
■ ‘THE SINGULAR AMD XI-IE JPHXRAE 
in Soionoos . "

My t o p i c  to day  has a r i s e n  from  immed iate  p r a c t i c a l  
e x p e r ie n c e  in  s c i e n c e ,  law, t h e o lo g y  and s o c io l o g y ,  w i t h  w h ich  I 
had to  dea l e i t h e r  in  p o l i t i c s  o r  in  t e a c h in g  o r  in  r e s e a r c h ,  o r  
in  fo un d in g  s c i e n t i f i c  i n s t i t u t i o n s .
And I s h a l l  t r y  to  p e r s i s t  on my p r a c t i c a l  e x p e r ie n c e  as f a r  as 
p o s s ib l e .  They seem e m in e n t ly  l o g i c a l  and e p i s t e m o lo g i c a l  methods 
o r q u e s t io n s :  the  S i n g u l a r  and P l u r a l  o f  C o n ce p ts ,  and f o r  t h a t  
reason  the  f a c t  o f  t h e i r  b e in g  t r e a t e d  i n  an i n t r o d u c t o r y  
pa rag raph  o f  l o g i c  i s  ap t  to  d e s t r o y  them in  t h e i r  im p o rtan ce .  
And I am, today  a t  l e a s t ,  no t  so  much i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t h e i r  
s t r u c t u r e  in  a b s t r a c t  as in  t h e i r  tremendous b e a r in g  in  
s c i e n t i f i c ,  p o l i t i c a l  and r e l i g i o u s  t h i n k i n g .

S c ie n c e ,  law, s o c io l o g y ,  h i s t o r y ,  I s a i d ,  were f i e l d s  where 
the p u z z le  made i t s e l f  f e l t . /  I s h a l l  t r y  to  g i v e  an example  - 5 -  
in  e ve ry  one o f  th e  f i e l d s .

In S c ie n c e  we may ta k e  the  te rm  -  n a tu r e .  B e fo re  1400, t h e r e  
were many n a tu r e s ,  n a tu re  o f  God, n a tu re  o f  man, n a tu re  o f  
d iamonds, n a tu re  o f  a n im a ls .  The u n iv e r s e  i t s e l f  was n o t  one, bu t 
a c c o rd in g  to  the  m y s t i c s  and many s a i n t s ,  t o  the  C abb a la  t h e r e  
were n in e  heavens , t h e re  was a t  l e a s t  one o t h e r  w o r ld ,  w h ich  
c o u ld  o n ly  be d e f in e d  as t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  from  o u r  u n iv e r s e .
The p r e s o c r a t i c  a t te m p t  o f  c r e a t i n g  one s c i e n c e  o f  p h y s i c s  b roke  
down p r a c t i c a l l y  s in c e  a n t i q u i t y  n e ve r  obeyed e i t h e r  P l a t o  o r  
A r i s t o t l e  in  e v e ry  day p r a c t i c e  o f  th ou g h t  o r  s c i e n c e .  The o n ly  
p r a c t i c a l  h e i r  o f  P l a t o  and A r i s t o t l e  w i t h  r e g a rd  t o  the  p rob lem  
o f  u n i t y  in  n a tu re ,  the  ch u rch ,  a t t a c k e d  the  p rob lem  o f  th e  
n a tu re  o f  the  Gods and l e f t  a lo n e  th e  n a tu re  o f  th e  w o r ld .  The 
u n i t y  o f  n a tu re .  th en ,  neve r  became th e  w o rk in g  h y p o t h e s i s  o f  
a l l /  th e  s c i e n c e s  b e f o r e  1400. From 1400 t i l l  t o d a y ' s  more - 6 -  
o r le s s  a c c e p t e d  Monism the  u n i t y  o f  n a tu r e ,  as a w o rk in g  hypo­
t h e s i s .  pe rvaded  a l l  th e  s c i e n c e s ,  one a f t e r  the  o t h e r ,  i n  t h e i r  
d a i l y  p r a c t i c e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  in  th e  17 th  c e n t u r y .  We seem to  have 
he re  a c l e a r  t u r n  from  p o l y p h y s i c s  t o  m o no p hy s ic s ,  i . e .  from  a 
p l u r a l i s t i c  w o r ld  to  a u n i - v e r s e  i n  t h i s  w o r d 's  l i t t e r a l  mean ing 
o f  unys as oneness . However t h i s  i s  no t  lo n g e r  q u i t e  c o r r e c t .  
W h ite h e a d 's  p h i lo s o p h y ,  S c h e l l i n g ' s  g ro w ihg  i n f l u e n c e ,  d i s t i n c t l y  
changes the  concep t o f  n a tu re .  They b r i n g  back  the  id e a  o f  co sm ic  
com prehen s ivene ss  in  w h ich  W h itehead  may speak  o f  God and man, 
b eau ty ,  id e a s ,  lo v e ,  t r u t h  as e le m e n ts  o f  t h i s  n a tu r e .  Now the  
u n i t y  o f  th e  con cep t  o f  n a tu re  i s  no lo n g e r  t e n a b le  when the  
e lem en ts  t h a t  d e s t r o y e d  i t  once: an extram undane s o u l  and a 
t r a n s c e n d e n ta l  God a re  su d d e n ly  c a r r i e d  b a ck /  i n t o  i t s  m id s t . - 7 -  
The same m igh t be s a i d  about B e rg son . L i k e  W h itehead , he i s ,  t o  
say  the  l e a s t ,  no lo n g e r  i n t e r e s t e d  in  th e  u n i t y  o f  n a tu r e ,  and 
t r i e s  to  open up the  p r e v io u s  com p lex  n o t io n  t h a t  i t  was im p o s s i ­
b le  to  keep as a un ity - ,  th e  cosmos. The u n i t y  o f  n a tu re  the" 
r e s u l t  o f  modern s c i e n c e  was bought f o r  a c e r t a i n  p r i c e :  th e  
concep t had to  be em p t ied  o f  a l l  e le m e n ts  t h a t  made f o r  d i s u n io n ,  
ahd It s a fe  to  say th a t  a l l  a t te m p ts  to  i n f i l l  th® bofefe.it
l a b e l l e d  n a tu re  w i t h  a l l  th e  s p i r i t u a l  and s o c i a l  i n g r e d ie n t s
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acrain w i l l  not work f o r  one s im p le  re a so n .  N a tu re ,  by 
e s t a b l i s h m e n t ,  means o b e d ie n t  a c cep ta n ce  o f  o b j e c t i v e  f a c t s ,  
r e s p e c t  f o r  a n y th in g  in  the  w o r ld  as ac cep tab le - ,  a x i o l o g i c a l l y ,  
n a tu re  f o r b i d s  the  e x i s t e n c e  w i t h i n  i t ,  o f  a n y th in g  t h a t  i s  
h ig h e r  than a n y th in g  e l s e .  N a tu re  d e n ie s  h ig h  and low, to  pu t i t  
m i l d l y . /  U n i f i e d  N a tu re  may not comprehend t r a n s c e n d e n t a l s . - 8 -
T h i s  i s  the  p r i c e  o f  i t s  s i n g u l a r .  N a tu re  may no t d i s c r im in a t e  
a g a in s t  a n y th in g  communicated to  us as o b j e c t s .  Of c o u r s e ,  a l l  
d o c t r i n e s  in  the  s p e c i a l  s c i e n c e s  t h a t  were a p p l y in g  th e  new 
concep t o f  n a tu re  to  law, s o c i e t y ,  r e l i g i o n ,  la b o u re d  h a rd  to  

t h i s  power o f  d i s c r im i n a t i o n  between the  h ig h ,  the  
the s u p e r i o r ,  the  r e a l ,  and the  a p p e a r in g ,  e v i l ,  
o r  mean. However, the  con cep t  o f  one u n i f i e d  n a tu re  

rem a in s  d i s t i n c t l y  h o s t i l e  t o  any such  e n t e r p r i s e .  So, in  o u r  
days , where the  q u e s t io n  o f  h i e r a r c h y  and v a lu e  comes t o  the  
fo r e ,  n a tu re  seems to  be l e s s  in  demand. The Monism o f  N a tu re  i s  
a t t a c k e d  by p l u r a l i s m  in  p h i lo s o p h y  and in  p o l i t i c s .

So he re  we see a S i n g u l a r  r u n n in g  i t s  c o u rse  d o in g  a 
s p le n d id  job  f o r  some c e n t u r i e s ,  f i n a l l y  b e in g  o ve rw rough t  and 
c e a s in g  to  f u n c t i o n .  We must a sk  o u r s e lv e s  what made i t  work  f o r  
a t i  me ?

J u r i s p r u d e n c e ,  we f i n d  a n o th e r  p l u r a l  
by b e in g  made in t o  a s i n g u l a r  t u r n in g  
in  a l l  th e  d o c t r i n e s  o f  i n t e r n a l i a l  ( = 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  h i s t o r y  and p u b l i c  la w . /  

p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e  i s  a r e c e n t  - 9 -
1576. A n t i q u i t y  used the  word k ingdom  o r
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c i t y ,  p o l i s ,  f o r  th e  s t a t e  and as l a t e  as  A u g u s t in e  one c o u ld  use 
the p l u r a l  c i t i e s ,  k ingdom s in  m a t t e r s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  d o c t r i n e .  The 
famous sen ten ce  regna  s in e  i u s t i c i a  magna l a t r o c i n i a ,  r e c o g n is e s  
no s i n g u l a r  the  S t a t e .  I t  d e a ls  w i t h  the  k ingdom s o f  t h i s  e a r t h  
in  the  co n te m p t io u s  p l u r a l .  The p l u r a l  k ingdom s, no do u b t ,  has an 
a x i o l o g i c a l  e f f e c t  l i k e  G e n t i l e s ;  i t  d e p r i v e s  e v e r y  one o f  them 
o f  b e in g  f i n a l ,  o r  p e r f e c t .  The p l u r a l  i s  a means o f  p u t t i n g  them 
in  t h e i r  p la c e .  The Roman Em p ire ,  f o r  a v e r y  s h o r t  p e r io d ,  a f t e r  
212 A.D . when a l l  c i t i e s  gave up t h e i r  p a r t i c u l a r  c i t i z e n s h i p ,  
c la im e d  to  be the  l a s t  word in  h i s t o r y  and u su rped  th e  S i n g u l a r  
o f  the  f i n a l  p o l i t i c a l  home o f  m ank ind . The c e n t u r y ,  i n  w h ich  
Rome t r i e d  t h a t ,  the  t h i r d ,  f i n i s h e d  i t s  u s e f u l l n e s s  f o r  m ank ind . 
A u g u s t in e ' s  C i t y  o f  God was w r i t t e n  a g a in s t  t h i s  f a t a l  monism in  
w h ich  the  t e n s io n  between the  many c i t i e s  and the  one no lo n g e r  
f u n c t io n e d .  When G re go ry  V I I .  r e v i v e d  S t .  A u g u s t in e  i n  th e  
e le v e n t h  c e n tu r y  and d e fe a te d  th e  em pero r, he n e v e r  used t h i s  
s i n g u l a r  o f  th e  emperor in  h i s  p rog ram m a t ic  l e t t e r s .  He c a l l e d  
him the  k in g  o f /  th e  T e u to n s .  E v e r  s i n c e  1100, th e  - 1 0 -
A u g u s t in ia n  d e v a lu a t i o n  o f  k ingdom s by p l u r a l i s m  seemed th e  
g u a ran te e  o f  freedom  in  the  W este rn  W o r ld .  The Popes , L u t h e r  and 
Kant r e p r e s e n t  a u n i f i e d  f i 'o n t  o f  C a t h o l i c s  and L u th e ra n s  t o  t h i s  
e f f e c t .  Any p o s i t i v e  and' a c t u a l  government was a p a r t i c u l a r  
government, e ve ryone  o f  them was bound t o g e t h e r  w i t h  a l l  th e  r e s t  
by p r i n c i p l e s  o f  f a i t h  and r e l i g i o n  no t  d e r i v e d  from  w i t h i n  t h i s  
g o ve rn m e n t 's  t e r r i t o r y  o r  em p ire .  T h e i r  common o b l i g a t i o n  f a r  

diiy a l i t a 0 d H i§ l l 6  & §p iTa fe i§ f i§ :
T h i s  who le  t h e o r y  sounds l i k e  a dream to d a y ,  b u t  w i t h



re m a rkab le  c l a r i t y ,  I f i n d  t h i s  d e fen se  o f  the  e s s e n t i a l l y  
p l u r a l i s t i c  c h a r a c t e r  as l a t e  as 1850 In th e  Mem oirs o f
M e t t e r n i c h . / I n  a t t a c k in g  s o - c a l l e d  p h i lo s o p h e r s ,  M e t t e r n i c h  - 1 1 a -  
a t t a c k e d  p r a c t i c a l l y  a l l  p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e  from B o d in  t i l l  to da y ,  
i n c lu d in g  Hobbes, Locke , Hume, H eg e l ,  and Woodrow W i l s o n .  The 
s i n g u l a r  governm ent, s t a t e ,  p o l i t i c s ,  i s  th e  n a iv e  o b s e s s io n  o f  
p o l i t i c a l  s c ie n c e  s in c e  F ran ce  b ro ke  away from  the  League o f  
C h r i s t i a n  p r in c e s  in  the  sy s tem  o f  Jean  B o d in .  B o d in ,  the  
A n t i l u t h e r  o f  the  16 th  c e n tu r y  i s  th e  m o n i s t i c  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  o f  
h i s  s c i e n c e .  W ith  good re a so n ,  h i s  book i s  c a l l e d  de la  
r é p u b l iq u e .  He renews the  pagan n o t io n  o f  th e  S t a t e  as a h o p e le s s  
s i n g u l a r  o r  more c o r r e c t l y  as a s i n g u l a r  when i t  i s  as  a t  i t s  
b e s t . /  Hobbes o f  c o u r s e ,  Hege l and W i l s o n  f o l l o w e d  in  h i s  - l i b -  
wake. T h e i r  p e r s o n a l  v ie w s  make no d i f f e r e n c e .  They may be g r e a t  
h u m a n i t a r ia n s ,  a d h e re n ts  o f  th e  League o f  N a t io n s .  M e t h o d i c a l l y ,  
they  neve r  ge t  o ve r  t h e i r  f i r s t  s e n ten ce  w h ich  may run :  th e  s t a t e  
i s  the  o r g a n i s a t i o n  o f  a g roup  o f  p e o p le  in- a p a r t i c u l a r  p a r t  o f  
the g lo b e .  W ith  t h i s  one f a l l a c y  t h e y '  a re  com m itted  t o  a l l  i t s  
consequences  however th e y  may d i f f e r  in  t h e i r  w i s h f u l  t h i n k i n g  
about what such  a s im p le  s t a t e  s h o u ld  o r  s h o u ld  no t  d o . /  - 1 2 -  
They a l l  ag ree  in  th e  s t a r t i n g  p o in t  t h a t  we may u n d e r s ta n d  a 
s t a t e  when you t a l k  abou t " t h e ” S t a t e  i n  th e  S i n g u l a r .  W i l s o n ,  o f  
c o u rse ,  was f i l l e d  w i t h  the  hope t h a t  t h i s  one s t a t e  w i l l  behave 
n i c e l y .  S t i l l  w i t h  a l l  h i s  e t h i c a l  r e s t r i c t i o n s ,  he d e f e a t s  h i s  
own a ims because  he b e g in s  w i t h  th e  S i n g u l a r .  Now i n  a l l  my 
l e c t u r e s  on Government -  and I l e c t u r e d  on S t a a t s l e h r e  b e g in n in g  
in  1912 -  I f e l t  a t  a lo s s  to  p roduce  a w o r k ( e ) a b le  sy s tem  o f
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s  once I had f i r s t  a l lo w e d  m y s e l f  t o  l e t  i t  
be p re ceded  by a d o c t r i n e  about th e  s t a t e  in  th e  s i n g u l a r .  Here 
you see , I hope, t h a t  i t  i s  a q u e s t io n  o f  i n t r i n s i c  s c i e n t i f i c  
method. not o f  e t h i c s ,  t h a t  I have i n  m ind when I speak  abou t 
s i n g u l a r  and method. A method u s in g  t h e / s i n g u l a r  " th e  s t a t e " , - 1 3 -  
"g ove rnm en t", i n  th e  b e g in n in g ,  i s  d r i v e n  to  a l l  th e  maximum o f  
s o v e r e ig n t y ,  a j  1 th e  u t o p ia n is m  o f  a b e s t  s t a t e ,  w h ich  mars o u r  
p o l i t i c a l  s c ie n c e  and makes a l l  o u r  t a l k s  about i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
r e l a t i o n s  a s t e r i l e  a f t e r t h o u g h t ,  a k in d  o f  p io u s  p r o t e c t i v e  
c o lo u r in g  a f t e r  h a v in g  p i c t u r e d  th e  w o r ld  o f  th e  many s t a t e s  as 
the h e l l  o f  m u tu a l l y  im p e n e t r a b le  monads. My book on r e v o l u t i o n s  
i s  d e vo ted  to  the t a s k  t o  b re a k  down th e  m e th o d ic a l  abuse o f  th e  
S in g u l a r  and to  s t a t e ,  a t  th e  o u t s e t ,  as th e  o n ly  f a c t  o f  w h ich  
we know: t h a t  t h e r e  a re  many s t a t e s .  From t h i s '  p r i n c i p l e ,  I was 
a b le  to  draw a l i n e  t o  a l l  th e  d i f f e r e n t  European  C o n s t i t u t i o n s  
and to  show t h e i r  m u tua l j e a lo u s y .  Each  p a r t i c u l a r  Government i n  
one p a r t  o f  the  g lo b e  i s  a v a r i a t i o n  o f  one common gove rnm ent. I t  
i s  a d i a l e c t /  in  p o l i t i c s .  The id io m  o r  d i a l e c t  in  p o l i t i c s  - 1 4 -  
may be compared t o  a d i a l e c t  i n  a language . The re  i s  no b e s t  
d i a l e c t  in  a la nguage . Any language  a s s e r t s  i t s e l f  by b r a n c h in g  
out i n t o  d i a l e c t s .  D i a l e c t s  d o n ’ t  d i f f e r  a x i o l o g i c a l l y  i n  b e in g  
b e t t e r  o r  w orse . They do ' no t compete i n  the  d i r e c t i o n  o f  an 
i d e a l .  They a c t u a l i z e ,  in  th e  t im e  o f  c e n t u r i e s ,  a l l  th e  v a r i o u s  
p o t e n t i a l i t i e s  o f  a g iv e n  language . They a re  i t s  r e a l i s a t i o n .  
T h i s  p ro c e s s  becomes even more c l e a r  when we ob se rv e  th e  s p e c ie s
ift Kh^Imp. A\'\f s p l i t s  UHê the ©peei#© spreads
i n t o  thou sands  o f  v a r i e t i e s .  The re  i s  no b e s t  dog. The re  i s  s e l f



a s s e r t i o n  o f  d o g g is h n e s s  by s p r e a d in g  and s t r a g g l i n g  i n t o  s p a n ie l  
and badger dog and b u l ld o g ,  s e t t e r ,  New found land , S t .  B e r n a r d . /  
The im p o rtan t  t h in g ,  th en , i s  t h a t  th e  p l u r a l  i s  th e  o n ly  - 1 5 -  
way o f  r e a l i s i n g  the  s i n g u l a r .  I f  you a l l o w  me the  te rm  
’ i d i o m a t i s a t i o n ' ,  I wou ld  sa y  any r e a l i s a t i o n  o f  l i v i n g  m a t t e r  i s  
c a r r i e d  ou t not in  the  i d e a l i s t i c  method o f  one t h a t  i s  the  b e s t ,  
r e a l i s a t i o n  i s  i d i o m a t i s a t i o n . U n i t y  i s  th e  r e a l i s a t i o n  between 
many a c t u a l i s a t i o n s  o f  one r i c h  p o t e n t i a l i t y .  In  the  chu rch ,  the  
o ld  p ro v e rb  s a id :  o p o r t e t  e sse  h a e r e s e s . The re  must be h e r e s i e s  
because  the  chu rch  l i v e s .

The r e l a t i o n  between s i n g u l a r  and p l u r a l ,  th en ,  i s  more 
complex than  t h a t  o f  an optimum and many poo r a t te m p ts  to  a c h ie v e  
th a t  optimum. Any u n i t y  o f  c r e a t i o n  i s  r e p r e s e n te d  by r e a l i s i n g  
a l l  the  v a r i e t i e s  w i t h i n  the  c i r c u m fe r e n c e  o f  t h i s  c r é â t  i o n . / - 1 6 -  
S in g u la r  and p l u r a l  a re  two a s p e c t s  o f  th e  same t h in g ,  and th e y  
a re  c o o rd in a t e .

A pure s i n g u l a r ,  on the  o t h e r  hand, ta k e n  i d e a l i s t i c a l l y ,  
le ad s  not to  Monism, bu t what m ig h t  be c a l l e d ,  by a lo an  from  the  
o ld  t h e o l o g i c a l  te rm  'H e n i s m ' . You remember t h a t  M ono the ism  and 
H enothe ism  o f t e n  a re  c o n t r a s t e d .  M onothe ism  t e a c h in g  one God 
o n ly ,  Henism t e a c h in g  one God to  any g i v e n  group  o n ly .

Modern p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e ,  by d e a l i n g  w i t h  governm ent i n  an 
i d e a l i s t i c  way. t r i e s  t o  a s c r i b e  t o  any one p a r t i c u l a r  s t a t e  the  
d u ty  o f  r e a c h in g  out f o r  th e  i d e a l .  By t h i s  f a l s e  p r e te n s e ,  the  
s im p le  s i n g u l a r ,  one s t a t e  among many, and the  a x i o l o g i c a l  
S u p e r l a t i v e  ' t h e  b e s t  s t a t e '  g e t  c o n fu se d ,  and t h i s  le a d s  a l l  
k in d  o f  quacks t o  t r y  t h e i r  a i r  b o rn /  f a n c i e s  o f  i d e a l i s t i c  - 1 7 -  
Hen ism on a s o l i d  c r e a t u r e  t h a t  i s  a v a r i e t y  w i t h i n  a k in d ,  and 
i s  a l l r i g h t  because  i t  i s  one v a r i e t y ,  and one v a r i e t y  o n ly  o f  a 
m o n is t i c  t y p e .  I s h a l l  come back  t o  t h i s  d e p r a v a t i o n  o f  th e  
c o n c re te  s i n g u l a r  one i n t o  the  a b s t r a c t  Hen ism  o f  the  i n  a 
l a t e r  p a r t  o f  t h i s  pape r .

Here , I w ish  to  com p le te  my r e p o r t  on the  s i t u a t i o n  i n  
p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e .  I f  t h e r e  a re  d i a l e c t s  o r  id io m s ,  i n  p o l i t i c s  
because  th e re  •) i s  th e  one v i t a l  c r e a t i o n  o f  th e  p o l i s  t h a t  i s  
embodied and r e a l i s e d  by " id io m a t  i s a t  i o n " , we need no t wonder,, t o  
use an example from  c u r r e n t  e v e n t s ,  why the  n a t io n  o f  th e  D re y fu s  
a f f a i r ,  F ra n ce ,  was a b le  t o  s a t i s f y  h e r s e l f  w i t h  M r. B lum, a Jew, 
as head o f  h e r  governm ent. P o l i t i c a l /  v a r i e t i e s  o f  th e  k in d  - 1 8 -  
a re  no t chance v a r i a t i o n s ,  th e y  a re  d i a l e c t i c a l  v a r i a t i o n s ,  
s u p p o r te d ,  t h a t  i s  t o  s a y ,  by th e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f  th e  g roup s  a t  
v a r ia n c e .  Mr. Blum head (“ had) no p r o s p e c t  in  F ra n c e  f o r  f i f t e e n  
y e a r s .  He was the  r e f u s e  o f  F re n ch  p o l i t i c s .  When H i t l e r  came 
in t o  power in  Germany, M r. B lu m ’ s chance came. A n t i s e m i t i s m  now 
b e in g  the  German r e l i g i o n ,  a man who w ou ld  have been s h o t  dead 
ten  y e a r s  ago, i s  now t o l e r a t e d  by th e  p e o p le  o f  th e  A c t i o n  
F r a n ç a i s e ,  the  c a m e lo t s  du r o i  e t c .  I d o n ' t  c l a im  t h a t  th e y  l i k e  
him . However H i t l e r  f r u s t r a t e s  t h e i r  o u tb r e a k s .  The a n t i s e m i t i c  
d i s c  may not be e x p lo i t e d -  t o  th e  l i m i t  because  i t  b e a r s  th e  
German tra dem a rk  d i s t i n c t l y .  I t  i s  i d i o m a t i c  o f  N a z i  Germany. 
T h i s  i s  p ro d u c in g  a m a rg in  s u f f i c i e n t l y  l a r g e /  t o  overcome - 1 9 -  
the  m u t in y  t h a t  o th e rw is e  w ou ld  have s e a le d  th e  doom o f  h i s  
government w h ich  now, as you know, s u rp a s s e s  most F ren ch  g o v e rn ­
ments by i t s  l a s t i n g  more th an  s i x  m o n th s . /  - 2 0 -



Of co u rse  t h i s  i s  an example j u s t  ta k e n  from  c o n te m p o ra n e i ty .  The 
ta s k  o f  my R e v o lu t io n s  c o v e r s  n in ehun d red  y e a r s  o f  h i s t o r y .  The 
d i a l e c t i c s  between g r e a t  powers f o r  t h e i r  in n e r  n a t i o n a l  l i f e  a re  
o f  ove rw he lm ing  im p o rtan ce .  As R u s s ia  by g o in g  Communist saved  
the r e s t  o f  the W or ld  from d o in g  the  same. In o t h e r  w ords , the  
v i t a l i t y  and the  aim o f  a s i n g l e  s t a t e  depends on i t s  d i a l e c t i c a l  
p o s i t i o n  in  the  f a m i l y  o f  n a t io n s .  P l u r a l i s m  o f  S t a t e s  p re c e d e s ,  
then , l o g i c a l l y ,  the  s i n g l e  government as much as the  many S t a t e s  
p recede  the  one a c t u a l l y  on the  map o f  the  w o r ld .

However when I open the  books on p o l i t e a l  s c i e n c e ,  th e y  a l l  
t r a p  us by the  same one f a l l a c y  t h a t  th e y  b e g in  w i t h  the  
c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  government in  th e  s i n g u l a r  f i r s t  and w is h  f o r  
p e a c e fu l  r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  o t h e r  gove rnm ents  l a t e r .  Much more c o u ld  
be s a id  on t h i s  f a l l a c y .  May I s im p ly /  re a d  once more - 2 1 -  
M e t t e r n i c h ' s  v e r d i c t ?

Now the  a s t o n i s h i n g  f a c t  i n  th e  h i s t o r y  o f  s c i e n c e ,  i s , o f  
c o u r s e , the  in c e s s a n t  use o f  th e  s i n g u l a r  i n  modern t im e s . B o d in  
was made in t o  a k in d  o f  S a in t  o f  P o l i t i c a l  S c i e n c e , because  he 
enab le d  the  i d e a l i s t s  o f  a l 1 n a t io n s  t o  d e a l  w i t h  ‘ t h e ' s t a t e ! 
The W or ld  War i s  th e  outcome o f  t h i s  d o c t r i n e  o f  S o v e r e i g n t y . 
L u th e ra n  Germany w i t h s t o o d  h i s  d o c t r i n e  lo n g e s t  from  a l l  
c o u n t r i e s . When i t  sw a11 owed t h i s  id e a  unde r  B is m a r c k ,  th e  l a s t  
dyke b r o k e . B ism a rc k  a p p l i e d  B o d in ’ s id e a s  o f  s o v e r e ig n t y  o f  th e  
s i n g l e  s t a t e  to  the  h e a r t  o f  E u r o p e . He d e s t r o y e d  th e  P r o t e s t a n t  
league o f  h ig h  M a g i s t r a t e s  w h ich  u p h e ld  the  common i n t e r e s t  o f  
r u l e r s  a g a in s t  B o d in ’ s id e a  "de l a /  g rande  e t  s o u v e r a in e  - 2 2 -  
monarch ie  de F r a n c e . "

T h i s  same p rob lem  e x i s t s  by th e  way i n  th e  n a t u r a l  s c i e n c e s . 
D a rw in ism  p a r t l y  s u f f e r s  from  th e  same h a n d ic a p  as p o l i t i c a l  
s c i e n c e . I t s  con cep t  o f  th e  s t r u g g l e  f o r  l i f e  does no t r e c o g n is e  
the  s e 1f a s s e r t i o n  o f  th e  one l i f e  by i t s  many v a r i a t i o n s . I t  
t h in k s  o f  an tagon ism  o n ly  as th e  m o the r  o f  v a r i a t i o n . In  h i s  own 
days , the  e x p la n a t  io n  o f  a h ig h e r  u n i t y  beyond s i n g u l a r  and 
p l u r a l  was putj f o r t h  by Theodor E i t n e r ,  a German z o o l o g i s t ,  unde r  
the name e p ig e n e s t a s e . and a 'num be r  o f  th e  most r e c e n t  monographs 
in  b i o l o g y  d e a l  w i t h  the  a re a  o f  p o s s i b i 1i t y  f i l l e d  o u t  by a c t u a l  
v a r i a t i o n s  as the  t r u e  e v o lu t i o n a r y  schem e. S in c e  I have no t  done 
any r e s e a r c h  in  t h i s  f i e l d  m y s e l f ,  I o n ly  r e g i s t e r  t h i s  v ie w  as 
i n t e r e s t i n g . /  I t  1i t t e r a l l y  means t h a t  a r a c e  i n  th e  an im a l - 2 3 -  
k ingdom b ran ch e s  ou t i n t o  fam i l i e s  and v a r i a t i o n s  because  the  one 
in  c r e a t i o n  may be e x p re s s e d  o r  embod ied by th e 'm any  o n l y . I t  may 
he 1p t o  c l a r i f y  the  i s s u e  i n  th e  d e a d lo c k  c r e a t e d  by the  Hen ism  
o f  p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e . /  - 2 4 -

I d o n 11 t h i n k  t h a t  I e x a g g e ra te  i n  s a y in g  t h a t  th e  f u t u r e  o f  
p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n c e  l a r g e l y  depends on a r e v i s i o n  o f  th e  s i n g u l a r  
n o t i o n : Gove rnm en t, s t a t e , and t r y i n g  t o  d e a l  w i t h  th e  p l u r a l i t y  
o f  s t a t e s  as the  fundam en ta l p rob lem  f o r  each  i n d i v i d u a l  s t a t e  
from the  b e g in n in g .

The o p p o s i t e  remedy ' o f f e r s  i t s e 1f  i n  s o c i o l o g y . You may 
o f t e n  h ea r  c a t h o l i c  t h e o lo g i a n s  ( p o in t i n g  to )  Thomas A q u in a s  o r  
p o l i t i c a l  s c i e n t i s t s  p o in t i n g  t o  M a c h ia v e 11 o r  Hege1 s a y i n g : W e l l  
t h i s  i s  good s o c i o l o g y .  We need no o t h e r  s c i e n c e /  w i t h  the  - 2 5 —
t'i v.)riti li»w’ t H  i# PthjiHibfefy"; p i 'dVlt lb 'i l fo i '  f i ie i l£ y fu i i  i f  tci 
prove  the  s o c i o l o g i c a l  i n t e r e s t  o f  s c h o l a s t i c i s m  a J e s u i t e  quo ted



the  m ed ieva l sen ten ce  E c c l e s i a  s o c i e t a s  p e r f e c t a  e s t . D o n ' t  you 
see how much though t we gave to  s o c i a l  l i f e .  We even c a l l  the  
chu rch  a p e r f e c t  s o c i e t y .

Here, you see the  use o f  the  word s o c i e t y  i n  the  p l u r a l .  The 
chu rch  i s  a p e r f e c t  s o c i e t y .  The re  a re  many s o c i e t i e s ,  one o f  
them b e in g  the  chu rch .  When we a n a ly s e  the  de b a te s  between the  
s c h o o ls  o f  s o c io l o g y  to da y  we s h a l l  f i n d  the  p a r t y  l i n e s  drawn 
v e r y  much on the  g round o f  p l u r a l  and s i n g u l a r .  L i b e r a l s ,  
c a t h o l i c s ,  P r o t e s t a n t s  w i l l  d e a l  w i t h  S o c ie t a s  and s o c i a l  
p rob lem s. The g r e a t ,  r a d i c a l  id e a  o f  S t .  S imon, Marx and Comte 
was to  e ra ze  the  p l u r a l  c o m p le t e ly  and t o  d e a l  w i t h  the  G re a t  
S o c ie t y ,  i n  w h ich ,  by im p l i c a t i o n ,  a l l  a s s o c i a t i o n s , /  - 2 6 -
g roup s .  d e n o m in a t io n s ,  c l a s s e s ,  n a t io n s  a re  s im p ly  p a r t s  o f  one 
who 1e .
In the O x fo rd  D i c t i o n a r y ,  the  l i b e r a l  v ie w  o n ly  i s  a d m it te d :  
guo te : " S o c ie t y  the  customs and o r g a n i s a t i o n  o f  a c i v i l i z e d
n a t i o n . "  As an example th e y  g iv e :  ” The p r o g re s s  o f  s o c i e t y  i s  an 
e v o lu t i o n .  O b v io u s ly  the  q u o t a t i o n  a l l o w s  the  o p p o s i t e  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  as w e l l .  The s o c i e t y  w h ich  i s  p r o g r e s s ,  may j u s t  
p ro g re s s  th rou gh  many n a t i o n a l  c i v i l i s a t i o n s ,  and th e r e b y  p rove  
i t s  s i n g u l a r .

The weakness o f  s o c i o l o g i c a l  m e thodo logy  s p r in g s  from the  
c o n fu s io n  about S i n g u l a r  and p l u r a l .  And I p e r s o n a l l y  p r e f e r  
Thomas Aqu inas  o r  Hobbes to  a l i b e r a l  s o c i o l o g y  t h a t  adds up 
C h in e se ,  H indoo . P e r u v ia n ,  A f r i c a n /  s o c i e t i e s  i n t o  one - 2 7 -
c o n c o c t io n .  But when a man t e l l s  me t h a t  th e  h o u r  has come where 
a l l  p a r t i a l  fo rms o f  human s o c i a l  l i f e  s h o u ld  be c o n s id e r e d  as 
e lem en ts  in  th e  one and s i n g l e  p a t t e r n  o f  th e  s o c i e t y  t h a t  
mankind tend s  t o  e s t a b l i s h ,  I l i s t e n  c a r e f u l l y .  A m e th o d ic a l  
s t a r t i n g  p o in t ,  a da te  i s  g i v e n  to  me from  w h ich  we may a r r i v e  a t  
c r i t e r i a  o f  s o c i a l  and a n t i s o c i a l .  And so ,  th e  s i n g u l a r  endows 
s c ie n c e  w i t h  the  power o f  n e g a t io n .  And w i t h o u t  n e g a t io n  no 
s c i e n t i f i c  a f f i r m a t i o n  i s  p o s s i b l e . /  - 2 8 -

Our l a s t  example i s  ta ke n  from  t h e o lo g y .  T h i s  r a t h e r  a r c h a i c  
example w i l l  h e lp  to  e l u c i d a t e  th e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  o u r  modern 
d i f f i c u l t i e s .

I t  i s  the  o l d e s t ,  and i t  i s  th e  o n ly  one, as we s h a l l  s ee ,  
where the p rob lem  has been l i v e d  th ro u gh  c o m p le t e ly  and
c o n s c io u s ly  t i l l  a r e a l  s o l u t i o n  was found . As we see  i t  now, 
t h i s  s o l u t i o n  to o k  two thou sand  y e a r s  t o ' f i n d ,  from  the  days  o f  
Homer and Mose t o  th e  9 and 10 th  c e n tu r y  o f  o u r  e r a .  Some o f  i t  
i s  n a r r a t e d  in  th e  f a s c i n a t i n g  vo lum es o f  Neumark P h i lo s o p h y  o f  
the  Je w is h  M id d le  Ages w h ich  i s  i n  f a c t  a c o m p e ra t iv e  h i s t o r y  o f  
G reek and Hebrew id e a s  abou t th e  one and th e  many. H is
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  P l a t o ,  e s p e c i a l l y  o f  P a rm en id e s ,  as t o /  - 2 9 -  
the one and the  many, re ad  l i k e  a drama. U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  Neumark 
le a ve s  o f f  where the  s o l u t i o n  was found , and i s  t h e r e f o r e  
in c o m p le te .  »

Neumark, n e v e r t h e le s s ,  su cceeded  t o  p rove  t h a t  P l a t o ' s  
p l u r a l i t y  o f  id e a s  and the  Hebrew p r o p h e t ' s  p rob lem  o f  th e  
a n g e ls ,  as p a r t i c u l a r l y  i l l u s t r a t e d  by E z e c h i e l ,  c o in c id e d !  Bo th  
w ished  t o  r e c o n c i l e  th e  r i c h  u n f o ld i n g  o f  th e  v a r i o u s  q u a l i t i e s  
>h; o f  r e a l i £ i § §  w i fjj § i h g u i u f  k§ri 1 i i y



We w i l l  le a ve  a s id e  t h i s  i s s u e  o f  the p l u r a l  o f  id e a s  and 
a n g e ls ,  and c o n c e n t r a t e  on the  main t h in g :  monothe ism . I w is h  to  
r e c a l l  to  you . b i ' i e f l y /  as the  g r e a t  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  m a n k in d 1s-30~ 
t h i n k i n g ,  i n  t h i s  m a t te r ,  the  b a t t l e  between p o ly th e is m ,  
monotheism and hen ism  as a r e a l  m en ta l b a t t l e .  The f a c t  t h a t  t h i s  
d ilemma i s  l i v e d  by the  Jews w i t h  tremendous p a s s i b i l i t y ,  by 
Is lam  and C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  s h o u ld  no t o b s cu re  the  fu n d a m e n ta l ly  
s c i e n t i f i c  p ro c e s s  t h a t  makes ou t th e  e v o lu t i o n  o f  t h e o lo g y  as a 
method o f  th ou g h t .

Though i t  i s  w e l l  known, th e  f a c t  i s  l i t t l e  u t i l i s e d ,  t h a t  
the o ld e s t  name the  Jews th ough t  f i t  t o  use f o r  th e  One God th e y  
d i s c o v e r e d  in  a l l  the  myths o f  th e  h ea then , was a P l u r a l ,  E lo h im .  
T h i s  means the  Sum o f  a l l  th e  Gods, God o f  Gods. And when th e y  
s t a r t e d  c o n s c io u s l y  on t h e i r  h i s t o r i c a l  c a l l i n g  o f  f i g h t i n g  the  
m y th , /  th ey  chose a name t h a t  was no t  so  much opposed to  - 3 1 -
the  B a b y lo n ia n  o r  E g y p t ia n  P o ly t h e is m ,  as i t s  v e r y  summation. 
Ve ry  soon, w i t h  the  p r e s s u r e  o f  many d i f f e r e n t  t r i b a l  r e l i g i o n s  
upon them, to  t h i s  summary o f  one p o l y t h e i s t i c  t o t a l i t y  t h e r e  was 
added a. second name, t h a t  e x p r e s s e d - in s t e a d  o f  a summation o f  a l l  
the  d e i t i e s  o f  one sy s tem , the  summation o f  a l l  th e  t r i b a l  Gods 
o f  d i f f e r e n t  sy s tem s . As f a r  as th e  e x p e r t s  seem a b le  to
a s c e r t a i n ,  t h i s  was th e  r o l e  o f  th e  name E ls c h a d d a y .  I t  p r o b a b ly  
means the  God who i s t  th e  same h e re  and t h e r e ,  i n  E g y p t ,  Canaan 
and A s s y r i a .  T h i s ,  to o  i s  a name w h ich  i s  d o u b le  f a c e d .  I t
opposes the  p l u r a l  o f  Gods who/ a re  l o c a l  o r  r e g i o n a l  Gods. - 3 2 -  
Those a re  e i t h e r  h e re  o r  t h e r e  where t h e i r  tem p le  f i x e s  and 
f o r c e s  them. E l  Schadday  i s  e v e r y w h e re . However, i t  s t i l l  i s  a 
d i a l e c t i c a l  te rm , the  n e g a t io n  o f  l o c a l  gods , as  E lo h im  i s  
n e g a t in g  the  s i n g u l a r  e x i s t e n c e  o f  th e  many powers o f  God. In  
E lo h im  and Schadday, th e  f i g h t i n g  b a t t l e  f r o n t  i s  k e p t  a l i v e ,  by 
r e t a i n i n g  the  pagan id e a  i n  the  fo rm  o f  n e g a t io n .  A t h i r d  s ta g e
was reached  in  the  name o f  J a h ve .  What k in d  o f  word i s  Jah ve?
Jahve  i s  the  God who c a r r i e s  ou t what he p ro m ised ,  o r  who s h a l l  
be. i s  and ha^ been. I t  i s  w e l l  t o  lo o k  up/ the  p ro p h e t s  - 3 3 -  
th a t  r e v e l  in  h i s  e x p la n a t i o n  when the  name was r e l a t i v e l y  new. 
P a r t i c u l a r l y  c l e a r  i s  D e u t e r o j e s a j a ‘ s d e f i n i t i o n :  I am he; I am 
the f i r s t  and the  l a s t  (48 ,12) o r  i n  c h a p t e r  41 I th e  L o rd ,  the  
f i r s t  and w i t h  the  l a s t ,  I am h e . The words t h a t  l a t e r  became I 
am the  A lp ha  and Omega.

The l o g i c a l  p r o c e s s  th en  was t h a t  as '. ' in  E l  Schadday  i d e n t i t y  
th rough  space  was e x p re s s e d ,  i n  Jah ve  i d e n t i t y  -th rough t im e  found  
a f i r s t  e x p r e s s io n .  T h i s  i s  s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  th e  f i r s t  p h i lo s o p h y  
o f  i d e n t i t y ,  the  f i r s t  a t te m p t  o f  c a r r y ( i n g )  th e  id e a  o f  one 
u n iv e r s e  t o  i t s  l i m i t s .

Now i t  d e s e r v e s  ou r  a t t e n t i o n  t h a t  a l l  t h e s e  name(s) a re  
p o le m ic a l .  O b v io u s ly ,  a t e m p ta t io n  i s  im p l i e d  f o r  s e p a r a t i n g  th e  
f i r s t /  d i v i n e  agent and the  l a s t ,  th e  God h e re  and th e  God - 3 4 -  
t h e r e .  The B i b l e  i s  no t a dog m a t ic  s t a te m e n t .  I t  i s  r e a l l y  and 
s im p ly  th e  l i f e  o f  th e  id e a  o f  a s i n g u l a r  th ro u g h  a l l  i t s  tem p ta ­
t i o n s ,  the  b a t t l e  o f  th e  l i v i n g  god a g a in s t  th e  many. In  th e  book 
o f  Judges  11 ,24  a c e r t a i n  god Chamosh o f  Ammon i s  m en t ion ed . More 
than  one P sa lm  speak s  o f  gods i n  th e  p l u r a l .  And as I s a i d  
b e f o r e ,  in  the  l a t e r  p arts  o f  the B i b l e ,  the l a s t i n g  i n te r e s t  o f  
m an 's  h e a r t  in  id e a s  1 ik e  j u s t i c e ,  t r u t h ,  m ercy , im p e r i l e d  pu re



monotheism a g a in  and a g a in  by a d m i t t in g  e t e r n a l  a n g e ls  as 
s u b s t i t u t e s  o f  the  o ld  g o d s . /  35 -

S in c e  a v e r y  s e r io u s  a s p e c t  o f  r e a l i t y  i s  p r o t e c t e d  by the  
p l u r a l ,  „Jew ish monotheism  d i d  no t  p r o s e l y t i z e  the  w o r ld  as the  
Jews e xpec ted  and e xp e c t  i t  w ou ld  i n  the  end. F o r  th e  o u te r  
w o r ld ,  the  J e w is h  monothe ism  appea red  more o r  l e s s  as Henism. Any 
mere s i n g u l a r  i s  s l a t e d  f o r  t h i s  d e g e n e ra t io n .  How does su ch  
decay  happen? The concep t  Jahve  as  we saw b e fo r e  was d i a l e c t i c a l  
in  o r i g i n .  At the  end o f  the  J e w is h  e ra ,  t h i s  r a d i c a l l y  s p i r i t u a l  
concep t was deg raded  in t o  the  te t ra g ra m m a to n . The f o u r  l e t t e r s  
w h ich  nobody was a l lo w e d  to  pronounce  e x cep t  th e  H ig h p r i e s t  i n  
the s a n c tu a r y ,  became a mag ic  charm, an i s o l a t e d ,  u n r e la t e d  sound 
o f  awe and w i t c h c r a f t . /The Cabba la  and m ed ie va l s u p e r s t i t i o n  - 3 6 -  
are- f i l l e d  w i t h  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  th e  m y s te r io u s  te trag ram m aton  t o  
s o r c e r y  w h ich  f o r  s i m i l a r  re a so n  was c a l l e d  grammary. To me, t h i s  
d e p r a v a t io n  i s  no t i n c i d e n t a l .  When Jahve  ceased  t o  be a S i n g u l a r  
f i g h t i n g  a P l u r a l ,  he became i n e f f i c i e n t  as a m en ta l power o f  
e xp a n s io n ,  as a s p i r i t u a l  f o r c e  f o r  the  w o r ld .  Two ways were 
open: One was t o  r e t a i n  the  v i c t o r y ,  and to  p r e s e r v e  i t ,  so  to  
speak , immune a g a in s t  th e  germs o f  i n f e c t i o u s  new l i f e ,  i n  a 
s t a t e  o f  p a s t e u r i s a t i o n .  I s la m  d id  t h i s  by s t e r i l i s i n g  the  n o t io n  
o f /  the  D i v i n i t y .  I s la m  i s  a second  r a t e  r e l i g i o n  f o r  t h a t  - 3 7 -  
reason  . t h a t  i t  has i n h e r i t e d  a r e s u l t  o f  p r e v io u s  s p i r i t u a l  
b a t t l e s  w h ich  i t  must r e p e a t  p e r p e t u a l l y ,  w i t h o u t  th e  c a p a c i t y  o f  
grow th o r  i n c r e a s e .  A l l a h  i s  A l l a h ,  God i s  God i s  the  f i n a l  
s i n g u l a r .  And i t  i s  t r u e ,  A e q u a ls  A. A i s  A. L o g i c a l l y  t h i s  i s  
v e ry  s a t i s f a c t o r y .  A x i o l o g i c a l l y  and as a w o rk in g  h y p o t h e s i s  f o r  
a movement o f  the  S p i r i t  th ro u gh  the  c e n t u r i e s  God is ,  God does 
not work. The S t a t e  i s  the S t a t e ,  N a tu re  i s  N a tu re ,  w ou ld  no t  
work e i t h e r .  I t h in k ,  i t  i s  open t o  r a t i o n a l  and s c i e n t i f i c  p r o o f  
th a t  I s lam  c a s t r a t e d  i t s  power f o r  i n t e r n a l /  g row th  by - 3 8 -
g i v i n g  up the  in n e r  d i a l e c t i c a l  p r o c e s s  between s i n g u l a r  and 
o 1u r a 1.

The p e t r e f a c t i o n s  o f  M ono the ism  i n t o  Hen ism  o f  a m ag ic  name, 
the s t e r i l i s a t i o n  o f  monothe ism  by th e  t a u t o lo g y  o f  A e q u a ls  A, 
show the  ad ven tu ro u s  c h a r a c t e r  o f  human th o u g h t .  I t  i s  easy  to  
s l i p  f o r  us a l l .

What was the  s c i e n t i f i c  o r  dynam ic  way ou t o f  t h i s  d i lem m a, 
the r o y a l  way between p e t r i f a c t i o n  and s t e r i l i s a t i o n ?  W e l l ,  th é  
a r c h  was v a u l t e d  between the  d i a l e c t i c a l  r e s u l t  and th e  p e r p e t u a l  
o r i g i n  o f  the  c o n c e p t io n  God. God i s  th e  f i r s t  and th e  l a s t :  
.Jahve. However He i s  i n  o u r /  m id s t  t o o ,  and t h a t  g i v e s  r i s e  - 3 9 -  
to  t h in k in g ,  c o n c e iv in g ,  and b e l i e v i n g  h im  as in c a r n a t e d  from  
g e n e r a t io n  to  g e n e r a t io n .  J a h ve ,  E lo h im  were r e s u l t s  o f  many 
e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  many g e n e r a t io n s .  B e in g  r e s u l t s ,  th e y  were c o r r e c t  
bu t no lo n g e r  e n co u ra g in g  r e s e a r c h .  Was i t  no t  p o s s i b l e ,  t o  b e g in  
the  p ro c e s s  a l l  o v e r  a g a in ? /  The M ind  i n  p ro c e s s  i s  much - 3 9 a -
rnore v i t a l  t o  mank ind than  any m e re ly  l o g i c a l  s t a te m e n t .  The
S in g u la r  t h a t  had sw a l low ed  up a l l  th e  p l u r a l s  in v o lv e d  i n  th e  
p ro c e s s  as t h e i r  a x i o l o g i c a l  Maximum. The God o f  Gods, th en ,
c o u ld  not rem a in  the  l a s t  word . I t  had t o  le a d  on t o  a
c o m b in a t io n  w i t h  t h a t  i g n i t i o n  by w h ich  th e  w ho le  p r o c e s s  o f  
I W c h lb t f  from p h i r a  \ t o  the  s i n g u l a r  o r i g i n a t e s .  B e fo r e  th e  many 
gods co m p e l le d  man to  d i s c o v e r  god, t h e r e  was the  f i r s t  t h e s i s .
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t h e f i r s t  f a c t  o f  "a God". A God and the  God had t o  be combined 
to  save the  r e s u l t  Jah ve ,  God as n o th in g  bu t a S i n g u la r ,  from 
becoming v a lu e l e s s .  As a w o rk in g  h y p o th e s i s  the  co n ce p t  o f  1 t h e 1 
One God had to  p rove  i t s  power o f  r e c e i v i n g  i n t o  i t s e l f  any one 
God. C h r i s t i a n i t y  to o k  up the  J e w is h  p rob lem  and c o n c e iv e d  such  a 
s y n t h e s i s  between the  a c co m p l is h e d  r e s u l t /  'God e q u a ls  a l l  - 4 0 -  
Gods' and m an 's d i s c o v e r y  o f  a God as the  p e rp e tu a l  o r i g i n  o f  the  
who le p e d ig re e  o f  d e i t i e s .  The t r i u n i t y  o f  the  a p o s t o l i c  c re ed  i s  
the f i r s t  s o l u t i o n  o f  t h i s  p rob lem . Here we have the  f i r s t  
in s t a n c e ,  in  w h ich  the  p e rp e tu a l  p rob lem  o f  s c i e n t i f i c  r e s e a r c h  
i t s e l f  was t a c k l e d  and s o lv e d .  F o r  the  p e r p e t u a l  r e p e t i t i v e  
p ro ce ss  o f  human t h i n k i n g  was o v e r ta k e n  i n  a c t i o n  and fo rm u la te d .  
Wien the r e s u l t  th e  c r e a t i o n ,  Jahve  and the  o r i g i n ,  th e  God 
l i v i n g  in  J e su s  were b rough t t o g e t h e r  in  a s y n t h e s i s ,  t h i s  
s y n t h e s i s  c o n c e iv e s  o f  s i n g u l a r  p lu s  p l u r a l  as u n i t e d .  T h i s  i s  
l i t t é r a l l y  a s y n t h e s i s  to  th e  sq u a re .  I c a n ' t  go i n t o  d e t a i l s  
t o n ig h t .  I w ish  to  sa y  o n ly ,  t h a t  t h i s  s y n t h e s i s  was com p le ted— 
not b e fo re  the  end o f  the  f i r s t /  m i l l e n n iu m  o f  o u r  e r a .  F o r  - 4 1 -  
the r e l a t i o n s h i p  between the  r e s u l t  o f  a l l  p r e v io u s  e x p e r ie n c e  
and the  new i g n i t i o n  so  to  speak  was a t t a c k e d  by th e  g n o s t i c s .  
F i n a l l y  the  p e rp e tu a l  p ro c e s s  s e t  in  m o t io n  between th e
a c com p l is h e d  s y n t h e s i s ,  and the  new ly  o r i g i n a t i n g  t h e s i s ,  between 
Jahve . E lo h im . E l Schadday, th e  f i r s t  and the  l a s t ,  and the  
p a s s ib l e ,  the  s u f f e r i n g  m a r t y r  o r  w i t n e s s  in  any g i v e n  moment o f  
t im e .  found e x p r e s s io n  in  th e  fo rm u la  t h a t  makes human
i n s p i r a t i o n  a p ro c e s s  t h a t  i s  r e p e t i t i v e  and r e g e n e r a t i v e ,  o ld  
and new bo th :  I am a l l u d i n g  he re  t o  the  d e f i n i t e  a d d i t i o n  o f
f i l i o q u e  in  the  n in t h  c e n t u r y .t o  t h e •d e f i n i t i o n  o f  th e  S p i r i t .  
A c c o rd in g  t o  t h i s  u l t im a t e  s o l u t i o n ,  o u r  m en ta l p r o c e s s e s  p ro ceed  
l a w f u l l y  from c r e a t i o n  and y e t  a re  a new r e v e l a t i o n .  The S p i r i t  
p ro ceeds  from  the  F a t h e r  and th e  Son.

These d e t a i l s  must not t u r n  o u r  a t t e n t i o n  from  th e  f a c t  t h a t  
here  f o r  the  f i r s t /  t im e  in  the  h i s t o r y  o f  s c i e n c e ,  we see - 4 2 -  
the p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  com prehend ing  s i n g u l a r  and p l u r a l  i n  a h ig h e r  
u n i t y  and th e re b y  s u r p a s s in g  the  tem po ra l u s e f u l l n e s s  o f  e i t h e r  
s i n g u l a r  o r  p l u r a l . /  When a c e n tu r y  ago U n i t a r i a n i s m  sough t  - 4 3 -  
a compromise between C h r i s t i a n i t y  and n a t u r a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  i t  
t r i e d  to  h e lp  in  b u i l d i n g  up th e  s i n g u l a r  N a tu re ,  however i t  
d e s t r o y e d  the one s a fe g u a rd  o f  r e l i g i o n  a g a in s t  p o ly t h e is m .  
Today/ P o ly t h e is m  i s  a round  th e  c o r n e r .  When B r ig h tm a n  spoke - 4 4 -  
about h i s  e m p i r i c a l  god in  Cam br idge , I im m e d ia l t e l y  tu rn e d  to  
Thomas w i t h  the  q u e s t io n :  How does he know abou t one God? 
E m p i r i c a l l y  we d o n ' t  know any God e x c e p t  o u r  own. T h i s  i s  j u s t  
the t r o u b le .  Any God l im i t e d  by o u r  p e r s o n a l  e m p i r i c i s m  i s  one 
God among the  many. Of c o u rse  B r ig h tm an  s im p ly  l i v e s  on th e  f a c t  
o f  the Je w is h  and C h r i s t i a n  t r a d i t i o n  when he does n o t  d i s c u s s  
the S in g u la r  -  P l u r a l  i s s u e .  He i s  no t  r e a l l y  s e l f - s u p p o r t i n g  i n  
t h i s  m a t te r .  And I d o n ' t  b lame h im . W r ig h t  i s  d o in g  the  same in  
d e fe n d in g  a God who d id  n o t  c r e a t e  the  w o r ld .  I t h i n k  t h i s  i s  a l l  
to  the  good. P o ly t h e is m  s e r v e s  the  pu rpo se  o f  s e t t i n g  f r e e  
e n e rg ie s  in  the  f i e l d s  where the  f i g h t  i s  r a g in g  more f i e r c e l y .  
In N a tu r a l  and/ S o c i a l  S c ie n c e ,  the  p rob lem  i s  v i t a l .  The 
language o f  C h r i s t i a n  th e o lo g y  i a  d a a d , Our m enta l p ro c e s s e s  w i l l  
be c lo t h e d  in  new te rm s and a language  from  n a t u r a l  and s o c i a l



10
sources. However I believe that the trinitarian solution has 
actual validity and importance for all times. The achievements of 
theology are real scientific achievements, which have to be 
rediscovered by and within our modern sciences of nature and 
society. The monism of nature leads into sterile positivism in 
politics as well as in physics or biology. The monism of society 
leads into dictator/ship. Positivism and Communism are the' -46- 
abuses of a wrong singular which is turned from a result into an 
idée fixe, a Henism. Pluralism of many natures or many societies 
defeats its own ends which are unity.

Let me end here by drawing the following conclusions./ -47- 
Polytheism, then, with Brightman’s empiricism, is around the 
'cörner, and in our own midst, Wright is paving the road for the 
same revival. I think it is all to the good. I do not believe 
that the real fight is raging today on the theological 
batt1efront. I believe that the trinitarian solution has actual 
importance today in our problems about nature and society. ’ Thé 
language of theology is dead. Its solutions, however, have to be 
rediscovered by the natural and social sciences, for the singular 
Nature and the singular Society. Both singulars are results.

The alternative of singular and’plural is the history of 
science itself. Neither the singular nor the plural alone is able 
to become universal for all. The singular tends to turn into an 
appellative name and herewith/ it is in danger of losing its -48- 
universal charracter. A Name might be invalidated by the stubborn 
resistance of those who hear the name from the outside, as the 
Gentiles from the Jews. A plural has an accidental character and 
therefore every science tries to replace it by a singular.

The Singular and the Plural both are logically valuable 
categories, correcting each other, and even presupposing each 
other. The Christian dogma, in trying to keep the values of'both 
singular and plural in a synthesis, was not wrong. The Fathers 
showed full insight into the spiritual process of human thought.
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