The Watershed
A crude metaphor to illustrate the shift from
animal to transcendent control mediator
is that of a watershed where the radical
transformation of ongoing conversion
resembles a rain cloud passing over a
mountain range.
As the cloud approaches the mountain, the
rain falls down the slope that carries the water
down to things of human concern. All questions
flow to, or are focused on, or intend human
concerns.
As the clouds pass over the peaks, the rain
falls on both sides. On one side, the water flaws
to human interests but on the other the water
intends the transcendent. This is a state of
tension where the cloud (the individual) is torn
in two opposing directions.
Conversion takes the cloud over to the other
side of the mountain range, where human
interests and concerns become subordinate to
understanding this transcendental reality with
its Divine Mystery and universal perspective.
The latter can never be achieved, for human
knowing is always proportional to being human.
Nevertheless, it does exist and can be sought-a
shift that takes the person out of themselves.
The Swamp
Anthony de Mello, S.J., both trained therapist
and spiritual director made the following
distinction between the two disciplines:
1. Psychological therapy trained people
to keep their nose above the level of the
swamp, while
2. Spiritual direction sought to get rid of the
swamp.
Born as animals, human beings grow up in a
world of scarcity, lack, need, want, pain, and
death-in short, a swamp.
But both Judaism and Christianity are
grounded in the belief that the universe is
innately good, whatever we might think about
it. The world is not the creation of a lesser god,
the Dimiurge, whose work is flawed. Given this
foundational stance, the world is exactly what
it needs to be and it is good-not because of any
intrinsic value but because it was created by a
God who could do so in no other way.
In short, the swamp does not exist. Or, to
put it in another way, the swamp is a creation
of our own flawed selves; it exists only in our
imagination projected out into the world and
this conceived as being real out there.
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“[We] may note that as conversion may be authentic or unauthentic, so
there may be many Christian horizons and not all of them need represent
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To shift to the mediated phase of Lonergan’s
the lack of intellectual, moral, or religious
What is of intrinsic value? To refine the question, what have you decided is
functional specialties is to take a stance, a
conversion will distort all those specialties that
of intrinsic value for you? Similar to the question of, Whom do you trust? Or,
position. The key question then is where this
depend on it. It is in this way that we can infer
To whom do you give your allegiance? The answer to the two latter questions
initial stance is sufficient to ground the selection
the foundational stance of any individual by
involves the question of what you find valuable. For you will trust, and give you
of doctrines (basic world view, i.e., fundamental
objectifying various failures to set doctrines, to
allegiance to, those who reflect the same values as yourself.
judgments of reality), the creation of theories to
explain such doctrines, and to set the appropriate
This is why the highest good in Lonergan’s invariant structure of the human
give meaning and expression to this doctrines,
mode of communications.
good is that of terminal value. Decisions at this level, made among people
and finally the way in which all this is to be
To do this we use Lonergan’s “upper blade”,
relatively free to follow the good encountering each other in acts of reflective
communicated to others not sharing this
i.e., the high level operators that set the standards
intelligence, affect not only the good of order but the choice in particular goods.
fundamental phase of being.
for such a comparison. Note however that these
All decisions concerning value can be reduced to one dialectic, an unresolvable
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conflict between life-affirming and death-affirming generative principles.
communications, doctrines ground systematics,
foundational stance. Keep in mind that such
This dialectic form the high level operator when it comes to objectifying
and foundations ground doctrines. In other
self-transformations are existential, intensely
Peterson’s own foundational stance. It’s clear that Peterson follows a lifewords, any initial blind spot generated by
personal, and utterly intimate.
affirming principle where human beings are of intrinsic value.

