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METHOD

Thought on method ls apt to run in some one of three
channels. In the flrst, method will be conceived more as an art
than as a science. It 1s to be learnt not from books or lectures
but 1ln the laboratory or in the seminar. What counts 1s the
example of the master, the effort to do llkewlse, his comments
on one's performance. Such, I think, must be the origin of
all thought on method, for such thought has to be reflectlon
on previous achisvement. Such, also, willl always remaln the
one way in which the refinements and subtletles proper to
gpeciallzed areas wlll be communlcated.

There are, howaver, bolder apirite. They select the

consplcuously successful sclence of thelr time. They study

1ts procedures. They formulate precepta. Finally, they

propose an analogy of sclence. Science properly so called

1s the successful sclence they have analysed. Other subjects

are sclentific in the measure they confprm to its procedures

and, in the measure they do not, thezf:;mething less than
sclentific. 80 Sir David Ross remarked of Aristotle: "Throughout
the whole of hls works we find him taking the view that all other
sclences than the mathematlical have the name of sclence only

by courtesy, slince they are occupled with matters in which cone

P
tingency plays a part."l Bqﬁtoday the English word, sclence,

means %ﬁ}natural sclence. One descends a rung or more in the

ladder when one speaks of behavioral or human sclences.

1) W. D. Ross, Aristotle's Prior and Posterior Analytics,
Oxford 1949, p, 1l4. Cf, ﬁ pp. 51 ff.
\
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Theologians finally often sdsm100ntent if their subject 1s included
in a list not of sciencaa but orﬁggxaaademic disciplines.

Cle: ;“J, theee ayproachas to the problem of method do

little to ‘#dvance the less succqﬁaful subjects. For in the less gue-

it is less
cessful sublect, precisely because Weressuccessful, there 1ls a leck
il S - , e .

of masters to be followed and of models to be lmitated. Nor
will recourse to the analogy of science be of any use, for thét
enalogy, so far from extending a helping hand to the less
successful, is content to asslgn them a lower rank in the pecklng
order. Some third way, then, must be found and, even though 1t
1s difficult and laborious, that brice must ve pald if the

less successful subject is not to remain a medlocrity or slip
into decadence and deauetude;

To work out the basis for euch a third way 1ls the purpose
of the present chapter. First, we shall appeal to the successful
sciences to form & preliminary notion of method. Secondly,
we b} shall go behind the procedures of the natural sclences
to something both more general end more fundamental, namely,
the procedures of the human mind. Thirdly, in the procedures
of the humanjgind we shall discern & transcendental method,
that is, a basic pattern of operations employed in every cognltlional
enterprise. Fourthly, we shall indicate the relevance of
transcendentel method in the formulation of other, more special

methods approprlate to particular fields.
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1, A Prelimlinary Notlon

A method is a normative pattern of recurrent and related
operations yielding curulative and progressive resulte. There
is a method, then, where there are distinct operations, where
gach operation is related to the others, where the set of relatlons
form a pattern, where the pattern is descrlbed aa the right way
of doing the jJob, where operations in accord with the pattern
may be repeated indefinitely, and where the frults of such
repetltlon are, not repetitious, but cumulative and progressive.
S0 1n the natural sciences method 1nculcates a spirlt of
inguiry and inguirles recur. It inslsts on accurate observation
and descriptlion: both observationa and descrlptions recur. Above
all, 1t pralses dlscovery, and discoveries recur. It demands the
formulation of dlscoverles 1n hypotheses, and hypotheses recur.
It regulres the deductlion of the implicatlone of hypotheses,
and deductions recur. It keops urglng that experiments be
devised and perfo#:med to check the implicatlons of hypolhtheses

NS
against observaeble fact, and such processes of experimentation

e recur.
These distinct and recurrent operatlons are related.
Inculry transforme mere experiencing lnto the scrutiny of
observation. What ls observed, 1s plnned down by description.
Contrasting descriptions t give rise to problems, and problems
are solved by discoveries. What ls discovered is expressed 1ln
a hypotheals. PFrom the hypothesis are deduced 1tas implications,
and these suggest experlments to be performed. So the many o
operations are related; the relations form a pattern; and the
pattern defines the right way of golng about a scientifle
investigatlon.
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Finally, the results of lnvestigatlons are cumulative and
progresslve. For the process of experimentatlon ylelds new
data, nev observatlons, new descriptlions that may or msy not
confirm the hypothesis that is belng tested. In so far as they
are confirmatory, they reveal that the lnvestigation is not
altogether on the wrong tracke In so far as the%s£:q£;}'%§ﬂ§}mmator;
lead to a modification of the hypothesls and, in the limit, to
new dlscovery, new hypothesis, new deduction, and new experiments.
The %ﬂb&i wheel of method not only turns but also rolls along.
The fleld of observed data keeps broadening. New discoveriles are
added to old. New hypotheses and theories express not only the
new Insights but also all that was valld in the old, to glve
method its cumulative character and to engender the conviction
that, howsver reqﬂpte may still be the goal of the complete
explanation of all phenounena, at least we now are nearer to it
than we were.

Such, very summarily, 1s method 1n the natural sclences.
The account 1s far indeed from belng sufficently detalled to
gulde the natg#ral gclentist in hle work. At the same tinme
it is too speé!fic to be transpossd to other disclplines. But
at least it 1llustrg!pes a preliminery notion of method as &

normative patiern of recurrent and related operations yieldlng

cumulative and progresslve results. A few observatlons are 1in

order.

First, method ls often concelved as a set of rules that,
gven when followed blindly by mnyone, nona the less yleld satls~
factory results. I should gramt that method, so concelved,
is possible when the same result is prodiiced over and over,
a8 in the assembly line or "The New Method Laundry." But it

will not d0, if progressive and cumulative resulte are equgcted.
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Results are progressive only if there ls a sustained succession
of dlacoveries; they are cumulative only i1f there 18 sffected
8 synthesis of each new lnslght with all previous, valid inalghts.
But neither dilscovery nor synthesls 18 at the beck and call of
any set of rulea, Thelr occurrence follows etatietical laws;
they can be made morse probsble; they cannot be assured by a
set of prescriptlons.

Next, our preliminary notlon concelves method not as a
get of rules but as a prlor, normative pattern of operations
from which the rules may be derived. Further, the operations
envisaged are not llmlted to strictly loglecal operations, that
1s, to opsrations on propositlons, terms, relatlons. gg
It includes such operatlons, of course, for Lt speaks of describing,
of formulating problems and hypotheses, of deducling implicatlions.
But 1t does not hesitate to move outside thls group and to
gpeak of Ilngulry, observatlon, discovery, experiment, synthesis,

varificat ion.

Thirdly, what preclsely these non-loglcal operatlons are,
will concern us in the next section. But at once 1t may be noted
that modern sclence diivea lts dlstinctlive charactsr from mﬁﬂ“tD
this groupling together of logieal and non-logical operatlons.

The logical tend to consolidate what has been achieved. The
non-loglcal keep%&ll achlevement open to further advance. The
conjunction of the two results in an open, on-golng, progressive
and cumulatlve process. Tﬁ?i process contrasts sharply not

only with the static flxlty that resulted from Aristotle's

concentration on the neceseary and immutable but alaso with

avhich Ao G mavément
Hegel's dialectig_enclosed wlthin & completed system.
N
D, T
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2. The Bagic Pattern of Qperations

Operations in the pattern are sseing, hearing, touching,
smelling, tastlng, inauiring, 1mag+in1ng,'understanding, concelving,
formulating, reflectlng, marshalllgé and welghing the evldence,
judging, deliberating, evaluating, declding, speaking, writling.

It will be assumed that everyorne 1s familiar with some
at least of these operatlons and that he has some notlon of what
the other terms mean. Our purpose £¥?bring to light the pattﬁﬁyn
within which these opsrations oeccur dhd, it happens, we cannotw

and actlivity
succeed wlthout an excepiional amount of-&nﬁ;g%‘exerticﬂfen the

part of the reader. He will have to familiarize himself with
our terminology. He will have to evoke the relevant operations
in his own conscloisness. He will have to dlscover in hls own
-~ experience the dynamic relationships leading from one operatlon
to the next. Otherwlse he will find not merely tals chapter but the

whole book about as 1lluminating as a blind man finds a lecture

on color.2
2) I have presented this pattern of operations at length
) in the book, Ineight (London and New York) 1957, and more
*33 conperdiously in an articls, "Cognitlonal Structure,"
o Continuum 2(1964{), 530~542, reprinted In Collectlon,

Papers by Bernard Lonergan edited by F. E. Crowe (New York

and Londoq}l967‘. But the matter is so¢ cruclal thaik

for the present enterprlse that some summary must be
included here., Please observe that I am offerlng only a
v summary, that the t summary can do no more than present &

' v
general 1dea, that the process of self-appropriation occurs

only slowly and, usually, only through a struggle with some guch

book as Inslght.
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First, then, the opsratlions in the list are transitive.
They have obJects. They are transitive not merely 1n the grammatlcal
gense that they are denoted by transltlve verbs but also in the
psychologlcal sense that by the operatlon ome becones aware of the
object. Thils paychological sense 1is what 1s meant by the verb,
intend, the adjective, intentlonal, the noun, intentlonality.
To say that the operations intend objects 1s to refer to such

facts as that by seeing there becomes preaent_wpatgis ’ seen,

y B ‘inagining

iy (

there becomes present what 1s lmagined, and so‘on, where in each

SR S
by hearling there becomes,present what 1s heard,

case the presence in question 1s a paycholgoglcal event,
Secondly, the operatlions 1n the list are operatlons of an
pperator, and the operator 1s named the subject. The operator
is subject not merely in the grammatical sense that he ls denoted
by & noun that 18 subject of the veigzi;n the active volce refer
%éihﬁﬂing to the operations. He also ls subject in the psycho-
logical sense that he operates consclously. In fact, none of
the operations in the llat are to be performed in dreamless
sleep or 1in a coma. Agaln, whenever any of the operatlons are
performed, the sublect 1s aware of himself operatlng, present
to hilmself operating, experlencing hinself operating. Moreover,
as will appear presently, the cuality of consclousness changes
a8 the subject performs different operatlons.
The operatlonas then not only intend objecta. There is
to them a further paychologlcal dimension, They occur consciously
and by them the operating subject ls consclous. Just as
operations by their intentionality make objects present to the
subject, s0 also by consclousness they make the operating subject

preseﬂito himsslf.

b e g e b
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I have used the adj}ectlve, present, both of the object
and of the subject. But I have used 1t ambigu‘ously, for the
presence of the object 18 guite different frm;Jthe presence of the
subJeet. The object 1s present as what is gazed upon, attega\to,
Intended. But the presence of the subject resides in the gazing,
the attending, the intendlng. For this reason the subject can be
conscious, as attendlng, and yet glve hls whole attention to
the obj)ect as attended to.

Agaln, I spoke of the sublect experliencing himself operating.
But do not suppose that thls experlencing is anothsr operation
t0 be added to the 1llst, for this experlencing 1ls not intendling
et e Sonactong . Lirpeftaifid. toithelaetivesideof tubending
but belng consclous. It is mot another operatlon over and above
the operati>n that is experlenced. It 1s that very operatlon

tﬁbfiawinzrinstdﬁE&y~in§gaiigg&&zbuyﬂgn&%eominefrﬂ3£#ﬁ4§$h

'Iinscicus.-nowmis‘&he“tim§:fovw&ll‘sﬂoa“menﬂﬁ’&ﬁﬁtﬂtcﬁwhe~;16
which, besldes being intrinsically lntentional, also is intrin-
slcally conscious.

Thirdly, there ls the ¥Xsdeadisg word, introspection,

1s nisleading inaamuch as 1t

whicﬁ}@uggests an inward inspection. Inward lnspection is
Just myth., +ts orlgin lles in the mistaken analogy that all
cognitlonal events are to bs concelved on the analogy of ocular
vision, Consclousness 1s some sort of cognitional event. Thersfore,
consclousness is to be concelved on the analogy of ocular vision;

Mads-

g o0 -thett-lopirs snotoutward -but- Lawsrd, and. s0.dt~ts-concety
Lﬂd*aoﬂit‘mugt.hemnowwisthatimefoi'ﬁllgoodnmnwto-come-tv-th:?‘
and slnce 1t does not inspect outwardly, it must be an lnward
inspection.

However, "introspection' may be understood to mean, not

conaclousness Atself but the proceas of objectifying the contents
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of consclousness. Just ae we move from the data of sense
through inquiry, inslght, reflectlon, Judgement, to statements
about senslble things, so too we move from the data of conaclous-
ness through inqulry, understandlng, reflectlon, Jjudgement, to
statements about conacious subjects and thelr operations.

That, of course, is Just what we are doing and inviting the
reader to do at the present time. But the reader will do 1it,

not by looking inwardly, but by recognising $&cachs

in our expresslons the objectification of hle aubjective
experience.

Fourthly, dlfferent levels of conaclousness an@”intention-
allty have to be distingulshed, In our dream states consclousneas
and intentionality commonly are fragmentary and incoherent.

When we awake, they take on a different hue to expand on
four successlve, related, but qualitatlvely different levels.
There 1s the empirlcal level on whlch we sense, percelvs,

lmagine, feel, speak, move. There 1s an intellectual level

on which we inquire, come to understand, express what we have

understood, work out the presuppositions and implicatlonsi of
‘H%? our expresslion. There is the ratlional level on which we
o ,%%52' reflect, marshal thﬁj svidence, pass judgement ;E‘the truth or
falsity, certalnty or probabllity, of a statement. There 1is
the responslbls level on which we are concerned with oursslves,
our own operatl:ns, our goals, and so deliberate about possible
courses of actlion, evaluate tnem, declde, and carry out our

\ J decislons.

All the operations on these four levels are intentional

and consclous. Still, intentlonality and consciousnese dlffer

S e—— ‘,..‘.\_.«.‘Hada.ma\uﬁ_.. RN i
. P L
hy : A
. s e e
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from level to level, and within each level the maéiOperations
involve further differencea. Our consclousness expands in a new
dlmension when from mere experiencing we turn Lo the effort to
understand what we have experlenced. A third dimensioniﬂ of
rationallity emerges when the content of our acts of understanding

is itself, a
a#s\regarded as, of&%hemss%v&ﬁ,fgere bright 1dea&‘and we endeavor

t0o settle what really 1s so. 4 fourth dimenslon comes to the
fore when judgement on the facts is followed by deliberation
on vhat we are to do about them. On all four levels we are
avare of ourselves but, as we mount from level to level, 1t is
a fuller self of which we are aware and the awareness 1ltself is
different.

As emplrically consclous, we do not seem to differ from
the higher animals. But in us empirical consciousnsss and
Intentionality are only a substratum for further activities.

The data of sense provoke lnqulry, inguiry leads to understandling,
understanding expresses itself in language. Without the data
there would be nothing foré us to ingulre about and nothing to be
understood. Yet what ls sought by inquiry ls never Just another
datun but the ldea or form, the intelligible unlty or relatedness,
that organlzes data into lntelllglble wholes. Again, without

the effort to understand and its conflicting results, we would
have no occasiosn 10 Jjudge. But such occasions are recurrent,

and then the intelligent center of experlencing * reveals

hle reflective and criticel ratlonallity. Once more there is

a fuller self of which we become aware, and once more the
awareness ltself ls dlfferent. As intelligent, the subject peeks
insight and, as lnsights accunmulate, he reveals them 1n hls
behavlor, his speech, his grasp of sltuations, his mastery of

theoretlc domalins. But as reflectively and critically consclous,

» N
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he lncarnates detachment and disinterestedness, glves himself
over to criterla of truth and certitude, makes his sole concern
the determlnation of what 1s or ls not so; and ?@ﬁm&ﬁa;q}*
now, &8s the self, so also the awarenesa of self resides 1in that ‘&ﬁ
incarnation, that self-surrender, that single-minded concern for
truth. There 1s a2 8t1ll farther dimension to being human, and
there we emerge a8 persons, meet one another in & common concern
for values, seek t0 abolish the organization of human living on
the basis of @qﬁi& competing egolisms and to replace it by an
organization on the basls of man's percaptiveness and intelligencs,
his reasonableness, and his responelble exercise of freedom.
Fifthly, as different operatlions yleld qualitatively
different modes of beling % consclous subjJects, 80 too they
yield qualltatively different modes of intendlng. The 1ntending
O] senses s an.attend ing to/whatever Heppens to, bg.-—-gfwéé,__,.-
of our senses is an attending; it normelly is selectlve but not
creative. The Intendlng of our Imaglnatlons mey be representative
or creative. What is grasped in inslght, 18 neither an actually
glven datum of sense nof a creatlon of the lmaglination but an
intelligible organizatlion that may or may not bs relevant to
data. The intending that ls conception puts together both
the content of the Inslght and as much 0f the lmage as ls

esgentlal to the occurrence of the insight; the result is

the intending of any concrete being selected by an incompietely

determinate (and,in that sense, abstract) content. |

However, the most fundamental differsnce in modes of
intending lies between the categorlal and the transcendental.
Categorles are determinations, They have a limited denotatlon.
They vary with cultural variations. They may be illustrated

by the type of classiflcation assoclated with totemlsm and




L L e R b e G4 L isdetIentd mete e e Sl e e 2T B e gt s B E
b LIRS LA RN L R R R e T R R A S

it 1 >
l&

recently argued to be essentially a classiflication by homoJ.Ogy.3

3) Clande Lévl-3trause, la pensée sauvage, Paris (Plon) 1962.

E. ST’.‘ The Savage Mind, London (Weldenfeld and Nlicolson) 1966.

They may be reflectively known as categorles, as were the

Arletotellan substance, guantity, guality, relation, actlion,

pasgion, plage, tlme, posture, habit. They need not be called

categories, as were the four causes, end, agent, matter, form,

or the loglcal distinctions of genus, difference, species,

property, accident. They may be the fine @hlf) products of

gclentific achievemsnt as the concepts of modern physics,
the chemist's periocdic table, the blologlst's evolutlonary tree,
In contrast, the transcendentals are comprehensive
in connotatlon, unrestricted 1n denotation, lnvarlant over
cultural change. Whlle categories are needed to put determlnate
guastlons and give determinate answers, the transcendentals
are contained in questlons prior to the answers. They are the
radical Intending that moves us from lgnorance to knowledge.
They are a priori because they go beyond what we lknow to seek
what ve do not know yet. They are unrestricted because answers
are never complete and so only gilve rige to stlll further questions.
They are comprehensive bebdd becsuse ¥EW they intend the
unknown whole or totallty of which our answers reveal only part.
S0 intelllgence takes us beyond experlencing to ask what and
why and how and what for. Reasonableoness takes us bayond‘g
the answers of intelligence to ask whether the anawera ar;u%rue
and whether what they mnean really 1s so. Reeponsibllity goses
beyond fact and desire and possibility to Yek discern betwesn

what truly Is good and what only apparsently 1s good. 8o
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1f we objectify the content of intelligent intending, we form
the transcendental bob&5¥ concept of the intelligible. If we
objlectlfy the content of reasonable lntending, we form the
transcendental concepts of the true and the real. If we objectlify
the content of responsible intending, we get the transcendental
concept of value, of the truly good. But quite dlstinct from
such tranacendental concepts, which can be misconceived and
often are, there are the prior transcendenta%/notions,tbat
constitute the very dynamlsm of our conscious intending, promoting
us from mere experlencing towards understanding, from mere
understanding towards truth and reallty, from factual knowledge
to responsible actlion. That dynamism, so far from belng a
product of cultural advance, 1ls the condltlon of its posslbility;
and any lgnorance or error, any negligence or malice, that
misrepresents or blocks that dynamlem is obscurantlem Qﬂhﬁfh
¥ in ite most radical form.

3ixthly, we began by speaking of operatlons intendlng
objects, Now weléggﬁ.must distlingulsh between elementary and
compound objects, elementary and compound knowing. By elementary
knowing is meant any cognitional operatlon, such as Beeing,
hearing, understanding, and so on. By the elementary object
is meant what is intended in elementary knowing. By compound
knowlng 1s meant the coujunctlion of several instances of elementary
knowing into a aingle knowing. By the compound object lLs meant
the ob ject i&ﬂ@ﬂq constructed by {&¥ uniting several elemsntary
objects.

Now the process of compoundling is the work of the
transcendental notilons which, from the beginning, intend the
unknown that, gradually, becomes hetter known. In virtue of

this intending, what la experlenced can be the same as what 18
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understood; what 18 experlenced and understood can be the same

as what is concelved, what 1s experlenced and understood and
concelved, can be the same as what 1s afflrmed to be real;

what 1ls exper%lenced, understond, concelved, affirmed, can be
the same as :éat is approved as truly good. So the many %b
elementary objects are constructed into a slngle compound ob ject,
and in turn the many compound objects will be ordered in a
single universe.

we
Seventhly,hib have distinguished many consclous and

intent lonal operations and arranged them q%;: succession of
different levels of consciousness. But as the many elementary
obJjects are constructed into larger wholes, as the meny operations
are conjolned ln a single compound knowing, so too the many

levels of consclousness are Just successlve stages 1n the unfolding
of a slngle thrust, the eros of the human spirit. To know the
good, it must know the real; to know the real, 1t must know the
true; to know the true, 1t must know the I1ntelligible; to know
the intelligible, it must attend to the data, 8o from slumber

we awake to attend. Observing leta intelllgence be puzzled,

and we inqulre. Inauiry leads to the delight of insight, but
insights are a dime a dozen, 80 critical reasonableness mhenkm
doubte, checks, makes sure, Alternative = courses of action
preéaent themselves and we wonder whether the more attré};xe

1s truly good, Indeed, so intimate 1ls the relation between

the successive transcendental notlions, that it 1s only by
analyslis that we ild learn to disitinguiah them, =2nd only by

a speclalized differentiation ofrconsciousness that we withdraw
from more ordinary ways of living to devote ourselives to

a phllosophlic pursult of truth, a scientific pursuit of

understanding, an artistic pursult of beanty.

—)
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Flnally, to conelude thie section, we note that the basalc
pattern of conascious and intentlonal operations is dynamle. It

!
1s dynamlec materilally inasmuch ae it 1s a pattern of *ﬁhﬁman%%

operationa, Just as a dance 13 a pattern of bodily movements,

or a melody 1s a pattern of sounds. b@iﬂﬁL{ﬂ/azioiiﬁta,pabtar&
s

But it also 1s dynamlc formally, lnasmuch as i1t calls forth and
appropriate

aspembles the;@peratione at each stage of the procesaéyjuat as

8 growing organlem puts forth lts own organs and livesAtheir

fmwrm~ functlioning. Finally, this doubly dynasic pattern

1s not blind but open-eyed; it 1s attentlve, intelligent,

reasonable, responslble; 1t 1s a consciosus intending, ever golng

beyond what happens to be given or known, ever striving for s

fuller and richer apprehension of the as yet unknown or incompletely

known totality, whole, universe.

5. Transcendental I-Iet.t;::lg_!1

What we have been describing as the baslc patiern of

operatisne ls transcendental method. It 1s a method, for 1t
and
is a normative pattern of recurrenﬁprelated operations yleldlng

pot rediricted categorlally

glch as physics) chemistky, blology, and/the like. It/has
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Footnote to page V5

4) In his book, The Transcendental Methodx (New York, Hexrder

and Herder, 1968), Otto Muck works out a generalized notion of
transcendental method by determining the common features in the
work of those that employ the method. While I have no objection
to this procedure, I do not consider it very pertinent to an
understanding of my own intentions., I conceive method concretely.
I conceive it, not in terms of principles and rules, but as

a normative pattern of operations with cumulative and progressive
results. I distinguish the methods appropriate to particular
fields and, on the other hand, their common core and ground,
which I name itranscendental method. Here the word, transcendental,
is employed in a sense analogous to Scholastic usage, for it

is opposed to the categorial (or predicamental). But my

actual procedure also is transcendental in the Kantian sense,
inagmuch as it brings to light the conditions of the

possibility of knowing an object in so far as that knowledge

is a priori.
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cumnlative and progressive results. It 1s a transcendental
method, for the recults envisaged are { not confined categorially
to some partlcular fleld or subject, but regard any resnlt
that could be intended by the completely open transcendental
notions. Where other methods alm at meeting the exlgences and
explolting the opportunities ¥ proper to particular fields,

v meeting
transcendental method is concerned wlth%buﬁténg the exlgences
and explolting the opportunities presented by the human mind
itself. It 1s a concern that 1s both foundational and universally
si&gniéificant and relevant.

Now in a sense everyone knows and observes transcendental
method. Everyone does 80, preclsely in the gb measure that he ia
attentive, intellligent, reasonable, responsible. But in another
sense 1t ls gqulite difflcult to be at home in transcendental
method, for that 1s not to be achleved by reading books or
listening to lectures or analysing language. Lt is a matter
of heightening one's consciousness by objlectifying it, and
that is something that each one, ultimately, has to do in himeelf
and for himself,

In what does this objectificatlon conslst? It is a matter
of applying the operatlons as intentlonal to the operations as
consclous. Thus, If for brevidiy's sake we denote the various
opsratlions on the four levels hy'yh@&# the principal occurrence
on that level, we may speak of the operatlons ap experiencing,
understanding, Judglng, and declding. These operations are both
consclous and intentlonal. But what is conaclous, can be
intended. To apply the operatlons as intentlonal to the

fourfold :
operations as conscious is a, Fsufode# matter of (1) experiencing

A

one's experiencing, understanding, Judglng, and deciding, (2)

understanding the unity and relations of one's expsrienced
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experiencing, understanding, judging, decilding, (3) affirming
the reality of one's experienced and understood experilenclng,
understanding, Judging, declding, and (4) deciding to operate
in accord with the norme immanent In the spontaneous relatedness
of one's experienced, finderstood, affirmed expseriencing, under-
standing, Judglng, and declding.

First, then, there are to be experlenced one's experiencing,
understanding, Judging, declding. But thls fourfold experlience
1z just consclousness. We have it every tlme we experlence, or
understand, or judge, or declide. But our attentlon ils apt to bs

consclous
focussed on the object, whlls ourhoperating remains peripheral.
Zeﬁmugf,“thén, enlarge-our interest; ‘remark not in‘genersl

biit Kbeﬁf\dﬁé;Ewdﬁhkpreagpt’Eﬁsréfing”ﬁﬁgg;sﬁeqbnq.asaihgn
Irf | . A

cdupanles evgry-BGMgthing ﬁeepJ,thitﬂsoﬁqoheﬂﬁéargng aocdﬁpﬁﬁ@bs
'ﬁapfiﬁgméthing”hedﬁq,anow 15 the timé-{oriallfgbodimén'to}comg
We must, then, enlarge our interest, recall that one and the
same Operation not only intends an objsct but also reveals
an intending subject, discover in our own experience the
concrete truth of that general statement. That discovery,
of course, is not a matter of looking, inspecting, gazing
intended,
upon, It ls an awareness, not of what 1shjntoﬂé¢n@§ but of
the Intending. It 1s finding in oneself the consclous occurrence,
whenever

seeing, .phenvert an object 1s seen, the consclous occurrence,
hearing,*rwhenever an object is heard, and so forth,

gince gensations can be produced or removed at will,
it 1s a falrly slmple matter to advert to them and become
famillar with them. On the other hand, not a little forethought
and lngenuity are needed when one is out to heighten one's

consecl ousness of inoguiry, losight, formulation, critical

reflection, weighlng the evidence, Judging, deliberating,
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declding. One has to know the preclse meaning of each of these
words. One has to produce 1n oneself the corresponding operation.
One has to keep produclng it untll one gets beyond the object
intended to the consciously operating subject. One has to do

all this within the appropriate context, which is a matter not

enlarged interest,
of inward lnspectlon but of inguiry,,discernment, comparison,

dletinction, identification, na.ming./\

The operations are to be experienced not only singly but
in thelr relatlions, for there are not merely consclous operations
but also conscious processes. Where sensitlve perceptlon does
not revesl intelligible relatione so that, as #Hama Hume contended,
we percelve not causallty but succession, our own consciocusness
ig a different matter. On the empirlcal level, it is true,
process ls spontaneous senslitivity; it 1s intelligible only
in the sense that It ls understood. But wlth inquiry the
intelllgent subject emerges, and process becomes Intelligent;
it 1s not merely an Intelligible that can be understood,
but the active correlative of intelllglbllity, the intelligpence
that intelligently seeks understanding, comes to understand,
and operates in the light of having understood. When inguiry
comes to a term, or an lmpasse, lntelligence intelligently ylelds
place to critical reflection; as crltically reflsctive, the
aubjéect gstands in consclous relation to an abasoclute -- the
abaéfﬁte toat makes us regard the positive content of the sclences
not as true and certain but only as probable. Finally, the
ratlonal subject,having achleved knowledge of what 1s and could be,
ratlonally glves way to consclous freedom and conscientious

responsibility.
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The operations, then, stand within a process that 1s
formally dynamic, thet calls forth and assembles Lts own components,
thet does so intelligently, retionally, responsibly. Such, then,
18 the unity and relatedness of the several operationa. It 1s &
unlty and relatedness that exists and functions before we manage
to advert to 1t expllecltly, understand 1t, objectlfy 1t.

It is a unity and relatedness qu' te different from the ﬁn&ﬂ#-
intelligible unities and relations by which we organlze the
anrbri o

data of sense, for they are merely intelllglble, buththe unity
and relstedness of conscious procesa* 1s intelligent, reasonable,
regponsible. v

We have considered, flrst, experiencing the operations
and, secondly, understanding thelr unity and relatedness. There
arises the cuestion for reflectlon, Do these operations occur?
Do they occur 1n the t&ddk described pattern? 1Is not that
pattern Just hypothetlcal, sooner or later due for revision
and, when revised, sooner or later due for + #1111l further
revision? |

First, the operatlions exlst and occur. Desplte the
doubts and denials of posltivists and behaviorists, no one,
unless some of his organs are deflclent, 1s golng to say
that never i; his life did he have the experlence of seelng or
of hearing, of touching or smelling or tasting, of lmagining
or perceiving, of feeling or movling; or that 1f he appeared
to have such experience, still it was mere appearance, since all
his 1ife long he has gone aboutl like a somnambullst without

4 how rare is the man that
any w\awareness of his own actlvlitles., Again%«nasang‘will
preface his lectures by repeating his conviction that never did

he have even a fleetlng experience of intellectual curlosity,

of inguiry, of striving and coming to understand, of expressing




e TR L P W e e U BT LT N

15

what he had grasped by understanding. Rare too is the man that
begins his contributions to periodical literature by reminding
hls potentlal readers that never in his llfe 414 he experlence xnm
anything that might be called critlcal reflectlion, that he never
paGd pavsed ;.wibq_in{/b:&_about the truth or falsity of anyi_: statement,
that 1f ever he seemed to exercise his rationality by passing
Judgement strictly In accord with the avallable evidence,

then that must be counted mere appearance for he 1s totally
unaware of any such event or even any such tendency. Few finally
are thoss that place at the beglnning of thelr books the warnlng
that they have no notion of what might be meant by responslibillty,
that never in thelr lives dld they have the experience of acting
responsibly, and that least of all ln conposling the books they
are offering the publie, In brief, th&/gpbtam1@nﬁ/@x@s£”hﬁ4
conscious and intentionmal operations exlst and anyone that cares

to deny thelr existence is merely disouallfying hlmself as

& non~respensible, Hdt non=-reasonable, non-intelligent somnambullst.

Next, d¢ the operations occur in the pattern that has
been sketched here and presented more fully in the book, Insight?
The anewer to this, of course, ls that we do not experlence the
operations in 1solaticn and then, by a process of inquiry and
dlscovery, arrive at the pattern of relations that link them
together. On the contrary, the unlty of consciousness 1s itself
glven; the pattern of the operations ls part of the experlence of
the operatlons; and inqulry and discovery are needed, not to
effect the synthesis of a tha manifold that, a8 given is unrelated,
but to analyse a finetional and functioning unity. Wlthout
analysis, 1t 1s true, we cannot discern and distingulish the several
operations; and until the operations have been dlstinguished, we

cannot formulate the relations that link them together. But the

N
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polnt to the statement that the pattern ltself is consclous

is that, once the relatlons are formulated, they are not found to
express snurprising noveltlea but simply prove to be k=
objectificatlions of the routines of our consclous living and
doing., Before lnoulry brings the pattern to light, before the
methodologlst issues hls precepts, the pattern ls already
conscious and operative. Spontaneocusly we move from experlenclng
to the effort to understand; and the spontanelty is not unconsclous
or blind; on the contrary 1t is constitutive of our conaclious
1ntelligence#, just as the abgence of the effort to understand

is conatltugive of stupldity. Spontaneously we move from
understanding with its manlfold and conflicting expressions to
critical reflectlon; again, the spontanelty 1s not unconsclous

or blind; Lt ls constitutive of our critical rationality, of

the demand within us for sufficlent reason, a demand that
operétes prior to any formulation of a principle of sufficlent
reason; and it is the neglect or absence of thls demand that
constitutles slllineass., Spontanecusly we move from jJudgements

of fact gi possibility to Judgemente of ¥R value and to the
dellberateness of declsion and commitment; and that spontanelity
1s not unconsclious or blind; it constitutes us as consclentlous,
as responsglble persons, and its absence would leave us psychopaths.
In varos vaiioua detealled manners method will bld us be
attentive, intellligent, reasonable, responsible. The detalls of
its ﬁnasdhprtLOné prescriptions will be derived from the work in
hand and ﬁill vary with it. But the normative force of its
imperatives wlll reslde, notigztits claims to asuthority, not Jjust
in the probabllity that what succeeded in the past will succeed
in the future, but at root in the native spontaneltles and

inevitabilities of our consclousness whlch assembles Lts own

—
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congtituent parte and unltes them is & rounded whole in a manner
that we casnot set aside without, as 1t were, ‘antmbtdbien
amputating our own moral personality, our own reasonableness,
oar own intelllgence, our own senslitilvity.

But ls this pattern not just a hypothesls that can e
be expected to undergo revision after revision as man's self-
knowledge keeps developlng?

| A:dletinctlon nmust be drawn between the normative pattern
lmnenent in our consclous and intentlonal operations and, on the
other hand, objlectifications of that pattern ln concepts, proposltlions, é
words. Obviously, mmre revislon can affect nothing but objectifl- .
catlons. *“t cannot change the dynamic structure of human conscious=-
ness, All 1t can do is bring about a more adequate account of that

structure.

Moreover, for 1t to be possible for a revislon to take
place certain conditions must be fulfilled. For, in the first
place, any poesible revision will appeal to data whlch the
opinlon under review either overlooked or misapprehended, and
80 any posesible revision must presuppose at least an empirical
level of operations. BSecondly, any possible revision will offer
a better explanatisn of the data, and 80 any possible revislon

must presuppose an iIntellectual level of operatirns. Thirdly,

L
any possihle revi%Pn will claim that the better sxplanatiom le

more probable, and so any posslble revision must presuppose a
rati#opal level of operations. Fourthly, a revislon is not a mere
posaiééity but an accomplished fact only as the result of a
Judgenent of value and a decision. One undertakes the labor

with 811 1ts risks of failure and frustration only because Uﬁ@ﬁﬁtﬂ
one holds, not only in theory but also in practice, that 1t 1s

worth while to get things stralght, to know wlth exactltude, to

— B
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Us

to contributaIGhe advancenent of sclenca. S0 at the root of
all method there has to be presupposed a level of operations
on which we evsluate and choose responsibly at least the method
of our opsratione.

the objectification of

It follows that 6es there 1s a sense in whlchﬁthe noraat ive
pattern of our consclous and intentional operatlons does not
admit revision, The senee in questlion 1s that the actlvity of
revising consiste in such operatlons in accord with such a
pattern, so that a revieion rejecting the pattern would be
re ject ing Ltself,

There 1s then a rock on which one can build., But let me
repeat the preclse character of the rockf; Any theory, descriptlion,
account of our consclous and intentional operations ls bound to
be incomplete and to admit furthsr clarifications and extenslons.
But all such clarifications and extensions are to be derived
from the consclous and intentional operations themselves.

They as glven ln coneclouaness are the rock; they conflrm every
exact account; they refute every inexact or incomplete accounﬁ’.
timymsnenthenrowk The rock, then, 1ls the subject in hls
coneclous, unobjactified# at.tentiveness, lntelllgence,

yY@d reasonableness, responsibility. The point to the labor of
objectifying the subjlect and his consclous operations is that

thereby one beglns to learn what these are amd that they are.

evident
5) It wild become in chapter Rxixw four that the more

important paxrt of the rock has not yet been uncovered,

ot

e ey
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%l. The Funetlons of Transcendental Mathod

We have been inviting the reader to dlscover in himself

the original normative pattern of recurrent and related operatlons

that yleld cumulative and progressive results. We have now to
conslder what uses or functions are served by ¥ that basic
method.

First, then, therse is the noramatlve function. All gpecilal
methods conalst 1n maklng specific the transcendﬁental precapts,
Be attentive, Be intelllgent, Be reasonable, Be ;eapanaible.

But before they are ever formulated in concepts and expressed

saﬁ’T“uaneas»nownind’td«ia'ﬁhe’fiﬁs\fﬁghijgrihmmmrtm

in words, those precepts have a prior existence and reality

in the spontaneous, structured dynamism of humen consclousness.
Moreover, Just as the transcendental precepts rest simply on

a atudy of the operations themselves, s0 specific categorlal

fﬂﬁ% pre}cepts rest on a study of the mind operating in & glven

o field. The ultimate basls of both transcendenﬁéal and categorial
precepte wlll be advertence to the dlfference between attentlon
and inattention, lntelllgence and stupldity, reasonableness and
unreasonableness, responslbility and lrresponsibillity.

c Secondly, there le the critical function. The f scandal

_J st11l continues that men, while they é@ tend to agree on

sclentl fic questicns, tend to disagree in the most outrageous
fashion on basic phllosophic lssues. So they dlsagree about the

activities named knowing, about the relation of those activitles
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to reality, and about reality ltself. However, dlfferences
on the third, reality, can be reduced to0 dlfferences about
the first and second, knowledge and objectivity. Differences
on the second, objectivity, can be zew reduced to differances
on the first, cognltional theory. Finally, differences 1n
cognitional theory can be resolved by bringing to light the
contradiction between a mistaken cognitional theory and the actual
performance of the mistaken theoriat.# To take the slmpliest

instance, Hume thought the human mlnd to be a matter of

impressions linked together by custom. But Hume's own mind

was qulte original. Theréagre, Hume's own mind was not what Hume

aonsidered the human mind to he.

)

In grester detail, Insight, pp. 387 ff. Collection, pp. 203 ff. %

Thirdly, there is the dialectical function. For the
eritical use of transcendental method can be applled to every
mistaken cognltional theory, whether expressed with philoaophiit,
generality or presupposed by & method of hermeneutics, of -
historical investigatlon, of theology or demythologlzatlon.
Moreover, these applicatlcw;pan be extended to concomlitant

views on eplstemology and metaphyslcs.

In this fzshlon one
can determine the dialectlical series of basle positions, which
critlcism confirms, and of baelc bon counter-positions, which
eritlelism confounds.

Fourthly, there is the systematic functlon. For in the
measure that transcendental method 1s objectifled, there are
determined a set of basic terms and relations, namely, the
terms that refer to the operations of cognitlonal process, and
the relations that link these operatlons to one another.

Such teyms and relatlons are the BUBY substance of cognitlonal

o )
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theory. They reveal the ground for eplstemology. They
Y .
é/ are found to be 1aomor;gii-1cﬁ with the terms and relatlons denctlng

the ontologlcal structure of any reallty propogrtionate to human

i .~

mmamhngn cognlitlonal process.

\B/ ﬁ) This isomorphism rests on the fact that one and the same

process constructs both elementary acts of knowlng into s
!aﬁﬁj compound knowlng and elesmentary objecte of knowlng lnto

the compound objlect.

———

Fifthly, the foregolng systematlc function assures
continulty without imposing rlgidity. Continuity ls sms®d assured
by the source of the baslec terms and relﬁationa, for that source
1s human cognitiomal procese 1n its coné;ste reality. Rigldity 1le
not 1imposed, for a fuller and more exact knowledge of numan
cognitional process i1s by no means excluded and, in the measure
1t is htde attained, there will follow a fuller and more exact
determinatlion of hasic terms and relations. ﬁ?;mlly, the
excluslon of rigildity ls not a menace to continulty for, as we have
seen, the condltions of the possibility of revislon set limits
to the poealbillty of revising cognitional theory, and the
more elaborate the revision, the stricter and more detalled

these limits will be.

Sixthly, there is the heuristic function. Bvery l&Gwe
inquiry alms at transforming some unknowni@g into a known.
Inguiry itself, then, i1s something between ignorance and
knowledge. It is less than knowledge, else there would be no
need to inguire. It is Wk more than sheer ignorance, for 1t
makes lgnorance manifest and strives to ?place it with knowledgeo.
Thls l:ztermediary between 1gnoréance and knowing 1;uintend1ng,

and what 1s intended is an unkndwn that ls to be Xnown.
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Now fundamentally all method is the exp{ioitation of
such intending, for 1t outlines the steps to be taken 1f one 1s
to proceed from the lnltlal 1intending of the questiop to the
eventual knowlng of what has been lntended all along. Moreover,

within method the use of heuristic deviees is fundamental. They

conslst 1né designating and nam%ing thel intended unknown, in
getting down at once all that can be affirmed about 1t, and in
using this explicit knowledge as a gulde, a criterion, ang/gr
8 premies ln the effort %0 arrive at & fuller knowledge. Such
1s the functlon in algebra of the unknown, X, in the asolution
of problems, Suehaiz.g%etggnction in physics of btke lndeterminate
or generlce functlons ersclasses of functlons specified by differ-
ential equatlons.
Now tranacendental method fulfils a heuristie functlon.
It reveals the very nature of that function by bringing to
light the activity of lntending and ite correlatlve, the intended,
that though unknown at Lﬁs least is intended. Moreover, lnasmuch
a8 the systematic function has provided sete of baslc terms and
relations, there are to hend basic deteraloatlons that may be
set down at once whenever the unknown is a human subject or
an object proportionate to human cognitional process, L. ®.,
an object to be known by experQ}ncing, understanding, a2nd judging.
Seventhly, there is the foundational function. Special
methods derlve thelr proper norms from the accuﬁiated experience
of Llovestlpators ln thelr several flelds. But besldes the proper
norms there are also commoné norms. Jesldes the tasks 1n each
field there are interdisciplinary problems. Underneath the consent
of men ag sclentlsts, there ls thelr dissent on matters of ultimate
slgnificance and concern. It 1g in theﬂ meagnre that speclal methods

acknovledge thelr common core in transcendental method, that

o )
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kﬁiﬁh norms common to all the sclences will be acknowledged,

that & a secure basie will be attained for attacking interdisclplinary

problems, and that the sclences wlll be moblilized withlin a higher
unity of vocabulary, thought, and orientatlon, in which they
will be able to make theif qulte significant contrlbutlon to
the solution of fundamental problems.
Elghthly, transcendental method 1s relevant to theology.

This relevance, of course, ls mediated by the apecial method

- proper to theology and developed through the reflection of theolog-

lans on the successes and fallures of thelr efforts pwe past and
present. But this special method, while 1t has its own speclal
classes and combinations of operatli.ns, none the less is the work
of human minds performing the same baslc operations in the same
basle relations as are to be found in other apeclal methods.
In other words transcendental method is & constituent part of
the speclial method proper to theology, just as Lt 1s a constltuent
part in the special methods proper to the natural and to the
human sclences. However true it ls that one attends, understands,
Judges, decldes differently in the natural sciences, in the human
sclences, and in theology, still these differsncee in no way
imply or suggest a transition from attention to inattention,
from intelllgence to stupidity, from reasonableness to silliness,
from responsibility to # irresponsibillty.

Ninthly, the objécta of theclogy do not lie outeide
the \wemeed transcendental field. For that fleld is unrestrictéd,
and so ontside 1t there is vnothing at all. Moreover, it 1la not
unrestricted in the semse that the transcendental notions are
abstract, least in connotatlon and greatest in denotation; for
the transcendental notions are not abstract but comprehensive;

they intend everything about everything. 8o far from being
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abstract, it is by them that we intend the conerete, 1. e., all

that 1s to be known about & thing. Flnally, while 1t 1s, of

course, true that human knowing le limlited, still the transcendental
notiocns are not a matter of knowing but of intending; they intended
all that each of us has managed to learn, and the;;;ntend all

that as yet remains unknown, In other words, the transcendental

fleld 1s defined not by what man knows, not by what he can know,
but by what he can ask about; and 1t is only because we can ask
more cusestions than we can answer that we know about the llimitatlona
of our knowledge.

Tenthly, to assign to trancscendental method a role in
theology adde no new rescurce to theology but slmply draws

sttentlon toc a reacurce that has always been used. For transcen-

dental method ls the concrete and dynamle unfolding sf human
attentiveness, intelligence, reasonableness, and responslblility.
That unfolding occurs whenever anyone uses his mind in an

appropriate fashion. Hence, to introduce transcendental method

intrcduces no new resource Into theology, for theologlans
always have hed minds and always have used them. However,
whlle transcendental method will introduce no new resource,
it does add conslderable light and preclision to the performance
of theologlical tasks, and thls, I trust, will become manifest
in due course.

In the eleventh place, transcendental method oF®* offera
& key to unlfled sclence. The immobility of the Arlstotelian
ldeal conflicts wlth developlng natural sclence, developlng
human scilence, developing dogme, and developlng theology.
In harmony with all development ls the human mind itself which
effect? th%gevelopments. In unity with all fields, however

diapar&ate, ias again the human mind that operates in all flelds
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and in racdically the same fashion in each, Through the
self-knowledge, the =melf-appropriation, the aelf—posa‘eaaion
that result from making expliclt the baslc normatlve\ﬁ;ttern
of the recurrent and related operations of human cognitional
process, 1t becomes posslble to envisage a future in which all workers
in all fields can find in transcendental method common norms,
foundatlona, systematics, and common critical, dialectlical, and
heurlstic procedures.

In the twelfth place, the introduction of transcendental
method abrogates the 2ld metaphor that describes phlloaOphykjgg
as the handmald of theology and replaces 1t by a very precise
fact, Transcendental method is not the intruslon into theology
of allen matter from an allen source, Its £ay functlon is to
advert to the fact that theologles are produced by theologlans, !
that theologlans have minds and use them, that thelr doing s0
should not be ignored or passed over but explicitly acknowledged
1n itself and in 1ts implications. Agaln, transcendental method
1s xat coincldent with a notable part of what has been consldered
philosophy, but it 18 not any philosophy or all philosophy.
Very rreclsely, it is a g heightening of conclousness that

brings to llght our consclous and intentlional operatlons and

thereby leads to the answers to three baslc questions. What am

I dolng § when I am knowing? Why is doing tie that knowing?

What do I know when I do 1t? The first answer 1a a cognitlional
theory. The second is an eplstemology. The third is a metephyslcs,

where however the metaphysice 1ls transcendental, an integration

of heuristic structures, and not some categorial speculation
that reveals that all is water, or matter, or spirit, or process,

of what have you,
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It remalns, however, that transcendental method 1s only
a part of theological method. It supplles tggiégthPOpological
component. It does not supply the specifically rellglous
component. Accordingly, to advance from transcendental to

theologlical method, it 1s necessary to add a consideratlon of

religlon. apd before we can speak of religion, we first must

say something about the human good and about human meaning,
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