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Chapter Three
MEANING

Meaning is embodied or carried in human int‘ersubjectivity,
in art, in symbols, in language, and in the live;Hﬁnd deeds of
persons. It can be clarified by a reduction to its elements.
It fulfils various functions in human living. It opens upon
quite different realms. 1Its techniques vary in the successive
stages of man's historical development, To say something on
each of these topics not only will prepare the way for an
account of such functional specialties as interpretation,
history, systematics, and communications, but also will yield
some insight into the diversity of the expressions of religious

experience.

1. Intersubjectivity

Prior to the "we" that results from the mutual love of
an "I"™ and a "thou", there is the earlier "we" that precedes
the distinction of subjects and survives ifts oblivion. This
FE prior‘# "we" is vital and functional. Just as one SREEXIARX
spontaneo;sly raises one's arm to ward off a blow against one's
head, so with the same spontaneity one reaches out to save
another from falling. Perception, feeling, and bodily movement
are involved, but the help given another is not deliberate
but spontaneous. One adverts to it not hefore it occurs but
while it is occurring, It is as if "we"™ were members of one

another prior to our distinctions of each from the others,
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Intersubjectivity appears not only in spontaneocus mutual
21d but also idecdrthAlrimoded in some of the ways in which
feelings are commanicated. Here we shall be reporting Max
Scheler who distinguished community of feeling, fellow~feeling,

psychlc contaglon, and emotional identification.

l/ See Manfred Frings, Max Scheler, Plttsburgh and Louvain
1965, pp. 56~66.

Both community of feeling and fellow-feellng are intentional
responess that presuppose the apprehenslon of objects that
aronse the feeling. In community of feeding two or more persons
respond in parallel fashlon to the same object. In fellow-feeling
a first person responds to an object, and a second responds to
the manifested feeling of the first. So community of feeling
wonld be lllustrated by the sorrow felt by both parents for their
dead child, but fellow-feellng would be felt by & third party
moved by thelr sorrow., Again, In community worship there is
community f of feeling inasmuch as worshlppers are similarly
concerned wilth God, but there ls fellow-feeling inasmuch ag some
are moved to db¥¥ devotlon by the prayerful attitude of pthers.

In contrast psychlc contaglon and emotlonal identippation
have a vital rather than an intentional basis. Paychlc contagion
1s a matter of sharing another's # emotlon wlthout advertlng
to the object of the emotlon. One grins when others are laughing
although one Goes not know what they find funny. One becomes
sorrowful when others are weeplng alth;ugh# one does not know
the cause of thelr grief. 4n on-~looker, wlithout undergelng
another's 1lls, is caught up 1n the feeling of extreme pain
expressed on the face of the sufferer. Such contagion seems

to be the mechanism of masg~excltement in panics, revolutlons,
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revolts, demonstraticna, strikes, where in general there 1is

a dlsappearance of personal responsibllity, & dominatlon of
drives over thinking, a decrease of the Intelllgence level,

and a readiness for submlssion to a leader. Needless to say,
such contagion can be deliberately provoked, built up, exploited
by politleal activists, by the entertalnment industry, by
religious and especilally peeudo-religlous leaders.

In emotional identification elther personal differentiation
ia as yet undeveloped or else there 1s a retreat from personal
dlfferentiation to vital unity. Undeveloped differentiatlon
has 1ts basic 1llustraetion 1q’ the emotlonal ldent ification of
mother and infant. But 1t aE;; appears in the 1dentl{ficationa
of primitive mentallty and, again, in the earnestnessvgf a little
girl's play with her doll; she identifles herself with her
mother and at the same time projects herself into the doll.
Retreat from differentiation 1s Illustrated by Schelsr ln various
ways. It 1s his account of hypnosis., It occurs in sexual
Intercourse when both partners undergo a suSpension of
Indlviduwality and fall back Into a single stream of 1life. 1In
the gronp mind members ldentlfy with thelr leader and spectators
with thelr team; 1in both cases the group coalesces ln a single
strean of 1nstFnct and feellng, In the anclent mysterles the
mystici%ecame dlvine In a state of ecataay§ and, In the writlings
of later mystica,experiénceé with a panﬁheist lmplication

are not infrequently described.

2., Intersublectlve Meanling

Besldes the Intersubjectlvity of action and of feeling,
thers also are Intersublective communications of meaning.

This I propose to 1llustrate by borrowing a phenomeno*losy of
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a smile proximately from my notebook but remotely from sources
I have been unable to trace.
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Firat, then, a smile does have a meaning. It 1s not
Just a certaln comblnation of novements of lips, facial muscles,
eyes. It is a comblnation with a meanlng. Because that meaning
¥ is different from the meaning of a frown, a scowl, & stare,
a glare, a s?iﬁker, a8 laugh, 1t 1s named a smlle. Because we
all know théi:;eaning st exists, we do not go about the streets
smlling at everyone we meet. We know we should be misunderstood.

Next, a smlle 1s highly z# perceptible. For our psrceiving
19 mot Just a funection of the impressions made on our senses. It
hag an orlentatlon >f 1lts own and 1t selects, out of a myriad
of others, Just those ilmpressilons that can be constructed into
a pattern with a meanlng. So one can converse with a friend on
a nolsy sireet, disregard@ﬂd the meaningless surrounding tumult,
ang pickﬂng out the band of sound waves that has a meanlng.
So too a smile, because of its meanlng, ls easily percelved.
8miles occur in an enormous range of variations of facial
movenents, of lighting, of angle of vision. But even an
incipient, suppressed smlle 18 not missed, for the smile is

set of varlable movements,

a Gestalt, a patternedxmuuningﬁﬂ?nd it is recognlzed as a whole.

Both the meaning of the smile and the act of amiling are
naturel and spontaneous. Ye 3o not learn to smlle as we learn
to walk, to talk, to swim, to skate. Commonly we do not think
of smiling and then do it. We just do 1it. Agaln, we do not
WedH learn the meaning of smiling as we learn the meaning of
words. The meaning of the smile 1ls a dlscovery we make on our

own, and that meaning does not seem to vary from cultu‘re to

culture, as does the meaning of gestures.

. X
- 0




MIT W

£

There is something irreduclble to the smile. It cannot
be explained by causes outside meaning. It cannot be eluc idated
by other types of meanbing. gome 1llustration of this will
be had by comparing tﬁg'meaning of the smile with that of language.
Linguistic meaning tends to be univocal, but smiles have

& wide verlety of different meaninga. There are smlles of
recognition, of welcome, of friendliness, of friendship, of love,

of joy, of delight, of contentment, of satisfadfiqn, of

amusement , of refusal, of contempt. Smiles may b@ironic, ?ﬁ\
o

sardonic, enimgmatic, glad or sad, fresh or weary, eager or :»a/

N A wep -
resigned. .
Linguistic meaning may be true in two ways: true as

opposed to mendacloue and true as opposed to £ false., A smile
may be simulated and so it may be true as opposed to mendaclous,
but 1t cannot be true as opposed to false.

Lingnlistic meaning contains distinctions between what we
feel, what we deslre, what we fear, what we think, what we know,
what we wlsh, what we command, what we 1lntend., The meanlimg of
a smlile 1s global; 1t & expresses what one person means to
another; it has the meaning of a fact and not the meaning of
a proposltion.

Linguistic meaning is objective. It expresces what has
been objectifled. But the meanlng of the smlle is intersubjective.
It supposes the interpersonal a situation with its antecedents in
previous encounters. It 18 a recognltlion and an acknowledgement
of that situatlion and, at the same time, a determinant of the
sltuatlon, an element 4B in the situatlon as process, a meaning
with its signiflcance in the Qeﬂsaxiuﬂoon%eb context of antecedent
and subsequent meanings. Moreover, that meaning is not about
some obJect. Rather 1t reveals or even betrays the subjsct,
and the revelation 1s immedlate. It is not the basis of some

inference, but rather in the smile one Iincarnate subject As
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transparent or, agalin, hldden to another, and that transparency
or hlddenness antedates all subsequent analysis that speaks
of body and soul, or of sign and signified.

From smlles one might go on to all the ha&!i;lfacial or
bodlly movements or pauses, to all the variations of voice in
tone, plten, volume, and in silence, to all the ways in which
our feelings are revealed or betrayed by Ouraelvesii or are
deplcted by actours on the stage. But our purpose is not
to exhaust the t:;ic but rather to poiat to the existence of <

speclal nammmmmy cerrier or embodiment of meaning, ramely,

human intersubjectivity.

3. Art
Here '
. kxxitw I bow borrow from Suzanne Langer's Feellug and Form
A deflned

where ays art iaﬁaﬂneeéved as the objectification of a purely

thls
experiential pattern, and each term 1nhﬁhn definlition ls

carefully explalined. ~—
an abst ract
A pattern may be abstract or concrete. There 15/% pattern
0

in a musical score or in the indentations 1in the groves of a
_ phonograph
A gramoprens record. But there 1s concrete pattern in these
| colors, these tones, these volumes, these movements., The concrete
pattern consists in the internal relatlons of colors, tornes,
volumes, movements. It does not conelst in, say, the colors
as unrelated and 1t does not consist in the colore as representative
of something elss.

Now the pattern of the percelved ls also the pattern of
the percelving, and the pattern of the perceiving 1s an experlentlal
pattern. ﬁondgll percelving 18 a selecting and organizing.
;

Precisely because the percelved 1s patterned, 1t 1s easlly

perceived. 5o one can repeat a tune or melody but not a

[
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a gpecial
/\perceptibility by drawlng on organlec snalogles. The movement le

successlon of street nolses., So verse makes informatlon memorable.

Decoratlon makes a surface # vislble. Patterns achleve, perhaps,

from root through trunk to branches, leaves, and flowers. It
is repeated with varylvng varlations. Complexlty mounts and
yet the multipliclty is organlzed lnto a whole,
A pattern 1s sald to be pure lnasmuch as éﬁe?:%;udee
allen patterns that lnstrumentallze experience. Aﬂme senses
can become merely an apparatus ¥ for recelving and transmltting
%&;signals. At the red light the brake goes on and at the
accelerator 18 pressed down,
green the eodukeh“Iyvrglsgggd.. 50 there results the behavior

of the re=dy-made subject 1s his ready-made world. Again,

sense may functlon slmply in the service of sclentific intelligence.
It submits to the allien peds®n pattern of conceptual genera and
species, of theorstlcal schemes and medels, of Jjudgemental
concern for eviq€nce that confirme or opposes an opinion.
Finally, aenaef;ay be reshaped by an a priorl theory of
experience. Instead of having its own proper life, sense

is subordlnated to some view drawn from physice, physlology,

or psychology. ?t 1s divlded by an eplstemoclogy that thingks
of impresslions as objectlve and of thelr pattern as subjective,
It 18 alienated by a utilitarlanism that attends to objects
just in the mesasure thef;i;omething in them for me to get out

of them.

Not only are allen patterns to be excluded but also
the pattern must bs purely experi-ntial., It 1s of the colors
that are vislble and not of the stereotypes that are anticipated.
It 1s of shapee as vieible and 8o in perspective and not of
shapes as really constructed, as known perhaps to touch but

not to slght. So too it 1ls of the sounds in theilr actual tone,
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pitch, and volume, thelr overtones, harmonies, dissonances.
To them accrue thelr retlnue of assoclations, affects, emotions,
inclplent tendencies. Out of them may rise a lesson, but into
them a lesson may not be intruded in the manner of didacticisn,
morallesm, or soclal reallam, To them also there accrues the
experlenclng subject with hls capacity for wonder, for awe and
fasclinatlon, wlth his openness to adventure, daring, greatness,
goodnesa, majesty.

The reﬂuired purlty of the existentlal pattern aims(
not at impqﬂeriahmentf but at enrichment. It curtails what 1is
allen to let experiizpclng find its full complement of feeling.
It lets experiencing fall into 1ts own proper patterns and /
take its ownﬁine of expanslon, development, organization,
fulfiiment. S0 experlencing becomes rhythmic, one movement
necessitating another and the other in turn necessitating
the first. Tensions are bullt up to be resolved: variatione
multiply and grow in complexity yet remain within an organic
unity that eventually rounds itself off.

Mﬂ&wyww*puwby exvertentded-philern. 18 : elamantpr.
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Meaning, when fully developed, intends something meant.

But the meaning of an experlential pattern is elemental. It is

paRy

& consclous performlng mnat of a transformed subjlect in his
transformed world. That world may be reparded as 1llusion,

but it also may be regarded as more true and more real.

We are transported from the siace in which we move to the

space within the plcture, from the time of aleeping and waking,
working and resting, to the time of the nuslc, from the

pregsures and determinisms of home and offlce, of economics and
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politics to the powers deplcted Iin the dance, from conversatlonal
and medla use of language to the vocal tools that ﬂﬂ focus,
mould, grow with consclousness., Ae his world, so too the
sublect 1s transformed., He has been liberated from belng a
replaceable part adjusted to a ready-made world and integrated
within it. He has ceased to bes a responsible lnqulrer lnvestigating
some aspect of the universe or seeklng a view of the whole.
He has become Just himself: emergent, &recstatic, originating
fresdom.

It 1s possible to set within the conceptual fileld
this elemental meaning of the transformed sublect in his
transformed world. But this procedure reflects without
reproducing the elenental meaning. Art eeitdesr criticlsm
and art nistory are like the/thermodynamic equations, which
gulde our wem control of heat but, of themselves, cannot make
us feel warmer or cooler.

The proper expresslon o>f the elemental meaning is the

the
work of art itrelf., That meaning lies within,consclousness

N

of the artist but, st first, it 1s only impllecit, folded up,
velled, unrevealed, unoblectifled. Hemtm Aware of it, the
artist has yet to get hold of it; he is impelled to behold,
inspect, dissect, enjoy, repeat 1t; and thls means obJectifying,
unfolding, makling explicit, unvelling, revealling.

The process of objectlfiylng involves psychic dlstance.
Where the elemental meaning 1ls Jjust experliencing, its
expresslon involves detachment, distinction, s=paration from
experience. While the smlle or frown expresses lnteraubjectively
the feellng as it is felt, artistic compositlon recollects
emotion in trangnillity. It is & matter of W insight

into the elemental meanling, a grasp of the commanding form

that has to be expanded, worked out, developed, and the
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subsequent process of working out, adjusting, correctling, completing
the initlal insight. There results an idealizatlon of the
original experlential pattern. Art 1ls not autoblography.
It is not telling one's tale to the psychlatrist. It is graspping
what is or seems signiflcant, of a moment, concern, lmport, -
to man, It is truer than experience, leaner, more effective,
more to the polnt. It is the central moment with its proper
Implications, and they unfold without the distortions, inter-
ferences, accldental intrusions of the original pattern.

As the proper expression of the elemental meaning 1s the

work of art 1ltself, so too the proper apprehension* and appreciatlon

of the work of art
f\is not any conceptual clarification or judlcial welghing of

conceptuallized evidence. The work of art 1ls an lnvitation

to participate, to try it, to see for oneself. As the mathematiclan
withdraws from the sclences that verify to explore possibllities

of organizing data, so the work of art invites one to wlthdraw

from practical living anqqto gxplore possibilities of fuller

living in a richer world.'

QJ Agaln, let me stress that I am not attempting to &'be
exhaustive. For an application of the above analysis to
different art forms in drewlng and palnting, statuary and
architecture, music and dance, epic, lyrie, and dramatic

poetry, the reader must go to S. K. lLanger, Feellng and Form,

New York 195%. The polnt I am concerned to make 1s that

there exist qulte dlstlnet carriera or embodiments of meaning.
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4, gymbols

A symbol 1s an lmage of & resl or lmaglnary object that
a feeling

evokes,gqnaffgn$ or is evoked by

Feelings are related to objects, to one annther, and to

5% a feellng.

thelr sublect. They are related to objlscts: one desires food,
fears paln, enjoys a meal, regrets a friend's 1llness. They
are related to one another through changes in the object:
one desires the good that is absent, hopes for the good that
is sought, enjoys the good that is present; one fears abaent
evlil, becomes dlisheartened at its f approach, sad in its
presence. Agaln, feelings are related to one another through
personal relatlonshlps; so0 love, gentleness, tenderness,
alienstlon,
Intimacy, union go togeiher; similarly,Ahatred, harshness,
violence, cruelty form a group; so too there are such secuences
as offence, contunacy, Judgement, punishment and, again,\za,
offence, repentanc;?fgggggﬁaﬂﬁieﬁj forigiveness. Further,
feellings may conflict yet come together: one may deslre desplte
fear, hope against hope, mix jJoy with sadness, love with hate,
gentleness with harshness, tenderness wlth violence, intimacy
wlih cruelty, union with allenation. Flnally, feelings are
related to thelr subject: they are the mass and momentum and
power of his consclous living, the actuatlion of his affectiwve
capacities, dlspositlons, hablits, the effectlve orientation
of his belng.

The same objects need not evoke the same feelings in
dlfferent subjects and, inversely, the same feellngs need not
evoke the same symbolic images. Thls & difference In affective
responge may be accounted for by differences in age, sex, educatlon,

gtate of 1ife, temperament, exlistential concern. But, more

fundamentally, there is in the huaan belng an affectlve
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development that may Buffe:& aberrations. It is the hlstory of
that process that terminates in the person wlth a determinate
orientatlion in life and with determinate affective capacitlses,
dispositions, and hablts., What such affectlve capacltles,
dispositlons, hablts are in a glven individual can bs specified
by the symbols that awake determinate affects and, inversely,
by the affects that =% evoke determinate symbols. Agaln,

from assumptions about normality one can go on to conclude

that the responses of a given individual are normal or not.

Symbols of the same affective orlentatlon and disgosition

are affectlively undifferentiated. Hence, they are lnterchangeable

and they may be combined to increase thelr intensity and reduce
thelr amblguity. Such combination and organlzation reveal
Qesthetic

the difference between thgheabhemmuzand the symbolle; the

monsters of mythology are just blzarre. Further, compound

affects call for compound symbols, and each member of the

compound may be ¥ & conglomersation of undifferentliated or

only slightly di}ferentiated gymbols. 8o 3t. George and the

Dragon »e@» present at once all the wvalues of ascensional

gymbollism and all the disvalues of its opposite. 8t. George

15 seated yet high on his norse; he is 1n the light and ls

free to use hls arms; one hand guldes the horse and the other
ba pressed down

manipulates the spear. But he could fall,l\mﬂby the scaly

moneter, blinded by lts smoke, burnt by 1ts fire, deweursd=hy

its crunched by 1ts teeﬁh, devoured in its maw.

Affective development, or aberration, involves a trans-
valuation and transformation of symbolsﬂ:%;n,before was moving
no longer moves; what before dld not move ncw is moving. 3o
the symbols themselves change to express the new affective

capacitles and dispositions. 80 the conouest of terror

S P — . )
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can relegate the Dragon to insigpnificant fancy, but now it
the

briangs forth meaning of Jonah's whale: a monster that swallowed
h unharmed
v
a drownlng man and three days later gomlted hlmAup on the shore.

Inversely, symbole that do not submit to transvaluation and

transformation seem to point to a block in d}evelopment. it 1s
>

G one thing for a child, another for a man, to be afraid of

the dark.

Symbols obey the lawe not of loglec but of ilmage and feeling.
Thore-45;~thentouiFubodewado R isods t AT T owte . sBo

For

pthe logical class the symbol uses a representative flgure.
substitutes

For unlvocity itﬁgaan a wealth of multiple meanings. It

manifold
does not prove but it overwhelms with aﬁguitiplia$$y of

conxavedng lnages that converge in meaning. It does not

P
Boen bow to tne principle of ggluded middle but admlts the

coincidentia oppositorum, of love and hate, of courage and
fear, and so on. It does not negate but overcomes what it
rejects by heaping up all that is opposite to it. It does not
move on some single track or on some slngle level, but condenses
into a blzarre unity all its present concerns.

The symbol, then, has the power of recognizing and
expressing what logical dlscourse abhors: the odsEtamIe—<on

internal tensions,

existence ofh}ncompatibllities, conflliets, struggles,
destructions. A dlalectical or methodical viewpoint can
enbrace, of course, what is concrete, contradictory, and dynamic.
But the symbol doegstbis did this before elther logle
or dialectlc were concelved. It does this for those unfamiliap
with logic and dialectlc. Finally, it does it in a way that
complements and fills out loglic and dlalectic, for it meets

a necd that these refinements cannot meet.
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This: need is for internal communication. Organic and
psychic vitality have to reveal themselves to Intentlomal
consclousness and, inversely, Intentional consclousness has
to secure the collaboration of orgenism and psyche. Agaln,
our apprebenslons of values occur in intentional responses,

in feelings: here too it 1s necessary for feelings to reveal

- their objects and, inversely, for objects to awaken feelings.

'\__Eg4qyﬂﬁd¢?tﬁ&tymonythétbnnfh&ﬁﬁ%#w&nﬂaanﬁﬁbodygﬁn &
il S OBTER ,:middand heant’ ‘oombunicate wnow ie: the tihe™ :‘:1
It is through &% symbols that mind and body, mind and heart,
heart and body comnunlcate.

In that communicatlon symbole have thelr proper meaning.
It 1s an elemental meaning, not yet objlectifled, as the ma
meaning of the smile prior to a phenomenology of the smile,
or the meaning in the purely experlentlal pattern prior to
its expression 1n a work of art. It 1s a meaning that fulfils
its functlon in the lmagining or percelving subject as his
conscious intentlonality develops or goes astray or both,

with
as he takes his stance to nature, ﬁnhhis fellow men, and before

TTERY THEEPpretatton = or Ty Mvkr=tirroives 5./
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God. It is a meaning that has 1ts proper context in the process
of internal communication in which 1t occurs, and it is to that
context wlth its assoclated lmages and feelings, memorles ang
tendencies that the interpreter has to appeal if he would
explain the symbol.

To explaln the symbol, of course, is to go beyond the
symbol. It 1s to effect the transition from an elemental
meaning in an lmage or percept to a lingnlstlc meaning. Moreover,
1t 1s to use the context of the lingnistlc meaning as an arsenal
of possible relationa, clues, suggestions in the constructlon

However,

of the elemen:al context of the symbol. such

interpretative contexts are many and, perhaps, this multipliclty
only reflects the many ways in whilch human belngs can develop
and suffer devlation.

There are, then, the three origlnal interpretative systems:
the psychoanalysis of Freud, the individual psychology of Adler,
the analytic psychology of Jung. But the inltial rigiditles .
and oppositions are less and less maintained by tneir aucceasors%
Charleé Baudouin has introduced a psychagogy that fakanm

considers Freud and Jung to be not opposed but complementary:

he uses Freud in reverting to causal objects and Jung 1n

-
I

attendinézéubjective development;'?and this complezentarlity

would seem to be supported by Paul Ricoeur's long study that
coencludes Freudian thought to be an archeology of the subject
that necessarily implies but does not explicltly acknowledge

[
a forward-moving teleology."J Agaln, there are marked tendencles

,fﬁmzﬂ?ﬁifiiiiftzi:fﬂﬁeﬁvvfféeﬁJungg-Rariﬁymﬁaéxgp,‘l_ﬁB.
Berta K lgrieds; it tlcactbé-du n¥itbs1s 'en psychethéraple,”
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Notes on page I%’%ﬁ

3) There are, of courss, notable exceptlions. I mention only
Antolne Vergote who follows Freud's genetic psychology oulte
atrietly though he does not accept Freud s philosophical

speculations. See Winfrid Huber, Herman Piron, et Antoine
psychanalyse,

Vergote, égﬁgnygﬁchunaiaey sclence de l'nhomme, Bruxelles
{Dessart) 1964.

4) Charles Baudouin; 1'oeuvre de Jung, Paris (Payot) 1963,

Gilberte Aigrisse, @ "Efficacité du symbole en psychothérapie,"
Cahlers lnternationaux de symbollsme, no. 14, pp. 3 - 24,

-5) Paul Ricoeur, De l'interprétation, Essal sur Freud,

Paris {(du Seuil)} 1965.
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anong therapistes to develop thelr own systems of Interpretation

7
or to treat lnterpretatlon as an art to be learnt. Finally,

AoRSab At pre hdatvenedde-w- it swemowdacdite st dme

there are those that feel that therapeutlic goals can be more

ratem P

effectively attainsd by pretty well wlthdrawing from the
interpretatlon of symbols. 5o 4 Carl Rogers makes it his alnm
to provide his client with an interpetraonal gituation in which
the cllent can gradually come to selft;iscovery:\ At an opposite
pole Frank lake gets hls theory from Pavlov and adminlisters
18D 25 to cllents thereby enabled to recall and confront

traumate guffered in infancy.

5\ Karen Horney's booka exhivit a cumulative development.

The Neurotic Peraonaliity of our Tlme, 1937, New Ways in
T

Peychoanalysls, \ 8elf-analysis, 1942, Our Inner Conflicts,

1945, Neurosls and Human Growth, 1950, Published by
W. W. Norton, New York. ‘

'7} Erich Fromm, The Forgotten lanpgusge, chapter slx,

The Art of Dream Interpretation, New York\(Grove Press) 1957.
L

cﬂ}‘; 1961.
4)  Frank teke, Clinical Theology, London}(parton, Longnan &
| i

5) Carl Rogers, On Becomling a Person, Boston‘ @Ioughton, Mifflinﬁ
v

To*dd} 1966,  In similar vein but without any use of drugs
N

Arthur Janov encourages his clients to free themselves of their
tensions by accepting consciousness of the pains that hitherto

they have repressed. See his The Primal Scream, New YOrk

(Putnam) 1970,
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Concomitant wlth the foregoling movement there has been

a parallel devébpment outslde the therapeutic contextjw Freud

proposed not merely a method of therapy but aleo highly speculative

accounts of man's inner structure and of the nature of eclvilization

and of religion. But thls extension of the therapeutic context

over the whole of human concern has been met by the erectlon of

non=-therapeutic contexts in which symbols are studied and

Interpreted. GLlbert Durand has proceedsd from a physlological

basis in three dominant reflexes, maintaining one's balsnce,

swallowing food, and mating, to organize z» vast masses of
'symbolic data, to balance the organization with a contrary

organization, and to effect t&h synthesis by alternation of

the two.! In a great number of works Mlrcéa Eliade has

collected, compared,‘integrated, explained the symbols of

primitive religionsjy Northrop Frye has appesled to the

cycles of day and night, the four seasons, and the course of

an organism's growth and decline to conatruet a matrix from

which mlght be derived the symbollc narratives of literature.

Psychologists h~ve turmed from the slck to the well, indeed,

to those that keep growing over a long &Ib lifetime,l+ and
“there has even been ralsed the ouestion whether mo# mental

11lngss really pertalns to a merely medlcal context, whether
the trouble is fe

/\real gullt and not merely mlstakXen feellings of guilt.inuﬁhur

Finally, and most significant from a basle viewpoint, there is
the existential approach that thinks of the dream, not as the
twilight ofﬁ&ife, but as lts dawn, the beginning of»the transition

from impersonal exiatenca &oﬁggeaence inaﬂﬁbvworl ~E
. '-: -".. ’ i K.

of oneselfl In oné 8 world. o _;LQyJ

i
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T
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(University of “Ynicago Press) 1959, 21962.

ﬁ\ Northrop Frye, Favnles of Identity, Studlies in Poetic

Mythology, New York)(Harcourt, Brace & World} 1963,
v
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It is described by A. Maslow, Toward a Psychology of Belng,

Princeton, N. J.{(Van Nostrand} 1962, p. vi.
ey
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Princeton, N. J.i(Van Nostrand) 1961.

e .
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1961. Rollo May,,Eﬂgggﬂggigﬁﬁgncqﬁogisﬁmﬁbihn "Phe Significance

of Symbols," in Symbollism in Religion and Literature, New Yorkl

(Braziller) 1961, V. E. Frankl, The Doctor and the Soulliﬂew Xork;

(Knopf,) 1955. Man's Search for Meaning, New York&(Waahington Square
The Will to Meaning, Cleveland (Word) 1969.

Press,) 1959, 1963;A‘V. E. Frankl with others, Psychotherapy ang

Existentialism, New York (Washington Square Press) 1967.
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5. Lingulstlc Meaning

By 1ts embodiment in language,mEx in a set of conventional

slgns, meaning finds its greatest 1liberation. For conventional
differentlated and

slgns can be multiplied almost indeiinltely. They can be/\
speclallized to the utmost reflnement. They can be used reflexlvely
in the analysis and control of lingulstic meaning itself.
In contrast Intersubjlective and symbolic meanings seem restricted
to the spontaneltles of human living together and, while the visual
and anral arts can develop conventiona, still the conventlons
themselves are limited by the materials in which colorsi::;-nvuaeay

‘she-pes..and.-804:4¢ - Lo PR EymmdOw-1 8 -the Llna.dol -All.gapd- nen it dcone

ghapes, solld forms and siructures, soundslgg'and movements are
embodled.

The moment of language 1n human development is most strikingly
1llustrated by the story of Helen Keller's discovery that the
Wpdtdng ot e chand—anttfEs Lve- touches—nade=4l horhgnduly-
successlve touches made on her hand by her teacher conveyed
names of oblecte. The moment when she first caught on
was marked by the expresslon of profound emoi?ion and, in turn,
the emotlon bore frult in so powerful an lnterest that she slignified
her deglve to learn and dld learn the namee of about twenty
objects 17 & very saort time. <Lt was the beginaing of an
incredible career of learnlug.

In Helen Keller's emotion and interest one can surmise
the reason why anclent civillzations prized names so hlghly.

It was not, as sometimes 1ls sald, that for them the name was
the essence of the thing named. Concern with essences 1s

a later Socratic concern seeking universal definltions.

Prizing names 1s prizing the human achlevement of bringing
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settlng about the double tasgk of

congscilous intentionallty into sharp focus and, therebyyxboth

ordering one's world and orlentating oneself within it. Just
at daybreak
asF the dream may be s8sid to be the beginnlng of the proceas

fggﬁ an 1mpe£jonal exlstence to the presence of a person in hls

world, 80 llstening and speaklng are a major part 1ln the

achievement of that presence.
%ﬂhﬂmﬁﬂnﬁﬂnﬁclauawin£ﬁa$hona&4qymﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁprﬁr”

,.;4"
_nd is moulded by its mother tongue:##Awﬁrofcsqor of, chemistpy

R
,a:' A

nce remarked that the theoretﬁcal developmenta in his fiel
%{n ‘bhe previsqua, fiwe"'yemﬂmomouslymﬁded t.hewﬂdmﬂuﬁ
retTEE ST e L

go 1t 1s that consclous intentlonallty develops in and
Le moulded by its mother tongue. It 1s not merely that we
learn the names of what * we see but also that we can attiend
to and talk about the tﬁzngs we csn name. The avallable
language, then, takes the lead. ;t picks out the aspects of
things that are Pﬁﬁipushed into the foreground, the relations
between thinge that are stressed, the movements and changes
that demand attentlon. So different languages develop ln

the best of can

Yde&b 411 Terent manners andﬁtranslationsAfxpresa, not the exact

meaning of the orliginal, but the closest approximation posslble

in another tongue.
%HLAu;amum&alauﬂmlﬂLQHQQGB&ltip_iammgdiﬂed by*linguiatic\
“f.p\”

qeaning, 80" too reality ia atructulmﬂvby it. The tenses z:ﬂ{igrbs
: .
language expreas time as relative to the time of the spag

Bpace is organized- by adverbs ‘and adj?c&}vea that-relate

RS AL 4 A UTRRP

plaves-to-the pesition.of. the" speaker.
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The action is reciprocal., Not only does langnage mould
‘ipdeveloping conaclousnese but also 1t structures the world about

the subject. Spatlial adverbs and adjectlives relate places to the

place of the speaker. The tenses of verbs relate tlmes to his
%ime present. Moods correspond to #we his intention to wish,

or exhort, or command, or declare. Volcee make verbs now active
and nowp passive and, at the same time, shift subjects to objects

Grammarp
and objects to subjects, ﬁaﬂ!ﬁiﬁ%%almost gives us Aristotle's
categories of substanice, guantlty, quallity, relation, actlon,
(W
passion, place, time, posture, hablt, while Aristotle's logilc

and theory of sclence are deeply rooted in the grammatlcal

)
function of predication.

(1} In mathematical logle predlcation ylelds place to manm
propositional combination. KElsewhere I nave argued that the
form of inference is the "if = then" relation between propositions.

Collection., Papers by Bernard Lonergan. Edited by F. E. Crowe.

o

London and New Yorkj 1967,

As language develops there emerges a distinctlion between

ordlnary, technlical, and llterary language. vrdinary language

' is the vehicle in which the human community conducts 1ts

@ day-to-day )
collaboration in thehpursuit of the human good. it 1s the language
of home and school, of industry and commerce, of enjloyment and
misfortune, of the mass medla and casual conversatlion,

© guch language is translent: 1t expresses the thought of the moment

at the moment for the moment. It is elliptiecal. It knows that

s wink 1s as good as & nod, that full statement 1s superfluous

and would only irritate. <its basis is common sense, where

by common sense 1s meant a nucleus of habltual insights such

4
£
A

s
K
F-
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(e
that the additlon of onme or two more will bring one to the .
understending of any of an open serlies of conifrete situations.
By that understanding one wlll grasp how to behave, what to
say, how to say it, what to do, how to do 1it, in the currently

£
emerging sltuation. Such a nucleus of 1nsights is cen&red in

the subject; 1t regards his world as related to him, as the fleld

of his behavior, LInfluence, actlon, as colored by his desires,
joys
hopes, fears,ﬂsarrows. When such a nucleus of Ilnsights is

shared by a group, it is the common sense of the group; when 1t

is Just personal, 1t is thought odd; when 1t pertalns to ©

the comaon sense of a different group, 1t ls consldered strange.

?%) On conmon sense, Insight, chapters six and seven.
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The commonsense development of human intelligence

ylelds not only common but also complementary results. Primitive
frult gatherers differentlate lnto gardeners, hunters, and fishers.

groups and
Neﬁhends and tasks and tools call forth new worda. The division
of labor continues and, wlth lt, the specializatlon of language.
Eventually there arlses a distinction between words in common
uege that refer to what is generally known about partilcular
tasks and, on the other hand, the technical words smploysd by

or or
craftsmen{Aexperta,Aﬁpecialists, when they speak among themaelvea*.

This process is carrled a%&ggi?urther, when human intelligence
shifts from comnonsense to theoretical development, when inaulry
1s pursued for lts ¥y own sake, when loglcs and methods are
formulated, when a tradltion of learning is establlshed,
different branches are dlstingulshed, and speclalties multiply.
Literary langiaage 1s a third genus. Wnile ordlnary
language 1s transient, llterary 1s permanent: 1t 1ls the vehlcls
of a,;:;§£ & oigma, to be learnt by heart or to be written
out. While ordinary language 1s elliptical, Seewihpcety

content to supplement the common understanding and common feellng

already gulding common living, literary language not only

e aimg at fuller statement but also attempts to make up for
the lack of mutual presence. It would have the llstener or
reader not only understand but alsc feel. 3o where the
technical treatise aims at conforming to the laws of logle
and the precepts of method, literary language tends to float

\ﬂ) pomevwhere in between loglc and symbol. When 1t 19 analysed

by & logical mind, it 1s found to be full of whaEi?Zrmed

é figures of gpeech. But it 1s only the intrusion of non-literary

criteria into the study of llterature that makes figures of

e s e em
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speech smack of artifice. For the expressimm of feellog is
symbollic and, if words owe a debt to loglc, symbols follow
the laws of image and affect. With Glambattlsta Vieco, then,
we hold for the priority of poetry. Literal meaning dnvieemmsmie
literally expressed is a later ideal and only with enormous effort
and care can it be realized, as the tireless labors of lingulstlce

analyste seem to show.

6. Incarnate Meaning

Cor ad cor logultur. Incarnate meanlng combines all

or at least many of the other g8 carrlers of meaning. ?t
can be at once Iintersubjective, artistic, symbolic, linguilstic.
It is the meaning of a person, of his way of life, of hls words,
or of hls deeds. It may be his meanlng for Just one other
person, or for a small group, or for a whole national, or
Acultur‘al, or rellgious traditlon.
Such meanlng may attach to a group achlevement, to a
Thermopy lae or Marathon, to the Chrlstian nmartyrs, tc a
glorions revolution. _
)\ bend=of-revolnttongstes. it may be transposed to a character
or characters in a story or & play, to a Hamlet or Tartuffe or
#f Don Juan., 1t may emanate from the whole personallty
and the total performance of an orator or a demagoguse,
Fipally, as meaning can be Incarnate, so too can be

the meaningless, the vacant, the empty, the vapld, the
insipid, the dull.
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)V Elements of Meaning

Distingulsh (1) sources, (2) acts, and (3) terms of
mean ing.
Sources of meaning are all consclous acts and all lntended
contents, whether In the dream state or on any of the four
levels of waking conscisusness. The principal dlvision of
sources 1s into transcendental and categorlal, The transcendéntal
are the very dynamism of intentlonal consclousness, lts capaclity
to attend, to inoulre, to reflect, to deliberate, a capacity
#» conscliously and unceasingly
that \both heads for and recognizes data, intelligibility,
truth, reality, and value. The categorlal are the determinations
reached through experiencing, understanding, Jjudglng , deciding.
ground m¥x% questioning. develop
The transcendental notions»pu&-&he—quas%&onaq AngWers eeme
ia categorial determinations.
Acts of meaning are (1) potential, (2) formal, (3) full,
instrumental.

and
dw%#%w&nab&amenba&s In the potential act meaning is elemental.

There has not yet been reached the dlatlnctlion between meaning

and meant. Such is the meanlng of the smile that acts slmply

a8 an interakybjective determinant, the meaning of the work of

-

T e

/f conetitutlve or effectivq,j>~"
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art prior to lte interpretatlon by a critic, the meaning of
the symbol performing 1its office of internal comnunication
without help from the theraplst. Again, acts of senslng and
of understanding of themselves h~ve only potential meaning.
As Aristotle put 1t, the sensible in act and the sense in szct
are one and the same; and the intelligible in act and intelligence
in act are one and the same. Thus, sounding and hearing are
an identltys without ears there can be longitudinal waves in
the atmosphers but thers cannot be sound. S3imllarly, data
are potentially intelligible, but thelr intelligibillity in
act coincldes with an intellligence 1in act.

The formal act of meaning 1s an act of concelving,
thinking, consldering, deflnlng, supposing, formulating.
There has emerged the dlstinctlon between meaning and meant,
for the meant is what ls conceived, thought, considered, deflned,
supposed, formulated. However, the precise nature of this

distinctlion has not as yet been clarifled. One ls meaning

precisely what one is thinking about, but one has yet to determine

witd# whether the object of one's thought 1s merely an object of

thought or something more than that,
© The full act of meaning is an act of Judging. One
; sfptems settles the status of the object of thought,that it
18 merely an object of thought, or a e mathematical entity,
or a real thing lying in the world of hunan experience,

or a irsmneedwel franscendent reallty beyond that world.
or—periarnat-ine.
tiuaFmQ§mIﬁgmgomee~wtﬁn;&uﬂgﬂmﬁnﬂgjgiﬁxalaa*_ggg}ﬂ}ﬁ!ﬁmh

OnE I T eans; directa~and-guides what onmsde-ioido,
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Active er.performatlive nmeaning come with Judgements of

-
value, decisions, Q““/

actionaé; It ls e toplc to which we revert
when vwe treat, in a later sectlon, the effective and constitutive

functions of meaning In the lndividual end the comamunity.

Instrumental acts of meanling are expresslons., They externallze

and exhibit for Interpretation by othexs the potential, formal,
constitutive, or effective
full, mxxxaﬁtxaxm&&n& acts of /fueaning of the aubject. As the

expression and the 1nterpret}ation may be adequate or faulty,
A\
instrumental acts of meaning provide the materials for a special

chapter on hermeneutics.
— congtitutive or effective
lq) Peiormative meaning ls aoctdwe meaning lingulstlically expressed.
: Hm%m&@%m%m«%ﬁ%%&kmﬂﬂrmmWem&mﬁ®ﬁmxaﬁg
It has been studied by the analysts, notably by
Donald Evans, The lLogic of Self-invo lvement, london{ @GM Press ) 1963,

Lﬁi' A tern of meaning ls what is meant. In potentlal acts
: of meening, meaning and meant are noct yet sorted out. In formal
acte, the distinction has emerged but the exact status of the
term remains indeterminate. In full acts of meaning there
occurs the probable or certain determination of the status
of the term; one settles uh@teglwhether or not éx A:ls, or

corstitutive mxkxmmor effective
whether or not Ails B, 1In perfe@ma%&v% acts of meaning one

settles one's attitude to A, what one will do for B, whether

3 : one will endeavor to bring about C.
With regard £6 full termg of meaning one has %o dlstloguish
different spheres ocam=reslfs of being. We say that the moon
o exlsts. We also say that there exists the logarithm of the
pquare root of minus one. In both cases we use the same verd,
S | exist. But we do not mean that the moon is just a conclusion

that can be deduced from suitable maethematlcal postulates,
and we do not mean that the logaritim in questlon can be

inspected salling around the sky. 4 dlstinctlon, accord*ingly,
W/
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has to be drawn between a saphere of real belng and other
restricted £¥ spheres cf-I®Game such as the mathematlcal, the
hypothetical, the logical, and 80 on. Whlle these spheres

differ snormously from one another, they are not simply disparate.

The contents of each sphere are/Eationally afiirmed. The affirmation

1s rational because it proceeds from an act of reflective
understanding in whlech ls grasped the virtually uncondltlioned,

38
that 18, a condlitioned whose conditions are fulfilled.

1) on the virtually unconditioned, Ingight, chapter ten.

But the spheres differ so vastly because the condltlons to
be fulfllled differ. The fulfilling conditlons for affirming
real belng are appropriate data of sense or consclouaness,
but the fulfilling conditlon for proposing an hypothesle
is 2 posslble relevance toicorrect understanding of data,
while the fulfilling conditions for correct mathematical statement
eXplicitly

do nothsnclude even a possible relevance Lo data. Finally,
beyond restricted spheres and the real sphere there ils the
transcendﬁ§nt sphere of belng: transcendent beling 1ls the belng
that, while known by us through grasping the virtually unconw
ditioned, is itself without any conditlions whatever; 1t ia
formally ## unconditioned, absolute.

The foregolng, of course, ls the realist account of
full terms of meaning. To transpose to the emplrlicist position,
one disregards the virtually uncondltioned and identifies the
real with what 1s exhlbited in ostenslve gestures. What 1ls
& dog? Well, here you are, tske a look. To move from emplriclem

to idealism, one draws attention to the empiricist's fallure to

R emerrEe RNy -t - v it o--senca

~esta—emeird clam althowt an - 58
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note all the structuring elements that are constitutlve of human

knowing yet not given to sense. Howevef, while the 1deallst

ls correct in rejecting the empiricist's account of human
knowledge, he 1s mistaken in accepting the emplricist notion
of reallty and s¢ in concluding that the object of human know-
ledge 1s not the real but the ideal. Accordingly, to nmove
beyond idealism to realism, one has to dlscover that man's

intellectual and rational operations involve a transcendence

of the operating subject, that the real is what we come t0 know

through a grasp of a certain type of virtually unconditioned.

. -)’l.
ﬁ. Functions of Meaning

4 first function of meaning is cognitive. It takes us

out of the infant's world of immediacy, and places us in the

oy | adult's world, vhich is a world mediated by meaning. The world
ﬂ’? of the infant is no bigger than the nursery. ?t iz the world
¢ of what is felt, touched, grasped, sucked, seen, heard. It -
15 & world of immedlate experience, of the glven as glven, of
image and affect ﬁithout any perceptible intrusion from insight
0 or concept, reflection or judgement, deliberatlon or cholce.
It is the world of pleasure and pailn, hunger and thirst, food
HJJ satisfactlon and

TP aop s o sleep.
and drink, x age and,\ 224G P

44) I have treated this topic in the last two chapters

of Collectlion. | ST
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However, as the command and use of language develop,

one's world expands snormously. For words denote not only what is

pres=nt but also what ls &bmenmt or past or future, not only
vwhat 1s factual but also the possible, the ideal, the normatlve.
Agaln, words express not merely what we have found out for
ourselves but also all we care to learn from the memories of
other men, from the common sense of the community, from the
pages of llterature, from the labora‘ of scholars, from the
inveatligations of sclentlsts, from the experience of # saints,
from the medltations of phllosophers and theologlans,

This larger world, mediated by meaning, dces not lie

within anyone's immedlate experience. it is not even the sum,

the lntegral, of the totallity of all worlds of lmmediate experlence.

For meaning 1s an act that does not merely repeat but misn goes
beyond experiencing., For what 1s meant, 1s what is intended
in questioning and 18 determined not only by experlence but also
by understanding and, commonly, by judgement as well. This
addlitlon of understanding and judgement 1s what makes possible
the world medlated by meaning, what glves 1t lts structure and
unity, what arranges 1t in an orderly whole of almost endless
differences partly known and famlliar, partly 1n a surrounding
penumbra of things we know about but have never examined or
explored, partly an unmeasured region of what we do not know
at all,

In this larger world we live out our llvea. To 1t we
réfer when we speak of the real world., But bscause it 18
mediated by meaning, because meaning can go astray, because

there ls myth as well as sclence, fletlon as well as fact,
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decelt as well as honesty, error as well as truth, that larger,
real world 1ls insecure.

Besides the immediate world of the infant and the
adult 's world medlated by meaning, there is the mediation
of immediacy by meaning when one objJectifies cognitlonal

discovers, 1ldentifles,
process in transcendental method and when onekiﬁonbii&eg&and
subnerged .
accepts one'sﬂfeelings in psychotherapy. Psipiesf Filnally,
med lated
there is a withdrawal from objectificatlion and aAFeturn to
b-medtmted lmnedlacy in the mating of lovers and in the prayerful
mystic's
A cloud of unktnowing.

A second functlon of meaning ls efflicient. Men work.
But. thelr work ls not mindless. What we make, we firast intend.
We lmaglne, we plan, we lnvestlgate possibllities, we welgh
pro's and con's, we enter into contracts, we have countless
ordera glven and executed. From the beglunlng to the end
of the process, we are engaged in acts of meanling; and wlthout
them the process would not occur or the end be achleved. The

ploneers on this contin&ent found shore and heartland, mountalns

and plains, but they have covered 1t with cities, laced it

Iwﬂ% with roads, explolted it with industries, till the world man
| has made stands between us and nature. The whole of that added,
© man-made, axrtificlal world is the cumulative, now planned, now
chaotic, product of hnman acts of meaning.
A third function of meaning is constltutlve. Just as
o language 1is constltuted by articulﬁi}e gound and meaning, so
social Institutions and human cultures have meanings as intrineslc
\_/ component s, Religioﬁs and art-forms, langiages and llteratures,

sclences, phllosophles, histories, all are {n¥Bavddctit o
X
Inepricably involved in acts of meaning. What is true of

cultural schlevemente, no lesa 1s true of social institutions.
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The family, the state, the law, the economy are not fixed and
1mmutable entitles. They adapt to changlng clrcumstances; they
can be reconcelved 1n‘ the light of new ldeas; they can be

v involvee
subjected to revolutionary change. But all such change wsa
change of meanling -~ a change of ldea or concept, a change of
Judgement or evaluation, & change of the ordsr or recuest. The

constitution. More

state can be changed by rewrltling itsﬂgmxakkkxmhnnmumnmq«subtly
but no less effectively it can be changed by reinterpreting
the constititutlon or, again, by working on men's minds and
hearte to change the objects that command thelr respect, hold
their alleglance, fire their loyalty.

A fourth functlon of meaning is communicatlve. What
one man means is communicated to another intersubjectively,
artlstically, symbolically, linguistically. 850 Individual
meaning becomes common meaning. But & rich store of common
meaning 1s not the work of lsolated individuals or even of single
generations. Common meanlngs have hlstories. They orlginate
in single minds. They become comuon only turough bvaim¥mgn
successful and widespread communication., They are transmitted
to successive gensrations only through training and educatlon,
Slowly and gradually they are clarifled, expressed, formulated,
defined, only to bz enriched and deepened and transformed, and
no less often to be impoverished, emptied out, and deformed.

The conjunctlion of both the constitutive and communicative
functions of meaning yield the three key notlons of community,
éxiastence, and hfsﬁe%&%iﬂSQ history.

A community ls not just a nuaber of men within a geographlcal

frontler, +*t 18 an achievement of comuon meaning, and tiag there

are kinds and degreees of scnlevement. Common meaning is




MiT V¥ ' éaéiﬂF

potential when there is a common field of experlence, and to witdrEy
/{withdraw from that common fleld 1s to get out of touch. Conmon g

meaning 1s formal when there is common understanding, and one

withdraws from that common understanding by misunderstanding,

by incomprehenslon, by mutual incomprehension. Common meaning

is actual inasmuch as there are common judgements, areas.in which

all affirm and deny in the same manner; and one wlithdraws from

that common judgement when one dlsagrees, when one conslders

true what othsrs hold false and false what they think true.

¥x Common meaning is realized by decisions and cholces, especlally

by permansnt dedicatlon, in the love that makes famlllies, in the

loyalty that makes states, 1n the falth that makes rellglons.

Community coheres or dlvides, beglns or ends, Just where the

common field of experlence, common understanding, common jddgement,

common commitments begin ebvemd and end. 8o communities are

of many kinde: lingulstlc, socdaliewiture?| religlous, cultural,

soclal, G@ﬁﬁﬁfﬂh political, domestle. They vary in extent, in age,

in coheslveness, In thelr oppoeltions to one another.,

As 1t 185 only within communitles that men are concelved
and born and reared, so too it is only wlth reaspect 1o the

the
avallable common meanings thaqhindividual grows in experlence,

¢ ; understanding, judrement, and aso &84H comes to find out for

. himeelf that he has to decide for himself what to make of
himself. Thils process for the schoolmaster 1s education, for

the soclologlst is soclallzation, for the cultural anthropologist

ls acculturation. But for the individusl in the process

~\,J it 18 hls coming to be a man, his existing as a man in the

fuller sense of the name.
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unauthentle,
Such existing may be authentic orpimewdeendas and this
y suthentlcity or
may occur in two dlfferent ways. There ls the minor
unauthentlicity A

&~Of the subject wlth recpect to the tradition that nourlshes him.
There 1is the ma Jor authentlclty that justifles or condemns the
tradltion itself. In the first case there 1s passed a humen
judgement on sublects. In the secé§€:215tory and, ultlmately,
divine providence pass Judgement on traditions.

As Kierkegaard asked whether he was & Christlan, so

divers men can agsk themselves whether or not &ir they are
genulne Catholics or Protestants, ¢ or Buddhlsts,

A

Platonists or Aristotelians, Kantians# or Hegellans, artists

or sclentists, and so forth. Now they may ansver that they are,

and thelr answers may be correct. But they can alsoc answer

glr affirmatlively and stlll be mistaken. 1In that case there

will exlst a series of points in which they are what the ideals
:ftﬁggition demaniﬁ, but there will be another serles in which

there is a greater or less divergence. These points of dlvergence

are overlooked from a selectlve inattention, or from a fallure to

understand, or from an undetected ratlonalizatien. What I am

ls one thing, what a genéuine Chrigtian or Buddhist is, 1s another,

and I am unaware of thetglfference. My unawareness is unexpressed.

I have no langnage to express what I am, so I use the language

of the tradition I unauthentically appropriate, and sewdsd

thereby I devaluate, distort, water down, corrupt that lancuage.

Such devaluatlon, distortion, corruption may occur only

in scattered indlvidnals. But 1t may occur on & more massive

scale, and taen the words are repeated, but the meaning ls g

gone. The chairwi;_still the chalr of m Moses, but 1t_i§,waa

occupled by the scr%&bea and Pharisees. The theology was

still scholastlc, but the mcholasticlsm was decadent. The
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religlous order still read out the rules, but one wonders
whether the home flres were still burnlng. The sacred name
of sclence may stlll be 1nvoke§§’but, ag8 Edmund Husserl has
argued, all significant sclentific ideals can vanlsh to be
replaced by the conventions of a clique. 8o the urauthentlcity
of Indlviduals hecomea the unauthenticlty of a tradition.
Then, in the measure a subject takes the tradition, as 1t exlsts,
for his standard, in that measure he can do no more than
anthentically realiig unauthenticlty.
Hlstory, then, differs radically from nature. Nature

/ﬁﬁb%u@gNunfolds in accord with law. But the shape and form
of human knowledge, work, soclial organization, cultural achlevement,
comnunication, community, personal development, are lnvolved in
meaning. Meaning has its lnvariant structures and elements butlﬁ
Yidieshermavere oyt ngetirrongiaraiversbedy the contents
in the structures are sublect to cumulative development and
cumulative decline. 8o it 1s that man stands outsilde the
rest of nature, that he 1s a historical being, that each man shapes
his own life but does so only In inteﬂwgction with the

tradltions of the communities in which he happens to @gyhave
born and, in turn, these

beeqﬂperanaaénéhst-xheeq/praditiona themeelves are but the

deposlt left him by %ia/¥$dﬂaneseopq the livea of hls predecessors.

So, finally, it follows that hermeneutica and the study of
history are baslic to all human science. Meanlng enters into
the very fabric of human llving but varles from place to place

and from e!ﬁ_one age 10 another,
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ﬁ’oﬁ‘%‘ Realms of Meanlng

Different exlgences give rise to different modes of
consclous and intentional operatlon, and d¢ifferent modes of
such operation glve rlse to different realms of meaning.

There is a systematic exlgence that separates the
:;'_ealm of common sense from the realm of theory. Both of
these realmns, by and large, regerd the same real objects.
But the objects are viewed from such different standpoints
that they can be related only by shifting from one standpoint

to enodirer the other. The realm of common sense ls the realm
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It la the visible universe peopled by velatives, friends,
acoualintances, fellow cltizens, and the rest of humanity. We

come to know it, not by applying some sclentlific method, but by

a self-correcting proceas of learning, in which insighte gradually
accunulate, coale*ace, qualify and correct one another, until s
point is reached where we are sble to meet sltuations as they
arise, slze them up by adding a few more inslghts to the acoulred
gtore, and so deal with them in an approprlate fashion. Of the
objects 1n tﬁiitﬁamﬁ&-we speak 1n everyday language, in which
words have the functlon, not of naming the intrinslc properties

our

of things, but of completing the focusfling of tmtnnx»conscious
L

Intentlonallty on the things, of crystallizing our atiitudes,
all our actlons.

expectationa, intentions, of gulding b Llaeme
' / realm

The intrusion of the systematlc exigence into thqhwsm%a”of
common sense is beautifully 1llustrated by Plato's early dialogues.
Socrates wonld ask for the definition of this or that virtue.
No one counld afford to admit that he had no idea £e of what was
meant by courage or temperance or Justice., No one could deny
that such common names must possess some common neaning found
in each instance of courage, or temperance, or Jjustice. And no
one, not even Socrates, was able to pln down Just what\!!t;that
common meaning was. If from Plato's dialogues one shifts to
Aristotle's Nicomachean Ethics, one can find definitions

&
worked out both for virtue and vice in general and foqﬁ$eries

of virtues each flanked by two opposite vlces, one sinning by
axcess, and the other by defect. But these answers to Socrates'
questlons have now ceased 10 be the slngles oblective, The
gystematic exigence not merely ralses questions that common sense
cannot answer but also demands a context for ite answers,

8 context that common sense cannot supply or comprehend. This
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context 1ls theory, and the objects to which it refers are in the

realm

are#@ﬂ of theory. To these oblects one can ascend from commonsense

starting-polnts, but they are properly known, not by this ascent,
internal congruences

but by their)gmﬁeirelationa, their dhm&itmtikeﬁﬂ?nd differences,

the functions they fulfil in their interactions. 4%; As one

nay approach theoretlcal ovjects from a commonsenss starting-polnt,

soA;gguggican invoke commoékense to correct theory. But the

correction will not be effected 1n commonsense language but in

theoretlical language, and 1lts lmplicatione wlll be the consegquences,

not of the commonsense facts that were invoked, but of the

theoretical correction that was made.

My 1llustration was from Plato and Aristotle, but any number
0f others could be added. Mass, temperature, the electromagnetic
field are not objects in the world of common sense. Mass ls
nelther wélght nor momentum. A metal object wlll feel colder

beslde it,
than a wooden oner\but both will be of the same temperature.
Maxwell's equations for the electromagnetic P s £leld
are magnificent in thelr abstruseness. If a biologlst takes
hls young son to the zoo and both pause to look at a giraffe,
the boy will wonder whethsr it bltes or kicks, but the father
wlll see another manner 1n which skeletal, locomotive, digestive,

vaecular, and g nervous gystems combine and Interlock.
realm realn

There are then a wecd® of comnon sense and ﬁkﬂayéa of

theory. We use different lenguages to speak of them. Ths

difference in the languages involves soclal differences:

speclalists can speak to thelr wives about many things but not

about thelr speclaltles. Finally, what glves rise to these

methods of coming to know,
qulte different standpoints,[\la.nguagea, comnunitles, 18 the

systematic exigence.




Howéver, to meet fully
Sa,rm-thtne systematic exigence only reinforces the

erltical exlgence. Is common sense just primitive ignorance |

to be brushed ‘ aside with an acclalm to sclence as the dawn
of intelligence and reason? Or is sclence 3@ of merely

pragmatic value, teaching us how to control nature, but falling

v g T W ik L orie e, vy ¥ o - o

to reveal what nature is? Or, for that matter, is there any
such thing as human knowing? 8o man ls confronted with the
three basic questiona: What am I doing when I am knowing? Why
is8 dolng that knowlng? What do I know when I do 1t? With theae
questions one turns from ths oute;:;zggaa of common sense and
theory to the approprlation of one's own interlority, one's

sub jectivity, one's operations, their structure, thelr norms,
their potentlalities. Such approprlation, ln its technlcal
expresalon, resembles theory. But 1in itself 1t is a helghtenlng
of Ilntentional consciousness, an attending not merely to objects

but also to the lntending subjlect and his acts. And as thls

helghtened consclousness constitutes the evidence for one's

AT

account of knowledge, such an account by the proximlty of the

evidence differs from all other expression.

3P,

The withdrawal into interlorlty is not an end in ltself.
realms
From 1t one returns to theAFﬂniés of common sense and thaory

ALy e e T e

wilth the abllity to meet the methodical exigence. For self=-
appropriatlion of itself is a grasp of transcendental method,
and that grasp provides one wlth the tools not only for an
analysls of commonsense procedures but also for the differentlation
of the sclences and the conastruction of thelr methoda.

Flnally, there 1s the transcendent exigence. Mam
There is to human inculry an unrestricted demand for intelligibility.
There 18 to human Judgement a demand for the unconditloned.

There is to human dellberation a crlterlon that critlclzes every

° )
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finlte good. BSo 1t is -~ as vwe shall attempt to show in the

next chapter -- that man can reach basic fulfilment, peace, Jjoy,
common sense, theory, and interilorlity

only by moving beyond the realms o;AP9os&hiﬂsqaman-aaﬁanﬁagaﬁa
and lnto the realm in which God i1s known andl loved.

It 1s, of conrse, only in a rather hiégly developed
consclousness that the distinctlon between the realms of meaning
is to be carried out., Undifferentlated conaciousness uees
Indiscrininately the procedures of common sense, and so its
explanatlons, ite self-knowledge, its rellgion are rudimentary.
Classical consclonusness is theoretical as well as commoé:?ense,
but the theory las not sufficiently advanced for the sharp
opposition between the two realms of meaning to be adenruately
grasped. Troubled conscio'isness emerges when an Eddington
contrasts hls two tahles: the bulky, ;elid, colored desk at
which he worked, and the menifold of idsavicidei~cavd
colorless 'wavicles' so minute that the desk was mostly empty
space. Differentiated consclousness appeares when the critical
exlgence turns attention upon ilnteriority, when self-appropriation
is achleved, when the subject relates his different praocedures
to the several realms, relates the several realms to one another,
and consclously shifts from one realm to another by conscliously
changlng hle procedures.

The unity, then, of differentiated consclousness 1s, not
the homogenelty of undlfferentliated consclousness, but the
gelf-knowledge that understands the different realms and &M

any any other,
knows how to shift fromApne t%ﬁ '
It remains, however, that what is easy for differentiated %
congsclousness aprears very mysterious to undifferentiated

or to troubled consclousneas. Undlifferentiated consciousness

insiste on homogeneity. If the procedures of common #e sense
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are correct, then theory must be wrong. If theory is correct,

then common sense must be Just an antlquated relic from a
pre-sc%}entific age. If the transition from undlfferentiated

to troubled consclousness cannot be avolded when 1t is clear that
céﬁmon senae and theory, though disparate, must both be accepted,

an entirely different set of procedures have to be learnt before
interiority can be revealed angigelf-apprOpriation of dlfferentlated
consclousness achleved.

No doubt, we have all to begin from undifferentiated
consclousness, from commonsense cognitional procedures, from hhe
®R some one of the multitudinous "ordlnary languages" 1n which
the endless varieties of common sense express themselves.

No doubt, it is only by a humble and doclile process of learning

that anyone can move beyond his orlginal ordinary language and

its comnon sense and come to understand other ordlnary languages
varletlea of

and their}common senge. It 1s only by knowledge making 1ts

bloody entrance that one can move out of the realm of ordinary

langnages lnto the realm of theory and the totally different

through
sclentiflc aprrenhension of reality. It is only ®®,the long

A
and confused twllight of phllosophic initiation that one can
find one's way into ioterlority and achleve through self-

appropriation a basis, a foundatlon, that is dlstinct from

common sense and theory, that acknowledges their dlsparatengss,

that accounts for both and prowides—trem—with-s—epitiesi-gr
critically grounds them both.
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R. Stages of Meaning

The stages In question are ldeal constructs, and the key
to the constructing is undifferentliatlon or differentlation of
consciousness. In the malin we have in mind the Western tradition
and we dlstinguish three stages. In a first stage consclous
and intentional operations follow the mode of common sense.

In a second atage besides the mode# of common sense thers alg?
1a the mode of theory, where the theory is controlled by affbgic.
In a thlrd stage the modes of common sense and theory remain,
sclence asserts its 438 autonomy from philosophy, and p there
occur philosophies that leave theory to sclence and take their
gtand on interlority.

Such 1s the theoretical divis%ipn. It 1s temporal in the
sense that one has to be in the first stage to advance to the
second and one has £o be In the second to advance to the third.
But it 1ls not chronologlcal: large segments of the population
may have undlfferentiated consclousness though § a culture ls
in the second or third stage; and many learned people may
remaln ln the second stage when a culture has reached the third.

Accordlingly, our treatment will not follow the theoretical
divislon. On the first stage there will be two sections, namsly,
Early Ilanguage, and The Greek Dlscovery of Mind. A third
sectlon will treat of the second and third stages together.

A fourth wlll regard undlfferentlated consciousness in the second

and third stages.
! (0.0 83 Early Language

In the flrst stage there occures the development of language.
But 1if we have referred to language as an instrumental act of
meaning and constrasted 1t with potential, formal, full, and
active acts, stlll this must not be taken to imply that language
ls some optional adjunct that e may or may not accompany the
other acts. On the contrary, some sensible expresaion is intrinsic
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73) Ipid., I, 181 f. More ndequately in Glbson Winter, Elements !if
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484,
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1> dbid., I, 251.

»i) Russo and Simon, op. g;g;, p. 487.
513 Paul Ricoeur, Finitude et culpabilité, II. La symbolique

du mal, Paris (Aubler) 1960.

5) See Ernst Benz on Shintolsm as a living, ever developing
polytheism in his essay "On Understanding Non-Christlan Religlons,"
in The History@g of Religions, Essays 1n Methodology, iedited

by M. Eliade and J. Kltagawa, Chicago Unlversity Press, 1959,
1962, pp. 121-124, Also in the same collection, M. Eliade,
"Methodologlcal Remar*ks on the Study of Rellgious Symbolism,"
On the apprehenslion ;¥}divin1ty in the patriarchs of the

014 Testament, N. Lohfinl, Bibelauslegung im Wandel,

Frenkfurt a. ¥. (Knecht) 1967, pp. 107-128.

349 Note that here we are touching on the nature of projection,
1. e., the transfer of subjective experience into the fleld of
the perceived or limagined. The transfer occurs to make insight
into the experlence possible. At a higher 1evea1 of linguistle
development, the poasibility of insight 1s achieved by lingulstic

feed-back, by expressing the subjective expRerience in words
and as suqli;ective.
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to the pattern of our comscious and intentional operations. %ﬂgﬁ
\ >

Just as lnqulry supposes senslble data, Just as insight occurs

with respect to sowme schematlic image, Just as the refleactlive
act of understanding occurs wlth respect to a convincing

summati%on of the relevant evidence, so inversely the lnterlor
\t and
acts of concelving, of Judging, of decldlng demand the senalble

A

and proportionate subetrate we call expression., Indeed, 8o rigorous

i1s thls demand that Ernst Casslrer has been able to put together
a pathology of symbolix:qggﬂ consciocusness: motor dlsturbances

that result in aphasla are accompanled with disturbances 1In
3V
perception, 1n thought, and in actlon.

13) Ernst Cassirer, The Philosophy of ®ymbolic Forms, three

volumes, New Haven 1953, 1955, 1957, III, 205-27T. .

three
The development of proportionate expreasion involves “Rewms,
indicative
key steps. The flrst 1ls the dlscovery oﬂhaignlfication. For

instance, one tries to grasp but falls, But the fallure at
least points. When pointing is understoocd as polntling, then

11/

one no longer trles to grasp. One just pointas. The second

step 1§ generallizatlon, Not only does lnsight rise upon the
basis of a schematic lmage. It also can use the pattern
dlscerned in the lmage to gulde bodily movements includlng

Sk
vocal articulation."1 Such movements may be mere 1lmitatlon

of another's movements, but mimesis may be employed to slgnify,
and then it means the other's movements. From mlmesis one

may advance to analogy: one repeats the pattern but the
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movements that embody it are quite different; and as mimesls
may be used to slgnify what is imitated, so analogy may de

W
used to slgnify ite original. The third step ls the development

Lklaied “‘"‘""M L

of languags. ;t 1s the work of the community that has common

& lnsights Into common needs and common tasks and, of courss,
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already 1s in communlcatlion through lntersudjective, 1lndlcatlve,
mimetic, and analogical expresslon. Just as lts members
understand one another's smiles and frowns, their gestures,
mimesis, and analogles, 80 to0 they can come Lo endow vocal

chome to refer
30 words !eﬁﬂb to data of

aounde with significatlon.
experlence, sentences to the lnslghts that shape the axpws
experlence, whlle the mood of the sentence varies to express
assertlons, commands?i?lshes.

T@is -account ‘of the geneais of language has the i

L

geptures-soeur with respeot'® to objects present in_spagﬁ$y&ﬂd
r lnaight occurs with reSpectMiﬂ perceptigl presentations

VEG;age of 1mp&ying the short- comings of early language.
)
m&*tmagtﬁﬁfi“@”bepréEEﬁtatlonﬁ .

This account of the genesis of language has BB the
advantage of explalning both the strength and the weakness of
early 1anguage?$.For gestures occur wlth respect to oblects
present in space. Insights occur with respect to perceptual
presentations and lmaginative representations. So 1t 1s that
early language has 1lttle difficulty in expressing all that
can be pointed out or dlrectly percelved or directly represented.
But the generic cannot be pointed out, or directly perceived,
or directly represented. S0 in Homer there were words for
such speciflec activitles as!glancing, peering, staring, but
no generic word for seelng;thgain, in varlous American Indlan
languages one cannot simply say that the man 1s sick; omns
also has to retail whether he ls near or far, whether he can
or cannot be seen; and often the form of the sentence wlll also

113
reveal hls place, position, and poeture., Agaln, mhid

nvolves & synihesls fhat orders ali-eventE ag EatTier-
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since time involves a synthesis that orders all events in a

single contlinuum of earlier and later, it cannot be directly

perceived, and it can be represented only by a highly sophlasticated

geometrlcal lmage., So early language may have an abundance of

_],ﬂﬁ tenses, but they are found to express different kinds or modes
I's f‘/\-’ 81’1(3 ),.I
> of actlon {\m not & synthesls of temporal relatlonshlps.

Purther, the subject and .is Inner experlence are on the side,
not of the percelved, but of the perceiving. To polnt to cneself
1s to point to one's head or neck or chest or stomach or arms
or legs or feet or hands or whole body. 80 there ls no reason

BRA for surprise that possessive pronouns, that refer to visible

A possessions,

' !\@nénatag develop before personal pronouns. Again, in Homer,

inner mental processes are represented by personifled interchanges.
Where we would expect an account of the hero's thoughts and
feelings, Homer has him converme with a god or goddess, wlth

RCRNY his horge or a river, or with some part of himself such as his
heart or hils t.elnpwar*.b| Agalin, among the Hebrews, moral defect
was first experlenced as def&tlement, then conceived as the
people's violation of its &R covenant wilth God, and finally
felt as personal gullt before God, where however each later
stage did not oW eliminate the earller but took 1t over to
correct 1t and to complement itf}'Finally the dlvine 18 the
ob jective of the transcendental notions in thelr unrestricted
and absolute aspects. It camnot be percelved and 1t cannot
be imagined. But 1t can be assoclated wilth the object or
event, the riltual or f&iﬁ recitation, that occasions 34

59
religious experience;Jand 80 thers arise the hierophanles.

e .-‘.‘"_kwf-.-;"-'l:_'. -'R P A T
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Even in its first stage meaning fulfils lts four functlons:
1t is communlcative, constitntive, efficient, cognitive. However,
thege functions are not clearly apprehended, sharply defined,
carefully delimited. Insights into gestures and percepts

easily generate the names of different plants and animals.

human
Insights into useesdd,relationships bring about the constitution
and other growpings' groups,

of tribes and clanahtnm 10 name the claa&$.which are not

perceptibly different from one another, calls for a certaln
Ingenulty. As

fduuyumﬂﬂqgwasﬂﬁmerican sportswriters name teams Brulns and Hawka
Sups
and Seals, Bears and Colts and Lions, s0 too primltlve :&aa&

A

are assoclated with the names of plants and animals.

As the constitutive, so t00 the cognitive functlon of
meaning 18 exercised. Man moves from the Yepmree infant's
world of immedlacy into & world medlated by meanlng. However,
the mediating meaning is not purely cognitive, It blends
insensibly with the constltutlve, and the result ls myth.

not only
Man constitutﬁiaxhia gocial institutlons and thelr cultural
significance but also the story of the world's shape and origin
and destlny.
tong-with ‘tire ‘const Hutivs

kstthe conetititive fun et'-ion;&icniiéé;ﬁé.raggtw%m

As the constltutive functlon of meaning intrudes lnto
the field of “"specnlative knowledge, so the efflclent intrudes
into that of “practical knowledge. The result 1ls magle.

Worde bring about results not only by directing human actilon
but also by a power of their own which myth explains,

b e linopak has, SxpaLER0; BYLHand-mmelc; Vhd
Thgy&ehvelop~andupanehratﬁ-the-whole;fabribfOT”humaﬁhliﬁin-m
do-
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As Malinowski has insisted, while myth and maglc yddd
envelop and penetrate the whole fabric of primitive living,
they do not preven§§ a thorough understanding of the practical
a4 the development of
tasks of dally life. Moreover, it 1slgunh practlcal understanding
that takes man beyond frult-collecting, huntlng, fishlng,

gardening to large-scale agriculture with the soclal organization

of the
of the temple states and 1ateﬁ&the emplres o? anclent high

civilizations in Egypt, Mesopotamia, Crete, the valleys of
the Indus and the Hoang-ho, Mexico and Peru. There there
emerged great works of irrigation, vast structures of stone or
brick, armiss and navies, complicated processes of book-keeplng,
the beginnings of geometry, arlthmetlc, astronomy. But 1f
the poverty and weakness of the primitive Lee were replaced
by the wealth and power of great states, if the area over which
man exerclsed practical intelligence increased enormously,
Pyt ENE iag Lo~ Pomainedut o L TIOR Tr te~ maie 11 Pevand -wor
Iﬂ::-...to glve nim-a-.sense of“ﬁbwsrﬂwherewhtawfeaps-were‘tOO“g;;Etw
the whole acilevement stood upon the cosmologlcal myth
that depicted as contlnuous and solldary the order of
soclety, the order of the cosmog, and the divine beingﬁh

nv ‘breek myth ‘and magle, man. haa tordteeover mind.
emgd Lo sort hay out and detach from one another doigk,
leciding/ feellng, and knowing. He-haa t0 clarify Just
Jhat 1t is to know, and then keep apart the cognlitive

l
QUﬁction of meaning from 1lts constitntive and efficient

ﬁunctions and from 1ts role in the communication of fee\ing.
pr that came about in one instance has been described

B%uno Snell. He shows how HOmeric simile apd- x paradig

st

vividly portrayed the actions of hils characters, how tWe

Lt A

lyric_paeha”abjectified human feeling, now the tragedians
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O®. The Greek Discovery of Mind

As technlaue advances, 1t reveals by contrast the lnefficacy
of magle and turns man in hls weakness from magical incantation
to rellgious supplicstion. However, if myth i1s to be broken,
more 1s needed. Man must discover mind. He has to sort out
and somehow detach from one another feellng and doing, knowing
and deciding. He has to clarify just what it is to know and,
1p the llght of that clarificatlon, keep the cognitive function
of meaning apart from its constltutive and efficient Aowndsbimua
functions and from lts role in the communicatlon of feelling.

_How the Greeks dlscovered mind, has been told by Bruno
Snell. On a flrst level there was the literary revelatlon of
man to himeelf., Homerle simile drew on the characteristics of
inanimate nature and of plants and animals to 1lluminate and
objJectlify and distingnlsh the varied springs of action in the
epic heroes. The lyrlc poets worked out expressions of personal
human feellng. The tragedians exhibited human declsions, their
conflicts and interplay, and their consequencesf’

Within\phe literary traditlon there occurred reflections
on knowledge%ﬁ %or Homer knowledge comes by perception or by
hearsay. Man's knowledge i1s always partlal and incomplets.

But the Muses are omnlpresent, They percelve everythlng.

They are the ones that enable the bard to sing as If he had
been present or as LI he had heard the tale from an eyewitness.
But-for-Hegtol- the Mupes are«far lesg-trpstwonthe

But for Heslod the Muses do not Ilnspire but teach; and they
are far less trustworthy than Homer claimed. They may teach
the tr?P?ﬂput they also may teach plausible falsehood. They
single&ﬁgﬁgﬂbut orn Mount Hellecon and taught hlm not to repeat

the folly and the lles of his predecessors but to tell the truth
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about the struggle in which man ekes out hls livellhood.
Xenophanes was stlll more critical., He re jected the

multitude of anthropomorphlc gods; for him god was unlty,

perfect 1in wisdom, operating wlthout toll, merely by the

thought of his mind. In contrast, human wisdom was lmperfect,

caught 1n semblance, but still the best of the virtues and,

indeed, t0 be attalned by long seeklng. Slmllarly, for Hecataeus,

the stories of the Greeks were many and foollsh., Man's know ledge

s not the gift of the gods; storles of the past are to be judged

by everyday expep;ience; one advances 1n knowledge by Llnoulry

and search, and tgé gsearch 1s not Just accidental, as 1t was 1n

Odysseus, but dellberate and planned. Qﬁisuemphn¢caLwLnte:;9;
o ! '

Fimm_the»phmaxma*r"émwwrs“m}am-& o
This emplirical 1interest lived on ln Herodotus, 1n the
physiclans, and in the physicists. But a new turn emerged wlth
Heraclitus. He maintalned that the mere amassing of lnformation
did not make one grow in intelllgence. Where hls predecessors
were* opposed to ignorance, he was opposed to folly., He prized
eyes and ears but thought them bad witnesses for men with
bar%barian gsouls. There is an intelligence, a logos, that
at%grs through all things. It is found in god and man and beast,
the same 1n all though in different Jdeemewe degrees. ToO know
it 1is wlsdom.
Where Heraclltus emphasized process, Parmenides denied
both multiplicity and motlon. Though his expression revived

the myth of revelation, his position at its heart was a set of

- argumenta., While he could not be expected to for%%wgte the prin-

¥ L

f;:%10 and of identity, ug " r@acheﬁ‘ahaIOgoua

conclusions. For he denied the poeslbility of "becoming” as an

intermedlary between belng and nothing; and he denled distinction
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achlevement

his Specificrgas only a mlstake, stlill 1t provided a carrier
Lingulstle

for a breakthrough. d&umﬂ!@:ﬁuusAargument had emerged as

any multiplicity of belags. Wnlle

an independent power that could dare to challenge the evidence
of the senses?{ The distinctlion between sense and Intellect

was established. The way lay open for Zeno's paradoxes, for the
eloguence and scepticism of the ¢@ Sophists, for Socrates'
demand for definltion, for Plato's dilstinction between erlstle
and dlalectic, and for the Aristotellian Organon.

Earlier we had occasion to speak of the limitatlons of
early language. Because the development of thought and language
depends upon insights, because insights occur with respect 10
sensible presentations and representations, early language

yet remain
Can ﬁ‘come to_dominate the spatlal fieldAbut unable to nandle
adequately the generlc, the temporal, the subjective, the dlvine.
But these llmltations recede in the measure that llnguistle
feed-back 1is achleved, that l1a, lun the measure that llpgulstlc
explanations and statements provide the senslble presentations
for the insights that effect further develorments of thought

for a time can
and language. Moreover, such advance usbied occur exponentially:

the more language develops, the more 1t c;:‘develop st1ll more.
Eventually, there begins the reflex movement in which language
cones to medlate and é&_objecti%fy and examine the llngulstle
process itself. Alphabets maﬂehﬁorda vigible. Dlctionarles
collect thelr meanings. Grammars study their inflectlons

and syntax. homime Llterary criticlsm interprets and evaluates
Lpglcs promote clarity, coherence, and rigor,

compoaitions.f\Hermeneutics gstudies the varylng relatlions of

acts of meanlng to terms of meaning. Phllosophers reflect

on the world of immediacy and the many worlds mes medlated by

meaning.

.
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To grasp the significance of thls superstructure one
must return# to the limitatlions of mythic consclousness.
As Ernst Caééirer states, 1t lacks any clear dividing line
between mere "representation" and "real™ perception, between
wish and fulfilment, between lmage and thing. He goes on
lmmediately to ment’ion the continuity of dream and waklng
consclousness and, later, he adds that no less than the image,
the name tends to merge with the thlng.qD’It would seem &
, despite his later retractation, teo

A be the same absence of dlstinction that Luclen Iavy~-Bruhl
wished to describe when he spoke of a law of particlpatlon
governing the common representations and the instltutlions of

primitives, a partlcipation that made the content of their

representatione appear mystical while it made relations
largely tolerant of i

be tween representationafqﬁéennéaééfferuﬂﬁ-tq;\ontrad1ctions‘+

Now these characteristlcs of the primitlive mind seem
very mysterious. But one is not to conclude that they argue
any lack of intelligence or reasonableness on the part of
primitives. For, after all, to draw distinctions 1s not
a8 simple matter, and to¢ acknowledge the lmport of the distinctlons,
once they are drawn, 1ls not a simple matter. What is &
dlstinction? Iet us say that A and B are distlnet, 1if it
is true that A is not B. Let us add that A and B may stand
elther for mere words, or for the meaning of words, or for -
the realitles meant by words, 8o that distinctlons may be
merely verbal, or notlonal, or real. Let us note that the
reallty 1ln question is the reality that becomes known, not
by aense alone, but by sense and understanding and rational

juﬁgementmwugggrfanwlaaawﬁhanigﬂffﬂtfemp&rfciatsmwuﬂfﬁba&t&ﬁﬁamuq
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To grasp the significance of thlis superstructure one

must return% to the limitations of mythic consclousness.

As Ernst Cassirer states, it lacks any clear dlviding line

between mere "representation® and "real" perception, between

wish and fulfilment, between image and thing. He goes on
lomediately to mentﬁion the continuity of dream and waklng
consclousness and, later, he adds that no less than the lmage,
, degg?tga%ist%giirpié¥¥§§%$gﬁﬁ1}ba)tning.@j Fh would seem b
A be the same absence of dlstinction that luclen Lévy-Brual
wished to descrlibe when he spoke of a law of partlcipation
governing the comnon representatlons and the institutions of
prinitives, a participation that nade the content of thelr
representations appear mystlcal while iﬁ nede relatlons
between representatl on]éaréwra;mmontrad ictions. #
Now these characteristics of the primitive mind seem
very mysterious. But one is not to conclude that they argue
any lack of intelligence or reasonablensess on the part of
prinitives. For, after all, to draw dlstinctlons is not
a simple matter, and to acknowledge the import of the dlstinctlons,
once they are drawn, 1s not & simple matter. What 1s a
distinction? Ilet us say that A and B are distinét, if it
is true that A is not B. Let us add that A and B may stand
elther for mere words, or for the meaning of words, or for
the realities meant by words, so that distinctions may be
merely verbal, or notional, or real. Let us note that the
reality in questlon ls the reality that becomes known, not
by sense alone, but by sense and understanding and rational
jadgementw@qggﬁbfarwiesswxhan;ggszm:emptrfcista*ﬁndfbbaitLv&sb&;
-t‘hé‘ﬁ@j_{qni&?iﬁ; e agnatrdle
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Judgement., Finally, let us remark that, while drawing a diatinction
experliencing,
is simply a matter of,espewdormeml, understanding, judglng, and
uttering
\O5prenetny o negative, comparative sentence of the type, A 1is

not B, still a far greater degree of sophistlcatlon is reaulred
if one 1s to define what a distinction is, if one is to distipne
guish between real and other distinctions, 1f one 1ls to explaln
In what sense real dlstinctlons regard reality. So it 1s
withln the power of primitives to draw dlstinctlons, but 1t

is not in their power to set up & doetrine of dlstinctlions and
to observe 1t conslatentliy. Mind hszifirst to express 1tself
in maglc and myth, then advance t;;;iterary portrayal of man,
and finally through the criticism of maglc s#® move towards

science and through the criticism of myth move towards philosophy.

Footnotes pages #6==53 \>~\3%

%1 B, Malinowskl, Magic, Sclence and Religion, New York

(Doubleday, Anchor) 1954, pp. 17 ff.
ﬁ%\ On cosmological symbolism, see Erlc Voegelin, Order and
History, I. Israel and Revelation, loulslana State Unlversity

of the symbollsm
Press, 1956. A deflnitionh}s to be found on page 27, its dhadm
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1960, Chapters one, three, five, and nine.
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° { chapter six, London 1946, Thers are many editlionas.
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"~

49 L. Lévy-Bruhl, Les fonctions mentales dans les soclétés

inférieurea, Paris {B. U. F,) 91951, pp. 78 f. E. E. Evans-

Pritchard, Theories of Primitive Religion, Oxford (Clarendon)

1965, pp. 78~99, discusses the value of Lévy-Bruhl's work.
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\D‘?J 9‘:%- The Second and Third Stages

The dlscovery of mind'r—whe-’s-he-r—-&-ﬁﬂﬁoww

er—ronesOtiTer~abded) marks the transition from the first stage
of meaning to the second. In the flrst stage the world medliated
by meaning is Just the world of common sense. In the second
stage the world mediated by meaning spilts into the reslnm
of common sense and the realm of theory. Correspondlng to
this divislon and grounding it, there is a differentiation of
consclousness. In the flrst stage the subject, in hls pursuit
of the concrete good, also attends, understands, judges. But
he dAces not make a apecla%i& of these activities. He doesnot
formulate a theoretlical ldeal 1n terne of knowledge, truth,
reality, causallty. He does not formalate lingulstically a
set of norms for the pursuit of that ideal goal, He does not
economlce and
initiate a distincthsocial and cultural context withlin which
the pursult of the ldeal goal c0uld be carried out by human animals.
But in the second stage of meaning the subjJect contlnues to
operate in the commonsense manner in all his dealings wlth the
particulsr and concrete, but along with thils mode of operatlon
he also has another, the theoretical. In the theoretlcal mode
-y the good that 1s pursnued i1s the truth and, while thls pursuit
: 1s wllled, still the puranit itself counsists only in operatlons
on the first three levels of intentilonal consclousness: it 1s
the epecialization of attending, understanding, and Judging.
HMﬁBeaidas“the“aecqnduagage,ofwmeaanggvI;havemwiaomapokenﬁ

* I.f
Hf-athlrd. I have-eaid-thet-in themsegondmthaoryuiéﬁgovern7d~

&

| By 16gte;-whilé in the thlyrd“It—ts..governed. by.methdd ™™
H’{li‘ s~imp1.ifyw[g\8.lft,_‘t_,j_era y-L ‘thicky-if 1 immediately- clamis

ﬁ&a—timt*tcnwmln«.:the third-stage," theory-as truth~bec

j:m%b%ngmconcepbvwImwsttiidefines the. 1deal goal,=but "

'ai“is'1ndefinttely'rembte. Theory now becomes--the=

 — —
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Now just as the second stage comes out of developments
occurring‘i in the first, so the thlrd stage comes out of
developments occurring In the second. Accordingly, 1t will
help clarify what ls proper to the second stage if at once we
characterize the tihird. In the third stage, then, the sclences
sim have j be come oq&going processesa. Instead of stating
the truth abont thisxor that kind of reality, their alm
1s an ever better approximatlon towards the truth, and this
1s attained by an ever fuller and exacter understanding of
all relevant data. In the second stage, theory was a speclalty

for the attainment of ®%¥ truth; in the third stage sclentiflc

theory has become a speclalty for the advance of understandlng.
Further, the sclences are autonomous. They conslder auestlons
sclentiflc if and only if they can be settled by an appeal to
gensible data. As they have evolved, they have developed ever
more effective ways of using this criterion Lin settling lssues,

In other words, they have worked ont thelr respectlive methods,

and there is no higher discipline that conld discover thelr proper
methods for them. Finally, since they ars on&going processes,
thelr unification nag to be an oqégoing process; 1t cannot

be some single well-ordered formulatlon; it has to be a

aucceasion of different formulations; in other words, unificatlon
wlll be the achievement not of logic but of method.

Now the emergence of the autonomous sclences nas
repercusslions on phllosophy. Slnce the sciences between then
undertake the explanation of all senslible data, one may oeesd
conclnde witﬁ&/the poslitivists that the function of phllosophy

1s to amnounce that pnllosopay has notnlng to say. Since

philosophy has no theoretic function, one may conclude with the

lingulstie analysts that the functlon of phllosophy is to
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work out a hermeneutics for the clarification of the local

variety of everyday language. But there rewmalns the poasibility --
nelther

and it is our optlon -~ that phllosophy 1s Mha theory in the

manner of science nor a somewhat technical form of common sensel
nor even & reversal to pre-Socratic wiadom.

Pallosophy 490 finds its proper data in Intentlonal consclousness.
Its primary function is to promote the self-approprlation that

cuts to the root of phllosophlc differences and incomprehensions.
It has further, secondary functions in distingulshing, relayi}ng,

grounding the several realms of meaning and, no less, ln groundling

the methods of the sclences and so promoting thelir unification.
But what in the third stage are dlfferentliated, speclallzed,

moving towards an integratlon, 1n the second stage are more or

less undifferentlated. We have spoken of the world medlated

by meaning splltting into a world of theory and a world of

comnon swe sense. At a certaln stage in Plato's thought there

seem to be asserted two really distinct worlde, a transcendent

world of eternal Forms, and a translent world of appearance.

For a careful statement of this very complex lssue,

AL
i % A gee I, Copleston, op. e¢it., chapter twenty.
ﬂn% In Aristotle there are not two sets of objects but two
o ? approaches to one set. Theory ls concerned wlth what is prlor
| ﬁnﬁiisﬁliﬂ@meWpUsteptacﬁior U8 Letmmonreense: ia: CoRCermed-wity

what e prioy=for-ue.-but posterion-in-itself. now is-the tind.
in itself but posterior for us; but everyday human knowledge

¢ is concerned with what is prior for us though poesterior in -

J Ltself. But, though Aristotle by beguilingly simple analogles

could set up a properly systematlec metaphysles, his contrast
was not between Wwer theory and common sense as we understand

these terms but between epist&m® and doxa, between sophia and
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Qhronaaia, between neceaslty and contlngence.

Again,‘ﬁ in Aristotle the sciences are concelved not
a8 antonomous but as prolongations of philosophy and as further ,
determinatiﬁ%na of the baslc concepts philosorhy provides. i
S0 it is that, while Arilstotellan peychology is not without
profound inslght Into human senslbllity and intelllgence, stlll

1ts baslc concepts are s derived not from intentlional

wowe consclonsness but from metaphysics. Thus "sonl" does

not mean "subject" but "the first act of an orgatnic body"
3l
whether of a plant, an animal, or a man. Similarly, the

notion of "object" is not derived from a consideration of
Intentional acts; on the contrary, Just as potencles are to

be concelved by considering thelr acts, so acts are to be Eonceived

i. e., their efflclent or final causes.
by consldering their oojectsA As 1n psychology, so too in

——

\
A gee Aristotle, Metaphyslcs, Theta, 6, 1048a 25 ff,
IX
Awknex Aguinas, In,Metaphys., $ lect, 5 $§1828 f, Inslght,
/s G

p. 432, gilves the basls for the generality of the terms,
potency, form, act.

k) Aristotle, pi_gg_ii@%, 1T, 1, 412b 4 ff.

xk) Ipid., II, 4, 415 Eﬁ-QO. Acuinas, In II de Anima,
lect, 6 {305.

physicsk the basic, concepts are metaphysical. As an agent is
W !

princliple of movement in the mover, so a nature is a princlple

of movement in the moved. But ag%pt is agent becaunas 1t 1s

in act, The nature ls matter or form and rather form than
Matter 1s pure potency.

matter:/\Movement is incomplete act, the act of what is in

potency still.
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This continulty of philosophy and sclence has often
been the object of nostalgie admilration. But if it e® had
the merlit of meetlng the systemagié exigence and habltuatlng
the human mind to theoretlical bt parsuits, it could be no
more than a transitional phase., Thntsmbiom Modern sclence
had to develop 1ts own proper baslc concepts and thereby achlieve
its autonomy. In doing so it gave a new form to the opposition
between the world of theory and the world of comnon sense.
This new form, 1n 4% turn, evoked a serles of new phllosophles:

Galileo's primary ounallties, which admitted geometrlzation and

g0 were real, and his refractory secondary qualitlies, which
were pronounced merely apparent; Descartes' mind in & machine;

Spinoza's two Q known attributes; Kant's E:E?za priorl forms

- e AN E BT by~ Br bt
and & posteriori filling

Kant the:eddwars,
,\ oI the sensibility.qéaut Kant's Copernican revolution marks

a dlviding line. Hegel turned from substance to the subject.

Historlans and philologlsts worked out theilr autonomous methods
, action and results, -
for human studles. Will and decislonacrme up for emphasis

, Blondel, the pragmatists,
in Klerkegaard, Schopenhauer, Nietzschea Brentano inspired

—_ Hussenhl, and intentlonality analyseis routed faculty psychology.
is vanishing, weryeipe 18 about
The second stage of meaning 'wesvasdehed; and a third M/\
© to take its place.
! 465 The Interactlon of sclence and phllosophy has been studled
in detall by Ernst Cassirer, Das Erkemntnlsproblem in der
o - Philosophie und Wiamsenschaft der neueren Zelt, three volumes,
Berlin #@ 1906, 1907, 1920.
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10A 9% Undifferentlated Consclousness in the Later Stages
AMrAY THe OF YhrsgeaotdV/ ol

Qur outline of the development and the eclipse of
very
the second stage would be,incomplete If no mention were nade
of the mode of survival of undif@erentiatad consclousness in the later stages
A oiciersereesnse, For it ls not the thwor phllosophic or

sclentific theorlst that does the world's work, conducts its

business, governs its cltles and states, teaches Hid €idddes

nost of its classes and runs all of its schools, As before

the emergence of theory, so too afterwards all such activitles are

conducted 1n the commonsense mode of intellectual operation,

in the mode in which consclons and $HMSEH intentional operations
and spontaneous

occur 1n accord with thelr own lmmanentjnorms. However,

mich of the scope of commonsense
if the mode andA?ee@o—efieperation remalin moeh the same,

the very exlstence of ancther mode 1s bound to h&ﬂESigggasusstsns\

ahift\g@ concerns and emphases.

It was on a rising tide of lingulstic feed=-back that
logic and philosophy and early sclence emerged. Butl spe=mmy™
such technical achlevements may repel rather then lmpress.
A be»&fﬁ%io-&mpragggg;bymaachab&ehn&eaimaeh%euemamtsuﬁ\One may
be content to marvel at the fact of language, the fact that
makes man unicue among the animels. COne may with Isocrates

trace citles and laws, arts and skille and, 1ndeed, all aspects

.““ﬁ of culture to man's powers of speech and persuasion. One may go
¢ on to urge one's fellow townsmen to seek elocuence through
g education and thereby to excel among men ln the very r:spect

i1n which man excels among the anlmals. So to ks#y be educated
linguistically
/l and to become human are found to be interchangeable. 5o
© from
there emerged one strand of the humanism that spread, Greece

b .
\H_J to Rome and from antliquity to the late mliddle ages. 4’/

Another strand was moral, and its name was philanthropia.

It was respect and devotion to man as man. It rested not

on kinship, or noble blood, or common cltizenship and laws,
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or even on educatlon, but on the fact that another, particularly

a sufferer, was a human being. Practlce of phllanthropia could,

of course, be oculte modests credlt for it was glven conguerors

that showed some restiralnt in plundering and enslaving the

insplred educatlon and
vanquished. But, at least, it was an ideal that,{ostered the

graclous urbanity, the ease and affability, the charm and taste
exhiblted In
'oo! Menander's comedies and their Latin counterparts in Plautus

and Terence.

A third strand came from the world of theory. For if

creatlve thought 1n philosophy and sclence apeopetspes=oustidre
is

s:thtoo austere for general consumption, creative thinwkers are

wener Y PAne Wi T R B e NEFE T BN - -POP 18212608 AT A DHITE Ry

vsually rare. They have thelr brief day, only to be followed
S by the commentators, the teachers, the popularizers that 1lluminate,
complete, transpose, simpllify. So the worlds of theory and
of common sense partly lnterpenetrate and partly merge.
f:%ﬁ:fﬁiggggﬁgmig:;woﬁmphllDSOphic eﬂ?cfmafewﬁﬂwn&ﬂhedhwmh$&7p

he pgdfunditiea of . philoaaphicﬂtruth,fihd amvbhiclé that

? , logs of the R
vbensatﬁﬂ ﬁer the dlscredlted mytha,’ Bug;thenp
= !

i
'Mqﬁ ?T J;jeb the unhggpy tlmes when the fusiaﬂ'of“ﬁﬁeory andfg
| | - QNNOR NS~ CONEH. tbe“confusionme@-pretentioﬁﬁmﬂbnsanmﬁ

The results are ambivalent. It will happen that the exaggerations
of philosophlc error are abandoned, while the profunditles of
philosophlc truth find a vehlcle that compensates for the loss

of the discredited myths., But it willl also happen that

theory fuses more with common nonsense than with common senss,

\M,/ to make the nonsense pretentlous and, because it 1s common,

dangerous and even disastrons,
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" 49& Bruno 8Snell, op. cit., #—iﬁé-*{ chapter eleven.
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Finally, literature moved into a gqulte dlfferent phase.
Bruno 8Snell has contrasted the pre-phllosophical with the
post-philosophical poatsﬁ The earller poetry, he remarked,
wag ever intent to stake out new areas of the mind. The
eplc Bﬁggﬁsp sagas opened the way to history, the cosmogonles
to Tonian speculatlon on the filrst princlple, the lyric to
Heraclitus, the drama to Socrates and Plato}"Tﬁe'iater poetry
ls acaualnted wlth the literary critics and with theories of
poetry. DPoets have to select thelr genre, style, tonae.
They can be content, as was Callimachus, Eo be playful and

0

artistic or, with Virgil 1n his Ecloguea,f@xpress a complex

'iivilization's nostalgla for earlier times and simpler living,

4 ) Ibid., pp. 2 6 ff,
(R Empedocles’
A%) Sclence was foreshadowed by the simlles in Bupedeed@nk A

hexameters, e. g., ".. the light of the sun was thrown back
by the moon like an echo; the moon revolves about the iearth
like the i’felloe of a wheel about the axle..." 1bid., p. 217,
A&) Ibid., chapters twelve and thirteen.

H*——ijﬁavewbean_pnggupbiaﬁws%age&moﬁmmeaningmgoaaxig&ll ,

/
with the qpe’ﬁnd stage. sucteeding the firsty ‘and the talrd
every
uccegdfig tng aecond But,$ﬁe later atages are e demapnd ing,

J'
id 80 temporal diffe;eﬁ%e is tn&nspoaegf¢nto a dﬁf?gg;nce
l,f‘ )
ﬂamagﬁkﬁ!hﬁuu aﬁlturalfﬁnd evenbually aocial class.
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I the measuye t e exiat common concernﬂmanﬁ'mutual redpect
-.4-"

the different levela of culture od’ continue Eo flour sh.

0: the other hand 1n the measure ykdtﬂ
the"ﬁléhe?‘tend,to become el Tete™ "
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That slmpler living, of course, continues. The humanlsm
we have been descrlblng belongs to an educated class. In a
people united by common langnage, common loyaltles, common
moral and religlous traditlons as well as Dy ‘palissbesnk—ar
economic AInterdependence,the culture of the educated may
affect hhmnmomd many of the uneducated, much as theory affected
pre~theoretical common sense. S0 by successlve adaptations

the Innovatlons of tneory can penetrate in ever weaker forme

through
A all layers of a soclety to give it some approximation to

the homogenelty necessary for mutual comprehenslon.
H;a@maﬂvh“t&eai”eﬁhditions need.aed..obtaln.. Discewtinuities
tae—-Phebetter-eduoated become. .o ffote. - -The- legs-aducated:
Zzg“theuneducated/?d
But such ideal conditlons need not obtain. Discontlnuitles
may arise. The better educated become a class closed in upon
themselves with no task proportionate to thelr tralning,
They become effete. The lessedweated less educatfed and the
uneducated find themselves with a traditilon that ls beyond
thelr meana. They cennot maintain it. They lack the genlus
to transform it into some simpler vital and intelligible
%hsﬂevmmLtmdegenanatﬁs 1080 slovea&&neﬁeqmo¥u&né%f~hh&rshneﬂs
op utality, suspiciousness, resentment, hatred, wiolence,

H11ind
savagery that cannot make distinctions. In theﬁdark

ges vwe are told men devoured mx one another as flighes in'the
(gea. It degenerates luto the“ainms of the mind, of
geuafﬂafmthe“heaﬁt?“tw“bringwabquﬁmﬁhemm&umamo£wthewc& Y-
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whole. It degenerates. The meaning and values of human living
are 1mpofver13hed. The wlll to achlieve both slackens and narrows.

’
o —

Where once there were joys and sorrows, now there are just
pleasures and 525:2; The culture has become a slum.

Just as philosophlc theory begot humanism of common sense,
80 too modern sclence has lts progeny. 4s a migomemz form
of knowledge, 1t pertains to man's development and grounds
®n a nevw and fuller humanism. As a rigorous form of knowledge,
it calls forth teachers and Podw popularizers and even
the fantasy of sclesnce flctlon. But it also ls a prineciple of
action, and so it overflows into applled science, engineering,
technology, Industrialiem. *t is an acknowledged sonurce of
wealth and power, and the power is not merely material. ?t

for ) -
1s the power of the mass medla to write ti; speak Lo, be seen -

/\

by all men. <+t is the power of an educatlonal system to
fashion the es= nation's youth flsely oneseedi-shlys=well o
4 in the image of the wise man or in the image of a fool,
1n the image of a free man or in the lmage prescribed by
for the PeOpleﬁé,Democracies.
In 1ts thlird stage, then, meanling not merely differentiates

into the realms of common sense, theory, and interiorilty, but*& '

algo acqulires the universal immediacy of the masa medla

and the mouldiug power of unlversal educatlon. Never wam has
adequately been
N\ Fuddy differentlated consciousness more difficult to achleve.

Never has the need to speak effe‘ctlvely to undifferentiated
[~

L}

consciousness been greater.,

coMmiurteatroRl-
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