IR,

‘conversely deflned by the fleld.

" 1iteral meaning, the "bounding circle," & Spidwy [KukAos].

~and vhat does not possess the sllghtest aigpifa

Horizon

L. The generalizatlon of the term was lntroduced, 1t seems, by
E. Husserl in his phenomenological studies; it has passed 1into
oexistential thought to take on meanings consonant wlth various
approaches; we shall employ it as a concrete variation of the
Aristotelian~Thomlat notlon of formel object.

x
2. A horlzon is defined by two correlatives, pole and fleld,
with the field determined or selected by the pole, and the pole

Hence, for every different pole, there is a different fleld,
and for every different fleld there 1s a differvent pole.

The pole is the subject.

The field is a totallty of objects.

Hence, horizon, pole, fleld, resemble the notion of potency
and formal object inasmuch as potency and formal objJect are mutually
determining;

they differ inasmuch as the Scholastic concept concentrates on
the object and considers it, at least commonly, in abstract fashlon
as ‘the ratio sub gua oblectum attingltur:

they differ further 1n gfeaisi concreteness: the conecrete subject
ve. the potency; the totality of objects vs. the usually abstract ratio;
and finally the use of a term |that denotes the whole constltuted by
both concrete subjeet and concrete totality of objects.

3. This technlcal use of the term, horlzon, differs from lts

However, the technical use may be approached from the literal
meaning.

For difierent standpoints there are different horlzons,

For different horlzons there are different totalitles of
vigible objects.

Substitute for the various standpointg different subjlects,
and for the various totalitles of visible objects different
totalities of objects of any form of apprehension or appetlilon.

4, The phenomenology of horizon invites a comparlson with
the visual phenomena of {a) a central area of complete illuminatlion,
(b) & surrounding penumbra, and (¢) an undefined reglon of outer
derkness.

What is beyond one's horizon, is whet one knows nothing about

[it's all Greek to me; I did not understand a aéngle word he sald]
nce for ne

[I Just could not care less].

What 1lies in the penumbra, is the field of vague and lnadequate
knowledge, of minor Intereste, of secondary concerns.

One will talk about 1t but only casually; 1f one talks about it
at lenght, one will not do 1t; if one mtmmbdmg starts doing it,
one does not stick to lt.




‘Horizon

What is fully within one's horizon, is what fully engages one's
attention, whatfcomes to know all about, what one comes to be able
to do anythlng with.

He may seem a clumsy fgllow, but put him in the driver's mest
in one of those enormous tvleve-wheal lorrles and he is completely
master of any situation that can arise.

One's horizon, then, is one's world, and we all live in our
own little worlds.
The worldg of politlcs, of the law, of mediecine, of education,

- of religlon, of industry, of commeq&ce, of entertainment, of the homs.

5. In the analysls of horlzons the basic dletinctlion ls between

absolute and relative horizon.

One has to draw the lime somewhere, and absolute horizon is
where one draws the line.

What 1s beyond one's absolute horlizon ig what just does not exist,
what camnot be known, what 1s to be disregarded, what is simply
worthleas.

Others may and do draw the line of absolute horizon differently; _
but their doling so only reveals thelr wlshful thinking, thelr indulgence
in nyth, their subjectlén to fallacy, thelr self-deception, their
11lusions, their beckwardgness, tneir lack of developusnt or of
maturity, their blindess to truth, their refusel of God's grace.

Relatlve horizon 1a a different matter.

Doctors, lawyers, politiclans, industriallsts, workers know
about onsl another's different worlds, acknowledge thelr exlstence,
recognize thelr validlty and thelr value. Each will w say that
1t tekes all sorts of people to make up & world. Each perhaps will
recognize in the others 2 "déformation professlonelle,” and smile
at the limltations of human nature.

Relatlve horlilzon, then, 1s a metter of repame development,
and & persong's development varies with historical Eﬁﬁaﬁfgﬁffﬁ
the society in whlch he ls born or to which he migrates, with the
tralning and education he has had.

But absolute horlzon 1s a matter of conversion, and converslon
in the subject turns hls world over, makes its upside down into
g right side up.

Converslon is intellectual or moral or religlous; it is any
two of the three; or it is all three. It changes basic orlentation.

Development, on the other hend, is psychological, social, and
historical. It occurs in the way we operate (psychological)
with others (sociasl) within & tradition (historical).




Relative horizons @iffer psychologically, soclally, historically.

They differ psychologically by ?g:ferances.in the range of
one's interests and one's competence.

They dlffer soclially: what one g to 4o, when one is to do 1%,
how one %s to do 1t, why one 1s to do it, with what results it will
‘be done, are (1} perpetually recurrent questlons and (2) the answers
tend to be dlctated by the soclal sltuation.

They differ hlstorlcally: social situatlions arise from scclal
situations; what was up-to-date, novel, égind original, daring,
becomes antiquated, ohsolete, out-of-date, tiring.

In brief, horizons emerge through operating (peychological)
with others (social) withln a tradition ?historical).

The differentiation of relatlve horizons may be studlied, then,
- by considering the medlation of operations, the medlation of
. soclety, and the mediation of history.
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The Mediation of Operations : Development

a) Aristotle's theory of habits mey be complemented by J. Plaget's
theory of psychologlcal deve lopment.

Aristotle's analysis is obviously valuable and fundamntally true;
but it suffers from two drawbacks

The hablts go into dilfferent potencies, and there does not seen :
to be an adequate account of their coordination and unificetion

The hablits are distingulshed by the merely classificatory terms J'
of Greek vocabulary (Socratea'® questions), and so there is a lack
0of explanation.

Plaget, a score of books, many translated into English, on child
psychology and educatlonal psychology.

Also three volume Eplstémolopie gémétlique and many later
works in collaeboration with others under Rockefeller Fund ausplces.

b) Plaget's theory centres on the notlon of adaptatlon; he pushes
it back to the starting point in Aristotelian "natural habit"; and
tie pushes it forward towards the term of a development, & term he .
deflnes on the analogy of mathesmatical group theory. i

¢) An adaptation results from assimilation and adjustment.

Assinllatlon! in dealing with a new object, iny performing a
new task, one asslmllates the new object or task to some already
faniliar object or task, sand so one maihismuponviie employs the
opsratlons one would employ on the famillar object.

Asslmllation, then, 1s the use of.agay ascquired hablt, the
employment of operetlions one already can perform.

Ad Justment: the familiar operations are not performed in the
already famlillar menner; there is introduced at least soms minor
and obvious change corresponding to the reculrements of the new
object or task. :

Hence, adaptation need not be perfect at the first iry; ther
may be needed a series of adjustments; practlce makes perfeet: and
learning is slow.

a) Pgior to all adaptations, thereﬁs the Aristotelian "natural
habit.

It lies behind the operatlon that 1s performed spontaneously,
naturally, without learning; 1ln general, such operatlon is sketchy,
without precisiom, slow, groping, uneconomical, insfficient.

By a serles of adjustments, 1t becomes preﬂsae, rapld, economical,
efficlent, enjoyable.

The same "natural habit" can be dlfferentlated: i. e., become
adapted to deallng wlth each of a serles of objects, to performing
gach of a series of tasks., ﬂ

Differentlated operations may be combined to yleld the compound
operation; and such combinatlons may be extremely numerous (eg playing
the plano, writing, speaking; Aquinas, Contra Gentiles, the recurrence
of the same arguments in different coﬁinations with s& adaptations in
chapter after chapter).




@) The development heads towards the group of combinatlons of

dlfferentiations of basic operstions.

Mathematically & group 1s (approximately) the set of elements
under specified operations such that

by the opsratlons one can procesed from any element to any other
and back again

by the operations one cannot proceed from an element to a
non-element

E. g., under addition and subtractlon thers 1la the group of
positive Ilntegers, negetive integers, and zero.

Groups of oral, of manual, of ocular, of aural,... operations.
Lower groups merge into higher groups: the group of oral,
ccular, and mamial operations [Everything the baby sees, he reaches

for; and everything he grabs, he puts in his mouth].

The validity of the notion of group in psychology seems
valldated by the fact that it enabled Flaget to determine the average
age at which chlildren could learn to perform varlous types of tasks.

The notlon of group enabled him to dlscover the right questions
and & to determine the experiments that would glve the answers.

£} Instead of potency and formal object we distinguished the
more concrete components of horizon, pole and fleld.

Similarly, instéad of habit and "subiectum" [e.g., God is the
subject of theologyl, we shall qualify the pole by a group of
operations and deslignate the correpponding fleld as the fleld of
mastery or compstence
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The Mediation of Operations: lLevels of Develooment.

Three levels of development may be dlstingulshed by dilstingulshing
1) immedlate operations
2) mediated operations
&) operations on the medlator

Immediate operatlona are operations ln which eye, ear, hand,
mouth, etc., reach their objlect.

The fleld of immedlate operatlions 1is the fleld ae reached; 1t is
the fleld of the =zensible, present, and accessible.

It is the fleld in which the lnfant develops: learning to manipulate
Bpoon, cup; learnlng to walk; learning to talk...

Medlated operatlons are medliated by meaning: ome imagines or
thinks or says what lies beyond the field of immediate operatlons.

There follows & wvast expanslon of the fleld: from the sensible,
presgnt, accesslble to anythlng that can be imaglned, thought, sald,
meant.

The fleld as reached 1s on1¥ the immediate part of the fleld as 1lds
meant; the fisld as meant 1ls one's world, and one's entry into others' wop,
By operations m® on the medlator are meant opsrations concerned

with the develppment and the control of meanling

Such are studles that enrich and control imaglnation, studliss
of languages, studies of mathematice, studies of logle.

By such exercises and studles one is not directly coming to
know thlngs '

but one ls comlng to the mastery of the tools by whilch one
knows the things in the vast world of meaning.

Operations on the mediator result ln a duplication of thse field

There 18 the mediating fleld: the field of lingulstics and of
mathematlcs.

There 1s the potentlal fleld: the fleld that comes into our
view through llterature, history, sclence

" The Educational Problem

- Phe "real" world "1s" the field as reached, the world of the infant.

The field as meant can be a mere castle in the alr; contact wlth,
relation to, the fleld as rcached ls a conditlon of 1ts belng known as
real.

Studises of art, languags, mathematice, logic are "useless"; they are
1f you are to remain in the world of the infant.

There 1s a coincidence of this basic educational problem and the
philsopher's critical problem.
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The Mediation of Society

Individual Soclal Final
1 capacity-need operatlon cooperation partlcular good
- 2 pPlasticity~-perfectibiilty hablt Institution good of order
8 liverty orientation  personal terminal value
conversion relatlons

Notes: Partlcular good: my breakfast; St. Peter's beatific vislon; a
' Particular entity good to a particular indlvidual.

Good of order: a series of particular goods, the x corresponding
serles kke of particular opsrations and cooperations, the relevant
group of operators and sleeplng partners that enjoy the serles of
verticular goods.

The order ls the formal element in the good of order: it ia the
network of relations, of interdependences, that s0 coordinate the
operations and control the operators that the s:rles of particnlar
goodg occurs.

"(J The order in gusstion is not some desisn for utopia, some theoretic
13eal, some ethlcal set of precepts, some code of laws. 1t 18 the
concrete, actually functioning, set of relationshlps that easlly can
become psychological, economle, political, soclal determlnism.

Institutions are the family, mores (not ethies), the community,
education, the state, the law, the economy, the technology.

They stand to soclety as habits to the individual; they are the
accepted basis and mode of cooperatlon.

They stand to the good of order as nablt to operatlon, but at
a greater® remove; the same type of famlly set-up permits a great
variation in the consecuent good-of=order of famlly 1li1fe; the same
economlc set-up ls compatible with prosperlty and recesslon.

Children fight about particular goods; men about institutions.

Torminal values are the hedonistlec, aesthetle, rellglous, moral,
or intellectual ideals lncorporated in a glven good of order and its
instltutions.

They are the justificatlion of capitallem or soclalism, democracy
or dictatorship, Christian marriage or serial monogamy, thls or that
type of 1?ga1 system, of education, of economy, technology, etc.

N Convérsion is the transmformation of one's intellectual, moral,
| -=(l' and—-or religlous living.

From the basis of what I gee, t0 what is true.

From the basis of what I like, to what 1a right.

From the basis of the 01d man in Adam, to the new man in Christ.
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Relative horizon

conversaion - :
To congider hmrizmn is to move beyond relative to absolute
horizon; it introduces abolute oppositions.

Personal relations rise upon inetitutional roles (father, mother,
son, daughter, brother, sister; teacher, pupll; rfofessor, student;
enployer, employee; the corporate set-up; master, slave).

As personal releations are apprehended intersubjectively, they N I
Provide the most concrete and vital apprehension of institutloms, e
the acgulsition of hablts for speclalized institutional roles, the =
- Tunctloning of the good of order, the reality of terminal velues.

There i8 a dlalectic of personal relations (Hegel's master-glave;
Fessard's Jew-Greek) that 1s intimately connected with conversion.
Cf. encounter, mutual self-medlatlon.

The Social Horizon | ' 1ﬂ' j

Ite fleld is the good that 1s apprehended as practically possible. .

It relegatens to outer darknesg the merely possible and the .
merely ldeal. o

It concentrates upon the good that can be achleved and upon the ' '
means of achieving it.

It 1z opposed to the classicist blindaspot that thinks only in
terms of norms, 1deals, laws, exemplars, states of perfection, and
has no real apprehension of concrete possibllities and concrets
actualitles,

Cf. C. Dawson vs J. G. Lawler, Thought 35(1960), 489,
culture as (1) an ideal and (2) a concrete historical entity.

It is not to be ldentifled with the empiricist blindspot that
falls to recognize that man advancses to the actual by aprrehending
the possible and the ideal.
Conversion from the seen toMm the true, from likes and dislikes
to right and wrong, from the old man to the new man, 1s a concrete
~ historical event, a real human good.
: Congideratlon of what can be and of what ought to be are stages
but only stages on the road to the reallzation of what can and ought to
be.

Such consideratlon is all the more momentous when it 1s only
through a series of stages that the 1deal can become practical politlces
Though Karl Marx in the XIXth century could be rated as an old
fool with an enormous beard who wasted his time in the Bristish Museum,

the XXth century refutes the view that he was not a practical fellow.
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Absolute Hoplizon ‘QL Wil cx“”ﬁr

1. Consclousness

Constitutive of the subject; third presence.

Not the object of an inner perception but the subjsct of
any intentlonal act as present to self in and by the act.

2. Levels of consclousness gness
Dream, emplrical, intellectual, rational consclousness; self-consclou

B Patterns of consciousnesas. Polymorphle subject.
artistic, theoretlc, dramatic, practical, Introspective, mystlical
neurotic, schizophrenie, manic~depresslve,...

y
4, Development of comsclousness: worlds of community, theory, interlorit
Undifferentisted: primitive to anclent high civilizatlons o] B stk

\*ﬁzjﬁtﬂ,~a‘Differentiated: practical and theoretic life (cf. Indian)ﬁ&?ﬁttw“JJ,4&

Integrated: existentiaml-historical-Frechmicd ot by gt

5. Converslon: the deliberately self-constitutling subject; exlstence.

Intellectual: perceptionlism, ideallsm-essentiallism, reallsm
authenticity, obnubilation, rationallzation

Moral: particular good, good of order, absolute values

Religloua: impllieit in dntellectual and moral.,
historlical: progress, sin and sufferlng, red%ption

6. The Transcendental Bubject

Authentlclity 18 the conformation of the existential to the
transcendental subject; it is meeting the exigences of man's
intellectual, rational, moral nature (spirit)

It determines the pole and trereby deternrines the horlzon

It 13 the normative structure that grounds each heuristic
gtructure, and the metaphyslcs that 1s total heurlstic structure

The normative structure both recurs and develops; but the development .
is differentiatlon and integration within the basic structure

But obnubllated and ratlonallzed exlistlng also recur and
counter-develop

Te The World of Theory.

Division: natural sclence, data as glven
human sc¢lence, data as carrylng a meaning
theology, data as carrylng a true meaning, the word of God

Human sclence: descriptlve: quls guld ubl quibus suxilils cur quomodo
explanatory: comparative, organlc, genetlc, dialectical
models: structure and recurrence

Theology: Xtilaniiy: mediation of New Man 1n Xt Jesus, Gal 3, 28
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