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T.S. ELIOT’S MYTHICAL CONCERN

Anjan K. Nath*
[Abstract]

T. S. Eliot urges his readers to believe that the best of his literary criticism consists of
essays on poets and poetic dramatists who had influenced him and describes his criticism as
a “py-product” of his creative activity and clearly marks out his affinities with the tradition
he was seeking to create for himself. Characteristic of Eliot, such a processis conceived as
a dual operation involving the readjustment of the old order for the accommodation of the
new as much as the unification of the new with the established tradition.

For the major part of his earlier criticism, Eliot is searching and inconclusive despite the
authoritative tone he employs in his essays:. he mastered the art of passing off critical
polemic in the disguise of objective, diSinterested criticism. In his essay, “Tradition and the
Individual Talent,” which some consider to have fallen into distinguished obsolescence,
Eliot appears convinced that it is “part of the business of the critic to preserve tradition
-where pood tradition exists.” He uses the concept of tradition as a mask to hide his essen-
tially individualistic qualities. Eliot’s concern to fuse “the most ancient and the most
civilized” and return to *the most primitive and forgotten” was not-isolated. He identifies
the artistic method with the mythical method, which is supposed o reduce chaos into order,
confusion into significance.

The present study re-examines Eliot’s idea of tradition and suggests that the idea had its
germinal roots in the concept of myth and attempts to fill in some of the necessary back-
ground. It, however, does not enter into a “defense” of those ideas for, 1) Eliot’s version of
literary history is mythic, which assumption in itself precludes any kind of argument and 2)
the tradition to w}uch Eliot is linked constitutes a defence in itself, Eliot is not a critic with
whom éne can agree all the time; nevertheless, it has been my purpose to show that the sense
of myth is an essential part of Eliot’s criticism in that we cannot see the shape of the whoie
without it.

While it is true that the casual and the occasional statements of an author of impor-
tance need not formulate themselves into a-systematic doctrine, the fact too cannot be
ignored that there are important views, attitudes, and value-judgements which occuri-
ing frequently in his total body of work suggest the presence of a systematically
reasoned structure of thought. For the major part of his earlier criticism, T. S. Eliot is
searching and inconclusive despite the authoritative tone he employs in his essays and

*Associate Professor, Department of Foreign Languages and Literature, Tunghai University.
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as Northrop Frye observes, Eliot mastered the art of passing off critical polemic in the
disguise of objective, disinterested criticism.! In his celebrated essay, “Tradition and
the Individuat Talent,” which Balachandra Rajan now considers has fallen into “distin-
guished obsolescence, 2 | Bliot appears conviriced that it is “part of the business of the
critic to preserve tradition - where good tradition exists.” He uses the concept of
tradition as a mask to hide his essentially individualistic qualities. In his later writings
Eliot expands upon his concept of tradition against a backdrop of Christian orthodoxy
where his primary concern is with the Church, theology, culture, and society. Heisin

search here for a universal critical standard which may be apphcable in every sphere of
intellectual activity, and, hence, “characterized by a persistent tefision between vestiges
of his earlier critical theories and the overriding demands of his social and religious
beliefs.” ' '

As a poet and criti¢, Eliot brought into consciousness, and into confrontation with
one another the two opposmg factors of the spiritually negative character of the con-
temporary world and the spiritually positive character of the past tradition, where he
viewed the past not as a nostalgic means of escape from the present, but as a living
force surviving within the present. And, in order to achieve a composite world view,
“he required not only to be a poet but also to bea penetrating-analytic critic both of
the past and of the present . . . guarding “the integrity of the past tradition [and seeing]
modern literature as makmg those past values new within contemporary life.”® On
this account Eliot has been accused of identifying tradition with heresy. In Eliot’s
own words, heresy may be “partly right,” and perhaps we can substantiate this by
arguing that the basic tenets of his achievement as a major ctitic lies in his combination
of myth and dogma as a world view and which in turn, show the relatedness of His
religious and literary ideals. One of the major considerations which runs through
Fliot s criticism and poetry, Stephen Spender observes,

is that of escaping from the subjective self into 2 world of objective values. In all his work
there is the search for the merging of individual consciousness within some wider objective
truth - at first the tradition, next the idea of the supernatural, and firially the dogmas of the
Catholic Church . ... Hissearch for the authority first found within the tradition and, later,
in the dogmas of the church provides the connection between the different stages of his
development.®

It is our purpose here to show that that connection, which is both objective and sub-
jective exists, and is provided by Eliot’s keen awareness of the concept of myth.

1.
Eliot’s attitude to life in general may, perhaps, be best described by the word
“ritualistic.” He has a vision of the continuity of the present with the past and sees the

contemporaneous as an extension ‘of the historical through a matrix of rituals which
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were to be seen as extensions into the modern world of dogmas that remain unaltered

“fiom the past. The background to his early poetry “is a sécular temporal world in”

which religious belief has become impossible. All that remains is the tradition: the life
and values of a society in which there was true ritual crystalised in certain monuments
of art; and to which it was possible for the modern artist or reader, by incessant study
of these works, to relate his work, in his new art.”® The rituals of living which Eliot
yearned for come within the medieval Catholic tradition, though they have roots in
ancient Rome and classical Greece. To him these ancient civilizations provided the
chief soutces of mythology, and as the roots of English and other European literature.
He had based his idea of Europe on a past and antiquity emerges in his poems from the
obscurities of myth into the tangible.

As in Matthew Arnold’s polemics on culture, Eliot, who is seen to labour under an
anxiety of influence, sees religion as a cultural product, but with a distinction:

In Eliot religion forms a third level above human society. Its presence there guaraniees- .
Burke’s distinction between a higher order of human and a lower order of physical nature.
“If this ‘supernatural’ is suppressed . . .the dualism of man and nature collapses at once.
Man is man because he can recognise supernatural realities, not because he can invent them.”
Hence human culture is aligned with a spiritual reality which is superior to it and yet within
it, the kind of relationship represented in Christianity by the Incarnation. Eliot stresses the
importance of this conception when he speaks of culture metaphorically as the “‘incarna-
tion” of a religion, the human mamfestatmn of a superhuman reality . . . . In After Strange

" Gods Eliot uses “orthodoxy™ to mean a conscions and voluntary commltment to the reli-
gious aspect of tradition.”

Metaphorical thinking about culturé, religion, traditionalism and the classics may help-

prm}id'e models for a secular temporal world of art, but in the world of actuality, mere
symbols, like those arrariged in a poem and projected as a creative-critical theory could
prove to be disastrous. " Eliot realized that politics was not simply a battleground of
symbols and abstract principles, but that real people were involved, and therefore, his
symbols are. imprecise in order to avoid any definite dogmatlc categories not presant in
"experience or in teligious feeling itself.
- Eliot does not wish to mislead his audience with the imprecision of his symbolism,
but on the contrary, hopes to impart a religious experience. He also does not try to
question how much one can know from the Incarnation alone. “We can only experi-
ence the numinous: we can feel, sense, the religious, but we cannot define it rationally.
Thus we cannot know or understand religious feeling, only religious dogma.””® Eliot’s
"own writings reveal that the time sequences in “Journey of the Magi” and in The
Waste Lr._zizd, show that he believed, following Frazer’s The Golden Bouth and Jessie
Weston’s From Ritual to Romance, “that the Christian Church grew out of older
Oriental religious and fertility cults and that all such cults, including Christianity, are

(25}




26 .‘ TUNGHAI JOURNAL

successive mythic reincarnations of the same basic religious truths, one of which is the
Incarnation, the perpetuaI pOSSIbllltY of religious feeling inherent in the material
world.”?

A recent critic of Eliot’s suggests the possibility that Eliot could have been in-
fluenced by the Higher Criticism.’® Besides being anti-myth, there appears to be no
evidence in Eliot’s essays or poetry that the issues examined by the Higher Criticism
were of much concern to him. Moreover, by the time Eliot began to express his own
struggles with literal belief, the Higher Criticism had been surpassed by the neo-ortho-
dox theology of Barth. Following F.H. Bradiey, Eliot believed that objective histo-
rical fact was impossible on philosophical grounds. Bradley’s philosophy attracted
Eliot because it is concerned with the relationship of the subjective consciousness
with the objective world. In his thesis; Knowledge and Experience in the Philosophy
of F.H. Bradley, Eliot dealt with Bradley’s attempt to answer the questions of con-
sciousness and the external world and their relationship to the private self. Eliot
clearly felt, like Bradley, the need to reject a negative or solipsistic answer to them,
and it is this that leads him to an ultimate commitment to a religious belief. However,

in his acceptance of religion and the idea of a transcendant God, Eliot departed from Bra-
dley’s philosophy. For to Bradley the division between God and the world, a Creator and
His Creation, represented an abstraction false like, though not so false as, any other abstrac-
tion. Nevertheless, even when Eliot added a belief in God, he retained the Bradlean convic-
tion that individual consciousness as.it is ordinarily conceived is not an ultimate fact of
reality: and for this conviction he retained the Bradlean argument that you cannot arrive at
truth or reality by simply adding up individual consciousness - for your starting point is
rooted in abstraction, and therefore in error.!?

Eliot, hence, would have regarded the Highér Criticism’s beliefs based on empirical
values as misguided and irrelevant.

We can safely assume then, that for Eliot, myth and dogma are the important
elements of religion:

Myth involves the feelings in.the meaning, whereas dogma alone cannot. Elot wants to
integrate both the inteflect and the emotions in religious experience in order to maintain a
unified spirituai sensibility. . . . Eliot’s repeated emphasis on Original Sin and the Incamation
demonstrates that he has no “d1strust of dogma™: he criticizes the Catholic Church only for
what he perceives to be false interpretations of dogma and myth. Degma encapsulates one’s
beliefs so the intellect can grasp them.- Likewise, Eliot does not . . . Oppose “Maithew’s
mythologizing™ this “historicalmythological pageant® is also cruc1a1 to religious experi-

ence.!?

It is the world of “Gerontion,” where there is not merely a loss of faith in the myths
and virtues on which the civilization originally flourished, but where it becomes
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rontion” is an important stage in Eliot’s development, more so, since it leads towards
The Waste Land - Eliot’s controversial, and most successful, poem where there is a true
synthesis of all that is Eliot, ie., myth, dogma, and tradition.

IL.

For Eliot, as for his generation, the idea of “tradition’ had a profound impact.
It showed the way to a new understanding of the relationship between the poet and
his world and made a distinction between the Classical and the Romantic which was
in gravity as much as the distinction of the Copernician from the Ptolemaic systems of
the study of the universe, The poet was displaced from the centre of his universe and
had to re-vamp his creative consciousness according to those famous words that were
the order of the day; “Poetry is not the turning loose of emotion, but an escape from
emotion . ...” 3 :

Balachandra Rajan, in his opening remarks in The Overwhelming Question, says
that to read *Tradition ‘and the Individual Talent” today is to become aware of its
distinguished obsolescence. He feels that the essay has taken its place among those
monuments, the ideal order of which it once sought to alter by the injection of the
radically new. “Literary judgement,” he comments, “moves onward though not
necessarily forward,” and, “the expanding worlds of the collective and the anonymous,
the growth of mass communications and the increasing difficulty of communicating
the authentic, have given to words like ‘personality’ and ‘identity’ a rallying power
they once did not possess.”'* Perhaps Mr Rajan is right in considering the controver-
sial essay obsolete, but we must at the same {ime remind ousselves that for -Eliot,
continuity and change are both basic to tradition. Once a tradition is formed, it is
expected to move, “onward though not necessarily forward,” toward an order of ‘more
inclusive unity through the assimilation and participation of new patts. Rajan himself
admits that Eliot’s criticism “has always been enmeshed in a given literary situation
and has found jts strength because it has usnally been charged with the forces needed
'to make that situation creative. Since part of the milieu which the criticism illuminates
and moves forward is formed by Eliot’s own poetry, it is reasonable that motifs predo-
minant in the criticism should find their substantiation in the creative work.”'>

Eliot’s concept of tradition admits experiment and originality, yet it is a somewhat
destined movement. “By tradition,” he says, ““I do not mean its vainglories, its conceit
of itself in its past; but the fact it has grown in one way -and not in another, and that
its future growth is determined in certain directions, if any, by its having grown in that
way through the past.”!¢

Eliot’s interest in the work of the early anthropologists is well known, but what is
somewhat less known or rather understood, is the extent of influence the concept of
myth had on the formative ideas of Eliot, and Eliot’s indebtedness to the work of
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scholars like J.G. Frazer, Gilbert Murray, Jane Harrison, and F.M. Cornford. Eliot
shared their knowledge as did all the major thinkers of the day. Freud Jung, Frazer_
Bergson, Murray, had as the1r common stock 0V1d ‘Homer, Virgil, Sophocies ‘Novel
though their systems were, it was equally disturbing, as C.B. Cox writes about Frazer
in the “Introduction” to The Twentieth Century Mind: “with his touchmg faith in
reason and good sense he proved to the twentieth cenfury how powerful are the
irrational and savage elements in human civilizations.”!7? Frazer and others had a
profound influence on the thinking of the “positive”™ age notably on the artistic
imagination of Eliot: “If we are to digest the heavy food of historical and scientific
knowledge that we have eaten,” he wrote, “we must be prepared for much greater
exertions. We need a digestion which can assimilate both Homer and Flaubert.”?®

Eliot’s early impressions of these ideas were from Gilbert Murray. Using the inves-
tigations of the anthropologists, like Frazer, as his starting poini Murray weaved an
inter-relationship between pre-Hellenic Society and Greek myth, religion and philoso-
phy, law and literature, argning that the fliad was a traditional book “dependent on
a living saga or tradition,” and theteby advanced a new interpretation of the Homer-
idae - that the relationship of the many anonymous poets contributing to the master
epic was such where the individual poet was content to subordinate himself entirely
to the tradition. '

But now comes a cur.ious- observation. We who are accustomed to modern literature always
associate this sort of imaginative intensity with something personal. We connect it with an
artist’s individuality, o with originality in the sense of “newness.” [t seems as though,
under modern conditions, an artist usually ‘did not feel or imagine intensely unless he was
producing some work which was definitely his own and not another’s, work which must
bear his personal name and be marked by his personal character . . . . I do very greatly wish
to point out that the artistic feeling in this matter has not always been the same. Artists
have not always wished to stamp their work with their personal characteristics or even their
personal name. Artists have sometimes been, as it were, Protestant or Iconoclast, unable to
worship without asserting themselves against the established ritual of their religion: some-
times, in happier circumstances, they have accepted and loved the ritual as part of the
religion, and wrought out their own new works of poetry, not as protests, not as personal
outbursts, but as glad and naméless offerings, made in prescribed form to enbance the
glory of the spirit whom they served . . . . Each successive poet did not assert himself up to
the tmditioﬁ, and addéd toits greatness and beauty all that was in him.'®

It has been necessary to quote Murray at length here for, reading Eliot along with the
above, the point bemg emphasmed will be better understood.

One of the facts that might come to light in this processis our tendency to insist, when we
praise a poet, upon those aspects of his work in which he least ressmbles anyone else. In
these aspects or parts of his work we pretend to find what is individual, what is the peculiar
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esence of the man. We dwell with satisfaction upon the poet’s difference from his prede-
cessors, especially his immediate predecessors . whereas if we approach a poet without
this prejudice we shall often find that not only the best, but the most individual parts of his
works may be those in which the dead poets his ancestors assert their immortality most

wgorously

More compelling is the famous metaphor which demonstrates the relation of the new
work of art to the past monuments where Eliot says that no poet, no artist of any art,
has his complete meaning alone, but that his significance, his appreciation is the
appreciation of his relation to the dead ‘poets and artists.>! In the same strain Eliot
“further elaborates that what is to be insisted Upon is that the poet must develop or
acquire the consciousness of the past and that he should continue to develop this
consciousness throughout his career. By this process the artist surrenders his individu-
ality to his art thereby leading to an extinction of ﬁérsonality.

The above examples go to show that Eliot was merely repeating Murray. To
suggest, however, that Eliot was wholly indebted to Murray would indeed be a fallacy,
but nevertheless, much of “Tradition and the Individual Talent™ can be seen as a direct
influence of ideas impressed upon Eliot’s young mind. Writing on Eliot’s sense of
tradition Frye comments that “an essential part of creative power is in past literature.
Every poet inherits a lterary continuum which has come down from Homer to our
own day, and feels that this continuum ‘has a simultaneous existence and composes a
simultancous order.’ ”?? And Rajan: “The implicit criterion is one of continuity,
sometimes expressed in, but not necessarily identified with, the presence of a literary
‘personality’. The important thirig-is that the continuity should possess the power of
development, that it should be capable of creating and sustaining a significant process
or a meaningful world.”?® Eliot’s concern to fuse “the most ancient and the most
civilized” and return to ““the most primitive and forgotten™ was not isolated, and as
if in anticipation of criticism like the above, in “Ulysses, Order, and Myth,” Eliot
identifies the artistic. method with the mythical methoed, which is supposed to reduce
chaos into order, confusion into significance: “In using the myth,” he says,

Mr. Joyce is pursuing a method which others must pursue after him. They will not be imita-
tors, any more than the scientist who uses the discoveries of an Einstein in pursuing his own,
independent, further investigations. It is simply a way of controlling, of ordering, of giving a
shape and a significance to the immense panaroma of futility and anarchy which is contem-
porary history. It is a method already adumbrated by Mr Yeats, and of the need for which I
believe Mr. Yeats to have been the first contemporary to be conscious. It is a method for
which the horoscope is auspicious. Psychology (such as it is, and whether our reaction to
it be comic or serious), ethnology, and The Golden Bough have concurred to make possible
what was impossible even a few years ago. Instead of narmrative method, we may now use the
mythical method. It is, I seriously believe, a step toward making the modern world possible

for art 2*
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And, “a myth,” Eliot defines, “is a pomt of view rmsed to nnportance by imagina-
tion.”%5

I

Eliot did not use myth as a means of seeking insight into his own unconscious
mind, nor is myth developed in his poetry into a vehicle for approaching the untraver-
sed paths of inner and external reality. Eliot’s mythical method is essentially a mode
to provide “an escape from emotion . .. an escape fromlpersonality.” Commenting on
Arnold’s famous definition: ‘“Poetry .is at bottom a criticism of life,”” Eliot, in his
essay on Mathew Arnold, says: “At the bottom of the abyss is what few ever seg, and
what those cannot bear to look at for long; and it is not a ‘criticism of life’ . . . We
bring back very little from our rare descents, and that is not criticism.”?¢ Myth did
offer a path to the “bottom of the abyss” for Eliot, but it was only to unfold itself as
an impersonal means of expression—a. means by which individual talent could reshape
traditional literafure.

A. G. George believes that “Eliot uses the ancient myths as objective correlatives
and not to institute a comparison between the present life and the past as is commonly
understood.”®? Eliot explaips the objective correlative as:

The only way of expressing emotion in the form of art is by finding an “objective correla-
tive™; in other words, a set of objects, a situation, a chain of events which shail be the
formula of that particular emotion; such that when the external facts, which must terminate
in sehsory experience, are given, the emotion is immediately evoked.?®

And George concludes: “What Eliot finds in the myths is a large number of situations,
a chain of incidents which act as objective correlatives, to express his emotions in the
form of art, especially his religious emotions. The study of social anthropology by
Frazer and Miss Weston has revealed the enormous wealth of mythical customs and
rituals which can, for a modern poet, act as adequate symbols for his religious ideas
and emotions.”? George disagrees with critics like F.Q. Matthiessen and Helen Gar-
dner, who, in spite of their detailed study of Eliot’s technique, fail to relate “the use
of the objective correlative to the mythical element.”®?

The terms may differ, but whether one derives ethical ideas from myths or studies
them as evidence of traits in the astist’s mind, the process essentially remains that of
translating the objective into the subjective, and vice versa, or one might, perhaps,
assume at the outset a dualism, without giving much weightage to what relevance such
a scheme could possibly have in Eliot’s world--the world of the “invisible poet™ where
the boundary between subject and object is obscure, indefinite, and mainly speculative.
It is in just such a world that thé myth-maker and myth-critic finds himself comfor-
table, for his theory serves handily as a peg on which to hang a number of pertinent
truths. This theory need not be as confining as Northrop Frye’s system as adumbrated

in the Anatomy of Criticism which is confined within the limits of literature, but
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rather, a more general, more inclusive theory which Frye has in mmd and elaborates

after the Anatomy.
If at this juncture we are to assume that the concepts of conscious thought are

~drawn from and gain prominence within the artist’s world view, it should follow that
in order to understand these concepts we must look beyond them to the images that
define this view. The further we advance, in this fashion, into subjectivity, the more
objective if turns out to be.” Frye refers to this method by the terms “centrifugal” and
“centripetal”. He says:

Wh‘enéver_ we read anything, we find our attention moving in two directions at once. - One
direction is outward or centrifugal, in which we keep going outside our reading, from the
individual words to the things they mean, or,in practice, to our memory of the conventional
association between them. - The other direction is inward or centripetal, in which we try to
develop from the words a sense of the larger verbal pattern they make. In both cases we deal
with symbols, but when we attach an external meaning to a word we have, in addition to the
verbal symbol, the thing represented or symbolized by it. Actually we have a senes of such
representatlons 51 -

“The thihg represented” is an archetype and the archetypes, as'a group, constitute the
vision tlirough which the individual perceives the world. These archetypes are tradi-
tional, maybe even universal, and therefore logically prior to .anything in a person’s
thoughts that could be called unique and regarded as his own. It is precisely in such
circumstances, _i‘n’attempting to explain the nature of this vision that one refers to the
“historical sense”. In Eliot’s schema “the ‘historical sense’ is the instrument of self
-discovery, for it is an instrument for the discovery of the whole. . When the whole
pattern of ‘artistic activity is perceived, the past and the present fall into proper places,
their significances [si¢] are revealed.”®? Eliot it may be recalled, is concerned with
history primarily as a manifestation of temporal existence—a challenge in his conquest
of time. Time, however, which is a major construct, becomes subjective as it enters
into one’s historical reconstructions, since -here’it -is not time in isolation; but a
temporal system. The opening lines of “Burnt Norton” expresses such a view. It is as
it Eliot were mtrospecting into the nature and methods of his technique:

Time present and time past
Are both'perhaps present in time future,
And time future contained in time past.
I all time is eternally present

" All time is unredeemable.
What might have been is an abstraction
Remaining a perpetual possibility
Only in & world of speculation.
What rmght have beén and what has been
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Point to one end, which is always present.
Footfalls echo in the memory

Down the passage which we did not take
Towards the door we never opened

Into the rose-garden. My words echo
Thus, in your mind.

Literary meaning, to be sure, is not exclusively in our subjective responses to a parti-
cular work or references from it to the outside world of reality, but rather, meaning
exists as a circulatory process—both mental, as the path of our thinking takes us (centri-
fugal), and objective, as the actual system of relations between the text, regarded as a
thing in itself (centripetal) and the whole of reality. ‘

Perhaps, the best practical example of such an interpretation we can take is of
Eliot’s use of myth in The Waste Land. F.R. Leavis observes: '

It was The Waste Land that compelled recognition for the achievement. . ..The title, we
know, comes from Miss J.L. Westons’s book, From Ritual to Romance, the theme of which
is anthropological; the Waste Land there has a significance in terms of Fertility Ritual. ...
The seeming disjointedness [of the poem] is intimately related to the erudition that has
-annoyed so many readers and to the wealth of literary borrowings and allusions. These
characteristics reflect the present state of civilization. The traditions and cultures have
mingled, and the historical imagination makes the past contemporary; no one tradition can
digest so great a variety of materials, and the result is a breakdown of forms and thJe irrevoc-
able loss of that sense of absoluteness which seems necessary o a robust culture.?

Leavis further comments that “the anthropological background has positive functions.
It plays an obvious part in evoking that particular sense of the unity of life which is
essential to the poem.”**

Eliot, in The Waste Land, develops an integrated theme of regaining the emotional,
intellectual, and spizitual vitality by drawing upon related modes in myth, anthropo-
jogy, theology, and ancient literature. The reading of the poem makes one aware of a
sequence of metaphorical identifications which leads to an awareness of an organizing
structural pattern or conceptualized myth. And as Northrop Frye poinis out: “When
a work of fiction is written or interpreted thematically, it becomes a parable or illustra-
tive fable.”?S

Thie parable here, obviously, i« Eliot’s “preoccupation with “birth, copulation and
deathit.”?® In Ahe Christian myth man’s original sin is- an offence against God the
father jarid Chirist, in ordér to allay this sense of guilt, sacrificed his own life and
/thefeby fedeemed mankind from primal sin. The reconciliation with the father is
completé because along with this sacrifice there follows the complete renunciation of
waoman, fot whose sike/mankind rebelled against the father. Tn the crucifixion of
Christ we see an extéfision of the hanged fertility god, and can trace an identity with
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the “theanthropic” human sacrifice and the Christian eucharist; in these rites we

recognise “the after effects of that crime which so oppressed men, but of which they

must have been so proud.””®7 Eliot projects this irony, and if we accept Frye’s conten-
tion that ‘each mode of literature develops its own existential prmectmn 738 embody-
~ing a myth and an archetype, then, :

the archetype of the inevitably ironic is Adam, human nature under sentence of death.
At the other pole is the incongruous irony of human life, in which all attempts to transfer
guilt to a-victim give that victim something of the dignity of innocence. The archetype of
the incongruously ironic is Christ, the perfectly innocent victim excluded from human

society.3 9

Mythology projects itself as fheology here; that is, the poet accepts certain myths and
shapes his poetic structure accordingly. Tiresias, the bi-sexual protagonist of the poem,
embodies all experience and hence is projected as the archetypal man, An extension of
the theme of bi-sexuality is seen in the Grail Legend where the lance is interpreted as a
phallic symbol and the cup as the female sexual symbol. Christ too can be interpreted
as the archetypal man. And, on a2 more personal level, Eliot, perhaps, also sees himself
as an archetypal man setting up his own tradition. '

Eliot, therefore, not ohly combines traditional and religious myths, but in doing so
creates his own personal myth corroborating his theory that the whole of European
literature from Homer has a simmultaneous existencs. Eliot’s later poems too, take on a
mythico-religious strain. We can speak, therefore, of Eliot’s mythical method as the
product of an existentialist-Christian orientaiton {owards life, and also draw an identity
between his use of myth and his philosophy of life.

The dualism of the subjectiv'e and the objective, which we assumed in the beginning
thus converge on the conc_epf of the archetype, whose reversibility, as both prior to
and following from personal experience, reveals a circularity essential alike to Eliot’s
spiritualized effects and to the phenomenological attitude underlying myth criticism.
To argue against such circularity is to mistake for solipsism what is really a kind of
relativism. The theory does not destroy the objective world in favour of an all-inclu-
sive subJectmty, but defines subject and object as 1mmaneut ideals, somewhat like
Frye’s cycle of the seasons~though in time, it is not a moment of time. And so, with
respect to the subjectivity and objectivity, we cannot rest content in either of them,
but should seek to trace the dialectic of their relationship.where the certrifugal-centri-
petal, subject-object dichotomy is in a state of flux. As th'e'arch‘etypes help to con-
stitute a person’s thought, but, are archetypal by virtie of their being mental con-
structs, we may generally accept that the subjective and objective are interdependent
and, often, the same thing. '

(33)
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: CRISIS IN CONSCIENCE:
WILLIAM WARHAM ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY AND THE

L DIVORCE OF HENRY VIIL

‘Douglas C. Smith, Visiting Professor
of Hlstory Tunghal Unwer31ty, 1986 87.

‘InJ anuary of 1533 Henry Tudor, King of England, and Anne Boleyn were secretly
married. In the spring of that same year the Archbishop of Canterbury. Thomas
Crarimer, the man who had recently replaced William Warham, pronounced. the
marriagé of Queen Catherine and Henry null from the beginning. Five days later the
pregnant successor to Catherine. was declared the lawful wife of Henry and on June 1,
Whit Sunday, Anne Boleym, fat with child, was crowned Queen of England

So. ended one of the most exc1t1ng periods of English history.

The theme of this paper is the divorce of Henry and Cathérine. The veh1cle for
the- theme is William Warham, Archbishop of Canterbury, an historical figure of great
importance in the social, political and religious life of England and yet a man who has
been relegated to - a footnote in history, This paper will atfempt to redress this
historical oversight and give Warham the credit that he rightfully déserves as one of the
pivatal personalities in English studies and early reformation history. )

William Warham was probably born in the year 1450 in Ha.mpshi‘re." His family
was of good standing and soon after his birth moved to Melsha.nger in the parish of
Qakley. ' Warham’s education was a good one for the times beginning at Wykehams
School. He then passed to New ‘college. Oxford, where he became a fellow in 1475,

and-thénce left New College in 1488 after taking, at Oxford, the degree of LL D In

1500 this degree was conferred upon him by Cambndge also.?

- These early days saw Warham involved with many aspects of Enghsh political ancl
educational’life. He traveled widely, probably to Rome in one instance as one of the
proctors-of Alcock, Bishop of Ely, under a commission dated 26 February, 1490. In
1493 he was made’ sub-deacon by William Smith at Lichfield and.in February of 1492

Warham was appointed master of the rolls, and was one of the offi-cals who attended'

The author wishes to thank the librarians at Tunghai University, Natmnal Taiwan Un1vers1ty, the
excellent: New Central Library in Taipei and the West Vlrgmla Un1vers1ty lerary (w}uch sent request
ed materials) for their assistance,

Dr. Douglas C. Smith is Senior University Professor at West Virginia University and Coordinator
of the W. V. U,. Graduate Center. Smith Is curréntly Visiting Professor of History at Tunghai
University, 1986-87, and teaches courses in European history. He is the author of four books on
Oriental education: The, Confucius-Dewey. Synthesis, 1978, An Island of Learning, 1981, In the
Image of Confucms 1983, and Lessons from Afar, 1986, and fifteen scho]arly articles in history,
politics and education. . : - :
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at Westminster the creation of Prince Henry, Tudor as Duke of York. King Henry
VII was in attendance at:this auspicious:occasion of his sons elevation to the title of
prince as was Arthur, the oldest child -of Henry.VII.and heir- -apparent to the throne of
England. It is an irony tc note that William Warham was one of the men who helped
preside over the marriage of Henry’s older brother, Au::hur. to Catherine of Aragon at
St. Paul’s Cathedral. #

In these years of Henry VII all mclu,atlom are that Walham was a irusted civil
servant to the Crown who. traveled widely. and affected numero.us, econbmlcally
judicious, treaties i.e. a wool treaty for the export of wool to Flanders 5. Warham
was also an effective diplomat, expecially when dealing with the Roman King,
Maximillian. ¢ In 1502 Warham was elected Bishop of London. 7 One can assume that
this position, like most he received. was given to him as a reward for his loyal service
to the realm and Crown. While Bishop of London, he was made keeper of the great
seal, a title which he exchanged for that of Lord Chancellor in 1504. In that year he
became Archbishop Elect of Canterbury having been granted a bull (an official papal
decree) from Pope Julius 11, and later took his oath to the Pope at Westminster in
January, 1504. [t is said that he was enthroned with great magnificents on 9 March. 7

We can assume that the rapid rise of Warham was due to a number of qualities,
quaht]es that are seen throughout most of his life. Fi irst, he was a compliant servant
to the King. He was at all times willing to kneei at the altar of his sovereign, even if it
caused him inconvenience. Secondly, Warham was an intelligent man who could
quickly grasp the meaning of the situation at hand. His correspondence with Erasmus
suggests a keen mind. Thirdly, it appears, and this is purely assumption, that Warham
was not one of those men who seemed to threaten other people’s position in society.
Nowhere in the research done did Warham purposely challenge the status quo in the
political or theological sense. This is also a crilicism of the man, for indeed Thomas
Wolsey was able to overshadow Warham at each junction. Lastly, we can say that
Warham’s indefatigable energy allowed him to continue his duties when others would
often falter. The man; throughout his whole hfc., was articulate and wise, a great
reader, and as Prqfe_ssor Gordon Zeeveld shows, a patron of the arts and universities
of England. 8
o Wﬂham Warham as Archbishop was not allowed to rest as simply the head of
Cantelbury province but was constantly thrown into the politics of the day. Further,
evidence indicates that he was desirous of curbing the ever present abuses of the
cleargy. His speeches, sermons, and letters show a desire for economy and honesty
they also show.a very articulate man. .

One of the interesting aspects of Warham’s eventfilled life are the oxymoronic
situations with which he was faced. On 24 June, 1509, he presided over the joint
crowning and- wedding of Henry VIII and Catherine of Aragon- at Westmmster a
marriage as shall he shown, he felt was illegal. ?

Into these early years of Warham’s life came a man who was to overshadow him- -
Thomas Wolsey.” It is interesting to note that it was with Warham’s persuasion that
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Wolsey, was made -Cardinal. In, fact, it was from Warham th?t Wo‘lsey_ received his
Carinal’s_hat_at Westminster. (10) To do justice to the relationship that developed
betweAen these two men would be to write a book on the subject. One can say iny
that Warham was constantly overshadowed by the aggressive, opposrtunistice Cardinal.
A book that discusses the complex relationship between the two is Professor A. F.
Pollard’s excellent biography Wolsey. B '

" . As power coalesced in the hands of Wolsey, the traditional rights of Warham were
removed from him and subsequently fell to the new Cardinal. The first of these
powers to leave was the surrendering of the great seal, and hence Wolsey was made
Lord Chancellor in Warham’s place. !1 Warham in these early years unlike Wolsey
“was not one of those theologians fearful of the invasion of Protestantism and yet

“he was a witness to the burning of numerous volumes of Luther’s book in the mid-

1520%, 12 '

‘ Wolsey and Warham had different temperaments. Thomas Wolsey was harsh and
direct, as illustrated by his censuring of Warham for having dared to call a council of
suffragans about reforms in the Chruch without his consent. Another rebuke came
when a convocation was called by Warham to meet at St. Paul's. In this instance
Wolsey overruled him and called the clergy to ineet at Westminster, where his authority
would be greater. '* Yet the men did not hate each other. Their correspondence
sHows a figurativé master-servant relationship. This is best illustrated in the fact, that
in 1523 Wolsey sent numberous letters warning Warham to care for his health. '#
Warham throughout his life was a vigorous momney raiser for the church and state. One

“example of this is in 1524, while still suffering from the ‘old disease in his head’
(probably niigraines or sinus trouble), an ailment he was to complain about to his
dying day, he was able to gather the Iarge sum demanded for his chrch activties. '

William Warham’s life would have probably been rather untrying if events in
England had not changed in the mid 1520’s. The Cardinal probably would have
stayed in the shadow of Wolsey and possibly have been replaced by the Archbishop
of York if a certain Anne Boleyn, a desire for a male heir, and a guilty conscience had
not all come into the King’s life at approximately the same time.

Uﬁcertainty as to the lawfulness of the marriage of Henry and Catherine seems to
have existed in a number of people’s minds including the Pope and the Archbishop of
Canterbury. '¢ Warham, though he solemnized the marriage, doubted the legality
of the act as early as 1511.! 7 The main contention that Warham posed at the time of
the union was the fact that Catherine had been the wife of Henry's brother, Arthur,
Many years later Bishop Fox recalled that Warham had strongly disapproved of this
‘union, apparently doubting the validity of the bull of dispensation handed down by
Pope JTulivs I1. '8 It could not be found on what grounds he disagreed but as we shai
see. Warham’s qualms were to be of importance nearly two decades later when the
que}stidn of the lawfulness of the marriage became a matter of debate throughout
Christendom. Posibly Warham’s concern was based on the fact that the bull was slow
‘in coming: Its delivery had been postponed from time fo time and when it finally
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arrived jts’ wordifig left some doubt. '? Yet the marriage was made and- Catherine
gave birth to a child. Mary Tudor who would 1n the future beLome a quccessful ruler
of England. :

At this time, the Roman Catholic¢ Church in England was sutfenng from aggravated
ecclessiastic disorders. Numerous reasons evidence this but to discuss them here would
be to write a large volume. This writer would suggest Gilbert Child’s ‘Chirch and State
Under the Tudors as a primer on this era of Chrch hlstory 20" Many men attempted
to reform the Chunch: Fisher, Erasmus, Colet, and Thomas More were some of the more
outspoken and even Henry VIII himself can be considered a Church_ reformer in that
he wrote and published his famous The Defense of the Seven Swcraments, a work
that J. J. Scarisbrick says is ‘not a piece of theology of the highest order.” Yet it did
present a simplified protest against Lutheranism which was in full bioom in continental
Europe. The book was greatly effective and was, in fact, one of the most successful

_pieces of Catholic poleniics produced by the this earliest generation of anti-Lutheran
events. 2! Whether Henry personally wrote the book is an academic question, though
he certainly agreed in full with its contents. For his attempt at preventing a further
eroding of the Catholic Church. The Pope granted him the title of ‘Defender of the
Faith. 22  Thus we can see from the various efforts at reform made in England that
a theological crisis was at hand. Into this scene came Anne Boleyn. Anne was
certainly not the most beautiful woman in the kiﬁgdom. Her strongest points were
her wonderful dark hair and “fine eyes.’ She also is said to have had a long neck, a firm
mouth and an air of authority and grace. 2% The various reports that depict her as
extremely ugly or as extremely beautiful seem highly prejudiced. Henry now had two
reasons to seek a divorce from his aging wife. First was the fact that Catherme had
given him no male heir to carry on the Tudor name. Secondly, Henry seems to have
fallen in love with this girl of his court, Anne Boleyn. The best work on Anne and her
love affair and marriage is Paul Friedmann’s Anne Boleyn. Yet one should note that
Henry and Catherine had lived together contently, if not happily, for many years. 24
Tt also seems that at this time Henry’s conscience came into play - - not to,condemn his
own infidelities, many of which he obviously had, but to convince him that his
marriage to Catherine was really no marriage at all. Theology had always been a
favorite study of Henry’s 25 and in the mid-1520’s he seems to have discovered that
for years he had been living is sin and for this reason he rationalized he had no male
offspring. The exact Biblical reference he came upon was Leviticus which states that:
“If a man shall take his brother’s wife. it is an impurity, he shall remain childless.” 26
Deuteronomy disagrees with this interpretation of God’s word, suggesting that it is
proper for a brother to marry his siblings widow but this. does not seem to have been
overly important to Henry once he became convinced of his sinful cohabitation.

Cardinal Wolsey, as the leading representative of the Pope in England, had the task
of the divorce that Henry VIII was seeking fall upon him and, as can be 1mag1ned he
did not relish it. Professor George Cavendish says that Wolsey, in these early days,
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evén iried fo persuade Henry fror'n' pursuing such a course. - Wolsey was against the

" divorce from the ﬁrst._" But as Wolsey says, ‘I could never bring to pass to dissuade- -
him thence from.” *7 What Wolsey seems to have desired was for Henry to have his

iilicit affair with Anne while maintaining the status quo with Catherine. 23 Men
o_ft'entimes have the ability to see a problem before they ‘can articulate it. Wolsey
problanly saw his doom in the Boleyn affair and realized that he must affect the divo-
rce that Henry desired or he and the Roman Church would be ruined in England. The
first step in bringing about the divorce was taken by Wolsey in May, 1527. Archbishop
William Warham assisted Wolsey in this endeavor. A hearing was instituted in great
secrecy at the Cardinal’s house in Westminster. 22

Present at this secret meeting were Stéphen Gardiner, Wolsey’s secretary, William
Clayborough, as registrar of the court, and three doctors of letters. As has been
mentioned, Archbishop Warham was also present. Warham appears to have been
there willingly and in full support of the secret inquisition. One must remember that
he had always doubted the legality of the marriage. 39

Henry was cited for having lived for eighteen vears in incestuous intercourse with
the widow of his late brother.” Warham believed sincerely that Henry was desirous of
finding the truth of the matter rather than using the cdurt as an escape from his
predicament and he was subsequently persuaded to be part of this clandestine act, out
of honesty rather that his wishes to help Henry in his desire to marry Anne. 3!
Warham here seems naive. He should have realized that the secretness of the proceed-
ings indicated that Wolsey’s and Henry’s actions were of less than honorable intent.

As 2 footnote to these early years, one can say with some certainty that Henry did
love the not so beautiful Anne. As King of England he could have had any avaijlable
woman in Europe. He chose Anne. Further, his long, rather beautiful love letters
to her indicate a deep feeling rather than simple lust. An example of such a letter
that shows Henry’s emotional state is this one.

I and my heart put ourselves in your hands. Let not absence lessen your affection;
for it causes us more pain than I should ever have thought, reminding us of a point of

. astronomy that the longer the days are, the further off is the sun, and yet the heat is all
the greater. Soit is with our love, which keeps its fervour in absence, at least on our side.
Prolonged absence would be intolerable but for my firm hope in your indissoluble but
for my firm hope in your indissoluble affection. As I cannot be with you in person. I
send you my picture set in braclets, 32 . :

Warham was apparently unaware of the seriousness of the affair Henry was having
with Anne and the fact that he desired to marry this girl young enough to be his
daughter. :

The King was summoned to the secret court on May i1 under his own summons

delivered by his trusted Cardinal Wolsey. Henry obediently came to the court to
answer the questions put to'him. 3 ‘Wolsey,” says Friedmann, ‘lent himself to a most
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odjous attempt to cheat Catherine out of good right,’ The main pomt of conten-
tion was not so much that Arthur and Catherme had been marrred per so but ratlier
that they had consummated thelr rnarrlage ‘with mtercouse 'If this be the casez
according to his advisors, he was living mcentuously ER Wolsey, as legate it was felt
could annul the marriage and 1t seemed Warham was wanted at the court to help
formalize the break, Warham was a good man to have as one who would agree wrth?
the King’s thesis. First, he seemed rather na1vely convinced of Henry s troubled consci-
ence and secondly, the Archb1shop, as a close frlend to numerous theologians in
Europe, including Erasmus, 3% would be of value if all did not g0 as anticipated.

A note in the Letters and Papers of 31 May tells of the Jud1c1al proceedmgs attend-
ed by Warham. The Archbishop was appointed assessor for examination of the case, a
posmon granted h1m by the King at the beginning of the trial. From secondary. sources.
(the ongmal are in Latin) we know that Henry, interviewed Jomtly by Warham and
Wolsey, was examined as to his knowledge of the sin the suposedly committee. 36

The secret proceedings were not as secret as the attenders had hoped. In a few
weeks the Queen got wind of what was afoot.

Wolsey states:

The first night of this my said journey I lodged at Sir John Wiltershort’s house where
met me my Lord of Cauntourbury; with whom aftér communication had of your
secrete matier, and such other thinges as have been hitherto doon therin, I shewed
him howe the knowleage therof i is cumme to to Queenes Grace, and howe d13p1easant1y
she takith it, and what Your Htghnes hath doon for the staying and pacification of her:
declarlng unto he, that Your Grace hath hitherto nothing intended, he doon, but only
for the serching and trying out of the trouth, proceding upon occasion geven by- the
French partie, and doubtes moved therin by the Biship of Tarbe. Which facien and
maner liked my said Lorde of Cauntorbury very wel. And noting his countenaunce,
gesture, and manour, although he sumwhat merveled, howe the Quene shld ¢cumme to
the knowleage therof, and by whom; thinking that Your Grace might constrayne and
cause her to shewe that discoverers therof unto Your Highnes: Yet; as 1 perceyve,
He is not moch altered or turned from his first faction; expressely affermyng that,

. howesogver displeasantly. the Quene toke thiymatier, yet the trowth and jugement of
the lawe must have place, and be folowed, (Slc) 37

Futher sessions . weré held on: 20 23, and 31 May and generally Henry agreed
that he was acting in sin to have lived with Catherine. The casé was also brought
against the 1509 bull of Pope Julius Il whe allowed the marriage in the first place. 3®
It was hOped that this quasi-legal court could settle the mdtter and that Warhdm would
sanction Wolséy’s annulmént of the marriage. He could do this 4s the Pope’s legate
and thence Pope Clement would confirm the matter. The second part of this equation
was quite certain for Clemnerit was 4 man of low scruples no conscrence and eXemplary
of opportumsm “Of the many odrous characters wh1ch meet us 1n the hrstory of the
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sixteenth century,” states Gilbert Child, ‘“that of Pope Clement VII is the most despic-

able.” 3® With this type of man m the Vatlcan 1t was httle doubted that the dworce

would be granted expedlc:lous]y
But history does not always prove to be so logical, for events far from England

were to work as an impasse to Henry and Wolsey. Catherine, as already mentioned,
heard about the secret court and contacted her nephew, Emperor Charles V of the
Holy Roman Empire, whose gatrisons were stationed in Rome and requested that he
préss the Pope to revoke Wolsey’s power as legate. Henry’s ultimate wishes to divorce
Catherine and marry Anne were common knowledge throughout the Empire. 40
Further, Scarisbrick suggests that Henry himself might have lost his nerve and may
have doesired other theologians to help him rationalize his behavior. 41 Hence, the

inifial drive for the divorce was soon stimied. _
To go into the diplomacy of England, Rome, and the Empire would be impossible.

Yet we must say that Clement was now unable to release Henry from his marriage

becaitse of the pressure placed on him by emperor Charles. To facilitate the cause of
the King, alliances were proposed and tried and a special commission of Doctors
Knight, Gardiner, and Fox was sent to Rome. The Pope was unable to allow Henry
his wish and in his frustration Pope Clement, the leader of the Christian world, suggest-

ed a divorce from (not annulment) Catherine or to settle the problems in English

Chruch courts.®? Warham was not compelled to take part in the diplomacy of the
times nor was he to become overly involved with the unpleasant business for which
Campeggio representing the Pope came to England. In the spring a bull had been
dispatched at Rome empowering Wolsey, with Campeggio as assessor (a position
Warham had had), to investigate the affair of the King and his desired divorce. *3
Warham was undoubtedly knowledgeable about the happenings but his letters seem to
indicate a rather blase attitude toward the whole thing. He continued to correspond
with Erasmus and kept up with business in the Province.

At the start of the trial before Wolsey and Campeggio, Warham was made Chief

Course] of the Queen. Campeggio notes this in his'letter to Salviati. Du Bellay in his’

letter to Montmorency states on 1 November, 1528:

The divorce is at present in this state. After the Queen’s answer to the Cardinals, of
which I told you, and some remonstrances which they may have made to her on the
part of the Pope to enter into religion. it was found that she was determined to stick
to her opinion. She has been given the choice of the whole counsel of England, that is,
of my lords of Canterbury, Bath, Rochester, Ely, Exeter, and the Cordelier (Standish),
the dean of the Chapel, and others, with liberty to call an advocate from Flanders, '
a procureur and a counsellor, but she is not to be at liberty to summon any from
Spain, on the ground that they are at war with Spain. Already a safe-conduct has
been sent into Flanders for the said. counsellor and advocate. This is the way the
matter stands, but it must be kept perfectly quiet. Kochester and London, I understand,
are of the Queen’s opinion, and also the dean of the Chapel; but I think they will lose
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their cuase, for T-hold the same: opinion as when I wrote last. All things.considered,
[ hold what even if all the Cardinals had, both in the past time and the present, .
approved the marriage, that they could not have [made it valid], it being proved, as

- they say it is, that the late King and she have lain together, for God has long ago himself
passed senience on 1t

After being appomted counsel, Warham and the others waited upon the Queén
and interrogated her on two points which they said had been put forward by Henry
First, they asked ‘whether she had made an attempt on the King’s 11fe to secure the
throne for her daughter She firmly denied thls and stated that ‘she pryed his life ; more
than her own.” Secondly, she was asked whether she was in correspondence with
Charles in Rome. She said she was fiot. 5 The i inquiry was to settle nothing. Whether
Catherine had been legally married to Arthur or whether she had been in his bed only
as a companion was of major importance. Yet only Catherine, and possibly Henry,
knew this for sure. . ‘ _

The format court to decide the fate of Catherine opened at Blackfriars in the
Spring of 1529. Dr. Sampson cited Henry and Catherine to appear. When Catherine
found that Wolsey was to judge her, she refused to take part and was pronounced
contumacious. Warham continued to act, theoretically at least, as Catherine’s Chief
Counsel. ¢ ‘ .

Testimony was given by many and this testimony further convinced the King that
he was at fault and needed the separation ‘owing to his scruples of conscience.” *?
The fact was brought out at this time that the Archblshop of Canterbury had been
somewhat recalcitrant in marrying the two. Further, it was noted that Prince Arthur
had confessed to having carnal knowledge of Catherine. He is said to have said:

that he had been in Spayne that nyght, whych was a hot country, meaning that he had -
carnally used her. (Sic) .

Further, for a time Cahterine had thought she was pregnant by Arthur, 4% Warham was
of little help as Chief counsel. Even the Queen noted this. In 1531 she.was to say of
Warham:

Pretty counsel he is, for T ask Canferburys advice he answers me that he will have
nothing to do w1tl1 such affairs, and keeps repeatinig to me the words, ira _principis more
esth 49

All of the other C(_J'unce]iors were equally useless, so she sent to Flanders for assistance.
Warham apparently did not want to become involved in-the affair. The reason cannot
be known for certain but we can assume his age, general health (he had the sweating
sickness at this time), and his basic fear of Henry and Wolsey made him overly cautions.
The court at Blackfriars came to no avail.
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‘Warham next appears on the scene when Chapuys makes the remarkable statement:

Thursday and Friday the Estates met, and elected at first tHe" Archbishiop of Canterbury -
to be their speaker (prolocuteur); but being a chruchman he was not agreeable’to the
King, who rejected him on the plea that he was too old. After which another one was -
elected to the King's taste (2° I'appetit du Roy), they say that he is a man of learning
(scavant homme). 3¢ '

, The idea-that Warham was elected speaker is near unimaginable. It would have
" been an act of definance against the King. Probably Chapuys “had mistaken a report
that Warham had been considered for the chancellorship after Wolsey’s fall”, 51

Events abroad changed the scene in England. Pope Clement now brought the final
judgment to Rome and forbade the English clergy from forming a solution. If a
. decision had been made in England, it would have been unfair to Catherine. A decision
made in Rome would be equally unfair to Henry. Because of the failure of Blackfriars
and because of the Pope’s unwillingness, Wolsey, the man hated by all but Henry,
became expendable. He was no longer of any value in the King’s ‘great folly.” 52
Soon afier the Cardinal’s fall from grace, he died. The relationship between Warham as
Archbishop and Wolsey -as Cardinal had been a unigque one effective in using them
against Wolsey than one would imagine. 53 '
effective in using them against Wolsey than one would imagine. 53

On 15 and 28 March, 1530 Warham, Chancellor of the University, wrote two
letters to Oxford devines stating that they had failed him because they had made no
contributions to the divorce case. ** Also in that part of the year on 13 July, Warhaim
signed a letter to the Pope. The letter stated: '

The Spiritual -and temporal Lords of England to Pope Clement VII praying him to con-
sent to the King's desires, and point out the evils which arise from delaying the
divorce. 55 ' -
Warhan was strongly pressured to put his signature to this document. He, as has
already- been indicated, was a conservative man in Church matters and for him to
appeal to the Pope directly, as he did in this letter, for a cause the Pope was not
" desirous of delivering was most likely done under pressure. Or was the sickness in his
head that he constantly complained about becoming too great for him to think realis-
tically about-such a decision?
' In January pressure was applied to the Archbishop.’
Chapuys states: :

The .Quéen has informed me (throﬁgh a confidential messenger) that the King had lately

wiitten, or was about to do so, to the archbishop of Canterbury, as chief archbishop,
primate, and legate of this kingdom, to give him warning that, unless the Pope con-
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* ‘gented fo the accomplishmeént of the'marriage, his own.and other ecclesiastical authorify
would be at an end here in England, and that he himself (the King), the nobles and the
people; provoked and-hurt at the advocation of the suit to Rome, had already shewn
great am.mos1ty against the Church. ¢ o . : .

This can be perceived as noth_ing but. a bla_tant threat that ,the,epower_s,that be had
best either make a decision or force the Pope to make a decision favoring the divorce.
The king was stating simply that if the Pope did not comply with his wishes, his
" guthority and that of all Church men in England would be destroyed. With Parliament.
showing its anti-papal feeling, as it was in this era, the kmg had somethmg to back
up his threat, 57

What the King: deaxred was one of three things: (1) that the case: should be sub-
mitted to the ‘Archbishop of CanteYbury; (2) or that'it be submitted to hlm (Warham)
and the clergy; (3) or that if the King should do anything himself, the Pope should not
fulminate censuses against him. *® These requests to Clement had no effect.

I this year of 1530 Henry’s desire was clear. He wanted the aged Warham to judge
the case. The Boleyn family (a powerful family of nobility) and Duke of Norfolk were
atso eager for Warham to decide favorably the case and Warham seems willing to
have favored the King’s wish for in December he called the irreconcilable Bishop
Fisher before him and attempetd to make the Bishop retract his pro-Catherme state-
ments of the past S : o

The Bishop replied with muth prudence and moderation that the matter was in itself
so clear that no arguments upon jt were needed, and that besides, the Pope being the
sole judge and arbiter, the case could only be properly argued before him, certainly
not before the Bishop [of London], or anyone else. Upon which the Bishop and the
others, seeing that they could neither convincg nor draw him into controversy, accused
h]m of being self-willed and obstinate, and said that he would, in spite of all he could
say, be compelled to argue the question, as the King had determined to appoint six
doctors on his side, and six more on the Queen’s, to debate the case, and also two
.impartial judges . who, after hearing what each side had to say, should decide the
question one way or the other. 59

_ Warham s wﬂlmgness to plead the case of the ng caused him to be censured by
" the people of his own Province. “Defamatory libels were stuck at ‘the door of the
Cathedral against the Archbishop and others.” 50" The placards were nnmedlately
removed and destroyed so that the people couId not read them, Th1s event occurred in
late December, 1530. 6!

At this point, it is necessary to note that Parliament was passing various acts that
would eventually place the English clergy under that auspices of the King. The upper
house and not the lower was the leader in th1s reform movement that ‘was to be a
revolution in the fullest sense of the word The clergy was mdmated as a body in
December, 1530. for breech of the Statutes of Prasemunire for having acknowledged
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the authority of Wolsey as legate. At the time they had-been forced to de this by

Henry. The convocation to rteceive the King’s pardon paid 118,000 pounds, not

without-some objection. 82 Further, and more frustrating to Warham, as we shall see,
the King ordered the clergy to acknowledge him as ‘The Protector and Surpreme
-Head of the Church of England.’®?® Ultimately, Warham, as the leading Churchman,
put the Supreme Head clause, with minor additiens, to the convocation. He stated:

of which the Church and .clergy of England will acknowledge his majesty to be chief
protector, cnly and supreme lord insofar as the law of Christ allows, supreme head.

Warham’s ‘motion was followed by a disturbing silence. At length he said, ‘Qui
tacet consentire videtier’s and an unknown clergyman answered. ‘Then we are all

silent.” ¢4 In this manner the Church in England became the Church of Engalnd-

consented to by Parliament and promoted, it would seem, by- the Archbishop of
Canterbury.

So in the early part of January 1531, Warham, the successor of Becket, gave in to
the King. He could have faced martyrdom as did Becket but he, at eighty-one, chose to
do what he saw as inevitable.

Chapuys saw the truth in the Supreme Head title.- He saw that the clause ‘and as
far as was permitted by the law of Christ’ was not limiting, as no one would do anyth-
ing contrary to the laws of Christ. He even saw that the title made Henry * Pope in
England.” 65 '

Why did Warham fall under Henry's spell and lead the convocation in declaring
the King Supreme Head? Chapuys, in a Ietter to Charles, says that:

The Nuncio went today, at my request, to the Archbishop of Canterbury to exhort

~ him to have regard to God, his conscience, and the Pope’s authority. The Archbishop -
would only say that the King had come in person to his house to urge him to comply
with his wishes. 6%

It was also hinted at that Warham was being carefully watched by John Langland,
Bishop of London, who was the King’s confessor and who was in constant contact with
the King: 7 Warham’s only utterance as to the affair and his weakness in it was ‘Ira
Principis more est.” 63

Henry continued his efforts to have Warham try the case. Yet he was hesitant to
use too much presure. He probably remembered Henry II and Becket. Parliament
continued to pass anti-clerical legislation until the complete submission of the clergy
was realized. The convocations gave all of their rights to the King and many clerics
were excluded from the Church because of previous oaths to the Pope. 9

But still the stubborn Warham would not consent to making the divorce part of his

business. Chapuys states:

6
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The affair is being secretly promoted as I hear especially by ﬂ}? Duke of Norfolk. and J
the father of the lady both of whom are incessantly at work to suborn’ the Archbishop _
 of Canterbury whot they now regard as Pope in England. 7% " AR

Yet Warham refused to be moved arid the more préssure put upon him, the less
he would react to their wishés: “At this point, the eighty-two yedr old Warham seems
to have had & change in heart, or did his conscience bother hin? ‘He saw tlie systematic
attempts being made at destroying the clergy and on 24 February, 1532 he made a
formal protest of all acts Passéd by Patliament since Blackfriats of 3 November, 1529
to the present time. 7' Henry, upon héaring the old Warham’s statement, charged him
with Praemunire because he had consecreted the Bishop of Asaph before the Bishop’s
temporalitios had been restored. 72 Warham replied that he did nothing iflegal, but the
writ was put into effect. 73 L

" In August of | 532, Archbishop Warham prepared his last written document, It was
a speech he apparently interided fo deliver in the House of Lords. The speech is a good
one. [t shows a great deal about the man in his last months. This writer has taken
the libérty to quote a large portion of the draft. (errors in this quote are found in
original text) - o ' ' o ' '

Protests he means to say mothing to the King’s pr'ejudic;:e. As to the prae:rlmnir'_e, he is
charged with conisecrating the bishop of St. Asaph beforé he had exhibited his bulls to
the King. Urges in reply: - - (1) that archbishops are not bound to know, and have _
never been accustomed to examine bishops requiring consecration, whether they have
exhibited their bulls or not; and that it would be a serious burden on them to be obliged
to ascertain. (2) Marny bishops have ‘been: comsecrated before they sued out their
temporalities during the last 299 years, as Thos. Bredwarden, archbishop of Canterbury,
Wm. Wittelsey, and others, who sued for.their temporalities a long time after. (3) If
‘archbishops- had been bound in times past o ascertain if a-bishop [to be consecrated
had exhibited. his] -bulls to the Kings, the fact. that ‘they had so ascertained would have
appeared on. record by certificates to that effeet.(4). Moieover, the wiseprinces in times
past would have punished cases of neglect (5) If the archl")ishop‘ cafinot give the
spiritualities to one who is pronounced a bishop at Rome till the King has granted
-him- his temporalities,’ the spiritual powet ‘of - thig archbishops will depenid 6ii the
temporal power of the .prince, and thus would be of little or no effect; + - which is’
against God’s law. (6) The archbishop hasno right to keepthe spiritualitiesin’ his hands .
after an elect is pronounced a bishop. (7) If he were to wait til] the King granted the . .
... temporalities,. there have been kings Wwho would keep these'in their hands, many years;
... /asking Henry [11], and 5o the elect would b¢ deprived of both. This argument Warham
Uses against his own profit, for the longer the King kept. the.temporalities, the more.
profit would the archbishop have of the. spiritualities, if he could have them with good
" conscierice. (8) "The King is riot injired by the consecration of a bishop. before he has
exhibited his bulls and ‘done Horiags, for hie can still keep ﬁaig ternporalities in his hiand,
' There have beén thany archbishops and biskiops, Tiké bishop Pekhami, who have had

sooa
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their temporalities detained a long time. (9) A man is not made bishop by consecration,
but is pronounced so at Rome in Consistory; and he has no jurisdiction given him by
consecrations to only the rights of his Order, viz., consecrating of children, ¢. If thé® "~
King by detaining temporalities could cause consecrations to be deferred, the Church
might have no bishops at all, and consequently no priests, and sacramants would cease. -
(19) By the same reasoning, the Pope should not be consecreated or crowded till he had
sued out his temporalities of the Hmperor which Constantine gave to the see of Rome;
so that there would be no Pope but at the Hmperor’s pleasure. (11) Apart from law, a
spiritual man ought first to seek what is necessary for his spiritual functions, and not

temporal things; (12) and give his oath of ob edience to the Pope before his temporal
prince. (13) In consecrating the bishop of St. Asaph, Warham was but the Pope’s
comrmissary, and the act was the Pope’s commissary, and the was bound by ocath to do.
Proceeds further to show that the point for which the King contends was one of the
articles which Henry II sought to extort at Clarendon, Which St. Thomas died a martyr .
to oppose, and which Henry II himself afterwards gave up. Warham would be sorry to
do anything prejudicial to the King’s authority, especially as it was he who anointed him
King, and put the Crown upon his head; but if no damage can be done to the Crown
even by an ill act, such as killing a man in the King’s preserice, much less can it be
by the consecration of a bishop, which is a good deed. The liberties of the Church are
guaranteed by Magna Charta, and several kings who violated them, as Henry II, Edward
111, Richard II, and Henry TV, came to an ill end. Refers to a brief of Pope Martin to
Henry IV touching & praemunire against the liberties of the Church, and wams the
Lords (in answer to a threat held ovér that they would defend the matter by the sword)
of what befell the Kinghts who drew their swords against St. Thomas, - - whose punish-
ment remains to this day in their blood and generation. Would rather be hewn in pieces
than confess this article, for which St. Tomas died, to be a pracmunire. If this Act be a

. law of the land it was drawn up at Clarendon 400 save 31 years ago, and it was never
put in execution against any archbishop, though many have infringed it. _
Will not refuse the lay counsel offered him, though he expects little from it, for two
reasons: - - 1. Because_laymen ‘advance their own laws, rather than those of the Church.
‘And intheis behalf I understand that such temporal learned men as have been assigried
of counsel with spiritual men lately in cases of praemunire (as it was surmised) for the
advancing of their temporal laws, and for the derogation of the laws of the Church,
have counselled them and induced them to- confess and grant a praemunire whereto
peradventure they would advise me in likewise; which, if I were so minded to confess,

. I needed not to have their counsel’ 2. Because he understands that temporal men

. defending their. clierits; when they have spoken anything against the minds of the King’s . ©
.council, have been called, fools and put to silence; and he would be sorry that they
sould be so rebuked in defending him. As the matter is spiritual, desires spiritual
counsel. L
'Declmes also to gwe suretles c1t1ng St. Thomas ] authonty Surenes are for persons
whose flight is feared, but if he had been disposed to fiee, he might. have done so before..

" St. Anselm, St. Edmund, and other archbishops of Canterbury were never compelled )
to give sureties: And whoever lays violent hands on a bishop and imprisons him is

(63)




64 TUNGHAI JOURNAL -

‘accursed, and can only be assoiled by the Pope, except in mortis articulo; and the place
where a_bishop taken is kept is interdicted, and the two dioceses next ad]ommg

(Slc)

In thls speech we: can - see that he referred to the case of St Thomas Beclcet and
hinted at the fact that Henry VIII was going the same ways as Henry II hidd gone. He
compares his anti-clerical policy with the Consitution of Clarendon.. Hence dne might
assume,- as- Professor Geoffrey Elton does, ‘that -Warham in these- last mofiths casts
himself in $t.;-Thomas’ position. Further, it siggests that what had’ befallen’ Becket and
subsequently’ Heary 11 mlght Happen to Henry VIII and h1m But Warhathi was not
Becket. He appealed to the Magna Charta; Bécket gave his life, The sitaation he found
himself in the summer of 1532 and his old age finally caught up with hnn His body
was unable to take the strain any Ionger and on 23 August he died. (Al

Howard Hall states '

: Tn this summe_r' season {asi pa_st, died Willyam Warham_, Archebishoppe of Cantorbury,
and to that Bishopysch was named Doctor Thomas Cranmer, a-man of learning. 7 8

Warham was to d1e with little honor and w1th thirty pounds in. savmgs remarking
‘Sat est niaticu’ (enough for a funeral). 77 :

In conclusion, we can say that Warham was a man whose temperament was not
suited for the world of real politick. He was best when caring for the business of the
Province, when patronizing the arts and scholarship of Englind and Europe, and when
performing the duties of a cleric. He was unable to function as a Wolsey, a, Norfolk, or
a Cromwell. 'His temmperament did not allow it nor, it seems, did his conscience. He
was willing to let the ng have his way on all matters, probably because he saw the
King as the inevitable wmner vet before his death he was to dehver an eloquent
protest to the King - - a protest ofa ‘historian and theologran rather than a polrtrcran

The ironies that filled his life must have haunted h1m still he was able to cope with
his day-to- -day activities. Yet there is that ‘sickness in the head’ that he 50 often
complained about in his later years. . -

Warham’s life can best be summed up in somethmg heis quoted as saymg nUmerous
times - - ‘Ira.principis mors est.’

The best porirait of William Warham was done by Hans Holbem and is part of the
Royal Collection at Windsor: The work can be féund in I J. Scarisbrick’s book Henry
VI 1t represents-an aged man with & grave yet gentle face. His eyes séem gray, his
face is covered with wririkles, anid he' seems to be of a rotund nature. His cheek bones
are high. There is a pleasantness about the faee a softness that seems to mdrcate a
mellow temperamenit. 78

In reflscting on William Warham a quote from erham Shakespeare s pIay Henry
VIT comes to mmd '
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i lThlere’s ﬂiﬂthing 1 have done yet, my conscience deserve a ‘cotner. Would
all men, could speake this with as free asoul as I do.

Postscript

William Warham has generally been overlooked by historians of English histf)ry
who prefer to write about such giant-figures as Henry VIII, Ann Boleyn, Cardinal
Wolsey and Thomas Cramner. For the eager scholar of the reformation period who
enjoys biographical research Warham would be an excellent candidate for a full lenght
monograph. His life is a study in oxymoronicalisms and as such becomes a metaphore
for the English reformation and early sixteenth century court 1ntr1que and self-serving-
ness..
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1. Introduction
Like other perennial philosophical problems, the problem of universals still is an

interesting topic of discussion. The old labels ‘realism’, ‘nominalism’, and ‘con- .

ceptualism’ still have their places of application in contemporary philosophy even
though they dub arguments and perspectives quite different from the classical ones. In
the area of analytic philosophy with which we are presently concerned, the problem
of universis is no less important. Treatments of the problem bear heavily upon philoso-
phies of logic and language; specific interpretations of logical notations and meaning
analyses of language, for example, are often underlied by specific theories o6f universals.
P. F. Strawson’s treatment of the problem of universals is a species upon itself. He
resists classical (Platonic) realism; his theory of particulars is a strong statement against
it. (The theory was represented in an article by the author in the previous issue of this
publication.) Yet, he is by no means a nominalist; his theory of universals upholds
_that universals are irreduceable to particulars. There is a good sense in which Strawson
is a conceptulistic proponent: his approach, however, is quite distinct from the tradi-
tional epistemological or psychological approach. Strawson follows a logicolinguistic
line of reasoning; but, at the same time, he assumes an epistémic—metaphysical founda-
tion for the notion of universals. Above all, Strawson’s theory of universals is
essentially related to the notions of predicate term and predication.

To define Strawson’s position on the issue of universals, the following contrasts

between his version of realism and some popular forms of nominalism must be noted.
The logical nominalists, notably W. v. O. Quine, refuse to allow general terms to
occupy the position of *x’ in the schemata ‘Fx’, which is accessible to quantifiers, !
whereas Strawson maintains that general terms can be quantified over, and thus he
would endorse the logic of higher calculus of functions. The reductionistic nominalists,
for example, Gilbert Ryle, propose to reduce all statements seemingly about universals
to statements about particular things,? whereas Strawson does not believe that such a
reductionistic program can be carried through. The linguistic nominalists, for example,
sorhe Wittgensteinians like Morris Weitz, deny the existence of any common charac-

teristics among a class of objects subsumed under one general name, ? whereas -

Strawson maintains that there are “types” in language which are thought of as units
of meaning. * These contrasts unambiguously show the kind of position Strawson
maintains. He is anything but a reductionistic nominalist.

-According to- Strawson, the following categories of ““things” are universals:
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qualities, numbers, species, relations, kinds, states, processes, language types, classes,
propositions, and so forth. To be more specific, “things” like snow, gold, water,
furniture, swimming, anger, blood, bacon, music, Beethoven’s Symphony No. 9,
dress, engineering, civilization, football-game, 242 = 4, courage, happiness, the number -
4, the word-type ‘red’, the proposition “all crows are black,” flammability, man, auto-
makes like 1987 Mercede Bens, and so forth, are all universals. The inventory can be
enlarged; but this much is enough for a denotative definition of universals. Yet, surely
an enumeration of universal “things’ cannot satisfy our need. What we need is a
general characterization of universals so that we could distinguish thein from
particulars.

As far as the English language is concerned, the grammatical forms of expression
may seem helpful in identifying the presence of universals, thus, for example, the
commeon nouns (for example, ‘man’), the collective nouns (for example, “sheep”), the
material nouns (for example, ‘mutton’), and the abstract nmig (for example, cleverness,
‘poverty’, ‘choice’) are all grammatical indications of universals, as are ‘adjectives and
finite verbs:; while on the other hand proper nouns are in most cases indications of
particulars. The grammatical guide may be helpful, yet it does not fully serve philosd—
phical purposes. For, on the one hand, it is parochial, that is, restricted to one
language; and, on the other hand, unreliable because some proper nouns may be used
as common nouns as ‘Czar’ in ‘the Czar of Russia’, ‘Newlon’ in ‘the Newton of the age’;
also they may be transformed into a verb, as ‘Plato’ into ‘Platomize’, or transformed
into an adjective, as ‘Kant’ into ‘Kantian’. ’

Another attempt to draw the distinction between particular and universal suggests
that the distinction may be made through the distinction between singular and general
terms. To make the latter distinction, however, is no easier task. Quine suggests that,
grammatically, singular terms have no plural endings or preceding articles while general
terms admit of both; and, semantically, a singular term “names or purports to name
just one object while general terms possess built<in. modes. .. of dividing their
reference.” 5 The grammatical point may be discarded for the same reason as argued
previously, while the semantical point is dismissed by Quine for the reason that some
terms, for example, ‘Pegasus’, commonly recognized as singular terms, may name
nothing while some other terms, for example, ‘natural satellite of the earth’, commonly
acknowledged as general terms, have no divided reference. 6

The common IogwaI or linguistic attempts to provide a charactenzatlon of
universals do not seem to yield satisfactory results, yet, this does not mean that the
path is closed. We may extract from Strawson’s writings a theory of universals. '

In an mvestlgatlon of the conditiens of the successful introduction of a term,
particular ‘or universal, into a proposmon Strawson finds that the successful identify-
ing reference to a partlcular universally presupposes an empirical proposition of a
relevant fact in the world, while the introduction of a universal needs not presuppose
such an empirical proposition but may presuppose some fact or knowledge about the
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language used. Or, in other words, for the introductionof a particular to be successful
at all, it is required of both the speaker and the hearer {o know some individuating fact
about the particular concerned; whereas, in the case of the introduction of a universal,
it generally suffices to have the speaker and the hearer understand the language that
is in use. 7 However, it is not clear exactly what this theory means as is presented in
Individuals. Elsewhere, we find Strawson clarifying his point. In one of his later
- articles, there is a quasi-definition of universal which reads as follows:

It is a necessary condition for a things being a general thing that it can be referred
to by a singular substantival expression, a unique reference of the words making up that

\ expression.8-

This quasi—definition partially explains why the introduction of a universal does not
necessarily involve a presupposition of a fact about the world save an understanding of
the language used. For, to say that one understands the language used to introduce

a universal, is to say that he apprehends the meaning of that language; and, to be able

to apprehend the meaning is to be able to know which universal is being talked about
or introduced, since, according to the quasi-definition, universals are such that unique
references to them are determined by the meaning of the linguistic expressions of
them. For example, the meaning of the expression ‘wisdom’ suffices to determine what
the answering universal is, namely, widom. In contrast, the meaning of the expression
“the wisest philosopher’ alone cannot determine which particular answers to it. Let us
call this a linguistic definition of universals.

As against particulars, universals may be said to be principles of grouping or collect-
ing. Hence there is a functional definition of universals. The category of universals
is then a system of principles of grouping particulars. Thus, for example; the ‘universal
philosopher, groups such particulars as Plato, Aristotle, Kant, et cetera. The fact that
universais group particulars corresponds to the Jogical fact that the variable of the
function ‘Fx’ has values. ‘

The grouping of particulars by a universal is not unrestricted; it is governed by a
principle. As Strawson puts it, the principle is that ““the term [universal] may be said
to group. all those particulars whose designations may be coupled with it to yield true
statements.”® The principle is also stated as that a term “may be said to collecr just
those terms such that when it is assertively tied to any one of them, the result is not
only a significant, but also a true, proposition.”!? Thus, for' example, the expressions,
‘Wise is Socrates!” ‘Is Socrates wise?” ‘Socrates is a Roman’ are not cases in point, while
the sentence ‘Socrates is wise’ is. Now it is noticeable that the grouping theory of
universals, so to speak, seems suggestive of a metaphysical explanation of the semantic
and the syntax of the logical function ‘Fx’ and of propositional symbolisms like
“Socrates is wise.” Furthermore, the theory is seen to be instrumental in makingihe
distinction between subject and predicate and in explaining the 15g’ical fact that the
subject term in a subject-predicate proposii:_ion is accessible to quantifiers whereas the
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predicate term is not.

3, Types of Universals

There are at least three major types of universals, namely, characterizing, sortal
(instantial), and feature universals. 11 The classification is not meant to be exhaustive
and it can be expressed with different terminology. Thus there are qualities or proper-
ties, substances, and materials, having their linguistic counterparts as quality or
property-names, substance-names, and material names, respectively. 12

Characterizing universals are such. as indicated by adjectives, verbs, and abstract
nouns; afid sortal universals are indicated by common nouns. Feature universals,
often indicated by mass-nouns, are a special type of universals which does not serve as
a grouping principle for particulars, but rather provides a basis for the introduction of
particulars. We will discuss Strawson’s treatment of features in greater detail.

Besides the general principle of grouping, an ad hoc principle for the grouping
function of characterizing universals is that there must be *a certain characteristic
resemblance between those particulars” collected at the same iime or different times,1 3
whereas the ad hoc principle limiting the grouping function of sortal universals is that
the particulars collected “will have to each other a general, or sortal, resemblance.”! +

Within each major type of universals, there are also type-distinctions, that is,
the universals are arranged into a hierarchical scale. Thus, some universals are said to
be of lower or higher type than others in the same category. For example, property
of property is of a hi"gher type than property, and kind is of a lower type than kind of
kind; from this we then could say that color is of higher type than red, and that
mankind is of lower type than animal.

The hierarchy of types of universals within the same category is explained by
saying that universals not only group particulars, they also group ways of grouping
particulars. *5 That is to say, some urniversals also group some other universals, such as
the characterizing universal, virtue, collects another characterizing universal, honesty,
to yield a true proposition *““honesty is a virtue.”

Concerning such a theory of types of universals, the following remark is important.
According to Strawson, the grouping of universals by universals is not on the same level
as the grouping of particalars by universals. The grouping function of universals is
primarily to group particulars, that is, the grouping of particulars by universals is
fundamental to the grouping of universals by universals. The latter sort of grouping
is simply an analogical extension of the fundameital sort. “We think of universals
collecting other univérsals in ways analogous to the ways in which universals collect. . .

‘particulars,”* ¢ Strawson says. The role of this notion is extremely important in that

it provides a.ground for Strawson to deal a double-blow to Platonic realists and
nominalistic reductionists on ‘the issue of universals, therefore it helps to define,

_Strawson’s position asone of neither extreme realism nor extreme nominalism.

As a passing remark, Strawson’s theory of universals, though in some respects it
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resembles Aristotle’s hierarchical scale of beings, differs from his in a crucial point:
universals are for Strawson not essence ir particulars as they are for Aristotle. It

also differs from Plato’s hierarchy of forms at least in that the Strawsonian universals-

do not possess the sort of reality that the Platonic forms possess.

4. Relations of Universals
Particulars form a system, so do universals. As Strawson has indicated in the

1last chapter of Individuals, “non-particulars, too, may be related and ordered among
themselves; they may form systems; and the structure of such a system may acquire a
kind of autonomy, so that further members are essentially identified by their position
in the system.”*? However, when he wrote this he did not seem to have in mind a
definite and clear idea of what the system of universals is like, and this is perhaps the
reason that such a system never comes to view in Individuals. In one of his latest
articles, ! ® the image of the systemn becomes visible.

In an attempt to explain the asymmetry of subjects and predicates, Strawson
‘elaborates about the asymmetry of particulars and universals and puts forth the follow-
- ing two theses, Thesis I, of the exclusiveness of universals:

Every general character is such that . . . there is some other general character, or range of
characters, the possession of which, in question would be incompatible with its possession or _
of any member of which, by the individual of the specified chagacter. **

Thesis II, of the involvement of universals:

[Any general character is such that] whatever individual particular it is presented as assigned
gither there is some other general character (or characters) the possession of which by the
specified individual would be sufficient for that individual’s possession of the assigned
character-or there is some other general character (or characiers) the possession of which by
the spem.ﬁed individual would be necessary for that individual’s possession of the assigned

character

To exemplify and illustrate Thesis I, consider a simple, fundamental case. Given any
universal, for example, color, as assigned to an individual particular, for example, a
piece of glass, to yield the proposition, “this piece of glass is colored,” there is another
universal, for example, colorless, the assignment of which to the piece of glass would
result in the proposition, -““this piece of glass is colorless,” incompatible with the
former one. .

To exemplify and itlustrate Thesis II, we may consider the same universal, color, as
assigned to the piece of glass. For the piece of glass to have color, there is a sufficient
condition, namely, that it is, for example, red. The proposition resulted from the
assignment of the universal, color, to the particular piece of glass is entailed by another
proposition resulted from the assignment of another universal, red, to it.  Thus, the

(119)




120 TUNGHAI JOURNAL

universal color stands in an involvement relationship with another universal red vis a
vis a specified particular. The involvement relationship can be represented the other
way round. For what has been said about the universal color’s involvement is
equivalent to saying something about the universal red’s involvement, namely, that the
possession of color is necessary for the piece of glass to be red.?!

Summing up these two notions about the logical relations of universals, Strawson
says,

General characters come in groups the members of which are related by relations of mutual
exclusweness or (sometlmes) of one way mvolvement vis-g-vis any and every individual
particular they may be presented as assigned to. 2

In contrast, particulars do not come in such a way. Here in consists a significant
distinction between the two broad categories of particulars and universals.

Elsewhere the exclusiveness/involvement of universals is explained and expressed
by means of a nietaphor. In Strawson’s later work Subject- and Predicate in Logic and
Grammar, he talks of “concepts” coming in “ranges™®? instead of general characters
‘coming in groups. “The concepts of tion, tiger, panther, belorig to one range, the feline-
animal-species range; the concepts of yellow, red, blue, to another, that of colour or
hue.”24 The notion of a range is explained in terms of a metapliorical notion of
logical space, which is drawn from the notion of a physical space. We think of a
physical space as occupied by a number of particulars; in'a like manner, we thmk ofa
range as 4 logical space occupled by a number of universals (that i is, concepts).

The metaphor can be easily maneuvered so as to explain the notion of exclusive-
ness of universals. Particulars are thought of as occupants of a physical space, exhibit-
ing spatial exclusiveness; so, universals can in a like way be thought of as occupants of
a logical space, exhibiting logical exclusiveness against other universals of the same
range. '

As the metaphor goes, it provides vocabulary for expressing the differentiation of
universals. For particulars, the ultimate principle of individuation is given by their
‘positions in the ‘spatio-temporal system. -For universals, ‘the ultimate principle of
differentiation is given by their “exclusive occupancy of a position in a logical space.”’?3
For exa'mple,' that red is distinguishable-from green, can be explained by the metaphor
that red and green respectively occupies a region in a logical space such that any
particular assigned to red cannot at the same time be assigned to green. The differen-
tiation is thus brought out in terms of the mutual exclusiveness between red and green
via_an assigned particular.

Now the notion of involvement of universals can be explamed in-the same terms.
Let Strawson speak for himself:
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Oxe concept [that is, universal] , we say, may be wholly included in a part of the region of
logical space occupied by another or contain another within a part of its logical space. Thus
the region of logical space occupied by the concept red includes as a part that occupied by
scarlet and is included in that occupied by coloured, .. 2°

On such an explanation, it is easy to see why the notion of involvement of universals
has been such that, for any universal already assigned to a given particular, either there
'is a universal the assignment of which to the particular is a necessary condition, or
there is a universal the assignment of which to the same particular is a sufficient
condition of the assignment of that previous universal to the particular.

There is nothing mysterious in Strawsqn’s metaphor of logical space. Strawson
stresses the point that universals exhibit thig Jogical character through assignment to
particulars, and this produces a proposition effecting the configuration of a logical
space. With regard to the notion of involvement explained in terms of (lgocial) space
containment, we observe an affinity with the Aristotelian notion of specimen-species-
genus. In an occasion when Strawson talks about different kinds of “ties,”?? his
allusion to this Aristotelian notidbn appears unambiguously. There he indirectly
suggests that universal may have “a characteristic relation to each other, which is some-
times described as that of sub-or super-ordination,”?® as, for example, “Fido is a dog,
an animal, a terrier,”2® The affinity, however, should not be over-stated as to become

assimilation.

5. The Notion of Feature Universals

There is, in Strawson’s opinion, 2 special type of universals called fearure universals
or simply features. His theory about feature universals is very interesting and plays a
very special role in his metaphysics. '

Roughly speaking, the central thesis of the theory is that there are such concepts
(or universals) as features and such facts as feature-placing facts underlying the thought
of particulars and universals (sortal and characterizing). The features and the feature-
placing facts are said to provide the basis for the introduction of the notion of a
particular. There are many complexities and problems involved in, and about, the
theory.

What are feature universals? Sirawson claims that in ordinary language there are
“convincing examples of cases where we operate . . . merely with the universal feature
itself and the notion of placing.” 3° These examples are such as given in the
statements ‘there is gold here’, “there is water here’, ‘there is coal here’, et cetera.
The material names incorporated in these statements are names for features, the index
- ‘here’ indicates the placing of the feature; and the statements are thus called feature-
placing statements. Besides those, there is an abundance of others: snow, bacon, blood,
flesh, music, jam, sugar, rain, wool, just to mention a few. Generally speaking, those
stuff-like things, whose names are called ‘material names’ by Strawson, ‘mass-terms’ by
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Quine, or ‘collective nouns’ by Goodman, are what Strawson would include in his
inventory of feature universals. ,

But the stuff-like things are not the only feature universals; there are many others
which, however, are not so apparent. Thus, according to Strawson, when we speak of
“smelling cat,” “¢at again,” or “hunting lion,™ we are operating with the feature
concepts of cat and lion. Analogically there must be such things as apple-, man-, stone-
feature. Generally, there are also features of the substance-like things.

Now, what of the notion of placing? Unfortunately, Strawson has not given any
explicit and elaborated explanation of it. However, on the basis of his theory of the
spatio-termporal system and the examples he gives of feature-placing statements, we
may attempt a rought sketch of what the notion amounts to. The placing of a feature
is the locating, demonstratively with space or time ipdices, the presence of a feature.
The occurrence of ‘here’ or ‘now’ is, then, characteristic of a feature-placing statement,
and brings out the force of ‘placing’. This implies that the feature is given in the per-
ceptible field. Hence a feature-placing statement is an empirical, existential statement
the truth of which is warranted by immediate acquaintance.

From what have been said about the notions of feature and of placing, we may
interpret Strawson’s idea of a feature-placing statement in the following way. A
feature-placing statement is a statement about something that is given in experience;
while this something is not apprehended as a particular instance of some sort but is
apprehended as a general feature of particulars of a sort. When we say “Car again”
we are reporting or claiming that something featuring what we call cats is given again;
or when we say “It is raining now,” we are reporting that something featuring raining
is present now. Interpreting Strawson’s notion of feature-placing statements in this
way, we might have brought it very cloase to_Johnson’s notion of primitive Proposi-
tions, 31

6. The Primitiveness of Features

Feature universals consitute “the primitive pre-particular level of thought.” 32
This level is called the pre-particular level as it is prior to the introduction of particulars
and thus prior to the appearance of sortal and characterizing universals. It is primitive
in the sense that it is simpler, in respect to its logical complexities, than that of the
level on which we operate with the thought of particulars and universals.

The relation between the two levels of thought is that the feature-placing level, as
it were, underlies the level of particulars and universals. The relation can be put in
another way as follows: “The facts they [that is, the feature-placing statements] state

- are presupposed. . . by the introduction of certain kinds of particulars” 33 in the sense
that the feature-placing fact provides the materials, or a basis, for the introduction.
The notions as indicated by ‘primitive’, ‘pre-particular’, ‘underlies’, ‘are presupposed’,
ef cetera come to the same point. They all can be explained by the following
quotation:
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In making the feature-ﬁlacing statement, we uttered a completed sentence without mention-
ing individuals. If we merely. mention the individual without going on to say arything
about it, we failed to utter a completed sentence; yet what the feature-placing sentence does
.. explicitly is, in a sense, 'implicit in this mention. So. . .we may regard the notion of a
particular instance of cerfain sorts of general things as a kind of logical compound of the

simpler notions of a feature and of placing. 34

This is the central thesis of the feature-theory. It is, then, desirable to give a morte
detailed analysis of it.

Strawson’s point can be metaphorically restated and illustrated as follows. A
particular of a sort is the folding-up of a feature-placing fact. Thus, for example, the
fact as stated by ‘there is water here’ is folded up into a particular as indicated by,
for example, this (pool of) water’. In the original feafure-placing sentence, the word
‘water’ indicates the feature water, the index ‘here’ indicates the placing of the feature.
(Por Strawson, the fundamental gound for differentiating particulars from one another
is the multiciplicity of places). But what of the locution ‘there is’? It indicates the
given of the feature and hence determines the character of the statement as an
existential, empirical statement. In the expression introducting the particular pool of
water, the word ‘water’ indicates the particularized feature. While the demonstrative
‘“this’ has many functions: It absorbs the notion of placing and thus has the force to
particularize the feature; it also achieves what ‘there is* achieves. Then the notions of
the feature and of placing are folded up into the notion of the particular, this (pool of)
water.

But what of the parenthesized ‘pool of’? The preposition ‘of” has no significance
here; its presence is required by grammar. The word ‘pool’ indicates the interpolation
of a set of criteria adopted for the particularization. To show what this means,
consider the following. But adopting a different set of criteria for the particulariza-
tion, we can fold up the same feature-placing fact to yield such a particular as “this
(glass of) water.” By adopting still another set of criteria, we may have such a
particular as “this (pond of) water.” As to what determines which set of criteria to
be adopted we will not discuss here, since this problem has no immediate concern with
our purpose. 35 '

On the above model analysis, many notions of the feature-theory can be explained
easily. The notion of a particular is seen to be a logical compound of the notions of a
feature and of placing; and, consequentially, the feature-placing level is simpler than
that of the level of particulars. It is also easy to see why the feature-placing facts
are said to underlie, or be presupposed by, or provide a basis for, the introduction of
particulars. For it is now clear that the introduction of such particulars as “this (pool
of) water,” “this (glass of) water,” “this (pond-of) water,” et cetera, all have their
basis in the fact that there is water here.

Two points must. be noted.. The type of particulars here explained in terms of the
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feature-theory is the basic type of particulars. Other non-basic types of particulars are
dependent on, and thus explainable in terms of, the basic type. And, it is not the case
that for every sort of particulars there is a feature-placing fact. Thus, for instance, it
is not the case that for particulars of the sort “pools of water” there is a fearure-plac-
ing fact *“there is a pool of water,” - and for particulars of the sort “glasses of water”
there is another feature-placing fact “there is a glass of water.” Rather, it is the case
that particulars of the different sorts, “pools of water,” “‘glasses of water,” “ponds of
water,” and so. on, have the same basis in the feature-placing fact that there is water
here.

LRI 1Y

7. ProbIems of the Feature Theory

The nature of the feature-theory appearsto be problematic. As Pears has remarked, '
the possibility of feature concepts is not unquestionable. 3¢ Even Strawson himself
acknowledges that the theory has “‘a speculative and uncertain character.”3? The
problem: Since it is altogether not sure, to others as well as to Strawson himself,
whether there is such a level of thought as constituted by feature concepts underlying
the level of thought of particulars and universals, on what ground does Strawson
envisage the theory and under what condition can the theory be accepted? Strawson
has an argument in defence of the theory. Thus he says, “they [that is, skeptics of
the theory] do not show that it is logically absurd to suppose that there might be such
a level of thought,” and then proceeds to “suppo'se that the idea of such a level of
thought is coherent.” 38 The argument as such is far too weak and negative to defend
anything, and, if taken seriously, it is unacceptable since if is plainly an argument
from ignorance. The problem, then, remains here unsolved. .However, the problem
must be given a solution, unsatisfactory as it may be, in order that we can go on with
our discussion. In his argument, Strawson seems to suggest a way of viewing the
feature-theory so as to make it defensible.

The theory could be properly regarded as a supposition or postulate in Strawson’s
philosophy. Its place is justified by the service it provides for explanations and reason-
ings. If the theory is so viewed, then problems about it would be mostly matters of
logic, namely, whether it is free of contradiction, and whether it is necessary for the
set-up of his logico-metaphysics, '

But, to take the theory as a supposition or pestulate is not altogether promising;
another problem arises. Since Strawson claims his metaphysics to be descriptive, the
feature-theory would seem to be foreign t¢ the nature of his metaphysics if it were
viewed in the way we propose. For supposing is not describing, any more than describ-
ing is speculating. If the feature-theory is taken as a supposition, then, whether there
is such a level of thought as the theory advocates would be open to serious doubt,
in other words, whether Strawson, with regard to his feature-theory, is revealing the
general features of the conceptual scheme we are operating with would be a question
for him. Strawson seems to be aware of this. problem; he -justifies the theary in the
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following way:

Perhaps there are such stages [that is, from the feature level to the particutar level] in the
history of the individual person’s conceptual development. Perhaps there are not. [ donot
know and it does not matter. What is in question is not an order of temporal development,

but an order of explanation. *°

1t does matter!

So, it seems that Strawson is confronted by a dilemma: If the feature-tneory
is theory is taken as a theory about the conceptual scheme we are operating with,
then Strawson must make sure of himself or argue more positively that there is such a
level of thought as constituted by feature concepts; if the feature-theory is not taken
in this way but as a supposition or postulate, then it is not consistent with \jthat the
descriptive metaphysics claims to attain. Strawson is fank enough to admit that the
theory has a “speculative and uncertain -character” and he could not forward any
positive argument for it nor would be accept the consequence that the feature-theory
is foreign to the general nature of descriptive metaphysics. This may not be a genuine
dilemma if there is a way of avoiding the two alternatives, but we do not know where
the way lies.

After all, what exactly is the distinction between a feature and a sortal
Universal? As we have discussed before, sortal universals supply, perhaps them-
selves are, principles for grouping, distinguishing, enumerating, identifying, and
reidentifying particulars, especially of the basic type. Feature universals such as
snow, water, and coal are not sortal universals since ‘“no one of them of itself
provides a principle for distinguishing, enumerating and reidentifying particulars of
a sort.”*? Distinguishing feature from sortal universals in this way is the reason
why Strawson regards snow as a feature but not a sortal universal. Snow of itself
does . not supply principles for distinguishing, enumerating, and reidentifying
particulars, therefore, it is not a sortal universal. We may look at another example.
The feature universal, car, is distinguished from the sortal universal, cat, in that the
former does not supply principles for distinguishing, enumerating and reidentifying
particulars. So, in ‘cat again’ or ‘smelling cat’ the word ‘cat’ introduces the feature

universal, cat, whereas in ‘cats are quiet’ or ‘Candy is a cat’ it introduces the sortal

universal, cat. However, it is always arguable whether the universal introduced b'y
‘cat again’ or ‘smelling cat’ does or does not supply principles for distinguishing,
enumerating and reidentifying particular cats, in other words, whether it is a
feature or a sortal universal. But to argue in this way amounts to arguing whether
there are feature universals as distinguishable from sortal universals, and, indeed,
to doubting whether there are feature universals at all. This brings us back to our
criticism of the feature-theory as a whole.

Suppose that there is such a thing as cat-feature, then it must not be the same
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as the sortal caf, or, what amounts to the same, it does not supply such principles as
the sortal cat does. To put the distinction between the feature and the sortal
universals in this way seems tantamount to making an analytical or definitional
criterion. But except this, we could not find another better way of clarifying the
obscurity in Strawson’s treatment of feature universals in contradistinction to
sortal universals.

8. Summary

The functions. and characiers of universals as elaborated by  Strawson are
summed up as follows. Grammatically, universals are in most cases indicated by
common nouns (abstract or concrete), by verbs, and by adjectives; semantically,
they can be referred to with expressions by virtue of their meanings alone. Again
universals function primarily as principles of grouping or collecting particulars and
derivatively as principles of grouping other universals. 4!

There are two senses in which universals are said to have types. First, universals
are recognized as distinguishable into many kinds; the major ones are sortal, charac-
terizing, and feature universals. Second, they are also arrangeable into a
hierarchical order so that a universal may be said io be of higher or lower type
than another.

The theory of the logical relationships of universal holds that, for any universal
already assigned to a given particular, there is at least one other universal the assign-
ment of which to the same particular is logically incompatible with the assighment
of that previous universal to the particular; and, for any universal already assigned
to a given particular, either there is a universal the assignment of which to the same
particular is a necessary condition, or there.is a universal the assignment of which
to the same particular is a sufficient «ondition, of the assignment of the (previous)
universal to that particular. This is the theory of the exclusiveness/ involvement of
universals, which is also explained and expressed in terms of the metaphor of
logical space.

The most primitive level of thought is constituted by features. A feature concept
is a concept of some given experiential evidence cognizable and recognizable as
" pervading particulars of a sort. A feature-placing statement is one that particularizes a
feature into space and time locations.

The theory of feature suffers at least two difficulties. First, the existence of
the level of thought constituted by features is problematic; it is agrueable that we do
have such a level of thoughi. Second, the distinction between sortal universals and
feature universals is unclear; there are cases where a feature may be said to supply
principles of grouping particulass like a sortal does.

After all, the chief contribution of Strawson’s theory of universals, as we see it,
consists in its providingan epistemic-metaphysical explanation for predication in logic
and language, thereby showing that the subject-predicate structure is nd¢ a mere
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accidental or conventional feature in logic and language. The theory of universals
_explains how predicate terms are combined with subject terms in' subject-predicate

propositions.. For Strawson, a predicate term primarily introduces a universal while a

subject term primarily introduces a particular; and, the ways they are combined into
a subject-predicate proposition are explainable in terms of the characters and functions
of universals and the nature of particulars,

However, the theory of universals, together with the theory of particulars, is not
sufficient to found predication on 2 firm basis because the theory cannot explain why
there must be subject-predicate propositions at all. Strawson is well aware of this
problem and he does attempt to deal with it. This, we will discuss in another occasion.
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Strawson, Subject and Predicate in Logic and and Grammar, p. 18.

Ibid., p. 19.
26.
27.

Ibid. (Strawson’s italics). .
See Strawson, Individuals, pp. 167-73.

Ibid., p. 169.

29, '
30.
31.

Ibid.

Ibid., p. 205.

According to W. E. Johnson, the exclamatory or impersonal are primitive proposi-
tions such as ‘It lightens!” ‘Lightening now!’ (These examples are similar to
Strawson’s examples as ‘It is raining’, ‘Cat again’.) A primitive proposition asserts
“not a piece of given knowledge, but a piece of given reality that isto be
characterised in knowledge.” This “piece of given reality” is perhaps what
Strawson would call a feature. See Johnson, Logic, Part I (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1921; reprinted edition, New York: Dover Publications, Inc.
1964}, Chpt. I1, especially page 21.

Strawson, Individuals, p. 206.

Tbid., p. 203 (italics mine).

Strawson, “Particular and General,” in Logico-Linguistic Papers, p. 38.

For Strawson’s discussion of the criteria in question, see his “Particular and
General,” section X, in Logico-Linguistic Papers, pp. 46-48; and Individdals,
pp. 204-205, 207,

See D. F. Pears, “A Critical Study of P. F. Strawson’s Indzvzduals " Part TI,
Philosophical Quarterly X1 (1961): 262-77.

Strawson, Individuals, p. 209.

Ibid., p. 205 (italics mine),

Strawson, Individuals, p. 209.

Ibid., p. 202.

It must be noted that partlculars also group or collect universals. Hence “Socrates
is wise” and “Socrates is a philosopher.” Two universals are collected by the same
particular. But there is a difference between particular’s grouping universals and

universal’s grouping particulars. The difference is in the principles of grouping.’
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On the one hand, in the case of a particular grouping sortal universals, the principle
 is that the universals grouped “will have a characteristic relation to each other,

which is sometimes described as that of sub-or super-ordination;” where in the case
of a particular grouping characterizing universals, the principle is such as “supplied
by the continuity of the particular . . . vaguely referred to as spatio-temporal
continuity,” See Strawson, Individuals, pp. 169-70. On the other hand, the
general principle of universal’s grouping particulars is, as mentioned before, the
principle of resemblance among the particulars grouped.
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FOUNDEDNESS AND MOTIVATION

Chan Wing-Cheuk

“Foundedness” and “Motivation’ are two fundamental notions in phenomenology.
(1) But what is the relationship between them? It seems to be quite difficult to find
an answer to this question in the existing literature of phenomenology. For example,
no one can deny that these two concepts play important roles in Merleau-Ponty’s
Phenomenology of Perception. But to this question Merleau-Ponty did not provide
any answer. He did not even give us any thematic characterizations of both concepts,
except for some short notes of clarification. The lack of an explicit clarification of the
relationship between “foundedness” and ‘“‘motivation” often makes one wonder if
these two caoncepts are synonmous or interchangeable. Qur task here is to trace back
the problém in the phemonenology of Husserl and to provide a clarification of these
two concepts, so that a precise relationship between them can be determined.

I. The Nature of Foundedness:

As early as in the Imvestigation IIT of Logical Investigations HRusser! defines
“foundedness” as follows: “A content of the species A & founded upon a content of
the species B if an A can by its essence.... not exist, unless a B also exists” {p.475).
But a distinction between reciproal and one-sided foundedness exists, “according as
the law in question is convertible or not”” (p.466). For example, there is a reciprocal
foundedness between “colour’ and “‘extention™, “since no colour is thinkable without
a certain extention, and no extention without a certain colour” ( /bid). As another
example, judgement can only be *‘one-sidedly founded on underlying presentations,
since these latter need not function as foundation of judgementis” ( Ibid ). On the
other hand, there is distinction between immediate and mediate foundedness,*‘accord-
ing as the two parts are immediately and mediately associated™ (Ibid., p. 467). For
example, the generic “moment” of Colour can be only mediately founded. on the
generic “moment”’ of Determinate Extention, since the former, “can only be realized
in and with a2 ‘moment’ of combination with a certain definite extention” (Fbid).

In addition, Husserl emphasizes that the relation of foundedness is a “lawful”
connection. The validity of reciprocity or one-sidedness, mediacy or immediacy *‘is
based by law on the pure Genera invelved” ([/bid), That is to say, azithough founded-
ness is a relation between two contents or individual existents, it is not an empirical
relationship. It is rather a “formal” relation between two contents or things according
to their pure Species or essences. In this sense, foundedness can be regarded as a
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retation between two pure Species-or “material essences” ( Ibid,p.463)

But foundedness is also characterized as a formal-ontological relationship. (2)
Then, in addition to foundedness as a “structural-formal relationship” between two
empirical contents, it can also be understood as a formal-ontological as well as a
material-ontological relationship. As a formal-ontological raltion “foundedness” is a
relation between two “formal essences”, e.g., a pair of parts of whole. As a material-
ontological relation it is a relation between two “material essences”, e.g., “colour as
such” and “brightness as such”. It is true that formal ontology is essentially different
from material ontology. While the formal-ontological truth is purely analytic, the
material -ontological truth is synthetic. (3) The former grounds itself in the Sinne of
formal exxences or categories; the latter is based on the material essences or pure
Species. That is to say, the formal-ontological truth is established through a Sinn-
analytic, on the other hand, the justification of material-ontological truth appeals to
the “eidetic variation”. But, according to Husserl, there is also a “correlative equiva-
lence™ between formal and material ontologies. He points out that the formal essence
or category, though it differs from the material essence, is nothing but “an empty form
which fits all possible [material} essences™ ( Jdeas § 10). For example, a “part’ is
essentially a2 “‘more essential form™ and as empty form it can fit the material essences
such as “colour as such”. In virtue of this kind of formal universality, any fromal-
ontological relation, such as foundedness, has an equivalent material-ontological
counterpart. For, according to Husserl, the formal ontology “prescribes to the ma-
terial ontologies a formal constitution common to all of them” ( Ibid ). On the other
hand, genetically speaking, the fromal categories can be regarded as a result of the
formalization of the material essences or of the contents of pure Species. Hence, one
can say that the concept of foundedness as a formal-ontological relationship is “gene-
tically derivative”. .In fact, for a phenomenologist, the appeal to the procedure of
formalization can only play a secondary role. It is because “Difficult notions emp-
loyed by-us in our clarificatory study of knowledge, and made to work rather in the
manner of a lever, cannot be left unexamined, till they spontaineously emerge in the
systematic fabric of the logical realm” (Logical Investigations, p. 435) that a pheno-
menologist is led to- employ formalization. In other words, formalization can serve
the phenomenologist only insofar as it is a means to help him clarity the difficult
concepts. Since “foundédness” is one of these difficult concepts, it is necessary for
Husserl to formalize this concept in order to clarify it in the realm of formal ontology.
‘Therefore, the “ambiguous” status of *‘foundedness™ is not “paradoxical” but quite
natural. ‘As it is put by Husserl, thisis “a quite harmless equivocation” (Ibid, p. 463).
However, since foundedness as a formal-ontological concept plays only a secondary
role in phenomenology, the proper meaning of “foundedness™ as a phenomenological
concept must be understood as a relationship which holds between two contents
according to their pure Species. : :

" For this phenomenological concept of foundedness, there is also a formal-apophan-
tic way of explication . It is-possible {o start with the concept of “necessary condi-
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tion”” to give a formal-apophantical explication of foundedness. (4)

Suppose: the operator “F” means foundedness,
the operator “G”” means givenness,
the arguments “A”, “B”, “C” means different contents of
different species,
hence, “F (A, B)” means A is founded upon B:
then we have:
F (A, B)=df. G(A) =% G (B)
and .
(1) in case of reciprocal foundedness
Fr(A,B)=df. G(A) <> G (B)
(2) in case of one-sided foundedness
Fo (A,B)=df. [G(A)=2 G(B)] & — [G(B)=2 G (A)]
(3) in case of mediate foundedness
Fm (A, By=df. (3c) (IG (A)=> GB)] =2 [[GA) = GO &
[G(C)=> G(B)]]

To a certain extent this kind of explication can also provide a clarificating effect
similar to the formal-ontological explication, Of course, one has to bear in mind that
“foundedness” and “necessary condition” are two concepts belonging to different
discipines. While the former is primarily a phenomenological concept, the latter is an
apophantic-logical concept.

On the other hand, “foundedness” is also different from “grounding” as well as
“institution” (Stiftung). While “grounding” and ““institution” are primarily transcen-
dental conceps, “foundedness” is not necessarily to be understood in the sense of
transcendental condition of possibility (grounding) or transcendental condition of
realizability (institution). In addition, “foundedness” does not eo ipso imply that the
founding term provides any justification for the legitimacy of the founded term.

IL. The Nature of Motivation

Historically speaking, the root of Husserl’s concept of motivation can be traced
back to the philosophies-of Schopenhauer and Brentano. (5) This concept appears
also as early as in Logical Investigations. In the analysis of the essence of signs in
Investigation I Husserl discusses some important features of motivation. Here
“motivation’ is first characterized as “a descriptive unity among our acts of judge-
ment in which indicating and indicated states of affairs become .constituted for the
thinker” (Logical Investigations, p. 270). But, according to Husserl, motivation
cannot be conceived as a “Gestalt-quality” which is founded upon our acts of judge-
ment. Rather, motivation as a way of act-combination has an objective connection,
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which is expressed in the word “since™ as its objective correlaté. .. We; can;see. that: in
contrast to indication, motivation here is primarily not a relation between states of
affairs but a relation between acts of judgmient: (6) Motivation, similar to indication,
is not an *“‘objective necessary” but a-contingent: relation or connéction. However,
Husserl alsoi:admits that “motivation. in a general sense: : :. covers Begrilndung as
much as empirical indication”: (7) But the term “Begriindung” here can mean
“transcendental grounding” and “strict demonstration”’: Therefore, “motivation in
the general sense” covers at least the following heterogenous relationship: (1) strict
demonstration; (2) transcendental grounding; (3) empiricdl indication; and (4) descrip-
tive unity of acts. We can see that: while (1)-(3) are prlmarﬂy “objectlve” relations,
(4} is a “mental” or “subjective” connection. - Cote

However, these two senses of motivation were further developed into a new con-
ception by Husserl in his works after Logical Investigations. While 'this new
understanding of motivation s merely an “operativé concept™ in Ideen I {e.g., § 47),
it is only in Ideen II that Husserl gives us a fuller thematization for this new concep-
tion of motivation. (8) In Ideen I, “motivation” is utiderstood as the ‘fundamental
law of the spritual world (§ 56). Motivation is now no longer merely conceived as a
descriptive unity of acts. The concept of motivation is extended to cover the relations
between thing-noema and subject, noesis and noesis, noeina ard noema, and person
and person. As stated by Alfred Schutz, the concept of motivation is “equally applied
to the I as being attracted by an object, the I s the system of faculties of the form
‘I-can’, and the social intertelationship”. (9}

Although meotivation can be regarded as a form of causation, it is neveriheless a
special form of it, which differs from natural causality and phycho-physical condition-
ing. While motivation is essentially an “intentional relationship™, natural causality
and psychophysical conditioning are “real relationships”, The fundamental difference
between these two kinds of relationship can be formulated as follows: “The real
relationship disappears, when the thing does not exist, the intentional relationship
remains valid” (fdeen II, p. 215). The nonéxistence of the thing merely causes a
modification but not an elimination of the intentional relationship, The relata in the
intentional relationship are not real or physical objects. As it is put by Elmar Holens-
tein, the two poles in the motivation “are not soul and real thing, but subject and
thing-noema, not the psychic and the physical, but I'and the surrounding world”. (10)
'One has to agree with Bernhard Rang that “The phenomenological concept of motiva-
tion does not relate itself to the sphere of ‘transcendeént reality’, but mierely to the
“pure phenomenologicdl sphere”. (11) Hence, when one is “imprisoned” withinthe

“natural attitude™ and blind to the “spiritual attitude”, any ta]k of the motivation is
condemned to miss its proper essence. ' :

Husser] points out that there are different possible kinds of classification of motiva-
tion, according to different criteria.- The most fundamental and important distinction
is ‘between the rational or active motivation and the associative or passive motivation.
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(12) While the rational motivation is characteﬂze_d as “aﬁthentic” (eigenflfche), reason-

able, free, active and intentional apprehending, the associative motivation is essentially .

“nauthentic” (uneigentliche), “unconscious”, impulsive and passive. (13) The very
possibility of rational motivation presupposes the active participation of the ego. But
in case of associative motivation, the ego, remains detached and passwe While the
rational motivation appears on the level of act-intentionality, the associative motiva-

tion operates primarily in the realm of passive genesis. (14)

* In the supplementary text in Analysis zur passiven Synthesis, which bears the title:

“Static and Genetic Phenomenology”, Husserl writes that “Every motivation is
apperception. The appearance of a lived experience ‘A’ motivates another lived
experience “B’ in the unity of consciousness; the consciousness of ‘A’ is furnished
with- a from-there-out-pointing (kinausweiseden), the coexistence- ‘indicating’
intention” (p. 337). On the other hand, Husserl defines apperception as “a conscious-
ness which has not only in general something in itself to be conscious, but if has to be
conscious as motive for another (gi{fenness -- - added by the present author)”’ (Ibid,
p. 338). We can discover that the relatioriship between motivation and apperception

'is so closed that the possibility of each of them has to presuppose the other. Of
course, while “apperception’ here cannot be understood. in the sense of “apprehension’
“motivation” means primarily “associative motivation™: (15)

Furthmore, “motivation” is -distinguished from ‘“‘noematic intentionality™.
According to Husserl, “every noematic level is a ‘presentation’ ‘of’ the data of the
levels that follows. But ‘presentation’ does not here mean presentational experience,
and the word ‘of does not express the relation of consciousness to its object. It is,
as it were, a noematic intentionality over against the noetic.” (Ideas, § 101) In short,
the noematic intentionality is essentially a relationship between noemata. On the
other hand, although motivation is not necessarily confined to the realm of noemata,
there is the concept of “noematic motivation” or “motivation as a noematic

connection™, It is well possible that the two poles of the noematic motivational

- relation are indentical with those of the noematic intentonality. For example, there
can be a motivational as well as a noematic-intentional relationship between the noema
“A” .and the noema “B”. It is also true that both noematic intentionality and
noematic motivation are jntentional relationships. But while the noematic intention-
ality is essentially static, the noematic motivation is dynamic. :

Is it also possible to give a formal-logical explication of the concept of motivation?
One may try to explicate this concept in terms of “sufficient condition” in the
following way:

Suppose the operator “M” means motivation

the operator “‘G” means givenness
1 2
the arguments “A”, “B” means any pairs of hved
expenences or phenomena,
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hence, “M (A, B)” means A motivates B
then we have
M(A,B)=df. G(A)=2> G (B)

“ But it is not difficult to find out that motivation, asa phenomenological concept,
cannot be subject to a formal-logical explication in the above way. For it is quite easy
to give a counterexample to it. For example, it is - conceivable that the seeing of a
picture of a beafsteak this time motivates my decision to go to a restaurant, but next
time the seeing of the same picture motivates merely my remembrance of the last
dinner in that restaurant.

In general, the phenomenological concept of motivation as an intentional relation-
ship cannot be subject to any explications by means of extensional logic. It is in this
sense that Merleau-Ponty rightly characterizes the phenomenoclogical concept of
motivation as a “fluid” concept. (16) Hence, one has to distinguish this new concep-
tion of motivation from “strict demonstration”.

This new conception of motivation is also different from “transcendental
.grounding” as well as “institution™. Motivation, being a contingent connection,
differs from “transcendental grounding”. On the other hand, since “motivation”
does not necessarily imply that the motivating factor is more “fundamental” than the
motivated factor, it has to be distinguished from “institution”. (17)

1. The Relationship Between Foundedness and Motivation

With the above respective characterizations of foundedness and motivation we can
start to investigate the relationship between these two imporiant phenomenological
concepts. (18) -

Foundedness is essentially different from motivation. While the relation of
foundedness is primarily ideal and stfatic, the connection of motivation is essentially
intentional and dynamic. In Phenomenology of Perception Merleau-Ponty remarks
on “foundedness” that “the founding term, or originator. . . is primary in the sense
that the originator is presented as a determinate or explicit form of the originator,
which prevents the latter from reabsorbing the former, and yet the originator is not
primary in the empiricist sense and the originated is not simply derived from the
former, since it is through the originated that the originator is made manifest”
(p. 394). This remark makes one wonder if foundedness is a genetic relationship, on
the one hand; or, on the other hand, if it can be identified with production or creation;
But as clearly pointed out by Eugen Fink “Fundierung is not historical: it does not
involve a habirus”. (19) Since the establishment of the relation of foundedness is
purely based on the “essential”, and not the accidental, contihgent nature of the
phenomenon, “foundedness” is primarily an ideal and “objectively necessary”’
relation. I:Ience, f‘foundedness’-’, being an ideal, structural, static relationship, cannot
be a genetic relationship. In fact, Husserl warns us not to confuse “foundedness™ with
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“‘temporal succession”. (20)
That is to say, “foundedness™ is essentially an atemporal relationship. Motivation,

“however, being intentional, is at the same time a temporal relationship. The motiva-

tion and the motivated factors establish a temporal sequence. (21) Hence, it is not an
ideal relationship. In addition, we have shown while one can give a formal-logical
explication for foundedness, motivation does not subject to any explications in term
of extensional logic. '

However, foundedness and motivation share a common character: they are not
teal relationships. Since the validity of the relations of foundedness is not based on
the accidental existence, but on the “essential nature” of the data, foundedness is not
a real relationship. On the other hand, motivation, being intentional, is also distingui-
shed from any real relations. In addition, both “foundedness” and “motivation”
must be distinguished from “production” or “creation”. Neither “foundedness” nor
“motivation” implies “production” or “creation”. (22)

Finally, there is a certain dimension of consciousness to which both “foundedness”

and “motivation™ are applicable. In particular, they can have the same relata. For

example, there is a fouridational as well as motivational relation between recollection

and. perception. In fact, while “foundedness” is a fundamental concept in static -

phenomenology, “motivation”, in particular, the “‘associative motivation”, plays an
important role in genetic phenomenoclogy.

Insofar as the relationship between “foundedness” and “motivation” is concerned,
we can conclude that: “foundedness”, being ideal, atemporal, ahistorical and static,
and “motivation”, being intentional, temporal, historical and dynamic, are essent-
ially different from each other. But they also play a “complementary” role in
phenomenological investigations.

Note

1. The German word for “foundedness” is “Fundierung”. Previously, o1n occasions
scholars have translated it as “foundation”.

2.In Logical Investigations, “foundedness” is thematized in the theory of part
and whole.

3. Ci. Logical Investigations, pp. 455-462.

4. But there is a shortcoming in this explication: “foundedness” is formally indist-
inguishable from “transcendental grounding” and “institution”. Also see below.

5. Cf. Elmar Holenstein, Phiz’noménologfe der Assoziation, p. 171.

6. Traditionally, talk of “motive” is confined to the field of emotional, in particular,
of volitional phenomena. Cf. Logical Investigations, p. 273.

7. Cf. Logische Untersuchungen § 28;J. N. Findlay translated Begriindung as “strict
deimonstration™.
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8.

10.
i1.
12.
13.
14,

15.

16.

17.

18.
19.
20.
21.

22

In some manuscripts one can also find out his analysis of this new conception,
e.g., A VI 25,pp.7-9: “Motivation, passive und aktive Motivation™ (1924); p. 11:
“Ob man bei Assoz'iatior*;'von Motivation sprechen Kann” (1924); A VI19, p. 17:
“Verstindlichkeit der Motivationserkenntnis” (1916?); AIV17, p. 30a: “Motiva-
tion und Assoziation” (untranscribed) and EIII 2, pp. 53-4: Kausale Evkldrung von
Phychischen und Motivation. (1921) (partially quoted in Holenstein’s book,
p. 184); also in Ding und Raum, pp. 358-368, Motivationszummenhang und
Apperzeption (1916).

. Alfred Schutz, Collected Papars 111, p. 37.

Holenstein, op. cit., p. 185.

Bernhard Rang, Kausalitiit und Motivation, p. 115.

The active motivation is also called by Husser! “I-motivation”.

Cf. Holenstein, op. cit., p. 188. ‘

For a detailed exposition of the roles played by the rational and associative motiva-
tions in the problem of comstitution, cf. Rang’s Kausalitit und Motivation.

For an analysis of the differont meanings of “apperception”, cf. Holenstein, op.
cit., pp. 132-166.

Cf. Phenomenology of Perception, pp. 49-58 Whether it is possible to work out a
kind of modal logic which is “strong” enough to develop a “logic of motivation”,
still remains an open-problem. But the author is skeptical as to this possibility.

But the meaning of “indication” is included in this new conception of motivation.
Namely, the “noematic motivation” covers the “indication”.

Hereafter we adhere to Husser’s new conception of motivation.

Dorion Cairns, Conversations with Husserl and Fink, p. 13.

Cf. Ideen II, p. 240. :
For the role played by the associative motivation in the Sinngenesis, cf. Holenstein,
op. cit.

Logical Investigations, p. 571.
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ON EKANT'S THEORY OF THE METAPHYSICAL FOUNDATIONS
~OF CLASSICAL MECHANICS

by: Dr. Kwong Chi-yan
Department of Philosophy, Tunghai University

ABSTRACT

This paper entitled, ™"On Kant's Theory of the Metaphysical
Foundations of Classical Mechanics,” has the purpose to
reconstruct and to explicate EKant's theory of the
Metaphysical constructions of the foundations of Newtonian
Mechanics treated in M F (Metaphysical Foundations of
Natural Science abbreviated here as MF), and consists of the
following four parts:

I: The Kantian conception of natural science is
disclosed and analysed in the first part of this, paper.
Kant distinguishes nature in the material sense from that in

the formal sense, When he says material nature, he meaans
the totality of the objects of sensation contributed by our
sensibility or intuition, . according te which it is

specifically affected by obJects which are, for Kant, in
themselves unknown in it, and totally distinct from the

phenomena. Nature in the "formal sense is understood as the
totality of Tules under which all phenomena must be
connected. On account of these definitions, the Kantian

conception of nature designates nothing but the empirical
world and constitutes the total field of our cognition. The
Kantian nature, though misinterpreted explicitly both by

G. Martin and M Heidegger as the Newtonian nature which is
the object of the classical mechanics based on the Newtonian
laws, is -in faet the designation of the empirical world in
general.

Kant defines science as a systematical whole of
cognition ordered according to principles upon which -an
exact science or the so called science proper in the Kantlan
sense 1s based, must be a priori. One of the most
prlmordlal tasks carried out in Kant's eplstemolosy consists
in the systematic representation of the conditions (or
principles) a priori, which render natural science to be
possible. Having criticized the Aristotelian theory of
categories as random collection of the predicaments, Kant
maintained that all acts of understanding might in this

sense be represented as a faculty of judgments. it is one
of Kant's dicta that understanding is the faculty of
thinking, and all objective thinking means Jjudging. No
judgment is possible without presupposing the radical
concepts which Kant ecalls with Aristotle, Categories,

Hence, if the radical concepts of understanding are to be
regarded as the forms of judgments, there musi be as many
categories as there are kinds of judgments. Kant was on
this account convinced of the possibility to - deduce the
table of categories from that of the judgments based upon
the. Aristotelian system of syllogism reconstructed and
improved by the logicians in the Middle Ages. Making use of
the table of the syllogistiec judgments as the unique and
systematic clue to discover the categories, Kant emphasizes
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that his treatment of the discovery of the radical c¢oncepts
of understanding, unlike that proposed by Aristotle, which
Kant cousidered as..only- its -rhapsodigal. and, haphazard
enumeration on account of its completeness can never be
guaranteed, are conplete and exhaustive on the functions of
understanding. The . .system of the radical concepts is
entitled. ‘to he called. pure concepts of understandlng on the
ground that it contains them w1th1n itselsf a priori.

The "Transcendental Analytlc" is the score of the
Critique: .of Pure Reason in the sense that it . exposes the
franscendentals doctrine of eplstemologlcal foundatlon of

empiriecal scienge in general, - "Transcendental™ means here
the. conditions a priori:which renders experience to be
possible. .. Kant heolds that even natural laws viewed as

prlnclples of +the emplrlcal employment . of "understanding,
carried with them an expression of universal necessity, and
so contained at least the suggestlon of a determination from
grounds which are valid a priori and antecedently to all
experienee,. The - laws of nature, according to Kant's
epistemological theory, - one and all, without exception,
stand under a - priori principles of understanding. "
Transcendental  Apalytic" heralds in this sense . the
Metaphy51ca1 Foundat1ons of Natural 8Sciences.

I1: - 'Since  the unique purpose of the MF consists in the
metaphysieal construction of the whole fundameni of the
Newtonian Mechanics, it is significant for us to analyze the
basic principles of classical mechanics as well as the
mgthematical framework used in it, before we come on to the
exposition of the Kantian theory in MF. The task of the
second part of this paper lies, accordingly in the analysis
and exposition. of the followlng items:

1: : The fundamental concepts in the Vector!Algebra and
its application to Classical Mechanics;

2: - the , foundations of the, kinematics of a particle as
~well as a rigid body in the rectilinear and circular
motions and the:vector representations.of velocity
and acceleration of these motions;

3: ‘ an analysis of the Newtonian axioms in the Principia
with special .regard to  their theoretical
implications - .. upon - which different physical

-principles in. Dynamics can be constructed, the
disclosure of the physical significance of the
concept of gravitation and also an illustration of
the relative principle. discovered by Galileo;

4: - the relation: between the Newtonian axioms and the
. principles of Staties in regard to the equillibrium
-of a particle as well as to the equ1lllbr1um of a

rlgld body. o

ITE: . Part I1I of thls paper comprlses an expllcatlon and
a . reconstruction of the architectonic structure of Kant's
theory concerning the metaphysical construction of Newtonian
mechanics. -Being convinced of the completeness of the table
of categories, which can concern the mathematical principles
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of corporeal nature, Kant constructs the metaphysical
foundation of Phoronomy, Dynamics, Mechanics, and
Phencmenology based upon the four functions of the concepts
of understanding respectively. 1In the Phoronomy motion 1is

.considered. .as. pure. guantum, . according to its _ composition,

without reference to any quality of matter, while 1in the

“Dynamie¢s, motion is regarded as belonging to the gquality of

the matter under the name of an original moving force. The
Kantian Mechanism in which matter with dynamical quality is
considered as by its own motion to be in relation is
constructed on the basis of the metaphysical analogue of the
transcendental Analogies of Experience. Hence, Kant
manifests that by the application of the relational
categories of substance, causality and community to matter
the three laws of universal mechanics, the law of substance,
of imertia, and of the reaction of matters cannot be
constructed.- Finally, in the Phenomenology of motion or the
rest of matter is determined with reference to the modes of
modality, which are interpreted in this paper as the modal
interpretation of the concept of motion.

I¥. In the 1last part of this paper a short critical
examination with regard to the beforementioned Kantian
theory is made,. Are the pure concepts of understanding in
the table of categories so complete and so exhaustive that

the whole foundations of Physics can be constructed’
metaphysically? What are the metaphysical foundations of

Statics, and the second axiom of the Newtonian' Mechanics?

In Classical Mechanics, Vector Algebra is used as the

-effective mathematical language to formulate the physical

laws. What are the concepts a priori on which Vector
Algebra is based? How can we justify the validity of the
application of Vector Algebra to Physics? Kant's theory

~affords us no answers to these questions.
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Whitehead and Merleau-Ponty:
- Two Critiques of Cartesianism*

Nien-feng Chiang

There are many ways for us to compare Whitehead and Merleau-Ponty, for
example, we can compare them on such issues as conception of space and time,’
existential concernedness, ? and conception of bodily experience, 3 and so on.
Here what we want to do is to compare their critiques of Cartesianism. This
comparison is geared to show that both of them not only find the human body us a
new philosophical paradigm,. * but also establish a non-substantialist approach to
ontology. Beginning from Thales’ considering the substance of this world as water,
Western philosophy expresses itself as an effort of pursuing substance. In other
words, it adopts a substantialist approach to ontology. This tradition results in taking
things, thought or language as point of departure . This tradition neglects the
possibility of regarding the human body and the ontological realm revealed by ex-
periencing the human body as another point of departure. It is Whitehead and
Merleau-Ponty who point out this neglect and study these issues. In order to take the
human body as a point of departure to enter into the non-substantialist ontological
realm, they are forced to critically examine Cartesianism, which is supposed by them
to be the most representative substantialist ontology in modern philosophy.

Whitehead’s Critique of Cartesianism

Actually the target of Whitehead’s critique is Aristotle. For the latter regards the
subject-predicate form of proposition as expressing fundamental metaphysical truth.
It is this form that Whitehead’s philosophy of organism wants to attack. Now
according to Whitehead, Descartes resurrects Aristotelianism in the history of modern
philosophy by modifying the subject-predicate form. According to Whitehead, itis
through Descartes that substance-quality thinking and subjectivist bias are sneaked
into the main stream of modern philosophy. Whitehead says:

Descartes modified traditional philoséphy in two opposite ways. He increased the
metaphysical emphasis on the substance-quality form of thought...He also laid down
the principle, that those substances which are the subjects enjoying conscious experi-
ences provide the primary data for philosophy, namely, themselves as in the enjoyment
of such experience. This is the famous subjectivist bias which entered into modern
philosophy through Descartes. 8 :

According to- Whitehead, both Hume and Kant presuppose Descartes’s substance-.

qﬁ_a_lity forms of thought and subjéctivist bias, despite the fact that Hume criticizes
Descartes? and Kant criticizes Hume. It seems to Whitehead that Hume merely
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develops this Cartesian bias into the “sensationalist doctrine of perception”.
Accordmg to Whitehead’s analysis, this doctrine is twofold. One part of it is the

“subjectivist principle”, the other part of it is the sensatlonahst principle”. 8 Kant
accepts the subjectivist prmc1p1e but re}ects the sensationalist principle. But according
to Whitehead, the sensationalist prmmple acquires dominant importance, if the subjec-
tivist principle is accepted. Thus in the last analysis, the difficulties Hume and Kant
face are the same.

‘The substahce-quality form of thought defines the ontological structure of a thing
as an unchangeable substance bearing some essential and accidental atéributes. The
subjectivist principle is merely the recurrence of Aristotle’s subject-predicate form in
Cartesian guise. This principle says that “the datum in the act of experience can be
adequately’ analyzed purely in terms of universals.” ®° The sensationalist principle
says that “the primary activity in the“act of experience is the bare subjective entertain-
ment of the datum, devoid of any subjective form of reception.”!® In Whitehead’s
view, the sensationalist principle is fully expressed in Hume’s doctrine of mere sensa-
tion. This jmplies that the reality of things almost disappears in Hume’s philosophy;
what is left is merely subjective sensations yvith'out any objectivé basis. Kant’s doctrine
that the objective world is a construct from, subjective experience serves as a substitute
for Hume’s sensationalist principle, but the former, in whitehead’s view, does not
transcend the Cartesian tradition.

To sum up: in Whitehead’s view, Descartes, Hume, and Kant provide three
misconceptions in the history of modern philosophy, which are

1) The substance-quality doctrine of actuality
2).The sensationalist doctrine of perception

3) The Kantian doctrine of the objective world as a construct.from subjective experience, *?

The major error of these misconceptions lies in that the world as deiineated by those
three doctrines is just-a world of abstraction rather than a world of daily experience.
In terms of phenomenology, what Descartes, Hume, and Kant capture is not the lived
world, but its fragmentary picture distorted by the abstraction of the above doctrines.
Now we shall show how, according to Whitehead, this distortion results, anid what the
proper way to attain the lived world is.

According to Whitehead, there are two modes of perception: presentational
immediacy and causal efficacy. All philosophers given to the Cartesian way of
.thinking, Whitehead says, only know the first mode of perception, that is, presenta-
tional immediacy. They ignore the primacy of causal relatedness as far as the
ontological structure of things is coricerned. What tiley concein themselves with is
the primary givens in visual sensation or the five senses. Thus what they perceive are
isolated and discrete sense-data without inner togetnerness. ,According to Whitehead, it
is this isolation and discretness that causes the insurmountable difficulty for eplstemo-
logy Causal chams accordmg 1o Hume s analysis, are the result of a mere constant
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conjunction, based on habit, and without any internal connection. This reveals the
defect of the Cartesian way of thinking. This defect is due to the “fallacy of misplaced
concreteness”, a fallacy of expressing concrete facts through universal abstraction.l?

According to Whitehead’s philosophy of organism, reality is a creative process

“whereby each actual entity achieves self-realization or satisfaction through the con-
crescence of prehensions that constitute it. When an actual entity is “alive”; it is a
prehending subject as well as a-prehended superject. But when an actual entity
perishes, it is no longer a prehending subject, but a mere prehended superject, forever
prehended by other actual entities. The process of all of these prehensions is the
ontological source of all realities. To Whitehead, the formation of a new reality is
merely the formation of a new concrescence of prehensions. There are two sorts of
prehensions: physical prehensions, which are the basis of causal efficacy, and concep-
tual prehensions, which are the basis of presentational immediacy. All of these prehen-
sions together constitute an extensive continuum. The process of this extensive
continuum serves as the ontological foundation of the creation of all realities, Thus in
Whitehead’s philosophy of organism, realities need no presupposition of the Cartesian
conceptions of “substance” and “subjectivity”. Based on this, whitehead achieves his
non-substantialist ontology.

Whitehead observes that all Cartesian philosophers take presentational immediacy
to be the fundamental mode of perception, and take causal efficacy to be the deriva-
tive mode, founded on presentational immediacy. From Whitehead’s viewpoint, the
reverse is the truth, that is to say, causal efficacy is the more primitive mode of percep-
tion, while presentational immediacy is only the derivative from it. On this point,
Whitehead says:

[T] hose elements of our experience which stand out clearly and distinetly in our
consciousness are not its basic facts; they are the derivative modifications which arise in
the process. For example, consciousness only dimly illustrates the prehensions in the
mode of causal efficacy, because these prehensions are primitive elements in our experi-
ence. But'prehensions in the mode of presentational immediacy are among those
prehensions which we enjoy with the-most vivid conscionsness. These prehensions are
late derivatives in the concrescence of an experient subject, 13

Whitehead continues to distinguish those two modes of perception by showing
that the mode of causal efficacy belongs even to organisms of the lowest grade, while
the mode of présensational immediacy requires a more sophisticated development and
belongs only to organisms of a relatively high grade. Presentational immediacy is, in
the last analysis, an outgrowth from the complex datum implanted by causal efficacy.
By means of this, the difficulty of the sensationalist principle with regard to causality
is overcome.

Although causal efficacy is in Whitehead’s view more important than presentational
immediacy; he does not downgrade the latter’s value. In his philosophy of organism,
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causal efficacy is expressed in terms of actual entity, while presentational immediacy
-offers us the perception of the so-called “&ternal object”. In Whitehead’s theory,
-actual entities become the substitutes for the Cartesian substance, while eternal objects
become the substitutes for the secondary qualities. 1# In Whitehead’s system, actual
entities do not serve to carry eternal objects, but to prehend them. To prehend them
means to actualize the potentiality- of those eternal objects. Actual entities are arising
or perishing, while eternal objects are actualizdd or remain in the state of potentiality.
This ontological scheme is taken by Whitehead to eliminate the substance-quality
forms of thought and the subjectmst principle.

Caisal efficacy, as our primitive perception, is however very dim and vague. It is
with this dim and vague feeling of causal efficacy that the “vector-structure” as the
ontological fabric of our world is formed. This perceptual mode produces in our exist-
ence a sense of emotional feelifg which belongs to us in the past, passes into us in the
present, and passes from us in the present toward us in the future.

Since causal efficacy as our primitive perception is very dim and vague, how could
we recognize its existence? According to Whitehead, our bodily experience is the
‘crucial knower. To Whitehead, “Nothing is more astonishing in - the history of
philosophic thought than the naive way in which our association with our human
bodies is assumed.”! ® He even says that “our bodily experience is the basis of exist-
ence” and that “the body is the basis of our emotional and purposive experience.”
Therefore, as far as the foundation of knowledge is concerned, it is not strange for us
to hear him saying, “our bodily experience is primarily an experience of the depend-
ence of presentational immediacy upon causal efficacy.”?! ¢ '

So feeling the body as functioning is the most direct evidence of our real experi-
ence. It could also be inferredithat the basic reason for modern philosophers’ inverting
the relationship between primitive causal efficacy and derivative presentational
immediacy is their ignorance of the significance of our bodily experience. Whitehead
says, “Hume and Descartes in their theory of direct perceptive knowledge dropped out
this‘withness’ of the body, and thus confine perception to presentational immediacy,”!?
and “the current philosophic doctrines, mostly derived from Hume, are defective by
reason of their neglect of bodily reference.” ! 8

According to Whitehead, if we want to capture the reallty of thls world hved by us,
we cannot ignore the dimness and vagueness of this bodily experience. Actually this is
the only way to show us causality as the ontological infrastructure of this world. When

" he says, “the notion of causation arose bacause mankind lives amid. .experiences in the
mode of causal efficacy,”!® the living experience herein refers to bodily experience.
Through the dimness and vagueness, we acknowledge that our bodily experience is
really the basis of existence. On this point Whitehead says:

The body is ours, and we are an activity within our body. This fact of observation,

vague and imperative, is the foundation of the conne:iity of the world, and of the
transmission of its type of order. 2°
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According to Whitehead, bodily experience renders us a sense of importance, a vague
feeling about ““that which matters”. The sense of importance does not refer exclusively

“to the experiencing self. It differéntidtes itself into the disclosuie of the world, the -

many, and the self. It is the importance of others which melts into the importance of
the self. In short, actuality is the self-enjoyment of importance. *

To be sure, the correlation among the notions of body, causal efficacy, and
vagueness is the final result of the development of Whitehead’s philosophy of organism.
This result is also the necessary consequence after the dismantling of the Cartesian
edifice. As we have seen above, the vague experience of body directs us towards the

vague expetience of causal efficacy, while the vague experience of causal efficacy’

reveals to us the process of the cencrescence of causal prehensions as the ontological
structure of all realities. Here the three Cartesian misconceptions are uprooted, the
Cartesian substance is cancelled. We could say that regarding process as the ultimate is
the chief point of Whitehead’s approach to his non-substantialist ontology. As a
matter of fact, when Whitehead is constructing his ontology, he is strongly aware of
- his leaving Western philosophy, and going to other cultural traditions.

In this general position the philosophy of organism see¢ms to approximate more to some
strains of Indian, or Chinese, thought, than to western Asiatic, or European thought,
One side makes process ultimate; the other side makes fact ultimate. 2

Merlean-Ponty’s Critique of Cartesianism

In Merleau-Ponty’s case, we first assume that his theoretical development, as far as
epistemology is concetned, is from The Structure of Behavior, through Phenomenology
of Perception, to The Visible and the Invisible. No matter what differences exist
among these thres, their themes are centered around criticizing the Cartesian substan-
tialist ontology and constructing a non-substantialist ontology as its substitute. Thus
Merleau-Ponty has the same philosophical enterprise as Whitehead does. The only
difference between them is that the targets of the former include, in addition to
Descartes and Kant, Husserl and Sartre. '

In The Structure of-Behavior, Merleau-Ponty modifies Gestalt theory and uses it
to criticize dualistic, mechanistic, and atomistic theories of bodily behavior, which
are based on the Cartesian theory of substance. According to Merleau-Ponty, there is
no ultirnate hidden substance. He says that “the organism has a distinct reality which
is not substantial but structural.”™ 23 In the context of The Structure of Behavior,
structure and form are interchangeable. So Merleau-Ponty also says that “the theory
of form is aware of the consequences which a purely structural conception entails and-
séeks to expand into a philosophy of form which would be substituted for the
philosophy - of substance.”2* The attempt to cancel the conception of substance is
prominent even at the beginning of his philosophical enterprise.
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Accordmg to-Merleau-Ponty, there are ‘fthree types of structures the physrcal
order (matter), the vital otder (life), and the human order’ (mmd) These: three
different orders are juét three different expressions of the monist structure ‘6f body:
the physical order is its solid expression, the vital order is'its organic expressron while
the human order is its spiritual expression. By means of this analysis, Merleau-Ponty
first shows that “the structure of behavior as it presents itself to perceptual experience
is neither thing nor consciousness.”” 25 This serves to solve the dualisin of mind and
matter in the Caitesian philosophy. In saying that the structure of behavior is rot
consciousness, Merleau-Ponty implies that “the universe of consciousness revealed
by the cogito and in the unity of which even perception itself seemed to be necessarily
enclosed was only a universe of thought in the restricted sense.”?6 In his view,
consciousness accounts for the thought of seeing, but the fact of vision and the
ensemble of existential knowledges remain outside of it. To- say that behavior is not a
thing is saying that our body is‘not meraly 4 physical reahty, that is, not merely a
thing of the physroal world On this point, he says

Form is not a physical reality, but an object of perception; without it physical science
would have no meaning,. . . in the final analysis, form cannot be defined in terms of

- reality but in terms of knowledge, not as a thing of the physical world but as a'perceived
whole. ... 27

From the preceding passage, we see Merleau-Ponty’s efforts to retain the structure
of behavior within the realm of perception. This position naturally leads Merleau-
Ponty to a rgjection of the body understood as a mechanical thmg consisting of atomic
subparts. He cxcludes the possibility of applying a mechanistic mterpretatron of causal
laws to the meaning of bodily behavior, lest the organic body be disintegrated into
isolated and discrete parts Wluch are only externally related. What interests him-is
the d1a1ectlca] structure of our bodily behavmr taken asa whole In this regard he
says: :

The relatio_ns of the organic individual and its. mitien are truly dialect_ical relations,

therefore, and this dialectic brings about the appearance of new relations which connot

be compared to those of a physical system and its entourage or even undersrod& when

the organism is reduced to the image which anatomy and the physical sciences give of 7
| it.28

- With this notion of dialectical relations, we can easily understand why Merleau-
Pointy says.that “in 4 form, the whole is not the sum-of:its parts™ 29 and that “each
local-effect depends on the function which it fulfills in the whole, upon its value and
its significance with respect to the structure which the system is tending to redlize.” 39
In The Structure of Behavior we can still find many. statements with the same
reference, such as the following, “[structure’s] decomposition into real parts: can
never be completed,” 31:y54 “an éxhaustive analvsis of the!de facto structures-is
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inconceivable.” 32 All of these make the point that “the notion of form has valie
_ precisely because it goes beyond the atomistic conception. . . 733 In Merleau-Ponty’s
view, the expression of the bodily structure is like the performance of a symphony.
In applying the notion of form to the task of interpreting bodily structure, Merleau-
Ponty leads us to see that each moment in the structure is dialectically determined by
the grouping of the other moments.

When the topic of the union of the soul and the body is addressed, Merleau-
Ponty asserts that the Cartesian metaphor of the artisan and his tool cannot
satisfactorily deal with this union. The major reason is that an organ cannot be com-
pared to an instrument, as if ij; existed and could be conceived apart from integral
functioning, nor can the mind be comparable to an artisan who uses it. This com-
parison would return u_s 1o the conception of a wholly external relation like that of the
pilot and his ship which is :rightly- rejected by Descartes himself. Merleau-Ponty con-
tinues to explore this topic by saying:

The mind does not use the body, but realizes itself through it while at the same time
transferring the body outside of physical space. When we were describing the structures
of behavior it was indeed to show that they are irreducible to the dialectic of physical
stimulus and muscular contraction and that in this sense behavior, far from being a thing

" which exists in-itself (en soi), is a whole significative for a consciousness which considers
it; but it was at the same time and reciprocally to make manifest in “expressive conduct™
the view of a con&cz‘ousness under our eyes, to show a mind which comes info the
world. 3%

Thus in Merleau-Ponty’s view, the opposition between soul and body should- be
conceived of as a “functional opposition” rather than a “substantial opposition”: 3%

And the theme implied in the preceding guotation is developed in The Visible and the

Invisible to be that there is a chiasm between mind and body: the relation between

them is “not identity, nor non-identity, or non-coincidence.” 3¢ As a result, the-
tension of the |substantialist dualism of mind and body is solved in the relation of
chiasm.

From the above, we see that Merléau-Ponty’s The Structure of Behavior has dealt
with the same three Cartesian misconceptions as Whitehead uncovered, that is to say,
the suEstance—quality doctrine, the sensationalist doctrine (which is an empiricai
atomism), and the Kantian doctrine (which presupposes the Cartesian opposition of
subject and object) are also subject to Merleau-Ponty’s severe critique. Merieau-Ponty’s
Phenomenology of Perception and The Visible and the Invisible are merely the further
development of this critique of Cartesianism. In The Structure of Behavior he concerns
himself with clarifying the nature of body. In the Phenomenology of Perception the
focus has been shifted by Merleau-Ponty to our perceptual experience when body is
conscious of its being-in-the-world or when it is in a communicational context. ‘Here
his interest is not focused on criticizing Cartesian mechanism and atomism, but on
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criticizing - the Cartesian opposition of ‘subject and object, which is, according to
Whitehead, the source of the Kantian doctrine.

When Merleau-Ponty says that “in trying to describe the phenomenon of speech
and the specific act of meaning, we shall have the opportunity to leave behind us,
once and for all, the traditional subject-object dichotomy™, 37 he means that, in
describing the phenomenon of communication, the Cartesian mode of thought does
not work. The reason is that'thought, in the speaking subject, is not a representation,
that is, it does not expressively posit objects or relations. In other words, within the
sphere of communication no intellectual consciousness, such as Descartes, Kant, and
Husserl advocate, exists internally and independently. The inteflectual consciousness
and our linguistic expression are simultaneously constituted through our body. 8

To Merleau-Ponty, any liguistic expression is, in the last analysis, bodily expression.
The reason is not only that we speak by means of our bodily organs, but that it is the
body, not the epistemological subject, that brings about the synthesis of meanmg
According to Merieau-Ponty, this bodily synthesis is pre-conscious. And in this sense,
it could be termed the “pre-reflective” and “tacit” cogito. *° For this ego, its function
is “I can” rather than “I think®. 4! In this bodily synthesis, a thing is not established
on the basis of representation, but appears to us as the goal of our bodily intentiona-
lity. 42 This means that a thing is not represented by consciousness, but itself presents
from our bodily expression. According to Merleau-Ponty, the objective world is
represented by our conscious and reflective cogifo, while a “lived-through” worid
arises out of our bodily synthesis. “Body” in Merleau-Ponty’s philosophy means my.
body-in-the-world through which the lived-through world prior to the objective world
emerges. Such bodily experience shows us that “the system of experience is not
arrayed before me as if T were. God, it is lived by me from a certain point of view;
I am not the spectator, I am involved, and it is my involvement in a point of view
which makes possible both the finiteness of my perception and its opening out upon
the complete world as a horizon of every preception.” *3 '

According to Cartesian philosophers, intellectual consciousness is the most primary.
The perceptual representation that rediates from it is the basis for building up
linquistic expression; the bodily experience is almost neglected by them. But Merleau-
Ponty points out that the body is actually the 0ntolog1ca1 foundation of linquistic
expression and perceptual representation. This point can be detected in his statement
that

My body is the seat or rather the very actualityiof the phenomenon of expression
{Ausdruck), and there the visual and auditory experiences, for example, are pregnant one with
the other, and their expressive value is the ground of the antepredicative unity of the perceived
world, and through it, of verbal expression [Darstellung) and intellectual significance
{Bedeutung). My body is the fabric into which all objedts are woven, and it is, af least in relation

to the perceived world, the general mstrument of my comprehensmn’ 44
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Ponty discovers that our -bodily _pe_rc_:eption is

Qe hitehead, Merleau ,
And like Wt latter part-of the Phenomenology of Perception

ambiguous and obscoure.. In the

Merleau-Ponty says that “the notion of percep ‘ ‘ob
spreads to the perceived world in its entirety.” Now along with the ambiguity and

obscurity of bodily perception, Merleau-Ponty’s The Visible and the Invisible steps
into a more profound realm of our bodily experience. From the Phenomenology to
'T he Visible and the Invisible, the most significant change is that the body no longer
plays the role of the subject of percéption. The body’s role as the subject of perception
undergoes more ambiguity and obscurity to the extent that the notion of the invisible
flesh becomes the pivot of the perceived world. As a matter of fact, only up to The
Visible and the Invisible, does Merleau-Ponty entirely abandons the Cartesian mode of
thought. The Phenomenology, though making emphasis on the importance of pheno-
menal body, is still under Cartesain shadow. Indeed in the statement, *Consciousness
is being-towards-the-thing through. the intermediary of the body,”
mode of thought is still preserved. This is why, in The Visible and the Invisible,

Merleau-Ponty says that -the problem posed in the Phenomenology “are insoluble -

because 1 start there from the ‘consciousness’‘object’ distinction.” 46

As regards the notion of the flesh, the best interpretation of it is Merleau-Ponty’s
statement that

the seer and the visible reéiprocate one another and we no longer know which sees
and which is seen. It is this visibility, this generality of the sensible in itself, this
anonymity innate to myself, that we have previously called flesh. 47.

It is through this visibility that we see reciprocity, cicularity, reversibility, interwining,
or chiasm between our body and the world. In Merleau-Ponty’s philosophy, the flesk
refers to no’ empiricel entity.. Tt refers to an ontological action, i.e. the action of
reciprocity, circularity, reversibility, interwining or chiasm. According to Merleau-
Ponty, this ontological action is based on the Sich bewegen of the body. *® But it is
noteworthy that neither is the bodily movement an empirical movement, since

My body is never in movement perspektivisch, as are the other things- -
It is not in rest either like some of them. It is beneath objective rest and movement- .49

nor is the body itself an empirical fact. 3¢ According to Merleau-Ponty, through the
Sich bewegen we find that Wakrnehmen is synonymous with it. Sich bewegen and
Wahrnehmen then constitute the enclosure of the body, 52 and thus forms the teleo-
logy of the body. 53 That is to say, we find that “the things are the prolongation of
my body and my body is the prolongation of the world, through it the world
surrounds me.” 54 '

The preceding analysis shows us that the flesh is the ontological foundation of all
existences, that is to say, the source of their ontogenesis. The flesh itself is invisible,
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but it makes the visible possible. In this regard, we see Merleau-Ponty saying that “the
visible things are the secrét folds of our flesh.” 5% This means that “what it [conscious-
ness] does not see is what makes-it see, is its tie to Being, is its corpdrgity, are the
existentials by which the world becomes visible, is the flesh wherein the object is
born.””$® So arising from the flesh is the presence that “something” is there and that
“someone” is there. 57 This is our primordial “perceptual faith”. But all reahtms'
existing in the ontological action of the flesh have ne alien substa,n,ces. Neither is the
flesh spbs'tance. On this point Merleau-Ponty says that “we must not think the flesh
startirig from substance, from body and spirit,” * % that is to say, “it is not the union
or compouiid of two substanced.” 59

- Conclusion

“~In Whitehead process is the ultimate, while in Merleau-Ponty the flesh is' the
ultimate. Although process and the flesh are quite different i various aspects, they
are the same in playing a non-substantialist role. In the Working Notes, Merleau-
ponty says that destruction of the objectivist ontology of the Cartesians is necessary. 5 °
Even the notion of the In Itself is regarded as a version of siubstance. So Merleau-
Ponty describes his ontology as “a going béyond the ontology of the In itself.” 61 And
in order to uproot the notion of substance, he is even forced to cancel the conception
of causality. Merleau-Ponty says, “In denying the conception of perception-reproduc-
tion (on my body in itself of the exterior thing in itslef), I open-up access to a brute
Being with which I would not be in the subject and object relation, and still less in the
relation of effect with cause.” 2 Then “what replaces causal thought is the idea of
transcendence,” which reveals a world wherein “there are fields in intersection,. . .
wherein the subjectivities are integrated.” ?3 The reason why the subjective integra-
tion must substitute for causality is that, from Merleau-Ponity’s perspective, causality is

“a relation from s‘ubstance to substance.” ¢4 Now we may ask how Whitehead
establishes his non-substantialist ontology with recognition of the conception of
causahty The reply i is that, in Whitehead’s philosophy, causal efflcacy is not 4 relation
from substance to substance, it is essentially an ontological process from which realities
of things arise. This analysis leads us to see that both Whitehead’s process and Merleau-
‘Ponty’s flesh are ontological movement, which: proceeds without any presupposition
of the notion of substance and the notion of causality based thereon.’

Whitehead’s and Merleau-Ponty’s contributions to Western philosophy lie not only
in their finding a new philosophical paradigm c').’f the body, but also in their trying to
construct a new type of ontology: a nonsubstantialist ontology, which is based on our
bodily experience.: So what Whitehead and MerIéau—Ponty want to do in their philoso-
phical enterprises is to cnt1caﬂy examine the defects of the Cartesian mode of thought
in order to establish a new mode of ontologmal thought. Merleau-Ponty says that his
philosophical question is “a question of creating a new type of mtf_:ll1g1b4htyr(mtell1g1-
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bility through the world and Being as they are - - “vertical” and not horizontal).”” 6%

“Now can we say that cosmos in Whitehead’s philosophy of organism is also vertical - - --

rather than horizontal? This is however another question for us to explore in the
future,
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