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If it has become evident that the era of direct reporting (Know that...) has come to an end,
due to the dissolution of its material, social, and intellectual foundations, and likewise with the
era of eristic logic (Assuming the foregoing, we respond thus...), it becomes equally evident that
we are no longer in possession of any given immediacy, of any logical necessity to which
everyone would assent spontaneously, and which would in turn secure the coherence of thought.
It has therefore become imperative to acquire a new form of immediacy which would fulfill this
function. This, however, is only possible by leaping over an epistemological obstacle, namely,
that of accumulated traditional knowledge. A partial critique will not do. What is required is a
decisive break. This is what | have referred to as a methodological break (I have used the phrase
prior to its popularization among the students of the epistemology of science).

In this context, our objective research follows the path set by our predecessors in the
same field. It consists of two methodologies. The first is an original methodology, which studies
the emergence of intellectual systems (doctrines, schools, orientations, currents, etc.), based on
the material that has been stored in the traditional books of lives and biographies. The second is
an analytic methodology, which breaks down the well-formed and ordered system into its
constituent parts, and traces each of these parts back to its origin. Each approach is riven with
difficulties and dangers which we cannot explicate here. Suffice it to say that the first approach is
synonymous with the history of ideas, whose principles have been long known, and which is
distinguished in its present form only by an increase in precision and exactitude. As for the
second methodology, the majority of its epistemological foundations are shared with the sciences
of linguistics and logic. After presenting this distinction between the two methods, it remains to
be said that a study which does not conjoin the two is rarely accepted by specialists. What is
required today of any research that aspires to authoritative status in its field is to be at once
original and systematic, and if one of these two perspectives happens to predominate, it is only
for temporary pedagogical ends. In other words, a discourse which aspires to be integrative and
comprehensive necessarily contains two discourses, historical and logical. By history the rational
is formed, and by the rational the real is ordered.
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