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Karl R. Popper, “What is Dialectic?”, Mind, New Series, Vol. 49, No. 196 (Oct., 1940)
Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.

96 6 , g7 1 5 ( 65
LI 691& 6 ;6 1! o0 6 , 6 6
gr 1 g1I( 1 5>(6 5, " ( 7, 69 & <& &
61 6 4 " "6 , 1 8 6 & " &
( ( ,1 | L ( 6
i1 &6 ! 1&g 6 ,1 !
$ § ¢ w ALY % 10 %
* t Al C § /0 ()2 ( - reB* - t:-( ¥
F , ( "E % (C"E &t ("E § > )
> # . ( G ( -1#t( (¢! ® 011 _© "t *x(
#1 B 1 % 3 0 (Ch #S I %YC ¢ 1
L) & 1 2 1:% > 0 T % . (3 |
0% >, h.#- " .+ ¥* & @- § $§ + (1! . (1t 1%
C §1¢ * Df- - >, > Bl tFO! 1:($ 0
1 $ 1 OC B 76 H:6 = >3% 1 , Dt
() 2 ( 0(C :$ FC 1Y % (*- 11 , "
o ( &, F (¢ )F ( F ( > .( + D LI D




w,*e-D ¢ 1 t1 #1 1 B I :0 (1 ¢ =% t

( W s T 7T "Il %ic: T &
G f ., & (0 *B I 0 1I(s$( T "1 §sA J(
§% 1 = (2 52 2 (§ -1~
¢ B il & BT ¢ W, - - ) ¢ 0
1o BT i - 18 S 1R $tCc1 0
(0 & W848 ¢ B ¢ * $
F(_0(_ _&.,%&(C " &#$% 1 1 BC 8§ ( 3 &Y " ( (%
/ 70 $' $ t# & 1 18 €  &€* 1" ii1) 1

40" (10G ta€1 1&gl 0B [ 1

R. Soloveitchik, “Majesty and Humility”, Tradition, Vol. 17, No.2, p. 2

P # "
# " " $ 1% |
' (
&l * i & " 2 1 &1 & * "8l >§
or " & $ & - 1 , #1 &1 & 1 (#1 § .
- - $% - LG (L R "
18 11+18 "1+ 161 * (- -&-4+tB #11+10% 1+ A :0 -G
*2 LI A | LI o , C 1+10& t--&t 10 10 $*-
& 1 BI(E"I(CS 2 1> ¥l ! K (- E-
tC ( 1 RN &) *B B i-
3, " (-G 1I- LI A A
6 65 4
(& 6 61! 6 1" 1 - 6 3 (-
6 ! 1 9 6 & <& & ' 6 (
1 r - 6 ( 9§ 31 ! 6 1&
& ( 6 6 6 « > 61"
" & 6 1 9 6 & & ( 2 6
q 6 & g 6 &
a0 ( 6 6 &9 8 6 & 8 7
& (& 6& 6 & &6 &85 4 9
w ( 6 ( ( 6 " ( &) 6
& 9>63&! 6< § 6 1(6! ( & &
L6 & (& 63 6& & 3 (
R. Soloveitchik ) # * ! + +
[ " (— 1 1
! (
& & 61 &6 1( 6 6 2
61 I o > 1 ( ! I > C C ( 6
6 ( 6 6! 6:6 1! 667 1" 6:6
164 6 " 6 6 6 - 6 &9 (
A A H 99 &! ( r" 1 6 6
2 1& Ht b > 6 6:6 - 6 ( &9 3
4 t &- - VAE 3§
9 6 96
! ("’ 82 &
6 87




) R&(C " & t§%!
(b . - tE (4 - , ) ve( ¢ gy ox "
2 1 + ENEEEEEIN t( ® , /(-
a1 Pt - 3t pg1n

*

Karl R. Popper, “What is Dialectic?”, Mind, New Series, Vol. 49, No. 196 (Oct., 1940)
Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...
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covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.

96 6 , g7 1 5 ( 65
LI 691& 6 ;6 1! o0 6 , 6 6
gr 1 g1I( 1 5>(6 5, " ( 7, 69 & <& &
61 6 4 " "6 , 1 8 6 & " &
( ( ,1 | L ( 6
i1 &6 ! 1&g 6 ,1 !
$ § ¢ w ALY % 10 %
* t Al C § /0 ()2 ( - reB* - t:-( ¥
F , ( "E % (C"E &t ("E § > )
> # . ( G ( -1#t( (¢! ® 011 _© "t *x(
#1 B 1 % 3 0 (Ch #S I %YC ¢ 1
L) & 1 2 1:% > 0 T % . (3 |
0% >, h.#- " .+ ¥* & @- § $§ + (1! . (1t 1%
C §1¢ * Df- - >, > Bl tFO! 1:($ 0
1 $ 1 OC B 76 H:6 = >3% 1 , Dt
() 2 ( 0(C :$ FC 1Y % (*- 11 , "
o ( &, F (¢ )F ( F ( > .( + D LI D




w,*e-D ¢ 1 t1 #1 1 B I :0 (1 ¢ =% t

( W s T 7T "Il %ic: T &
G f ., & (0 *B I 0 1I(s$( T "1 §sA J(
§% 1 = (2 52 2 (§ -1~
¢ B il & BT ¢ W, - - ) ¢ 0
1o BT i - 18 S 1R $tCc1 0
(0 & W848 ¢ B ¢ * $
F(_0(_ _&.,%&(C " &#$% 1 1 BC 8§ ( 3 &Y " ( (%
/ 70 $' $ t# & 1 18 €  &€* 1" ii1) 1

40" (10G ta€1 1&gl 0B [ 1

R. Soloveitchik, “Majesty and Humility”, Tradition, Vol. 17, No.2, p. 2

P # "
# " " $ 1% |
' (
&l * i & " 2 1 &1 & * "8l >§
or " & $ & - 1 , #1 &1 & 1 (#1 § .
- - $% - LG (L R "
18 11+18 "1+ 161 * (- -&-4+tB #11+10% 1+ A :0 -G
*2 LI A | LI o , C 1+10& t--&t 10 10 $*-
& 1 BI(E"I(CS 2 1> ¥l ! K (- E-
tC ( 1 RN &) *B B i-
3, " (-G 1I- LI A A
6 65 4
(& 6 61! 6 1" 1 - 6 3 (-
6 ! 1 9 6 & <& & ' 6 (
1 r - 6 ( 9§ 31 ! 6 1&
& ( 6 6 6 « > 61"
" & 6 1 9 6 & & ( 2 6
q 6 & g 6 &
a0 ( 6 6 &9 8 6 & 8 7
& (& 6& 6 & &6 &85 4 9
w ( 6 ( ( 6 " ( &) 6
& 9>63&! 6< § 6 1(6! ( & &
L6 & (& 63 6& & 3 (
R. Soloveitchik ) # * ! + +
[ " (— 1 1
! (
& & 61 &6 1( 6 6 2
61 I o > 1 ( ! I > C C ( 6
6 ( 6 6! 6:6 1! 667 1" 6:6
164 6 " 6 6 6 - 6 &9 (
A A H 99 &! ( r" 1 6 6
2 1& Ht b > 6 6:6 - 6 ( &9 3
4 t &- - VAE 3§
9 6 96
! ("’ 82 &
6 87




) R&(C " & t§%!
(b . - tE (4 - , ) ve( ¢ gy ox "
2 1 + ENEEEEEIN t( ® , /(-
a1 Pt - 3t pg1n

*

Karl R. Popper, “What is Dialectic?”, Mind, New Series, Vol. 49, No. 196 (Oct., 1940)
Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.

96 6 , g7 1 5 ( 65
LI 691& 6 ;6 1! o0 6 , 6 6
gr 1 g1I( 1 5>(6 5, " ( 7, 69 & <& &
61 6 4 " "6 , 1 8 6 & " &
( ( ,1 | L ( 6
i1 &6 ! 1&g 6 ,1 !
$ § ¢ w ALY % 10 %
* t Al C § /0 ()2 ( - reB* - t:-( ¥
F , ( "E % (C"E &t ("E § > )
> # . ( G ( -1#t( (¢! ® 011 _© "t *x(
#1 B 1 % 3 0 (Ch #S I %YC ¢ 1
L) & 1 2 1:% > 0 T % . (3 |
0% >, h.#- " .+ ¥* & @- § $§ + (1! . (1t 1%
C §1¢ * Df- - >, > Bl tFO! 1:($ 0
1 $ 1 OC B 76 H:6 = >3% 1 , Dt
() 2 ( 0(C :$ FC 1Y % (*- 11 , "
o ( &, F (¢ )F ( F ( > .( + D LI D




w,*e-D ¢ 1 t1 #1 1 B I :0 (1 ¢ =% t

( W s T 7T "Il %ic: T &
G f ., & (0 *B I 0 1I(s$( T "1 §sA J(
§% 1 = (2 52 2 (§ -1~
¢ B il & BT ¢ W, - - ) ¢ 0
1o BT i - 18 S 1R $tCc1 0
(0 & W848 ¢ B ¢ * $
F(_0(_ _&.,%&(C " &#$% 1 1 BC 8§ ( 3 &Y " ( (%
/ 70 $' $ t# & 1 18 €  &€* 1" ii1) 1

40" (10G ta€1 1&gl 0B [ 1

R. Soloveitchik, “Majesty and Humility”, Tradition, Vol. 17, No.2, p. 2

P # "
# " " $ 1% |
' (
&l * i & " 2 1 &1 & * "8l >§
or " & $ & - 1 , #1 &1 & 1 (#1 § .
- - $% - LG (L R "
18 11+18 "1+ 161 * (- -&-4+tB #11+10% 1+ A :0 -G
*2 LI A | LI o , C 1+10& t--&t 10 10 $*-
& 1 BI(E"I(CS 2 1> ¥l ! K (- E-
tC ( 1 RN &) *B B i-
3, " (-G 1I- LI A A
6 65 4
(& 6 61! 6 1" 1 - 6 3 (-
6 ! 1 9 6 & <& & ' 6 (
1 r - 6 ( 9§ 31 ! 6 1&
& ( 6 6 6 « > 61"
" & 6 1 9 6 & & ( 2 6
q 6 & g 6 &
a0 ( 6 6 &9 8 6 & 8 7
& (& 6& 6 & &6 &85 4 9
w ( 6 ( ( 6 " ( &) 6
& 9>63&! 6< § 6 1(6! ( & &
L6 & (& 63 6& & 3 (
R. Soloveitchik ) # * ! + +
[ " (— 1 1
! (
& & 61 &6 1( 6 6 2
61 I o > 1 ( ! I > C C ( 6
6 ( 6 6! 6:6 1! 667 1" 6:6
164 6 " 6 6 6 - 6 &9 (
A A H 99 &! ( r" 1 6 6
2 1& Ht b > 6 6:6 - 6 ( &9 3
4 t &- - VAE 3§
9 6 96
! ("’ 82 &
6 87




) R&(C " & t§%!
(b . - tE (4 - , ) ve( ¢ gy ox "
2 1 + ENEEEEEIN t( ® , /(-
a1 Pt - 3t pg1n

*

Karl R. Popper, “What is Dialectic?”, Mind, New Series, Vol. 49, No. 196 (Oct., 1940)
Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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Karl R. Popper, “What is Dialectic?”, Mind, New Series, Vol. 49, No. 196 (Oct., 1940)
Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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Karl R. Popper, “What is Dialectic?”, Mind, New Series, Vol. 49, No. 196 (Oct., 1940)
Dialectic is a theory which maintains that someaghitfor instance, human thought - develops
in a way characterised by the so-called dialedédlt thesis, anti-thesis, synthegtist, some
ideaor theory or movement is given, which may be chll@esis'. Such a thesis will often
produce oppositign.. This opposing idea or movement is called "#misis because it is
directed against the first, the thesis. The stripgitween the thesis and the anti-thesis goes
on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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on until some solution developgich will, in a certain sense, go beyond botlsthand anti-
thesis by recognisintpe relative value of both ... This solutionwhich is the third step, is
called "synthesis Once attained, the synthesis may in turn becih@dirst step of a new
dialectic triad ...

R. Soloveitchik, The Emergence of Ethical Man, p.19180

We characterize the covenant in almost Hegelianger.of a historical triadhesis —

promise and the formation of the God-man confedeiatithesis — the interim, at which the
covenant negates and drives itself ad-absurdumdirisis]; synthesis — the release of
historical tension and fulfillment.

The idea of the covenant inherently denotes twarsdp stages: a great promise and vision,
... and a realization of that promise in a distatiife. Promise lies at the threshold of the
historical period, fulfillment and the end. ... Whsthe characteristic of the interim
[historical period]? [It is] the apparent deteation of the covenant. The covenant is always
a revolutionary force that collides with the exigtiorder of the things. There is a perennial
conflict between the historical-covenant motivationd historical immediacy. ... The vision
of the great fulfillment recedes into the shadovalo$urdity, and concrete historical forces
triumph over a prophecy and a testament. ... Applrém antithesis is inherent in the
covenant itself. The self-negation of the covemanst precede its fulfillment.
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