CbapterX : Contextualism
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§1. The contextualistic root metaphor.—When we come
to contextualism, we pass from an analytical into a syn-
thetic type of theory. It is characteristic of the synthetic
theories that their root metaphors cannot satisfactorily be
denoted even to a first approximation by well-known com-

‘1((0 “""’\ ('Q mon-sense concepts such as snm]arLy, the artifact, or the -
1’00'\' M#chme. We are too likely to be misunderstood at the
start, even though the basic synthetic concepts do originate
~ in common sense or are, at least, discoverable there. The
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best term out of common sense to suggest the point of origin

Cﬁu{ o {': of contextualism is probably the historic event. And this
. .= weshall accordingly call the root metaphor of this theory.
Hf‘ﬁuhﬁ By,.hggtgﬁr;q,,gxent,,}however, the contextualist does not
Cven mean primarily a past event, one that is, so to speak, dead
and has to be exhumed. aHe means the;eyentalive i An’jts’s
'w“p"resént. What we ordinarily mean by hlstory, he « says, is
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an attefnpt to re-presens events, to make them in some way
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ahve again. The real historic event, the event in its actu-
ahty, is when it is going on now, the dynamlc dramatic
active event. We may call it an ¢ act& if we like, and if
U/ we take care of our use of the term. But it is not an act con-
i‘\ A+ ceived as alone or cut oﬁ that we mean; it. ls an act in and
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To gwe instances of this root metaphor in our language
with the minimum risk of misunderstanding, we should ,
use only verbs. It is doing, and enduring, and enjoying: W(J’/
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making a boat, running a race, laughing at a joke, per-

suading an assembly, unraveling a mystery, solving a

problem, removing an obstacle, exploring a country, com-

municating with a friend, creating a poem, re-creating a

poem. These@cts or @us are all intrinsically complex, (¢w }.)U{

composed of interconnected activities with contmuously W‘éﬂfﬁé

changing patterns. They are like incidents in the plot

ILIE.Lor drama. They are hterally the incidents of hfe A (4 K&-ik
" The contextualist finds that everything in the world con- U’- i_

sists of such incidents. When we catch the idea, it seems K 5

very obvious. For this reason, it is sometimes easy to con-
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fuse the historic event of . ggntextuahsm with common-

sense fact, and some contextualists have encouraged the

confusion. But there are lots of things in common sense A, §ubyf

that are not events. Common sense is full of animistic, Gr.r.)

formistic, and mechanistic substances. But contextualism
%_llqlc_lvg_t_;ght to.the changing present event. This event itsel,

once we note i, is obvious enough, but the tightness of the

contextualists’ hold upon it is not usual. It is this hold

that makes contextualism a distinctive phllosophic atti-
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tide and a world theory For the tightness of this grip is
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* Obtained through the set of categories derivative from the
historic event as a root metaphor.y

g clee

S RS
‘ ::'\_. o0 l‘]ll




