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While in the second grade my son had to do a report on the theme
“What does my Daddy do?” So one evening I sat down with him and began
to answer by saying, “Well, I study and teach philosophy.” So far so good as
[ helped John write down “philosophy” by spelling it out. But John’s next
question was "And what is philosophy about?.” If I did not know my son, I
would have felt a trap being laid for me. On the one hand, I could answer
boringly and prosaically by giving the usual litany of all the issues with
which philosophy deals. On the other hand, I could cut to the chase and
answer the question in its truest and most direct, but unfortunately esoter-
ic, fashion. I went for the latter. “John, philosophy is about being.” Instantly
I could see the glaze form over his young eyes and I knew that I had just
lost communication. Yes, there is something weird about the word “being”
such that its mention invariably causes mental static to break out in one’s
hearers. Nevertheless, the topic of being witnessed a great revival in the
twentieth century. I am thinking of the popularity of Heidegger and Sartre
and the thinkers of the Thomistic revival. The greater popularity appears to
have gone to the first two because both were able to combine discussion
of being with the drama of human subjectivity. Undoubtedly this combi-
nation was because both Heidegger and Sartre, like so many others since:
Kant, had made the transcendental turn. In fact, among the twenthieth cen-
tury Thomists it was the Transcendental Thomists Rahner and Lonergan
who proved to have the greater staying power. Other Thomists (let us call
them the “Neo-Thomists”) discussed being as an abstraction from things

































