlth their own actlvities, still they

are the exception rather than the rule; self-scrutiny is
tlme—-consuming and heads 1nto the lmpasse of scrutinizing

the self=scrutinlzing self. Thirdly, the selected instance
vae 8 development spread over many years., Here, obvlously,

there 1s something exceptlonal but, I would suggest, the

exceptlonal element 18 that the development can be documented.

Any notable e development occurs slowly; the insight that

provokes the cry, Eureka, 1s Just the last insight in a long,
slowly accumulatelng serles of Insights. Moreoever, adequate
expregslon of & notable development may occur in a single

d ocunent, Then,
document; then, there will be lacking the temporal serles of

distlnct texts and the opportunity for the comparative method

that dlecovere and relates differences. But thle lack will be
compensated by the presence of a logical structure that
combines in a slngle vliew all the aspects and lmplicatlons of
the development. The clearer and flrmer that structure 1lse,
the better the author will know Just what he has achieved,

and
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value of a seminar that repeats previous dlscovery. One
takea some complex and haslcally convinelng monograph and
one re-enacts the spade-work behind it by directing ons‘a

students to the clues and tralls in the original source

the students
that .kew@® led the author to his resultsx and, if they are

keen, will lead them to r¢pd#% repeat hls dlscoverlies. It
them
ls an exhllarating experlence for the student and it i1s well
them thelr
for him In one of his seminars to have been confronted with

a finlshed plece of work and to understand why t$mmaﬁ?4tn£$eﬁﬁ§a

and in what sense it was finlshed.
in his own fleld
Besldes his colleagues in~exewesds and his puplls,

the exegete speaks to the theologlcal community, to thoasse
engaged in other oulte different areas and those worklng in
different functional speclaltles. Here there are two
posslble procedures and hoth the employment of both will
yleld, I think, the best results,
Rre The basic procedure I derive from 4lbert Descaaps'
sertption of-a-bibdteal theology s~ ‘He-coneelwad, 8

eology asthe exegesis, not of the whode -bible, but of fte-

¢

4

réligious context mow 1s the time for all good-men. to cOME

description of the biblical theologlan as exegete.
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Thirdly, only a procesas of dlscovery can take one from

the frageEmentary experlences, that are the source of the
historlan's data, to knowledge of a process as a whole,

Iike a dectectlve, in a set of clunes that at 1 firet leave him
baffled, the historlan has to diacover the evlidence that will
yield a convineing account of what happened. The basic task

in historical investigatlon, then, 1s an lnterlocked series of
discoverles, of embm original 1lnsights. now 1s the time for all

dlscoverles, of a cumulation of orlplnal insights that correct

S and counplement one ancther.




I have been saying that one and the same process of
developling understanding fulfils many different functlons.
It 18 heurlstlc, for 1t uncovers the relevant evidence. It
1s ecstatlc, for it leads the ingulrer from prlor perspectlves
to the perspectives proper to the object. It ls selective,
for out of a totallity of data 1t selects as evlidence only
what proves relevant {0 the occurrence of understandlng.
It 1s c¢ritlcal, for 1t removes from the present context and
assligns 10 another context data that mipght be thought relevant
to the present lneulry. It 1s =mE constructlve, for the
data 1t does select are linked together in an intellligible
unlty.
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3.4 The Analysis of Critlcal History

In terms of a preclse cognltional theory I nave offere!d

an analysis of the genesls of a work of critical hlstory




3.4 Insight and Verstzhen

German writers on hermensutles and hlstory have been
employing the word, ¥Wamh Verstehen, from the days of Schleler-
macher. Whlle thelr usage of the term has developed down the
yearsa, 1t still is far more 1lmited in scope than my use of

"tnsight" or "understanding." Accordingly, a brief explanatlon

of the differences gseeme 1in order.
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3.4 The Analysis of Criltical History

Critical history had to be discovered and developed
before Lt could be analysed, and a successful analysis pre-
supposed the attalnment of an adequate cognitlonal theory.

It will serve both to enrich, to clarify, and to conflm

the outline we have just presented, 1f we go back owver the
ldeas that have been entertalned on the nature and method of
critlical history. The development runs through three stages.
There 1s the thought of and on the German originators. There

is the posltivist Interlude. There has been the remction

agalnst the posltivists by such men as Carl Becker, Xarl Heussli,

R. C. Colilngwood, and Henri Irénés Marrou.
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