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Chapter Two

The Human Good

What is good, always is concrete. But definitions are
abstract. Hence, if one attempts to define the good, one rixkx
runs the risk of misleading one's readers. The present chapter,
then, aims at assembling the various components that enter into
the human g good., So it will speak of skills, feelings,

values, beliefs, cooperation, progress, and decline.

1. Skills
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Jean Piaget analyzed the acquisition of a skill into elements,

~Each new element consisted in an adaptation to some new object or

situation. In each =mxapixx adaptation there were distinguished

brought
two parts, assimilation and adjustment. Assimilation dixmps into
or .
play the spontaneous of the previously learned operations employed

in
successfully on somewhat similar objects or.somewhat similar
FA

situations. Adjustment by a process of trial and srror gradually

modified and supplemented

roxixtesads sanpdsenends previously learned operations.
ocecurs,

As adaptxation to ever more objects and situations ’ooouaxx
there goes forward a twofold process. There is an increasing
differentiation of operations so that more and more different
operations are in one's repertory., There also is an ever
greater multiplication p of different combinations of differentiated
operations., So the baby gradually develops oral, visual, manual,

bodily skills, and he .increasingly combines them in éver varying

HYX manners,

Skill hegetis mastery and, to define it, Piaget invoked the

mathematical notion of group. The principal characteristic
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ementB that occur only over tlme. Among these there is,
of all, operational develop; ht and in this section

Assimilation brings into

rad

e .

fles and

upglements pref} usly learned operations.
As adap@ationa to ever more objects ggg,and sltuatlons
ceur, there goes fgrward & twofolq/pPOceaa‘ an increasin

ifferentiation of operafions, 80, that more’and more diffepent

operatfons can Be performed;

greater multiplidation

of different combinatlons gf differsfitiated opergtions. go

the bab;/ﬁeVGIOps oral, Alsual, manual, bodlily skills, an
sters™ an ever greater varlety of combipdtions of Operatlons,
Such mastery is concéived pripzﬁg;: by, irvoking the
m&fﬁéﬁiflcal-netion‘Ur*greup+ﬂ—¥h ipa

;"of the group of operations 1s that every operatiocn in the group

1s matched by an oppoaite opseration and every comblination of

operations is matched by an opposlite comblnation., Hence,

- inasmuch as operations are grouped, the operator can always
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return to his starting-point and, when he can do so¢ unhesltatingly,
he has reached mastery at some level of development. It was
by &3ﬁ1ﬁ1ﬁ&'distinguishing and defining different groups
of operations and succeaslve grouplng of gronps that Plaget
wae able to mark off stages in chlld development and to predict
vihat operations geihr school children of various ages would
ba able or unable to perform.
Finally, there 1la the notlon of medlation. Operations
are sald to be immedizte when thelr ob)ects are present.
S0 seelng 1s immedlate to what 1s belng seen, hearing to what
1s belng heard, touch to what is belng touched. But by imagination,
language ,symbols, we operate in a compound manner: immediately
vwith respect to the lmage, word, symbol; mediately with respect
to what is represented or signified. In this fashion we come
10 operate not only with respect to the present and actual but
also with respect to the absent, the past, the future, the

merely possible or ideal or normatlve or fantastlec., As the

chlld learns to speak, he moves out of the world 0f‘3nu;4ﬁiqu

N
his immedlate surroundings towards the far larger world revealed

1
i

{ e

through the memories of other men, through the common sense
of community, through the pages of literature, through the
labors of soholars, through the investigations of scientlsts,
through the experlence of saindis, through the meditationag of
phil osophers and theologians.

Thls dlstinctlon between immediate and mediate operations
has qulte a broad relevance. It sets off the world of lummediacy
of the infant against the vastly larger world medliated by
meaning. Further, 1t provides a basle for a distinction between
lower and higher cultures. The lower regards a world nediated by

meaning but 1t lacks controls over meaning and so easily indulges
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in magle and myth. The higher culture develops reflexlve
technloues that operate on the medlate operations themselves
in an effort to safeguerd meaning. 8o alphabets replace vocal
with visual slgns, dictlonaries fix the meanings of words,
grammars control thelr inflections and combinations, loglcs
promote the clarlty, coherence, and rigor of dilscourse,
hermeneutics studles the varying relatlionshlps between meaning
and meant, and philosophles explore the more Qbasic differences
be tween worlds mediated by meaning. Finally,bﬁmong high cultures
one may dlstingulsh classical and modern by the general type of
thelr controls: the classical thinks of the control as a universal
fixed for all time; the modern thinks of the controls as themaselves
Invelved in an on-going process.,

Corresponding to different degrees of development and
different worlds medlated by meaning, there are simllar dlfferences
in the differentiation of consclousness. It 1s only 1ln the
process of development that the subject becomes aware of .imself
and of his distinctlon from his world. As his apgrehension
of his world and as hls conduct in it develop, he begins to move
through different patterns of experience. When childrgig imltate
or play, they are living i%TNOrld medlated by thelr own meanings;
it 1is not for "real" but just for fun. When their elders shift
from the world mediated by meaning to the reflexlve techniques
In which they aeddmbe operate on the mediating operatlions, they are
moving from "real" life to % a world of theory or, as many say,
of abstractions that, deapi%e the rare atmosphere, has & mysterious
relevance to successful performance in the "real" world.

When they listen to music, gaze upon a tree or landscape, are stopped ?Q

by beauty of any kind, they are freeing thelyr sensitlvity from
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the routines Imposed by development and allowing it to follow
fresher and deeper rhythms of apprehension and feeling. When

finally the mystlc withdrawe into the ultlma solitudo, he drops

the constructs of culture and the whole complicated mass of
mediating operations to retura to a new, mediated immedlacy of

hls sub jeetlvity reachlng for God.

1) On patierns of experience, see Insight, pp. 181 ff.

On peak experiences, A. H. Maslow, Toward a Psychology of

Being, Princeton, N. J., 1962; A. Reza Aresteh, Final Integration

in_the Adult Personality, Lelden|(E. J. Brillj 1965.

The relevance, then, of Piaget's analysis goes far beyond
the fleld of educatlonal psychology. It enablea one to
distinguish stages in cultural development and to characterlze

in the climax of making love, in aesthetic
man's breaking loose from it In playv«hm experience,
and in e contemplatlive prayer. Moreover, any technical
proficiency can be analysed as a group of comblnatione of

differentiated operations. That does not define the concert

planist's ability to project a sonata, but it does say in

what hls technical sklll consistse. Agaln, 1t does not revesl

@ the grand plan of Aquinas' Contra Gentiles. But if one reads

a serles of successlve chapters, one finds the same arguments

recurring over and over in ever slightly different forms;

what was going forward when the Contra Gentlles was belng

written, was the differentiation of operations and thelr
conjunction In ever fresh combinatlons, Finally, as there is

the technical proflclency of the 1lndivlidual, ¥k so too there

1e the technical proficlency of a team whether of players or

artlste or skllled workers, the posslbllity of their learning
he oRbrIEr R r IEiNE - them by
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new operations, and of Lﬁéfﬁm&xbaariéd the coach, the lmpresario,
the entreprene*ur bringlng them together ln new combinationa

to new ends.

EXEREXXARRX

ikxx___j@gggggmxnkxnixﬂxxkkngg
2. L‘Féelingé

Distinct from operatlonal development 1s the development
of feeling. On thls topic I would draw on Dietrich von Hildebrand
nd. Lrateds

and dlstinguish non-intentlonal states an%h from
intentional responses, The former may be i1llustrated by such
states as fatlgue, irritability, bws bad humor, anxiety, and

the latter

j\by such trends or urges as hunger, thirst, sexual discomfort,
The states have causes. The tﬁﬂgnda have goals. But the
relation of the feellng to the cause or goal is slmply that of
effect to cause, of trend to goal, The feeling ltself does not
presuppose and arise out of percelvegng, imagining, representing
the cause or goal, Rather one flrst feels tlred and, perhaps
belatedly, one dlscovers that what one needs 1s a rest. Or
first y one feeles hungry and then one dlagnoses the trouble

ag a lack of food.

Intentional respo‘nsea, on the other hand, answer to

\!
what 1s intended, apprehended, represented. The feeling relates
just
us, no?kpo a cause or an end, but to an object. Such feellng

gives intentiocnal consclousness its mass, momentum, drive, power.
Without these feelings our knowing and deciding would be
popeiZsidt paper thin., Because of our feelings, our desires and
our fears, our ho.e or% despair, our Joys and sorrows, our
enthusiasm and indignation, our estesm and contempt, our trust

and distrust, our love and hatred, our tenderness and wrath,

e 0 3 | ‘“1
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our admiration, veneratlon, reverence, our dread, horror, terror,
we are oriented massively and dynamlcally in a world medlated

by meaning. We have feelings about other persons, we feel for
them, we ﬁyﬂﬁfeel with them. We have feellnga about our
respective sltuatlons, about the past, about the future, about
eviles to be lamented or remedled, about the good that can, mlght,
must be §ore accomplishedg'

2] A wealth of analysis of feelings is to be had in Districh

von Hildebrand's Christian Ethics',New Iork}(bavld McKayj 1953%.
J {

See also Manfred Frings, Max Scheler'PittsburghQ(quueane N
\.

Unilversity Press) 1965.
Feslings that are intentional wse responses regard two

main classes of objects: on the one hand, the agreeable or
disagreeable, the satisfying or dissatisfylng; on the other hand,
values, whether the oniglc value of persons or the qualltative
valus of beauty, understanding, truth, virtuous acts, noble
deeds. In general, response to value both carries us towards
sglf-transcendence and selects an object for the make of
whom or of which we transcend ourselves. In contrast, responese
to the agreeable or disagreeable ls ambiguous. What is agreeable
mey very well be gzwhat also is & true good. But it also
happens that what 1s 8 true good may be dlsagreeabls. Most
good men have to acceept unpleas*ant work, privations, pain,

Y

and their virtue is a matter of doing so wilthout excesslve
3
self-centered lamentation. ”

31 The next two sections of this chapter will endeavor to

elarify both the notion of value and judgements of value.
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Not only do feellngs respond to values. They do so in
accord wlth some scale of preference. 30 we may distlinguish
vital, bls soclal, cultural, personal, and religious values
in an ascending order. V1tal values, such as healtgv%?ging the
strength, grace and vigor, normally are f# preferred top i
work, privatlons, pains involved In acguiring, ®gly maintalning,
restoring them. Social values, such as the good of order which
conditions the vital wvalues of the whole community, have to
be preferred to the vital values of individual members of the
comnunity. Cultural values do not exlst without the underpinning
of vital and social values, but none the less they rank higher.

on Over and above mere
Not Iﬁ'ﬁﬁ@Abread alone doth man live. Resides,llving end
operating men have to find a meaning and value in thelr living
and operating, It is the funmction of culture to dlscover,
express, valldate, critlicize, correct, develop, lmprove such
meaning and value. Personal value ls the person in his self-
transcendence, as loving and belng loved, as origlnator of values
in himself and in his milleu, as an inspiration and invitation
to others to do likewlise. Rellgious values, finally, are at
the heart of the meaning and value % of man's living and man's
world, but to this tople we return ¥eters in chapter four.

No less than of skllls, there is a development of feelings.

It is true, of course, that fundamentally feelings are spontaneous.

They do not lie under the command of the will as do the motions
they may be reinforced
of our hands. But, once they have arisen,chixexverteoraxangx
by advertence and approval, and they may be curtailed by
A X REX R x 2 AR R PRR WKL xSRE xS hAhRaoddone ey Teyx e
disapproval and distraction.
Agﬁﬁgﬁﬁmﬁﬁgﬁixngﬂﬂfiﬁﬁigﬁx Such reinforcement and curtallment

not only wlll encourage some feellngs and discourage others

but also will modify one's spontaneous scale of preferences.
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Again, feelings are enrlched and refined by attentlve study
of the wealth and varlety of the objects that arouse them,
and 80 no smaell part of educatlon lies in fostering and developlng
8 climate of discernment and taste, of discriminating pralse
and carefully worded disapproval, that will conspire with the
pupll's or student's own capacities and tendencies, enlarge and
deepen his apprehension of values, and help him towards
gelf-trangcendence.

I have been concelving feellings as intentioqlgl res ponaes
but I muat.ﬂﬁ add that they are not merely translent, limlted
to the time that we are apprehending a value or its oppeslte,
and vanlshing the moment our attentlom shlfts, There are, of
course, feelings that easlly are aroused and easlly pass away.
Buk There are too the feelings that have been snapped off by
repreesion to lead thereafter an unhappy subterranean life.
But there are in full consclousness feellings so deep and strong,
eapecially when deliberately reinforced, that they channel
attention, shape one's horizon, dlrect one's life. Here the
supreme illustration 1s loving. A man or woman that falles
in love 1is engaged in loving not only when attending to the beloved
but at all times. Besldes particular acts of loving, there
is the prior state of being in love, and that prlor state 1s,
a8 it were, the fount of all one's actlons. So mutual love is
the intertwining of two lives. It transforms an "I" and "thou"
into a "we" so intimate, S0 secure, 80 permanent, that each
attends, imagines, thinks, plans, feels, speaks, acta in concern

for both,
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As there 1s a development of feellnga, so & too there are
aberratlons. Perhaps the most notable 1s what has been named
L tinent," doamxioed £ron the French that was introduced
res 8o . o 8
ssentlmen mﬁxMMxmmxgﬁ rom the Frenc st was introduc
into phllosophy by Friedrich Nletzsche and later in a revised

4 i
form employed by Max Scheler. According to“} gcheler ,—RetasTibaon

ressentiment 1s a re-feeling of a speciflc clash with someone elee's

value-qualitlea, The someone elase 1s one's superior physicelly

or intellectually or morally or splritually. The re-feeling is
not active or aggressive but extends over tlme, even a life-time.
It 1s & feeling of hostillty, anger, indignation that ls nelither
repadlated nor directly expressed. What it attacks 1s the
value-quallity thet the superlor person posseased and the 1nferlor
not only lacked but also feels unecual 1o acqulring. The attack
- amounts to a contlnuous be-llttling of the value ﬁni:;ﬁestion,
and 1t can extend to hatred and even violence agalnst those that
pogsess that value-quallty. But perhaps its worst feature is

that 1ts rejectlon of one value lnvolves a distortion of the whole
scale of values and that this dlstortion can spread through &
whole soclal class, a whole people, a whole epoch. So the analysis
of ressentiment can turn out to be a tool of ethical, social,

ard historlcal eriticlsm.

More generally, it iz much better to take full cognlzance
of ome 's feelings, however deplorable they may be, than to brush
them aslde, overrule them, lgnore thip. To take cognizance of
then makes it posslible for one to know oneself, to uncover the
inattentlon, obtuseness, slllliness, lrresponsibility that gave
rise to the feeling one does not want, and to correct the

aberrant attltude. On the other hand, not to take cognizance of

them Ls to leave them ln the ﬂ twilight of what is consclous but
o
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not objectified. In the long run there reaulté a conflict
bstween the self as conscious and, on the other hand, the self
as objectified. Thls alienatlon from oneself leads to Fiumukded
the adoption of misgulded remedies, and they in thelr turn

to etlll further mistakes untll, 1n desperation, the neurotlc

turns to the analyst or counsellor.

4? On varlous applicatlions of the analysls of ressentliment,

see Manfred Frings, Max Scheler, Chapter five, Pittsburgh‘
(Duquesne Unlversity Preas) and Louvaini(@auwelaerts} 1965.

5] This twillght of what 1s consclous but not objectified
seems to be the meaning of what some psychiatriste call the

unconsclous. See Karen Horney, The Neurotic Personality of our

Time, New York {W. W. Norton) 1937, pp. 68 f. Neurosis and

Human Growth, New Iorh‘{w. W. Nortonj 1950, pp. 162 f.

Raymond Hostle, Religion and the Psychology of Jung, New Yorkq
(Sheed and ward) 1957, P 72. Wilheln Ste‘kel, Compulsion
and Doubt, New York‘ Grosaet and Dﬁhnlag} 1962, pp. 252, 256,

# ~
& )  On the development of the malady, & Karen Horney,
[

Neurosls and Human Growth, New York} W. W Narton, 1950,

On the therapeutic proceas, Carl Rogers, On Becoming a Person,

Bostonr Houghton MiLfflin} 1961, Just as tranascendental method
rests on & self-appropriatlon, on attending to, inquiring about,
understanding, concelving, affirming one's sttemding, 1nguiring,
understanding, concelving, affirming, so too therapy 1is an
appropriation of one's own feelings. As the former task is
blocked by mieconcephions of human knowing, so too the latter

1s blocked by misconceptions of what one spontaneously 1is.
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Value [~therr) 19 a transcendental notion., It 1s what is

intended in questlons for dellberation, Just as the intelligible
1s what 1s intended 1n cuestions for intelligence, and just as
truth and belng are what are intended 1n questions for reflection.
Such intendlng 1s not knowing. When I ask what, or why, or how,
or what for, I 4o not knovw the answers, but already I am intending

When

what would be known 1f I knew the answera, Jﬁumg&l ask whether

this or that 1s so, I do not as yet know whether or not elther
intending what
is s0, but already I amptnﬁends&}would be known A1f xkx I 314 koow
P .
the answers. 80 when I ask whether this is truly and not merely
apparently good, whether im that is or ls not worth while,
I do not yet know value but I am intendlng value.
The transcendental notlons are the dynamism of inkax
consclous intentionality. They promote the subject from lower
a
to higher levels of con%ﬁgousneas, from the experlential to the
intellectual, from the intellectual to the rational, from the
rational to the exletentlal. Agaln, with respect to objects,
they are the Intermedlarles between ignorance and knowledge;
indeed, they refer to %e objects immedlately and directly, while
‘ med late ly,
e answers Fo-SaeddtruTstivne refer to objects onlyhﬁhnaugh

thewnediftion of~the gigstioned only because they are answere

to the ouestlions that lntend the objects.
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Not only do the transcendental notlons promote the
subject to full consclousness and direct him to his goale.
They also provide the criterla that reveal whether the goals
are being reached. The drive to understand is satisfled when
understanding 1sjﬂfaphed bu%id%gsatisfied with every incomplete
attalmment and sqht;;;source of ever further cuestions., The
drive to truth compels rationallty to assent when svidencse 1s
suf flclent but refuses assent and demands doubt whenever
evldence 1s insufficient:? The drive to value rewards success

in self-transcendence wlth a happy consclence and saddens

fallures with an unhapypy consclence.

7 On the preclse meaning of sufficlent and insufficient

evidence, see Insight, chapters ten and eleven.

i

Gelf-transcendence is the achlevement of consclous
intentionality, and as the latter has many parts and a long
development, 80 t00 has the &@nnsﬂ former. There 1s8 a first
step 1ln attending to the data of sense and of consclousness.
Next, inguiry and understandlng yleld an apprehenslon of a
hypothetical world mediated by meaning. Thirdly, reflection
and judgement reach an absolute: through them we acknowledge
what really is so, what 1s independent of us and cur thinking.
Fourthly, by deliberation, evaluation, decision, actlon
we can xnow and 4o, not Jjust what plesses us, but what truly
s good, worth while. Then we can be principles of benevolence
and beneflcence, capable of genulne collaboration and of true

4o

love. But it is one thing to}thia occeasionally, by fits and

starts. It 1s another to do it regularly, essd easlly,

spontaneously. It ls, finally, only by reaching the sustalined
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self-tranacendence of the virtuous man that one becomes a good
Judge, not on this or that human act, but on the whole range

B
of human goodness.

3) To this polnt we return in the next section on judgements

of value.

Finally, while the transcendental notions are broader than
any category, it would be a mlistake to infer that they were more
abstract. On the contrary, they are utterly concrete. For the
concrete 1s the real not under thils or that aspect but under 1lts
every aspect in 1is every instance. But the transcendental
notions are the fount not only of inlitlal cuestions but also
of further auestlons. Moreover, though the further questlons
come B& only one at a time, still they keep coming. There are
ever further guestlons for Iintelligence pushing us towards a
fuller understanding and ever further doubts urgling us to a
fuller truth. The only limit to the process 1s at the point
where no further ocuestions arise, and that point would be
reached only when we correctly understood everything about
sverything, only when we knew reallty ln ite every aspect and
avery Iinstance.

9imilarly, by the good 1s never meant some abstraction.
Only the concrete is good. Agaln, ae the transcendental notlons
of the intellipible, the true, the real head for a complete
Intelligiblility, all truth, the real in its every part and aspect,

30 the transciﬁ_ental notlon of the good heads for a goodness
that L8 beyond crltlcism, For that notlon is our raelsing questlons
for deliberation. <+t 1s our being stopped with the disenchantment
that asks whether what we are doing is worth while. That

disenchantment brings to 1ight the limitatlons 1n every finite

i
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achlevement, the *lﬁﬁ~stain in every flawed pmrfgection, the Airony
of soaring ambition and falterling performance. E; plunges us

into the hnelght and depth and breadth of love, buti_it also

keeps us aware of how much our loving falls short of 1lts alm.

In brief, the transcendental notion of the good so invites,
presses, HAs harrles us, that we could rest only in an encounter

with a goodness completely beyond lts powers of critlclsm.
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Judgements of value are simple or comparative. fgey
affirm or deny that some x 18 truly good or only apparently
good. Or they compare dlstinct lnstances of the truly good
to affirm or deny that one is bet ter, or more lmportant,
or more urgent than the other.

Such Judgemsnts are objectlve or merely sub jective
inaamuch as they proceed or do not proceed from a self-
transcending subject. Their truth or falsity, accordingly,
has its criterion in the authenticlity or the lack of
authenticity of the subject's being. But the criterion
s one thing and the meaning of the Judeement ls another.

\ A

[+ ¥y ang

To say that udgement of value 1is true 1s to say what

AF
objectively 1ls # or would be good or better, To say that

L e

judgement of value 1s false 1ls t0 say what objectlively

1s not or would not be good or better.

Judgements of value differ In content but not in
structure from judgements of fact. Theykiffer in content,
for one can approve of what does not exist, and one can
disapirove of what does. They do not dlfier in etructure,
ipnasmuch ae 1n both there is the distinction between criterion
and meanlng. In both the criterion 1s the self-transcendence

co gty L.

of the subject, which, however, ls onlyh\ entdomal in
Judgements of fact but is heading towards real self-transcendence
in judgements of value. In both the meaning is or clalms
to be independent of the subject: Judgements of fact atate
or @%mtm:#& purport to state what 1s or is not s0; Judgements

of value state or purport to state what ls or is not truly

good or really better.
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True Judgenents of value go beyond merely intentional
gelf-transcendence wilthout reachlng the fullness of real

L.
gelf-transcendence. That ful{neas 1z not merely knowing but

also doing, and man can know :hat 1s right without doing it.
8t111, 1f he knows and does not perform, elther he must be
humble enough to acknowledge hlmself to be a sinner, or else
he will start destroying his moral telng by rationalizing,
by making out that what truly is good really is not good at all.
The Judgement of value, then, ls iltaelf & reality in the
moral order. By 1t the subject mowes beyond Whrexxpaxmexiy
pure and simple knowing.

xxxhnxxﬁkxxmmﬁngxx*By 1t the subject is constituting
himself as proximately capable of real self-transcendence,
of benevolence and beneficence, of true loving.

Internediate between Judgements of fact and judgements
of value lle apprenensions of value, Such spprehensions
bre. Lateftondl-raspineen, Realing s with-eaapect_to-olrjectd
are glven in feellngs. The feellngs in questlion are not
the already described non~intentlowal states, trends, urges,
that are related to efficlient and final causes but not to
obJjects. Agaln, they are not intentional responses to such
ob jects as the agreeable or disagreeable, the pleagant or
rainful, the satlefying or dlssatlsfying. For, whille these
are oblects, atlll they are ambiguous objecte that may prove
t0 be truly good or ¢&¥% bad or only apparently good ox bad.
Apprehensione of value occur in a further category of

which greets either
intentional response #B the ontic value of a person or the

ATA
oualitative valus of beauty, of understanding, of truth,
of noble deeds, of virtuous acts, of great achleveuents.
For we are so endowed that we not only ask questions leading

¢
to self-transcendence, not only can recognize corrept answers




constitutive of intentional self-traué@ndence, but also
respond with the stirring of our very being when we glimpse

the possalibllity or the actuallty of real self-transcendence.

q> On values, scales of héf¥lpd preference, feellings and
their development, ses above pp. I7=20 and 22365

In the judgement of value, then, taree components

X , Che ] w > s
unite. Filrst, there is knowledge of reallty and especlally
of human reality. Secondly, there ¥ are 1ntentzzl responses
to values. Thirdly, there ls the initlal thrust towards
real gelf-tramscendence constituted by the judgement of value
itself. The, judrement of value presupposes knowledge of
human life, of human poassibllitiea proximate and remote,

probable
of thepconsequences of projected courses of actlon. When
knowledge 1s deflclent, then fine feellngs are apt to be
expresgsed In what is called moral ldealianm, i; 8. lovely
proposals tnat don't work out and often do more harm than good.

But knowledge alone ia not enough and, whlle everyone has

gome measure of moral fesling for, as the saying la, there

is honor among thleves, still moral feelings have to be

: erlticized,

e cultivated, enlightened, strengthened, refined,,and pruned
of odditles. Finally, the development of knowledgé and the
development of moral feeling head to the existentlal
dlscovery, the discovery of oneself as a moral belng,
the realization that one not only chooses between courses of

J action but s8¢ also thereby makes oneself an authentic

human belng or an unauvthentic one. With that dlscovery

there emerges in consclousness the slgnificance of persomal

value and the meaning of personal responsibility. One's

..(vl..‘:_..,._é.‘!:._\._.. ,_.._,‘ M b e e .,..;J..,...,.,\ . e 4 i e rettr am ". - _'0'-'_'_" ) L ., "‘*“HT“‘“T'W;::' ‘kJ,,_ --'- | __l




judgements of value are revealed as the door to ome's
fulfilment or to one's loss. Experlence, especlally repeated
experience, of one's frailty or wic‘kedneaa ratses the questlon
of one's salvation and, on a more fundanental level, there
arises the questlon of God.

The fact of development and the possibllity of fallure
imply that Judgements of value occur in different contexts.
There is the context of growth, in which one's knowledge
of human living and operating is Luncreasing in extent,
preclslon, refinement, and in which one's responses are
advancing from the agresable to vital wvalues, from vital to
soclal, from soclal to cultural, from cultural to personal,
from personal to religious. Then there prevalls an openness
to ever further achievementjo Past galns are orpganlzed and
coneolidated but they are not rounded off into a cloged
system but remain Iincomplete and so open to stlll further
dlscoveries and developments, The free thrust of the
subject into new areas is recurrent and, as yet, there ls

no supreme$ value that entails all others. But at the
\

r_l°] On growth, growth motivation, and neurotic needs,

gee A. Maslow, Towards & Paychology of Belng, Princeton, N. J.

{Van Noatrané) 1962,
— ,L«»LZ&LE

sgummnit of the ascent fronm thqhinfantile bundle of needs
and clanmors and gratificatlona thers are to be found the

HécRe) deep-set Joy and sollid peace, the power and the vigor,
o T

of belng in love with God. In the measure that thatﬂgga&

ig reached, then the pupreme value 1s God, and other values

ars-wid bevoR_org loves-Ih-virtueof-enels ove\0L.Gody
&hﬂéﬁJaﬁll&

-ara-whahg ysr cae-hatesin_widE—virt-n—-odithia anne-

|
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ﬁre God's expression of his love in thils world, ¥ in its

aspirations, and in its goal. In the measure that one's

love of God ls complete, then values are whatever one loves,

and evils are whatever one hates so thet, ln Augustine's
phrase, 1f one lovea God, one may 4o as one pleases, Ama Eﬁf

Deum et fac guod vis. Then affectivity is of a single plece.

Further developmenta ounly fill out previous achievement.
lapses from grace are rarer and more oulekly amended.

H
But continuous growth seems to be rare. There are the

“) Prof. Maslow (op. cit., p. 190) finds self-actualization
in less than 1% of the adult population.
T

Ahere are the

deviations occasloned by neurotlc need. fthArefusals to keep on
ﬁ;ﬁi:g the plunge from settled routines to an as yet unexperlenced

but richer mode of living. There are the mlstaken endeavors

to quieten an uneasy consclence by ignoring, belittling,

denyling, relecting higher values. Preference scales become

distorted. Feelings soured. Blas creeps into one's outlook,

rationalizations into one's morals, ldeclogy into one's

thought. 80 one may come to hate the truly good, and love

the really svil. Nor is that calaqi}ty limited to indlviduals.

It can happen to ¢D‘groups, 1o nations, to blocks of natlons,

to mankind)l-lt can take different, opposed, belllgerent

to divide manklnd and
forms sto menace civilization with destruction. Such is the hout

monster that has stood forth in ocur day.

rp) On ressentiment and the distortion of preference

acales, ses Manfred Frings, Max Scheler, Pittsburgh and

{ Louvain, 1965, chapter five,
b

e )B"’“"
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In his thorough and penetrating study of human actlon
Joseph de Finance dlstingulshed betwsen horizontal and vertical

13
liberty. Horlzontal liberty ls the exerclse of llberty

1) 3. ge Finance, Egsal_sur 1l'agir kimew humain, Romep
(éresaes de 1'Université Grégoriennq) 1962, pp. 287 ff.

from
within a determlnate horizon and, ok the basis of a corresponding

existentlal stance. Vertlcal llberty is the exercise of llberty
that selects that stance and the correspondling horizon.
Bucﬁ,fertical liberty may be impllcit: it occurs in responding
to the motives that lead one to ever fuller authentlelty,

# or in ignoring such W2 motlves and drifting 1ntotg

an ever less authentic selfhood. But 1t also can be explicit.

one 1s
o Thenhys=s¥a responding to the transcendental notlion of wvalue,
- one
by determinlng what 1t would be worth while for mmato make
oneself, one
oﬂhmyﬁaifq and what 1t would be worth whlle for @ to do
onie's One works

for m;ﬁfellow men. ¥eiwenkpoub an ideal of human reallty
one dedicates oneself.

and achievement, and to that ideal.xaEﬂaﬂtus%a~oﬁ%=au=sc%¢es_

one's one's

As aaw#knowledge increanss, as/\oaP experlence is enriched,

one's one's

B8 ALUY reach 18 strengthened or wea'tened, o ldeal may be

revised and the revision may recur many times.

[ In such vertical liberty, whether lmplicit or explicit,
are to be found the foundatlions of the }judcemsnts of value
that occur. Such Judgements are felt to be true or false
in so far as they generate a peaceful or an uneasy conscience.

; \ax»dkﬁhnv’rnwsmffér4§&ftﬁb,eonvci€nee”1s’lh@?’
fully evelogpd”l,

5 VI 355-1106b B6-£1. v
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But they attaln their proper context, their clarity and if
refinement, only through man's historical development and

the individual's personal apcropriatlon of hls soclal,
cultural, and rellglous heritage. It la by the transcendental
notion of valiue and lts expression in a good and an uneasy
consclence that man can develop morally. But a rounded

moral judgement is ever the work of e fully developed

self-transcending subject or, as &8 Aristotle would put 1t, -

of & virtuous man,

R T L S

14) Whlle Aristotle spoke not of values but of virtues,
stlll his account of virtue presupposes the exiatence of
virtuous men, as my account of value presupposes the exlstence

of self-transcendinQFQUbjects. See Aristotle, Nicomachean

Ethles, II, i1}, 4; 1105b 5-8:"Actions, then, are called

Just and temperate when they are such as the Just and tempersate
man would do; but 1t'13 not the man who does these that is

Just and temperate, but the e=m man who also does them as

Just and temperate men do them." Simllarly, ibid., II, vi, 15;

1106b 36 ff.: "Virtue, then, 1s a state of character
- concerned with cholce, lying in & mean, i. e. the @k mean
relative to us, thils being determined by a rational principle,
and by that principle by walch the man of practical wiedom
ﬁ would detepmine 1t." Translation by W. D. Rosa in R. McKeon's

The Basic Works of Aristotle, New York }@andom House) 1941,
-
J pp. 956, 959.

——
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To apiropriate one's social, cultural, religious herltage
is largely a matter of belief. There is, of course, #® much
that one finds out for oneself, that one knows slmply in virtue
of one's own inner and outer experiencs, one's own insights,
one's own Judgements of fact and of value. But such immanently
generated knowledge is but a # small fractlon of what any
immedlate
civilized man considers himself to know. Hlﬂﬂpxperience is
filled out by an enormous context constituted by reports of
the experience of other men at other places and times, Hisg
unders#tandlng rests not only on his own but also on the experience
of ot;;;s, and its developmenﬁf owea llttle indeed to his
personal originality, much to hls repeating in himself the
acts of understanding first made by others, and most of all
to presuppositlons that he hag taken for granted because they
commonly are assumed and, in any case, he hes nelther the time
nor the inclination nor, perhaps, the abllity to investlgate
\Eﬁﬁﬁ for himself. Finally, the judgements, by which he
sssents to truths of fact and of value, only rarely depend
exclusively on his lmmanently generated knowledge, for such

knowledge stands not by itself in soms separate compartment

but in symblotic fuslon wlth a far larger context of bellefs.

i{,{_;s) I have treated the topic of belief more fully in Insight,
pp. 703-718,

Thus, one knows the relative positions of the major
clties in the United States. After all, one has examlned
mapse and se=n thelr names plalnly printed besidﬂ! small circles
repressnting thelr positions. But is the map accurate?

That one does not know but bellieves. Nor does the map-maker
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know* for, in all probabllity, his map was just a compllation
& o

of the many naps of much smaller areas made by surveyars that
had been over the terraln. Knowledge, then, of thse accuracy

of the map is divided up; part is in the mind of each surveyor;

ledge-oR.the g couracy-of\the-Thote la—in-T0--oms.
5 nttrely a-matter-of the -suxyeyors beliewing vhe-uie
b

:;fﬂdit the accuracy of the whole 1g a matter not of knowledge
but of belief, of the surveyors belleving one another and the
rest of us belleving the $ surveyors. I} may be urged, however,
that the accuracy of maps 1s verifiled in countless manners.
It is on the basis of maps that planes fly and ships sall, that
highways are bullt and cltles are lald out, that people travel
about and that property le bought and sold. Over and over

- in myrlad wayse transactlons based on maps prove t0 be &IRE-
successful. But, only a minute i_fraction of such verifications

one's own

is a matter ofﬁgyﬂimmanently gencrated knowledge. 1t is only
by belief that one can invoke to one's support the cloud of
witnesses who also have found meps satlmsfactory. It ls that

bellef, that dependence on countless others, that 1s the real

basis of one's confldence in maps.

Science is often contrasted k¥ wilth bellef, but the fact
of the matter ls that belief plays as large a role in sclence
as in most other areas of human activity. A4 sclentlst's
original contributlons to his sublect are not bellef but
o knowledge. Asgég,hghen he repeats another's observations and

experi{ments,,works out for himself the theorems needed to
1 .

So
formulate the hypothesis, 1its presuppoaitionq,andhimplicationa,

when he graspa the evldence for excluding alternative views,
then he } does not belisve but knows, But it would be a mistake

to fancy that sclentiste spend thelr lives repeating one
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another's work. They do not suffer from a pointless nania

to attaln imnanently generated knowledge of their}g&h&aﬁis.

On the contrary, the alm of the sclentlst is the advancement

of sclence, and the attalnment of that goal 1s by a dlvislon

of 4= labor. New results, if not dlsputed, tend to be

agssumed in further work. If the further work prospers,

they begin to be regarded wlth confidence. If the further

work runs into difficulties, they will come under susplclon, b

apparently
W

submitted to scrutiny, tested at thile or tnav\ eak

point. Moreover, this ludirect process of veriflcatlon
and falslificatlion 1s far more important than the iniﬁ}ial
direct process. For the indlrect process is continuous and
cumulative. It regards the hypothesls 1n all 1lts supposltions
and conseaquences. It recurs every time any of these ls
peew presupposed. Lt constitutes an ever increasing body
of evidence that the hypothesis 1s satisfactory. And, like
the evidence for the ﬁccuracy of maps, it ls operatlve
only elightly as lmmanently generat=d knowledge but overwhelmingly
aa bellef.

have besan

1 am}polnting to the soclal character of human knowledge
and I now must %88 invite attentlion to its historlcal character.
The division of labor 48 not only.m;:among those 1nqui§&}ng
today but also Ztangsit exteqi?a down the ages. There 1s
& progress in knowledge from primltlves to moderns only
because successlve generations began where thelr predecessors
left off. But successlve generatlons could do so, only
becauss theywe were ready to belleve. Withont bellef,

relying solely on their own indlvidual experlence, thelr

own inslights, thelr own judgement, they would have begmr
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elther
ever been beginning afresh, and,the attalnments of primitives

would never be surpassed or, 1f they were, then the beneflts
would not be transmitted.

Human knowledge, then, is not some individual possession
but rather a common fund, from which each may draw by belleving,
to which each may contribute In the measure that he performs
hils cognitlional operations properly and reports theirjresulta
gccurately. A maakleégge’ﬁbz without the use of hisz own senses,
his own mind, hls own heart, yet not excluslvely by these.

He learns from others, not solely by repeating the operatlons
they have performed but for the most part by taking their
word for the results. Through communication and bellef

there are generated comnon sense, common Knowledge, common
sclence, common values, & common climate of opinlon.

No doubt, thls public fund m~y suffer from blindspots,
oversights, errors, blas. But 1H&$gat we have g&& got,

and the remedy for ite short-comings 1s not the rejection

of belief and so a return to prinitiviem, but the critical

and selfless stance that in this as in other matters promotes

progrese and offsets declins.

ﬁyenﬂgﬂqgibiaalfﬁfnnae”IE~nvt}uoﬁ—cﬁumseTwun&vefé
r / - /

> ggjdﬁ; evg;Vf&actlaeg/fhat suﬁ;ﬁﬁgfully,/for 1f he

iz;/ge/;ould eve become once more &n infantf//ﬁo one ever

-
uld attem6£ univertal doubt; we out %Eptﬁ/;long with
- -./
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One promotes progress by beling attentive, intellligent,
reasonable, responsible not only in all one's cognitional
operations but also in all one's Bpeech* and writing. One
offseta decline by following through onbone'a dlscoverles.

For when one makee a dlscovery, when one comes to know what
one did not know before, WaseM4 often enough one is advancing
not merely from ignorance to truth but from error to truth.

follow
To ﬂoo&aw)up on such dlscovery ls to scrutinize the i arror,

so \ufideTar T prentdedsy Ohhen\ v leys nowif-the—tiye ay-degn
t0 uncover other connected views that 1n one way or another
supported or confirmed 1t. These asacciates of the error

nay themselves be errora. They will bear examination. In
the measure they come under susplcion and p.ove to be erroneous,

one can move on to thelr assoclates, and s0o make the dlscovery

of one error the occz:ii:liiépbpupg1\purging nany .
Rin&Q;yT\pe&idenggl b e~therglls—the folenetievers

W6 Thons ImcGVena one s _errers.and purges Gdels Mind 0L -ther—

It is not enough, however, slmply to reject eme errors.

Begidee the false bellefs there lg the false belisver.

One has to look into the manner in which ons happened to

have accepted.erroﬂneous/beliefs and one has to try to

discover and correct th%éarelessness, the credulity, the

bilas that led one to Yeke mlstake the false for the true.

Finally, it is not enough to remove mistaken beliefa

and to reform the mlistaken bellever. One has to replace

as well as remove, to bulld up as well as tear down.
personal and

Mere huntlng for errors ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@rt€¥b¥}can leave one ﬁﬂcultural

wreck without convictions or commitments. By far the

healthler procedure 1e prlmarily positive and constructlve,

80 that what is true more and more fille out one's mind,
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and what is false falls away without leaving a gap or scar.
Such, in general, is belief and now we must turn to
an outline of the process of coming to believe. dhm
The process 1s poselble because what is true[;;_IEE;I;LiE)
not private but public, not something to be confined to
the mind that grasps lt, but somethling independent of that
mind and so in a sense detachable and communicable, Thls
cognitional
independence 1B, as already we have emphaslzed, thq;tntwmt&mnli
aelf—transceindqfce lnvolved in the true Jjudgement of fact
and the:xmw{jzgif-transcendence involved In the true jJjudgement
of value. I cannot give another my eyes for him to see with,
but I can truly report what I see, and he can believes.
I cannot glve another my understanding, but I can truly
report what I have come to undsrstand to be 80, and he can
belleve. I cannot tranefer to another my powers of jJjudgement,
but I can report what I affirm and what 1 deny, and he can
belleve me, BSuch 1g the first step, It Lls taken, not by
the person that belé?ea, but by the person whom he belleves.
The second step is a general Judgement of value.
It approves man's dlvision of labor in the acgu%&aition of
knowledge/ both in its historlcal and in lts 3001;1 dimensions.
The approval ls not uncritlcel. It 1s fully aware of the
falliblillity of belleving. But it finds 1t obvious that
error would increase rather than diminish by a regresslion
to primitivism. So it enters into man's collaboration in
the development of knowledge, determined to promote truth
and to combat error.
The third step is a particular judgement of value,

It regards the trustworthiness of a witness, a sourecs,

a report, the competence of an expert ,nrmannambnounhhy

MLT g v 29 “B6- '}
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the aoundnesat of Judgement of a teacher, a counsellor, a
leader, & statesman, an authorliy. The point at lssue in

esch case 18 whether one's source was critical of his sources,

cognitional
whether i he reachedAWﬂB{L self-transcendence in hils
moral
Judgements ofﬁaﬁi fact and nﬂuﬂigelf-transcendence in his

Judgements of value, whether he was truthful and accurate in
his statements. Commonly such questions cannot be anawered
Brrh. Lhere sre q;._,wuygﬂgﬁ_cgm ng _to\kne
he r utatign of a so! ce, thq/studies on/f/hlnin of an

ert, Epe charac r of an/authorlty ng, fram these, one

an re ch a8 pr mptioe/ef EQmyE ustworthi ess, competerncq,
;3pﬁg;:ssn 43 Judgg/gnt and, by iiggd%ed u%g/pf/i///d&me

SO BO P e g-COTag U nEs Lo n-mMa B anrlrasa o demo

by direct methods and recourse must be had to indirect. Thus,
there may be more than one source, expert, authorlty; they

mey be lndependent and yet concur. Agaln, thq source, expert,
anthority may speak on several occaslons; ié#hstéizments may be
inherently probable, conelstent with one another and with all
one knows from other* sources, experts, authoritles. Further,
other E lnaulrers m;} have frequently appealed to the same
source, expert, authority, and have concluded to the trust-
worthiness of the source, the competence of the expert, the
sound judgement of the authority. Finally,'when everythlng
favors belief except the intrinslc probabillty of the statement
t0 be belleved, one’can ask oneself whether the fault is not

In oneself, whether it is not the llmiﬁgtion of one's own

horlzon that prevente one from graspin%ﬂintr inslec probability\

of the statement in question,
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The fourth step is the decision to balleve., It 13*!&
ae%msiﬁm&&&% a cholcei—that follows upon the general and the
particular Judgements of value, Already one has judged that
eritically controlled bellef 1s essentiasl to the human good;
1t has its risks but it 1s unquestionably better than regression
to primitivism. Just now one has judged that such and such -
statement le crq&dible, that 1t can be belleved by & reasonable
and responsible person. The combination of the general and
the particular judgement yields the concluslon that the statement
ought to be belleved for, 1f belleving is a good thing, then
what can be belleved should be belleved. Flnally, what should
be 80, actually becomes 80, through pn-set=of—wiill] a declsion
or cholce.

The fifth step 1s the act of belleving, the—sseemt_of

$hat-pesnlte. fron--the-deglsion-of «the-wille.
iﬂtellﬂntszl In my own mind jJjudge to be true the communicated
Judgement, of fact or of value. I do so, not because of my own
1mmanently generated knowledge, for that I 4o not possess
in the matter in guestlion, but because of the lmmanently
generated knowledge of others. Moreover, my kiowledge of
the immanently generated knowledge of Yehwd others, as is
clear from_the third step, is not exclusively & matter of
my immanently generated knowledge; as 1qﬁ_mo§t human knowledge
it too depends to a notable extent on further acte of bellef.

Now analysis can be mlsleading. Without a concrete
1llustration 1t may arouse suspicion and aven make people
feel that they‘ziifld never belleve anything. Think, then,
of the engineefAﬁ%a& whips out his slide rule and in a few
moments performe a long and difficult caleculatlon. He knows
precisely what he is doing. He can explain just why the

movements of the sllde yleld the results. B8t1ll the results

i _ — e e 8
~ > B
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are not excluslvely the frult of the Udg&aQQCBiB\iﬂmeﬂat

engineer's
EﬁEUHEMKanﬁﬁ?: immanently generated knowledge. For the

narkings on the rule represent logerithmic and &&p trigonomefitrlc
tables. The engineer never worked out for himself such a set

of tablea. He does not know but believes that such tables

are correct. Again, the engineer never checked the markings

on his rule against a set of tables. He has no doubt about
their correspondencs, but the abaéence of doabt 18 due not

to inmanently generated knowledge but to ¥E belief. Ia he

acting unintelligently, unreasonably, irresponsibly? Ie anyone
wllling to defend the thesis that all engineers using sllde~rules
should desist until each one for himself has accuired lmmanently
generated knowledge of the accuracy of logarithmic and ﬂhﬁyﬁ#

trigonometric tables and of the correspondence of

the narkings on thelr rules with the tables they have worked out
sach for hlmsself?

The reader may ﬁe&sarpr&aa& find our account of belief

qulte novel. He may be surprised both by the extent of

bellef in human knowledge and by the value we attrlbute to lt.
notwithstanding
But thhe agrees with our position, his agreement may mark

an edvance not from lgnorance but from error to imawimdgan

hat at | aaﬁed belief for thefpurpose of @B&%@ay&ngwtert&&ﬁ'
hyrryir g the demiae of rtain aocial cultural and religlous

t :.1tiona. The difxiculty with such a ;ﬁ;&tegy 1s that
14 ads 1o the 1ong ‘run-to thg destrqptf/; of aﬁényfﬁ}aditi on,

iy cludlng th xﬂﬁ“ﬂ{&&di%iQﬂBﬂth&L—tthEﬂ¥%gh%ﬁﬂﬁéﬂtfB eght
//
0 e i
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truth. In that case he should ask whether the error was a
nistaken belief, whether it was associated with other bhellefs,
whether they too were mistaken and, 1f they were, wnether
they were associated with s{lll further mistaken beliefas.
As the reader will observe, this eritical procedure does not
petuok -veliod\on-poestbly \ursiakern belie f-ny A s tire—tind
attack belilef in general; it does not ask you to belleve that
your beliefs are mlstaken; it takes 1ts start from a bellef
you have dlscovered to be mistaken and 1t proceeds along the

llnes that link bellefs together to determine how far the

contaglon has sprezad,

& coq}knuously storlc faith. 7

//

The evlla that affl;ct mankind can b€ 8o great that

/

men deapair. Nor canxdespalr be war ed off by empirical

e /
kn wledge of 3§jrfhture blessel gs, for the fUtEF 1s not yet

an|object of,experience.

ly ngpe can dqfhat despalir,
. s o
arjd tii/bdéia of hope &8 faith in Gody in his exlstence, hip

e

P ng, and hls gogdﬂéss. L

s

Sich faith is positige/and philosophic. 18 o

is philoaopaic f6r it his 1ts ground ln an i alren
1entionad ontology of the gaod and in f/¢§oof God 8
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6. The Structure of the Human Gooé

The human good is at once individual and social, and some
account of the way the {iwo aspects combine has now to he
attempted, This will be done by selecting some eighteen terms

and gradually relating them to one another,
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elghteen
Our, edisassesm torms regard (1) individuals in their

M
potentialitles and actuations, (2) cooperating groups, and {3)
ende., A threefold dilvision of ends la allowed to impose a
threefold division in the other categorles to yleld the following

gcheme.

Individual Soclal Ends

Potentiallty Actuatlon

capaclty, need operatlon gooperation perticular good

plasticlty, development, institution, good of order

perfactibility skill role, task

liberty orilentation, personal terminal value
conversion relatlons

A first step will relate four terms from the flrst line:
capacity, operation, particular good, and need. Individuals,
then, have capacltles for operating. By operating they proeure
themselves instances of the partlcular good, By such an
inatance 18 meant any entity, whether objlect or actlon, that
meets a need of a particular individual at a glven place and
time, Needs are to be understood in the broadest sense;
they are not to be restricted to necessltles but rather to be
stretched to include wants of every kind.

Next aré related ,four terms from the third columng
cooperation, institution, role, and task. Individuals, then,
live in groups. To a notable extent thelr operating is cooperating.
It follows some settled pattern, and this pattern is €8 fixed
by a role to be fulfilled or a task to be performed within
an institutlonal frame-work. Such frame-workis are the famlly
and mamers (mores), goclety and educatlon, the state and the
law, the economy and technology, the church or sec¢t.. They

congtitute the commonly understood and already accepted basls
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and mode of cooperation. They tend to change only slowly
for change, as distinct from breskdown, lnvolves a new common
understanding and a new common consent.,

Thirdly, there are to be related the remaining terms in
the second row: plasticity, perfectyibility, developnent, skill,
and the good of order. The capacitlss of 1ndividuals, then,
for the performance of operaticns, because they are plastic
and perfectible, admlt the development of skllls and, lndeed,
of the very skills demanded by ing¢tutiona1 bbits roles and
shhdden tasks., But bealdes the institutlonal basis of cooperation,
there is also/the concrete mamner in which cooperation is
working out. The same economic set=-up is compatible wilth
propperity and with recession. The same constitutional and
legal arranvements admit wide differences in political life
and in the administration of justice, Similar rules for
marriagge and the family in one case generate domestic bliss
and 1ln another misery.

This concrete m&nner,&%ﬁh& in which cooperation actually
ie working out, is what is meant by the good of order. It ls
distinct from instances of the particular good but it 1ie not
separate from them. It regards them, however, not singly and
a8 related to the individual they satisfy, but all together and
a8 recurrent. My dlnner today is for me an instance of the
particnlar good. But dinner every day for all members of the
group that earn it is part of the good of order. Again, my
education was for me a particular good. But s education for
gveryone that wants it Is another part of the good of order.

The good of order, however, 1s not merely a sustalned

succession of recurring instances of types of the particular good.
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Besldes that recurrent manifold there 1s the order that sustalns
i1t. This consists basically (1) in the ordering of operations
80 that they are cooperations and ensure the recurrence of all
effectively desired instances of the particular good, and {2)
the Id48 interdependence of effectlve deslres or declsions
with the approprlate performance by cooperating individuala.!é

It is to be insisted that the good of order is not some
deslgn for utopla, some theoretic ideal, some set of ethical
precepts, some code of laws, or some super-institution. It 1s
quite concrete. It is the actually functioning or malfunctioning
set of "i§ - then" relationships guiding operators and coordinating

P2

&4 operaggean. It 1s the ground whence recur or fail to recur
whatever instances of the particular good are recurrling or
falling to recur. It has a basls in institutlons butih it is
a product of much more, of all the skill anqg'knOWHhow, all the
industry and resourcefulness, all the ambltion and fellow-feeling
ef a whole people, adapting to each changs of clrcumstance, meetiq!g
each new emergency, strugrling agalnst every tendency to

T

disorder.
1{? For the general case of such relationships, see Inelght
on emergent probability, pp. 115-128.
117 For & fuller presentation, Insight, on the good of
common
crder,p. 596, onﬁgemmuuﬁﬁj gense, pp. 173~181, 207-216, on
bellef, pp., 703-718, and on bilas, pp. 218-242,
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There remains the third row of terms: liberty, orientation,
converslion, personal relatlons, and terminal values. Liberty
means, of course, not indeterminism but self-determination.

Any courge of ydtsom 1ndividual or group actlion is only a finlte
good and, because only finite, 1t is open to criticism, It

has 1ts alternatives, ite limitations, its risks, lts drawbacks.
Accordingly, the process of dellberation and evaluation is mot

we
itself decisive, and so, experlence our liberty as the active thrust

A
of the Bubject termlinatlng the process of dellberatilon by

#
settling on one of the possible courses of actlon and proceeding
to execute it. Now in so far as that thrust of the self

1
regularly opts, notﬁthe merely apparent good, but for the true

real
good, the self thereby 1s achleving self-transce%ndence ; M he

ne N Unipgel
is exlsting authentically; 4£, 18 constitutling ﬁta-&gkas an

A
origimting value, and';é 1s bringing about termlnal values,
namely & good of order that 1s truly good and instances of the
particular good that are truly good. On the other hand,
princlpal

in 80 far as our decisions have thelﬁtpotives, not in the waluea
at stake, but 1in a calcuplus of the pleasures and pains lnwolved,
one 1s failing in self-transcendence, in authentlc human
existence, in the origination of value 1n oneself and in ome's
soclety.

Liverty 1s exercised wlthin a matrix of personal relations.
In the cooperating communlty persons are bound together by their
needs and by the common good of order that meets their needs.
They are related by the commitments that they have freely
undertaken and by the expectatilons aronsed in others by the
c¢omnitments, by the roleai they have assumed and by the tasks

\

that they meet to perform; These relatlonships normally are
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allve with feellng. There are comzon or opposed feelings about
qualitative values and scales of preference. There are mutual
feelings ln which one responds to # another as an ontle value

or as * just a source of satisfactions. Beyond feelings

there 1s the substance of community. DPeople are jolned by

common experlence, by common or complementary insights, by
simllar Judgements of fact and of value, by parallel orlentations
in 11fe. They are? separated, estranged, rendered hostile,

when they have got out of touch, when they misunderstand one
another, when they Jjudge 1n opposed fashlone, opt for contrary
social goals. So personal relatlons vary from intimacy to
lgnorance, from love to exploitation, from respect to contempt,
from friendliness to \bem-é-ﬁy :I‘hey bind a community together,

18
or divide it into factlons, or tear it apart.

gl

(9\ On interpersonal relations as ongoing processes, there is

in Hegel's Phdnomenoclogie the dialectic of master and slave,

and in @8 Gaston Fessard's De 1'actualité historique [Paris

(Deselée de Brouwer) 1960, vol. 1] a parallel dialectic of
Jew and Greek, Far more concrete is Rosemary Haughton's The

Transformation of My Man: A Study of Conversion and Community

[London (G. Chapman) and Springfield, %¥¥x Il1l. {Templegate)
1967]. Description, technique and some theory in Carl Rogers'

on Becoming a Person [Boston (Houghton Mifflin®i) 1961].

e R .

1
LTk
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Terminal valuss are the values that are chosen: true
lnstances of the partleular good, a true good of order,
a true scale of prefersnces ¥M regarding values and satis~
factions, Correlatives to terminal values are the origlinatlng
values that do the choosing: they are authentic perscns
achieving self-transcendence by thelr good cholces. Since
man can know and choose authenticlty and self-transcendencs,
originating and terminal values can colnelde. When each member
of the community both willls authenticii%}y in himself and,
inasmuch as he can, prmnoﬁ&ﬁs it 1n others, then the orlginating
values that choose and the terminal values that are chosen
overlap and lnterlace./

Presently we shall have to speak of the orientatlion of
the community as e whole. But for the moment our concern
i3 with the owima orientatlon of the 1ndividual within the
orientated community, At its root this conslats ix the
transcendental notlions that both snable us and reguire us to
Siwops. sdvance in understan*ding, to Judge truthfully, to
respond to values. §tlill fgis posslibllity and exigence become
effective only through developnent. One has to acqulre the
skills and learning of a competentti human being in some walk of
11fe, One has to grow Lu sensitivity and responsiveness to
values if one's humanity is to be authentiec. But development
is not inevitable, and so results vary., There are human fallures.
There are mediocrities. There are those that keep developlng
and growing throughout a long life-time, and thelr achievement
varies with thelr inltiel background, with thelr opportunitles,

with thelr luck in avolding pitfalls and setbacks, and with the
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pace of their advance.

As orientation!‘is, 8o to speak, the direction of development,
80 conversion ls imzyphange of directlon and, 1ndeed, a change
for the better. One frees oneself from the unauthentlec.
One grows ln authenticlty. Harmful, €% dangerons, mlslsading
gatisfactions are dropped. Fears of discomfort, pain, privation
have less power to deflect one from one's course. Values ars
apprehended where before they were overlooked. Scales of

'?‘Tii shift.,

SukfE\ A Bre Errors, rationalizations, ldeologles

preference
fall and shab#e shatter to leave one open to things as they )

. are and to man/as he shonld be.

’q) On various aspscts of growth, see A. H., Maslow, Towards

a Psychology of Being]Princeton, N. J. {%an Nostrand) 1962,

1
-

The human good, then, 1s at once indlvidual and social.
Individuale do not just operate to meet their needs but cooperate
to meet one another's needs. As the community develops its

inetitutions to facilitate cooperation, so individuals develop

the - the
skllls to fulfi%«roles and perfor%ppaaks set by the instltutlonal

frame-work, Though the roles asre fulfilled and the tasks are
performed that the needs be met, stlll all is done not blindly
but knowingly,é;not necegsarily but freely. The process 1s not
mégsly the serivice of manjkmx it ls above all the making of

y - the
man,‘hfq\advance in authenticity, ihfulfilment of his affectlivity,
and the directlon of hils work to the particular goods and a
good of order that are worth while,




3 7. Progress and Decline

Our account of the structure of the human good is
compatible with any stage of technological, econonic, .
politicalxs, cultural, religious development.' But as individuals
not only develop bui also suffer breakdowns, so too do
societies, Accordingly we have to add a sketch of Xkex
social progress and of social decline and, indeJed, one that

will be relevant to an account of the social function of religion.

Progress proceeds from originatling value, from subjects

being their true selves by observing the transcendental precepts,
Be attentive,;k}Be Intelligent, Be reasonmable, Be responsible.
iﬁBeing attentlve includes attentlon to human affalrs. Belng

- intelligent includes a grasp of hitherto unnoticed or unreallzed,
posslbilities, Being reasonable includes the rejectlon of what
probably would not work but also the acknowledgement of what
probably would. Belng responsible includes basing one's
decislons and cholices on an unblased evaluation of short-term

i andllong-term costs and benefits to oneself, to one's group,

of the previous venture to improve what ls good and remedy

_%QQE to other groups, ) |

| Progress, of course, ls not some single improvement but
© a continuous flow of them. But the transcendental precepts

are permanent. Attention, lntelligence, reaconableness, and

| responsibility are to be exerclsed not oniy with respect to
) i the existing situatlon but slsc with respect to the subsequent,

| chenged situatlon, It spots the inadequacles and repercussions
_J :

what s deTe ot iv@ )\ _ It advertis A0 the-rew possivititles~thatd—
mneng€’rrcm/EE?rTﬁ;;;é%nﬁﬁ??E?&ﬁmt’ﬁﬁahga,fmofé_gansﬂa%&fhf“
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what is defective. More generally, the slmple fact of change
of 1tself makes it llkely Bﬁsélnaw possibilities will have
arisen and old possibilitles have advanced 1n probabllity.
80 change begets further change and the sustalned observance
of the transcendental precepts makes these cunulative changes
an instance of progress.

But precepts mayi'ba violated. Evaluatlons may be blased
by an egoistic disregard of others, by a loyalty to one's own
group matched by hostillty to other groups, by concentrating

n 2.0
oﬁ short-term benefits and overlooking long-term costs,

73) I have elaborated these points in Insight, pp. 218-242,

Moreover, such aberrations ars easy to maintain and difficult
to correct. Egolsts do not turn into altrulsts overnight.
Hostile groups do not easlly forget thelir grlevances, drop
their resentments, overcome thelr fears and suspiclons. Common
sense commonly feels 1tself omnlcompetent in practical affalrs,
commonly is blind to long-term §owed consequences of policiqtp
and courses of action, commonly is unaware of the admixture
of commnon nonaé%se in ite more cherished convlictlons and
slogans.,

The extent of such aberration 1s, of course, & varlable.
But the greater it 1s, the more rapldly it will distort the
process of cumulative change and bring to birth a host of
soclal and cultural problems. Egolsm is in conflict with the
good of order. Up to a point it can be countered by the law,
the police, the judiclary, the prisons. But there ls a limlt
to the proportion of the population that c¢an be kept in
prison and, when egolsm passes that 1llmit, the agente of

the law and ultimately the law lteelf have to become more

' )
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tolerant andjdindulgent. S0 the good of order deterlorates.
Not only 1s it less efflcient but also there Lis the difficulty
of exerclsing even-handed justice in declding which inJustices
N are to be winked at. The practical question 1s apt to be
whose soclal sins are to be forgiven and whose are to be

be punished, and then the law is compromised. It is no longer
coincident with justice. *n all likelihood it becomes to &

greater or less extent the instrument of & class.

For besldes the egolsm of th%ﬁndividual there is the
egolsm of the group, While the individual egolst has to put
up with the public censure of hls ways, group egolsm not

merely

JAmaﬁe~directs development to its own aggrandizement but also
provides a market for opinions, doctrines, theories that will
justify its ways and, at the same tlme, reveal the misfortunes

of other groups to be due to thelr depravity. Of course, as long
a8 the successful group contlnues to succes

]
/\ Q&Mmkbmcemnl’)l\asi long as it.j) neete each new

challenge with & creatlve response, it feels liself the
chlld of destiny and it provokes more admiration and emulatlon
than resentment and opposition., But developpment, guidedﬁ
| — ~/
- by group egolsm, is bound to be one-slded. It divides the
_dﬁw body social not merely into those that have and{ those that
[~

¢ have not but also makes the former the representatives of

the cnltural flower of the age to leave the latter nmvewe
apparent survivals from a forgotten era. Finally, 1n the
meesure that the group encouraged and accepted an ldeology

to rationalize its own behavior, in the same measure it

\H_/ will be blind to the real situation, and it will be bewlldered
by the emergence of a contra*ry ideoclogy that will call to
<

consclousness an opposed group egolam.




O

MAT JIE 1y g5 Dbt
L %‘)

Beal dastite pia st tHE Thd otdnaN\ dad-oEthe \erdap

Decline has & still deeper Mreéi level., Not only
does 1t compromise and dlstort progress. Not only do
knbhdn&{ inattention, obtuseness, unreasonableness, irrespone-
81bility produce objectively é absurd situastions. Not only
do ldeologles corrupt minds. But compromise and dlstortlion
discredit progress. Objectively absurd sltuations do not
yileld to treatment. Corrupt Q#-minds have a flair for
picking the mistaken solution and insisting that Lt beradeptdd\

}IBﬂB’iﬁ’&ﬁbeP@g@n%;\neaBoaaDQ97*5oedT\«Béaline*ever’ébneraﬁps
_ o/
‘ h i ad’f?w
e ere te AL )

alone ls intelligent, reasonable, good. Imperceptibl‘y
the corruption spreads from the harsh sphere of mategzél
mags medla,
advantage and pover to thgﬁpﬂawmﬁﬁthe stylish Journals, the
literary movements, the sducatlonal process, the relgning
philosophles. A clvilizatlon In decline dlgs its own grave
with & relentless conslstency. It cannot be argued out
of its self-destructive ways, for srgument hes a theoretlcal
ma jor premlss, theoretical premisse;:::ut\to conform to
mattera of fact, and the facts 1in the sltuatlions produced
by decline more and more are the absurditles pesg that

proceed from inattention, oversight, unreasonsbleness,

and 1rresponsibllity.
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The term, alienation, is used in many different senses.
But on the present analysis the basic form of alienation is
man's disregard of the transcendental precepts, Be attentive,
Be intelligent, Be reasonable, Be responsible, Again, the
basic form of ideology is a doctrine that justifies such
alienation, From these basiec forms, all others can be derived.
For the basic forms corrupt the social good. As self-transcendence
promotes progress, so the refusal of self-transcendence turns
progress into cumulative decline.

Finally, we may note that a religion that promot#es
self-transcendence to the point, not merely of justice, but
of self-sacrificing love, will have a redemptivgzisix in
human seciety inasmuch as such love can undo the mischief of

9 1
decline and restore the ENYm cumulative process of progress.

m{) 1 have elaborated this point in chapter twenty of my
book Insight. The practical problem of deciding who is and

who is not alienated comes up in the chapter on Dialectic.
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