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 INSTRUMENTALISM IN PLATO'S PHILOSOPHY
A Funotional Ihtefiietetion,er Idees and God

Instrumental Platonists, euch as J. A,
Stewart; Paul Natorp, and AL -E, . Taylor have already
*made Xnown throngh their published works, the passagee'
7ffem.Platb'é dialoéﬁes which‘indicafe,vif indeed fhey.lﬂ
do not rully prove that Pleto had 1n mind an instru—
‘mental 1dea of truth and value., This, they agree, is
coneistently displayed from beginning to end of the
ﬁdielogues. ‘With .the path thus clearly charted the
'a1m~in‘this'disoussion will‘be'to fellew erter them as
observantlyfaS‘bOSSible and‘fo.peint'eut the sighifi- ‘
'oanoe and'tﬁevwerking of an 1nstrﬁmeﬁtel interpretation.
" A Yast array 6fepros'ehd'eohs°might be mar-
SEalled for challenge or defensegiﬁ’eohneotion with the
findings of “the instrumentalists.' In spite'of the
weight of tradition and the forcefulness of certain anti-
instrumental;schelars, the 1nstrumental=view has suffi-
cient adherents‘¥0"be imposing, and 1t may be well to
‘apply the piagmatio:test of signiriceﬁoe; gven before
the textual battle has reached its olimax. o
~ Some loyal traditionalists ﬁill.pretesf,Né |
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why discuss Platonic Instrumentalism,per se, if scholars
‘are still unoertain about its actual existence? 'To which
may be oountered the question, - why not test this theory
.of Platonic Instrumentalism ror its intrinsic worth? If
its worth is slight then its opponents nmay relax their
endeavors to refute it and plaoidly wait for it to die of
its own inanition. "If its worth 1s significant, then 1its
proponents may well inerease theirwzeal eitherlto oredit
it to Plato or to show with due reason how unfortunate it
was that the greatest of philosonhers railed in taking
full advantage or the hints which leavened his writings.
it would thus be ror the instrumentalists to show the real
gold in the whole mine of wisdom which constitutes the )
immortal dialogues. As Heraelitus sagely said‘ "Seekers |
after gold dig muoh dirt and find little gold. Maybe the
instrumental meaning is a nugget whioh time will polish to
its true signifioanoe. It is a little oloser sorutiny of
this instrumental "find" which 1s the purpose of this essay.
» ' First a brief review of the most outstanding

claims to merit by other, older views. | -
| Second a statement of the instrumental view.

Third, ‘an evaluation of that view with a mathe-
matioal interpretation of its nature and ‘use. |

Fourth, its efrect in the Platonio philosophy;‘

Fifth its bearing in subsequent Platonism and
christian Theology. ' '
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I
- ESTABLISHED VIEWS | |
, "It is conoeded to Ye quite as possible to in-

dulge in textual use or abuse of the Platonic dialogues
as of the Bible. Isolated passages are massed in formie
'dablé array on sll sides. The textual emmunition of the
t:adifibnalists,_when;hurled at thehAristoteiians, prove’
to be boomerangs,,énd vice-versa with the Aristotelian
weapons. Yet the course of all these verbal«projectileé
wasiqarefuily diagrammed by Plato himself in the Parmen-
'ides, with an outcome which will be discussed later.

The Traditional View | .

| However the course of soholastic battle has .
gurged,_the~traq1tionalist fortress has never been bat-
tered down. It deﬁends,the‘striqt,séparatist conviotion;

| Platonic ideas, to the traditionelist, are
.variously'éalled "Absolute Essenoes",“Séparate,Entitiesﬁ,
"True Being", "Ul%imate Realities",‘ﬁStruétural;Featureé
Sf.therUnivérgéﬁ, "Independent Existénoesv,'"Eterna; |
Immutabie Veritiesﬁ;‘or,whafever‘elSe wi;i indicate that
Ideas are the content of no humen mind, in faot that‘they
are not in any s;hse "mental states". Whether each 1déa
‘1é_é&"oausa sui" or a ooncept of God is the one outstend-
1ng‘séuroe of'oivil{dispute within the community of the
traditionalists. ;déntify Ideas with God if one must,
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(and the Middle Ages felt it must) nevertheless whether

as Idca or 'as God, separateness, transcendental independ-

ence and self-sufficiency is their sine gua non,
Inevitably from this rises Plato's dualism.

; ' There can be no separatenessrwithout somcthing to be separ-
ated rrom,’ Conscquently'there must be two ultimate reali-
ties, which Plato termed Being and Not-Being. The real-
ity of the latter is carefully elaborated in the Sophisty:

in Aﬁswer tc Parmsnides'rold‘ﬁarning'"Keeprybur'mind from
this way of inquiry ror—never_will yoﬁcshow,that not-being
'18."(1) Whereupon the Eleatic Stranger in the dialogue
draws out Theaetetus in a procft"thct'things which are not
“exist“; and also in showing "what form of being not-being
1s", for they 'show "thét the nature of the other exists, and
18 distributed over all things in their mutual relations, and
‘when each part of the other is contrasted with ‘being, that
1is precisely what we have ventured to call non-being."
'Thus Not-Being 1tself appears as an Idea. '

. This traditional ‘independence of Ideas involves
conatant difficulties that of reconciling thek&emcntsmof
simple dualism tc"that of endless pluralism.’ It is obvious-
ly'more convenient.tcaresolve'all'things into two ideas,
‘such as Being:anduNonéBéing‘which would seem patently to.

" exhaust all possibilities, but embarassing questions arise
as to the nature of such & thing as Becoming. Is there an

'N.Idea~fcr-thct? In the Parmenides this issue 1s forced
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through suooessive'oonoepts'to perceptive Objeots'sueh as
"hair, mud, dirt end anything ‘else that is roul and base,"
Is there an Idearor each ‘one separately and SOoretes in
embarrassment replies that from suoh an’ issue "L run away,
:because I an afraid that I may~fall into a bottomless pit
of nonsense and perish and I return ‘to the ideas of which
I was just now speeking, end busy myself with them." (2)
And the ideas of which he was just now speaking are those of
the’ moral verities,-- the just the beautirul and the good. |
o Pleto, with an amezingxnivete in one so profound
pointed out his own qnandery later on in the Parmenides, or
rather haﬁ-Parmenhes“point out in connection with the assert-
ed ahsoluteness‘of/eeoh idea that "a men must be & man of
' real_ability‘berore he. can understend‘that eterything hes a -
olass end an ebsoluteﬁessenoeg end st11l more remarkable will
he be who makes out all these things for himself, and can
‘teach another to analyze them satisfeotorily." (3)
© o "Yet," Parmenides pursues the intricacies of the
problem,."if a man will not admit that every individual
‘thing has its own determinete idee.which is_elways one end
the same), he‘sill’have nothing on which his mind can .rest; ]
and SO he will utterly destroy the power of reaeoning."(é)
- Through this stated and implied maze of views "
- Socrates frankly evows R I oerteinly do not see my wey et |

' present." (5)

P
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As to'whéther Soorates; as Plafo's'spokesr’

man, ever did finally see his way clearly,dand‘sétisfy-
‘ingly we have the verdiot of a well-lmown and insistent
‘-traditionalist,,Paul HBmer More, who acknowledges there

was no final execution by Plato of his own intentions,

and who alsd makes the.cbmmént:ﬁit is of the very'essence'»
of Platonism to leave these high matters in their own |
evasive liberty." (6) , )

 Evasive iiﬁerty might imply evasive satisfac- )

tion, too. -Evasiveness mey -inorease the tantalizing lure
of the Platonic ideal, but it also leaves loopholes in.

“the traﬁitipnal fortress for invaders like the instrumen-
talists to penetrate the strohgholds of Platonism,

= It is very necessary, however, to take equal cog-.
nizance of ‘the more rigid parts of: the traditional struc-
‘tqre; These are qhierly constituted f;om'bhe'paSSages
~which say in plain-English«that the Ideas are "separate",
absolute", "independent",“"1mmutablé", "etérnél"; "time-
less pattérn;", and a nuﬁbei;or'otherﬂkiﬁdfed prédiéates.

I use the word "English" advisedly, though Pléto himself
said h;s,séylinfplain Greek. I do not pretend to cast
aspersions .on thévtranslator's'literalness, but there 1is
ccocasion in any disocussion of .thé Platonic tradition, to
Present. at least a warning egainst the emotive dangers in
 reqd1ng Plato in English. By emotive dangers I mean the
use of wBrds;.regérdlesa\of.definition, for their assoc-

‘iational emotional érreot, as, for exaﬁple,AtOGay one can
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- say "Bolshevik" or "Mid-Yiotorian”VQ:-"Prefwar‘morals",
aad’oonvey’a world”ofvimplieq,‘though.ﬁot neoesearilyﬂ
specific meanings. A translator must write in the,emoge
tlve,aa_wel}_as:the‘grammatioal‘langgage,ofdhis people.

To be permanently understandable, at least in any eympaé;
thetio senee; a{work‘may have to be translated againh
and yet again from the Epglish of one oenturYito-the,
English of the next: To illustrate such a.claim I oite
‘the passage in the Phaedo, whioh:is,franslated,by'Jowept.v
gﬁpow we see through a glass darkly." (7) -A person famil-
iar‘with ChrIStien,eerminologyuinevitabiy assooiates this
with the implioations of Christian doctrine, or the cur-
rent interpretations of St.Paul's corinthian message. (8)
Yet the Greek phrase 1n the accepted Platonic documents
does not specifically necessitate that translation, and
furthefmore 1t is indiocated in the text;‘bj;quotatioﬁ
markg as a nOan}atoﬁio_phraee; Very poeeibl&, no betfe;_'

‘translation, no more fitting mode of suggestion fOr the.
originel, will ever be found in English;: There is, never-
theless, no evading the enhancement of the effeot by .
Suoh emotive words even when they‘involve‘no distortiop of " .
the‘original'meaﬁing. | | '” ‘

. Plato 8 dialogues are said to have been first |
tranelated into English by a Sootoh ohurohman, Dr, Harry -
Spens in 1763, Besides being a pro:eseor‘or.d;vin;ty, he

———
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baoame‘ModératOrvo?'fhe Généfélansembly_df'the'Churoh
of Scotlend: The scholarly languege of the eighteenth
century was permeated with the ecclesiastical tradition
of absolutism and churchliness. The religio-blassidal
phraseology'held‘sﬁé&; until thé‘briéinallyiblasSioal
_Voltaire revealed to the French the magic of free play
with words. Up to the modern industrial period, at least,.
practically all scholarly tranéiétions or commentaries
~ on olassiqal’dréek literatufe were bredqminantly absolu#-
THstic ana Christian, and it was rroﬁ‘such‘maﬁuéoripts |
thet translators had to draw their comparative possibili-
-ties for determining the most prevalent meaningé for
doubtful words or idioms; The passage quoted above, Te-
gardless of its context in the Phaedo and without having any-
thing directly to do with the‘Piatonio-Christian_1iéison;
- does contribute emotively to'sﬁbstantiatihgvthe claims of
Christian Platonists that the Spirit of Plato was essen-
tielly Christian, o | o
~ Jowett, probably the most widely influential
of the tranélators2 prefaces his own work with the asser-
tion: "The aim of the. Introductions in these wlumes has
‘been’to represent Plato as the father of idealism, who is
" not to be measureg by the standard of uti;itarianism’pr‘
-eny other mbdern'philbsophidal'systemaﬂ (9)  An ideal and
- its vboabulary‘are'uéﬁallyvihsépaiable; iISwettipréSumably

translates in the language of his ideal, leaving it to

others to argue long and eainastly whether e(&bsa, for
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example, bears the implioation of transoendenoe, ‘
imminenoe, or instrumentalism, as Adam, Zeller, Natorp,
Stewart et al have long been doing. .

So rar, there is no complete translation or
Plato's dialogues exoept in what may be oalled tradi-

’ tional phraseology, although even thsse vary notioeably'
as may be observed for example, in classifying, or )
rather, naming, the four faoulties or the soul which
appear as follows. ) c | '

Aooording to Spens.‘" Intelligence answering
to the highest demonstration to the seoond and assign
opinion to the third, and the last 1megination.‘ o
| " Aooording to Davies end Veughen: "Pure reason
’oorresponding to the highest, understanding to the
seoond belief to the third and conjeoture to the last."
Aooording to Jowett" o o reason answering to '
the highest, understanding to the second, raith for per-
suasion to the third and knowledge of shadows to the
laste" (10) |

o It is a far ory from.the "imagination" or Spens

to the "knowledge of shadows" of Jowett in the transla-

tion of (-L)Lo()»(.o( ’ and Just that variation, would make

a signiricant difference in, for instanoe, More's dis-

cussion of the role of the imagination (11), as “fthe

producer of the Ideas", - of whioh more "will be said

-~

later,
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| Without elaborating further, this may indi-
cate that the weight of ramiliar phraseology is in the
balance on the side of traditional absolutism in Plato.
Though soholqrs have”oongoiously dlgaeotod; analyzed
énd‘aynthesized the'moanings andiimplications_of passage
arteripa83a355 as;‘inoreasing comprehension of original
Greek polntslor;vieW'hasshadod‘and'colorod all the
traﬁslations from tho Greek,fétlil the familiar ﬁnglish
sources savor of absolutist convictions. ;When[a full
1nst:uhentgl‘translétion is mede, then lﬁdeod parallel
columning of all passages on‘the_Idegs‘maY‘bé'more instruc-
tive than at present. Anginstruméntalist capable of
underteking such a task, would soon‘oee for himself
* whether then the greator numbor”of,ihdisputable literal
"texts" would be Absolutistic, and that would satisfy
meny people Who will not participate in a gontextual |
batple, which 1s the Instrumentalists' present form of
defense and attack., i
| For those, however, who insiat on strict tex-
tual oriteria, the traditional Platonists obviously
have the advantage. To 1ndioate the most firmly estab-
lished bulwarks of the traditionalists' defenae, the
following pessages may be quoted. )
Rep, V 476a: " "And this is the distinc-
tion whioh I draw.between the sight-loving,

art-loving, practical olass, and those of
whom I am speaking, and who are alone worthy
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of the name of philosoPhera. i
"How do you distinguish. them?' He eaid.
‘"The lovers of sounds and sights,' I rep-
lied,."are, as I conceive, fond ¢ fine tones. and
colors.and forms, and ell the artificial produote
‘that aré made out of them, but their mind is in-
capable of seeing or loving absolute beauty.
. "That is true', he replied.
~ "Few are they.sho are able to attain the i
- sight_of- absolute beautx : . .
, "Very true."”
: ‘"And he who, having a’ gense of beautiful .
things, has no sense of absolute beauty, .or who,u
if another lead him to a knowledge of %hat
beauty is unable to follow--of such an one I
-ask, is he awake or in a dream only ? Reflect:
is not the’ dreamer, either awake.or asleep, one
who puts the resemblance 1n the plaoe of. the
- real object? .
- "I should. certainly say that such an one.,
was dreaming’
"But take the oase of the other, who re-
gognizes. the existence of-. absolute beaut and

Jects Which particip . .1dea, nei her put- :
ting the objeots in the plaoe of the idea nor .
.the idea in the place of the objeots-- is he a
dreamer or is he awake?"

"He is the reverse of a dreamer” he

replied.-

o "And may we not say that the mind of the

. one has knowledge, and that ‘the mind of the .. .
other has opinion only?". | B

- "Certainly," e

Rep. VI 499f : "For he, Adeimantua, whose
mind is fixed upon true being has nojtime to

~ look down upon the'E??ET?E'E%’men, or to be

- £11led with Jealousy end enmity in the struggle -
against them; his eye is ever directed towards .
fixed and immutable princi les, which he sees
nelther Injuring nor 1njured by one another, -
but all in order moving acocording to reason;
these he imitates and to these he would, as ,
far as he oan, conform himself: Can a man help

imitating that with which he holds reverential
discourse?"-

-~

*
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Rep. VI VII, 502-18 This is the Loous Class-
ious for the Idea of the Good, and will be
discussed in part III of this thesis.: ‘

- Timeseus 28, 29a, The ontological argu-
ment: "What 'is that which.always is and has no
becoming; and what is that which is always be-
coming and has never any being: That which is appre-
hended by reflection and reason always is, and
is the same; that, on the other hand, which is

- conceived by opinion with the help of sensation

- and without reason, is in a process of becoming

- and perishing, but never really is:. Now every-

- thing that becomes or is oreated must of neces-

- 8ity be coreated by some cause, for nothing can

~ be oreated without a cause. That of which the.
~artificer looks always to the.same and unchange-
able, and of which he works out the form and .

- nature after an unchangeable pattern, must of .
necessity be made fair and perfect; but that of
which the artificer looks to the oreated only,
and fashions after a created pattern, is not

-~ falr or perfect." . . LT

R Whidh‘of‘the pétterns hed the arti-
ficer in view when he made the world, -~ the

pattern.of-theVunchanEeable, or of that which is

- oreated? . If the .wor e 1lndeed fair, and the - -

- artificer good, it.is manifast he must have

- 'looked to that which is eternal; but if what can=-
not be said without blasphemy is true, then to
the oreated pattern. Everyone will see that he
must have looked to the. eternal; for a world is.
the fairest of creations and he is the best of
causes. And, having been created in this way,
the world has been framed in the likeness of that
vhich is apprehended by reason and mind and is

- unchangeable, and must therefore of necessity,
"'1:"‘5‘5—_“1: 1s 1s admitted be a copy of something."

: Philebus 54, Soorates: "My answer is, that
all things instrumental, remedial, material, are
applied with a view to generation, ahd that each -
goneration is relative to, or for the sake of, .
some being or essence, and the whole of genera- :
tion relative to the whole of essence." (From this
point he goes on to prove the self-sufficiency of

' Phaedo, 65: "Well but there is another
thing, Simmias: Is.there or is there not an abso-
lute -justice? . — . ... . - -
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- -"Assuredly. there is. ..~ S
"And an abso ute4beaut¥ and absolute good?
. "But did you ever behold any of them with
your eyes? = . L L. »
- "Certainly not. - = - L
"Or did you ever reach them with any other
bodily sense? (and I speak not of these alone,
but  of absolute greatness, and health, and
strength and of the essence or true nature of
everything.) . Has the.reality. of them ever been
perceived by you through the bodily organs?
Or rather, is not the nearest approach to the
. knowledge of their several natures made by him - -
who so orders his intellectual vision as to’
- have the most exact conception of. the essence of
. that which he considers? - ' L
‘ "Cert&inly.‘ : o Sl T RS
.. "And he attains to the knowledge of them
in their highest purity who goes to each of them
with the mind alone, not allowing when in the
act. of thought the intrusion or introduction of
sight or any other sense in the company of reason,
but with the very light of the mind in her clearness
‘penetrates into the very light of truth in each;
he has got rid as far as he can, of eyes and ears
and of the whole body, which he conceives of only
Ombentdaprmping 68 8 disturbing element, hindering
the soul from the ‘acquisition of knowledge when in
company with her--is not ‘this the sort of man
who, if ever man did, :is likely to attain the
knowledge of. existence?" - =~ , .

. Phaedo: 75 . "From the senses then is derived
the knowledge thet.all sensible things aim at an
absoluxgee uality of which they all fall short?"

R 8. - - A . o

- "Then before we began to see or hear or
peroeive in any way, we must have had a knowledge
of aysolute equality, or we could not have re-
ferred to that standard the equals which are de-
rived from the senses?" = - S , -

...~ _Phaedo 83: "Philosophy . . . received her
(the Soul) . . , and bid her trust in herself
and her own pure apprehension of pure existence,
and -to mistrust whatever comes to her through
Other ohannels and is subject to variation."

Phaedo 108ff: (Desoription of a jewaied,‘
heaven after death--a.realm of pure entities.)

Phaedrus 247: "For the_immortal souls, when

.they are at the end of their course, go out and
stand upon the back of heaven, .and the revolution
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of the spheres carries them round, and they
‘behold the world beyond: Now of the heaven
which which is above the heavens, no earthly
poet has sung or ever will sing in a worthy
manner., But I must tell, for I am bound to-
speak truly when speaking of the truth. The

- colorless and formless and intangible essence
.is visible to the mind, which is the only lord.
of the soul; Cirecling around this in the -

- region above the heavens is the place of
true knowledge. Ahd as the divine intelligence,
and that of every other soul which is rightly
nourished, is fed upon mind-andpure knowlédge,
such an intelligent-soul’ is glad at once more
-beholding ‘being; and feeding on the  sight

'of truth is replenished, until the revolution
‘of ‘the worlds brings her eound again to the
'same place, During the revolution she beholds

ustice, temperance, and knowledge absolute,

.not in the form of ‘generation or of relation,
‘which men call existence, but knowledge absolute
in existence absolute; And beholding other ex-
1stences in like manner, and feeding upon them
she passes down into the interior of the heavens

..and returns home . i « " A :

‘ - Cratylus 440:. "Nor ocan we reasonably say,
Cratylus, that there.is knowledge at all, if
‘everything is in a state of transition and -~
there 1s nothing abiding; + .« « but if that which
knows. and :that. which -is known exists ever, -and -the
‘beautiful and the good and every other -tuing also
exist, then I do not tink that they can. be like a

,!Lyz;gs;pggggggg,“as*we were v.s1:=now'suppoemng."i

~ Symposium 211: "And the true order of going

‘or being led by another to the things of love, is
To use the beauties of earth as steps along which
he mounts upwards for the sake of that other
beauty, going from one to two and from to to all

- falr forms, and from fair forms to fair actions,
and from feir aoctions to fair notions, until from
fair notions he arrives at the notion of absolute
%22231.;and at last knows what the essence of -

eauty is. This my dear Socrates; sald the

- 8stranger of Mantineia, " is that life above all

others whioch man should.live, in the contemplation

- of beauty absolute." .
| The‘gbqve.dqién citations indicate how emphatical-

1y Plato ocould and did both légicallyfand passionately
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proclaim an Aﬁso;uteg_,Butaa he himself has so patently
5r°u8ht‘§ut in the\Qratylﬁs,-merqu tagging;a_problemfw;th‘
& name is hotlthe.same.gs solving it, One cannot iénore
his charge'af the end of his argument with the Heraolltean
Cratylus:‘(lz)

"Whether there is.this eternal nature in
things, or whether the truth is what Heraclitus
and his followers and many others say, is a
question hard to determine; and no man of sense
will like to put himself or the education of . -
his mind in the power of names; nelther will he
so far trust names or the givers of names as tol
be confident in any knowledge which condemns

. himself and other existences to an unhealthy
'state of unreality; he 'will no%t believe that
- everything is in a flux.like a leaky vessel, or
~that the world is & sick man who has a running
at the nose. - This doctrine, Cratylus, may :
indeed, perhsaps, be true, but it is also very
. likely to'be untrue; and therefore I would have
'you reflect well and manfully, and not allow
yourself to be too easily persuaded now in the
days of your youth, which is the time of learning
‘but search, and when you have found the truth, -
come ‘and tell me. - . -

~ "Then, another dey, my friend, when you
come back, you shall give me a lesson; but at .
present, .go into the country as you are intend=-
'ing, and Hermogenes shall set you on your ways
-,Crat&lus: "Very good, Socorates; and I hope
that you will not cease to think about these
things yourself." - | S
-As these two ended their disoussion in a draw, at
least in Crétylugf‘ﬁiﬁd, and the promised. renewal of the.
discourseiwas nqtpreco:ded,by Plato,;we‘may proceed now at
this forking of the ways“betweén Absolutism and the Heracli-

tean flux, to investigate other interpretations of the Ideas.
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. In concluding this brief presentation of the trad-
j itional view, its significance nay ‘be summed up as rollows.
" 1. 4 certain "evasive 1iberty" as to the nature of
the dualism or pluralism of the Platonic Absolutes invites
further speculation. N
| 2; The Absolutistio view has the emotive as well
as the temporal value of tradition in its existing transla-
tions in the Dnglish speaking world where the wmost radi-
Gally modern views are rooted and S0 is well entrenched..
- '3; The traditional view is unique in the history

of thought in its obJectivity of Ideas, and therefore
dominates either with its assertions or its problems any
SYstem into which 1t is admﬂted at all. Reality, which is
essentially invisible, imperceptible eternal, immutable,
aelf-existent independent though knowable, (though only

_in infra-life transitions) and yet the controlling aspira-
tion of all existenoes, but withal has an equally real
non-self difrerent rrom.but not opposed to it has an all
comPrehensiveness and yet exclusiveness whioh flaunts all
Predication. "It accepted at all it simply is--and there 8
an end .to it' Aoceptance invohes a purely personal exper-

- 1ence whioh “like the seoret of the mystios, is locked in
the hearts or those who have it. Its dialectic force died
with Plato while purely inspirational influence went on in
four volume sets as truly as . the technique or making ex~ '

qnisite glass rlowers died with the Blaschka family while
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the aesthetic influence'persists in glass oases in the
\Ware colleotion. of the Botanical Museum at Harvard

‘ University.

THE PARTICIPATION OR ARISTOTELIAN VIEW.

w .
' Aristotle’s refusal to accept any absolutely Sepa-

rate entities and . the intensity of his comments on any-
thing Plato said regarding such Realities is famous.‘ Some
~of Plato's own comments have thus been magnified out of all
due proportion to -his original expression of them.
As’ 1t was’ Aristotle however, who first stressed
‘the issue between Absolutism and Participation, he may be
advantageously rollowed in stating the difference and then
one may return to Plato for further enlightenment. In intro-
ducing the Magna Moralia as a discussion of .the Good“

Aristotle drew the line sharply: L

"About good in what sense of the term have we
to speak? For the word is not univocal. For 'good!
is used either for what is best in the ocase of .each.

- being, that 1s, what is choiceworthy because of its
own nature, or of that by partaking in which all
other things are good, that is, the Idea of Good.

. "Are we then. to speak of the Idea of Good? Or
‘not of that, but of good as the element common to
all goods? - For this would seem to be different

- .. Trom the Idea. For .the Idea is a thing apart and
by itself, whereas the common element exists in all:
it therefore is not identical with what is apart.
For that which is apart and whose nature it is to
be by itself cannot possibly exist in all. Are
we -then to speak about this indwelling good? Sure-
ly not! And why? Because the common element is
that which is got by definition or by induction."(ls)

R
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Or aéein.

' "While the ideal theory presents difficul-
ties in many ways, the most paradoxical thing of
-all is the: statement that there are certain things
‘besides those in the material universe; and that
these are the same as sensible things except that
‘they are eternal while the latter are perishable,
For they. say that. there is a° man-in-himself and &
horse-in-itself and health-in-iteelf, with no '
further qualification, - ‘a proc¢edure like that of

.the peoBle who.said there.are gods, but in humen
.form. . Yor they were positing nothing but eternal
men, -nor are the. Platonists making the Forms

' anything other than eternal sensible ~things." (14)

Then he takes up “the unnecessary duplication
.implied in an intermediate between Form and idivi-
dual’ and concludes. . o

: "Now there are some who say that these so-
called intermediates between the Forms and the per-

- ceptible things exist, not apart from the percep-

-+ tible things, however, but in these; the impossible

- results of this view would teke too long to
enumerate, but it is enough to consider such
points as the following: - It is not reasonable
that this should be so only.in the case of these
intermediates, but oclearly the. Forms also might be

-~ 1in . the. perceptible things; for the same account
applies to both. Further, it follows from this
theory that there are two solids in the same plece,
and that the intermediates are not immovable,

- since they ere in the moving perceptible things.
And in general to what purpose would one suppose
them to ,exist indeed, but to exist in perceptible
‘things? (155 .

| Thus the participetion theor&; - not the tradition-
al Form (Idea) and.Matter, but Forn in Matter. ' '

' Acknowledgement or & Platonic hint of this is
b

‘made with an interesting critioism in. Met. A.'VI 987 :

"Having in his youth rirst become familiar
.With Cratylus and with the Heraclitean doectrines
(that all sensible things are ever in a state of
flux and there is no knowledge about them), these
views he held even in later years. Soorates,
however, was busying himself about ethical matters
and neglecting the world of nature as a whole
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but seeking the universal inithese ethical mat-
ters and fixed thought for the first time on
definitions; Plato accepted his teaching, but
" held that the problem applied not to any sensible
~thing but to entities of another kind - for this
reason, that the common definition could not
be a definition of any sensible thing as they
were ‘alweys changing. Things, of this other
sort then he called Ideas, and sensible things,
“he said, were apart from these, and were all
called after these; for the multitude of things
which have the same neme as the Form exist by
participation in it. Only the name 'participa-
tion' was new; for the Pythagoreans say that
things exist by ‘'imitation' of numbers and .
Plato says they exist by 'participation', changing
the neme. But what the participation or the _
imitation of the Forms could be they left an
_open question."‘(le) . ,

. The consequence of this observation is that
Aristoﬂe as Stewart puts it "oomes outvneively, in the end;
with a Doetrine which dirfers‘only in phraseologyffrom .
.Pleto'swrightly undersfood;"(l?)‘,Zeliersﬂconclusion is.
that GAristotle!s‘Whole.sys%emjcannot be truly understood
untilmwe treat it as ekdeviepment‘end evolution of that of
Plato, and as the completion of that very Philosophy of
Ideas which Soorates founded and Plato carried on," (18)
Muoh of the diffioulty between the two philosophers oenters
around the use of the word o*uo'LOC, or "substance". They
both seek the Real.. They both believe‘knowledge transcends
sense; Is the Real in a transcendent realm known intuitive-
1Y or immanent in the sense world known inductively? The
two men are really more diametrically 0pposed on the prob-.
'lem of the method and limitations of knowing than they ere

on the nature of Being.
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Aristotle thought Plato meant by an Idea a

thing, wheres he himself counted the Idea an explanation

Ofﬂthings. The issue as to the Nature of Being thas simmers
down to this, "Did Plato mean Ideas per se (as the tradi-
tionalists hol&f‘independent of things, - or-did he mean
Ideas immanent‘inithings,*thé 1ndividaating, formative
élement in them, - or as Aristotle would say - Ideas and
vthings,related as actuelity and potentiality.or'as "such"
1s related to "this"? Did Plato mean imitation or partici-
pation? In the quotation cited on pages 10 and 11 (Rep. V,
‘475) translators recOgnize the use of both. “resemblanoe" and
*"Participation" to account for the relationship; , “
“ What Plato himself meant as sald before,; is
lthe problem of textuml scholars. -This thesis aims only to
Present illustrations of all v;ewsfand to . consider their
ﬁeoessaryjimplioations, not:their'historioal~authoritat1vef
ness. Given three possible views of the Platonic Idea, are .
their implications irreconcilable, or as Will Durant is wont
to S&Y,‘do.philosophers at heart?agree?-'Are they all
aotually seeking a logical -basis for the same implications?
. - J. R. Stewart says "Plato 1s always bringing the
Predicate 1nto relation with the subject, and regards the
‘Idea asﬂ?known'-on}yiin so far as found applicable to the
_explenation of Experience." (19)

There are many passages which reveal Plato's an-

tioipation of Aristotle's partioipation theory of Form’ 1n
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M&ttér. In the first place Jowett notes "the transoendental
BX1stence of the Ideas 1is not: asserted and is therefore |
1mPlicitly’denied‘in the'Republic:and Philebus; and they

are mentioned in the Theaetetus, -the Sophist, the Politicus,
and the' Laws, much as Universals would be spoken of in
mOdern books. Indeed there are very ‘feint traces of the

transcendental dGCtriné~of ideas,_that‘is, of their existence

. @part from the mind,” in eny of Plato's writings, with the

- exoeption of the Meno, the Phaedrus and the Phaedo., The — -

steretyped form which Aristotle has given to them”ia’hbt“

~ found in Plato." (20) ' So much for the sanction from a schol-

' ar who avows in the iﬂtfdductibn to his own.tranSlatibn,‘as

already ‘quoted (21) that he aims to represent Plato as the
fathér'bf idealism, whd-is not_be m@dsured'by the standard of
utiliterianism or any other modern philosophical system
_ In the dialogue bearing his name, Phaedo sums up
Socratesg! iong rébly.to Cebes,by-éayiﬁg""After‘hli this had )
been admitted, end they had agreed that ideas exist, and that
‘otﬁgr.fhings participate in them and der;vé their names from
‘them, Boorates, if I remember rightly sald --" and then he
Prgceeﬁs‘with'thé'disduésidn'of'dppositibn;'(éz)' It may be
mainteined that what Phaedo refers to és'having‘beéﬁ'adf*V
ﬁitted'wasfthéexplénétion*dr'comparativé magnitudes and of
ftw°n°58;.- and that 1t is reodgniZdethai*Piafo used mathe~
matioal conoepts‘to'mediate between Pure Ideas and Individual
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things, and therefore the participetion is restricted to

~ the Dialectic as distinct from the moral realm:.(zs) Paul

" Elmer More notes how constantly Plato 1ntroduoes’a*mathemati-
cal illustration only to let it blankly drop out of the

- whole discussion as soon as the argument focusses on moral
°°n°9Pt8,‘the.real‘Platonio meaning being revealed only by
meens of the latter, (24) Aiietotle does not seem to have
missed this point for he, .too, indicated it in his discussion
Of'intermediates which was quoted in part on page 19 of this
thesis, but he insists that what may be said of intermediates.'
must equally be said of Forms.

But Plato was the first to say that,_also, - 1in

the Parmenides where he . squarely Taces the triple problem

of (&) Ideas independent and real; '(b) Ideas and Things mutu-
ally real and (o) Things, independent and real. ' Early in the
dialogue, he outlines more conoisely than Aristotle ever did
‘the induotive method.of establishing the participation
‘theory (25)s 1In a single page of type, he outlines what
Aristotle makes the'subjeet'ofKprot:aoted”disouSsion in Met.A 6,
Z 4-14 and M; 4,5,9, and 10, |

Plato has Parmenides bring out the femous third
man argument against self-existent Absolutes, and point out
the unknowability of true Absolutes and yet insists the B
power of reasoning will be lost without them (28). Then the
dialogue is launched against the entinomies of the triple

,problem.mentioned above,
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Three types of antithesis exist, as a means ot
rormulatiné‘such7an*iSSue as thet of the 6ne and the Meny, |
the Ideal and the Sensible World. The Platonic antithesis

”6OnsiSts"of deriving*contradictorwaeSults'from whet is to
‘all appearance one and the same premise. (27) The Kentian
antithesis consists of parallel praf and disproof of the same
PrOPosition. The Hegelian antithesis involves synthesis

rrom internal necessity., \ "‘ ) a R

Plato makes at least eight hypotheses and subjects
them to all kinds of antitheticalutreatment tohemenge at the"
end with Parmenides's remark*=" | o

"Then maylwe not sum,up the argument in a

word and say, * that if one is not, then nothing
is? ' .

'~ "That is true. ' |
" ‘"Then let us say this; and further as seems.
to be.the truth, let us say that, whether one is
or is not, one and the others in relation to
themselves and one another, all of them, in eXery(ze)
way, are and. are not, andeppear and appear note.
A truly Platonic.antimomy, or have vie again whatdﬂo:e calls
"evasive liberty in high matters?"" :

" AnYWay all possibilities are outlined in this dia- )
logue with a total effect which can best be accounted for
mathematically farther on in this thesis. . .
| All in all, Aristotle's ovolx or "substance" the
Tirst Prineiple of explanation in things presents ‘the seme
dualism as Plato's Ideas (29), i.e. between concrete and
abstract existenoe, -a dualism which never permitted either
'philosopher to rest contented with his labors. Aristotlets

-

was a dualism of individual essence, and Plato's was of

universal‘essence, but botﬂpmre trying to arrivevat.a causal
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fbééis for -all imﬁn‘catibﬂs of Be.é.}lity,i- Anq_fhié.‘fis'ﬂ_'phé_ '
theme'orfAriétbfléB‘dissé}tééibﬁwiﬁ Met;fﬁ#lix,:ﬁﬁibh I
ote here (in part) with comments interpolated parenthe-
t;oaliy;(éé)”pﬁ‘vrvﬁ' B

""As for those who posit the Ideas as y
. causes, firstly, in seeking to grasp the N
causes of the things around us, they intro-
duce others ‘equal in number 'to-these, as if a man
who wanted to count things thought he could not
.- do 1t while they were few, .but tried to count them
when-he had added to their number. For the Forms
are practically equal to or not fewer than the
- things, in trying to explain which these think-
- ers proceeded from them to.the Forms.. For to: ..
each set of substances there answers a form
. Which has the same name and exists apart from the
- Substances, and so also in the case of all other .
- groups in which there is one. character .common . ...
to many things." (So far, Aristotle 1s apparent-.
1y wrestling with the -question whether the Ideas
cause olass concepts or actually individuate the
‘members of a class, - whether they are universal
or individual essence. 'All of this was antici-
- pated by Plato in the Parmenides.) . B

"Above all one might discuss.the question’ what
- on earth the Hrms contribute to sensible things,
either to those that are eternal or ‘to those
that come into being and cease to be. . For they -
‘sause neither movement nor any change in them.
But again they help in no wise towards the know-
ledge of the other things, if they are mot In .
the partioculars which share in them; though if
they were, they might be thought to be the .
~causes, as white causes whiteness in that wilth.which .
1t is mixed," (Here Aristotle.shows that the
chief principle.of explanation, nemely "causation"
is not revealed by separatism but by participa-
tion or incorporation,) '
- . "In general," the.further emphasizes this.
%nadequacy of the.traditional Platonic view, =~
though philosophy seeks the cause of perceptible
things, we Platonists have given this up, for we
58y nothing of the cause from which change takes
-1ts start.....(Here he interjeots a oriticism of.
the use of too.much methemetics as’ explanation.) ..
And Tegarding movement, 4if-the-great and small . -
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‘are to be movement, evidently the Forms will be

- ‘moved; but if they are not, whence did movement

~come? If we cemnot answer this, the whole study
of nature has been annihilated." (This again
has been clearly anticipated by.Plato in Sophist
249 where he insists that a true philosopher .
must arffirm that Being and the all must consist
of motion as well as rest.)

‘ ‘For Aristotle in his éuadruple'system'or causa-
tion - materisl, efficient, formel end final - the fimal,

, . that
1.ei the raison d*dtre of any particular guaﬁpartioular

is Form immanent in matter: He does not credit Plato with

‘having his "Ideas similerly osusel in character, for he

;tgkes Platonic "separateness" and tabsoluteness" to mean

spatial end exclusive 1solation, whereas, if the Platonic

-participationists are right, the only separatemess substan-

" $lated by contextual reading of the dielogues is the sepa-

rqteness of'the abstract and the concrete, This is exact-
ly the same separateness which prevails betwéen Aristotle's
"final" and "material" causes. "

Ll . -

) To sum up;ﬁthe participation or immenence theory
of Ideas is | |
1, As much Platonic as Aristotelians
2+ A reinterpretation more than a refudtation
of textual references fo‘"separate",.and *"trenseendent",
and "absolute'" Ideas. . ’ ) “
" | 55'The basis of emphasis on the oauéal or
functional.relatidns of the abstract and the. concrete. In
the language of logic; this is the problem of 6onnotAtioh

and denotation, intention.and_extension, and involves the

~
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prevails in these logical

seme sort of separaxeness‘thaﬁ

distinctionse.
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- II , C
\ INSTRUMENTALISM T

. Inetrumentelrsm is oharaoterized as situational
activity. Instrumentalism in Plato would be the situational
aspect of his views. It 1s'thelexper1enoe involved in -
the Ideas or in which they are involved, which must be in-
Vestigatedwand elerlfied, both psycholegically and 1nferen~
‘t1311Y. Many”a passage in the dialogues which would for-
merly have been listed as evidence of Aristotelian partici-
Pation now has to be reserved for instrumental presentation.

Almost any 1nterpretation of Plato necessitates tak-
iHQOOQnizance of two motives or moods. ‘More says these moode
are (a) soiantiric, 1.e. the rationalized forms of things in
time end space; and (b) the Ethioal, 1,0, immediate intuitions

~of the soul (31). ‘Soienee,'he says, seeks Knowledge of
theeIdeas'an& pﬁiloﬁphy seeks possession of thema-'The'
retionalizations or the intellectual aspects are always
t°'5a11y.snbordinate to the intuitional -and morel‘especte: ;
In faot so minor am they that, fhough frequently intro--
dnoed es stepping~atones to moral concepts, they are most
lightly dropped into oblivion when they have rendered that
service. More-thusﬂconcludes: "The point of supreme im-
porteance for the Platonizer today is, mot that he should be
able to define the operation of Ideas, but that he should
avoid the two contrary errors of the rationalist and romen-

tioist" (32). Those two errors are first the danger of

oo~ -
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ending up with "mere nominalistic categories of the reason
emptied of sll vital significence" and of tending toward
solipsism. )

“Defining the operation of: -Ideas" is, hoever,
what ‘the Instrumentelist would like o do.- Stewart main-=.
rtains that the dual aspects of Platonism are Methodology and
'Aesthetie Expression.~ The latter, in his estimation, is
always the passionate allegorizing of methodological. impli-
cations. (33) | - '

 In dwelling on the. experiential. operation of the
Ideas the;Instrumantaligt feels that he is in full sympathy
with Plato: Aristotle pretentiously defied Plato in his
1nsis£enoe on'participafion, but the Instrumentalist carries |
Darticipation end immenence much farther in a conscious sin-
oerity of interest in the tenor of all of Plato 6 dialogues.
First then to state the Instrumentelist view and second, to
have Plato speak for himself on the subject.

The Doctrine of Ideas may first be- emphasized for
its great signifioance as Method of Soience. ‘In other words,
the eLéV) are "points of view from.whlch the man of science
regards his data." (54) They are Laws of Nature. They are

Lwhat Iohn Dewoy would oall Instruments of Analysis. ‘Moral-
1y they are still solentific ‘points of view. More claims
‘that Soorates' weaknesa 1ay in basing the moral on the
rational soul only. He would perhaps olaim then that the
Instrumentalist 1s more Socratioﬁthan Platon;c,’butwthat
st be Jjudged from the quotations %o De presented here.

The ¢L&N appear to explain the Moral Virtues situationally,
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Lie, in social contexts as is 80 ﬁatéhtly the oase with
Justice in the ﬁepﬂtibiic. o o
| The Asn ‘Stewart remerks, are '*Ayngmioally-exist-,
ent" and aiso}ﬂsgparate"[in'the“senSQ nqtéd’;p'the’preoeéd-
ingASGCtion,  ih3ya§e'éepgr9$efa5 explahatiohg aﬁd_pheno;
mena., connotatianband denotationi abstréqt:ahdACOngpete are -
'seﬁarﬁté;:fAre‘théyiﬁhep'gtérnal énd immntéble?”VOr is.
Platoni;m threatened again: with Heraolitesnism? Only a
qualiriad.ahsﬁer,ié possibleﬂto,these,;ustifiable questions.
It must be qualified because human comprehensiveness hes
5hang9d. Masterful as PlgtofsVmindwqu;Hhe:pad‘th the in-
formational meens at his'disiésal to,clafify supe:-éensible
degrees of difference.szelativiity in those days was a
mere limitation‘ofa;lthings to the measure of man's own
organs and comprehensioﬁ)as.ProtagOras-argued and wés vicar-
dously ref‘u‘ted'.irnx' the Theaetetus (35). o
| Yot Platoié genius was adequate to hinting at
broadgr'meaninés'asfin.the.passage aiready‘refepred to in
the Sphist‘é49; and quoted more fully‘below; o
o - ""Str. Any power of doing or suffering in
relation to the least thing was held by us to
be the definition of existence. .issse If to -
know is active, then, of course, to be known is -
passive; and on this view, being, as being known,
is acted upon by knowledge, and is therefore in

motion, for that which.is in a state of rest ocan-
not be acted upon as we affilIMeccecece ‘
o And, O heavens, can we ever be made to
believe thet motion and .1ife and soul.  end mind
are not present with absolute being? Cen we - . .
imagine being to be devoid of life end mind, and
to remein in awful-unmeaningness, an everlasting .
fixture? Under being, then, we must include
motion, and that which is moved. .... Then,
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. Thesetetus, our inference is, that if there 1s
no motion, neither is there any mind anywhere,
or about anything,'or bqlonging to any one.". .
Thence to the conclusion: , L
' wopen the philosopher, who has the truest
Teverence for being oannot possibly accept the
notion of those who say that the whold is at
'rest, either in one or.many forms; and he will
be equally deaf to those who assert universal
motion, but according to the: ohildren's prayer
about all things movable .and jmmovable, he
~would like to have both of .them: Being and .
‘the all would be affirmed by him to consist of
’AAgreeing that this was a "fair motion of peing"
Plato then plunged his debeters into one of his typida;
confusions about opposites, and arrived at the aﬁt;thesis .
of the"ébdvezz "Being, tpen according to its own nature,
is neither in motion nor at reat." -Plato had not acquired
the Hegelian art of necessary syn%hesié’from.thiéiso:t of
oreative negation; He, nevertheless,‘had demonstrateﬁ’his
9wn5relucténoe tq‘be7satisried with Being as either abso-
lute motion or absolute rest; o |
| | Time‘and‘space,‘reStfand”motionitoday‘afé not
the oqnceptstthey were then: Relativity:isfnb'Ionger mere
Sophistic subjectiﬁﬁism;_ Gonsequently the bést_instrumgn—
1"‘al‘Si‘at'ad',ement'o'n.th.e eternsl end 1mmutabl§ aspeqts qf'ﬁhe
¢l&v  as Laws of Nature is Dewey's aocountAquthefdiré |
fe:ence.beiween so-oalled struotural features and the
trensitory processes of the universe.
| " "The important thing," he contends, " is meas-

. .ure, relation;:ratio, knowledge of‘thé‘cdmparativé tempos
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-of .change.: In wathematics, some variables ere constant in
‘some proﬁleme; so it is'in nature. and 1life. The rate of
change of some things is so slow, or is so rhythmic, that
these changes have all the advantages”of?stabilityﬂin deal~
ing with more transitory end irregular nappenigs - if we
know enough. -Indeed if any -one thing that concerns us is
‘subject to ohange, it is fortunate that all other things
change. A thing ‘absolutely" steble and unchangeable :
“would be out of tﬁe renge«ofpthe principle of action and
reaction, of resistance and leverage as well as of frictienl

It would have no ‘applicability, no potentiallty of use as

measure and control of other events. To .designate the

slower and regular Y xthmic events structure, .and more -

r&pid angd irregular ones prooess, -is. sound praotical '

common sense. "It expresses the funotion of one in re~

speot to the other ;;;;;.. Whatever»influence3~the
changes of dther things 1s itself: changed ....... The fact
is that all struoture is atruoture of something, any—
thing defined as structure 1s a character of gxggﬁg. not
something intrinsio and per se. A set of: traits is
called structure beoause of its limiting function in rela-
.tion to other traits of - events.‘ A house has a structure,
in Oomparison with the disintegration and oollapse thﬁt

wouldlocour without its presence, this structure 18 fixed.

" Yet it is not something externsl to which the changes in-
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Volved in building and using the house have to submit.
It is rgher'ap'grrangement‘of:changing-evéhfs'qu6h that
Properties which change slowly,»l1mit ap&fdirect a
series or quick changes and_éifé'them an order which they
do not otherwise possess. Strﬁdtdfe‘isiéohstancy of
means of things used for qonsequenges; not of things teken
by themselves or absolutely." (36) |

What more 1is the:e‘ta aéy,‘except to quote Plato
8nd then proceed to an evaluation of the significance end |
effectiveness of such an interpretation?

Anyone familiar with the dialogues may have long
Since been“wondering wﬁy.the.famouspassages about the bed
and the shutfle have been so long ignored. Simply because
they belong here and I now quote. them as illustrations of -

P/ . .
éyfh - or structure, which is "oconstaney of means;DS;;_“

“things used for consequences."

" Rep, X, 597. "Here are three beds; one is nat-
ural, which, as I think we may say, is made by God.
sevs There is another which is the work of the
carpenter...... And the work of the painter is the
third, . - - - o

"God, .whether from choice or from necessity,
made one bed and one only; two or more such ideal
beds, neither ever have been or ever will be made by
God..,, Because sven if he had made.but two, .still
& third would appear behind them in which the idea of
both of them would be contained, and thet would be
the 1deal bved and not the two others.... God knew
this and he desired.to be the real maker of a real

- bed, not a particular mekerof a partioculer bed, and
therefore in nature he created one bed only,"

_ Cratylus, 389; "To what does the carpenter
look in making the shuttle? Does he not look to some

i
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sort of natural or ideal shuttle? ese. Angk:uppose
the shuttle be broken in maeking, will he ?l ®  Look
another, looking to the broken one? or wi L be oo
to the form which he had in his mind when led ade
the other?... Might not that be justly cal 2tles
true or ideal shuttle?.... And whatever shu los
are wented, for the meanufacture of garmggggial

or thick, of woolen, flaxen, oOr othgﬁ nu ) ’

the ideal ought to contain them all,

"Both of these passages put rich meaning into Aris-
totle's dialectical discussion of Final Cause, for both the
1&3&\;huttle and the ideal bed seem a constant rule, a human
need made manifest, or the abstract form immenent in multi- |
tudes of concrete shuttles and beds, whose virtue is recog-
nized in use: - the element of purposive constency in a
varying situation. The same érgument again gppea?s in
Rep.X,601, in a discussion which concludes: "The excellence
or beauty or truth of‘each'strucfure,‘antmhte'or 1nan1m§te.
and of each action of man, has rqferenoe‘to the use of them,

~either natural 9r.artiﬂ1c1ala“
\ Then the Sun passagé; so artistically instru-
mental in its presentation: ‘ | _
. 'Rep;;v:t”’,: 507 ££. "Sight being, as I conceive,
- 1in the eyes, and the possessor making use of his
~ vision; and color being also present in them, 4%
unless there is a third nature at hand designe lgr
‘this special purpose, you know that the sight yi
' see nothing and the colors will be invisible? |
‘ "And of what nature are you speaking? . ,
"0f that which you term light, I repliede...
Noble, then is the bond which links together

sight end visibility....: And this (the Sun) is
he whom I call the child of the good, whom the
good begat in his own likeness, to be in the vis-
ible world, in relation to sight and the things
of sight, what the good is in the intelleotual
world in relation to mind and the things of the
nind."

-
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o As the Sun gives to the eye the poﬁer to see -
and to theﬁobject"seen,‘itsgvisibility, so the Good im-
Parts truth %o both the Knower end the:Hnown. Xere is’
the Cood as Ideal, to be approached only figuratively,
bence the Sun simile: ,Itiis.itself non - connotative; .
in our emo%ive experience, it is the instrument of "what-
ought-to<be'; it illumines situstions; 1% mekes exper--
ience consoiousi it is‘"the'eonstancy;of means of things
used for consequences."' | /

s . The Good again appears a8 the cosmioc: principle
2 What-ought-to-be in the Phaedo 9JE - 99C: Here "the

ELJH are Laws, and the ‘Good i1s the system of . these

laws." (57)

-

‘To these five illustrative passages 1t would

be futile to add more before going on_to: ‘the next part

of the discussion. {38). The xnstrumental view finds its
oulmination and ‘fullest expression through a theory. of
functions, whioh will itself throw fuller light on the
nsture of thei"gbsolute" the methods and truth of par-

ticipation andfthe service of Instrumentalismr
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IIT
THEORY OF FUNCTIONS
" In lbéé‘a:ﬂniversitv:of-Cincinnati'candidate
for a Master's degree began his thesis with the claim
that, as mathematics is "pure rationalization" it is the
counterpart of traditional classicism - static and deduct-
ive. ¥He went on %o discount_it as a method of construc- c

t1Y§procedure; He contrasted it to oreative instrumen-

talism, I mnow want,to explain instrumentalism by methe-
'matics'and thereby, I hope,‘catch.the spirit ofiﬁlato:in»

& more comprehensive way. | | ,V I

| Plato was never completely reconciled to class-

ical mathematics if one mey so. term the purely deductive

&rt 80 long associated with the influence of the Greek
'Eanii It is & question whether Plato knew Euclid but |
he_qi§~kn9w,th&?t&pe of procedure, especially the shibbo- o
leth of consistency, The point is to account for the -
origin of that with which & system must be cor;gigfém

There are. three possibilities* a priori knowledge, ar-
‘bitrary definitions or hypothetical assumptions, and
'induction.‘ Plato did his best with all three. He faith-
fully recorded Socrates! efforts at inductive establish-
ment of moral oriteria in the early dialogues of seerch _
(EuthYPhrO Crito, _Charmides end Laches), The effort to
make the*f a Priori system certain is quite apparent in

the Meno Gorgias, Phaedrus, Theaetetus and Sophist.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



- 36 %

The method of hypothetiocal assumption is probably no-j
where more apparant than 4n the argument for immortality
‘in the Pheedo, where Socrates says. I -
u ""This was ‘%he method which I adopted. I |
. Pirst_.assumed some principle which. I judged to
be the strongest, and then I affirmed as true
whatever seemed to agree with this, whether re- .
lating to the cause or to anything else; and = °
| ‘that which disagreed I regarded as untrue." (39)
‘Then he goes on. to assume that there is an absolute ,‘
 Deauty and goodness and greatness, and adds. "to tiis I
,°ling,vin\the persuasion_thatxthis:principle:will neve:
be overthrown". Again in Republic X one finds Absolutes
;epostulated'asncontrols of conduct."In-such cases the
. Ideas. appear as "Denkmittel" - their truth depending on
their effective runctioning.‘ Thisushowsuthe,Ideasnimmanent
~ in the streamjpfZexperience,de:literallyignowing“as out-
‘ Standing predicates of,judgement,"and .on®e more,.'"the cons=-
~tant means or things used for consequences. |
‘ , Now my thesis is. that the modern - mathematical
' theory of runctions is more adequate .to Platonic aims .
,«th&n‘Euolidean‘deduction.‘iSo‘it will be necessary to . .
°xplain the modern tneony in‘considerabie_detail;,but
Tirst I must call attention to the adventurous spirit of
modern mathematics which has replaced the classical stol-
141ty which made 1t seem to so recent a graduate student
im°°mpat1b1e with instrumentalism |
| ~-In discussion of - ‘the possibilities of any -

~assertions of certainty, Dewey, the outstanding Instrum-
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Bntalist reminds us, "Man began by working such quali~
»ties as hate and love and fear and beauty into the mean-
ings by which to interpret and control the perplexities
of 1ife, When these demonstrated their inefficaoy, he
had Tecourse to such qualities as heavy and light making
‘then 1nto natural essenoes or explanatory and regulatory
meenings | That GreekéMedieval soienoe did not get very -
far on these lines is a oommonplaoe. Scientifio progress
and practicsl eontwl as systematic and deliberate matters
date from the century of Galileo when qualities whioh '
1°nd themselves to mathematioal treatment were siezed |

| upon." (40) | | o

Erom or through geometry and number seemingly :r

- Comes that sense of form and order, without which we :
might have no sense of proportion, no ability, as Will |
‘Durant puts it, "to know when big things are big and h

© Li%tle things are 1ittle before it is too late." (41) _
Ang that is a distinotly Greek ideal for as Hegel points
Out, "The religious conception of the Greeks (with Nemesis

the divinity of measure ) implies a general theory that 1

all human things, riohes, honor and power, as well as‘

joy and pain, have their definite measure, the transgreS-

sion of which brings ruin and destruotion." (42)
| Every now end then someone yearns liké Spinoza

lto get a mathematioally .SOund theory or the whole universe,
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but Spino;a never gpproaehed_Plato's thoroughness in the
examinetioniOr‘pnemiSes. o .

The past half oentry has seen. some astounding
things done to mathematics.. Probably the most revolution—
ary innovation is that of the non-Euolidean geometries,
.such as Lobaohewski’s which proves that the sum of the
angles of a. triangle is equal to less than 180 degrees and
Riemann‘s proving that ‘theyere equal to more than 180
desrees, all based on different oonoeptions of space. And
now, Einstein, in presenting his new unitary field theory
for Srsvity and electro-magentism, early in Februery 1929,

“has stated the opinion that the formulation of the correct
‘unitary field laws will be with a conception of the space-
"~ time oontinuum involving "‘a specialization'or the Riemann=-

lan geometry and a generelization of Euclidean geometry."“
’This of oourse, implies imminent new departures in both
i:mathematios and physics. S |

| The great problem in mathematics, as Plato well
Trealizeq it also is in all of life, is to discover or con-
‘ceive where to start from, end the ‘mathematicians (notably
‘Bertrang Russell and Henri Poinoaré) have now dug under the
o longer "gelf evident" axioms of classical mathematics
to the rollowing primitive number propositiong dealing with

the Primitive idess of null, number and suc0essOr:
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l. Null is a number.
' 2. The successor of any number: is-a
number., .
S Null is not the successor of any number.
4. No number is the successor of more than
one number, s
S. Any property or attribute thet is possessed
- by null and by the successor of any number that
Posseses the property or attribute in question is.
Possessed by all numbers. :(Or in Poincaré's for-
- Mulation: If a theorem is true .for the number 1,
and if it has been proved of n+l, provided it is
true of n, 1t will be true of all the positive
whole numbers, ) o

With:the reminder that "Absolute certeinty 18 the
.Privilege of uneducated minds -- and fanatics" though prac-
Tlcal certainty is always a sane working besis, Cassius JT.
Keyser Of ‘Columbia points out: . »

"Mostly,weLareumoreuconcerned‘to:have our dootrines

ulmmediatelx-effeotive then ultimately true;..:. but like.

-Euelig, like ?tolemy, like home-made morals, or small business
8ystems, some ‘day ‘they break down; - the hunt is still ong" 6429~
- Then Keyser marks the ‘main new. aspect with whioh this thesis
is eonoerned* - namely that mathematios 1s no longer primarily

- The seience of number, spece,‘quéﬁtity end measurement, but

©f "form", He has himself used the pimse " A Study in Fate and

Freedom" a5 tne subtitle for his lectures on "Mathem&tical

Phil°s°PhY" Freedom prevails in the choioe or oreation of
‘basio assumptions or 1n1t1a1 premtses. .Once these are adopt-
-ed, however, Fate, in the form of Logioal Necessity, deter-

mines the direction and limitations of every step from that
POint on,
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‘The sympathy of méthod‘between every men and a
Treal mafhematicianfis.desoribed‘by Rdyoe”in his 1ectﬁres on
"The World and the Individuals" | |

"Does the modern matﬁematician,write'down axioms
and merely"éefy_you tp.denyAtheﬁ? DOes'hé;aéserﬁ 2 §riori |
that this camnot or shall not be questioned? No, “the '
modern mathematician has no dogmas;.;{ He builds up before -

your eyes a collection of observable symbols or of figures

in space, arranged in a certain deliberately planned ways
.#esesees and then he experiments upon]them and gsks“you
to watch the result.of the experiment. rThis result he
 f1rst reads off with as»mnch,thé sense thét he is record-
ing present. facts of observation, as one would have Who
should observe on the street that yonder horse is in front
or yonde:'carta“~
| "The difference so far is merely that the math-
ematiciap é@ggg_his empirical objeots and does not wait to
see if oidingry.hatural processes will furnish them to him;
His.world,‘therefore, seems his fa;ryland;'fHe'pla&s with
1t. Yet, none the less, as he plays, he observés tﬁe em=
PiriO&l'résults‘q? his piay. And while he does this, he
1s as much & student of given facts as is & chemist or &
business men. The results of this observation are often
unexpeocted.,:. |
“?Onoe ocreated, the mathematiocal world, in its own
eternal and‘qigﬁifiedfway,,is as stubborn as the rebellious
%piritsfthat a magician might have called out of the deep."(44)

It is the same experience that comes to any ore;'
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ative workers like poets, novelists or the wiser legislators.
Charaoters in novels have a most embarrassing way of dis-
concerting their creators. Once created a character per-
sists in being 1tself often to the confusion of the author
himself and even to upsetting an entire plot If the char-
acter does not persist in a life of its own, it dies on the
Publisher's hands the first trip out. Thaokeray was asked
whether Becky Sharp wes really bad or.only seemed so and
the author of . Vanity Fair replied that he didn't know,
he'd always wondered himselr.‘ Naturally then, Beoky is one
Of the realest characters in fiction.‘ She wes madeto keep
people guessing and she did S0 even to her creator. The
way laws when applied spring surprises on the men who make
them as is notable in the case or Volstead is akin to what
Royce calls "the news of the day, the unexpected events
and the fortune" of.a creative mathematician.
Among mathematioians, there is a theory of Dootrinal
Functions, which seems destined to enrich and influence the
igeneral lire of thought as much as the Law of Gravity afreot-'
ed humanity's physical interests and welfare. Both Grav-
1ty and Functions are innovations in our thinhing, subject
“to replacement by subsequent disooveries either of new
facts or.of new possibilities. The Law of Gravity is a Te-
lational system for bodies mutually determining each other's
activities. A Doctrinal Funotion is a relational system -

for conoepts mutually determining each other's meaning. (45)
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A Dootrinal Funotion is on‘aﬁtonomous'oollection of
‘ PrOPOSitionai'Functions;'so'this disoussion must begin with
the latter, which owe their nambhtoﬁBerﬁrandeussoll. The
commonest meaning for "function" by'itself,‘is'mutual de=
‘termination, i.e. variables depending on each other, - for
example;-variaﬁiOn in srea depending on veriation of the
lengths of the sides, OF, yeriation in stock market aotivi-
ty depending on variations in ‘political policy.

A Propositional Funotion, nowever . '1s “eny state-

ment conteining one or ‘more reel veriables". A veriable
is any symbol which represents & ‘yariety or ‘meenings OF
values, which are not‘indicated‘in‘the"original statement
but which nevertheless, are found, upon;tfial fo fit into
it.‘ Now, be it noted, Propositional Functions are ggg
PrO§Oéitions. Only the {ntroduction of speoifio values for
the varisbles can produoe‘pfopositioﬁs;‘ For example; tO
employ one of Keyser‘s illustrations, xﬁyl-9~18 a Propos-
itionel Funotion. Only upon substituting valués‘for‘x
and y do SPeeifio propositions exist' 34 6=9, 2 ¥7=9,
5 44=9, end so on, . The . question OF truth or falsity
first 1nxrudes at this’poinxo»‘Suppose other numbers were
suhstituted for x and y; 7 + 8% 9, 10 {-50==9! So~called
truth and Talsity exist only in the propositions, not in

the Propositional Function. X % T = =9 is neither. true nor
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-ﬂi$9§‘ 1t simply is end no such judgement can be passed

on 1%, Furthermore,aPropositional Function, in one
sense‘is itself a’variablea -It varles in content; its
Various "values" are all the specific true proposmions

which result when valid substitutions are made for the
Vari&bles,in the original statement,,‘Hence,there might;t: |
begsuoh a thing_as,a,valueless Propositional Funetion,.evenw
though 1% could not be,adjudged:true or false.

. A1l geometrical postulates and:theorems are
Pr°P081tional Functions. The Euclidean'postulate or S0~
called axiom, "the whole is ‘greater than any-of its parts?
is a Bropositional runction.‘ "Whole" - and ﬂPart"-are ‘the
variables, ‘Values for "Whole" might be "$1", "the United
States"v "Christianity", or "the Infinite whole numbexr
Series";

;&ndjthe corresponding values .of "Part" could be

"' dime", "Louisiana", Methodism", "or the infinite prime-

Dumber series," Thus.v

- -

‘"The“United States is greater than Louisiana,

. "Tpg infinite whole~number series“is greater
- then the infinite Prime number series.

If all the above suggested substitutions were
carried out the first three sets of values would 8179
Yrue Pr°positions,'- but the last (substituting infinite
Bumber series) glves a ralse proposition, for in the o
.realm of. the infinite ‘the whole is. not greater than its

parts. There are as many prime numbers possible as whole
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nnmbers for there can always be one more than n for eigher,
(Even ‘though false, this last is nevertheless a proposition
sfperfeotlyncorrect;as<far~as form is concerned, but it is
»ffalsiried'by inadmissable variables.
4? - . The algebraical binomial-theorem is a most inter-
?&°3t138~illﬁstration.of‘a:Propositional*Eunotion. The?fbié
- nomial" ang fhe "exponenf"“are:the variables. Until, however,
. Walues are 1ntroaucedvf0r‘them, there is: no true or false
-Proposition; - merely a form. _ |
" The more perfect the Propositional Function, the

= more varied ars 1ts‘admiss§ble‘values, = that is to say,
‘the more  substitutions therse can be which will give true

' Propositions. x4 y=9 has obviously limited values for
| its variables, = If true propositions ere to result, there is
for any one value of x only one oorrespondingly possible
“? value for y., If either x or ¥y is valued above 4%, the
-~ other mist be valued. correspondingly lower. --To substituta_
-other values is to Produce a monstrous . .or ridiculous -
effect, notrcompatible with the accepted conception of 9.

Bueclia's whole-part axiom, in turn, is- limited to ‘the finite

realm if aubstitutions are .o produce true propositions.
; The, binomial-theorem 1s more perfeot in that it gives mean-
ing to Tar more substitutions. It is indeed conceded to be

| quite impossible. to exhaust -the numbrical substitutions

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission



- 45 -

Which could be made and which would result in true pro-
VP081tions, - 1.e. would result in nothing imcompatible
‘With the number reelm of which it is a part.
?his theory of Propositional Functions is in
10 way restricted to the traditional mathematical field.
There are, .as Keyser mentions, the Propositional Functions
of the Declaration of Independence, - its "form" of
-Freedom”ana Equality of Men, with the substitution of
~V'Values for "freedom" and "equality"' freedom of speech and
Of the press, equality of rights and of pportunity. Hence
!the 8pecifioc propositions of our government. Moral codes
' 8ré Propositionsl Functions; moral aots are propositions
born out of the parent function upon the admission of
humen varisbles;
In any figld whatsoever there are wide variations
~1n the adequacy of the Propositional Funotions, for it
- TUst be remembered that the‘Propositibnal’Funotions, as
- ®Xplained before, are themselves variables, the extent of
their variation depending on the variety of true proposi-
- tlons which can emerge from them. This can be illustrated
by two Propositional Functions in art., The Bropositional
Funotion for one artist might be a comic strip oharacter,
say Jiggs, used as en ornement. The propositions would |
be the individual ornaments produced as expressions of
. Tthe "formn Jiggs. As variables, or media of expressions
one could” admit papbr-maohe wood plaster ‘bronze, gold

Platinum or marble. They all fit, 1.e.:the idea can be

e .
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i carried out with any one of them. With papier-magﬁé:

| Wood and plaster, the Jiggs propositions might not appeal

| tQ everybody, but at least they are not glaringly mon- -
Strous or atrocious. With bronze or marble, howwer,
§8Decia11y if of heroic size, and with.gold or platinum
1n any size, it may be anticipated that the Jiggs -pro-
POsitions would arouse a very general sense of incompat-~

| 1bility with our existing concepts of the beauty or import-

| ance Of the Jiggs-function. Jiggs-art is of the caliber .
Of the Propqsitional Funotion x # y=9., By way of con-
trast, there is a sufficlency and amplitude of perfection
1n the Greek Discus-Throver form, such that no matter what
'Variable is the medium of expression, from charcoal marks
%o carved ivory, the truth of its beeuty and hermony with
8Xisting concepts of athleticism are there. Disous-Thrower
ért 1s more of the caliber of the binomial theorem as a
Propositional Funotion,

Then comes the question - what is common fo such
®Xtremes, inasmuch as certain simple values for the
Vériables, like plaster, produce true propbsitiéns from
DOth?  Are these strangely contrasting ert-forms them-
Selves variables in a higher function? Is there hope of
S0ything S0 perfect that every one of the variables!
POssible values may be introduced with not one false
Te8ult? Can there be a perfect art-idea realizable in

al ‘ 5 ’
1 media? 4g Einstein asks, and at least partly answers

ares
flrmatively in 1929, is there a unitary field for all

r ‘ .
gravitation eng electro-magnetism? Again, can there be a
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Perféct geometry including all concepts of space,
fhree-dimensional or otherwise? Can there be any moral
1deal which is an adequate criterion for all human acts?

Ascending this scale of complexity to richer
Tealms of implication, Keyser, havingypaésed through
Propositions to Propositional Functions, next groups
lEEiSQLLx associated Propositional Functions into Doctrines,
Grouping all of Euclid's logloally interdependent postu-
lates and theorems ( i.e. all of Euclid's Propositional
~Funetions) together, Keyser denominates them the Euclid-
©an Doctrine of Geometry. Therq are also non-Euclidean
QQSEEiggg of Geometry. Likewise there oan be a comic-
8%rip Doctrine of Art and a classical Doctrine of Art.
Vhetever is the ‘all-inclusive idea back of either the
G°°m§try Dootrines or the Art Dooctrines or any other class
Of Doctrines 1sADocrrinal Funotion, Doctrines, i.e.
groups of Propositional Functions, ere the values for the:
Variables in Doctrinal Functiors,

To trace this derinifely - ordinary numbers gre
the falués'of all variables, such as x gnd y, in the Pro-
‘b°81tiona1 Funotions known as the binomial theorem, De |
TM°i¥n?s theorem, and their ilk., These loglcally associated
Prépoéifiohal Functions constitute a dootrine of algebra, _
This doctrine of algebra with all other possible algebraical
8¥8tems, in turn, perform as values in the Doctrinal Func-

' Tion of algebra. Or, in the field of physics, the Newtonian
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gravitational system is one Doctrine or group of Prqpos—
itional Funotions; and the electro-magnetic system is anoth-
€T Doctrine or group of Propositional Functions, and in
turﬁ they both may be now destined to be variables in the
New Einsteinian Unitary Doctrinal Function of physics.

To féllow thls sequence once more - papier-maché: plaster,
I.’:."!itinum and other substances are the values of variables,
1. e. are the media of sucﬁ plastic art as the Proposi-
tional Functions, Jiggs end Discus-Thrower. The Proposi-
‘tionel Functions, Tiggs, Disous-~Thrower, Winged Victory,
Liberty Lighting the World, Venus de Milo, - logloally re-
i&ted‘by'appealing, in some degree at least, to human
Yaste, - constitute a dootrine of art. This dootrine of
art, 1,e, plastic art, along with other aoctrings of art,
88 painting, music and dancing, in turn perform as values
Tor the variables in the more inclusgeive concept or
Doctringl Function denominated Art or Beauty.

| Upon getting this high up in the hierarchy of
Telational forms, it appears one ié no longer dealing with
Content, but with pure relations of forms as forms, and 1s
°R the way to asserting a form of all forms, which is an
®nd-in-itself, All else has true values only insofar as
1t partakes of the nature of the supreme "form". This is
Substantiaily the same trend which Einstein noted in a
S¥ndicated newspaper artiocle, in whioch he says: "The
6haraoteristic35 which especilally dbstinguish;;.;"the

b
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Wnitary field theory from other physical theories are the

‘deeree»of fofmal speculation, the slender empirical basis,
the boldness of theoretical construction and, finally, the

'quAamenfal reliance on the uniformity of the secrets of
natural law ana their amccessibility to the speculative in-
telleoy (46)

" This is moreover the characteristic of all
Teally highér mathematics or higher philosophy. Tie maeth-
Smatician, Poinoard, remarks in this connection, ?the true
inventor is not the workman who has patiently built some
Tow combinations, but he who has shown their relationships,
their parentage. The former saw only the mere faot, the
Other alone felt the soul of thé faot, Oftentimes for the
indication of this parentage, it has served the inventorjs
PurPOBé to invent e new name end this name becomes creative?
(a7), ’ |
o Keyser, explaining his own terminology of Doo-
trines and Dootrinal Functions, says:

| ®A dootrine i1s the offspring of a marriage - the
Marriage of subject matter and pure form. If the doctrine
rhe true, we may oall it an autonomous truth -~ the most
beautiful and moat precious thing in the world - for 1t hes
fhe doctrinal funotion'é beauty of form; it has the beauty
of tl‘uth; éna is besides tinged with the warmth end living

%0lors of some species of subject matter in which our praof

tical 1ife 1s immersed and finds its interest and its sus-

ten&nOG;vif, on the other hand, the doctrine be untrue, then .

1% is not = falsehood, merely, but it is an asutonomous
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falsehood; this is indeed not a precious thing, it is the
very Opposite and yet; strenge to say, - for so pervasive is
beauty in our world - en eutonomous falsehood, despite its
having the ugliness of untruth, has all the beauty of per-
Taotion, the form of the doctrinal function whence it was
derivea,n (4g)

‘ At dbout this point, the observant student of
Plato wonders ir Keyser has not led him through the barbed
¥ire entenglements of methematics only to bring him to the
Sele destination as does the broad highway of traditional
Platonism; ﬁeyser admits that he has done just this. The
theory of Dootrinal Funoctions, he frankly assures us, "ac-
°0rds perfectly with the saying - reiterated msny times and
1n many forms since thé golden days of Plato that mathema-
ti°s contemplates Being under the aspect of Eternity; for
1% 1s perfectly clear that doctrinal functions, though
their discovery by man is a temporal event, are themselves
tlueless ~ tolder than -the Sun or the Sky' and destined %o
Survive allﬁthings that are under the law of change and the
d00m ot deatn," (49)

But 15 a Dootrinal Funotion 1dentiqal with a

Platonio Abéolute? If so, one may react against suoch an at-
titude op Keyser's exactly as Aristotle reacted against
Plato, 13 mey also be added that careful study of Keyserts
; W°rks;,aé also of Plato's works, brings out by implication

ﬁ | . hich cen be
: 1P noy by direct assertion the very criticisms w

g s et i e

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



- 51 -

levelled against ‘them. .On the preliminary assumption,
hOWGVer that this Columbia professor malnly presents
nothing but. the Plabnic Absolute in mathematical guise;
'there 18 room for protest that a funotion Without values
for.its\variables can no more be unchangeably real than a
PlatonicVAbsolute‘with«nofparticular subsumed under it, or
the kind of Being which the Strange? in the Sophist (50)
warneq against asb"remainingvin awrulﬂunmeaningness'sn évér-'
laSting'fixture;" i ~Aristotle, the first- serious student of
this Platonic problem exoept Plato. himself, sought "ends-"j,f:'
1n-themselves " i.e. ideas of values for their own sekes;
He Dresents Heppiness in the Nichomachean Ethics as suoh a
Value.. His" God, the Unmoved'Mover, is also an End per‘se.
Yst‘nowend, which Aristotle speoified, sesmed”to’him‘neelf
Without partioulars to menifest 1t: ‘Beality did not oon-
S18t of "surviving ell things thet ave under the law of
ohange", that awful ummeaningness of an everlasting fixture,
but-ithdideoonsist of capsacity. to gdmit an inexheustible
teénge of values for its variabless "'~ = |
There wes nothing”Aristotle's‘UnmovedfMoverloould
not move ' ag ailoved*obJect‘motes.the'ldver; Yet‘ifbleft‘sll '
alone, surviving all possible substitutions for 1ts variables,
it might‘be Unmoved but it wonld no*-longer be a Mover.
Aristotle‘s Happiness is a Doctrinal- Function, but not quite
of the order of the traditional Platonio Absolute.- Happi-

Ness, the Stagirite says,.1s_the-most‘perfeot exercise-of“'
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humen faoulties. Humsn faculties! Oould there be & more
inexhaustible range for variables? Gould Happiness persist
if thse variables were exhausted? ot according o Aris-*
totle for the only rrustration he saw for the functioning
°r Happiness was & shortage or laok of variables, 1.6, in-
°°mplete substitution, or being valueless.‘"Nothins 1?*;
°°mPlete can be Happiness" ‘he insisted with ‘as much assur-
ance as a mathematieian's eonvietion that it matters not

whether the - Binomial Theorem applies to B . 129
o o 3. 8 tyafro4vis |
‘x‘*Y)..‘ ~or.to {EX +253+—L" E(X '35) L%r]}
The pOint 18 to complete the operation, be it simple or com-
plex." “ith human capaeities as the variables in Happiness,
Aristotle lists ugliness, 10w—birth, loneliness, ohildless- |
neBS as things which prevenm Happiness end every one of these
18 an inoomplete humen raculty, - it is & partial substitu-
tion in the funotion of Happiness. These values do not seemn
to be negatives. They are rather insuifioient. Hnman ugli-
kness is usuelly & shortage of beauty rather then a full neg-
ation of it ror it is rare, if not impossible, to find an |
ugly human without one redeeming feature. Loneliness differs
from solitude which does negate compenionship. Lord.iness 18
insuffioient companionship. It is as though in the lons
binomial above one made substitutions for all the varisbles

°X°9Pt ) and q. ‘No real proposition would resalt.‘ With

‘partial substitution in eny individual case, miserY supersedes
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Happiness;' Wene"fhere %o bé*ﬁaftiéi”di”ﬁa substitutions
in the case of all humenity, Happiness, instead of "survi-;
Ving all things that are under the law of change" would
disappear all ‘together, Verily, if the unchanging reality

©f the Unmoved Mover does ohange when there's nothing for }
~the Mover to move, what absolutism is there in an Invar—
1able Variable with nothing t0 vary? | - '
“, Beautiful as pure Happiness might seem in the
Torm of a mere concept or'a so-oalled Platonio Absolute, o
Aristotle had the instrumental feeling, the functional
‘Sense- No- Doctrinal nor Propositional Functlon means any- i
thing if indeed it is anything, unless there are one or
moze &pplioable substitutions for 1ts variables. Contra-
Tiwis? of whet aveil is a variable whioh oannot be intro-“
Quceq into a funotioning system? Instrumentalists, like
T. 4. Stewart of Oxford, now count Plato maligned if it
18 0laimed he was not fully as well aware of this as ‘his
bri@ht pupil, Aristotle. .It isn't hard to find it in Plato,
e84 thet will be ‘the task in Part IV of this discussion:
It ‘behooves us rirst howeveg to hearken again
%o the warning against’ ‘the sutonomous falsehood ‘which
"Qespite its having the ugliness of untruth, has all the
beauty of perreotion, ‘the form of the doctrinal funotion
Whence 1t was derived." | | . |
"We are‘living in a world," Keyser points out at

Present, "where it‘isvpossible_to‘hane.an~infinitude'of'
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ralse_Propositione wh;eh,_theugh:difier;ng among themselves .
PBYOholegically_innen en@lees,variety of ways, are yet but
222‘1n point er rerm,,ebselute;y~identiee;,in‘logicalvrrame
or Structure." 1; o o o , \
Abundent 1llustrations of this ere afforded in the
law courts of the United States. Very conspicuous was that
1n°°n8ruous combination of psychological oddity and logioal
Tleldity in the Remus murder triel in Cincimnati in 1927,
Here Ooourred the strange ooineidence of 8 prisoner, charged
With insanity, himself & lawyer, representing himself in his
»°Wn defense and personally oross-examining the alienists who
Were tTying to prove him inssne. And it all fitted "validly"
in. ‘the legal "form" or, in other words, wes a perfeot doc-
,t?ine of court procedure} With the ironic definiteness of
pqpular»speecﬁ, if”werkea,“beagtifg;ly";r Naturally this
 8buse Of:perfecfioﬁ, rﬁiléfit.eannop berrefuted,,does pre-
Qibitete‘a‘desire rorvrew‘end:betrerrPoetripel‘Funotiens’in
It'beoeﬁeevrecessary then: to. note,. as,Keyser him-
Self does, that a really. autoncmous doctrine is more en ideal
th&n 8 reality, because of the "inherent intractableness of
the great subject matters with which.most dootrines deals"
The test of time constantly dents or shatters our supreme
h°P° of having at last found something everlastingly and. in-
‘disput&bly truel

The sort of thing which happens with moral doctrines,
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for'exomﬁle' 1s‘effectively“deécoibed by Herbert Spenoer,
‘&Pr0pos of altruistic hedonism:

“"The sympathetic nature gets pleasure by\giving
'Dleasure; and’the‘proposition“isfthat if the general;haipi-
Ness is the objeotiof pursuit, each will be made haopyj'y
Witnessing other's happiness. But what; in such caso, |
Constitutes the ﬁappineés of cthers? ?hese others'are‘a;oo,
by the.hypothesis;’pursuers and receivers of altru}sfict ;o
Pleasure, :The genesis of altruistio"pleosgre in eaoo'is'v
depend upon'the»display*Of-pleasure*by'others;fand.sofon-»v
Perpetually, ﬁheré, then is the pleasure to begin?
Obvioualy there must be some egoistio pleasure’ somewhere |
berore there can be the altruistic’ pleasure caused by symr
Pathy with i, Obviously therefore, eaoh must be egoistize
1in que &mount;le%en only with the'viewfof giving othoro |
POsSsibility of being altruistic. So far»fromothe sum of‘s
haPPineSS’boing made greater if’ali’make-general happinesl

 the exclusive end, the sum diseppears entirely." (51)

Hegel uses this type of dootrine’ arising from a -
beautiful though doubtful runotion to prove.that in ony N
Teciprocal systém; as with a funotion’andkitsyvafiableo OQ.
mutuallY'establishingreaoh”other; there is not usually o
Plete autonomy or self-sufficency. - Spenoer did hit on a é d
Pair of mntually determining parts; - the sympathetie nature an |

those with which it sympathizes, - but unless there ts an’
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outside ractor, person or decisive power to assign to one
or the variables the velue of receiving as well as giving
symphathy, the function'fritters {tself away in non-sense.
Hence Hegel's own resching after & more perfect Dcctrinal’
Funotion in his triad form of thesis-entithesis-synthesis,
where an 12§§£.necessity generates & continuous sequence.
After a start is made with any functions and

variables 2 the next test is whether all else involved With
1t 1s compatible. If not, the trouble may 1ie in the
selection of veriables or in mistaking a mere proposition or
doctrine for a Bropositionel Function or a Doctrinal Function.‘
Euclid's geometry, for example, was for centuries supposed
to be what csn now be called a Doctrinel runction of all
space relations. With the introduction of space of four or
more dimensions, it became patent that Euclid's system wa.s
only a Doctrine - the Doctrine of three dimensional space -~
and not the Doctrinal Function oi‘ all space. The capacity
'for prOgressively recognizing these limitationa as in-
creasing experience reveals them is whst makes’ progrees in
‘oom@rehension and consistent activity pcssible. But what is
the feeling we have which indicates such trouble or gives a
sense of complaeeney when all is well? Keyser answers:

| © "Whatever logical compatibility may be, 1t evident-
1y is such “$hat compatibility end incompatibility are Te-

lated somewhat as pleasure and pain, as cosmos and cheos, &8
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music and noise, as health and disease, &s harmony and
discord, as beauty and ugliness. SR .

"Is ¢ompatibllity then an emotion, a feeling, &
mere sentiment? If it be, it is a sentiment of forms". (52)

I W1uld like to spesak of this as a rhythmio sense -

ﬁhiS_Sense of compatibility. Perhaps the progressive rhythm
of Hegel's triadic systen comes as near %0 expressing it
as ié;PCQSible at present. Whatever it be, however, as long
as function and variable maintaein the harmony of compatibil-
ity with each other, a Newton oIr an Einstein can calculate
stupendous problems without & helt. ANy variation from
that rhythm halts them as suddenly as a CcTamp halts a swim-
mer, 'Functiona; sensitivity mey come to-have as drective &
bearing in all of life as the Sooratic dsemon had in hold-
ing the great Greek to his course. |

Although only methematicians can feel comforteble
in all thé mezes of modern theory, the ayarsge man has 10
reason on that acoount, '4t0 be in a haze of incomprehension
himself. "The child, today, " Dewey glves assurance,
"soon regards as constituent parts of objects, qnalities that
onoe it required the 1ntelligenoe of a Coparnicus or a New-
ton to comprehend." Any grade school child can get a suf-
ficient_practical 1@9& of the law of gravity, and of the
sun as the center of the Universe. Modern, free mathematical

concepts can become egually comprehensible when they ere

in more current use. As succeeding generations see pPurpose

\
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and meaning in Mathematical studies, the educated popula-
tion, it may be anticipated, will more conmonly press oOn

to a taste of higher mathematios with its invariants,
h'yl?erspacses variables and functions " stch thinss as Will
give elasticity to 1ntelligant 1maginations along with '
Precision of method T It may belnped that this soience will

reS&in the lure whioh gave 1t perennial rascination %0 the

Greek scholar.
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PLATONISM AS- FUNCTION '

| Thiavhierarchy of Funotions is the methodology
‘ Pfuinstrumentalismt It is experiential, 1nduct1ve and de-
ductive., The values for the variables are derived from
experience. Ay first they are the many in’ehaos. Then re-
lationing sets in - by compulsion, by chance, by ihher
‘necessity? Ardent exponents of all three will expound their
relative claims eagerly enough.{ Yet to humanity as knower,
»Whatever mey be known becomes patent in the process, or es
| true Ainstrumentalists would say, in the situation. Certain
.groupings become menifest in any experienoe.. He who codi-
| Ties them in any sort of & formula with‘variables has made
an inductive leap to the first funotional form, as for
: eXBmple when Galileo formnlated the laws of falling bodies.
Thenoe he prooeeds through the whole hierarchy untll a
true Dootrinal Function appears as en all inclusive ahStration;
He who can’ asoend this soale is the one Poincare referred to
as an inventor who feels the soul of & fact. (p.49)
In such a revelation - the Ahsolute appears as &
Dootrinal Funotion, separate and imenent, 88 the ebstract is
to its oonerete, as connotation is to denotation: Now it
haS been shown (p. 63 of this thesis) how the PropoSitional
Tunction would ehange or vanlsh (whioh, after all, is &

°hanee) if it hed no values for its variebles; @&s the Un-

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



- 80 =

moved Mover would no ‘longer ‘be the same withlnothlng to

mamr——

move: 1Furthermore Keyser has seid (quoted on P ;46 Y thet
the Propositional Function is’ itself e variable ina |
higher group or Doctrine: A1l of its true propositions “are

values, How:- it is to the point 0 ask now - oan Keyser

e e e s o

. escape in the oase of Doctrinal- Funoctions, ¥ he”Very'oon-
olusion which he maintains for~Propositional Functions?
. Wby lsn't a Dootrinal“Fonotion,'howevor unchanging an
Absolute it moy seem nevertheless a varisble with all 1ts
doctrines; - why imn't it incapeble of - survivihé;"allftﬁings
that are under the law of change. and the doom of death."
;t certainly would not'survive if 1% ned no true Doctrines
as values. Autonomy would seem to require’ this conclusion
unless one escapes by a bold leap of hypostatization and.
emencipates the Doctrinal Tunction alone f£rom logioal héoes-
sity. The one and the meny both both either are OT BTe ‘not} o
The‘Doofrinal Function or Absolute Idea may 4ndeed be pro-
nounced a structural feature of the universe but only "be-“l
: cause of its limiting funotion in relation tO other traits
of events" to quote Dewey‘again; ‘ o
“In Plato's philosophy, we may identify the Funoc-

tional elements as follows.

I The Values for the simplest variables'éré the

varlous<1tems of experience in the physioal, moral, S ocial,j'

political or any other aspect oOf 11fe.

II The Propositional Functions are formulated}
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groups of these experiences. For example, Justice, in any
formulation with variables is»éne of the moral Propositional
Functions; Consider the first book of the Republic, which
cbntaine three characteristio,propositionallfunctions‘of
Justice, ‘ '
| " 1. To tell the truth and pay your debts is justice:
(55) - . . . A ,
| "Truth" and "debts" are the variables. 4 few
values arenéuggeétedAiﬁ then&ialogue,‘AS»for'example "moneyf
or the "arms of a man ﬁho turns mad." ‘Byisubstitutiné the
Tirst we get the proposition "To tell how much one aves and
to pay that amount is-justioe;“ By substituting the second
we get the proposition "To tell alman he has gone mad and
to return his sword_to ﬁim is justice." The first is con-
sidered a true proposition, and the seéond is promptly |
agreed to be false, The insinuation in séying,the propos-
ition has too manyﬁexéeptioﬁs,is'th@tthe Propqsitional
Function as fdrmulated;has not enough admissable values for
1ts variables to be worth while.

.2, To do good to friends and harm to enemies
1s‘Justice;~(54)» |

Hére—ara four variables, "good", "friends";
"harm", and:"enemies"a'f"Allianqes",énd "1971_':311'"i are offered
as values foﬁ‘"gdod"'andf"harm"; and ano%her”pair of‘suggest—
ed values for %he s;me twé‘iS»;money pgrtnérships" and  ”

"stealing"; _"Real" and‘ﬂSeemiﬁgﬂ are the proposed values

- - -~ - L -
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. for both "friends" and"ememies". Or "good people" may
‘hsbe'the #elue for‘&frieﬁds"7eﬁd."evil ﬁébpie" for‘ﬁenemies“.,v
/HL- or even combinations of these values are proposed, "seem-
‘5ing and real, geod friends" and "seeming andlreel; eVll 4
enemies", The‘valuesiin the end-all seem to be as much
' variables as the original variables themselves. Unable
j to agree on eny simple values for the variables, the Pro-
~~~~ , postlonal Funotion is abandoned. -
| %. The interest of the stronger is justice (55)
"lnterest"'and "the stronger" are the varisbles.
:? The rirst pair of values ofrered is "eating beef" and
) "wrestling" 1.4 "Eating beef by a wrestler is Justice.
Twovother values result in "Meking laws for rulers is
Justice;"orfagainlﬂFatteniné the,sheep_of\the shepherd is
justice." Then the debaters discuss at length the speci=
Tie values suggested‘- that“is,»whether it is the ruler=-
in-himself of‘fhe ruler-in-office, or the shepherd-per-se
or the shepherd-as-employee. Finally thisrProposiﬁional
Fﬁhetion is abandoned when consideretion of the kind:ee
Propositional Function "Injustice is stronger than”jﬁsticef
results in a bed parsdoxi | .
| The characteristic of the Sooratic method is
arriving at Propositional Functions by inductive leaps
from experience; then testing them by successive substitu-

‘tions end deductive inferences, with quite often ultimate

abandoning.of the Function and meking plans for another
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attempt later, Similarly, Propositiond Functions of eduoa-
tion, military training, philosophical guidance etc. are

- worked out in Books IIIAVIII. ’
III The Doctrines are the related groups of these

Propositional Functions. The Doctrine of Justice includes
all the above cited Propositional Functions as well as
those in Book 1T and also others found in Protagoras where
it resembles holiness' in Meno as virtue' and in the Laws
in 1ts legal aspect and anywhere else that values are sug-
gested.ror it. The worth of the Doctrine of Justice will
be tested by evaluating the Propositional Functions of
which it 1s ccmprieed to see’ 1f 1t has enough admissable.
‘values to make it manirest. _

| | In a like manner dll Propositional Functions as .
to piety will constitute a Doctrine of Piety._' |

| Or; in a more inclusive classification, all. Pro-
positional Functions of justice, piety, temperance, courage
Wisdom, etc. may constitute the Platonic Doctrine of |
Morality: " - | o
By associating other grcups, the Platonic Doctrine.'

or Statecraft becomes characteristically manifest and like-
wise Plato's aesthetics assume form when all the Proposi-
' tional Functions of pleasure, color, music and kindred var-
iables have their neoessary kinship revealed by their
oonsistent fulfillment of e Dootrine of Beauty:
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IV The Doctrinal Function hes the Doctrines as

its variables and the Propositional ‘Funotions which can. be
, truly substituted for their values. CIf there are no Pro-
positional Funotions which can be"truly" substituted for the
Doctrlnes, the Doctr1na1 Funotion is value-less (like an
Unmoved Mover with nothing %o Move) and one must always
guard ageinst a Doctrinal Function composed of heteronomous
or anautonomous Doctrines._ To Plato, of course, .the Doc-
trinal Funotion is the Good: |
' State the Good any way you will.
1. The Good is the Rational Order .of the Universe,
Seek - values for "rational order" among the Doctrines of
'Beauty, Justice, statesmanshlp and the rest. Do any of the
Propositional,Functions thus,substitubd.form a false
Doctrine? If so the Dootrinal-Funotion is not autonomous.
The search must 8till ‘be on’ for one that ise.
. 2, :The Good is the health and harmony of the souls
More substitution of Propositional Functions for-the‘Doc—
trines‘of "harmony" end "soul". ,Here again. one must be
prepared to realize that if the admissable velues are ex-
hausted and inadmissable values which falsify the Doctrine ,
begin to appear, one may have %o plead guilty to having
mistaken msrely a new Doctrine (1 e. & new grouping of

Propositional Tunctions) instead of what he had hoped in
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vain, would be & Doctrinal Function.

. That. Plato wes quite clear himself on:the successive
steps of this inductive ladder if one may sneak of it as -
such seems evident in Book VII of the Republic when "the
world is perplexed and wants to arrive at a decision and
asks What is absolute unity?". Rererring to arithmetic as
conductors to. truth he concludes. '

"Then this is a kind of knowledge which
legislation may fitly prescribe; and we must en-
deavor to persuade the principle men of our
state to go and learn arithmetic, not as ama-.
tews, but they must carry on the study until
they see the nature of numbers in the mind only;
nor again in the spitit of merchants or traders,
with a view to buying or selling, but for. the
sake of their military use, and of the sould

herself; and because this will be the easiest way

for her . to.pass from: generation to truth an :
beigg - (36) . L _ L

is not this progrees from empirical generation to rational

truth strikingly similar to the progress from the empiri--
cally induced and deductively verified theories of gravity
and electro-magnetism to the speculative unitary field of
Einstein's latest ratiocinations, which has already been
used to illustrate the Doctrinal Function in the field of
Physics? It is very possible that as the kinship of all
the sciences becomes more . apparent the unitary field theory
may prove to be only one cr ‘many other highly inclusive
Doctrines instead of a true Doctrinal Function. ' ’

" Besides arithmetical argument the seme Progres-

sion can be noted in a famous passagefinrthe Symposium..
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"He who would proceed rightly ... should be-
gin in youth .to turn to beautiful forms, and firs®.
if his instructor guide him rightly, he should
learn to love one such form only -~ out of that
he should create fair thoughts; and soon he will
himself perceive that the beanty of one form l1s
truly related to the beauty of another; and then
if beauty in general is his pursuit, how foolish
would he be not to recognize that the beauty in
every form is one and the same! And when he
perceived this he will abate his violent love
of the one, which he will despise and deem a
small thing, end will become a lover of all
beautiful forms; this will lead him on to con-
sider that the beauty of the mind is more honor-
able than the beauty of the outward form", So it
goes until at last "the vision is revealed to him
- 1n & single science, whioh is the science of
beauty everywhers.," (57) '
- ~ "For he who has learned to see the beautiful
in due.order and succession, when he comes toward
~-the end will suddenly perceive a nature of o
wondrous beauty and this, Soorates, is that final
.cause of all our former toils, which in the first
blace is everlasting. - not growing and decaying, ox

- ‘Wwaxing and waning;. in the next. place not fair in
one point of view and foul in another, or at one

- time or in one relation or at one place fair, at
another time or in another relation or at another
Pplace foul, as if fair to some and foul to others,
or in the likeness of a face or hands or any
other part of the bodily frame, or in any form of
Speech or knowledge, nor existing in any other
being; as for example, an animal, whether in.
earth or heaven, but beauty only, absolute, sep-
~arate, simple and everlasting, which without
diminution and without increase, or any change,
is imparted to the ever-growing and perishing
beauties of all other things. He who under the
influence of true love rising upward from these .
begins to see that beauty is not far from the
end. And the true order of going or being led .
by another to the things of love, is to use the -
beauties of the earth as steps along which mounts
upwards for the sake of that other beauty,
going from one to two and from two to all fair
forms, and from fair forms to fair actions, and
from fair actions to fair notions, until from

fair notions he arrives at the notion of absolute:

. beauty, and at last knows what the essence of
beauty is." (58) - -
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Is it necessary to mark the points of contact
in this passage formerly considered s'traditionaliSt bul-
wark? (59) To indicate them priefly; however, first there
is the induotive leap from fair forms to Teir thoughts
revealing as a Propositional Funotion how all the fair
forms mightifit in as values for the variesbles in a thought
of beauty, thus meking evident how the forms‘arestruly re-
lated. Then the steps of abstrsotion to the completely
abstracted Doctrinal Function of Beauty as an essence.
Next, thesdsscription.of the funcfioning of this "wondrous
beauty"s It is complete and adequate to'ap even higher ‘
degree than the binomial theorem end in e similer manner,
it need not ﬁax and wane, fof, as formulated, it applies
to all quantities, greaet or smell., It edmits unlimited
values for its variables. In other words substitutions
do not make it now ‘true, now false (i.e, fair in one '
point of view and foul in enother); and whether it be faces,
hends; forms of speech or animals that which cen be sub~
stituted at all is thereupon ;évealed'in the beauty of the
Absolute form. _ ' )

‘Most interesting perhaps is the comment,oh it
as "beauty only, absolute, separate; simple and -everlasting,
whioh without diminution and without inorease, or any change,
18 imparted to the gyer-growing and perishing beauties of
all other things:" Could this be enything but a funetion-
al relation: - the pure, enduring abstrac¢ persisting
forever with and through the ever—growing and perishing |

conorete values? Separate as connotation is from denotation,
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everl&sting and unchenging as is the relation between
and abstrect end 1ts concrete, reciprooal real—ization
is a funotional relation, s0 long gs they both poth shall be.
In %his as in all other handlings of the 10ne
end. Many" puzzle, there mnst go the companion warning S0
°h9mine_1y expressed in the Philebus. | |
" ‘wany young man when he pirst tastes
~ these.subtletlies, 1s delignted, and fencies
that he has found e treasure of W isdom in
. the Tirst enthusissm of nis joy he sets: Anot
every stone, but) every thought rolling,-
 now converting .the meny into the onéy an
kneading them together, now unfolding and .
dividing them; he puzzles himse elf Tirst and
above all, and then he proceeds 1O puzzle
“his neighbors, whether they are older or
younger, .or of his own age - that mekes no
ﬁifference° neither father nor mother does
he spere; no humen being wno nas ears 1is
_safe from him, hardly even his d4og, and &
barbarian would have 1o chance with nim,
if an interpreter could only be found.‘,(ee)

This is & suitable expression for. “the Te-
PTO&ches which might fe.irly be expect_ed from such 8
ﬁoho}ar as Paul Elmer More, who frankly maintains thet in-
Stmef}taliéts are prone to vdoing.vio‘lence to ,:aalflabnio ;
readings. Yet I wonder if this punctionel view nhes not
something in it‘which is not wholly foreign 0. Dr. More's
own 1nterpretations, at leasb in pert. This POSSibility
oan only be indicated by quoting DT Jore's view dizectlys
as for example, his evaluation of the role of -imaginations

“The central truth of. dualism is @ recosnition
of the absolute distinction between the two elements of
our conscious being end &n admission of the impossibllity
°f'findine.any.rationally positive expl&n&tion of the

mutuael intersotion of these 4wo elements. We ¥now that Our
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concupiscent soul is, or ought $o be, under the jurisdic-
tion of the spirit yet our analytic reason cen express
this jurisdiotion only in terms of suspension and an inner-
oheck. (He is presenting here a psychological analysis
wof the Ideas as a basis for merality.E Bs) But the o
human mind cannot rest comfortably in this state of mere
negation' it is impelled by its very nature to seek some
positive expression for these superrational facts of
;consciousness, and it is Just here that another faculty,
‘the imagination steps in to perform.what was impossible

to the reason. In its lower activity the imagination is the
lpower by which the sensations derived through the organs
or sight and the rest are projected outside of the nmind
Aas objects of perception. The imagination can also go
Lbeyoihd this function and, ‘after recombining at pleasure
.the data or perception, can project these new combinations
.into the void as things having to the mind a certain de-
gree of independent existence. Thus, the landscape con-
,ceived by the artist or the character conceived by the ‘
poet is thrown out into the world or objective existenoes.
‘Ana s0, 'by 8 8till higher aotivity, the imagination .
vessays to deal with the immediate data of consciousness,
as it deals with those of sensation. Justice, which to
the reason was only a negation of our positive impulses,
vis, like the oreation of the artist projeoted outside of
| the soul so as to become a positive entity with a life

‘and habitation of its own and the soul under the control
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©Of moral force seems itself to be reaching out to touch
and take into its possession that which 1s, in a way its
own creation,

"These imaginative‘projections.ofwthefraots of

' moraliconséiousneés<are”the.true‘Platonio ideas. Hence
their peculiarity: though the most intimaté realities of
experience, things of which our knowledge is so firm and’
Sure that of other things we seem in comparison to have
only opinion, yet the moment we'apply our discursive
T'eason to,them,4the moment we undertake to describe them
in intellectual terms, they melt away into nothingnesé;
like the dew in the’ clear dry bregh of the morning."(sl)
| Upon ‘thorough anelysis, is i1t not rather
difricult to define -eny great difference between this
‘Creative power of the imegination and a good; vigorous,

'inductive‘leap fromvconcretg,to<abstraot; preserved"there—
after as that which-Keyser.dalls-a "gentiment of forms"
and Poincaré ocalls.'the soul of a fact"? True; More -
himself, later argues back into this. imaginative pro-
duet on a priorism of moral immutability, insisting that
the truth is present to consciousness before it has been
©voked for the inner eye as. a form, but unfortunately -
he givesvno special passages in support of th185~(62§
33 d05§ mention Plato's phrase "the vision of understand-
ing" but 14 seems.tovimply‘nothing contrary to Keyser's
Yaeﬁtimeht of forms", and he also oités«theJSun'passaée‘
in the Republic, which, as already indiqated; is after

all g Ddotrinql Funotion giving order to the variables

i
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‘iSVen among mathematioians themselves, what appears is a

‘made concrete, - but therés nothing about that destruct—

- 71 -

.and meaning to their values. When he said that applying
’Our discursive reason to Ideas makes them melt away, is

:‘not their vanishing or metamorphosis fundamentally the

Same thing which happens to the binomial theorem when

. Values are inserted for the variables? Put plain numbers

in Place of the x,y,zs eto. and to all except people With

the "vision of understanding" or & "sentiment of forms" -

Pl

'°°n810meration of figures. In other words, by substitution,

1t becomes what Peter Abelard in the Twelfth Century

Paradoxically termed "an individualized universal" To

1ll 2 7
| ustrate (x + y) ‘ expands to zf + 2xy y y’ end as
- Such is a propositional function.‘ Substituting 2 + 5:

or 4 + 5 one can have 4+ 2:203 + 9 or 16 + 21405 ¥ 255

pand according to what 1s substituted the ultimate meaning

of the ‘Whole can be 25, 81 or inrinity, while, at the

_ Same time the original function, has disappeared for when
- one has arrived at an answer, the original’ letters, in-
‘;d‘°°8, signs, in fact the whole form has melted away in-’

: t° nothingness. The Propositional Function first became

a mere proposition and by carrying out the adding

‘ °P°r&tion as indicated it ultimately became simply a .

ney value. This happens every time an abstraction is

1V° ot the abstraction. As Plato was wise enough to |

‘Observe "Beauty (Form) only, absolute, separate, Simple
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and everlasting, without diminution and without increase,
Or any change, is imparted to the ever-growing and per-
ishing beauties (forms) of all other things. " The indi-
Vidual is right or true by virtue of the beauty of form -
- OF the universal, - '
. In the Phaedo discussion.of "twoness" Plato.
Seems to héve_anticipated‘the need of some sucﬁlfunction—
8l reasoning; for he quizzically remarks:
| "Nor em I any longer satisfied that I un-
‘derstand the reason why one or anything else is
either generated or destroyed or is at all, but.
I have in my mind some confused notion of a new
method, and can never admit this." - (63) -
Hisfconfused nqtiopxof”a,geWAmethod‘mé§ havéubeen clearer
in his own philosophy than he himself realized. :
A feeling of this relation~is hinted in a state-
Ment like this from the. Timaeus;
"Mind, the ruling power, persuaded neces-
81ty to bring the greater part of created things
‘to perfection, and thus in the beginning, when the
influence of reason got thegbetter of necessity,
. the universe was created:" (64) oo ‘
“?he influence of reason, it seémé,,formulated Propositional
'Fuﬂctions while the values for the variables were "oreated
thinss"é‘»Thanﬁtherejwas an ordered existence. "
The sharpest batile of meanings 1s waged, how-
- 8ver, in tﬁexnrmepides,;which necessitates more detailed
discussiongZ.The preliminary statement of the difficulty
haé~already been quoted on p.23 , .In the protracted One
@nd Meny discussion in this dialogue;,the'kéy&note seems

%o be just the'pbint made in the above mentioned quotai-
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‘tion, that no knowledge is possible without Absolute
Ideas experientially verified: (65) The Ideal world, in
other words, must be revealed to be the Real world gqua
Objeot of~knOWIedge (e suggestion, by the wy, of which
- Hegel took full advantege later:) Then, of course, scholers
run up against the;samé“difriOdlfy,'Dr; More notéd,above,
.namelyrthat’hévihg attained to the slightest conéeption
of the Ideas, an application of discursive reason seems
to make'them«utterly vanish. A Doctrinal or Prbposition-
al Funotion'aiwaxs‘turns into a mere doctrine or propos-
1tion the instent thatfvéiues are substituted for its
V&riables;_ TdreXPlain egain, the binomial theorem may
be a‘perfeotiy'intelligible Propositional Function but
to remain a function it must contain hhknoﬁns, x and y at
least. Let those unknowns become known end then the -
‘function is gone and the proposition is here: The inter-
esting feature of this view, however, is that x and y |
though unknowable; are always rediscoverable end verifiable
in empirical pfaétiée.’}Rediscdverablé?lees, and yet
never qan‘tﬁg fuiikimpliéationldf‘x an y, that is either
| °ne's‘totality'of'vélues’be put into words by‘disQﬁrsive
reaépn; Ifs'valueé cah.be specified to n +'l,?but‘there'
is stili-“n" defying disqursive reasoning. Nevertheless
X and y.ééhialwaYS;be‘satisfiédzby experience. The

abstract can be made concrete and can, moreover be Trecpv-
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.‘eredfagain'from the.concrete; 
~ Vhen Jowett says the residuum of the Parmenides:
is "the fdea - of 'being or 'good' which cannot be oon-
”Oeived derined “uttered and cannot be.got rid of", (66)
‘he seems to me to be- saying that this Idea cannot be

fu
11Y realized per se, cannot be expressed without variables,

§s°ann0t be presented 1n the concrete and still be a pure

- Torm, ang yet 1t inevitably revives as a form from the ex-

' istenoe of the concrete, or agin in the approximate 1an- -
guage of the Parmenides; -"The one becomes and is destroyed
by teking and giving up Being."' I think this can be
‘found in every hypothesis. ) | |

B - 'Hypothesis I (15704142b) 'Whet is one ocen never bé.ang;
1thing else but one. This argument ends by resolving the One
‘ into a mere name for nothing,»i.e. the absurdity of a Doo-
trinal Funotion with invariable variables, inconoeivable
‘Per se, ‘not recoverablg not to be,reoreated without values, -
804 abstraoct without conoretes from which to be ebstracted;

4Hypothesistrx,(14zb;1se) Unity is reel, - what is
.°ne must neverthelessfbe'real. This calls out a discussion
highly suggestive of what Josiah Royce later formulated in
fhis Supplementary Es say to Vol. I of "The World and the -
IndIVidual" as a Self-Representative System. Finally Plato
- Substantially presents the relation of functions end values

- Lo
2 T variables as follows: -(parenthesbs mine)
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"And being one and many and in process of generation and
‘destruOtion, when it becomes one the being of ‘the many per-
igh?5~(i.e. when 1% 1s‘a,Doctrinal.Fanotion the values for
the variables ‘are not evident)'ahd when many, ‘the peing of the
°ne is destroyed;" (i.e. when values- are substituted, the
' d°°trine or proposition appears, and the parent funotion in its
Tunctiongl aspect disappears.) |
Hypothesis III,(156-157b) ‘Non-existence of Unity

- -Telative to plurality. Plato here tries to grasp Reality at
-thevinstant of .transition (Bergson!s‘problem)oand'he‘reveals

& Perpetual priority and posteriority 1h the abstract and
‘°°n9r9te or‘the elternative of non-existence; There is exouse
Tor Wondering if he has not fallen into Zeno's error in this
‘Quibble, He seems to deal with transition\ae,ann1ntrins1o
Mality of the Reals in much the seme way thet Zeno. assumed
ISOundvto be an intrinsio'quality~of.the millet seed. He seemeJ
= to be groping after a concept of the reciprocal and re-
latIVely‘or mutually stable type of funotional relationing: (67)
S Hypothesis Iv.(lst-lseb) Uhity predicated of o
Reality One quotation only. 1s needed here: "The result to.the
Others flowing from the one.is that the union of . themselves ‘and
the One appears to give a new phenomenon of limitation in re-
lat1°n to one another, whereas in their own nature they have

no linit,"  Form and values reciprocally limit each other in

by
el&tion to one another, whereas: in their own nature they have
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Hypothesis v (159b-160b) Complete separation .
Of Unity ang Plurality.. The conolusion is "Ir one exists,
one ig all thlngs and also nothing, but 1n relation to.
itself and to other things." Ifa truly autonomous Doc=
Trinal Function exists, it will ‘validly admit unlimited
Walues for 1ts variables, and yet per se, without values,
1t s nothing, | | |
| | Hypothesis VI (160b-163b) One does not exist -
and Whatever is other is difrerent from the one. The
existenoe or non-being 1is essential to this arQUﬁﬁnt-, Nega~-
.ttion is again as in the Sophist (68) resolved into difference
814 not unreality. The culmination is in the pessage which
»reads "And must not that whioh is ohanged become other
~than it previously was, and pass into another state and
Perish ‘but that Whioh is not changed ocen neither come into
bein& nor perish?" Again, as far as I can see, the ohange
°r the Dootrinal or Bropositional Funotion into a specifio
Qoctring op pnposition, with the aiseppearance of the
Parent funotlon qua function.‘ Then the but-olause 1n the
qnot&tion declares that when there are no substitutions for
svari&bles,~i.e. an Invariable Variable, the funotional form
Teither gan be nor not bes , | : |
Hypothesis VII (163b-164D) There is mo such thing
88 the one. In other words - Plato's own words = "The non-
existent one has and 1s nothing at all." The variables have

!
° &dmissable values, and therefore are not. The Dootrinal

N
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Function "One" may not be non-being; in the}ordinarr
'negative,ﬁnnPlatonio sense, but it 1s non-sense, non- ‘:
realizable for lack of velues as Aristotle so vigorously
1nsisted when he had no use for universals without
particulars."' ' J,
o Hypothesis VIII (164b-165b) WIf one is net one,
| what‘heoomes of‘the'others?" Naturally this leads to com-
plete non;relationing, i.e. complete isolation of each |
particular, meaningless values with.no way to funotion,
no reoiprooal determination, i.e. no similarity or dis~_w
similarity, no contaot or separation, no motion or rest
nor coming into being nor perishing.‘ | i |
| Hypothesis IX (165e - end) Ifione has no existence
other things are not.' This is an assertien inevitable .
after Hypothesis VIII, and has simply e more emphatio'”
bearing on the point. |
Thus %o the olimax. o |
"Then let us say this, and further, as seems to
be the trqth, let us say that, whether one is or is not one
and the others in relation to themselves and one another,
all of them, in every qay, are and are not and appear and
appear not," whioh has already been quoted (p. 23) as
evidence of the functional view. I have tried to make clear :
now also heW every one of the‘hypotheses, whether acoepted
or rejected hes ite cruoial test, and is accepted or Te-

Jeocted on the basis of 1ts funotional possibilities for

fthe‘One‘and the Many.
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“In moré modern terms, A.E. Teylor, whose Suggestions
I have adopted freely, but whose arguments I have veried -
at. times as anyone can see who cares to compare this with-
his discussion,'summarizedvthe whole trend rightly, I think,"
when he c1aim5¢ ' The Parmenides shows that (1) orude idesl-
ism, which places reality in a mere undiversified unity, .
" and (2) ‘érude sensationalism whiokh places reality in mereé
chaotic diversity, both -‘end in speeuletive'nihilism. Hence -
the conolusion: ‘- the sersible world would be;nothing;ﬂbut
for its "participation" in the Iﬁeae;‘and-reciprocaliyﬂthe
Idea would be nothing, but for its permeating'presence‘in
fhe’aetue;'WOrlngef'expefienoe;” (69)‘In‘ofher words, I.
would add, their reality exists in, depends upon end is
 coeternal with their ‘functional relation:
| Realizing that no exposition can go unchallenged,
it would be welifto.take-into'eonSideretion:ﬁromptly such
protests as have been voiced by More, whom we -have already
reeogniied-as'e*Schoierly,"éreeieusVand withal=firm:expenent |
‘of the older view: It has slready been shown how his use
of the role of. imégihationxmekes-the"preSent»view*eveniif“f
not agreeable 'to him, at least not wholly' discordent: (70)
A etudy ‘of the ‘Brmenides, however, leads him to a condem—
‘nation of any'qgasi-Hegelian tendencies,wi;e; etpempt5¢&w
‘at e1"ret10nalizing‘feeoncilation"’of"the”difficultiee'e
inhérent in the doctrine of Ideas (71)e =
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. The first objection More presents is that this .
treatment implies a "ocomplete break" in the course of Plato's
own views of the. Ideas, whereas More insists "that there are
‘passages in the latest works, which .speak strongly for essen-
tial continuity of his philosophy in this respeqt." Viell,
More‘ana Stewart agree perfectily that there is e‘centinuity, -
but a continuity of what? There they Qisegree. By .. cita- | |
tions throughout this thesis I have tried to indicate the

’ .continuity:of‘theefunctione; fegdeney; :Qne pgséeée.which‘More
cites in evidence of the °1@?3»V{9Wv15 Timaeus 283, already
quoted en:p;Aia,,ae a.faverite:bulwark of traditionalism,
Especially petevorth& is the sentence, ? Thet which is ap-
prehended‘py reflection end feason'alwaye is,‘and,is the

.seme; that, on the other hand, which is eonceived by opinion -
with the help of sensation and without reason, is in a pro- .
oeasvof_beebming endﬂperishing_but never really 1s;v". On
careful analysis this ie“eo similer in implication to the
oonoludiné“eeleetion from thé Parmenides that 1% would

only be repetition.to go threuéﬁ the funotional argument
again. ‘Itfit-stoed in the‘former case, it‘surely will stand
in this instance; ;As,to.the patterns in this passege, ¥
the unchangeable,petterns, they epﬁear_ae the structural
element, the,ognstancy of meape of ocreated things used for
consequences, as Plato has implied oqnstantlyfthrough the
dialogues. ‘?hereuis no break, but one must supplement the

textual, verﬁel evidence of qonsietency'in adjectives like

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



- 80 -

"eternal® and,"unchahgeable" and "separate" by contextual
évidencehof‘coﬁsistency in”felatioping; _
" . More also cites Laws .1650: "Did-we not say that
. ‘the workman or guardian, ‘if he be peffect in every respect,
ought not only to be able to see the many aims;-But he |
should‘press onward to the one which he should know and
~ knowing, order all things with a view to thati" "Yes, there
must be one idea ahd the Athenian Stranger who‘made this
| speech may well have had in mind something, which can be
¢ailedttoday a Dootrinal Function inductively arrived at, -
for he goes immediately on to say: "And cen anyone have a
more exact way of considering or contemplating enything,
~than the being eble to look ‘at one idea gathered from:
‘meny different things?" o |
o “‘Cleinias,'thefCretan, vouchsafes a mere "perhaps"
and the Athenian Stranger is back at him at once: -
' ."Not *perhaps! but. ‘*yes, truly' my good sir,
is the right answer. There never has been a
truer method than this. discovered by any.mana"(Va)
‘Later’gn, More intensely condemhs Svéry ?feténoe at
attaining—to“theIdéas.by-any'process of metaphysical logio;-
‘He says they comaito us "by means of some direct qxperienoe
independent of suoh,logié;"(va) I ha#e«already discussed
his role of the imaginatiéﬁ-an& shall at least briefly con-
éider‘Pl;tonic&1/4%UVé°15‘a 1little farther on. It is assumed,
| however, at this point, that if the Ideas were so ghostly

86 arate;5ih-i‘not‘even the Good, like the sun, could lend
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*Yisibility.po.such,Ideas and simultaneously illuminate the
Power of sight for‘fhe Knower;?%hen~fhe Ideas could not be

| attained to at all, The funetibﬁal.thebfy seems both more
stable ‘and by the same token more. elastic than othersAwhioh

- are eithar ali-rigid or completely flowing. It seems by the
qQuotation from Sophlst 249‘alreédy twice used; that‘glato
~ himself was.notiéontentin heve Being either all rest or
all motion, , .
S rMore,ihowever, is 1rreconcilable'gndfpersists in his

opposition. "I take it," he says, "that eny metaphysic which
attempts‘towgiﬁe,an account of the ultimate nature of things,

the rerum natura, by the process of pure reason will impale

1tself on one or the other horn of this dilemma: either it
,Wili cling honqstly‘to:the‘absolute.Onelor the ‘absolute Meny,
and so move ebout in the void with no content of meaning;

or it will surreptitiously merge the absolute One in the
Concrete one or the absolute Many in the conorete many end
S0 fall into a .dishonest mix%hre, or freqondiliation of
00nt?ériés"("(74)‘,Summarizing.the Soﬁhist, More observes
"that the conclusion is in no sense of the word a "reconci- -
‘iiationvi of rest and motion, the One and the Mgly: nornis it
it any é;nsela_determination of the relationshiﬁ'of Ideas’

to phenomena, but aloategofical‘statementfthat-ideas'are~§nd
thet in some unknown way they show the effects of their
power 1h.the realm of multiplicity and change."(75)

. Granted: Ideas are, Propositiohal Fuﬁctidns are;
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‘The Binomial Theorem is. So, also, however, the multici-
plicity of things is. As Plato said in the Rrmenides, "in
every way, one and the other in relati6n fo themselves and
one another; all of them are,gnd are not, end appear and
appear not: o
"Thet is most true."
~As_to'the ﬁnknown»wéy that they (the'Ideas) show
the effeots of their power, there's a g:eg%»deai tha£ is
- Yet unknovmn to any mind, but is 1t not possible to grant
with Plato that one cen have in.mind a confused notion of
& new method? (76) In the Funotionsl theory it is still
unknown ggg_oné airi%gé'at‘fhe abstract, at. Propositional
Functions and Doctrinal Funotions for nobody has success-
fully'made Xnown yet how an inductive lesp works. That
Ideas’are‘reached inductively and then verifiefl deductive-
iy and-eternaliZed-by'their'adequacy in admitting values
; for thqir va:iables seems, however, in harmony with Plato,
even if Moré would ;athef~;;y "role of the imagination"
then-"inductive leap". A 1ittle furthei'speculation‘aé
to the imegination end the leap will be indulged in tOwards
the close of this discussion. | | | |
An assumyfion of theﬁtptal 1mpossibilit¥&9;'ever
making any headwey with this problem of ‘Ideas and things
(whioh, by the way, Ploto did not seem %o surrender at all,

éimply because his notion of a new method was 'confused")
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is avowed by More: | | |
_"Though this.(nemely, that Ideas are and in an
‘ ugknown,ﬁéy“have‘powei)‘is fhé,signirioant outcome of
Plgto!s,latér.thought,”it is clear that, for a while at
legx,»he was haunted by the hope of attaining to some
~dlscursive proof of those Ideas the existence of which
‘Qould only not‘bevdispfoved,by~§he false methods of-erisﬁc,
and to somé.;ational explanation of the inherence of
these Ideas in phenomena. There are tentative efforts to
'-create‘this positive mqtaphysig in -the Sophist and the
Philebus, but it should appear that the full working out of
the plan was left for the projeoted dialogue on the Philo-
.sopher: The absence of that work from.the Platonic canon
v meeans, I conjectum, simply this, that Plato became awere
-of his.inability tqvachieve_what,vindeéd,;np philosopher
has ever achieved: since-it lies beyond the scope of humen
. -reason". (77) ‘ L
| A,Tﬁeré is ample grgﬁnd for extreme scepticism as to
, what‘anylindividual mind or ever the whole of human reason
- can-achleve, - but the cumulative effect of all intelli-
-gences, 1.e. those above and even those below the threshold
of humen cognizance, ﬁay result in an increasing awereness
of a positive metaphysic or ﬁhat'not.in the scopebof
ZCumulative,cpmprehensign. ‘Anyway as. long as Plgtonic échoiar
- are haunted as the master,wés‘by.the)hope of attaining to
some discursive proof of the Ideas, and ﬁ? somé rational

explanation of the inherence of these idéas in phenomena,
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speculation on it will persist.

A8 to what haunted Plato in the later dialogues, it
seems mnch more definite and illuminating to R. C. Lodge‘
of* the University of Manitoba than to More who aoparently
surrendered the hope of an enswer after reading them. .
Lodge said in his Presidential address at the meeting of
the Western Division of the American Philosophical
Association. (78) | " ’

| Insight (i.e.‘apparently the seme thing as the
sentiment of forms) is "the vision of an ideal system of
elements each with a definite and distinct positive
function, 50 arranged that while each realizes, as com~
pletely as possible, its own function, these functions are
so adapted to each other, that all taken together, are
cooperating to realize a single, all comprehending, |
systematio totality. lhe interpenetration of whole and ‘
parts is thought of as so complete that each element |
while preserving its distinctness from. each other element
is permeated by the spirit of the whole and represents
the concentration of all the forces of the ideal totality .
in some particular direction, while the whole is entirely
_realized in the ideal functioning of all its particular
manifestations, its parts or elements, and indeed the

spirit of. the whole is completely realized in ‘the ideal

functioning of any one of its elements. It follcws, that,
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so0 far as any element.fulfills its fundtion in the ideal
system and plays 1its part 1n.the‘sp1rit of realizing the -
good of the whole, it is:thereby realizing its own high-
est good."..Lodge oites‘for*substantiation»bf=thisffunc—
tional=reiation;as‘it‘appearé to him, Laws 903Bfr;_cfs".
‘Rep;420Df; Polit.. 293 c=d. oo

' Next he ‘presents what I call the Platonio Doctrinal
‘Funotion with-'its variables: .

"There is thus one and. only one highest good: to
apply always ‘and everywhere, .the ideal form of goodness, -
i.e. so to rearrange the empirical elements of every con-
crete situation that they cease to oconflict and thus
deétroy one another's potential valué, and begin to
workwtogether;andatﬁus.become trué elements'6f that ideal
situation inrwhich:ail.positive values areffused\togethef
into & single, harmonious systematic actuality. - While,
howevef,,there 1s,1ult1mately;'only‘thisibne\highest'good,

"1t will necessarily take many shapes and meny nemes,
acoordingkto’the.varieties’of‘cohcrete situationg" Thei
Funotion will be bonstantly,converted-by substitution
into an evér-changing-suoceésion'of ddotrinep. : For fhis
,cpnoretevidealization as the only adgquate'expreésion
of:the.highest'gbod,Indge“citésfPhilebus,yEOer;

Hunting for this explanétibn,.the need of which
haunted him, Plato has Socrates admit, "Now reason in-

timates to us;,as at first,vwhat we should seek the good,
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not in the unmixed life but in the mixed."(79) Then

they mix thé "truest sections" of pleasure, wisdom,
'juSticé, etc: and look for a functional form, just as the
disooverer of the Binomial theorem, must:have‘tried‘all
kinds of binomiel ﬁiiturés to get his Propositional -
Funotion, and as Einstein is mixing the "truest sections"
Sf'ngVify‘and eleciro;mégnéﬁism'to‘gét an Uniféfy'Dootrinal
Funotion for shysics. “Whether Plato succeeded or noﬁ,
that was his method. o B | | -

| He furthermore wrote as though he were well aware
df‘the:danger of mistaking what a modern mathematician wou;d
call nbropOSitiOns" for "propositional funotionsﬁlandf '
ﬁérnéa‘against‘arrivingLét'a'”Doctrinél Fundtion'™ ﬁheh all |
théy reali& haqvwas an 1n06mpiété;,ndt1rﬁly félaﬁéd set of
Doctrines", and also against daréless‘substitutiohs. At
least his criticism in Philebus 17 says practically that:
"The wise men of our tiﬁe'are either too quick or”too“
;ipw‘in conceiving plurality in unity. Having‘ndimefhod,
they meke their one and meny anyhow, énd'from‘pnity pess
at once to infinity, without thinking of the intermediate
steps."v ) | ' .

7 For Plato, as for Aristotle, ‘the Good, in all

the dialogues neoessitates the full use of variables,‘.

the full realization of capaoities,- 8. ample opportuni-,,-

ML
e Y

R
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"ty to pass from a bebe of brass parentage to & man of
'gold, to progress from artisan-birth to philosppher-
immortality: (80)"In order to make cbmﬁlete:substitu4r”
»tions Aristotle oraved long life for mankind or con-
tinuous success through descendanta. (81) Plato was so
‘fearful=of incomplete substitution with its nihilist
consequences that ho'one‘epan'ef‘mertal"lifelaﬁﬁeared to him
sufficient to insure oomplete'fulfillmeﬁt:' His function-
‘al instinct demended aeohsief'tfehsmigretionjlendXaS'soon
as souls eveh;éeneed'a'peffeet'“fefm":durihé'their'wander—
=ingé7betweenvincefﬁations"(dr were”veuehsefed’e5glimpse
‘as’ in ‘the Cave allegory) they were sent sourrying back
" to-the world of men to real-ize it by substituting for
its variables the values of human experience. (82) R

’ This'is, after all,,one of,the most enduring an@
'pereieteﬁtly,reourrent convictions of all feaseﬂing; It
1s Heraclitus! Logos and Fire (Function end Variable)
”neithér'real?exeeﬁt‘as reelize&fih each other. Hegel
;turned up with 1t in his couplet ‘ o |

'"Whét is reasonable is actual = B
... "Wnat.is actual is reasonable." (83 ).

To him.Reasonableness was e Dootrinal Function and the
(gotualities,of experieqoe;were;the valuee_fo:‘the variables,
.:the two‘reciprooally_quverting potentiality into aetuality.

Again Plato's ideas were muchhmore,orvthb;nature.than.they
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were isolatedly Absolute, Tor it is Platq who asks, apropos
of his Ideas, "Can a men help becoming like that with which
_he holds reverential converse?" (84) which is to say; Can
a map help 1nsinuating.himseLf4aébaﬁ admisshble,yalue_fof

a variable in en inviting funotion such as the Good?

- The Inspirational Aspect - § |
. ' No interpretation of the dialogues can.prove
g acceﬁtablérto ?latonists,;unless~it‘catches,the‘spipit
z7ofuthe‘great.inspirationalrpassageslas‘well‘qs it ferrets -
out a‘meaning-iﬁ,the dialectic arguments. The great
"truths" of the myths,and,allegories,areytehderlyAcherr
‘ished by those imbued with the spirit of Plato. N
- J. A, Stewart, as a leader of the Instrumentalists,
-deals with this aspect as the aesthetic side of Plato's
' expefience; ,He‘callsvit,experiencevbecause-he is.dis:
'posed to‘seek théLmeaniﬁg.of-the Dialogues: in toto‘as'an'
»expressianof psychologioaluexperience,,and with great
cbngcientiousness‘he.approaohes.the Ideas first methodo~-
logioally as "scientific points of viewﬂ,andvthen aesthe-
“tically as~"eipres$1on:of'%he Experiencé from which Art
- and Religion drew.their inspiration." (85) "It is not,"
© . 'Stewart acknowledges, "by his,Logicién;s faouiﬁy of conr-
‘neoted Discourse; extréoidinary as tha%>is5vbut'by his
*.Seér‘s,ﬁower of fixed Contemplation that . Plato has.been; .

and still is, a living influence." (86)

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



- 89 -

-As objects of contemplation, there is;‘ifvitgmay‘
be so termed, an eternal "thereness" abouf_the‘Ideas;’.They
are’ "there" for the souls in this life to aspire %o, for
souls in a lire beyond to be identified with, for souls re-
incarnated to appreciate more ‘with each inoarnation. T
hgve‘alreagy discussedveternity ‘in the aspect of constéhcy
(pp. 30-31) and such constancy may be for aeons instéad‘bf
ﬁeré generationé;? Pragtically, a "obnstéﬁt“'r@ality may
be "fixed_and'etérnal";"metaphysidélly;“hdﬁéver; no limit
of time, space or form can be put ubOn’it.'“fhere‘is no

_ proof (except the. successive and persistent experience of
knoweréuthroughethe aeons) that'1t'§g§3“énduré‘foreﬁer exact-~
1y as it is; there is nd‘égggg”(agaiﬁ exoept the degree of 1ts

. constancy experientiallyfvérifiéd) that 1t willlnot'ehdufe
forever. - Metaphysically, then, it should not be shocking

. to think of its chenging and on' the contfary théfe‘éﬁdﬁid"bé
no disappointed dread lest it fail to ohange. Thé}raéﬁ‘is
e don't know - at least not yet. T

} " The possible satisfaction in the whole matter lies in
oonoeiving "eternal-verities" and "partioulars" 80 related
that they are functionally stable, though not necessarily
strictly static,’always:redisooverable by inductive exper-
ience qu‘eaoh_generation, always recallable by aesthetic
contemplation, and yet infinitely varisble so that, as
Williem Temes saild of pure éxperienbe,;it cen admit into

;redlity:“without meking over, evil as well as good, discon-

-~
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tinuities as well as continuities, unhuman as well as human,
plurelity as well as unity, ohance and novelty as well as
order and law."vuilt_is‘very_muchumagnified;and yet very
much like the thrill a'mathematichn‘may enjoy in having
thelbinomial,theorem admit,positivenand negative,integers,
powers. and roots, finites and infinites rational and ir-
rational numbers without making them over and yet when
actually functioning‘how,dirferent, how much.greater,they
all are than they ever were}or‘can be_per_se?:v,; -
| , I have spoken also of emotive effects in connection
With the translation of- the Dialogues. . That effect must
be”borne in mind all,throughf. Emotive words and passages.u“
carry_conviction_and Plato.used themgconstantly,‘ The point is
_to,recognine,them as'such,reVen when theyuare,not speciii-}
cally labelled "myth" or‘ﬁallegory"' It}must be ‘this
which Stewart has in mind in presenting the aesthetic in-
terpretation of Plato's dialogues. Ogden and Richards have
stressed this instrument for obtaining both effect and in-
terpretation in their bcok on "The Meaning of Meaning" in
which they point.out that_socially‘made:languageszmbols e
can:hardlg_be metamorphosedginto’magicvrepositories:of:imf
muteble "meenings" (87) ' : L |
, 0 At 1east one should not be deceived by a failure’
to distinguish between the Symbolio (symbolizing some~ .
thing conmon to all who use the language) and the Emotive
. use (stifring a personal internal, purely subjective To-.

sponse,) Certain words by long association, ‘these writers
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point out become stimuli themselves, regardless of

what they originally symbolized or what the speaker or
writer may think he is symbolizing when he uses them.
‘"Beauty" for example, is a worn which regardless of any
application or referent, can stir response by its mere
‘vocalization in an awed or respectrul tone. "Beauty"
emotively is indefinable - "there are no equivalent -
mwords to be substituted ror it for no possible substi-
tutes will similarly stimulate human emotions." (88)

This effect occurs also in rhythmic or artistic groupings
or words, regardless of both the words and their referents.
“Elato could end did write‘emotively very orten, The only
problen in emotive writing is its subjectivity;fr the
:impossibility of knowing whether the writer and the
‘reader inwardly respond alike. A o |

‘y More carries this Emotive value over into
vstructural reality when he says "The fact that all peoples
‘and all ages have some word more or less precise for _
the beautiful and the Just and have the same motions in
their souls towards that which they call by these words,
vshows that some constant force is at work through all

the variety of its manifestations. The objects and acts
that appeal to an Australian head-hunter as beautiful
land right may in some respects be quite the contrary of

what would receive the approbation of e Christian bishop,

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



but beauty and justice, or rightness, have the same
place and function in the soul of the one as of the -
other. Theve Plato would say am the absolute Tdeas
which both head-hunter and bish0p know, whereas in the
application of these Ideas to particular objeots and |
acts they fall into the region of opinion." "If", he
continues, "you admit the reality of the Idea of Justice,
you will love the Idea, and your love will be established
upon something fixed...., On the other hand ir you say
that justice is merely a ‘name for facts which have
nothing in common, you are taking away all that gives to
Justice a firm hold upon the human heart." (89) |
. | If the runctional theory can help in this |
quandary,‘it will have proved its merit. The emotive use
is aoknowledged Is an Idea then en autonomous pattern
spiritually recognized and intellectually justified or
is it an autonomous Function intellectually and inductive-
ly attained and spiritually Justified? As the pragmatists x
would say,‘"What difference does it make how one comes to
know it as long as the Idea has the same effect in both
cases?" That, after all is the main point, It is true
More did protest "The point of supreme importance for
the Platonizer today is not that he should be able to

’ derine the operation or Ideas" (90) but he also said that
it matters very much in its errect on your own personality

and activity, how you oonceive or the Ideas operating in or
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| being a factor in your own lite. (91)

| | - Once removed from considerations of practise,
Avand once in a region of pure thought it always becomes
f‘more and more dizzying to try tc tell symbols, ideas and
‘»referents - or Words, thoughts and things}hpart. It

becomes all too easy if not inevitable to exalt 8 |

, linguistic necessity into a logical necessity. Because

. our language necessitates an undefinable hame Tor the ‘

: infinitely varied and variable experience of Beauty, for ‘
',example then that linguistic necessity for an inderinable -
;”but recognizable labei begins to seem a logical necessity
'for an indefinable but mysteriously knowable ___lyg

,Hence the so-called self-existent metaphysical entities.v

‘,Explciting the economy of Symbolisms, in order to make
abstractions into a basis of metaphysical knowledge, "into
.‘proof of another world of pure being where entities 'sub-.

u_sist' but do not exist is unwarrantable." (92) ot course

‘,such exploitation means hypostatization,‘ugly as that
| charge ises L , _

. “‘”, Socrates avoided that mistake. The incomparable
Greek used every devioe of language to<ﬂuce a derinitive
.Asymbolization for virtuous aots in toto. Nevertheless,

. when he had argued justice or any other virtue with other
Athenians, until they had exhausted its linguistic pos-
,sibilities, there is no evidence of his saying, "And this,
,Which we have arrived at today, ‘is Reality, - our words |

are but symbols for true Justice, "structural feature

of the universes" On the contrary, the greatlseeker for
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virtue was wont to say in substance,‘"Worthily argued°
we are progressing toward a more effective meaning for
our own references which we symbolize by the worl 'Justice'
May we discuss it farther in the hope cf endowing it with .
richer meanings.“ - ' | '

| o Arriving at any concept With sufficient agreement
to count on its having a consistent emotive effeot in social
use, whether for an Australian head-hunter or a Christian
Bishop, does introduce an Absolute quality into thinking.
Any word thus exalted or chosen as the name for such an
exalted concept or,‘so be it for such a social reality,‘
becomes more than a name, it becomes a power, and its power
is that of the invariant in mathematics. An invariant is
defined by Keyser as signirying something which when other
things connected with it suffer change remains itself un-
changed (93) What but relations can have thel nature? An .
invariant relation, a law of nature a propositional or
doctrinal function among variant terms - such is the Ab-”t
solute, with no-one quicker than SOcrates to insist that one

be ready to admit it when what he thought was a Proposi-

.tiofnal Function or Doctrinal Function turns out to be only

fanother proposition or doctrine to add to the many already

existent. From him must Emerson have caught the spirit
which led the sage of Concord to plead "Be honest with each
dayfs change of‘opinionvand trust"tthheuinherent harmony
of your own nature to produce an ultimate whole." (94)

o4
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B The Platonic Idea is, however,_supposed to mark A
quite an advance over the Sooratic definition. Plato goes
on to Doctrinal Functions. Socrates had the X +y= 9 .

. type of runction'“ Plato could deal with the n + 1 systems,
like (x +‘y)n f l where x and ¥ cen be._;y two quantities
ever conceivable, i.e. Plato's yariables admit of unlimit-

Aed substitutions. A

3 ; Then Plato supplemented the Socratic theory with
o('Vo( p'vc-crn.s "". He knew he had gone beyond anything
which oould be verified per enumerationem simplicem. It

is the same sense of emancipation from particulars which
Einstein has reannounced in commenting on the raot that |
the thing which distinguishes his new theory from Newton's
‘and Hertz's is "the degree of formal speculation, the N
slender empirioal basis, and the boldness in theoretical
construction." | -

| ) In a system like this, anamnesis seems to.be

suspiciously implicated in the mysteries or the inductive
leap.i In accounting for what happens when one leaps from a
- mass: of particulars to the formulating of a. functional
"relationship, it seems probable that Plato in the Spirit
or his Meno contention (95), would say that he hed a gradual

or sudden "recolleotion" f "eternal perfeot forms" 1.0,

the Idea of Just that thing" and was now reoognizing it in "

,w‘its shadows or illusory copies (96).
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.+ -1 now revert to the suggestion offered on page 83 ‘
of this:thesispasktgpcumnlative‘comprahension.; fuppose“
thatpsocialprealities likegbeéuty.(gs,disoussed on pages
éQ, 91, 92.) have.begun.to be .reaiized. No one person

can define béauﬁy,gno one person knows or can even.imggine
all beautiful things, yet may not the cumulative effect

- exist - npﬁ,suﬁ;ist.metaphysically, but‘eiist emotively -
for him who is éensitized to.drawpon'it?_psuch concepts

are at first mere abstractions symbolized for the con-
venience of the tinking mind. ,Gpaduailypthey»beoome.
socially emotive,\or'as_Hegelfputs it;fthey,bepome_subject;
TheﬂAfrioan,head hunter;is{thrilled by a decapitated viotim;
the Christian Bishop, is thrilled by-a saved soul; the gum-
chQWing‘straphénger‘in,a subway statipn thrills at a gaudy
;fashionhplate;‘the‘gnoient«Greek was;thrilled,byva,nude
athlete's litheness. .The enunciation of this thrill may.
rangeﬂfiom a grunt to,é prayer. The objects and . the

| expression. vary but the‘emotive‘effeot,is_thq bond of
Bympathy,tand.thegbgsis,rpp,thefoonvidtiqn‘tyatfthere_is a
universal -something in ell this kindred "feeling".
‘v. . Vhat is thet something? Is it_télepgthy or a

yet unknowﬁ form of dommuniéable‘enérgy, or'whétuis it which
mekes . these sympathies cumulative? Therée can be no denying

that it is "felt" more than any - individual experienoe

-alone would warrant., Such-a concept is supra-humen. Ocean:

" waves rippling in the sunlight, cooonut fronds whispering
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anticipations in a morning breeze, a loyal dog defending
his masterutnrough'great[danéer; aeon's of evolution's a-
maiingﬂinventiveness;'allltheSe;and millions of other like
instances are néfef'créatéa'ih manfs'mindialone; They:are;
however, not only in this cumulative concept but they make
it for man to label "beauty" or "courage" or "Happiness"

or whatsoever he will. As we sense these things,.we "throw

out figurative language"nat‘themfand think‘that'we'ereh

naming an "Idea" " Whet we are really doing is "recollecting"

Being as it universally is (not as it was in the beginning
and ever ‘#mll be) but as it is at the instant of consoious
recognition. e are recalling into ourselves what we ‘are
feeling beyondwourselves. ‘What we call 1t makes no dirrer-
enoce whatsoever, but as soon as any indication of it,

from a dog's wagging tail to the Bishop's prayer ‘becomes
widely enough recognizable as a symbol of a kindred feel-
ing of satisfaction,vthen man hypostatizes some label for
the7unole:situation}' ihus ﬁé’heages in this nroperly func-

tional relation of experience.and mminiscence, makes it

astatic‘“thing"M and‘thereupon it is relegated to the
past, for what is completed is over. From then on*new
experiences are increasingly apt to lead to invalid results
‘when any attempt is made to. rit them into a fixed or static
reminiscence; \ C
Knowing that literal language was inadequate to

expressing any such cumulative uniyersals,;Plato,ﬂgoing
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rarther than Socrates, rrankly resorted to myth and allegory
to show what sort of a world this would be ir linguistio
devices were "real entities" This devioe of "universals"‘
i.e. the best human expression of cumulative functional w
reality would, in a mythioal world be "real" patterns for
‘the Gods and for all things which live. Humanity would
' depend‘on them‘for'understanding as 1t now depends on the
‘sun for vision (Republic), Transmigrating souls‘would
go a-charioting to view themf(fhaedrus)t: Inspired human-
'ity would be in ecstacies over them (Symposium).
Methodologioally, as Stewart would say, ‘Plato
'Was‘adhering olosely to Soorates'- plan of inductive
definition to attain an adequately meaningful symboliSm”
for mankind's use as an instrument of information and
'communioation. In his more sesthetic writing, Plato
presented the universe gg_;g_the maximum aohievements of
linguistic intepretation were struotural Realities.'
Mey not this be the import of such an allegory as the
Pheedrus myth?
In the Phaedrus myth, that which in earlier dis—
oussions has been inadequately symbolized by the word
"Justice" exists as a Reality (emidst other Virtues) far

beyond the outer heavens. where gods and the most perfect
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souls brréll generafionStmay,view:it.“.9Viewing?;it,this_
way'would,iin & functional: analysis, meén that,éach ob-
server gets beyond his own personal;contextual situations
which he commonly attaches to the symbol vJustice". uHe’
-sensesuthevihfensive;totality‘OrApotencyv6f theas&mbol,as

a composite Cr,g;; its references and of all its oontextuai
situations for .all people or all beings;. He sees it as

a speotator-of-all‘timé and eternity. Then, with this
vision - or expanded comprehenSidn,Jhe @ay return - Or as
Plato“has‘it;ytransmigrate‘to*thb'world,,torhis-personal
world esgein, to make use of that comprehension, Thus it
cen be argued that the: Ideas are real by virtue of a
‘cumﬁlativé,indudtive‘fofce;Tthéir funcional form is intui-. -
tively sensed;‘(by‘the;Seerﬁs'pOWer ofﬁcontemplatioh;;if
you willltandutﬁey‘are éipréssedlwith'variables:as well
asVlanguége‘will permit; once sensed, reéollection f

A 3('V‘o/p pPve o—Ls_) retains: thg_se ‘Ideas «through;‘ali thé
f%ésts‘o:-substi%utioniofhourrenﬁ\values;;and'deduction of.
inferences. = SRR o

e Aristotle;fror:allﬁhis7failiﬁgs'as a oritic of

‘his master's ‘Ideas, displayed his own true brilliancy in
-defining nat‘%he‘functién'but‘theﬁvariables.[~Whereas~Plato
-struggled, = with the futility which.More remarks, - and,
‘against his own true functional sense, be it noted - to
:enunciate a conception of 'the Good as the Good, Aristotle

"simply announced that his chief good, i.e:; Happiness, is -
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a function; - an end, yes, by virtueﬂofiits inclusiveness
of unlimited‘values for its’variables, - but still a
function, abstract, symbolic and withal meaningless if
not used but he did define what cen and does make it
mean something, namely fulfilling the variables of human
'capacities. (97) | “ |
Unfortunately, Aristotle eventually fell before
"the human temptation to Tix a single vaeluation as the
perfect one. Hoever much‘a modern thinker may want to }
sympathize with the ultimate Aristotelian choice ‘of Con-
’templation as the faoulty or value which fits 80 perfectly
that 1t may indeed be used as synonymous with the funotion
itself (98), still, to preserve Happiness as a true function
and not a dogmatic proposition, this fixation on a single
substitution must be counted dubious: Either Aristotle
oame to mistrust his function's infinite possibilities to
afford room for all perfectly used human faculties, ‘and so
conservatively resorted to one chosen one, or he yielded %0
the almost unavoidable temptation of a writer to turn auto- ,
:biographical and to accentuate his own best faculty at the
'bsacrifioe of;lesser ones. This narrowing of the range of
variables is askhough‘someone insisted that the binomial
theorem works perfectly only with positivé, whole numbers,
although it can be used with others, Such limiting |
specifications reduce any doctrinal or propositionel

function to a mere dootrine.or_proposition\and howeyer noble
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that dootrine or proposition may be, still it is not the
function it started out to be.

| There were not then and there are not now many
funotionally trained people who can recognize a function,
neither tfue'norffelse'in“itself;‘but serVinguesie'genério C
matrix for producing specifio doctrines and propositions by
“suocessive substitutions of admissable values for the
variablesa Inevitably people have spun:'in”oiroles“of'
deliberation on whet’PlatO'stoctrinal'Funotions‘might.mean
per se, but they have gone "ghead and used Aristotle's’
doctrines and propositions." | :

| | Naturally scholars are Justified in making ‘such
‘remarks about the two‘men as those which wene ‘quoted from
Stewart and Zeller on'page 19, Aristotle!s propositions
were difrerent from Plato's propositional functions by
‘virtue of substitution of the values for the variables.
ﬁAristotle cannot be understood until his philosophy‘is‘
‘éreeted'es one fulfillment of that of Plato. Soorates worked
up to Propositional Functions; Plato went on to Doctrinal
lFunotions,‘and'Anistotie calculated problem after problem

by substituting velues for the variables in bothi
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Vo
CONSEQUENCES - OF . FUNCTTONAL PLATONISM

. ] Platoniem was perpetuated by organized Christianity.
Plato's own aoademy, founded in, 387 B C. was carried on by .
his:pupilsJendvtheirxeuooessors_until 529,A.D.'(99) However

"feeble‘og distorted;the1purebPiatonic teaohing nay have been
towards the last, still the persistence of this Platonio
institution until weilipeet the.time of the great Church
Fathe;;;st;Auguetine,lmustvhave‘given what has already been
'expieinedmasvemotive,yqlue,,or a sense of current reality,
to\enyi:eferencee;to Platonism in the.early Christian era.
Theonedemy,;oy tnen,'it.is(reoorded>wes:"tne‘principle‘
euppoxt of,heethenism; propagated in secret“;(loo); In=-
etitutional:rletonism bearing Plato's name was, therefore,
known by dinect contaot‘foritwo\centuries aften'Constantine's
Christianizing decree, S M
” ~ That Christianity in its pure, original aspeets had
made early contacts with the Greeh mind is well-~known through
Paul'e‘visit.to‘nthene (101), and the Greek 1nfluenoevin.‘
tne,ﬁeuline~epietles and dootrine is the subject of extensive
comment,‘;“ | |

Graeco-christian Continuity.

o brief resume of the hietorioal oourse or the
Graeco-Christian continuity, even at the risk of mere repetition

or familian\racts, will best pave the way for continued

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



- 103 -

,functional analysis of the results.,‘ A )
| The apostle John is said to have gone to Ephesus
about 66 A.D. when Titus- siezed Jerusalem. .Others prominent
‘in‘the Christian movement also“soughtﬂrefnge_thereT"Here,.
Where ths_ruggedilonians hadlearlyisettled and.traded, end
where Greek vigor of thought was still to be felt; St. Tohn
~put into;form his views, which areiso;notablj illnminated
with Greek conceptions. |
| Both Paul and John insisted on the pre-existence
Aand divinity or the Saviour, As these two were, under Greek hd
influence manyare the parallels drawn between their phraseology v
: with its implications and the Platonic views on Being and the
Divine Order. John's use of the Aogos (102) for the:
Christ is constantly referred to by Christian scholars, as
‘paralleling the embodiment of ‘the GLJOS :vof Plato. Paul’
blending of the mystical win with ‘the dialectic spirit is also
"aoknowledged to be . a Greek effeot.. It is at least a character-
istic of genuinely aspiring souls first made verbally force-
ﬂful in the Platonic dialogues. (103)
~ The pessimism in the Christian struggle to overcome
'evil, which by the way, alled down condemnation from Persian
.religionists, who aocused the Christians of blaSphemy in con~
ceiving‘God as the_creator‘or.evil,AOpened‘thetway‘to Platon-
ic duelism in‘Christianity;,‘Plato; to be sure, had perheps |
\wsynthesiaed or"at‘least colored(hisiown Views of Being and
Not-being (104) by the traditions of the old Eleusinian and
Orphic mysteries; especially the latter. . The Eleusinian

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



- 104 -

'nysteries were the‘estebliShed religion of Athens end were
‘more characteristically Greek in having no definite doctrine
of organic sin. ' The Greeks were‘prone‘to’look on sin as'an
acoident of the individual or ‘situation, and once direct or
“indireetlretribufion wes‘mede,<n0‘taintyremeined behind;
Evil seemed to be an ineidentel‘end negative sort of fallacy,
whereas in the Orphic”nysteries;”evil ﬁes’mbre organic than
functional, ‘A cemplefe‘dualismvef9SOul’end bodylresulted -

“ from sysfematiZingithe'Dionysienlmyth°inte e”religien,°which
eimea'tdiredeem'%he‘soul from the‘generic'duelity of ‘the
‘Titanic evil and Dionysian good.(105) The‘Greek‘influenBe

.lin this respect may have contributed to the sense of organ~

“ic sinfulness which the Christians proclaimed as the con-
‘sequence of the fall of Adam. | " / - |
| . The dualism of an imprisbning body end an immortal

‘soul again marks at least a kinship of feeling in the ?7

| Pauline and ?latonic teaohings, for where Soorates describes
the eaéerimpetienee'of the soul for releaseffrom its mor-

tal bondsf”(lbé))“.Penl gives reassurance af “ter death that

f‘"es.ne.herefborne;the image of the earthly, we shell also bear

‘Hﬁne\imegevof‘fhe heevenly, " "For this corruptibleimustvpnt on

f:ineerrnptien end‘ﬁhis mortal nnsﬁ‘put on immortelity"-(ldz)

]Eerly ChurchiFatherg"such as TJustin the Greek and‘Clenent of

‘iAlexandria, nevertheless, Jealously preserved the direct line

of Christian-Judaic teaching, by contending that ell which -

“Christianity‘received‘from Pla;o was originally teken by

-
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Plato rrom the prOphetic utterances of the Jewish Messianio
stream of thought. I R
" That the Christians should stress immortality and
not uncommonly also pre~existence of the Soul and also ‘the
co~eternity of Christ with God became psychologically almost ‘
inevitable during the persecutions by the soldier emperors,‘
when everything'bmporal seemed ill-fated or doomed,
As the attack against Christianity was severest in
North Africa, the glowing figure of the period was Origen, '
the Alexandrian church teacher, 185-254 who, seeing how -
resistant the faith proved under such stress, first articu—'
lated the conviction "that the gospel by its inherent power,
and without help of miracle would supplant the religion of
the heathen" (108) 'Little wonder is it then that Origen '
came to be known aslthe Adamantine and became practically the
founder of systematic theology through his vigorous apologetic
writing on the inherent merits of the, faith. '
After the rirst two antagonistic emperors, Septimius
Severus, 193-211, and Caracalla, 211-217 had tried to suppress
Christianity, some effortsvere made to amalgamate new and old
raiths while an increasing interest in Oriental systems either
diverted or tempered the attack. It broke out again, however,
and ultimately Decius, 249-251, exacted formal renouncing or
,Ghristian tents before magistrates, and in a panic at a
pestilence, Gallus ordered all subjects to sacrifice to Roman .
-‘Gods. Valerian, 255-260 ‘capped the climax by ordering -
executions of church officiah but thanks to the tolerance of
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his son,AGal;ienuss the bishops were restored to office.
After that there was a declineaof-perseoution,‘with the

| exception of Diocletian's outbreak in 303, and in 313
Constantine decreed tolerance'forsboth religions, and follow=-
ed this soon by decreeing that Christianity was the official
religion for the Romen Empire,

nﬂcoulﬂ‘any eequence of events have made it more

difficult to identify Christiens? Between those who, it may
be assumed; had become afrald to call their faith their own,
in ‘spite of others who were'steadfastiunder'pereeoution;:and
those who, it may also be assumed, flocked with sheepish
ignorance to the Christian standard when it became the
official standard, it was inevitable that some adherents
would be pretenders, and some both within end without the
foid would hold confused or serroneous opinions‘on what
Christianity really might be. This period consequently saﬁ
the .establishment of (1) .the "rule of Faith" to detect
‘heresies, (2) the oanon of New Testament scripture, (3) re-
strictioncf the Lord's Supper observance to communicants only,
(4) .increased authoritativeness of the Bishops.'

" - Centralizing of authority led to the problem of
apostolic succession to prove the right to authority?u‘the
gradual,ascendency of_prestige into a hierarchy of archbishops,:
with those of Antioch, Alexandria and Rome most prominent, and
tﬁe.whole, elaborate syStem‘of.diooeean church government.:

Tne‘Greek,influenoe appeared again in the forming of the synods,
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‘somewhat similar to the Greek political system. The laity
_were gradually excluded from the synods for which guidance
by the Holy Ghost was more and more assumed. | |

| By 170 the primacy of the Church at Rome was estab-
.lished and Peter's precedence among the apostles was recog-
nized. At that time, however, the Church at Rome was
fchiefly only the guardian and not s0 much the expounder of
.apostolic teaching. With standards thus far fixed the '
policy of excommunication was adopted from the Jews, to e
vfollowed in due order by systems of penance. The Church,
no longer fighting for bare ex1stence, began trying to steer

_its way between heathen worldliness and oriental mysticism.

- Contrast of Hellenic and Christian Methods.

B Probably the most signifioant point in all discussions
of Hellenism and Christianity is the contrasted methods of
lapproach which Paul Dlmer More explains when entering upon
his Tive volume discussion or Hellenism and Christianity.
lFor both pagan and hristian, from Plato to St. Chrysostom, ;

: he says, theelements of religion, namely philosophy, theology
‘and mythology, remain the same, "but it 1s true also that

~as we pass rrom.Pagan to Christian, the order of assurance
jand of temporal acquisition among those elements undergoes
_a complete reversion, and the lesson vie take to ourselves

- will depend on our attitude towards what is no less then a
\»revolution within the circle of the Greeszradition. To the
pagan, particularly the Platonist, philosophy was the dom~

'inating element; here was the starting point of religion and
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.the-sphereiof whatever oertaintyeis attainable:by~mEn:‘ .
Here he thought he wes dealinghwith fdots’and’ﬁas stand-
ing7on3a fonndetionlof‘proved knonledge.' In theology he .
believed he was still close to ascertainable truth, yet
removed~a‘stephfr0m the region‘orfimmediate experience,

' Mythology oerriedlhim‘further afield from positive
eeeuranoe; though‘it‘might.be"indispensable"es'the‘expres-'
sion, more or less symbolical of neoessar&’truths;;;ggia

| "The mind orlthe Christian moved in the obpoéite”
direotion.. With him, so long at 1east as he remained
orthodox, ‘what the pagean called mythology was the ‘starting

' point of religion and the field of oertainty. The-incarnae
tion, with the whole economy of salvetion, he regarded as a
verifiable historical event; in which the imegination had
no part; unless this faot - ‘were nakedly and. objeotively true
his faith ‘was vain and his preaohing a lie. Symbolism
for him entered with theology. ‘and - though he might be’ ready
to perish ror his oonception of the Trinity, he would not
deny . that his terms for the relation of the three ‘persons one
to another were an" inadequate translation into human speeoh
of truthe that surpassed mortal comprehension. In a way his
theologioal definitions were admittedly more symbolical than
the Platonist's.‘ The divergence becomes again oomplete when
we pass to philosoPhy.~ Here, whére the Platonist thought
he-oouldmove»seenrely if-anywhere,ﬂthe dhristien,7so'rar as’

he distinguishedephilosophy from revelation,'eew only the
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blind groping of e ruined intelligence Which unaided
by divine Grace might catch a glimpse, afar off and "
shrouded in clouds and thick darkness, of its true home,.
but in the end must sink into doubt and despair." (109)
More bears this out by contrasting such passages

as the following. | | S

‘ Plato ﬂ"A life without criticism, or reflection |
on its meaning, is unworthy of & man." (lh” o |

St. Basil:‘"For 1r to live for us is Christ it

follbwslthat our conversation ought to be about Christ,
our thought and our conduct should hang upon his commands,
end our soul should be formed in his likeness." (111)
Resuming now the historical development with
this contrast in mind we can approach the theology of St.
Augustine who summerizes and interprets the whole content
of traditional Christianity, and who shows his own Hellenic-
Christian attitude in the two following quotations.
. WThis name of my Saviour, Thy Son, had my tender
- heart.pilously drunk in deeply treasured with my
mother's milk and whatever was without that
name, ,though never so erudite, polished and
truthful took not hold of me." (112) .

"Let these two theologies,.then, the fabulous.
and the civil, give place to the Platonic philoso-
phers, who have recognized the true God as the : -
author of all things, the source of  the light

- of truth, and the bountiful bestower of all
blessedness;" (113)

Alexandria was the great center for doctrinal

interpretation and there a great university end library were

soon followed by the first theological school: There, also,
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the Platonic influence became recognizably predominent,
, . Justin, born of Grecien parents, the first of

the Church Fathers outside of the direct Apostolic liné,

was one who early reversed his order of thinking in the

way that More has noted.'Beginning.to.distrust_reasonw
ﬁer se, Justin resorted to simple faith in the undemonstrated
"truths" of the Messilanic. prophets. The Logos, -he expleins,
és‘incaénate;ip Christ»alonejand yet.ébviéusly,work;ng in
the~ph11030pher§;‘a‘"ratiqna; pqtency":brought forth from
~the eternal, unbegot%eﬁ and.unmoved.Géd to create the .
world, (114) o o ‘
" Athenagoras, the Athenian, Tormulated the first

definite line of a priori proofs for the unity of God.

" The Logos, he affirmed, came furth from God to be thé ‘
‘protétype of the world and the active force in all material
thiggs,,and thus he avowed a dogmatic belief in a sort of

imitation theory for_tﬁe_relations‘or God and the world,
somewhat parallel to the.Piétbnic theory of Ideas in its
traditional form; N | o

- Irenasus, 140-203; a Qonspioubgs oppongnt of. the
Gnostics,,cérried on'thglparticipation view, reviving the
old third man arguﬁent'againSt archétypal separateness., lHe
also protested against.transmigration Qr}permanént separa-
tion of soul end body.h o o )

-Perhaps the most non-Greek attitude and writing

wes that of Tertullian, 160-222 .who considered philosophy

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



- 111 -

the mother of heresies.- His most unique contribution
‘was the introduction of Roman legal conceptions and
‘phrases into theology. 'Be'it not overldoked;‘however,
that Roman Law was much colored by“the_téachinés of the
Greek Stoics, who wrote the jus naturale into the Roman
code. Lo |
Clement of Alexandria; like Paul and John, in-
sisted on the pre-existence of Christ, and also of the
“soul. He emphasized trial in pﬁigatofy,“whichffs closely -
"parallel‘to'tﬁe Platonic'emphaSis‘iﬁ.the'great'myths*of the
‘Phaedo, Phaédrus;“Sumposium, Republic X and Gorgilas.
Creation, he believed, is as eternal as God, and in;Christ,”
‘the divine and the human, to borrow Uberweg's simile,
"interpenetrate each other as when iron is heated through
by fire." Like Justin, he credited Greek genius with
‘enlightenment by thefdiyine Logos;"Any’positiVe knowledge -
of God, howevey he'fhought~iﬁpossible, asiHe{is nothing -
that cen be predicated of another thing (115) - The Son
alone 1s knowable positively:. |

Origen, 185-254, already mentioned as the rounder
of sYstemat;c theology was, thereby, also the fqunder of
deductive doctrine, which began with what Mofe‘calls the
"myths","and'he'is certain of the myths but grdpeé”iﬂ‘the
'fea;msnof mere»"intelligence"; By the Scholaétic period,
this systematic.theolOgy wasqentréndad'behind formidable -
structures of dogmatic scriptural and- ecclesiastical premises

and heavily armed with syllogistic sequenoes. Aocopding to
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Origen, one shoud start with the highest dpgmasﬂand end
with the realm of existence farthest rgmoved from fhe heaven-~
ly source, whether that be.matﬁer or evil spirits, - a
~*distinctly‘Qhristianiand non-pagan line of approach. So ' ,<
1t continued until the Scholastic controversies in the. .
. Thirteenth Century again freed philosophy so that it could
wander at will outside the enclosures of theological
- . premises, to arrive again at dooctrines of God and the .
- universe in its pwnAway,‘whichrin;previous end also in later
" oenturies1rfequently proved to be quite the reverse of
. . systematic theology. A .
- Starting, for example, with Galileo's "playing"
u with mere matter,‘many a philosoPherescientisf téday boaéts
. that he is more religious. in the presence of his-"iqspiring
_mysteries" of power end order, than the old school theologians
"confronteé by the "awful mysteryﬂ,of}reconoiiing‘recalcitrant
" matter and evil to—gn old, fixe&ﬂorder,.whioh axiomatically
- excludes :them, and of redeeﬁing,a fallen people to a pre-
accepted divine power, whoereated them from no necessity,

- but, by necessity, disowned them.,

.. Christian Theism )

The basic theistic assumptions of the Catholic ‘
Church which first successfully synthesized Judaism and .
~ Hellenism, were b:iefly as;follom-byithé Third Century, A. Dot

An eternal, original, immutable God,
innatdy acknowledged by the human mind,

A creative force, - Logos.
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- A bond With'estranged humenity - the Son;

A spirit prooeeding-rromrFather and - Son,

Theophilus'rss-the first to make. theological use
of the word "Trinity"}and Tertullian converted it:into:the
baSio'dogma,:alfhough,it~remained,for Augustine to establish
1ts full”signifioanceéaS’a“oreedal-point; PR

The "trinity" in which the Logos and Son are identi-
fied as theisecond‘member'very‘promptly-made apparent the .
relational problem of Unity in Trinity, or Trinity in Unity,
Identity with Difference of Difference in:Identity. Then -

. arosejthe7theories of subordinatioﬁism,'oOnsubstantiality;
ahd modalism, the old Platonic problem of imitation, parti-
cipdtion'or inStrumentalism,-with‘the«inferred problems of
creation; time ‘and evil; ‘The angle of epproach to this
problem, according to Tixeront is the heart of the whole -
‘difference  between Western and Greek theolog&; (116)7~The-*‘
Tormer posits primarily. the divine, substential unity, and -
the ‘latter fundamentally asserts the distinction of three
persons. ~‘The same’ contrast:iS»noticeeble in their respective
Christologies, - one beginning with 1dentityvand the other ' -
with distiﬁot“duality.‘ This further illustrates Morets.dis-~
tinotion of the Hellenic progress from philosophy to mythology

and the Christian's reverse order.

. Ye seem to have here .the differenoe between Fuclid-~

ean and experimental mathematics, and also between the spirit
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of the. Realists and the Nominalists or the Scholastic
period. . To revert to More's contrast - the pegan wants
to know, the Christian does know.‘ St. Thomas Aquinas,
patron saint of Catholio education, recorded it in the"‘
Thirteenth Centuny, when he referred to philosophy as that
which goes from man to God whereas theology goes from God
to man. | - .‘ o : ' | |
| The pagan starts with what is observable and oan
be expressed and throws out figurative 1anguage at what is
beyohd. - In 80 far as this goes, -I do not see that More's
interpretation of the Phaedrus myth can be very different ,
from mine: It is the mythological "as if" of what is on
beyond induotive experience. The traditional Christian,'-\
‘however takes the non-realizable, or non-peroeptive event
or thing as. "self-evident" and deduces rrom that all he can
.. for experiential purposes, however little that may be. For
him the Ideas do exist that’s an axiom - and he feels clumsy
only inrhis artioulationof‘them,‘and much more bewildered
in applioation than in appreciation of them..

This is Augustine's oontention, about the inadequaoies

of human expression of such an axiomatic myth as the Trinity,

"When it is asked what the three are we .
-betake.ourselves to the finding out of. some
special or general name under which we may em-
“brace these three; and no such name occurs to -

| the mind, because the supereminence of the -
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.Godhead surpasses'the power of customary-3
speech. TFor God is more truly thought
than He .is uttered, and exists. more truly
- then He is thought.ﬂ (117) | 7
His existence is sure, the thought is clear, but ve can
only throw out figurative language at what the Trinity
means in changeable, illusory,vhuman experience. Just the
reverse of what the pagan attempts with figuratwe language.
'Auguetine even criticizes Scripture for using "figurative
language“ to express human experience of the presence of i
God for he argues that referring to God's "anger" or other
‘ disturbing emotions, is merely using familiar phrases tc
insinuate a vague impression into the common mind. (118)
, | Essentially the same distinction is made by Hegel
between the traditional and non-traditional as follows.
, ".."The manner of study in ancient times is distinct
- from ‘that of the modern world, in thet the for-
mer consisted in the cultivation and perfecting
of - the natural mind. Testing life carefully .
at all points, philosophizing about everything
> .1t cameacross, the former created an experience -
permeated through and through by -universals,
. In modern times, however, an individual finds
the abstract form ready made:" (119) |
| The question 1s whether the two modes of approach,
‘the Hellenb and Christian, coming from Opposite directions
did actually meet in genuine agreement of thought in early
Ghristianity in spite of differences in words.. Pagans might‘
well wonder why More terms their inductive gropings (which |
. 80 orten lead to marvelous illuminations of cumulative pos=-

‘sibilities) the sure road to doubt and despair. ' Certeinly
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the master of inductive gropings, Socratés, had ‘less
doubt and deépair:in going on to his paéanly mythical
afterlife (120}, than many an évowed.cﬁristian doubt-~
fully and despéiringly'inadequate_1n his ovm soul per -
se, needing professional unction to guide him to what
are supposed to be his ﬂogrtaintie§"; However, More does
qualify the "blind gropina of ruinea.intelligence" by - ~
admission ofADivine Grace as a gﬁide and that Divine Grace,
he, at times, identifies with Socrates' Daemon.{121), which
aftef<all,‘may”be the,sentiment-ofrforﬁs'which*étgadies
one in the Inductive Leap. But then the pagen has fo
wonder what'similar cértaint&usteadies.theAChristian in his
blind, deductive subsuming of the elusive particular
expériences-under;the ﬁniversgl, axiomatic certainties .

. of his myths, - i | |

. Sensing this predicament of the Christian, St.'

Auguatine,-in~the rudimentary. stages of his conception of
God,yaoco:ding‘to,Walter.VaQHSaun'in his thesis on: .
"St. Augustine's Idea of God", "discerned the inebility of
the human reason to discover unaided oertain truths ‘
and recognized the need of the 'authority of the: scriptures' "(122)
‘It was this sort of thing which was heroically
faced by.two alignments of thinkers inside the Church 1t-
self in the Scholastic period, when the Realists assumeg

the universals and tried to account for particulars, while
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the Nominalists assumed the particulars and tried to
account for the universals. All in all the hsretics
who in the dark ages, tried to rationalize the Father,
Son and Holy Ghost the insurgent Nominalists who, in the
middle ages, tried to rationalize the universals, and
'the so-called Liberals of the Protestant era, “who try to
rationalize their way to God, seem to be carrying on the
Greek traditional method as defined by More' while the
orthodox Christians have incorporated among ‘their axioms
such of the Greek traditional ggptgnt as was accepted by
the Church Tathers.. | S
To trace this contrast through the early contro-

‘versies to the point at which the neo~Platonic Augustine
left it as the dominant Doctrine of civilization, we must
'go back to the events which led up to the Nicene council in
925 and to the council at Constantinople the same year.A |

H Other forms of belief whose exponents claimed to
vbe true Christians had branched off from the official line
bof descent of the apostolic theology and classic philosophy.
iThe Gnostics, the strongest dissentors were not altogether
disposed to draw on philosophy for substantiation of approved
Christian doctrines, but were frank seekers for what seemed
to them best‘in Oriental Greeh and Christian systems. .
rThey claimed a deeper gnosis than the mere "authority" of
either apostolic or classical tradition. AS eclectics, o
lthey tried to reduce Christianity to a philosophy, which
proved to be markedly Platonic. The.Absolute, for them,

3 ' i . . , o
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-was 1neffable and could have no predicates (traditional
separatist Platonism.) Evil and matter ‘were identified
very much as by Plato. Naturally then they tried to' refute
the incarnation of Christ in human flesh as implying
oneness with evil (or Platonic non-being.) The Absolute,
: they suggested, eménatés'chaihs of existences, and these
'chains{ of existences or. asons may be the first recogni-
ﬁ,tion of history as philosophy.
| - The Manicheans had a practically distinct re-
ligion of;their'own élthough they articulated it in the
Christien terminology. Headed b& their Persian foﬁnder,
Meni, with his Semitic and Babylonian traditions, they
were ascetics to.a considerable degree,fand yet pfim@rily"
aimed at nationalizing religiOn on the basis:of the dual
kingdom of light and darkness. '
| Such was the general status of Christianity with
1ts load of Greek tenets when the internal difficulties of
‘doetrine first became acute: The Greekkhristian Church
centering at Alexandria and Antioch, had sharp schismatic
coﬁtrbversies throughout the Fourth Centry, especially with
the Arian heresy. Practidally all the évbwedﬁheresies which
made any'headway, namely Sabellianism,'Ariapism, Nestorianism
were an attempt to rationalize away tﬁe paradox'of divinity
and humanity'in‘one,,the divinity of Christ and the human’
‘incarnstion Of‘the-Logos; Arius the Aiexandrian pfesbyter,

forced the issue of subordinationism or adoptionism and
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consubstantiationism. . He is known to have been particularly
_brilliant.in/Aristotelian'dialectib*and:syllogistig

intricacies, and stérting from the premise that God is
-absolutely transcendent and uneble to communicate himself
..otherwise than by means of oreation, he,syliogistically

grdvedw Tall tﬂat is outsidé~the only. God hasAbeen created

ex nihilo" end hence that the VWord is "adopted™ of God and

‘the Holy Ghost is probabl&‘a creation of the Son. (123)
Deposed -in 321, Arius’ still retained.the ardent babking of
,ﬁowerful ecclesiastics, and in his subsequeht travels so

disseminated his‘doctrines.that‘tﬁey persisted in Constantinople

and,AsiarMinorvuntierheodosiuS‘compelled orthodoxy in 380,
-and they also came back with noteworthy forcé in.the:barbarian

converts headed by Ulphilas, bishop of thebéoths;~j‘

.The Council of Nicea, however,.in 325 put a.technical

conclusion to the issue; and authorized as officlal Christianity

the full'divinity_of‘ChriSt5'consubstantiation and all that

‘1t implies as, to grace and redemption:. This council was

oompelled;fo make_fine-distinctibns'regarding the #ery word
" oUo{a, yhich had proved such a stumbling block in the
‘mental relationship of Aristotle and Plato: Yet Tixeront
warns students of this period to guerd against emotive mis-

int;rpretati,on .0f such terms _as‘ O'IJ/G‘-' L ,1‘);70/0'7"«0-1 S 4
;ﬁ”& aiLs , for ﬁafter all, they were already a part of the

domsin common to all cultivated minds, and, when using them,d

~the Fathers did not giﬁe them any other meaning thén the one
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generally assigned to -them, nor did they intend in any way
to sanction the philosophical theories with.vilch these words
were associated.".(124) . Tixeront mey be overcautious in
this regard,»but:if‘1s‘trué_that the Fathers further departed
from the Hellenio ;nrluence,by‘substituting WJ%.655 for
>"°/b' oS  .in the Nicene rec.o;cdsa o L -
, As to the Athanasian triumph in the Nicene decision,
‘,ﬁberweg,xreporting it to be more a "sbecificially religious-
and.ecclesiastical " victory than aiscientific;one,}notes;a
change a&s fq;lows:.- v f e e
. "Whether .the dogma,.whicﬁ\Athapaéius'suqeessfgl;y
' advoéated‘ﬁe thought to mark a redlwadyaﬁbg toward a purer
“expression of the idea of God and man as united in ome, or
whether there.be found in it a concealed triﬁheism,,wpiqhvafteré
wqrd Augustine and others‘again modifiedlso‘as tQ‘mgke.it'
moreméonsonant,with,themqnotheistic,ideq,,the historic fact
mustuin,any case be. acknowledged, that the Athasianurqrm of .
the doctrine in question,not only in respect ofiterminology,‘butv_
.also in iespeqt_qucqncgption_gndfapplicatipn, was not knownin'
k,the;Christian%churoh,from‘the beginnipg,fbgt marks,_qn_th? |
contrary, a later stadium in the developmgnt'of th9gtht?1(125)
The situation -consequently was, and.for that metter stili i§,'
,fhat_the authority .of prio:ity,fér one.set of'viewsiis pittéd
against. the authority of officialméanotion'fqr another set.
| Arius was exiled, but Constanpiﬁe!é successor, Constantiug

whose sister, Constantia, was disposed toward Arianism, let
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loose & storm of disputation with all kinds of helr-splitting,
-including the prolonged debate over homo-onsios‘ﬂof,one sub-
.,stance",,and‘homoi-ousiost"ofrlihe‘substance"; ‘Twenty differ-
;lentqoreeds,are said to«have been presented by insistent ad-
. herents within a quarter century.
- o At ConstantinoPle in 381, the Cappadooians succeeded
in. determining the ultimate Greek terminology by stressing
the word ﬂ/||oo*ro<a‘us - In . God, they declare there are three
‘hypostases, anddonlyfone‘snbstance‘(OHLIF!:“_,), l;e.ﬁonly
- one God; The three~hypostases are included,_as it were one in
the other (circumincession) and have only one aotion, as well |
f_ae only one knowledge and only one will; these three parsons are
moreover‘equal_and‘equally a@orables_(lzs) St. Jerome later
~thinks this smacks too much .of Arianism ao'he;contends that
hypostasis is essence. . Harnach‘also claims that'hhe T
‘Cappadocians and-thelGreeP Ghunoh wiich followed them are
_surely only "Semi-Arieans who speak the language of Nicea." (127)
’ There vias also the Donatist oontrover ¥y in North
-~ Africe, a consequence presumably_ofyDiooletianfs persecutions,
‘for; according to Leclerq, "In reali%y_their”oﬁposiﬁionwwas
'a‘natlonal.movemen% of the-hfrlcan populations against .the
:Empire,even“more then a revolt in the domain of faith." (128)
~ Their ohief contenﬁions‘were thet public and notoriousfsinnens
. and espeoially prevaricating‘bishops and prie°ts, do not belong'
,to the Church, and outside the true Church, sacraments cannot be
*‘administered validly. This‘"er:o;" finally snccumbed to the

council aotion, Augustine's éebatemand‘the'Arab 1nvaslons;‘
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In that seme general period, external pressure vies
tremendous,,for.then,began;the-Gothic invasions and these
ill-reputed invasions were not all evil. The Visigoths,
between the Black and Baltic seas,;had-become'Arian converts,
due to the teachings of Christian captives. ZEager to escape
persecution, Ulphilas, the Gothic Arian bishop, ‘peaceably
entered Roman territory With his Christians about 355. Al-
though it would be too long a divereion from_the maia theme
to Tollow all subsequent developments ohronologically,omayx_
it .be borne in mind that fhis barbarian influence started in
the year after: the birth of Augustine and was a co-raotor in all
the develoPments of his time.

- Very briefly, - by 370, both the Huns and Goths were in
political ascendancy within Roman bounds, and Theodosius‘was
.made regent in the Eastgand.thexBAsupportedﬁthewNicene_dootrine »
of. the Trinity. - Ulphilas died in great . disappointment, with- |
the Nicene creed endorsed at Constantinople in 381, The greet
Christian Visigoth; Alaric; loyal to Ulphilas, fought the.
death-blow to paganism, and during the sack of Rome protected
the churches of St,Peter and St.Pauls .The¢V1sigoths, following
Maric, went. into Gaul-ahd«Spaiﬁ, still'spreading»Ar&anism, and v
forced the thdals (who, however, had caught the Arien"taint" )
~on into Afrioa, where under Genseric, they persecuted the

Orthodox and promoted Arienism. Summoning Attila,"the Hun;_

"the scourge of God" to his aid Genserio's barbarians threatened
the whole of official Christianity's,civilization., Then arose
Leo, Bishop'of Rome, who stemmed the tide with gold and persuasion
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and thus tremendously enhanced :the prestige of the Roman.
Church, Though he could not completely stop Genseric and his -
"Vandals who conquered Italy in 455, he modified the threatened
on horrorshof\the conquest; “As the emperors.let go, Leo 'and .
his successors tightened their hold on leadership. .
Orthodoxy madeﬁa‘géinain 496 in converting Clovis,
King of the Franks,,the.then dominent bafbarians: InAthe mean
fime,.Odoacer,easilygbeCame master in Italy, only:té be over-
thrown by Theodoric. the Great, anﬂAriah,Oétro-gothguwho, however,
tolerated,Catholic Qhristianityl ihe finel invesion of heathen
Arianism was with theriombards»whoﬂpreséed'1nt6;northern Italy,
‘but‘these.migrating,Téhtons.with.their mixed religions; also .
felt awe for the Catholic priests with their tremendous\dignity
of‘convictionrand'personality. .F.W. Kroencke, in his thesisﬂ'
for the doctorate at the. University of Cineinnati, showed that .
the barbarian 1nrluence was not all bad, that it contributed a
marked chastity and distinct family code'(lag), but-its brutal
- aspects also exalted the Catholic priesthéod énd especially the
Roman prestige}bywvirtue of contrast;
.~ In the face of all heresies, the Latin Church Fathers
vigo:ouslyiprotésted against rationélizing'God into‘an‘ine :
acoessible'monism oi tranécendenoe,with~no humanity through
Christ to insure the mystical kinship of man end Gods.(130).
As Tixeront explains: | ' B
_ "We may notice that in all this there is very little
philosophy;‘nothing~at all of the lenghy dissertations regarding

<
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the oconcepts of percepts end nature, in which the Greek
mind takes ‘delight, but simply a plain and vigorous affirmation
of what the Church believes, - a belief which is as yet felt
and’ lived rather-than intellectually analyzed." (131) -Tixer-
ont also maintains- that the Fathersfdescribe‘phiioébéhy as
vein learning, richer in words than deeds, and adds, "Besides
1t has been made useless by the advent of Christ" (132), -
which of course falls in With.More's?specificatiénrof~fhé
Christian-order,"with confidence iﬁ.ﬁythology first and
philosophy last: o |

After the Nicene council's decision, the victorious:
Athenesius was exiled five times and suffered many an injustice,
but the storms of both extremes could beat against him only to
recede dgain,'never’b:eaking-throughfto inundate the official |
Churoh. Probably Gregory of Nyssa made»theflast‘Stroﬁg stand
prior to the Scholastic period, to separate theology end =~
philosophy: AT | |

Augiistines Theologye

>iht0‘asverY‘turbulEnt sea of ‘théology then ventured
Augustine fd‘cha:t the channel of tradition through which the-
ship of the~dhur¢h-sailéd with impressive steadiness until the
scholastic period, the Twelfth to the Fifteenth Cehturies,
whén dredging for new or deeper meaninés materially widened the
channel but did not essentially alter thé'bourse; 'So on to

the next‘great‘stormﬂin'thefReformation when the winds and
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.

, deep_rlowing‘connter-ourrentefof_Arieniem.and other heresies,
now”in new forms, setpthe theologioalleea to reging, with .
the.Churcn‘playing its anchorsmbeckwgon:irm holds in the

_ﬁAugnsﬁ;nien_oourse. _Inaemucn‘as‘this policy.has,been con-
‘tinued, we have todey such statements as that of More:

"Withal I am convinced that in. oertain 1mportant

3 matters the Latin, and I may add the Teutonic mode of thought
. has perverted the stream of philosophy and religion, and
~,_tha‘u the need of the modern world becomes daily more urgent
“to make a return to the purer sourQe of our spiritual life."(133) .

| ’ Augustine, born in 354, was well fitted for his |
‘task as the Opponent of heresy, reconciler of 1nternel strife
~and interpreter of doetrinef All the turbulence of worldli-
ness and‘myeticismAhad seefhed‘in}his»own«heart;,'Son of a
tolerant pegan’father and an ardent Christian mother; he -was
”fuldy-keyed to the_tensdon of the barbario-Arian end-Catholic
Christian,1ssues,_withkhis sympathies»toﬁards the latter but
vnoblindnees.towerde‘theAformer; ‘His school days at Madaura,
.wnioh'waetmostly:pagan, tinctured his early Catholicism at
‘leest nith epecnlanions; An the.oosmopolitan_seaport;of.'
:Gerthege; while studying lew, e passion for wisdom welled up-
dn his eierf‘yonng mind, Somn then, the Menicheans, with
‘their ostensible eppeal to reason, had him in their ranks.
ﬁrentnally end,1nevitably,_however,‘nevinclinedvtowardfaj
_moderete\soepticism, but while teaching rhetoric at Milan, he |

". “became acquainted with Ambrose, and subseqnently enrolled as
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& catechumen in :the Catholic Church, There, he found himself
mistaken in his supposition that Catholicism believed God to
be bounded by human form. Prom that point on, his ovn ideas
of God began to clear ug as carefully traced and defined by
Van Saun. (134) ¢' o R ”".

:‘( There may be easily identified in all the theistic
’controversies the old Platonio problem of the One and the
Many, and the interest of the present discussion is how the
Funotional impulse persisted._ Plato tried to thinh it through
by Socratically starting from the.. many in the early .dialogues,
and in: the later ‘ones, he tried to take it up in both the
notional and particular regions, and in the Timaeus comes to
the:conolusion=fhat'each world, - i;e;‘ﬁhe.realm'of-ldeas and
the -realm’ of the particulers, = has bgjh,unity'and-plurality;~
In-the Paremenides, he shows the similar functionalrrelation
of therealms to each others |

The early theologians face their form of this issue
first in the Trinity as the Being of God much as Plato at
times discussed the notional region independently of the ordinary
realm of particulers. Then they made an effort to examine the
relation of the Trinity;to the created world - of :the notional
to the particull.ar:realm.“’T Both of these efforts must he -
examined. - | |

St, Basil seemsftorhave been one of the first of the

very few who hed a clearly funqtional view. St. Basil argues
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that O’UO’LO( is

"that which is common to the,individuals or
‘the same species-(TO oLV SV ).end that
“which all equally possess, that on account of-
-which they are designated by the same word,
while  this ‘word degignates no particular
"individual. But this o-Jol«. . cannot
really exist, unless it is completed and de-~
termined by some individuating characters.
These characters have received various neames:
~they are called LcSLtf’Tn TES , LdLcdb praTa
_ bcft.cc LT ,O‘n,,t.ec.o(, i yVwpLopaTa ,
kTR pes ;3 poega { o If we add
~these indiViduating characters to.an O1)O‘LOL,
we have an -0 WdoTad"Ls ° An hypostasis is a
‘determined individual, which exists apart by
-itself, and which comprises and possesses an - -
o0V { although it is opposed to it as the
-~ proper to the common; the particular to the ;
general." (155)

Tixeront's criticism of St Basil's argument is ,

worth quoting because in truth it emphasizes it more than |

tit discounts it "Ue may observe,‘f he says, " that this ;A .
definition is incomplete and that it seems to identify too N
closely hypostases with individual substance, with the in~
dividual and to make the individual characters the constituent
elements of personality." (156)

This much Warning seems amply justified for, as'

Bertrand Russell so strongly insists in his ovn presentation ?
.of Propositional Punctions (157) one cannot be too much on :
guard against mi taking a mere pr0position for a propositionaL
‘function and vice versa._ Tixeront noting this danger in St._ﬂi
' Basil's explanation, nevertheless goes on to point out with |

more scrupulous care,
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. . ) / .
- "The divine 0V Jd LA  is not itself an hypostasis,
because, although it is individuel, it does not
- exist separate by itself, but in the Persons, who -
have it in common. The diVine Persons, on the
contrary, oppose .one.another and therefore, each
- has a distinct existence, which ddes not admit of
- ~being qonfounded the have nothing in common except
the okua "UﬁB |
| The divine Persons then are just as separate as x,
YV, and n + 1, which have nothing 1n common except their
functioning in the binomial theorem, or any other like
O1JO‘L<$ 5 whioh in turn "does not exist separate by
1tself" but in the variables ( or Persons ) which have it in
common. We have already seen that St. Jerame was afraid this
Cappadooian doctrine imnlied the Arian homoi—ousios, but his
fears hardly seem well grounded. X, v and n +~l are not of
S
1ike substance to (x + y) e They'are separate entities, and
without a theorem as very sum and substance of their funotion-
ing, they would have nothing in common. On the other hand,
though the binomial theorem is also individual, 1t exists only
as x, N and n + l. It seems. then rather definitely a'oase of
homo-ousios. | , ‘/ ‘
Veryfew, if any excent Basil 50 derinitely asserted

that the o1Jo'b<x cannot really exist unless it is completed

'and determined by some individuating charaoter, i e, variables
with real values. Yet none pretended to oonceive the Godhead
| without the three distinct Persons (the individuating characters)
'Father, Son and Holy Ghost | They were, nevertheless, extremely
persistent in affirming and reaffirming the independence amd

'completeness and separate self-suffioient existence of the ‘
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) s .
- OV o Lta or God per . se, existing not prior in time but-

~prior in fact th that which He is known as being. 'Gregory
of Nyssa, for example, taughf‘that "fhe life of the word of
God niust be an independent life ~(°c4'1'),',7'0 ‘369’7/) ,. and not a.
..mel"e.life by participation (73?60?'75 »--';we”rc?ﬁma), since in
. the latter case it would loéexits simplicity;‘.In'trying to
"carry_fhrough‘this,thesis;-Gregory himself had to admit that
~ 1t 1is such an unspeakable mystery that it cannot be clearly |
known, (139) |
Inasmuch as. the summation of early Post-Nicene
4theology ekists.in‘Auggstine!s~works, the . test comes in
Ffudying those.. One cannot éfford to dO»this,.howover,
‘without‘full'recognition of inevitable uncertainty in the
results. Oneumaf succedl in finding‘a,suggesfion or tendonoy,
vﬁhioh Will7contribute‘to»thefprestige or weight of-a given
‘;cohtontion and yet oe no. nearer to;the'truth of what Aﬁgustine
‘himself meant than would be some one else who found quite a
different contention. . Tixeront frankly sets forth the
difficulties in the Way(of'arrivingvat,true meanings, when |
ohersays:~ ‘ |
4 " In Aupustine's profound surveys of. the many and
'diverse problems to Whlch he applied himself; every detail
-is not made to harmonize with every other, nor is each
accurately stated“ Impelled as he was by circumstances.and
at the same time exceedingly conscious of the mysterious
character or the truths which Christian theology strives to
expound, St. Augustine had occasionally hesitated, groped
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his way as it‘Were,‘and suggested various‘solutions, which,
if separated from the context may easily be falsified. " He
has written a book of Retractiones;" (140) That book was
written close to the end of his life and only such researches
as that- started by Walter Van Saun of the'University or A
. Cincinnatl on the relative significance of various stages in
Augustinés own views can ultimately evalume any presentation
of Augustine's views. In ‘the mean time .one can only present
various currents which met in and coursed through his
impressive speculations. | | | |
~ That there wes & funotional intent distinctive
enough to make an impression is attested by that cautious
critic, Tixeront himself, who writes' | o
‘ "What then are these Persons, who are really
distinct yet do not divide the divine unity and simplicity?
The Holy Doctor gives as an answer the theory of relations.,
These Persons‘are,relations, and_relations_that;are not
identical with the substance or the,nature,ﬁsince,they are
not something absolute; while, on the. other hend, they

cannot be called accidents, since they are essential .to the

'nature, and like it, eternal ‘eand neces sary." (141)
To turn to Augustine's own professions, we have
such statements as these: )

- "I would boldly say, that the Father, Son .
‘and Holy Spirit, of one and the same substance,

. God,. the Omnipotent Trinity, work indivisibly...."
-¢In my words," he goes on, "the Father, Son and .
"Holy Spirit are separated, and cannot be named at
ONCB....sAnd as, when I name my memory and 1ntellect
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and will, each name refers to each severally,

but yet each is uttered by all three; for there

is no one of these three names that is not uttered

both by my memory and my intellect and my will

together (by the soul as a whole); so the

Trinity, together wrought both the voice d

the Father, and the flesh of the Son, and the

dove .of the Holy Spirit, while each o f' these

things is referred severally to each person. And

by this similitude it is in some: degree discernible,

that the Trinity, which is inseparable in it~

self, is menifested separably by the appearance

of the visible creature; and that the operation
~of the Trinity is also inseparable in each

severally of those things'which are said:to

pertain properly to the ‘manifesting of either

the Father, or the Son, or the Holy Sprit."(142)

“Augustine even goes” so far as to 1llustrate a
reciprocal dependence by a discussion of the nature of -
"greatness" ‘wherein he explains,

- 4Byt ‘since God is not great with that greatness
which is not Himself, so that God, in being
great, 1s, as it were, partaker of that -
“ greatness, - otherwise that will be a great-~
' ness greater than God, whereas there is o
, nothing greater than God therefore He is
- great with that greatness by which He Him-
. self is that same greatness." (143).

But Angustine does not stop here.l Likening this to the
relation of three essences he goes on to prove aotual
identity, instead of distinct relation, "God Himself is His
- ovn greatness.f} Similarly Augustine literally 1dentifies
O’UO"-O(- andw'\cj )oo-lotcn.s' and also Ovc‘tu and
essence. (144)
| | Always and incessantly he wrestles with this
proolem. Its nain aspects are fairly consistently as

- follows:
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l. . The unchangeableness of God; - the
word "unchangeable" appearing in nearly
. every. ohapter. ‘
2, ‘The unity of the Trinity.,
3. ,The distinctness of three Persons.

4, God the sender, not sent not prior
in time, but prior in existence.

It is the Holy Doctor's own opinion that "What-
ever in its‘ewn‘self;seme'snﬁstenee”is”now after‘enether
'mode then it once was, is discovered to be mortal in so
far as it has ceased t0 be what it was." (145) Hence we
revert to the problem ofjthe,InVariébieAVeniabie; which is
termed by Augﬁstine“varibuslja(directly or'by’imnliéation)
‘the Unsent Sender, or the Unmade Maker, .or the Unchanging
' Changer; ;;'refer to such statements. as describe God to’
be "making’things thaet are chengeable without'chenge |
‘Himself," (146) or "God alomne makes and Himself is not

made ;" (147) |
i Augustine repeatedly goes over the ground of this
‘nroblemi He‘knows;such statements‘can'be'challenged; St.
‘Basil said outright that the ov o"LeL itself depends for

‘1ts own existence on the individﬁat;ngicheracteristios |

‘which menifest it:  Not for fugustine, however, is it
~necessary for an Unmade Meker to have anything to make. He
will not apply here his own statement quoted above that insofar
as the self—same substance is now after another'mode than it
once was (i{e. having ceased to meke anything) it is discovered

to be mortal insofar as it has ceased to be what it was

(i;e. it no longer survives all things which suffer change or

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



- 133 -

death;) Probably no-one hesvmore”conscientiously analyged
this peradox‘tnen St;‘Augustine,'ﬁimself,-ﬁho; thereby,
ultimately‘arrives at en'elmostiﬁsntian dnalisn of realms;
Throughout Augustine sticks to the irreversible prioritx
of God paradoxioally involved in the co—eternity of the J

.Tather, Son(and Holy Spirit,'and as “long as he restricts
himself to disoussion of the Trinity, (148) like Plato
Sticking to the notional realm of pure entities; he mostly
malntains ‘the functional relation already explained on
page 130. - B
' There ‘are noteworthy contradictions, however,’as
when he stoutly insists that God alone should be called
essence "For He is truly aloney because He‘is’uncnangeablej
end declared this to be His own name to his servant Moses;
when He says,."l em that I am:'"  And, Augustine adds He
is called both essence and substance' 1n respect to himself
and not relatively to anything." (149) This assertion comes
after a protracted discussion of the quite difrerent relation
which exists (notionally) between God and the Trinity, and
that which exrstslbetween ordinary Universals‘end Perticulars
as, for example, the,relation of Manlto”Abraham{ Isaac and
Jacob:.of<Tree to the laurel, myrtle and oliye;jand'of.
Animal to tne horse,.ox and dog#d God, he says, is not
similarly relative to the  Persons of the'Trinity.(lso)_
"So, " he argues elsewhere, "we may under-
stand God, if we are able and as.much as we are
able, as good without quality, great without

quantity, a creator though he lack nothing, rnling
from no position, sustaining all things without-
t ) L
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'having' them, in His wholeness everywhere,

.yet without place, eternal without' time, making
“things that are changeable, without change

of Himself, and Without passion."(lSl)

Thus Augustine seems to arrive at the quandary which Plato
1faced in the Parmenides. Is the doctrine of Ideas applicable
throughout or only in a special realm? Augustine seems not
‘-to have gone as far as Plato in answering it.‘ Vhen the former
tries to present the notional and particular worlds together,
i.ed the Trinity and the Created Universe he shapes his
arguments to the aforementioned Kantian conclusion, but to
N establish this-contextually one“must'atileastibriefly trace .
through his account of the Trinity and the Universe of Man.
_ In defenee"offthe'unchangeableneSS‘of‘his'changer,
’Augustine"argues;
- "Are we to believe that it suddenly occurred
to God to create man, whom he had never before made
in a past eternity, - God, to -whom nothing new can
occur, and in whom is no: changeableness? ~The Psalmist :
= gbes on to reply, as-if addressing God Himself, 'According
o the depth of Thy wisdom Thou has multiplied the
.children of men?! ..., For this is a depth indeed,
that God always has been, and that man, whom He had
never mede before; He willed to make in ‘time; and
..this without changing His design and will., (152)
| . In De Trinitate, ons finds the clearest statements
of the relation of the Trinity and the oreated universe.
Here also is his nearest approach to 8 funotional interpetation.
"Beoause, therefore, the WOrd of God is One,-
by which all things were made, which is the un- -
. changeable truth, all things are simultaneously .
~therein, potentially and unchangeably; not ﬂ
only those things which are now. in this whole

~ creation, but also those which have been and
} those whiqh shall be. And therein, they neither
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‘have been nor shall be, but only are; and .
all things are life and all things are onej
or rather it is one being and one. lire."(lss)

” Then the great Theolﬁgian assumes “the defensive
again, by immediately arguing against the implications of
‘reciprocal interdependence of one existence explained by .
the other, for he says. | - .

| "Since 'in the beginning‘ the Word was .

.- not made, but.the Word was with God, and the . -
Word was God, and all things were made by

- Him', neither had all .things been'made by Himg,
unless He had Himself been berore all things

.and not.-made."(154):

P tn~a:When-heTraces;the“issue of. redemption - of re- "
oonciliation‘of the made to the Maker, he seems to admit a
chenge.of<mode3‘for‘at'least one:member of the co=esternal
unity, Christ. ‘In this case he presents a truly .functional
reciprocity, a ce-adaptation'

s "By being made partaker:of. our mortality,"
He made us partakers of His divinity..... For

~(as it just ocours to me) what I mean is precisely:
that co-adaptation which. the Greeks call

/oyow K W (155).

. As always,ﬂhowever,‘Augustinevequally insists"
that God'sxrelatien to the universe is necessary for: the
universe;=whereasrthe universe's relation to. God is not
necessary for God. God's exis%ence apparentlyfis,functionally -
involvedwwith the existence.of the three Pensonsnin the
~ Trinity, but equally apparently there are constant contradioc-
tions as,te eny. functional cooperation or co-cxistence of

the Trinity'and,the.createdrUniverse;"Commentators unite

in this observation for,as Tixeront declares,Augustine

* insisted God does not have to have a universe (156)- the
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| Unmade Maker does not have to make anything. Uberweg notes
;Augustine's contention that God was under no necessity

”‘in creating the world. (157) o -

" | | This seems to indicate a definite break in the

Tlfunotional hierarchy. With Plato, tnis was traced according

f”to the pagan order recognized by'More, rrom value to Doctrinal
“Function.' With the great Christian Theologian one must seek
evidence 1n the reverse order rrom Doctrinal Tunction to

HIValue. Augustim@s assumed Doctrinal Function is God. The
'Doctrines, themselves variables are the three Persons of
the Trinity, - Father, Son and Holy Spirit. How variable
‘are they? Very variable, as anyone studying the church

’;Fathers realizes Bor they were all absorbed in trying to
'find in that mid-region of theology, as More lists it, a-

"vast variety of Propositional Functions of divinity and

.,humanity, good and evil eternal and temnoral etc. through
Mthe whole gamut of theological concepts based on the ‘
"iTrinitarian premise.. The ‘Greek pursuit bore out the Kantan

| contention "Peroept without concept is blind" or as Bergson
says, " There are things which the intellect will seek but .
Which it alone can never find." And now the Christian pursuit
‘seems to bear out the counter contention, " Concept without
‘percept is empty" or "There are things which instinct can
know but which it alone will never seek."f |

Descending the functional scale, from mythology,

concept or instinct to philos0phy, percept or intellect the
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theologians ran on to their worst difficulties in the step
from Deetrines (the Trinity)'te‘?ropdsitionel Funetions,
Humanity andyDivinity were epeeificjﬁxopesitionel‘Tunctione"'
for the_Chrisf'dectrine~in the ultimate Doct;inel'Function,
God. Then;'df'dourse, arose fhefpfoblem‘of specifieivalﬁes
for the Va?iables in the PrepeSitiqnal Funcﬁiens;‘ Yhat is
immediate good, and evil,'immediatevhumeniﬁy end'di#inity of
soul, which‘can,,by subetitutioﬁ, identify man with Christ,
Withoutvinfaiideting‘the.Christ‘deetrine,as axioﬁatieally
taught?_‘_‘ » '. , | “, o ,,_. . ,,M
] Seven books of De Trinitate (158) ettempt_tq Wprk
this‘outi ‘Man's memofy, intelligence“end will, for example
are veiues whiéh, if sgbstituteddin}eecending hierarchiee;
lead to the trge Trinity. It is an imposing series oI arguments,
But as Tixereht says, " It ﬁéuldlseem for the moment that St.
Augustine'meant to attempt a retionalvdemohstrationvof fhe
Trinity; but in reality he gives simply analogies of this
great mystery.ﬁ (159) | - |
: One of the nearest anproaches to consistent tracing'
of what Keyser would oall the beauty of form of an autonomous
truth is in the arguments which Augustine entitles " In What
Menner Christ Vills that ALl shall be One in Himself,"
, "So the Son of God Himself, the Vord of God :
Himself also the Mediator between God and men, the - _
Son of men, equel to the Father through the unity of
the Godhead, and partaeker .with us by the taking upon
Him or.humanity,ﬂinteroeding for us with the TFather
- in that He was man, yet not concealing the He was
God, one. with the Father, among other things speaks

thus. 'Neither pray I for these alone' He says, 'but
Tor them also which shall believe on me through their
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word that they all may be one; es Thou, Father,
art in me, and I in Thee, that they also may be
one_in us: +that the world may believe that Thou
. hasl sent mé: And the glory which thou gavest me I have
given them; that they may be one even as we are one.'™
] 'i.....u"Namely, that as the Father and Son are one, not
only in equelity of substance, but also in will, so
those also may be one, between whom and God the Son
is mediater, not only in that they are the same
nature, but also through the same union of love. . -
And then He goes on thus to intimate the truth 1tself,
~that-is the Mediator, through whom we are reconciled:
to God, by saying; 'I in.them, and thou in me, that
they. may be made perfect in one.'"(lGO) L

Theremare,Afurthermore, passages_which~preserve this
attitudepiﬁrthelQ;gqugsipphoﬂ;evil, eve§3qugrist9$lgnwould
have discussed it, as.inadequaée, or insufficlent substitution,
which Tixeront briefly nqtes‘(with,a'referenqefto,De_Civifate
Dei XII;?),--"Eor-sin;is{not;hecessary,,nor'is itqintended by
God.g;;fif,coﬁsists in. choosing a lower good in preference to
a superi¢r~good;vstriotlyvspeakingtit has no efficient cause,
but only a deficient cause;";(lél);;gﬁberweg agfeeS'inithe
sinterpretation_ﬁrzthe,same,ﬁassagés that evil has no cause

.efficiens, but only a. causa deficiencs‘and therefore,lthat

"en absolute good is possible but absolute evil.is 1mpossible."
(162) This is precisely what Augustlne says -in De Natura.
Boni as follows.

; "Nature, every nature considered as nature,
i1s good, 1its being evil consisting in a decrease -
. of 1ts good.... Absolute .evil would be for it not to-
exist at all; but it is precisely then that evil
- becomes complete negation,
R NP Properly speeking, evil 1s not the
absence of any good whatever, but the privation of
some good which ought to be had and vhich befits
such a nature," (163)
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: In spite of such notable passages, this question
of evil nresents a typical Augustinian contradiction -for
he repeatedly elsewhere makes evil very positive and efficient
in the person of the Dev1l..~~iQ' In fact Augustine literally
'identifies the method of" functioning of good and evil viith .
'each other in the chapter heading "As Ghrist is: the Mediator
of Life S0 the Dev1l is the Mediator of Death." Thereupon
one has to wonder if the attitude on evil in De Civitate Del

and De Natura Boni is not genuine, or whether Christ mediates

life as a causa deficiens instead of & causa efficiens.

All in all much remains to be said about the meanings
Augustine had in mind although one- hesitatingly elaborates
anything radically modern from the Augustihian writings, espec-
ially in view of the fact that hls Retractiones reviews all
hiscwn works with corrective remarks which. "for the most part
_were intended to. restrict those of his earlier opinion%which
| were deemed too favorable to the scienoes and to human freedom,
- so as to make them strictly accordant with the teaching of the
,Church." (164) | |
' The teaching of the Church was orthodoxly Athanasian,
-and the nearest Athanuius comes to a functional view is in-
4";avowing, "The Uord has become man, that ‘he mightdeify us in

| Himself, but he, too, .was primarily concerned With the no-

tional Tealm or ‘the Trinity per se, which again brings us to
the general tendenoy towards what‘may be called a Kantian
separateness of realms; - |

To present Augustine!s effort to do something

~ about the peradox of trdnscendence end immanence, priority and
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co-eternity, the gquestion whether an Idea suryives all . -
~things which change and die, I can buquuote in part from
Augustine 5 own pronouncement oﬂ the Platonic Ideas: .

o ."Tor ideas are principles, certain forms,
- stable.and unchangeable, reasons of things which
-+ themselves are not formed and hence are eternal
and always in this manner possessing themselves, -
~which in the divine intelligence are contained. -
And since they neither arise nor perish, according
‘to them nevertheless are said to be formed all which
- -is able to erise and to perish and all which has
_ come into being. and perished..... Each thing is-
i created according to its own idéa. Where indéed
...,should those ideas be thought to.be unless in the
~ mind of the Creator? For not outside of Him is any--
-thing considered 1o be placed when according to
. 1t He constitutes vhich He has constituted. -For
_to think thus is sacrilége., Because if these
- reasons of all things which are to be and have. _
- been created are contained in the Divine;mind,;they
-are not in:the Divine mind unless they are eble . :
. to be eternal and unchangeable; and these -
‘;original reasons of things Plato called ideas."(lGS)

’With this interpretation of the Platonic Ideas in
| nind 1t is interesting to compare with Plato's handling of
the relation of the Idea and Things Augustine's solution of
1% in De Trinitate: .

.. .NIf @ lord is not so called unless when o
) he begins to have a slave, that apellation like- -
wise is relative and in time to God;. for the -
. oreature is not from all eternity, of which He .
+ .1s the Lord.. How then shall we make it good = .
. - - that relative terms themselves are not acoidental
‘ ~ .since notling happens accidentally to God in -
- time, because He is inoapable of. change, ‘as we
have argued in the beginning of this discussion?
.. Beliold! to be the Lord is not eternal to God; . .
- . otherwise we should be compelled to say that the ;w
creature also is from eternity, since he would
. not be a lord from all eternity. unless the
“creature also was a servant from all eternity.
- But as he cannot be a slave who has not a lord,
- neither can le. be 8 lord, who has not a slave."_

[P O
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Then follows an analogy of the rolation between God
and hie’creatures, Whlch eventually proceeds.

_ "Certainly to be the Lord of man happened to
God in time. - And that all. dispute may:seem to be
taken awey, certalnly to be your Lord or mine, who
“-have only lately begun to be, happened to God in
time,... that He should be Lord of this or that tree,
or of this or. that corn’ cTop, ‘which only lately began
to be, heppened in time; since, although the matter
‘itself ‘already existed, yet it is one thing to-
- be Lord of the matter, another to be Lord of the
-already created nature. Tor man, too, is lord of
the wood at one time, and at another he is lord of
" the chest, although fabricated of thal same wood;
which he.certainly vias not at the time when he
was already- lord of the wood. How then shall we-meke it
“good thet nothing is said of God, according to
- ‘'accident, except because nothing happens to His
nature by which he may be changed, so that those .
-things ere relative accidents Which happen in -connection
with some change of things of which they are spokens.i.e.
Money, when it is called a.price, is spoken: ‘of relatively, and
vet i1t was not changed when 1t began to be a price;
nor, again, when it is-called a pledge, or any other
thing of the kind. If, therefom, money can so often
be spoken of relatively with no change of itself;- .
~ that neither when it begins, nor when it ceases to be
~s0 spoken-of, does mny change take place in that nature-
or form of it whereby it is money: how much more easily
. ought.- we to admit, concerning -that unchangeable sub- -
stance of God, that something may be so predicated
" relatively in respect to the creature, that although it
begin to be so predicated in time, yet nothing shall
be understood to have happened to the substance 1itself
“of God, but only to that creature in respect to which it
v is predicated? 'Lord!', it is said, 'Thou hdsl been made -
our refuge.® God, therefore, is said to be our refuge
‘relatively,.for He is referred to us, and He then be-
comes our refuge when we flee to Him; pray does anything
come 10 pass then in His nature, which, before we fled to
Him, was not? .... Our substance is changed for the
rbetter, when we become His sons; and He at the same
- time begins to be our Father, but without any change of
~His ovm substance. Therefore, that which begins to be
spoken of God in time, and which was not spoken of Him
“before, 'is manlfestly spoken of Him relatively; yet
not according to any accident of God, so that anything
" ghould have happened to Him, but clearly according to some
- accident of that, in respect to which God begins to be
foalled something relatively." (166) '

-
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Thus he indicates a temporal, ;eletive”Worid, eubject'
to change§ and the extre-temporal;]aﬁsolute God, not subject
‘to change and to be known only by feith, which certainly dees
not eeem'wholly ﬁnlike Kant's solution by means of a phenbmenal
world 6f_ehange,'characteriéed by the universal time schema,

and the noumenal world of which ve dre citizens by faith.
- May th;s‘again’be'the earthly state end'the City of God, which
for Augustine, are etefnally irreconcilable? |

Augustine makes further assertion of the divine

abeolutenees: "Whereas both body and soul have a common,'prpél
gressive develepment, God does not participate in this growth,
‘because it implies mutability, a property which God oaﬁnOt
assume," (167) Invariebly any such dogmatic assertion about
whet God éggpet do raises questions as to his'limitations,‘and
1f limitations, what of his Absoluteness? Or are the limitations
functional and reciprocal, instead of absolute .and riéid? Not
for St. Augustine.
There is an imﬁortant comparison, or rather contrast,

between AuéustineLs analogy of the money as the unchengeable

© in the changeable; and Dewey's analogy ef the house structure
in the-heuset The former sees in his enalogy a difference of
degree bﬁt neverfheless an irreconcilable disunity of the
unchanging and the changing. The latter sees a characteristic
functionelvreletion,‘with neithe: factor absolutely unchanging,
‘but with one representing‘"a‘constaﬁcy of means of things used

1-for consequences." )

Having éone to great”lengths to establish the
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distinctiqn between a universe of "time passing away by its
changéfulﬁessﬁ;éha "éﬁgﬁgélegg etefn;ﬁyﬂ, and again
aff;rming‘g‘distinpfion between priofity in time and pre-
existence, Augusting ult;matgly'aqknowlanes“in De Civitate .
Dei,_ﬁ?hesg‘tpiﬁgsuare beyopd my cepacity. ﬁut I have thought
1t‘riéht toléisguss these matters withqut meking positive
assertions, that they ﬁho readlmay;be_warned to abstain from
hazapd@ug questioné, énd may not deem themselves fit.ror.every—

thing." (168)
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Mathematics and Theology

I haye likened this situafion in pagan and
Christian thought to that which exists between inductive
experimental mathematics and the Euclidean,-deduqfive-mathema-
tics. - The latter has self-evident axioms, and the former has
primitive number propositions: The latter assumes a.
functional concept like three dimensional space and deduces |
specific values, l.e. specific line and plane relations
therefrom and then admits there i1s no such thing as a real
line or triangle, but if there were, it wouldvhaQe‘to be thus
and so. The former assumes ar rather uses all the specific
values available -to human comprehension and with this cumulative
total to date, he goes on from values to propositional functibna
with variables and_on;tovdoctrines,énd-Doctrinal Functions,
end then admits there is no Doatrinal'Fﬁnction;per:se, but .if
all the values, existent_ozupossible,,could be-recognized:and
utilized, their function would be thus and so. |
‘Theology does %he seme thing. As More says, for the
- Greek 1t 1s ihductive from philosophy to mythology; and for the
orthodox Christian, it is deductive from mythology to
philosophy. The deductive theologian has his axiomatié'myth,
his dogﬁas a priori and immune against change or denial. How‘:
to subsume the individual under them is his problem, how to .
reconcile men to God‘or hpw to redeem each soul‘from.universl
sin. The inductive theologian hes his specific values and

specific aspirations; how to see the possibilities in each
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individuel person, thing or event, and then go on to -
a-still higher hierarchy of poSsihﬂities and still nn to an
autonomdus'functional»system - that ‘is his probiem; - He
© must learn how to real=ize the self in-the~cumulativé
‘funotioning.of%the whole. ‘One starts with axiomatic
~ principles and the other with postulated possibiiities;'
Then, as Keyser avows: " '
| ~'"When once'the principles, or postulates, are chosen,
‘the die is cast - all else follows with:'a necessity, a ‘
compulsion, ‘an inevitahﬂity that are ‘absolute -'we are.at .
once subject to a destiny of conseqnences~which no man nor
“"any hero nor Zeus nor Yehweh nor any god can halt, annul or
circumvent," (169)
| This fate he says is a logical fate, the fate which
reigns\in mathematics and for the freedom nevertheless h
‘.fpossible under it, the reader is referred back to pages 40-4l1
+of this thesis.‘«Further-than‘this,-however, is~Keysefs,
own defense offfréedonteven'aftef'the’ohoice,is;made::'~“
‘"Where, then, is the intellect's freedom? What do
you love?. Poetry? ‘Peinting? Architecture? Statuary?
“‘Musie?- The muses afe their fates. If you love them, you -
'arénbee;"Logio is the muse»of'thought. Vilhen I violate it,
I am erratic; If I hate-it, I am licentious of'dissolute;
if I love it, Iram'free - theihighest blessing the austerest
muse can give." (170)
Apparently Plato vias illustrating the same point
'_‘when he recorded the myth with whlch he ends the Republic.

Vhen the souls were each choosing a new life, he mused on
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the freedom even of their folly: ."for. it was both pitiful

and ridiculous end wonderful to behold e+ in what manner the
several souls made .choice of their life.," But when the choicé

has Been-made;‘the’sdul must submit 1t to thé‘spinner,%-

Atropos, "who maketh the destinies irreversible and from

thence théy?proceed»directly‘undernthe'thrgne»orrneceSSity."(17l)

Modern inductive mathematics has éhown the Euclidean

systemito'befonly one of "several Doctrines of Geometry instead
~of the Doctrinal»Eunctioﬁ,it‘was/éupposed‘ror‘B;OOO yéars-to*haﬁe
been. -Is that what will'ﬁappen‘tovtraditional‘Christianity?

Iﬁ‘it only one of various‘God'ﬁoctrines?' Must induction then
involve redefining God?

‘Well, the pagen "induotionﬁ, the‘progress from
philosophy to mythology, éccording‘%o More's five volumes, seemél
to have arrived at substantially the God (ﬁlatonic Good) which |
Augustine; in ‘his deductive reasonings‘frbm mythology”fé philosophy
assumes &s axiomatic. ‘It would seem strange if theology”were1the P!
" one field which could nthétand the-teétfof‘a”cdmnlete act of - |
thought. Dewey's formulation of that act has three inductive
_steps and two. deductive. (172) | |
' 1. Feeling e difficulty..
’f;é; Definition of a difficulty
' 3, Rise of suggestions |
4, Meﬁhl elaboration of suggestions into an hypothesis.

‘5. Observation and experiment for acceptance or
- rejection of hypothesis;

Vhy should QChrlstiané" as Mdre designates the deductive

theologieans, spurn the inductive experiments of the pagans,
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" heretids‘br;liberals’as "the blind°gropiﬁgs’of'a ruined
‘intelligence"? Vhy shcuid‘the‘latter shrink from the
deductive tests of the orthodox? E

"5in5trumentalism'modld'say combine the two in one
 complete ‘act of thought, or, for that matter of belief, too.

“Belier seems to start in a difficulty (i.e. some variation

" from the femiliar) perhaps sorrow or inspiring awe. This is
‘defined: suggestions drise for its solution if troublesome, or

" for its perpetuation if pléasaﬂt; ‘These are formulated into |

e hyﬁothétical or tentative belief, end in the £ifth place

‘ testedfby'subseqﬁeht’satiSfaction for aCGeptahée‘bf reJect1ona

I cannot help, however, calling these waves and not steps, for
1ike the billows of the sea, they constantly surge and recede
in a perpetual‘proceSS:with‘unforeseén_and as yet unmeasured and
‘barely utilized power: ' ’ »

It”i$~true,iif God is and can be known only thrpﬁgh
myétic g%@erience} theology must be a purély'noﬁ-ébmmuﬁicable
subjécﬁivewsdiéndé; and‘¥ﬁe famous "silences" of Buddha would

" be ‘the whole answer to every direct question on the "axioms" of
.religion;(l75)" - | “ o

Otherwise there mey be creative knowledge, such as the

“ ffunctiohai'gpquenceg,_with the hope ahead of cumuletively -
‘attaining to a wholly autonomous Doctrinal Function which does
" funotion even while wé.are_seekiné.to "feel the soul" of that
faot and to give verbal expression to it. Such would be the

 tendency of an instrumental theory of God. An attempt at
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expressing this was made by 0. W. Miller in 1924 (174) in a
section headed "Redefining God" in which he. argued' |
"If we redefine what we mean by the term 'infinite?,
we may still say that God, though. 'finite' is en 'infinite
finite! in the sense that space and.time, though finite have«the'

eharacteristic of infinity; A short line is as infinite as a
.longer one, provided we define infinity by saying that a
manifold is infinite if itis similar to a genuine part of
1tself, The moments in a minute are as infinite as the moments
in = thouscnd years.' The points in a short line are as infinite
as the points in a 1onger one. In this sense, a minute 1s as
infinite as a thousand years, and a short line as infinite as
a. longer ones |

"I we apply this definition to personalities as we
have applied 1t to time and space, then We must eonolude‘that -
human personality is‘as infinite ashdivine personality and that
the differenoe between human personality and divine personality
is not that of. 'finity' and” 'infinity' but rather a differenoe

‘.of function."‘ )

. Thus is revived the Greek avoidanoe of infinity for
_not being an attribute per se, but rather a chaotio non-being
while a proper sense of true finiteness is a sentiment of forms.
In Dedekind's modern, positive definition of Infinity as any
manifold which 1s similar to a genuine part of itself, vie have
however a situational interpretation. In the whole number
_series, for example, the whole series runs to n + 1, its eternal

‘existence depending on persistent continuance of the original
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event, namely, in this case, adding 1, which in the first
place gave the series its intrinsic charecter.
o Now take any genuine part of that series say the even
.or odd numbers or the geometrical progression.
Whole series. O 1 2 34 5 6 789 10 ll 12 15 14 15 16 --n—l
.Even Numbers. 02468 10 12 14 16 18 ==--n-2
0dd Numbers $ O 1 35 7 9 11 13 .15 17 ==-—-n-2
Geometrical Progression: 2 4 16 256 ee~-~--n2.:.
Every part, i.e. each of the three lower series genuinely belongs
to the.whole;above,in~that'each, like it, persists in existence
vby virtue,of continuing:the event. which originally gave it its i
distinctive character, and each is fully included within the whole,
Yet fhere is no greater or smeller, for each goes on- ad -infinitum,
" The 1nfinite'is therefore'simiiar'toitnese gennine parts of it-
self: Thus the Inrinite exists in its functioning, which makes
the Infinite seem, as . Dr. G A. Tawney of the Univers1ty of Cin--
cinnati suggests, "a pronerty of events."jf-' | .
. If the Infinite is & property of events,‘one‘is again
‘;canght in'the whirlpool of queries:;"Does,man:make God, or. |
‘does .God make man?ﬁ,-,theimodern orthodox~humanist contention:
From Athanasius toNMartin Luther. there was a continuons insistence
. that G6d becomes men in order that man may become God, but that
this funotional relation might be truly reciprocal has not been
aocepted‘and it has not been so simple to say nan made God in.
order that God might make‘mun; althongh"there.isHsuch.a-QOctrine
in the ancien® Judaic Midrash. (See appendix). What justification
may there be for carrying the concept through this way?
~ Using More's terms, Reasoning Man, starting with
~philosophy ascends to a myfhology’of God, and Believiing Man,

'starting'with a mythology of God descends to the problem of man,
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_Calling on Plato again we are told that souls Whlch have o
'successfully emancipated themselves or -more literally
abstracted themselves from the concretes of physical existence,
'by progressive steps from generation to being (see pages ébéé ),
~“"view the universals" and return, transmigrate again to know
‘those universals as manifested once more in the concrete., As
f,‘Plato specifioally says of the philosopher rulers (175) who
have passed througn all the experiential stages of training
and observation to the ultimate privilege of "applying their
understanding to real being"._ - ,
"ifterwards, I 1magine, as they proceed in
their work, they will frequently look both ways,’
both to what is neturally just, and beautiful and
'temperate and the like; and likewise again to that
. which they can establish among mankind, blending and
compounding their human form from different human
characters and pursuits, drawing from this which
Homer calle the divine likeness and the divine
resemblance subsisting among men." ‘
Then by one or his easy elisions frcm the virtues to God he
repeats this, as "rendering human manners, as far as 1t 1s
possible amiable to the Gods.",j ) | -
So now reverting to the mathematical phraseology,
from personal values, progress is made inductively and cumulatively
'to the Doctrinal Tunction of all values, or the All Comprehensive
B eing of the Universe, or God and then deductively and inferen-
tially to individual values again to be substituted for the
variables of the Divine runction, which in step 4 has attained

to creative power. Vioe versa, the theologian starts deductively

from a scriptural, ecclesiastical or directly-"inspiredﬂ axiom; .
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he begins with step 4, and having carried it through-applica-

tions by substitution of human values in step 5 he then devotes

the rest of his career to going through the motions of steps

l 2 and 3 in order to justify or "apologize for" his original

prenise, for one who does this is known as an Apologist. Augustine

devoted a large share of hls works to such a task for he made

use of the motto "Intellege ut credas, crede ut intellegas."

'No—one was more anyious than he to show how Christian truths

are in harmony w1th what is highest and noblest in man an

attempt already referred to on pagel31, and elaborated again

and again under such headings as "He also intimates that the

nature of God may be understood from our understanding of truth,

from our knowledge of the supreme good and from our implanted

love of righteousness.;'" (176) He inatructs us that there is a

kind of Trinity discernible in man viz. the mind "and the

knowledge by Whlch the mind knows itself, and the love wherewith

1t loves both itselr end its own knowledge." (177) "That there is

yet another and more manifest trinity to be found in the mind

of man, viz. in his memory, understanding -and will " (178) "That

even in the outer man some traces of a trinity may be detected."(l?Q)
| In suoh -arguments he starts with the particular values

of human experience in the hope of arriv1ng at the general

form of God, All of this reverts to the discussion of d’VdHV’?""‘sn

(pages 96 -88), The question 1s whether an inductive leap from

cumulative temporal values will arrive at the same point as a

priori intuition has so far afforded as the starting point for

the deductive theologians and whether the Theologians subsequent

"apologizing" or induction will harmonize with the obher person's
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approach via the inductivé leap, and finally whether

of Vel vno-Ls  of the crucial point in step 4 eventuates

in}thé'Séﬁe esgé@ﬁia; ihteﬁﬁrdﬁtionief;li:e in all cases.
| “,’:Sf; Athénagiué} as:inﬁerpretedgﬁy Tixeront, ad-

hered strictly to <vdpvnois  as a guidé,‘although he

~ believed that_what herecollected‘was,not_from‘pre-existence'f

. but from an imprint made by God.at birth, "Man he says, "was

~ oreated first to the image of God and of the Word. The

. knowledge and:thought_of his owmn eternity were imprinted in
.,ﬁf’yhis soul; and_consequently_his destiny gonsisted in re-
membering God continually, in preserving in himself His.

. image, -the grace and virtue of the ¥ord, and in leading a
happy and imm@rtal‘life,,in familiar 1ntercourse4with‘his
'Creator;”fqr_the soulﬂ}being pure and‘rree from the senses,
beholds the Vord, end in the Word the Feher; and this
contemplation enraptures it and naturally inoreases its
desire and its love." (180) |

St. Augustine goes farther. "For" he says,
we wish to ascend as it were, by steps, and to seek

- in the inner men, both in knowledge and in wisdom,

“'a sort of trinity of its ‘own special kind, such

as-we sought before in the outer man; in order
that we may come, with a mind more practiced in
these lower things, .to the contemplation of that

“Trinity which is God, according to aur little -

measure, if indeed we can even do this, at least in

a riddle end as through a glass." (lBls - S
Again condemnino the demonstration of a slave's geovmetrical
"knowledge" in the Meno, he says. h |

SIf this had been a recollection of things

-previously known, then certainly everyone, or

almost everyone, would not have been able so to

answer when questioned. For not eveyone was &

geometrician in the former life, since geometriclans

are so few among men that scarcely anyone can be
~founu anywhere. But we ought rather to believe
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that the intellectual mind 1s so formed in its
nature as to see those things, which by the
disposition of the Creator are subjoined to
things intelligible to a natural order, .by a
sort of :incorporeal light of an uniqueckind; as
the eye of the flesh sees thing adjacent to
itself in this bodily light, of which light it
is made to be recentive and adapted to 1t." (182)
Is not this incorporeal light the inductive faculty that
Boincaré means when he speaksuof_the men who can arrive at a
law as one who sees '"the soull of afact?" -
A God who can thus be: approached by the incorporeal
light . of the intellectual mind as well as accepted by .
~intuitive faith, i.e. if one aooepts-the,dictum "Intellege_
ut credas, crede ut intellegas," the God of such a person must
be functionally real or not reai at all. Because of the
. current heresies threatening the existence‘of the Church, St.
Augustine; in spite of his 'own confessed views,’dreaded attempts
to rationalize the eternal "axioms". Like Plato who denounced
poets but was a poet, so Auéustinewdenounoed rationalizing and
was a great rationalizer,,with the inconsistenoies.against
which commentators issue warning.

.Withal ~however, it has turned out thet Plato and
Augustine;,pagan and Christian as they are, and solving life
from‘opposite angles,ibothehave a closely similar "myth",
Augustine's own words reveal this: . h

"Wherefore there would be no changeable goods, unless

there were the unchangeable good. Whenever then .
thou ard told of this good thing and that good
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"~ thing, which things can also in other respects
be celled not good, if thou canst put aside those
things which are good by the participation of.
the good, and discern that good itself by the
.participation of which they are good (for when
this or that good thing is spoken of, thou
-understandest together with them the good
itself also): 1if, then, I say thou canst
remove these things, and:canst discern the - .
.. good in itself, then thou wilt have discerned
©.Gods And if thou shalt cleave to Him with love,
thou shalt be forthwith blessed," (185)
Plato discerned it as for example in the Phaedrus myth and ‘
Augustine assumed it as a dogma ‘ Ny - .

_ Augustine respected Plato and yet Augustine contended
that "only one 51n was past redemption, viz. hlasphemy against
the Holy Spirit Which is, according to the Saint, obduracy
and the refusal to enter the true church." (184) In line with
this is his statement, earlier quoted that man must depand

on the Scriptures. Despite his mother's christian influence,
Augustine himself as a matter of historical fact did not
arrive at complete dependence on the scriptureo until cumulative
experience forced him there. Yet in later years, the Holy
Doctor counted as beyond the pale any man WhO arrived at a
functional concept or doctrine of God by way of cumulative
experience and knowledge. He recognized the value of such an
approach as an apology for an already accepted dogma, but he
.could not trust it to lead anywhere worth—while without a
pre-ordained goal in spite of Plato's example and the _
similarity of Plato's religion to much of his own._ o
The inductive approach vhen analysed and mede apparent

‘always troubles some people. On first studying Dewey's Tive

steps students are apt to protest that the first three are
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.uholiy‘artificial, that no-one ever reailv'has a good idea
that wey, for like Athene, good ideas spring full fledged
from the heads ofgeniuses. Others fear a'Sonhistic‘implication -
that man is again being made the measure of ell things.
| As & teacher in a Protestant Theological.seminary
'”chaiienged-mis view, - " Heve I then'anythiné to worship
" but my own self-consciousness? Is God different o every :‘
person?" And as a student for the Jewish Rabbinate demanded
"Can I pray '0 thou Divine Tunction'°" A religious liberal
weekly furthermore runs an editorial "Shall we pray to the‘
" Elan Vital?" and decides that we shall not (185) |
| "m0 the £irst be it said "Why the solipsism?" No.
truly autonomous Function can have limited substitutions for
‘_its variables. Such a. restricted God is only a proposition or
“a doctrine, not ‘a true funotion at all. Turthermore, as
Poincare says; the inventor (be it self or the cumulative life
of the universe with emotive. correspondenee throughout the
;'Whole) who attains to a generalization or propositional
function "feels the soul of the fact " Then whoever goes on-to
& true Dootrinal Eunction fgg;g the §gg; of the Universe. Not
the creatorév'Yes; the reciprocalIY‘ereatdve'foroe”of true
Being. Even if this is granted there is still no denying the
‘,immeasurable clumSiness and so far theemotive futility of .
'"Oh Thou Divrne Tunction" or "Thou Holy Llan Vital", with the
| sanctity of association stilliattached to such phrases as
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"Thou God of all Being." However that may be, the cumulative
soul of all that is eonveys,a.sense_of_living reality and an
eternal povier- far. greater than a god with anthropomorphic
passiens, will and personality,‘even though he be non- .. |
anthropomorphic in epatial form. .It.seems as important a step
onward ‘as the early emancipation from the whims and crudity of
thelHomeric@heno-gods to a spirit deity. |
| The world today is full of God- doctrines. Their ad-
herents like to believegthem;autonomouSrdoctr;nel functions, but
this they cannot be while limited to single, fixed substitutions;
It takeshreal variables, not single values tOvhave{true functions.
_ The orthodox Doctrine has for its varisbles the propositional
funotiens_of the Trinity, baptism, conyersion;_etc;‘and thesev'
are;alltspecificaily and singly evaluatea;accordinguto tneir.
oWn‘preferences by the Methodists, Baptists, Presbyterians,
ﬁnited Brethfen,ﬁand‘all the rest. iThere are -‘then the Evangelical
Dootrine,,the‘Mystic Doctrine,.the Liﬁeraeroctrine,.the Tewish
: Doctrlne and there is a persistent sentiment that cumulatively
from all these and more, there is an autonomous God eufficient
for all..:They are all attempts at symbolizing,ln words an..
‘autenomous‘functionai form, and so often they turn out to be
“x~+‘Y‘:9 or (x+y)? instead of(x+y)n+l'
Greek; Jew Hindu, Chineee Mohammedan, all and any who
‘try to articulate their determinative values, unless solely
dependent on traditonal axioms, - but any who try to express
the cumulative totality of whatever seems to them most Real, -

always‘appropriate'or coin wordeﬂfor the-indefinuble,'and as

Poincaré asserts. ( page49) the new neme, once invented or
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adopted 5ecomes creative: Be it the Trinity, or Beauty, or
Vidhya or Yahweh or Alleh which they use as a nome for whet
they feel inductively or axiomatically as the case may be, to
convey the most perfect'compatibility of all aspects of Being,
nevertheless the yearning for whatever it represents to its
adherents is a functional ‘sense into which the variables of
- daily experience are fitted with individual vaiues, and thus
take .shape as doctrines of human p?dctice; Such are the Good
. of Plato and the God of Jésus; All religion, in fact, relies
on symbolizing the functional nature of the total of value
concepts which determine-the direction of Being'and-BeCOmiﬁg
for any individual or group:

'I do not see how this interpretation properly understood
could be offensive even to a traditionalist like More who, |
himself; asserts: (italics mine) -

"The apex of our aesthetic experience which was atteined

by the ascending steps-of generalization is now conversely

regarded as a creative energyreaching down into the world and

imposing upon its riééting substance the forms and order of
étabilitx;" ‘This oauéé, he continues with special reference
tO”Timaeusﬂand:Laws}‘becomes God, "who is,‘as'it'ﬁere, the
réfléction*ih'the mirror of the univerée - it may rather be
the original and no refleCtion at all - of that daemonic check
in the soul which is the cause of truth and beauty." (186) '
The first three "asoending steps of generalization"
are so formulated in step 4 of a complete act of thought, that
they may be "conversely regarded as‘a creatlve energy reaching

down_into the world and imposing upon its fleeting substance
LT A ) . .
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‘thevforms and order ef stability.", This cause,. or cumulative .
, effect 8s conErted in step 4 may, 1n the last onalysis, be God,
known by or through}or‘ag that sentlment 01 forms which
, recogn1zee the beauty of autonomous truth and is halted by
‘the absence of it IslltAanyrdlfferent,to refer to "that
daemonie check in the soul which is the.oause of truth and
beauty"? ' _
i ,Geheratiens may go on testing each sﬁceeeding formulation
to see if the autonomous form has been attained; and will go

on feeling dissatisfied when the number of inadmisseble .
values continues to be,&iscouregingly great. Every generation
brings out new values which.prove,1nadmissable‘in old forms.

The question whether to change the form or to suppress the

new values can no longer be settled by Ecumenical councils.

Pragmatically the test 1s made by attempted substltutions of

current values; - that is why ministers try to preach Business

‘from gospel texts: Mystically the test is made through the

sentiment‘of‘fofms; - that is why ministers cell for an increase_'
of ritual while memﬁers of the oongregation'in the pews quietly
~try to fit their personal‘needs and aspirations into the
sentiment of the:occasion, in the hope of going out reeling-less
chaotic in mind. and heart,

Humanity sensing its own 1nadequacy craves something
.human, non-human and supra-humen all in one. The medievalist
axiomatically aqcepts,as his Doctrinal Function, the Trinify

and deductively evaluates all individual lives from that-premise;
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.JOthers proceed inductively.from experience to "God“ vith the
‘. inductive leap involv1ng an anamnesis, which may he preservation
“ of an intensive totality of’ experience, l.e. an amassing and
an:: inferring from the cumulative Reality of past strife and
'aohievement present experience and yearning, and future
poasihdities all in one. Qall it whatever one may in a truly
| autonomous Doctrinal Function, induotion and deduction are
.both there, and again, like the inseparable unceas1ng
. waves and tldes of the sea, this runctionally combined power

1

is as yet untold.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



APPENDIX

SOURCE: Midrash Rabba: Genesis XXX 11

Rebbi Johanan says: (God may be compared) to & shepherd who stands
and Watehes over his sheep, Rabbi Levi says: (God may be
compared) to & prince who has officiels walking before him,
(Interpretation of these statements): According to Rabbi Johanan
----- we (mankind - that is, the sheep) need God (to watch over us);
according.to Rabbi Levi =-=-- He (God) needs us (explanation by

Matnos 'Kehuna ~-- a commentary on this source =-~- "for there can be

no prince without officiale" that is, a king cen only be a king if

- he hes subaects over whom to rule, and off101als who- w1ll see that

his decrees are enforced )

»' nm b* 301 -mxy K1Y 1yn‘7 .'mx ;:m- ,"’
| 1*19‘7 o* 1Pt 1‘7'm RV xw:‘z $0K '1‘7 q
191339 Dae oy uz\ ,;Jm* N1 Ryt Yy
1171359 0% RIT L0019 ‘7 AenyT Yy

Commentary of "Matnos Kehuna“ ‘ gu;ﬁ‘ kb3 Kev) i.xw

" Translation and parenthetical comments by Avery J. Grossfield.
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