(iddress given by the Heverend Theodore #,.
fesburghy Ce'ele, President of the Univerw
ity of dotre l'ame, at the conference baae
quet of the American Catholic Philosophie
cal Asscelation, dorris Inn, Hotre Dame,
Indianz, April 7, 1993)

It has been a distinct plessure to have the annusl meeting
of the Azericen . aihclic Philozophicel isscciation at tne tniveraity of Hotre
Vame this year. Phile a word of welcome usually meets you as you arrive, 1
de trust that our pleasure in having you here has been manifvsted in more than
philosophical ways since your arrival. To my tardiy words of official grecting
ey be joined a sincere parting wish that all of you will feel ever welcome to

come back zoom and to be at home with us always.

It seems most fitiing that lwur assoclation sheuld hold its
annual meeting &t a university, a2 place where all knowledge is taught. If
anything has characterised philosophers, it hias been the comprehensiveness of
thelr thourht, the range of subject matter to whlch they are commiited, and
the vast scope ol the problems for which they seek definitive solutions. It
is part cularly 7 tiing that imerican Catholie philesophers should seet at
totre Tame, for here you Mind an American Catholic University whose origin and
srewth is cnexplainable except by reference to the ablding and providential
care of Cur Lady, the seatl of wisdom. She indeed is truly the presiding officer

here. Her Tivine “on, ¥isdom Incarmate, reilgns here in twenty-nine chapels,
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as once He was at home in her arms at lasaretih, and ever in her heart of
hearts., Certainly, phllesophers, lovers of wisdom, cen leel eminently at

home i1a such company.

Frankly, & more 4if7icult problem for me at thip moment is
to fesl at hone with you., Presuming to address this group puts me in the
position of the wtmr' at the bar of justice, convicted en tluwee counts.
Por the Tirst, he was sentenced Lo serve Tifty years in the penitentiary; for
the secoad, Torty yesrs; for the third, thirty years. He looked meekly at the
Judee, after a bit of mental addition, and said, "Your Honor, 1'm afrsid I
cantt serve one hunired and twenty years.® “iell now,” answered the judge,
*just do the beat you can.” That is all I can promise this eminent group

tonight,

If T could be called a philesopher, it would probsbly be in
the zense that all men are philosophers. Aad yet, T would like to muse a bit

about philesophy, your phil
the field of education. Hy m&m may be written off as the sort of graciical

csophy, tonight, from my own present poscition in

considerations to be expected of & man inmersed in variegated details of urle

versity administrations. Howewe:, cven two philosephers as widely divergent
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as Arictotle and Yant agreed in thise that all philosephy is divided inte
the speculative and practical, the study ¢f what is, the nature and causes
of thinrs, and the study of what ousht Lo be, objects ¢f choice, ends and

mesng, in the conduetl of 1ife and social lnstitutionn.

I think we can all agree here upen what is philosophically,
although | vill make m peint for speculation that can ensnate rom a deeper
understanding of wheil has been mnd ls histerically. This is the only valid
‘eint of departure for coneidering whet ought te be in at least one social

ngtitution, the university.

I 2m noet golng to speak specifically about a philosophy
¢l educzticn - indeerd, this is s subject thet no ureat thinker ever thought
to vrite acout specifically, except in the rather receat paste Iut 14 does
ssen fundamental at this poiat Lo assume that there can be no walid philosophy

of educstion apart from the wmore basic consideration of philosophy as s whole.

The whole history of san's warying educationsl endeavors
is little mere than & reficction of the istellechual abtstory of wate This

nistcry hes been &n interesting, 17 strangely illo lcal, developments



2% the time of Plato and Aristotle, philosophy was
equsted with all knowledre. Even in the practicel order thea, it was
assumed that all would be well if phllosophers were zings and all kings
were philosopherss The coning of Christianity enlarged the field of knowledpe.
idlter the patristic period ol speculation upon the duta of revelation, we come
to these middle ages when theoloyy was preeninent and, tec a great extent, over-
shadored all other kinds of knowledre. “itness the repudiation of iristoile

pefore [t, Thomes, and the alarm occasioned by Jalileo.

age of knowledge that was bora with UVescartes and jucuste Comte. Jetapiyeics
have been replaced by mathematies and physlesm) a recent writer chanes age-
old moral standanrds on the besis of statisticel studies, and the grestest

scientist of our tiomes cennot be zure of the erxintence of lod.

11 this is nistory, aot speculation, tut we cun speculste
about ite Indeed, the philosopher must speculste sbout 1t, for he finds his
particular kiad of kucwiedge the furthest amay in histerical preeminence, end
ne {inds himself in what may meem to be an imposelble bargsining position in
the Tield of educetion. As the colloguial phrase pues, he is indeed "caught

in the middle.”
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The scientist today o fers the promise ant the increasing
reality of zaterial progress on earth. The theolepian st lesst cen pronise
the key to eternal salvaties in the next world. The philenopher seems faced
#ith the prospect of either mathematicisiag My philosophy after the pattern
of the lorical positivists, or mergins with tne theocloslens under the dublouse
ly respectable title of hanimald. Tven this latter alt&rnativa'has ity dige-
advantares, for theolery, no less ithan philesophy, has ever les= impact on the

elvecasional inet tutlons of our day.

%hould we not then roundly condemn what has taken place?
SZhoul? we wish that the order of man's iutelleclual history had been dilferent,
su thet he would have proyressed in a more orderly, losical fashion, say rom
scientific empirical knowledge, tc philosophical metaphyzical knonledge, to the
final acse of theolozical knowledse? ‘e, I think our speculation shoulsd besin
#1th what is, and attept to find some vealue in the situation, nome Yey to

what ouzht to be.

#isznt wve all be prateful et lesst for Lhiss that today we
are in a posiilon to make what &2 after the lashiion e what 2urnt 1o Eﬁf Plato

snd 4ristotle not only lacked ihe modern Jdeveleopnents of scientifie empirical
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knowledre, but ‘ivine revelsiion es well. “t. Themas 4 the valiant work

of reintegraling philosophy and theclogy in his day without losing the ﬁ@o
value of either sdiscipline. I3 not the challenge today an even grester one

o erdering theoclogy, philosophy, and science? e de little good in cone
demning the sclentlem o7 today when we have done po liitle to underatand its
true value in relation to phllosophy and theoloyye. Ve offer little hope for
acience and, indeed, the world, when we talk so much %o each cther about
erudite and recondite refiuements of peripheral metaphysical »reblens in a
lanzvaye that is as incomprehensible to the scientiszis as their wethematieal

forvwulee are 1o um,

Parneps, our speculation about thie state o7 alfairs can
e7en Tind some value in ‘he fact that shilosephere are in the middle, as the
sayine gres. 2 Tter all, this was the very expression used by Ht. Thomas in
Aacussing the prissthcod of Christ. 9y being in the alddle as the Cod-man,

e julned the two pensarated extremes: the all-holy God and sinful mankinde

Peraaps, 1t is providential todey that the philosophers are
in the middle - betmeen the two exirenes of human knowlodpe, eapiricsl and
theclerical. Fhilosophy is in the perfeet position ef the mediator, reaching

downward to sclence and upward to theelogye. Hut it must reachl
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txsing I trust you excuse me if T refer to what is. Tor
aore than a hundred yesrs, philosophy has been a requiresent o our Uatrolie
aniversity iralniug in this country. Following leo "Til's ‘ascusz Hneycllcsi,
scholastic philosephy has groen to preeminence. And yet, try te think of one
truly ocutstanding philosopher produced by us, oue who has had any appreciable
contact, even dirertive, with the growth of science. Try to think of amy
philosepher produced by us who has worked slfectively for the eatablishment
of zime realistic rapport betlween sclence snd philosephy, to deteraine the
*ine value aad renge of each dlscipline, or even to Tind any mutually benee

“1eial peason for sstablisting such & contacte

knd, to pugrest & field mure smenable to influsace, what
influence has Uathollic philosophy had upon the culture of our day by bringing
into foous in the realm of soclal philoacphy those clesr values of theological
xisdom which are alsc open to resson, though more easily snd clearly when

illunined by faithe

{ think we must adnli that the medlstion of phllosophy hus
been mcre possible than setuamle This sad Jact is e lected in tserican Lastie

tutions of higter educstion gpenereily, where scle.ve relons, viere smpiriciem
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alone is the approach to all knowledre, while philosophy and theclagt’, either

zet in line or wither,

Then we then think of what oucsht to e, | would hope Bo
peint at least t¢ our Ustholic institutions of hizler lesarnin:, but here, |
too, the vision is still on a far distant horigon. Te speak of interration
by philosophy and theolomy, and dream of architectinic arranpgements of the
various flelds of knowledpe under the egls of luristien wisdom, hut ol
ge entists and phileosophers and theolorians speak to each other infrequently,
sty then, 1 fear, mainly of mstlers like £35m weather, the cutcome of the
lz‘est srorting event, or of faculty rank snd salaries, Ta thwre no hope in
21l o thie, or is it perhaps the darknese =7ore the down? The ansuer,
vitinately, will have Lo cone from you philescshers, Tor yours is the diffi-

cult, yet challenycing, position of medietorships You are in the aiddle.
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