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PART I: CRITICAL ANALYSIS AND PRESENTATION OF DOOYEWEERD'S THOUGHT
AS IT I3 RELATED TQ THE IDEA OF RELIGIOUS TRANSCENDENCE

CHAPTER 1
PRELIMINARY CORSIDERATIONS
1. Introduction: My Fersonal Development,

In this introduction I feel it is important to show how ay person-
al develcpment in respect to Dooyeweerd's writings has changad, because
it will enable the reader to get the true senae and intention of the
mathod and scope of the dissertation, and also that the reader might
put the more zevere criticisms in the dissertation in their proper per-
spactive,

This dissertation is the culminstion of ten years of more or lesa
intensive study of the Philosophy of the Lev Idea.l I began by specif-
lcally studying Dooyeweserd, but I slowly Lrenched out into the publics-
tions of his school as a whole and then returned again to hia worke,

In my master's dissertation, The Supra-T ral Selfhood in the Philos-
ophy of Herman Dooyeweerd, my focus was the interreleated worklngs of

the system in their relations to the supra-temporal concentration point.
My dealings with the philosophy and the schocl of Dooyewserd were crit-
ical and unsympathetic at that time, As I tried to bring resl critique
on Dooyewserd's conception of the supra-temporality of the heart, I

found wyself involved in problems which needed far grester critical atten-

1. H, Dooyeweerd, "Het cecumenisch-reformatorisch grond-motief,”
Phil, Ref., XXXE (1966}, p. 14, Dooyeweerd here indicates that he
would rather have the philosophy thought of as a (hrlstian transcen-
dental philosophy than as the philosophy of the wetsidees.

2, P, Steen, The Supra-Temporal Selfhood in the Philosophy of Herman
Deooyeweerd ZPh.tladolphiu Unpublished macter's dissertation for

Westminster Theological Sesinary, 1961).




2
tion. I then went on to develop a serles of studies on varlous other
facets of Dooyeweerd's systam. For clerification and development of
these studies I was driven to consult other key meabers of this school,
namely, K. J. Popwa, D. H, Th. Vollenhoven, and J. P. i, Mekkes. The
more I involved wyself In these men, the mors I realized, on the one
hand, that these men shared some of my criticisms of Docyewserd's sys-
tematice and, on the other hand, how mach I waa in the grip of the nature-
grace ground-motive (to use Dooyweerd's wvay of stating it). This grad-
ual swarensss of my own synthesis meant a change in my outlook on Daoye-
wesrd, I became increasingly oritical of myself in terms of Dooyeweerd
and his school. The resl importance of Dooyewesrd and his school sppear-
od to me as I slowly divested myself from some of this synthesis, At the
saae time the lncresasing importance of this school for Reformed theology
became my burden. At that point, I was criticiring Reformed theology
from the point of view of the school rather than vice-verss, The ra;t
that Popms, Vollenhaoven, and 5. U. Zoidema desl s littls more explioit-
1y with theology and Scripturs also helped to satisfy my objections a-
gainst Dooyeweord. These objections came cut of elassical, conservative,
Reformed theology, which being deep in synthesis, stands suspiciocusly
against philosophy and its influence on theology. It is particularly
thess men and thelr works that enabled me to meve toward the real reform-
atlonal importance of Dooyeweerd. As & result of this, I felt I ocould
continue developing the points of disagreement I felt with Ddoyeweerd,
only now under the guldance of these other publications of ths school.

In recent years there has besn increasing debate over internal problems

within the school snd this has snabled me to be more specific in my

objections. From the beginning I had been taught how the thinking of
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Dooysweerd hangs together. My own experience of thias in studying him
has made my critique of him more difficult, especially as I ceme to
appraciate mores and mors of hls asystem. is I delved more deeply, my
oofigern became to hold on to more and more of the thought of Dooyewserd,
with the result that now I am able to make a provisional step as to the
nature of the problea in Dooyewserd and to delineate its limits more
precisely.

An lmportant facet of the problams to be dealt with in this dle-
sertation is that they are the same problems which are luwportant in Re-
formed theology. The Wijsbegeerts der Wetsides has not been very snc-
cessful in bringing 1ts reformstions]l thinking to bear on the Reformed
theological community because to a grest sxtent there remains a lack of
clarity on certain point-shuit.hin the school itself, The double purpose
of thia dissertation then, is to bring clarity to these problems in
Dooyeweerd, aml at the same time, to point out some new directions for
Reformed theclogy.

In order to do justice to Docyeweerd's thought I soquired, with
Just a few exceptions, all his works, including his legal works., I
started tracing his development as & whole and especially focused on
the development of those aress which wers of real critical concern to
we. This type of genetic, historical study has yielded interesting
mothodological considerationz for the study of Dooyewesrd, and has an-
milled many of my initial objections, Also, I can specify my criticlims
and perhapa be of some bensfit to the school of Calvinistic philosophy
as well es to many Reformed theclogians who do not consider themselves
close to the school., In critleiszing Dooyewserd I will iry as much as

poseible to use the material brought against him by other key figures
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in the school, My contribution, I hope, will be & pulling together of
many of the critical statements of others into a eritical picture which
will bring some clarity Lo key points. It might be sald thet lack of
sgresmsnt and clarity on these points not only stifles progress in re-

spect to theclogy but also threatens the school ae & school of philosophy.

2, The Problem,

Anyone who has a thorongh knowledge of the large corpus of Dooy-
ewesrd's writings on law and genersl philosophy cannot help but notles
the importance given to the idea of the irchimedesn point or concentra-
tilon point. The problem which will concern us in this dissertation %is
that Dooyewesrd constantly stresass that this concentration péint has -
a tims-transcending or boventijdell ik charscter.3 To put 1t more strong-
1y, it 15 not even to be found within the temporal horiszon. Immsnence
philosophy can be charscterized as that philosophy which makes that
which 1s within the temporal horizon into its hypostatized concentra-
tion point.“ The concentration point for Dooyeweerd is more than the
individual supra-tesporal humsn heart, but it is to be found in Christ
as tha.nuw root of the reborn human race in which our individual heart
participates,

The problem then centers around the notion of supra~-temporality as
Dooyewserd uses it. Supra-temporality is ascribed to religion. It
is Dooyoweerd's ldea of religion u; a supra-tesporsl sphere that seems
to bring out the problem in the clearest way., As one goes deeper into
the matter one sees lmwediately that this is interwoven with the nature

3. H. Docyeweerd, "Het dilesma wvoor het Christelilk vijsgeerig denken,"
Phil, Ref., I (1935), p. 77ff. In this first article in the Phi]l.
Ref, he stresses this as that which distinguishes the Calwinistic
position from immanence thinking in a1l its forms. This emphasis
is worked out atill more clearly in hiz second article, "Het tijde-
probleem en zijn antinomiesn cp het immanentiestandpunt,"” Phil,
Ref,, I (1935}, pp. 65-66.

k. H. Dooyswesrd, i New Critiqus of Thecretical Thought, Vol, I.
{(Philadelphias The Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing Co., 1953),
PP. 13-1%. Here the following definition of immanence pbilosophy
is given, "In the widest sense all philosophy that seeks ite
Archimedean point in philoscphle thought itself...."




of time as a brekingswet, the transcendental direction of time, the
nature of created reallty as mesaning or creaturely dependence, his

idea of cresation as s mupra-temporal act, and the transcendental cri-
tique with its idea of inter-modal synthexls, The idea of created supra-
temporality is tled to the Archimedean peint in many ways, and this
Archimedean point is the key ldea in the systea.

The term boventijdelijk is not reslly acceptable any longer to
Dooyeweerd., He would prefer to use the term "transcendence." This
change in hix terminclogy sc late in his career, after he has employed
1t in o]l hias writings in a central way, indicates the profound criti-
cimm, and from his point of view, misunderstanding which has arisen
in relation to this term and to the complax of idess involved.’ Al-
though he has chenged the terminclogy he is by no means willing to change
the ideas which the term dow:at'.os.6 If thers had been & redical change
in his thinking on this point this dissertation would have lost its
Jastificatlon, That there 1s sufficlent justificetion for writing a
dissertation on this point can be seen from the amount of criticism
in respect to this point. This eriticism will be taken up in detail
in & later section, For now I will Just mention a fw.instmces. Je
M, Spler in Tijd en Eevwigheld sseks to revise Dooyeweerd's ides of
time &5 & Tefraction law (brekingswet) and substitute a religious time
for Dooyewssrd's idea of religion as a smipre-temporal sphere of religion.

5, H. Dooyeweerd, "Van Peursen's critische vragen...," Phil, Ref.,
v (1960), p. 137. Here he muggests that perhaps the term
boventl jdeld jkheid should be abandened,

6. In a personsl interview with Dooysweerd it became very clear to me
that by substituting the term "religlous transcendence” for supra-
temporality he had by no means changed the whole structure to
which the former term applied. By Dooyeweerd's own admission
there was no need for changing what the term signified since that
vas too central.
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K. J. Popma throughout all his writings exercises critique and clarifi-
cation on the notion of religion, and has verious criticimm of supra-
temporality especially in Iﬂvmsbosdlm;.? One of the moat important
critiques is the redical and revisionary oritique of Vollenhovon.s To
these thrse can be added many comments by varlous writers testifying
to dismay, mystification and lack of understanding as to Dooyeweerd's
ides of supra-temporality as he applies it to religion, the heart, eta.
In personal conversation with van Riessen and Zuidema I found their con-
corn and disagresment with this problea to be very evident, Zuidems
characterized the problem of supra-temporslness (boventijdelijkheid)
as "a differsnce of thought in the bosom of the W,d,W. which threatens
the whole movement.”

Thers are good reascns why this problem hes not received more
sttention within the school of Calwinistic philosophy, Mrst of all,
hardly anyone agreee with Dooyesserd on his formulation of supra-
temporality. From almost every quarter there is reinterpretation of
Dooyewssrd on this point, so that, in the thinking of most mewbers of
the schoel impliedt corrsction has alresdy been made on this point,

A second factor is that few have studied Dooyewserd's writings system-
stically and that, therefors, many are not aware of the centrality of
the notion that the concentration point, the heart, religion, snd the
Word, must be charscterized as supre-temporal. It seems to me that the
second factor is the sost important one for understanding why this
problam has not been given mors attenmtion. In my opinion any attempt

to pley dowvm the centrality of this problem by seeiing to re-interpret

7. Both Spler and Popma will be handled separately at a later point
in this dissertation.

8. Refersnces from Vollenhoven will be given later in the ssction
dealing with the critics of Dooyeweerd.
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Dooyewesrd in & more favorable light (meaning favorable in the llght
of an slmost completely different view of the problea by the defanders
of Dooyewesrd) indicates lack of knowledge of the systematics of
Dooyesweerd. For exawple, to ssy that one holds that the heart,

while in time reaches out beyond time to God, end yet to defend Dooye-
woerd's formlation of religlon, time, concentration point, and his
transcendental method is kimply, in my opinion, the result of net
knowing Dooyeweord's systematlos on these points. It is for this res-
son that Spier, Popma, and Vollenhoven have been forced to revise some
of the most central festures of Docyeweerd,

This dissertation will bs an attempt, then, to foous the problem
snd show the relation of the other facets of his systematies to this
1des of supra-temporality in such a way that no one will be any longer
able to treat this problem as secondary. It_ is than hoped that the
probtlems involved here will be deslt with in team fashion so that

there might be more unity of conviction on thess points,

3. Approach, Method, and Scope,

Unlike scme diassrtations, the treatment of approach, method, and
acops 13 not a miperficial addendum to the main body of the disserta-
tion., With the treatment in this section I am already thrust inte the
main stresm of the dissertation. From Dooyewesrd, sspecially, I have
been made sware of the necessity of metting forth the problem correatly
{problesm-stelling), in other words, the importence of asking the right
questions, The Christian transcendental, eritical method, whatever
one's final judgment concerming it in details and importance, makes one
keenly end rightfully aware of the impartance of central boundery (grens)
snd foundational (grond) questions and thelr place and importence in
pPhllosophical thinking, Philosophy in genersl, snd Dooyewserd's think-
ing in particular, make ons sware of prolegomenal problems in ail the
special sciences, and in theoreticsl thought as such, That the impor-
tance of boundsry and foemdstionsl questions is mest asute for philos-
ophical thought, which is concerned with & view of the totality of the
created comsen, is the constant stress of Dooyewserd from the veory begin-
ning of his theoretical writings, This is clearly seen in the fact that
as the years went by, Dooyewesrd contimied to sharpsn and stress the
transcendental oritique of theorstical thought,? His most rscent eval-

9. This development has besn traced by various individuals;
0. J. L. Albers, Het Hetuurrecht Volgens de W,d,W, (Nijmegen: Gebr,
Janszen, 1955), pp. 55-59; M. Fr. J, Marlet, Grundlinien der Kalvin-

is an "P e der Gesetresides" a]ls Christlicher Transgen-
dentalphilosophie, %Mnohuu Larl Zink, 19535. PP. 35-48; A, L, Con-
radle, %o Neo-Calvinistic Concept of Philosophy (Natal:s University
Press, 1 + PP+ i Peter Schouls, Man in Communication (Toren-
tot AR.85.5., 1968), pp. 38-51, 65-66; Ir, H, van Riessen, "Over de
betekcanis van de wetsides in de wijsbegesrts," Phil, Ref., XXX (1965),

PP. 159-166; V. Bréimmer, Transcendentsl Criticiss and Christisn Philos-
ophy (Franeker: T. Wever, 1961), pp, 13-39, 197-221, 235-25L,
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uation of its importsnce mskes the point clesr, 10 5 philosophy 1s only understood in the light of the fact that thecloglaes

The stress on the importance of philosophy as the encyclopedia of have continucusly boerrowed from philosophies, and nevertheless havs

the aciences and, therefore, the stress on prolegomensl questions is sought to control the influence of philosophy and geln ascendency

for Dooyewserd to a great extent the continuatlon of Kuyper's work, espec- over it.

i1ally as that came to expression in Encyclopasdie der Heilige Godgeleerd-
heid., This strsss in Kuyper as well as in Dooyeweard is very much need-

Theologl=ms of all sorts are present in Christendom today, and
these are not to be avolded by seeking to miniwize the scops and pre-
tensicn of theclogy, by emphasiring that theology should ba conceived

od in the field of theology today. If the influence of the religlous

ground-motive of nature-grace is to be broken in Reformed theclogy it as BElblical, theological, or historical exegesis primarily, by making

will be necessary for it to recognice that the questions of the terrain, theology the hwtble handmaid end servant of the church, or by empha-

scops, method, snd nature of theology wust be oritically anslyzed. sizing theology as the reflection of ballieving falth, All these at-

Prolegomenal questions sre the nesd of the day for theology. It is my tempts, despite their good inzights and intentions, fall to bresk the

oonviction that theclogy is a special science, but al=zo that 1t haz & hegemony which theology bas traditionally exercised over the scisnces,

uniqus place in the arrangesent of the sciences, The theorsticel dis- church, philosophy, and Scriptures. This hegemony of theology has held

cipline which desls with the arrangement of the sciencea is philosophy. true more or less from the Reformation on, and of eourse it was trus

Theology meeds a philosophical totality view, since it doss not deal during the Middle Ages. The traditionsl viewe of the plece and impor-

with the created world as a totality, mor does it deal with the inter- tance of theoclogy in all other circles other than those of Calvinistic

relation of the special sciences. Rather, it has a specific aspect of Phllosophy have not been able to uncover the influence of the mutonomy

investigation, To help determine the relation and nature of its specific of theoretical thought as it is more or less operstive in theoretical

aspect in relation to other aspects, it is bound to call upon philosaphy, 4 method and sxegesls, and in the place and naturs which is ascribed to

These facts are not commonly recognized by Reformed theology and the theology in classical Reformed theology., Vollenhoven and Dooyeweerd

faillure to recognizs them has been devastating. Reformed theology, not swphasire the importance of naive, everyday experience, and the faith

soeing the need for an equally reforming and Christian philosophy, yet life of believers in the direst relation to the Seriptures and have

nevertheless structurally dependent on philosophy as an encyclopedic L fucceeded in breaking the strangs asdiatorial position which theology

totality-sclence, has implicitly and explicitly used other non-refor- has often taken between the Soriptures and the people of God. By

mational philosophies, The history of the relstion of theology and stressing the importance of religion and the idea of the central relig-

lous cholce or positlon of the heart of man before God's word, as

10, #H. Dooyeweerd, "Het cecumenisch-reformatorisch grond-motief," Phil,

Ref., X0 (1966}, pp. 14-15, going befors all theology as well as philosophy, snd hence, as «ll
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controlling, it becomes clear that there eust be Christisn scriptural
philosophy.ll Onoe this philosophy was developed in ite main systsmatic
lines and the history of philosophy was investigated, clarity was brought
to the nature and place of theclogy. It is extremely oclear for advocates
of Calvinistic philosophy that if theology does not see the importance
and urgency of working with a Christian philosophy, thie is due to the
influence of the neture-grace religious ground-motlive on 1ts scientific
theological work. Theclogy, seeking to go it alone without an explicit
dependence and relationship, not only to the other scliences, but al=o
to a Christian philosophy, is zsimply conceiving of itself in the line
of a theplogia supranaturalis, This point will be dealt with in great.
or deatail in this dissertation, btut it is necessary to mention it at
this point to show the main purpose of this dissertation, When Christ-
ian theologiuns and Reformed Christisn philosophers see themaelves as
mutually depsndsnt on the powerful, redirecting Word of God, and when
each diselpline fulfi11s its proper place in subjection te the Script-
ures, then esch will recognize the central, religious, commitment to
Chris=t which directs all Christian, theorestical ectivity. When both
disciplines realire their interdependence and proper place in relation
to one another, and especially their mutual dependence on the suthority
of the Scriptures, then although each holds s critical freedom with
respect to one snother in order to be open to the Word of the Lord,
there is a jJoyful upbullding together of systematic, Christian thought
which will give rise to a far more cohesive bulwark than Christendom

has ever lmown before against the forces of unbelief. In this sense

11. Db. H. Th. Vollenhoven, Het Calvinisme en de Reformatis van de
Wijsbegesrte (Amsterdam; ¥. J. Paris, 1933}, pp. 14-24, In hls
first major work Vollenhoven lays grest stress on the Seriptural
character of his philosophy,
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the work of theological apologetics must be fulfilled in & much more
comprehensive snterprise and with a total Christian philosophy so that
what the defense of a more narroew, theclogical apologetics could give
to the sclence of theology will look very insufficlent in comparison
to a total philoscphically thetical and eritleal treatment of the whole
sclentific anterprisa,

Dooyeweerd has contributed greatly to the unraveling of the complex
hetwork of probleas which surround the relation of theology and philos.
ophy and the influence of scholastic naturo-gi'aoo constructions on
both philosophy and theclogy. The importsnce of his work cannet be
ov¥erestimated. Hevertheless, it i1z precisely on his conception of the
most important areas of concern for both theology and phllosophy that
aritique will be given, In respect to the central points of religion,
time, the consummation, eternity, heaven, history, the heart, and the
transcendental method there appears to be clear traces of the nature-
grace ground-motive, This critique is offered as a Calvinistis philos-
opher from within the school, It is in the apirit of this philosophy
that 1t is continually reforming itself by criticsl reflection and in
its subjection to the Scriptures,

It is an attestation of the lively character and freshnsss of the
school, that there is increasing refinement of the central points of
the philosophy from within the school. It must not be looked .at.. in
the least, as a victory of Reformed theology over or against Calvinistic
philosophy. Many thecloglans rightly have reserve precisely in respect
to the polnts which are being criticired, and one hopes that s better
fesling and rapprochement might be possible between Reformed theclogians

and philosophers than has been trus up to this time, Reformed theclogy
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is in dreadful need of the reforming influence of a Christian philosophy
and it 1a in the interest of making this clear to Reformed thesology that
an sadeavor is here made to take away some of the stumbling blecks to

theologlans in the thought of Dooyewsord, Thls 1s the purpose of this

dissertation in its broadest rangs, For this reason the dissertation

First, the rather strong historical
3

mist be Iimlited in varloua ways.
relations of Dooyewsard to Kant,12 the nec-Kantisn pheneumology.l

his relation to the historical school of furisprudence, etc., camnot be
dealt with in sny detsil, This, important as 1t may prove to be, would
be & dissertation in itself and would range too far from vhet is of in-
terest to theology.

Second, in this same line, the unique depandence of Dooyeweerd upon
Abpaham Kuyper, partiecularly on points here under critique, cannot be
dealt. with in sny detail because of the tremendous scope of Kuyper and
the lack even today of an original work dealing comprehensivsly with

the philesephical influences on Xuyper. Kuyper can only be dealt with

in eoncentrated, cursery fashion. However, 1t must be sald that the

full weight of this critique can only be seen in the light of further

investigation of Docyewserd's grest devotion to Kuyper, even though in
his sarlier years he stood at a distance from Kmrpor.ll"

Third, the dissertation plungesz right inte the criticsl evaluation

and does not first present Docyeweerd's thought in brosd lines, simply

12, See particularly Briimmer's development o
to Kant, Brtmmer, op. cit., pp. 13-39. Alao, Steen,
pp. 8-12.

13. R. D, Knudsen, Reflections on the Fhile of Herman Dooyewssrd
(Fhiladelphia: mimeo, svailable at Westainsie

op. git.,

1%); PP. 9-31, 3
ar's Liin (Goes: Oosterbaan & Le Cointre, 1939).

14. ¢, Veenhef, In K

f the relation of Dooyeweercl;

r Theclogical Semina.ry..
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because this has been done .oft.en snough already by others, but chiefly
in this case, zince my master's dissertation sought to do this. This
presupposes then a falrly thorough aoqualntance with Dooyeweerd's, 4
New Critique of Theoreticel Thought. i

As one sxplores Dooyewserd comprehensively and deeply one discovers
aany important aspects of his systematics, espacially in his legal works
that have not had enough exposure and critical review, some of which '
are importent to theclogians, Some examples are his systematics on cos-
me time, bis doctrine of analogical concepts (especislly as he form-
lates his position over sgainst the Thomistic idea of sabstance), his
various works on bistory and in particular the sections on priaitive
cultures, the model he provides for the tullding up of the special scien-
ces exeeplified in his legal works, his work in Greek phllosophylS his
moTe popular review of western civilization in his sarlier Antd-revoly-
Honsire Stastiands articles,6 Verniewring en Bezinning,1? as well as
his philosophy of societal relations. All of these have not gotten
nearly encugh attention. One is =siaply overwhelmed by the scope and
amazing command of Dooyeweerd over histordcal periods as well as his
ability for bistorilography, ®.2., in his treatment of the sources .of
positive 1awi® nistory of the eneyclopedia of 1aw,19 and Netherlends'

law, 20

15. H. Dooyeweerd, Reformati
{Franeker; T. Wever, 1 9“; on Scholsstiek in de Wijshegeerte

16. H. Dooyewserd, "In den strijd om een Christalijke stastkunde,”

Anti-revolutionsire Stastkunde
( olutionsire Stastiunds I (1924-25), II (1926), I (1927),

driemsandelijksch orgaan).

17. ® Dooyewesrd, ¥
. » Vernisuwl
Brink, 1963), Yernisuwing en Berinning (Zutphen: J. B. Van den

18, H, Doo v
. yeweerd, Encyclopaedie der R chap,
; : acht sweteans s Hoofdstuk
19, Amst' Q'Xﬂl! Bu.reau Studentenraad Vrije Universitelt, 1962},
20, H, Dooyewserd, Dictaat Oud-Vade
=Vad
. : : rlandsrecht (Amsterdam: Studentenrasd
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In order to make this disssrtation of mors importancs to thesologlans

it ia best not to get too overly involved in the phlloscphical systematics.

For exsmple, the problem surrounding the gegenstand relatlon which is
beilng mbdified slightly and other facets of splstemology as they are
relatad to transcendsntal critique and method wlll not get the attention
they dessrve. Facets of snthropology like the unconscious, and the act
structure with its three directionsa, all of which present difficultles
of one kind or ancthar, alsoe camot be dealt with in & comprehensive
fashion. As P, Schouls points out,Zl there are quite s few important
aress that need oconsideration but this must be done in tesm fashion.

Even the problems which will be focused on, such as religion, time,
and law are sufficiently central =0 that they cannot be dealt with in
anything like the systematio detail with which one finds thes prassnted
in Dooywweerd, It is necessary to focus even on particular facets of
thess problems and their interrelations. For example, the problem of
oomlc time is so rlch and complex in Dooyewesrd that 1t has not been
employed and exploited to the extent that is possible, especlally as it
relates to the speclal sciences, so that to go into it in any great de-
tail would mesn s too lengthy central systematic and critical section,

Thers appesrs to be almost common consensus from various quarters,
especially from within the Calvinistic school, concerning the problem-
atic charactsr of Dooyewserd's formulation concerning supra-temporality
and the place of created eternity in relation to cosmie time, as well
as cosmic time itself, therafore one is necessitated to present some

kxind of reconstruction of these central points. This emphasis on re-

71, F. Schouls, Man in Communication (Toronto: Assoclation for Reformed
Sclentific Studies, 1967), pp. 65-66.
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construction will be explained in detail in the second part of the
dissertation., This has meant that attention to the finer points of
systematlos and comprehensiveness of the analysis, oven of the major
polnts under critique, will be 1limited somewhat, Although thers is
leas attentlion to the details which might make the dissertation of less
vulue to thoss especially echooled in this philosophy, it will, never-
theless, be of greater interast to Reformed thecloglans,

In line with reaching a brosder hearing from the theologlosl side,
the insights of lesser kmown figures of the Calvinlstie philosophy,
especially Popma, Vollenhoven, A, Troost, and J. M, Spier will be brought
in, These men have dealt more with problems that are of intersst and
concern te the theologian, tut little or nothing of thelr work has been
translated, It will be tried, as wuch as possible, to bring into re-
lation to these problems insights of Reformed theologians to show the
importance of the teamwork approach to a philosophy smong philoscphers
and theologians on these points, The insights of J, Murray, G. Ves,

B. Holwerda, K. Schilder, H. Riddsrbos, G. €, Berkouwer, E. M, Euitert,
M, Kline, E. Closmey, O. Jager and others who work with redemptive
historical wethodology and Biblical theology will be brought into re-
lation to the toples at hand. Much has been gained from the worke of
these man, especislly on the problems of God's sternity, heaven and

the new earth, However, in general the conclusions on these toples are
not of a theological nsture, rather they are mors the sxpression and
refinement of the central, religiocus ground-motive of Word-revelation
in respect to the re-creation, kingdom, consummation, and the eschaton.

The thoughts on God's sternity, time, the new earth and heaven are foun-

dational considerstions lying at the bottom of both theoclogy and phllos-
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ophy because they integrally dirsct the Christian world-and-life view
of which both philoscphy and theology try to glve a theoretical account,
In the footnotes an example of teamwork approach to the critique
found in the Calvinistic school itself will be given by prasenting the
eritical insights of the other lesser known meabers of the school in
the hopes that the Reformed, theological community might be drawn closer
toward seeing the great need of working in & closer conjunction with
Reformad Christian philosophy.
In this connection some attention will be glven to questions of

great importance to both theclogy and philosophy, such as the nature of

theology, the church, religion, the interrelation of theology, philosophy, ]

and religion as it relates to time, sternltiy, history and eschatology.
It is obvious that each of these problem=z could be dealt with ai great
length, tut it is important that bsfors this can be dons, some consider-
stion of them in general is given in order to present new directions of
emphasis, Tharefors, the reconstruction must be rather general, but
there is value in sesing the interrelation of thess pressing probless
rather than focusing on ons or another of them and putting their inter-

relztion in the background.
This leaves a few methodologicel considsrations., Since for Dooy-

-

wwserd the "law of the exclusion of antinomies" applies mors to the
ascertaining of the proper place of the modal aspects, there will not
be much sttention given to this method. The concern is muich more with
central problems and more the nature of boundary and foundational questioc
(grens en grond vragen). |
An immanent eritique is mors suited for showing the non-Christian,

within his own specific area of interest, the hidden religlous sssumpti

. 19
using the terminology and jargon of the thinker involved. 22

The transcendental crdtique of theoretical thought could not be
employed in the way Dooyeweerd insiats that it should, siwply beceuse
of the problems that are present in Dooyesreerd and which are directly
involved in the transcendental critique and the method itself . For
example, the religious position of the aslfhood as transcending the
sntitheticsl gegenstand and also as a pre-condition for the possibliity
of intermcdel synthesis i1a vitally related to commlc time as refraction
lav and to the idea of supra-temporality in gensral as 1t spplies to
the heart of men, religion, the new mankind, and the ooncentration
point. The idea of created stermity 1is intrineically related to eoﬂic
time, relipglon, and therefore to comle intaition, theoretical inter-
mydel synthesis, and to the transcendental method and aritique.

The method here used will bae wore or less to present a different,
theoretical, philosophlcal vision of these centrsl points and to be
more directed by the Christisn ground-motive of Word-revelation as it
directs us on these central eontrolling problems. It will be setting
4 synoptic vision along side of Dooyswesrd's on these points to see if
some of these long-standing difficulties can be brought into foeus and
thus be disentangled. There 1s great heuristic velue to Dooyewserd's
thecretical vision, especially in his fdea of the prism, the SUPTa-
temporality of the heart, religion, the concentration point, and the

body of Christ. It centralizes these basic problems and brings cut

22, gc'l‘onod examples of an immanent eritique on Karl Jaspers see
&.Scﬂil- Meokkes, Teken en Motief der Creatuur (Amsterdsm; Buijten
oo pgerheijn, 1965) and R, D. Emudsen, The Ides of Transcanderce
t2he Philosophy of Karl Jaspers {Ksmpen: J, H. Kok, 1958,)




in a striking way, precisely because of the way he has formlated

them, the great importance of thess boundary and foundational questlions
both for philosophy and theology, for the other sclences, and for the
Christian world-and-1ife view, Undoubtedly the reconstructlion has been
influenced quite a bit by Dooyeweerd's formulatlons on thess points,
neverthelass an slternative reconstruction to t.hou. points, especially
one using the insights of theology in recent years might help in the
arss of the interrelaticn of theclogy and philosophy. A4lthough it 1s
very wich in line With Deoyewserd's ides of the role of Christian phl-
losophy that it 1isten to the reslte of the special sclences, in the
csse of the science of theology, there is an obviocus lacuna, There

15 hardly any working with the richness of exegetical insights made
available in the last thirty to forty years from the side of theology.
In Popma, for exasple, We ses a wholly different attention belng pald

to the revolution teking place in the theologlecal scisnces. It may be

that much of the influence of nature-grace in Dooyeweerd's thinking L 1

due to a rather harsh reaction agsinst the clder forms of Reformed
scholasticism. In 4«11 quarters today the theological sclences are try-
ing to rid themselvas of the influences of the scholastic, nature-
grace tradition, This mesns there has been a rich rediascovery of the .
Soriptures which 1s of continuing importance for Calvinistic philosop

Dooyeweerd has not been appreciative enough of this development, with. .

the result that he has not been able to free himself of the scholastles

theological influences on his own thinking, particularly as they relal
to God's eternity, heaven, and the future after the judgment day, ete
The reflection of the belisver on the scriptural view of the kingdom,

as he i3 gripped by the ground-motive of Word-revelation, is a contin
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task involving deily conversion, as Fopus has so I requently stressed,
Theclogy can enrich and be of levitical service in the 1ifs of the be-
lieving community as it is engaged in reforming the cosmos in Christ,
Docyeweerd's vision of the kingdom, the eschaton, has not profited .
nearly snough from continuel perusal of the Seriptures in respect to
thess points,

In summary, the method used in this dissertation is a presentstion
of Dooyeweerd's poﬁition snd formulation of these central points in their
interrelation, with criticsl analysis, and a pressntation of an alterna-
tive theoreticdl vision of thess central points as directed by the ground-
motive of Word-revelation and by careful perussl of the Scriptures using
the insights of Reformed Biblical theclogy and Calvinistic philoscphers.
It is philosophizing out of ecommitment to Christ in dependence on his
Word, from which ground theoratical thinking on these central questiona
is directed. It is freedom in Christ end the central dependence on his
Ward that enables one to view these dentral boundary and foundational
questions without using explicitly transcendental eritique as formulated
by Dooyewserd, The method recognites the central thrust but is trying

to eritique on questions which are very difficult, if not impossible
to formulate.23

23,
2 ‘{iﬁznh::on gives expression to thls difficulty espsclally in re-
o T hetthe g{oblen ofdt.he heart(md religlon, "College systema-
- probless van de tijd," (Amsterdam: Aantek
Vanderstg]_t. e Yot U 1,2‘ antekeningen J. C .
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4, Review of Critics of Dooyewserd,

In order to show the importance of the problem and alsc the complex
of ‘11 %tcultles surrounding it some of Dooyewesrd's critics will be
briefly pressntad and the areas emphasized whers they have focused
their critique. From this review it will appear that the problem area
baing dealt with in this dissertation 1s worthy of attentlon and that
it is a problem generally recognized by the critics desplte their
varying peints of view and background,

K. J. Popma will be excluded from this section since he has written
80 sxtensively on this subject and therefore hls contribtutlons will re-
ceive special attentlion later,

In general it will be showm that the critics have focused on the
idesas of suprs-temporality as it applies to the heart and also its
more general significance, cosmic time (especlally as refraction law)
but also its more general aspects, end finally the questlon of mesning.

Dr. J. M. Spier, after belng s long~time exponent of Doocyewserd's
iAdea of supra-tesmporality, more or less suddenly felt that Dooyeweerd's
whole constructlon on this point had to be seversly modified. In his
book, Iijd en Eewwigheid, he takes up the problem quite extensively. 24
Next to Popma, Spler's revision of Dooyeweerd le the most worked out.
Of importance for this critique and reconstruction is that Spier lays
particular emphasis on the fact that supra-temporalness (boventijdelijk-

heid) of the heart is tied up closely with commle time as a refraction

law (brek;ggswat).zf’ He also sees that the reconstruction of the notion

2%. J. M. Spier, T1jd en Eewnigheid (Kwmpen: J. H. Kok, 1953}, especially }

p. &, also pp. 141.165, 218-225.
25, Ibid., pp. 1U41-143, 162-165.

23
of supra-temporality involves mors than the changing of its appllca-
tion to the individual heart, but alsc that this reconstruction of the
scops and meaning of the notion of supra-temporality muast extand to
the applications of that notion in respect to both the meaning totali-
ty of the whole cosmos and to the human nature of Christ,2?

Spler also stresses what he calls s radical duslity (radicale
dualiteit) in human existence between supra-temporal heart and temporal
body (tijdelijk lichaam).28 Spler tries to replace thess points with
a notion of "religicus time" in which the heart of man, as well as the
totality of meaning are temporal. His reconstruction is not on all
points satlsfying, and more specific areas of dissgresment will be roi’a.r-
red to later,29 He also stresses the fact that time does not cesse with
the judgment day 30 and slso that the heavenly created3l is temporal,
These points are very important to reconstruction. In general it must
be said that Spler's book is of central ismportsnce for the reconstruction
in this dissertation, and that in my mein 1ines his basic eritique and
reconstruction are followed. It is one of the moat thorough eritiques
of the important problems surrounding religion and time, and slsc attempts
a reconstruction.

Vollenhoven's special lecture on t.ine32 is dlzo of great importance
for this dissertation, particularly because he focuses on his diffarences

with Dooyeweerd. In general one can agree with Vollenhoven's eritique

26, Ibid., 141-143, 182-185.

27. Ibid,, pp. 151-152,

28, IbAd,, p. 160,

29. Ibid.,, his reconstruetion, including a survey of what the Seriptures
say concerning time and eternity, is quite extensive; pp. 143181,
220-228,

30. Ibid., pp. 218-225.

31, Ibid., pp. 221-225. By the "heavenly crested" 41l senses of the
word heaven, including angelic heaven, ars intended.

32, D. H. Th. Vollenhoven, op. eit,
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of Dooyeweerd ahd side with him on hls view of the relation of re-
ligion and time, over againat Popma and to some extent, Spler. Since
Vollenhoven's lecturs will be referred to extensively throughtyt this
dismertation a few salient points will be mentioned in this section,

ne of ?olicnhov:n's main points of criticism in respect to Dooyevweerd's
ides of time is that time is not a time order of wodalities,’3 Involved
with thias is Vollenhoven's rejection of the idea of the time order as

' prial.y" He also rejects the positlon of-t.he heart or soul as supra-
temporal snd therefors betwsen the world and Ged. 35 He feels thet the
heart is completely temporsl, He sl=o thinks that Dooyewserd with his
notion of the modalizing of cosatc time is forced into substantiallszing
the modal functions to s certain deg{l‘oe.?'6 He differs quite radically_
on the idea of the self snd conscloumess and their relation to the
body,37 Thess are just some of the points, but one immediately sees
that thers 1s a similarity of focus and emphasis between Spler and

Yollenhoven.
Vincent Erimmer in his dissertation, Transcendental Criticism and

Chrigtisn Philosophy, concentrates his critique of Dooyeweerd on the
ides of luemmg.38 cosmic time, 3% intuition, and espeoially intermodsl

33. Ibid., pp. 2, 3. G, 154,

. Ibid., p. 6.
35, Ibid., p. 6, Interesting in this connectlon is Vollenhoven's sug-

Zestion thet when the subject 1s betwaen God and the world, as it
is in Dooyeweerd, this is either s priority theory or the position
of the late Aristotle, Later we shall see the position of prierity
found in Dooyeweerd,

ﬁ- _Ibid-. PP+ ?o 13-

37. Ibid., pp. 6, 10, 11.
38, Vincent Brimmser, Transcendental Criticism and Christian Philoso
(Franeker: T, Wever, 1961}, pp. 164-196,

39. Ibid., pp. 51-56, 71-76, 161-164,
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synthesis,’® Briwmmer brings an array of critique to bear on Doayeweerd's
idea of cosmic time as a refrection law, He particularly does not like
the idea of cosmle time as the principle which guarantees the structur-
al diversity of the cosmle ord_er."”' In this connection he foouses on
Dooyeweard's idea of the supra-temporal selfhood which he regards as
"highly questionable" and "self-contradictory.”™ 2 This dissertation
of Brimmer 15 a very clear end accurate presentation of Dooyeweerd!' s
transeendental method and critique, His reconstruction, however, has
been rightly criticized by J. P. A. Mekkes,"3 As « whole his ariticiem
fails to see the nature-grace background of Dooyeweerd's idea of supra-
tenmporality, and thus his critique of Dooyeweard's ides of seaning and
intermodal synthesis does not fully succeed,

0. T. L. Albers in his dissertation, Het Natuurrecht Volgens de
Wilasbegeerts der ln'etsidoo.m’ prosenis a valuable survey of Dooyewserd's
thinking concerning natural law, both in respect to the development of
his t-hinkingks and a clear summary of the systematica involved in some

46

of Docyewesrd's legal theory. Albers focuses his eriticism on the

ho, Ibdd., pp. 77-83, 151-16%, .
41, Ibid., p. 162. Brilmmer menticns other critics of Dooyewserd's
notion of supra-temporality and the ldea of time as refraction lLaw:
Ph. A. Kohnstamm, "Paedogogiek, personalisme, en vijsbageerte der
wetsides," Fesstbundel Asngeboden aan Prof, Dr, J, Waterink
(A.;ster:;::; B;;lll.nd. 1951}, p. 103, and I, A. Dispanhorst, "Een
reforma sche philosophle getoetst,” Gereformeerd Th g
Iijdscheift, LIIT (1953), p. 45, e sclogiach
:12. Ibid,, p. 162,
3. J. P, A, Mekkes, "Wet en subject in de Wijsbe
. gearte der Wetsides,"
ghn%ih Ref‘.(, IPX\'II (1962}& PP. 126~190. This article criticlres
er, Van Peursen, and Conradie and is extrams] rtant f
w gll;ifiing Dooyeweerd's position, y inportant for
. » t. L, Albers, Het Natuurrscht Volgens de Wijsbegeerte der W -
dee (Nijmegen: Gebr. Janssen, 1955). =-der Hetal
bs, Ibid., pp. 3-54,
#6, Ibid., pp. 55-138, Of value is his trestment of re

reghisbeginselen
PP. 115-137, and rechtsbegrip en rechtsides, pp. 76-77, 88-91,
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idea of neming""? and the idea of the supra-temporal religious conter. 8

In eriticizing Dooyewesrd he clesrly shows his Roman Catholiec position
but he seems to lay his finger on a sore point in Dooyeweord, From
out of a nature-grace position which clearly tends to confuse structure
and direction, he tries to show that Dooyewserd's view of the heart as
center of the creation and as the supra-tamporal root unity of mesning
tends to reduce structure to direction, In his eriticism he only
partly succesds since he himaslf operates with a nature-grace scheme,
This ocomes out in his working rather uncritically with tersms 1like "on-
tological and physical order" and nreligious-sthical,”™ He sees
somewhat what Yollenhoven sees, that the duality of the supra-temporal
heart and teporal functions does not allow Dooyeweerd to do full justice
to eschatology. the resurrection, and especislly to the unity of man o
4n death.® Although his criticism is quite abviously Romen Catholie
the anslytics) historical presentatlon of the theory of natursl law
and Dooyewoerd's theary concerning it, is of great value. It seems
strange that Albers' work has not gottsn more recognition,
A. L. Conradie in her book,
faocuses particularly on the question of meaning and philosophlc communi-

ut.ion.ﬂ The book's chief value is in the fact that it documents the

&7. Inid., pp. 138.167.
LR égid.. pp. 146-192, Interesting is his long snalysis of Proverbs
123, a text quite often quoted by Dooyeweerd.

&9, Ibid., p. 156, 158, On pp. 177-179 he tries to relate the tendency
which he sees in Dooyewserd to reduce structure to dirsction, to
the Reformation in general, and particularly te Bavinck and Berkouw
He alsc portrays his Roman Catholic view of theo-ontology by remark«}
ing that the thought courss of the Reformation can be characterized
by a voorblijgsan of ontological factors and he feels this comes to. I

a consistent expression in Dooyewserd,

50, Ibid., pp. 156-157.
3. 4. L. Conradle, The Neo-Calvinistic Concept of Philaso {(Natal:
University Press, 1960), pp. 126-15%,

27
nec-scholastic reactions to Dooyewesrd, Her critique on the transcen-

dental critique and doctrine of states of affairss2 is in many points
valid and 15 presented with great clarity, There is an interesting

few pages on the idea of the heart in which Conradie seeks to defend
Dooyeweerd against the charge of dualism, especlally as it is laveled

by Willism Ymmg.53 Its chlef walue is in the footnotes which draw from.
sources generally not dealt with in the Wijsbegearts der Wetsidee,

Dr. W. H. Velema in his book, De Lesr van de Heilige Geest blj
Abrahem Kuyper, mskes a very interesting remark ooncerning the similarity
between Dooyowserd and S, G. de Graaf and of both of thess men to Xuyper,
He says, "Ean dergelijke structuur vinden we ook bij Dooyeweerd, wanneer
hij spreeit van de bovemntijdelijke religieuze wortel der schepping in
Christus Jesus als hoofd van het herboren mensengeslacht.">* In the
light of Velema's critique of Kuyper thiz resark indicates thet Velems
feels that Dooyeweerd has not ovwercome the ngture-grace ground-motive
which he so0 amply points out in Kuyper., This bock of Velsma 15 indis.
pensable as a background for much of Dooyeweerd's thinking. The critlgue
which will be developed in this dissertation finds striking confirmation
in the work of Velema. Thers are several clear tie= in ideae snd termi-
nelogy between Kuyper and Dooyewesrd which come out clesrly throughout
this book, It is striking that it is Dooyeweerd's ides of the concen-
tration point that receives critique by Velema, He rightly points to
the fact that Dooyeweerd has not penstrated sufficlently~> inte’ the

52. Ibid., pp, 126-1
53. Thid.| pp. 90-95?,"

54. W.H. Velema, De Le
. H, . ar van de Hellipge Geest bij Abraham
('s-Gravenhage: Van Keulem, 1957), p. 2;8. 3 Kuyper

55. Ibid., p. 81, footnota,
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center of Kuyper's thought in the article, '"Kuyper's wotonsch:pslur."56
It will be shown later that this oversight by Dooyeweerd allowed him,
after he had done & great deal of revision of Kuyper, to misconstrus
the concentration point, which in its main lines comes from his elinging
to a semi-KEuyperian conception.

In van Rieasen one finds alsc a fundamentsl differance with Dooye-
wesrd concerning commic time, In his book, Op Wijsgerige Wegen, he sug-
gests that time essentially has to do with change, and that its place
is in the third law spherc.s? In personal conversation with wan Riessen
he indicated to me his dizagreemsnt with Dooyewesrd's idea of supra-tes-
porality (boventijdeliikheid}. It is obvious from this that he rejects
the notion of cosmic time as a refraction law (brekingswet), and there-
fors as a principle of cosmic diversity. Ven Rlessen also axprassed
his dissgreement with the gegenstand relation as it is formulated by
Dooyeswserd., It will be shown later that this is increasingly becoming
a subject of contention alse, This follows because intermodal synthesls
1s intrinsically related to supra-temporal religlous self-reflection in
Daoyewesrd,

Dr, J. P. A. Mekkes, who could be called Dooyeweerd's greatest
defender ageinst almost &11 the critics.58 particularly concerning the
concentration point, supra-temporality, and Dooyaweerd's transcendental

critigus, intimates that there are dangers in connection with viewing

8. H. Dooyeweerd, "Xuyper's wetenschapsleer,” Phil, Ref., v (19393,
pp. 193-232.

57. Ir. H, van Riessen, Op Wilsgerige Wegen (Wageningen:Zomer & Keunings,

1958}, p. 82,
58, J. P, A. Mekkes, '"Wel en subject in de W.d.W. Phil. Ref,., XXVII

(1963). pp. 126.190. In this article the views of Conredie, Brimmer,

and Van Peursen are criticized and Dooyeweerd is defended against
their charges,
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the heart or religlon as outside of time.2? Also of interest is his

development of the notion of commic time which seems to carry with it
soms revision of Dooyewesrd, He uses the terms linear (llnsair) and
horizontal (horizontale) to describe time and develops an interesting

notion of the exlstential present {existentisla graesms),so 211 of

which bring, in their own way, eritique on Dooyewserd's view of the
foundstional direction of cosmlc time. Mekkes, as ususl, is very care-
ful not to disturb the basic thought complex in Dooyewserd.

In contrast to this we find a thorough revision of Dooyeweerd in
F. Euljper's article, "Een nadere bezinning over de transcendentale
eritiek in de Wijsbegeerte der Wetsidee.” It is especially in connection
with Dooyeweerd's view of the transcendental direction of time that
Kui]per seeks to bring reconstruetion.61 The whole article is a critique
on cosmic time and the supra-tolpo;'al heart. Kuijper offers some very
interesting suggestions for revision of Dooyeweerd, This articlae is
unique because it substitutes a view of the author's for the points of
eritique he develops, while std]l trying to stay within tihe systematics
of Dooyewesrd as much as possible,

Dr. H. G, Stoker, who has been 2 critical sdherent of many tensts of
the Wijsbegesrte der Wetsides, slthough in the maln has developed his
own systematics which diverge quits far from Dooyeweerd, has from the

very beginning focused on the notion of unity and diversity and Dooye-

59. J. P, A, Mekkes, Teken en Motief der Crestuur (Amsterdam: Buijten &

Schipperheijn, 1965}, pp. 214-218, This bo
N B - . ok is of great importancs

fo: Reformed theology because it points to the deepest cms:g of a
& rIl{:iure-grme religious ground-motive and its comnection with theology.

- Ibid,, pp. 133-146 especlally, although these distinctionz ars
;ppéi;gi throughout the whols book,

- Kuijper, "Een nadsre bezinning over de transcendentale critiek
in de W.d.%.,” Pnll, Ref., XXVII (1962), pp. 6-57. °

61,




30
weerd's 1dea of the time order as a prism and the necessity of speaking
of the totality of meaning as supra-telporll.sz It would not te use-
ful to cite the many places in Stolker where he has glven attention to
the points of suprs-temporality, meaning, cosmic time, etc. In general
he operates more in the neo-scholastic line, but his critlque on these
points 1s well taken in many places in hls works,

To this 1ist of critics msny more could be esdded. M. Fr. J. Marlet
mekes an interesting comparison between Dooyeweerd's idea of the heart
and the generally existentialistic-tending neo-‘['honists.63 C. A, Van
Peursen has focused particularly on the point of suprn-tunportlityé’u of
the concentration point and the heart, and hes received comprshensive
response from Dooywocrd.bs Willism Toung brings very sharp eritique on
Doocyeweerd's view of the heart and 1‘1.1.!'1(:!‘..1::*:13.‘E'6 Ronald Nash6? focuses on
the hesrt in the last chapter of hls small book, and iz susplelous, be-
cause of Dooyeweerd's statements concerning scul as radical unity and

tesporal appearsnce, of what he calls= opi-phmmdim.sa

6z. H. G, Stoker, Die Wysbegesrte van de Skeppingsides (Pretoriat De
Bussy, 1933), pp. 1-64, In hers he challenges the idea of law as
the Archimedean point especlally as this has been defended by Dooye-
weerd, In "Iets oor kousaliteit," Phil, Ref,, II (1937), pp. 65-
&7, he lays his finger on this sore point 1n Dooyeswseerd especially
in connection with transcendent unity and temporal diversity.

63, M. Fr, J. Marlet, Grundlinien der Ealvinistischen "Philosophie der
Gesetzesidee! als Christlichsr Transzendentalphilosophie (Minchen:
Karl Zink, 1954), pp. 116-124.

6. C. A. Van Peursen, "Enkele critische vragen in margine bi} A New
Critique of Theoretical Thought," Phil, Ref., XXIV (1959), p. 166,

65. H. Dooyeweerd, "Van Peursen's critische vragen," Phil, Ref., XXV
(1960}, pp. 103-104, 132-134, 137, 139-143.

66. Willism Young, Toward a Reformed Philosophy (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans,
1953), p. 143

67. R. H. Nash, Dogyewesrd and the Amsterdam Philogophy (Grand Rapids:
Zondervan, 1962), pp. 91-94,

68. Inid., p. 93.
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In summary, we have sseen that the problem of religlous transcendence
centered in thes ldes of the supra-temporality of the heart has been
under attack from all sides, Besides this, there has been recurring
eriticisn of points which are closely related to this, namely, cosmic
time as refraction law (brekingsret), meaning, the transcendental direc-
tion of time, supra-temporality in general (and especially as 1t relates
tc the concentration poeint), the transcendental critique especially in
respect to the gegenstand relation, intermodal synthesis and the ides
of undeniable stetes of affairs, A1l these points indicate aspects of
a rather unified picture of synthaels which will be unfolded in more
detail. Suffice it to say that the problems hers reviewsd polnt to
the centrality of the problem in Dooyeweerd®s thinking and that it can-
not be corrected Just by doing sway with the term "supra-temporality"

since the whols complex of 1deas asscclated with the term uﬁ too central

and intrinsic to Dooyeweerd's position,




