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! Cf. Thomas S. Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific Revolutions, Second Edition, Enlarged (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1970), pp 43 ff.
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? Max Scheler, “The Theory of the Three Facts”, in Max Scheler, Selected Philosophical Essays
(Evanston: Northwestern University Press, 1973), p. 239, “The goal of science is cognition of the
truth within quite definite limits. Specifying these limits is a special task of the theory of
scientific cognition which, in turn, presupposes the general theory of cognition.”

B (ST OSSN ) (ST ST 2 8 (2005 %)
pp. 1-20. Max Scheler, “Phenomenology and the Theory of Cognition”, in Max Scheler, Selected
Philosophical Essays (Evanston: Northwestern University Press, 1973), pp. 170, 174, 179.
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“Ibid.”, p. 240.

“Ibid.”, pp. 202-287.
“Ibid.”, p. 218.

“Ibid.”, pp. 219-220.
“Ibid.”, pp. 202, 218, 219.
“Ibid.”, p. 219.
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“Tbid.”, pp. 202, 220.
“Ibid.”

“Ibid.”

“Ibid.”, pp. 239-40.
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14 “Ibid.”, p. 225.

15 “Ibid.”, p. 240.

16 «“Ibid.”, p. 237.

17 «“Ibid.”, p. 241.

18 «bid.”

19 «bid.”

“Ibid.”, p. 242.

“Ibid.”, p. 224, 239-240, 276.
“Ibid.”, pp. 239-240.
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2 “Ibid.”, p. 240.
2 “Ibid.”, p. 231.

Cf. Bernard Lonergan, Understanding and Being (New York & Toronto: The Edwin Mellen
Press, 1980), p. 77.
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Scheler, “The Theory of the Three Facts”, p. 239.
“Ibid.”, pp. 237, 243.

“Ibid.”, pp. 239, 177.

“Ibid.”, p. 231.

“Ibid.”, p. 224.
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3! Bernard Lonergan, Insight: a Study of Human Understanding (New York: Philosophical Library,
1957), ch. 3,§4+5, §3.2.

3 Ibid.

3 “Ibid.”, p- 236, “We can say, therefore: (1) the phenomenological object is ‘self-given’; (2) the
object of natural intuition is symbolically given, but it ‘represents itself’; and (3) the object of
science is only symbolically intended and is represented by artificially established sign.”
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3 “Ibid.” p- 286, “A scientific fact is only the X which must be determined.”

36 “Ibid.”, p- 227, “Thus the first characteristic of scientific facts is that they are chiefly ‘states of
affairs’ and not qualities or things or events

37 “Ibid.”, p. 227, ... iti
affairs.”

it is essential that science does not make things and events into its direct and
immediate objects of inspection, but only constructs these as the requisite ‘bearers’ of states of
38 3 ”
Ibid.”, pp. 230, 282
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3 “Ibid.”, pp. 231, 239.

40 “Ibid.”, p. 282, “The concept of ‘acid’... cease to have any connection with ‘sour’, is an
example of this kind of gradual transformation of chemical concepts, ... Today the chemical
elements are so far from being definable in terms of sensory contents...”

4 “Ibid.”, pp. 239-240, “... still, not all states of affairs are ‘scientific facts” . Only these states of
affairs which can be grasped on the basis of the constitution of the scientific institution (whose
content changes in the course of history) are scientific facts.”
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2 “Ibid.”, p- 230, “In the natural perspective, we move from things to states of affairs; in the
scientific, we... proceed from states of affairs to things.”

B “Ibid.”, p. 238.

* Max Scheler, Problems of a Sociology of Knowledge (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1980),
pp- 80, 100, 105.

28-



A DB R 2 H R G R

1] AL é%%ﬁgﬂ;ﬁ“ CEBURLEER - &8 ) (Univocally) fiEg&f3% » 27421
P v @[a“,liifgbw\k&&fi%“ o PELE| ST - DR €I
~ IRV TEE o RIS IR AN R HI5 - A PR e T A
e

(Z) 2

R SIS TR  SRLRA R
( Scientific Insight) F/ MR 205 gy EJ?[ ¢ | (Insight into Scientific Facts) ¥ Fa»’i
N TRISE TR P R (T

i B[S AL e ?
I

o) K|S T,
< { DRSERIES Lﬁ%?ﬁh\
LR[S RL 1 e 2
P I e ;WA

I

Y) RIEE — s~ TR R B
{6) R~ R 1 ok

P R (A R

L i as il

,in,ggur%[éﬁ A > BIITEH P9 E AR B o R -
O

45 Scheler, “The Theory of the Three Facts”, p. 179.
* “Ibid.”, pp- 231-232, “They (scientific facts) are never themselves given in the present or ‘in

person’; what is given in them... is either simply a sign or a symbol for them, or contents which

stand as signs or symbols for them, although this does not mean that the facts disappear
completely. ...”

47 “Ibid.”, p. 229.
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8 Scheler, Sociology of Knowledge, pp. 80, 100, 105.

4 Max Scheler, Man’s Place in Nature. Trans. by Hans Meyerhoff (New York: Noonday Press,
1962), pp. 30, 40-50.

0 Ibid., p. 50, “Ideation, therefore, means to grasp the essential modes and formal structures of the
world through a single case only, independent of the number of observations and inductive
inferences which belong to intelligence. The knowledge so gained is then universally valid for all
possible cases of the same essential nature, ...”
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! Scheler, “The theory of the Three Facts”, p. 229, “Science should not be tied down to the
‘facts’of the natural world-view. ... the scientific fact is no more contained in the natural fact
than it is reducible to the contents of sensation, to sense-contents. ... the scientific fact represents
something new vis-a-vis the facts of simple perception. ...”

2 Scheler, Man’s Place in Nature, pp. 30, 45-50.
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53 Scheler, “The Theory of the Three Facts”, p- 229, “... science should explain the content and
existence of thls natural world-view with the help of its concepts, principles, and methods.”
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%6 Lonergan, Insight, pp. 19-25.

37 Scheler, Sociology of Knowledge, p. 76.
% Ibid., pp. 76, 80.

> Lonergan, Insight, p. 20.

5 1bid., pp. 21-23.
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62 “Ibid.”, p. 237, “For giving a ‘definition’ of a word in ordinary language is always a question of
analyzing a preexistent ‘meaning’, ... What we achieve with this sort of ‘natural definition’, as
we want to call it, is... always only a clearer insight into the limits of the range within which the
presupposed meaning legitimates the application of the sign bearing this meaning to the facts.”

3 “Ibid.”, pp. 237-238, “Scientific or technical definition... raises up totally new unities out of the
sphere of meaning, guiding only by the idea that the conjunction of states of affairs in one of
these new objects should be as expedient as possible. ... It constructs a unity of meaning on the
basis of the essential interconnections between object, being, thinghood, corporeal unity, etc., ...”

64 “Ibid.”, p. 237, “While the ‘facts’ of science are ‘states of affairs’, the bearers of these facts are
only symbolically meant objects. These objects contain a definite content only in virtue of
scientific definition. ‘Definition’, therefore, is in fact an indispensable constituent of the

‘scientific object’.”
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65 “Ibid.”, p, 237, “(Scientific) Definition does not find the object before it but ‘constructs’ it,
although it constructs it on the basis of facts or states of affairs which are combined into a unity
in the object. Thus, one should in fact say that the straight line or the circle of geometry, the
sulphur of chemistry etc., are, as objects of science, only ‘given’ through their definitions.”

66 :

Lonergan, Insight, p. 80.
7 Ibid., pp. 80-81.
o8 Scheler, “Phenomenology and the Theory of Cognition”, p. 197.
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Truth in Science — A Possible Response from Max

Scheler’s Theory of Truth to Thomas Kuhn’s Theory of
Scientific Revolution

Kwan, Carlo Wing-Chung

Abstract:E ven though Max Scheler (1874-1928) dies prematurely
before he can confront Thomas Kuhn (1922-1996) in the latter’s position
concerning the idea of incommensurability within the history of
scientific revolution, nevertheless, Scheler’s reflection on scientific
knowledge as well as on truth may be sufficient enough to give an

adequate response to Kuhn to appease his doubt about the relativity of
scientific truth.

Key Words: Science, Truth, Relativity, Absoluteness,
Incommensurability
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