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A flxst cause, then, ls the objectivity of truth. For
the criterdon by which, I belleve, we arrlve at the truth 1is
a virtw lly unconditioned.l Bfit an unconditioned has no
omndthon condltlons. It is Independent simply. It cammot
depend on the sublect. S0 1t is that truth 1s nsver a natter

of who sald 8o, of why he sald so
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A third source of meglect of the aub Ject 18 the meta-
physical account of the monl, We are subjects only when we
are consclious. We are pore fully aublects as we becomme
sct ively Intelligent, act.lvely reasonable, actively free and
raesponelible. But we have BQuls whether we are awake\sg or
asleep, whether we are salnts or slnners, whether we are
genluses or km& imbecllems, Moreover, to study ourselves as
sub Jects we have to enter Into ourselves, attend t0 our inner
activitles, note thelr relatlonshlips, dlscover how they make
us what we are, But ithe study of the asoul begins from objects;

acta, hablts, and
the analyels of objects Leads togpotencies; the comblnatlon of
potencles reveals the esmence of the soul; and this whole list
hia of obJjects, acts, xuk hablts, potencles, sessence, and soul
is & 1llst of objects to e attributed to organlc coampounds,
plants, anlmals, and man..;5

Note, please, that I am not saylng that the doctrine of
sonl is false or even that 1t 1s misleading. Agaln, the
doctrine of soul 1s in no way incompatible with the subject's
sel f~appropriatlon, But the doctrine of soul is distracting.
thmmwwi
It sets o far easler task than the self-appropriation of the
sub Ject, Commonly it fails to point out that one has far
more to learn about oneself than can be learnt from the meta=
physice of the soul. And so 1t may be sald to be source of
the neglect of the subd ject.
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A'third defect of conceptualism has to do with the
notion of being. Conceptualists make no fpod mistake when
they speak of the concept of being, when they find it at
least lmplicitly in every concept, when they emphaslze its
lmportance and dlscuss lts character. But they dc not
derlve concepts from acts of understanding, and so they do
not advert to the fimmt problem to be faced when that derivation
s accpe accepted. For a finlte understanding does not
understand belng. <t follows that in a finte understanding
a concept of belng camnot be an expression of an understanding
of belng. But 1f we do not understand being, then how do we
manage to concelve 1it?

It is only by answering this question that




5ubje°t P S U SRS NPPH 8

A third defect of conceptualism has to do with the
notion of belng. Insight into sensible representations arlaes
a8 a responge 1o inquiry, to the deep~set wonder that promotes
human consclousness from sensitive to intelligent living.

Such promotlon conslste in intending what me yet 1s unknown.

Like x and 3 1n algebra, 1t 1is heurlstle. It heads for an
unknown that now 1s & to-~be-known. Reflectlon, moreover,

reveals this intending to m bes unrestricted: we inquire about
everything and, 1ln each case, we want to know all about it;
questlions never coms to an end; anewers only provide the

baals for still further, deeper questions. Now an unrestricted
intentlion, an intention intending everytinling about everything,

is an Intention of being. But it 1z an Intentlon not of anything

abstract but of the concrete
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18 represented by a single concept or by several connected
concepta. S0 judgement ls the step that makes the difference
between merely thlnklng and ¥mowling. Prlor to Judgement one
may think of essence and one may think of existence. Only

in judgement can one know elther essence or exlstence
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