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I N  T H I S  I S S U E  O F  M E T H O D

.  I n  "Ques t i onna i r e  on  Ph i l osophy i l  119761  we  a re  a f f o rded
a  c l ea r  v i ew  o f  t he  nes t  o f  p rob lems  and  j - s sues  w i t h  wh i ch
Be rna rd  Lone rgan  has  s t r ugg led  un rem i t t i ng l y  ove r  a  l - i f e t ime .
We  encoun te r  a  se r i es  o f  succ inc t  and  con f i den t  expos i t i ons
o f  t he  resu l t s  o f  h i s  e f f o r t s  t o  r econs t ruc t  ph i l osophy  and
theo logy  t o  mee t  t he  rad i ca l  c r i s i s  i n  con tempo ra ry  cu l t u re
occas ioned  by  t he  sc i en t i f i c  and  h j - s t o r i ca l  r evo lu t i ons .  we
f i nd  revea led  j - n  t h j - s  documen t  Lone rgan ' s  v i s i on  o f  t he  demands
o f  t he  p resen t  age ,  h i s  s t r a tegy  f o r  mee t i ng  t hose  requ i r emen ts ,
h i s  sugges t i ons  o f  p rom is i ng  d i r ec t j - ons  t o  be  t aken  and  o f
f u r t he r  s t r a teg ies  t o  be  imp lemen ted  i f  t he  d i so r i en ta ted
mode rn  m ind  i s  t o  r ega in  j - t s  ba lance .  I n t e rwoven  cohe ren t l y
i n  t he  responses  p rov i ded  a re ,  among  o the r  t h i ngs ,  Lone rgan rs
o \ ^ rn  accoun t  o f  h i s  un ique  ad jus tmen t  o f  HegeJ - ' s  d i aLec t i c

t u r n i n g  i t  " i n s i d e  o u t "  r a t h e r  t h a n  t ' u p s i d e  d o w n t t ,  h i s
app ra i sa l  o f  t he  cen t ra l  weakness  o f  Ca tho l i c  soc i a l  t hough t

i t s  appa ren t  l ack  o f  awa reness  o f  t he  need  f o r  t echn i ca l -
know ledge ,  h j - s  ana l ys i s  o f  t he  de f i c j - enc ies  o f  bo th  Ma rx j - an
and  1 j - be ra l -  cap i t a l i s t  t hough t ,  h i s  accoun t s  o f  t he  na tu re
o f  ph i l osophy ,  o f  t he  m in lmun  co re  o f  ph i l osoph i c  educa t i on ,
o f  t he  re l a t l on  o f  t heoJ -ogy  t o  r e l i g l on  and  t o  ph i l osophy ,
a n d  h i s  n o t i o n  o f  C h r i s t i a n  p r a x i s .

I n  " s t r a w s o n  a n d  L o n e r g a n  o n  ' P e r s o n t "  J .  F i t z p a t r l c k
con t i nues  t o  exp lo re  s im i l - a r i t i e s  and  d i f f e rences  be tween
AngJ -o -Amer i can  and  Lone rgan ian  t hough t .  Wh i l e  Lone rgan  and
S t rawson  beg in  f r om ph i J -osoph i c  s t andpo in t s  common l y  be l i eved
to  be  d i a l ec t i ca l l y  opposed ,  t he i r  v i ews  on  t he  no t i on  o f
' p e r s o n ' ,  F i t z p a t r i c k  a r g u e s ,  a r e  s t r i k i n g l y  s i m i l a r .

A  NOTE TO OUR SUBSCRIBERS

I n  V o l u n e  I I I  o f  M E T H O D  w e  s h a 7 7  c o n t i n u e  t o  n a k e  a v a i f -
a b l e  p r e v i o u s l y  u n p u b l i s h e d  n a t e r i a T  f r o n  t h e  L o n e r g a n  C e n t r e
i n  T o r o n t o ,  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  s c h o T a r l y  a r t i c l e s )  n o t e s ;  a n d
b o o k  r e v i e w s  f o c u s s i n g  u p o n  i s s u e s  a n d  g u e s t i o n s  o f  c o n c e r n
t o  p r o f e s s o r s  a n d  s L u d e n t s  o f  p h i l o s o p h y  a n d  t h e o l o g y .  P l e a s e
r e n e w  y o u r  s u b s c r i p t i o n  n o w .  A  s e f f - a d d r e s s e d  e n v e T o p e  h a s
b e e n  e n c l o s e d  f o r  y o u r  c o n v e n i e n c e .

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  s u p p o r t  o f  M E T H O D .
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QUESTIONNAIRE ON PHILOSOPHY

Responses by

Bernard  J .  F .  Lonergan,  S .J .

1 .  P T e a s e  d e s c r i b e  b r i e f l y  t h e  p r e s e n L  s t a t e  o f  p h i T o -

s o p h y  a n d  o f  p h i T o s o p h i c a l  s t u d i e s  i n  y o u r  c o u n t r y  o r  r e g i o n c

t e n d e n c i e s ,  s c h o o T s ,  i n p a c t .  i n p o r t a n c e  g i v e n  t o  p h i T o s o p h i c a T

s t u d i e s ,  e t c .  I

I  am not  par t i cu la r ly  competent  to  speak  o f  Eng l ish-

speaking Canada since eleven years of my studies and over

twenty or my teaching $rere done elsewhere. But taking the

Univers i ty  o f  Toronto  as  a  parad igm,  the  t rad i t iona l  core

is  the  presenta t ion  o f  anc ien t  and modern  ph i losoph ies .  Th is

t rad i t ion  has  been in f i l t ra ted  and,  in  par t ,  overcome by

the  l ingu is t i c  ana lys ts .  The impact  o f  ph i losophy seems smal l

and i t s  impor tance I i t t le  apprec ia ted .  The bes t  s tudents

do mathemat ics  and na tura l  sc ience.

2 . 1 .  A g a i n s t  t h i s  b a c k g r o u n d  d e s c r i b e  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t a t e

o f  J e s u i t  p h i T o s o p h i c a T  s t u d . i e s  i n  y o u r  r e g i o n t  2 s  t o  e x t e n t ,

c o n t e n t  '  a n d  n e t h o d s  .

In  1930 the  Jesu i ts  o f  Upper  Canada opened a  house o f
ph i losophy in  Toronto .  The pro fessors  were  good men,  fa i th fu t

to the assigned textbooks, apparently unaware of the exigences

of Deus scientiarum Dominus, but very generous 1n spending

the i r  weekends in  Toronto  and ne ighbor ing  par ishes .  A f te r

about  twenty - f i ve  years  i t  was  dec ided to  d iscont inue s tud ies
o f  ph i losophy in  Toronto  and to  send our  scho las t ics  to  the
Oregon prov ince  fo r  the i r  ph i losophy.

2 . 2 .  I n  c o n p a r i s o n  w i t h  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  b e f o r e  t h e  T h i r t y -
f i r s t  G e n e r a l  C o n g r e g a t i o n  o f  t h e  S o c i e t y  o f  J e s u s  ( 1 9 6 5 )

d o  y o u  n o t i c e  a  d e c T i n e c  a  s i n p T e  c h a n g e ,  o r  e v e n  a n  i n p r o v e -

n e n t  i n  p h i l o s o p h i c a T  s t u d i e s ?  W h a t  d o  y o u  t h i n k  a r e  t h e
r e a s o n s  f o r  t h i s  p h e n o n e n o n ?

As s tud ies  o f  ph i losophy in  Eng l ish-speak ing  Canada
were  d iscont inued we l l  be fore  1965,  there  has  s ince  been

no change whatever. Holrever, att i tudes towards phi losophy

have su f fe red  inc identa l  losses  and en joyed inc identa l  ga ins .

The inc identa l  loss  is  the  w idespread conv ic t ion  tha t  ph i lo -

sophy is a waste of t ime. The incidental gain is the breakdown

of  the  o ld  reg imenta t ion .

@ rs84 by  Bernard  Lonergan



METHOD

In  bo th  cases  t he  unde r l y i ng  and  l ongs tand ing  causes

a re :  ( 1  )  t he  rad i ca l  sh j - f t  i n  t he  no t i on  o f  s c i ence  i n  t he

s e v e n t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ;  a n d  ( 2 1  t h e  r a d i c a l  s h i f t  i n  t h e  n o t i o n

o f  h i s t o r v  i  n  f h c  n i n o l - o o n f h  n a n t r r r r re s r r u u !  y  .

On the  sc i en t i f i c  r evo lu t i on  He rbe r t  Bu t t e r f i e l d  has

s a i d :

S i n c e  t h a t  r e v o l u t i o n  o v e r t u r n e d  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  i n  s c i e n c e
no t  on l y  o f  t he  m idd le  ages  bu t  a l so  o f  t he  anc ien t
w o r f d  - -  s i n c e  i t  e n d e d  n o t  o n l y  i n  t h e  e c l i p s e  o f  s c h o l _
as t i c  ph i l osophy  bu t  a l - so  i n  t he  des t ruc t . i on  o f  A r i s t o_
t e l i a n  p h y s i c s  i t  o u t s h i n e s  e v e r y t h i n g  s i n c e  t h e
r i s e  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  a n d  r e d u c e s  t h e  R e n a i s s a n c e  a n d
Re fo rma t i on  t o  t he  rank  o f  me re  ep i sodes ,  me re  i n t e rna l -
d i s p l a c e m e n t s ,  w i t h i n  t h e  s y s t e m  o f  m e d l e v a f  C h r i s t e n d o m .
S i n c e  i t  c h a n g e d  t h e  c h a r a c t e r  o f  m e n ' s  h a b i t u a l m e n t a l
ope ra t l - ons  even  i n  t he  conduc t  o f  t he  non_ma te r i a l  s c i _
ences ,  wh i l e  t r ans fo rm ing  t he  who l_e  d i ag ram o f  t he  phys i_
c a f  u n i v e r s e  a n d  t h e  v e r y  t e x t u r e  o f  h u m a n  l i f e  i t s e l f ,
i t  l ooms  so  l a rge  as  t he  rea l  o r i g i n  o f  t he  mode rn  wo r l d
a n d  t h e  m o d e r n  m e n t a l i t y  t h a t  o u r  c u s t o m a r y  p e r i o d i s a _
t i on  o f  Eu ropean  h i s t o r y  has  become  an  anach ron i sm  and
an  encumbrance .  '

O f  t he  "h i s t o r r ca l -  r evo . l u t i on , '  A l an  R i cha rdson  has  w r i - t t en :

We  shou ld  neve r  f o rge t  t ha t  i t  was  one  and  t he  same
m o v e m e n t  o f  n r i f i a r l  a n a , , i - , ,  w h i c h  f j - r s t  c u l r n i n a t e d
in the sevenJe-e-n-t*h ' -?.* ' . i " -  . ' " t "nt i f ic  achievement and
l a t e r  i n  t h e  e m e r g e n c e  o f  t h e  f u l l y  d e v e l - o p e d  h i s t o r i c a l
c r i t l c a l  m e t h o d  o f  t h e  n r n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y .  T h e  c r i t i c a l -
f a c u l t y  o n c e  a w a k e n e d  c o u l d  n o t  r e s t  s a t i s f i e d  w i t h
t h e  s u c c e s s f u l  c x p l o r a t i o n  o f  t h e  r e a l m  o f  n a t u r e ;  t E
w a s  b o u n d  t o  g o  o n  f r o m  t h e r e  t o  t h e  c r i t i c a l  i n v e s c r g a _
t i on  o f  t he  more  i n t r ac tab l - e  r ea lm  o f  human  na tu i e ,
and ,  when  t he  i dea  o f  deve lopmen t  was  f u l l y  unde rs tood ,
t o  s e e k  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  h o w ,  i n  f a c c ,  m a n
and  h i s  j , ns t i t u t i ons  have  come  to  be  wha t  t hey  a re .
S l n c e  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  i t  h a s  b e e n  a n  a x i o m  o f
Wes te rn  t . h l nk i ng  t ha t  men  and  t he l r  i n s t i t u t i ons  canno t
be  unde rs tood  apa r t  f r om  the i r  h i s t o r y  The  h i s_
t -o r i ca l  r evo l - u t i on  i n  hu rnan  t h i nk i ng ,  wh i ch  v /as  accom_
p l i s h e d  i n  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ,  i s  j u s t  a s  i m p o r t a n t
a s  t h e  s c i e n t i f j - c  r e v o l u t i o n  o f  t \ , / o  c e n t u r i e s  e a r l i e r .
B u t  t h e y  a r e  n o t  t w o  s e p a r a t e  r e v o l u t i o n s l  t h e y  a r e
aspec t s  o f  t he  one  g rea t  t r ans i t j - ona l  movemen t  f r om
the  med iaeva f  t o  t he  mode rn  way  o f  l ook i ng  a t  t h i ngs .3

So  much  f o r  t he  unde rJ - y i ng  and  I ongs tand ing  causes .

T h e  p r o x i m a t e  c a u s e  1 s  t o  b e  s o u g h t ,  i n  m y  o p i n i o n ,

n o t  i n  a  t o t a f  u n a w a r e n e s s  o f  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  a n d  t h e  h i s t o r i -

c a l  r e v o l u t i o n s ,  b u t  i n  a  f a i - l , u r e  t o  g r a s p  t h e i r  r a d i c a l

cha rac te r  and  t o  acknow ledge  t ha t  f a r  mo re  t han  p i ecemea l

concess ions  a re  needed  t o  mee t  t he  i s sue .  we  have  acknow ledged

the  t r ans fo rma t i ons  o f  ou r  know ledge  o f  na tu re  and  o f  ou r
know ledge  o f  man ,  no t  as  a  s i nq le  momen tous  even t  demand ing

an  equa l l y  momen tous  deve lopmen t  i , n  ph i l osophy ,  bu r  as  a
se r i es  o f  r eg re t t ab le  abe r ra t i ons  t ha t  un fo r t una te r v  a re
w i d e l y  a c c e p t e d .



PHILOSOPHY

3 . 1 .  I n  t h e  T i g h t  o f  w h a t  y o u  t h i n k  t o  b e  t h e  n a t u r e

o f  p h i T o s o p h y  ( a n d  o f  t h e o T o g y )  c a n  y o u  s t a t e  c T e a r  r e a s o n s

w h y  p h i T o s o p h i c a T  s t u d i e s  s h o u J d  b e  a  n e c e s s a r y  p a r t  o f  p r e -

p a r a t i o n  f o r  t h e  p r i e s t h o o d  a n d / o r  t h e  t r a i n i n g  o f  a  J e s u i t ?

I  sha l l  a t tempt  to  answer  th is  ques t ion  in  two main

s tages  w i th  su i tab le  subd iv is ions :  3 .11  -  my op in ion  on  the

nature  o f  ph i losophy;  3 .111 -  the  v iew commonly  der ived  f rom

A r i s t o t l e i  3 . 1 1 2  -  i t s  i n a d e g u a c y ,  3 . 1 2  -  a n  a l t e r n a t i v e

v i e w ;  3 . 1 2 1  -  i t s  r e l e v a n c e  t o  t h e o l o g y ;  3 . 1 2 2  -  i t s  r e l e v a n c e

to  the  fo rmat ion  o f  p r ies ts  and o f  Jesu i ts .

3 . 1 1 .  I n  g e n e r a l  I  s h o u l d  s a y  t h a t  p h i l o s o p h y  i s  t h e

bas ic  and to ta l  sc ience,  the  Grund-  und Gesamtwj .ssenschaf t ,

and fo r  th is  reason i t  fu l f i l s  an  essent ia l  med ia t ing  ro le

between theo logy ,  o ther  sc iences ,  human cu l tu res  and soc j -e t ies .

3 . 1 1 1 .  O n  a  t r a d i t i o n a f  v i e w ,  c o m m o n l y  d e r i v e d  f r o m

Ar is to t le rs  Pos ter io r  Ana ly t i cs ,  sc ience is  cer ta in  knowledge

of  th ings  th rough the i r  causes ,  cer ta  re rum percausas  c rcqn i t io .

The dependence o f  th is  v iew on Ar is to tLe 's  wr i t ings

is  man i fes t  enough.  For  i f  the  Pos ter io r  Ana lv t i cs  beg in

by  asser t ing  (1  )  an  e lement  o f  necess i ty ,  t ru th ,  cer ta in ty

and (21  an  e lement  o f  causa l i t y ,  unders tand ing ,  exp lanat ion ,

s t i l l  these two are  g iven immedia te ly  the i r  techn ica l  ob jec t i -

f i ca t ion  in  the  demonst ra t i ve  sy l log ism,  where  the  premises

are  t rue  and cer ta in ,  wh i le  the  midd l -e  te rm ass igns  the  neces-

sary  g round o f  the  pred ica te  per ta in ing  to  the  sub jec t .

Once th is  v iew o f  sc ience is  accepted ,  i t  i s  no t  d i f f i -

cu l t  to  conc lude tha t  the  bas ic  and to ta l  sc lence must  be

metaphys ics .  Metaphys ics  i s  the  sc ience tha t  se ts  fo r th  neces-

sary  p r inc ip les  and conc l -us ions  about  be ing  as  be ing .  These

pr inc ip les  and conc l -us j .ons  must  ho ld  fo r  every  be ing .  And

so metaphys ics  must  be  the  to ta l  and bas ic  sc ience.

3 . 1 1 2 .  H o w e v e r  t h i s  v i e w  o f  s c i e n c e  i s  c h a l l e n g e d  b o t h

by  the  sc ien t i f i c  revo lu t ion  o f  the  seventeenth  century  and

by the  h is to r ica l  revo lu t ion  o f  the  n ine teenth  century .

For  the  v iew tha t  metaphys ics  i s  the  bas ic  and to ta l

sc ience supposes  tha t  o ther  sc iences  der ive  the i r  bas ic  con-

cepts  and pr inc ip les  by  some fu r ther  spec i f i ca t ion  o f  the

bas ic  concepts  and pr inc ip les  o f  metaphys ics .  But  the  deve lop-

ment  o f  modern  na tura l  sc ience revea led  tha t  empi r i ca l l y

es tab l j -shed cor re l -a t ions  y ie lded se ts  o f  bas ic  te rms and

bas ic  re la t j .ons ,  and these te rms and re la t ions  were  fa r  more

f ru i t fuL than any th ing  tha t  cou ld  be  der ived  f rom Ar is to te l ian

metaphys ics .
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Fur ther ,  wh i le  the  Pos ter io r  AnaLyt ics  began f rom the

v iew tha t  we th ink  r re  unders tand when we know the  cause,

know tha t  i t  i s  the  cause,  and know tha t  the  e f fec t  cannot

b e  o t h e r  t h a n  i t  i s ,  s t i l 1  t h i s  i n i t i a l -  i n t e r e s t  i n  r e a l i t y

prompt ly  gave way to  i t s  express ion  i -n  demonst ra t j -ve  sy l lo -
g isms and in  an  un fo ld ing  o f  the  numerous  in te res t ing  proper -

t ies  o f  demonst ra t i ve  sy l log isms.  Moreover ,  ne i ther  the  four -

teenth-century  Scho las t ics  nor  the i - r  subsequent  fo l lowers

showed much concern  to  submi t  the i r  sy l log j .s t i c  conc lus ions

to  empi r j -ca I  tes ts .  So there  arose loud compla in ts  aga ins t

A r i s t o t e l i a n  v e r b a l i s m  a n d ,  a t  t h e  s a m e  t i m e ,  t h e  n e w  s c i e n -

t i s ts  subscr ibed to  a  ru le  to  en ter ta in  no  ques t ions  tha t

cou ld  no t  be  se t t led  by  an  appea l  to  observa t ion  and/or  ex-
p e r i m e n t .

Th is  ruJ-e  o f  empi r i ca l  ver i f i ca t ion  had u l te r j .o r  imp l i -

ca t ions .  For  i f  Newton,  Lap lace ,  MaxwelL ,  no t  to  ment ion

the  pamphle teers ,  expressed no  ser ious  doubts  about  the  neces-

s i ty  o f  na tura l  laws,  i t  remains  tha t  Euc I id ,  once assumed

to  be  un ique and indub i tab le ,  has  g iven v ray  to  R iemann 's

man i fo ld  o f  geomet r ies ,  Ne\ " r ton  has  y ie tded to  E ins te in ,  La-
p lace  to  Darwin ian  probab l l i t ies  o f  emergence and surv iva l ,

M a x w e l l -  t o  H e i s e n b e r g ' s  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  u n c e r t a i n t y  o r  i n d e t e r -

minacy .  Nor  i s  th is  s imp ly  the  red iscovery  o f  the  Scho l -as t ic

d is t inc t ion  be tween metaphys ica l  and phys icaJ-  necess i ty .

What  the  empi r i ca l  sc ien t is t  d iscovers  i s  no t  the  i -n te l1 ig i -

b i l i t y  o f  w h a t  m u s t  b e  b u t  t h e  i n t e l l i g i b i l i t y  o f  w h a t  m a y

or  may no t  be .  For  tha t  reason ver i f i ca t j -on  j -s  o f  the  essence

o f  e m p i r i c a l  s c i e n c e .

As  Ar is to te l ian  sc j -ence v ras  knowledge o f  the  necessary

so  a l -so  i t  was  knowledge o f  the  un iversa l .  Bu t  modern  sc j -ence,

w h i l e  i t  u s e s  u n i v e r s a l s ,  c o n c e i v e s  t h e m  n o t  a s  s c i e n t i f i c

ob jec t ives  bu t  mere ly  as  too ls  tha t  th rough success ive  and

ever  more  de terminate  approx imat ions  br ing  us  ever  c loser

to  knowledge and cont ro l  o f  the  concre t .e .

F ina I ly ,  th is  concern  w i th  the  concre te  b r j -ngs  to  I igh t

a  fu r ther  d i f fe rence be tween the  modern  and the  Ar is to teL ian

not ion  o f  sc ience.  Because Ar is to te l ian  sc ience v /as  to  be

an ordered se t  o f  demonst ra t j -ve  sy l log j -sms,  i t  cou l -d  be  a
hab i t  tucked i .n to  the  mind  o f  an  ind iv iduaL.  But  no  ind iv i -dua l

knows the  who le  o f  any  modern  sc ience.  Knowledge o f  the  who le
o f  modern  mathemat ics ,  o r  modern  phys ics ,  o r  modern  chemis t ry ,

o r  any  o ther  nodern  f ie ld ,  res ides  no t  in  the  minds  o f ind iv id -

ua ls  bu t  in  the  aggregate  resources  o f  the  respec t ive  sc ien-
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t i f ic communit ies. So Thomas Kuhn in the Postscript to the

second ed i t ion  o f  h is  lhe  St ruc ture  o f  Sc ien t i f i c  Revo lu t ions

began by remarking that, i f  he were rewrit ing the book, he

would begin from the notion of the scienti f ic community.r

wh i le  the  seventeenth  -century  sc ien t i f i c  revo lu t ion

was an t i -Ar is to  te l ian ,  the  n ine teenth-  century  h is to r ica l

revo lu t ion  was opposed to  Ar is to t le  on ly  inasmuch as  Ar is to t le

cou ld  no t  conce ive  h is to ry  as  a  sc ience.  H is to r ians  do  no t

derive their basic terms and relat ions either from a metaphy-

s ic  o r  f rom empi r i ca l l y  va l ida ted  laws l  they  are  conten t

to extend the ordinary language of their own place and t ime

to include the r4rays of thought and f,eel ing of the period

they  are  inves t iga t ing .  They  do  no t  demonst ra te  the i r  conc lu -
sions but f ind them confirmed by the avai lable documentary

and o ther  ev idence.  They  do  no t  d iscover  the  in te l l ig ib i l i t y

o f  what  must  be  bu t  uncover  the  in te l l ig ib i l i t y  o f  what  was,

though i t  might not have been. They use universals but onJ.y
as tools towards reaching the concrete with r.rhich they are

concerned.  The i r  knowledge,  f ina I Iy ,  has  i t s  locus  no t  1n

the  mind  o f  each h is to r ian  bu t  on ly  in  aggregate  resources

of  the  ongo ing  communi ty  o f  h is to r ians .

3 .12 .  I  have been se t t ing  fo r th  the  d ivergence be t teen

the  idea o f  sc ience fo rmula ted  in  Ar is to t le rs  pos ter io r  Ana ly -
t i cs  and the  ach ievement  o f  sc ien t i f i c  and h i .s to r ica l  inves t l -
ga t ion  in  recent  centur i .es .  I  have now to  ask ,  in  the  l igh t

o f  the  new idea o f  sc ience,  what  the  bas ic  and to ta l  sc ience

is  to  be .  Essent ia l l y  my ansvrer  i s  s imp le :  the  bas ic  and

to ta l  sc ience is  no t  jus t  metaphys ics  bu t  the  compound o f
( 1 )  c o g n i t i o n a l  t h e o r y ,  ( 2 )  e p i s t e m o l o g y ,  ( 3 )  t h e  m e t a p h y s i c s

o f  p ropor t ionate  be ing ,  and (4 )  ex is ten t ia l  e th ics .  Le t  us

say  a  few words  on  each o f  these.

Cogn j - t iona l  theory  te l l s  jus t  what  one is  do ing  when
one is coming to know. I t  includes the whole genesis of common
sense,  o f  the  sc i .ences ,  o f  exeget ica l  and h is to r ica l  s tud ies ,
o f  the  ph i losoph ies .  I t  w i l l  be  rad ica l  enough to  leave room
for  fu tu re  sc ien t i f i c ,  scho la r ly ,  and ph i losoph ic  deve lopments .
I t  insures  our  bas ic  and to ta l  sc ience aga ins t  ob jec t ions
from the sciences of the past and leaves i t  open to the discov-
er ies  o f  the  fu tu re .

Epistemology tel ls r irhy performing the operations, set
fo r th  in  cogn i t iona l  theory ,  i s  knowing.  I t  takes  the  reader

or student beyond the mistaken views on knowledqe and real i tv
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which  men o f  common sense,  sc ien t is ts ,  scho la rs ,  and ph i lo -

sophers  so  eas i l y  and f requent ly  rna in ta in .

From knowing what we do when we know and knowing i ,rhy

do ing  tha t  i s  rea l l y  knowing there  fo l lows a  coro l la ry r  namely ,

a  metaphys lcs  tha t  se ts  fo r th  what  in  genera l  we know when

we per fo r rn  cogn i t iona l  opera t ions .  Such a  metaphys ics  w j -11

be no  more  than a  metaphys lcs  o f  p ropor t ionate  be ing ,  o f

the  wor l -d  o f  our  exper j -ence.  But  i t  i s  f rom tha t  wor ld  we

must  s ta r t  i f  we are  to  unders tand the  modern  q ' res t ion  o f

God,  s ince  modern  sc ience has  g iven us  knowledge conf ined

to  th is  wor ld ,  and to  go  beyond tha t  knowledge \ . /e  have to

be fu1 ly  and exp l i c i t l y  aware  o f  what  we are  do ing .

O f  e x i s t e n t i a l  e t h i c s ,  f i n a l l y ,  s o m e t h i n g  w i l l  b e  s a i d

in  our  nex t  sec t ion ,  fo r  i t  regards  man in  th is  wor ld ,  and

t h a t  f a l 1 s  w i t h i n  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  d o m a i n  o f  t h e o l o g y . u

3 . 1 2 1 .  A  C h r i s t i a n  t h e o l o g y  t h e m a t i z e s  t h e  C h r i s t i a n

re l ig ion  on  the  l -eve I  o f  the  t imes in  wh ich  the  theo logy

is  composed.

So theo log ies  are  d is t ingu ished by  the i r  t ime,  and peop le

speak o f  b ib t i ca l  theoJ-ogy ,  pa t r i s t i c  theo logy ,  med ieva l

theo logy ,  and modern  theo logy ,  o f  the i r  respec t ive  charac ter -

i s t i cs  and d i f fe rences ,  o f  the j - r  re l -a t ions  to  one another

and to  the i r  t ines .

In  the  Chr is t ian  re l ig ion  as  l i ved  bu t  no t  ye t  themat lzed

there  may be  d is t ingu ished th ree  moments .  F i rs t ,  there  is

the  on t ic  p resent  o f  God 's  love  f lood ing  our  hear ts  th rough

t h e  H o I y  S p i r i t  h e  h a s  g i v e n  u s .  S e c o n d ,  t h e r e  i s  t h e  o b j e c -

t i ve  pas t  in  wh ich  God 's  reve la t ion  o f  h is  love  to  us  th rough

Chr is t  Jesus  has  been med ia ted  down the  ages  by  the  ongo ing

Chr is t ian  comrnun i ty .  Th i rd Iy ,  there  is  the  eschato loq ica l

consummat ion  and,  on  the  wdy,  the  command and the  du ty  to

preach the  gospeJ-  to  every  c lass  in  every  cu l tu re .

T h e  C h r i s t i a n  r e l i g i o n  a s  l i v e d  e n t e r s  h u m a n  l i v i n g

both  on  the  s ide  o f  the  ob jec t  and on  the  s ide  o f  the  sub iec t .

O n  t h e  s i d e  o f  t h e  o b j e c t  i t  e n t e r s  h u m a n  h i s t o r y  a n d  p e n e -

t ra tes  human cu l tu res  as  the  word  o f  God in  and about  and

t h r o u g h  J e s u s  C h r i s t ,  h i s  I i f e  a n d  h i s  w o r k .  O n  t h e  s i d e

o f  t h e  s u b j e c t  i t  i s  a  t r a n s f o r m a t i o n  o f  e x i s t e n t i a l -  e t h i c s .

B u t  e x i s t e n t i a l  e t h i c s  I  m e a n  t h e  e t h i c a l  I i v i n g  t h a t  h a s

not  ye t  emerged inasmuch as  one jus t  d r j - f t s  th rough l - i fe

tha t  i s ,  jus t  does  and says  and th inks  what  everyone e l -se

is  do ing  and say ing  and th ink ing ,  and everyone e lse  is  d r i f t ing

too .  Pos i t i ve ly  I  mean the  e th ica l  l i v ing  tha t  beg ins  indeed
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when one f inds out for oneself that one has to decide for

onese l f  what  one is  to  do  w i th  one 's  l i fe ,  bu t  tha t  becomes

establ ished when one l ives in love with those nearest one

and in loyalty with one's fel low men about one. Now such

ex is ten t ia l  e th ics  undergoes  a  t rans format ion  when Godrs

love f loods our hearts through the HoIy Spir i t  he has given

us :  fo r  such love  is  unres t r i c ted l  i t  i s  w i th  a l t  onets  hear t

and a l l  one 's  mind  and a l l  one ts  s t rength ;  fu r ther ,  i t  i s

comprehens ive ,  lov ing  God above a I l ,  and  one 's  ne ighbor  as

onese l f ,  and the  wor ld ,  in  wh ich  we l i ve  w i th  a l l  i t  con ta ins ,

as  God 's  own wor ld .  I t  i s  the  love  descr ibed by  St .  pau l

in  the  th i r teenth  chapter  o f  h is  f i rs t  te t te r  to  the  Cor in th -

ians ;  i t  i s  the  love  to  wh ich  Ignat ius  o f  Loyo la  d i rec ts

those tha t  fo l low h is  sp i r i tua l  exerc ises .

I f  f  may use the  te rm,  sub la te ,  sub la t ion ,  in  the  sense

ind ica ted  in  my Method in  Theo loqvr6  one may say  tha t  the

Chr is t ian  re l ig j .on  sub la tes  the  who le  o f  human l i v ing .  For

what sublates goes beyond what is sublated; i t  adds an entirely

new pr inc ip le ,  se ts  a  new goa l ,  a  nes ,  task ,  a  new cr i te r ion ,

l " ibera tes  what  i s  sub la ted  f rom i ts  l im i ta t ions  and d i rec ts

i t  to  h igher  ends ,  ye t  in  no  way s tun ts  i t ,  in te r fe res  w j_ th

i t ,  robs  i t  o f  i t s  in tegr i . t y .  So  sens i t i v i t y  sub la tes  vegeta l

I i v ing ;  in te l l igence sub la tes  an imal  l i v ing ;  ra t iona l  judgrnent

concent ra tes  the  c rea t iv i t y  o f  in te l l igence on  t ru th  and

rea l i t y ;  de l ibera t ion ,  eva lua t ion ,  dec is ion ,  p rax is  in tegra te

knowing and feel ing in the pursuit  of the good, of the truly
wor th  wh i le .  The Chr is t ian  re l ig ion  as  l i ved  adds  a  fu r ther
s tage in  th is  p rocess  o f  sub la t ion :  ! , r i th in  the  ind iv idua l
i t  i s  God 's  love  f lood ing  h is  hear t  and thereby  t rans forming
h is  ex is ten t ia l  sub jec t iv i t y ;  w i th in  the  ongo ing  human commun-

i ty  i t  i s  the  ob jec t ive  reve la t ion  o f  God,s  love  in  Chr is t

Jesus ,  the  med ia t ion  o f  tha t  reve la t ion  th rough the  Chr is t ian
communi ty ,  and the  miss ion  to  p reach the  gospe l  to  a l l  na t ions
unt i l  the  consummat ion  o f  a l l  in  a l l .

I  have been speak ing  o f  the  Chr is t ian  re l ig ion  as  l i ved
in order that I  might speak of i t  as thematized, as the concern
of  theo logy .  We have seen tha t  the  Chr is t ian  re l ig ion  as
l i ved  is  the  sub la t ion  o f  the  who le  o f  human l i v i .ng .  I t  fo l -
Iows at once that to thematize the sublat ion of the whole
of human l iving is a task beyond the competence of theology

as  a  par t i cu la r  sc ience or  par t i cu la r  d isc ip l ine ,  tha t  theo logy
can perform that task only by broadening i ts horizon by unit ing
i tse l f  w i th  ph i losophy as  the  bas ic  and to ta l  sc ience.
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To  pu t  t he  po in t  j - n  o the r  r . / o rds ,  one  may  no te  t ha t  pa r -

t i c u l a r  s c i e n c e s  a r e  s p e c i a l i z a t i o n s ,  t h a t  j - n t e r d i s c i p l i n a r y

s tud ies  bu i l - d  b r i - dges  be t l veen  spec ia l l za t i ons  t o  g i ve  us

p h y s i c a l  c h e m j - s t r y ,  b i o p h y s i c s ,  b i o c h e n i s t r y ,  p s y c h o l o g i e s

o f  t he  unconsc ious  and  soc ia l  psycho log j - es ,  t ha t  t he  u l t i r na te

g round  o f  a l l  i n t e rd i sc j - p l i - na r y  wo rk  i s  t he  bas i c  and  t o ta l _

s c j - e n c e  t h a t  r e s u l t s  f r o m  u n d e r s t a n d i n g ,  b o t h  i n  t h e i r  s i m j - f a r -

l t i e s  a n d  i n  t h e i r  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  t h e  s e v e r a l  m e t h o d s  o f  t h e

pa r : t r cuJ -a r  sc i ences  and ,  as  we I I ,  t he  p rocedu res  o f  common

s e n s e .  O n I y  i n  v i r t u e  o f  s u c h  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  i s  t h e  t h e o l o g i a n

capab le  o f  t hema t i z j - ng  adequa te l y  t he  Ch r i s t j - an  reJ - i g i on

b o t h  i n  i t s e L f  a s  a  p r l - n c i p l e  o f  s u b l a t i o n  a n d  i n  i t s  e f f e c t s

r n r r n  f h c  w h a l  o  a f  h r r m : n  I  i  r z i  n a

As  t he  reade r  w i l l  have  no ted ,  I  am  res ta t i ng  j - n  t he

con tempora ry  con tex t  t he  t r ad i t i ona l  v i ew  t ha t  ph i J -osophy

i s  t h e  h a n d m a i d  o f  t h e o l o g y .  f n  t h e  m e d i e v a l  c o n t e x t  I o g i c

\ " / as  t he  no rm  and  measu re  o f  s c i ence  and  by  t ha t  s t anda rd

me taphys i cs  was  t he  bas i c  and  t o ta ]  s c i ence .  Bu t  i n  t he  con tem-

po ra ry  con tex t  me thod  i s  t he  no rm  and  measu re  o f  s c i ence

and  so  i t  i s  f r om  an  unde rs tand ing  o f  me thods  i n  t he i r  s im i l - a r -

i t i e s  a n d  t h e i r  d i f f e r e n c e s  t h a t  o n e  a t t a i n s  t h e  b a s l c  a n d

to ta l -  s c i - ence .

T h e r e  r e m a i n s  a  f i n a l  p o i n t ,  f o r  i n  t h e  n e w  c o n t e x t

t he  re l a t i ons  be tween  t heo logy  and  ph i l osophy  a re  pa r t i . cu l a r l y

s i m p l e  a n d  c I e a r .  T h e o l o g y  i s  t h e  s u b f a t i o n  o f  p h i l o s o p h y .

Fo r  ph i J . oscphy  i s  t he  bas i c  and  t o ta l  s c j - ence  o f  human  l i v i ng .

T h e  C h r i s t i a n  r e l i g i o n  a s  I i v e d  i s  t h e  s u b L a t i o n  o f  t h e  w h o l e

o f  h u m a n  I i v i n g .  H e n c e  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  r e l i g i o n  a s  t h e m a t i z e d

i s  t he  sub la t i on  o f  t he  bas i c  and  t o ta l  s c i ence  o f  human

I i v i n g .

3 . 1 2 2 -  W e  h a v e  c o m e  t o  t h e  e n d  o f  t h i s  l o n g  a n s w e r  a n d

have  nov /  t o  conc lude  w i t h  an  op in i on  on  t he  re l evance  o f

ph i l osoph l ca l  s t udy  i n  t he  p repa ra t i on  o f  cand ida tes  f o r

t h e  p r i e s t h o o d  a n d  i n  t h e  t r a i n i n g  o f  J e s u i t s .

F i r s t  o f  a l l ,  t h e n ,  I  d o  n o t  s e e  a n y  r e l e v a n c e  i n  a n y

a n t i q u a t e d  p h i l o s o p h y ,  a n d  I  c o n s i d e r  a n t i q u a t e d  a n y p h i l o s o p h y

w i - t h  a  cogn i t i onaJ -  t heo ry  i nadequa te  t o  accoun t  c l ea r l y  and

accu ra te l y  f o r  t he  p rocedu res  o f  common  sense ,  o f  ma thema t i cs ,

o f  t he  na tu ra l  s c i ences ,  o f  t he  human  sc j - ences ,  and  o f  human

s t u d i e s .

Second l y ,  compe tence  i n  a  con tempo ra ry  d i . s c i p l i ne  pe r t a i ns

no t  t o  i nd i v i dua l s  bu t  t o  g roups  and ,  i n  l i ke  manne r ,  compe-

t e n c e  i n  a  s e t  o f  d i s c i p l i n e s  p e r t a i n s  t o  a  g r o u p  o f  g r o u p s .
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This  fea ture  o f  our  wor ld  resu l ts  f rom spec ia l i za t ion ,  and

spec ia l i za t ion  resu l ts  f rom the  fac t  tha t  modern  d isc ip l ines

a im a t  knowledge,  no t  o f  abs t rac t  un iversa ls ,  bu t  o f  every
closer approximations to the concrete. Moreover, as knowledge

advances ,  spec ia l i za t ions  mul t ip ly  and,  as  they  mul t ip ly ,

they tend to get narrower and narrower. Eventual ly narrowness

succumbs to  decreas ing  re tu rns  and the  need fo r  tgenera l i s ts t

a s  w e l L a s  s p e c i a l i s t s  i s  f e l t .  S o  i n  W e s t  G e r m a n y  a t B i e l e f e l d
there  has  been ins t i tu ted  a  un ivers i ty  fo r  in te rd isc ip l inary

s tud ies ,  wh i le  in  Amer ica  Ludr " r i .g  von Ber ta lan f fy  has  launched
a movement  w i th  h is  Genera l  sys tems Theory .T  Wi th in  th is
contex t  theo logy  as  the  sub la t ion  o f  ph i losophy is  o f  supreme
impor tance.  For  i f  one  be l ieves  tha t  the  Chr is t ian  re l ig ion
is  the  sub la t ion  o f  the  who le  o f  human l i v ing ,  the  theo log ica l
themat j .za t ion  o f  th is  re l ig ion  must  be  gran ted  f i rs t  p lace

i n  s i g n i f i c a n t  s t u d i e s .

Th i rd ly ,  as  i t  i s  on ly  in  the  un ivers i ty  tha t  a I I  aspec ts
o f  human l i v ing  are  under  s tudy ,  i t  i s  in  the  Chr is t ian  un i -
vers l ty  tha t  theo logy  can a t ta in  i t s  fu l l  deve lopment  and
exerc ise  i t s  fu l l  in f luence.  In  the  pas t  indeed i t  c la imed
to  be  the  gueen o f  the  sc iences ,  bu t  then i t s  deduc t iv is t
no t ion  o f  sc ience mis led  i t  in to  mak ing  d ic ta to r ia l  c la ims.
In  the  present  p roposa l  i t s  in f luence w i I l  be  exerc ised,
no t  by  J -ay ing  down premises  and demonst ra t ing  conc lus ions ,
bu t  by  p romot ing  in te rd isc ip l inary  unders tand ing  th rough
J- ts  ph i losophy and th rough i t s  sub la t ion  o f  ph i losophy.

Fourthly, as I argued in my paper on , ' fhe Response of
the  Jesu i t  as  Pr ies t  and Apost le  in  the  Modern  Wor ld r t tB  the
New Testament  emphas is  on  the  func t ion  o f  p r ies ts  i s  tha t
they  are  to  be  leaders ,  teachers ,  p reachers .  In  the  measure
tha t  a  d iocese or  a  re l ig ious  order  w ishes  to  p rov ide  the
church  w i th  leaders ,  teachers ,  p reachers ,  i t  w i l l  do  a l l
i t  can  to  make the  leaders  fa r -see ing ,  the  teachers  p ro found,

the  preachers  w ise .  The fo rmula  fo r  tha t  i s  s imp le :  they
wi l l  thernse lves  l i . ve  the  chr is t ian  l i fe  tha t  i s  the  sub la t ion
of  the  who le  o f  human l i v ing ,  and they  w iL l  know a  theo logy
tha t  themat izes  the  sub la t ion  o f  the  who le  o f  human l i v ing .
fn  th is  fash ion  they  w i l l  p reach what  a l ready  they  prac t ise .

F i f th ly ,  resources  bo th  human and mater ia l  a re  l im i ted .
Do ing  a l l  one  can a t  t imes may be  l i t t le .  But  even then the
idear can be maintained. V{hat one individuar" lacks can be
made up by another, for in modern studies what counts is
not the learning in the individual mind but in the group.
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Fur the r ,  genu ine  Ch r i s t i an  hum i l i t y  exc l udes  t he  ressen t imen t

t ha t  be l i t t l e s  t he  l ea rn i ng  one  does  no t  onese l f  possess ;

and  i t  i s  such  ressen t imen t  t ha t  e rodes  i dea l s .

3 . 2 .  D o  y o u  t h i n k  t h a t  p h i T o s o p h i c a T  s t u d i e s  f o r  C h r i s -

t i a n s  a n r l / o r  e s p e c i a l T y  f o r  c a n d i d a t e s  f o r  t h e  p r i e s t h o o d

s h o u T d  b e  d i f f e r e n t  f r o n  p h i l o s o p h i c a T  s t u d i e s  n t o u t  c o u r t o ,

a n d  i f  s o ,  w h y ?

Pe rhaps  I  shou l - d  men t i on  t ha t  I  have  w r j _ t t en  on  t h i s

i s sue  i n  my  Ph i l osophy  o f  God  and  Theo loqy and in a paper

on "Ph i ]osophy and Theo logy . "  e

Br ie f l y  I  may say  tha t  the  bas ic  p r inc ip le  seems to
me to  be  tha t  human deve lopment  occurs  in  two d is t inc t  modes.
I f  I  m a y  u s e  a  s p a t i a l  m e t a p h o r ,  i t  m o v e  ( 1 )  f r o m  b e l o w  u p -
wards  and (2 )  f rom above downwards .

I t  moves  f rom be low upwards  inasmuch as  i t  beg ins  f rom
one 's  persona l  exper ience,  advances  th rough ever  fu l le r  under -
s tand ing  and more  ba lanced judgment ,  and so  a t ta ins  the  respon-
s i b l e  e x e r c i s e  o f  p e r s o n a l  f r e e d o m .

I t  moves  f rom above downwards  inasmuch as  one be longs
t o  a  h i e r a r c h y  o f  g r o u p s  a n d  s o  o w e s  a l l e g l a n c e  t o  o n e ' s
h o m e ,  t o  o n e ' s  c o u n t r y ,  t o  o n e ' s  r e l j - g i o n .  T h r o u g h  t h e  t r a d i -
t i o n s  o f  t h e  g r o u p  o n e  i s  s o c i a l i z e d ,  a c c u l t u r a t e d ,  e d u c a t e d
to  become in  t ime e i ther  (1  )  a  member  o f  the  t r ibe  or  c l -an
o r  ( 2 1  a n  i n h e r i t o r  o f  t h e  c L a s s j . c j - s m  o f  a n c i e n t  G r e e c e  a n d
R o m e  o r  ( 3 )  a  p a r t i c i p a n t  i n  t h e  m o d e r n i t y  t h a t  i s  f a m j _ L i a r
w i th  the  var ie ty  o f  human c r r l tu res  and l - i te ra tu res ,  theach ieve-
ments  o f  modern  mathemat ics  and sc ience,  the  exper t j -se  o f
the  contemporary  exegete  and h is to r ian ,  the  re f lec t ions  o f
p h i l o s o p h e r s  a n d  t h e o l o g i a n s .

These two nodes o f  deve lopment  a re  in te rdependent .  Both
beg in  f rom in fancy .  But  on ly  th rough the  second does  the
f i rs t  take  one beyond the  ear l ies t  p reh is to r ic  s tages  o f
human deve lopment .  OnIy  th rough the  f i rs t  i s  there  any  rea l
ass imj . l "a t ion  and appropr ia t ion  o f  the  second.

S r r n h  i  n f o r d o n a n A ^ - ^ ^  i  I  I  j  - +  I  - ^ !' r u u r u e p e n o e n c e ,  a s  r c  s u p p o s e s  d i s t i n c t i o n ,  s o
t o o  i t  o p p o s e s  s e p a r a t i o n .  I n  p h i l o s o p h y  ( a n d  p a r t i c u t a r l y

i n  i t s  b a s i c  p h a s e  o f  c o g n i t i o n a l  t h e o r y ,  e p i s t e m o l o g y ,  m e t a -
phys j .cs ,  and ex i -s ten t ia l -  e th ics )  the  overwhe lming  emphas is
is  upon persona l  appropr ia t ion  o f  one 's  own in te l l igen t ,
ra t iona l - ,  and respons ib l_e  be ing .  In  theo logy  (and par t i cu la r ly

w i th  regard  to  the  myster ies  o f  fa i th  tha t  Aqu inas  d id  no t
see h is  way to  t rea t ing  in  the  f i rs t  th ree  books  and so  re le_
gated to a fourth in his Contra geq!-t- les.) the major emphasis
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i s  on  the  Chr is t ian  t rad i t ion .  But  d i f fe rences  in  emphas is

are one thing. Systematic separation is another and, as i t  sese

to me, i t  is less a product of Christ ian wisdom or prudence

than of Cartesian universal doubt and of the eighteenth-cen-

tu ry  en l igh tenment rs  ident i f i ca t ion  o f  t rad i t ion  w i th  p re jud ice

and abuse.

Summar i l y ,  then,  the  theore t ica l  sh i f t  i s  f rom ph i lo -

sophy as i t  would be worked out by men @
to phi losophy that along with modern science is concerned

not  w i th  abs t rac t  un iversa ls  bu t  w i th  concre te  rea l i t ies .

Practical ly i t  would seem that the development of those

not due to study theology would be enriched perhaps by some

ph i losoph ica l  theo logy  bu t  more  probab ly  by  an  'ex tens ion '

or popular course in theology. On the other hand, those due

to  s tudy  theo logy  have l i t t le  to  ga in  f rom an ar t i f i c ia l

abs t rac t ion  f rom the  Chr is t ian  wor ld  in  wh ich  they  were  born

and brought up.

4 . 1 .  I n  v i e w  o f  t h e  a n s w e r  t o  q u e s t i o n  3 . 1 ,  w h a t  d o e s

t h e  s t u d y  o f  p h i l o s o p h y  i n v o T v e  i n  r e T a t i o n  t o  c o n t e n t ?

4 . 1 1 .  I s  t h e r e  a  n e c e s s a r y  ( n i n i n u n )  c o n t e n t  f o r  t h e

p h i l o s o p h i c a T  s t u d i e s  t o  b e  d o n e  b y  o n e  w h o  w i 7 7  b e  a  p r i e s t

a n d  a  J e s u i  t  ?

I  shou ld  say  tha t ,  wh i le  one may ass ign  a  min imum core

regu i rement ,  s t i l l  the  fu r ther  add i t ions  to  tha t  core  have

to be based on the needs and dangers of part icular places

and t imes and are best determined on the advice of people

on the  spot .

The min imum core  I  wouLd descr ibe  as  re l ig ious ,  mora l ,

and in te l lec tua l  convers ion .  By  re l ig ious  convers ion ,  wh ich

is the foundation of the other two, f  mean the habitual accep-

tance o f  God 's  g i f t  o f  h is  love  f lood ing  our  hear ts  th rough

the  HoIy  Sp i r i t  he  has  g iven us  (Rom.  515) .  By  mora l  convers ion

I  mean the  ex is ten t ia l  dec is ion  to  gu ide  one 's  dec is ions

and one 's  ac t ions  no t  by  sa t is fac t ions  bu t  by  va lues ,  by

what  t ru ly  i s  wor th  wh i le .  By  in te l lec tua l  convers ion  I  mean

an adequate  unders tand ing  o f  the  d i f fe rence be tween the  wor ld

o f  immediacy  ( in  wh ich  the  in fan t  l i ves)  and the  wor ld  med j .a ted

by  mean ing  and mot iva ted  by  va lues  ( in to  wh ich  the  ch i ld ,

the  ado lescent ,  the  adu l t  g radua l ly  en ter ) .  A long w i th  an

unders tand ing  o f  th is  d i f fe rence there  wou ld  be  regu i red

prac t ica l  knowledge o f  a l l  the  symptoms o f  the  in fan t i le

regress ion  wh ich  confuses  the  reaLwi th  the  immedia te ly  g iven

1 1
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and  p ronounces  t he  mean ing fu l  t o  be  un rea l ,  o r  abs t rac t ,

o r  c o n t r o v e r s i a l - ,  e t c .

Such  conve rs i ons  i nvo l ve  rad i ca l  sh i f t s  o f  ho r i zon ,

a n d  h o r i z o n s  u n d e r p i n  a I f  t h a t  i s  t h o u g h t ,  s a i d ,  d o n e .  M o r e -

o v e r ,  i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  m a y  b e  d i s c e r n e d  q u i t e

d i f f e r e n t  s t y l e s  i n  w h i c h  t h e  s a m e  b a s i c  h o r i z o n  f i n d s  e x p r e s -

s i o n ,  a n d  a  b r i e f  s u r v e y  o f  t h e s e  d i f f e r e n c e s  w i I l  s e r v e

t o  i n d i c a t e  d i f f e r e n t  \ . / a y s  i n  w h i c h  t h e  c o r e  r e q u i r e m e n t

may  be  exp ressed  and  commun i ca ted .

T h e  u n r v e r s a l  s t y l e  i s  s y m b o l i c .  I t s  I a n g u a g e  i s  i n s t i n c t

w i t . h  f e e l i n g .  A t  i t s  I i v e l i e s t  i t  i s  p o e t r y .  A t  i t s  p r o f o u n d e s t

i t  i s  r h e t o r i c .  I t  l a c k s  n e i - t h e r  a t t e n t i o n  t o  d e t a i l  n o r

k e e n  i n s i g h t  n o r  b a l a n c e d  j u d g m e n t  n o r  r e s p o n s i b l e  d e c i s i o n .

B u t  i t  h a s  a l - I  t h e s e ,  n o t  s t r i p p e d  o f  f e e l i n g ,  b u t  p e r m e a t e d

" i  t L  t ^ ^ r  I  - -  c : l  m -  l - h o  d a l - : n h m o n f  l - h a  n l r r i  f r r  l h al s e r r r r Y .  r r r L  _ - e - r L y  ,  L l l e

C o h e r F n f c -  f h e  r i o n r  o f  l - h e  l ^ d i ^ i  - -  + h ^  n - + h ^ 6 ? f  i  ^ i r nr u y r 9 r a r r  ,  L l l g  l l t d  u t l e [ l a - r *  - * ^ ^ ,

t h e  s c i e n t i s t  t h e s e  a r e  j u s t  b e y o n d  i t s  h o r i z o n .  S u c h

b y  a n d  l a r g e  i s  t h e  l a n g u a g e  o f  L h e  N e w  T e s t a m e n t  w h i c h  e m -

p l o y s  p a r a b l e  a n d  a p h o r i s m  a n d  a p o c a J - y p t i c  t o  s h i f t  t h o u g h t

a i r d  mean inq  f r om man ' s  eve ryday  wo r l d  t o  t he  wo r fd  o f  r e l i g i ous

m e a n l n g .  S u c h  a l s o  i - n  t h e  m a l n  w a s  t h e  l a n g u a g e  o f  t h e  C h u r c h

F a t h e r s ,  a n d  d o w n  t h e  a g e s  i t  h a s  r e m a i n e d  t h e  s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d

s i m p l e  L a n g u a g e  o f  m a i n s t r e a m  C h r i s t i a n i t y .

A  s e c o n d  s t y l e  i s  t h e  a n a l y t j - c .  I t  i s  a  v a r i a n t  o n  t h e

f o r e g o i n g  i n t r o d u c e d  t o  m e e t  e m e r g e n c i e s  i n  w h i c h  a  c l a r i f i -

c a t i o n  o f  t h e  b a s i c  C h r i s t i a n  m e s s a g e  b e c a m e  i r n p e r a t i v e .

I  c a I I  i t  a n a l y t i c  b e c a u s e  i t  a n t i c i p a t e s  t h e  d i s c o v e r y  o f

t h e  I  i  n c r r  i  < f  i  c  : n :  I  r r c f  c  f h r t  n r A i r - - . '  I  - - ^ " - ^ ^  F r  ru r r q r r ! e v  _ , _ , n a r y  r a n g u a g e  r r x e s  t h e

mean ing  o f  wo rds ,  no t  by  de f rn i t i ons ,  bu t  by  sho \ " / i ng  how

the  wo rd  may  be  used  app rop r i a te l y .  Now  i t  wou l_d  seem ro

b e  p r e c i s e l y  t h i s  d e v i c e  t h a t  w a s  e m p l o y e d  i n  r e s o l v i n g  t h e

T r i n i t a r i a n  c o n t r o v e r s i e s  o f  t h e  f o u r t h  c e n t u r y  a n d  t h e  C h r i s -

t o l o g i c a l  c o n t r o v e r s i e s  o f  t h e  f i f t h .  A t h a n a s i u s  w a s  r e v e a l i n q

h o w  t h e  t e r m ,  h o m o o u s l o s ,  w a s  u s e d  a p p r o p r i a t e l y  w h e n  h e

s t a t e d :  " o m n i a  d J F i I i o  q u a e  d e  p a t r e  d i c u n t u r  e x c e p t o  p a t r i s

n o m i n e . "  S i m i l a r I y ,  t h e  s a m e  p r o c e d u r e  t a k e s  a  m o r e  c o n c r e t e

f o r m  i n  t h e  P r e f a c e  t o  t h e  M a s s  o f  t h e  T r i n i t y :  ' , e u o d  e n l m

d e  f t t a  o l n r i  :  r e v e l a n f e  f a -  c r o d i m r r q  h n n  d a  F i  I  i ^  f l r ^* v e q q y + v r + u r ! u v ! r q r r s r L s r u ! s u r l L t u a r l l u u u e f t l f u L l t ( r .

hoc de F p l r i t u  s a n c t o  s d j - f f e r e n t i a  d i s c r e t j - o n j - s  s e n t i m u s . ' l

F i n a l l y ,  t h e  c l - a s s i c a l  c o m m u n i c a t i o  i d i o m a t u m  i n  C h r i s t o l o g y

i s  s p e e c h  a b o u t  a p p r o p r i a t e  u s a g e ,  a n d  i t  a p p e a r s  a s  e a r l y

as  t he  Fo rmu la  un ion i s  r n  t he  sp r i ng  o f  433  some  e igh teen

y e a r s  b e f o r e  C h a l c e d o n :  " E v a n g e l i c a s  a u t e m  e t  a p o s t o l i c a s
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d e D o m i n o v o c e s s c i m u s d e i l o q u o s v i r o s a l i q u o t i e n s c o n s o c -

i a n t e s t a m q u a m d e u n a p e r s o n a d i c t a s , a l i q u o t i e n s a u t e m d i v i -

d e n t e s t a m q u a m d e d u a b u s n a t u r i s e t h a s q u i d e m D e o c o n d e c e n t e s

s e c u n d u m d e i t a t e m C h r i s t i , h u m i l e s a u t e m s e c u n d u m h u m a n i t a t e m

t r a d e n t e s t '  ( D s  2 7 3 ) .

A third style prolongs the second by attempting defini-

t ions .  So August ine  exp la ined heur is t i ca l l y  tha t  the  word ,

person, nanes what there are three of in the Trinity. Boethius

drew upon Ar is to t le 's  .@.  to  de f ine  a  person as  , ' i n -

d iv idua subs tan t ia  ra t iona l i s  na turae . t t  R ichard  o f  S t .  V ic to r

re f ined on  th is  w i th  h is  r rd iv inae na turae  exs is ten t ia  incom-

municab i l i s . "  Agu inas  proposed i ' subs is tens  d is t inc tum in

natura  in te l lec tua l i -  r r

But with the mention of Richard and of Aquinas we move

into a nevr world. The speculat ive genius of Anselm lacked

the  fac tua l  mater ia l  on  wh ich  i t  m igh t  f ru i t fu l l y  work .  The

hard-headedness of Abaelardts Sic et Non revealed contrasts

and cont rad ic t ions  in  the  Chr is t ian  t rad i t ion  bu t  d id  no t

attempt to bring about their reconci l iat ion. I t  was the theo-

logians of the twelfth and thirteenth centuries that brought

data and intel l igence together by developing the technique

of the quaestio and by applying i t  to the materials assembled

in  co l lec t ions ,  commentar ies ,  books  o f  sen tences .  When they

discovered that the solut ions to their many questions would

themseLves be coherent only i f  underpinned by a coherent

conceptua l i t y  (Beqr i f f l i chke i t ) ,  theo logy  became a  sc ience.

By adopting and adapting the Aristotel ian corpus i t  underwent

a  t rans format ion  tha t  can  be  para l le led  on ly  by  Ga l i leors

demand that nature be mathematicized, by Newton's development

o f  the  ca lcu lus ,  by  Darwin 's  in t roduc t ion  o f  evo lu t ion  in to

b io logy .  Unfor tunate ly  th is  match ing  o f  sys temat ic  in te t l i -

gence w i th  a  wea l th  o f  pos i t i ve  in fo rmat ion  was shor t - l i ved .

I t  was  dera i led  by  the  August in ian  -Ar is to te l ian  conf l i c t

of the late thirteenth century. When the controversies sub-

s ided,  a  cu l t  o f  the  min imum took  over .  The res t  o f  Ar is to t le

r ras  d ismissed.  Theo log ians  v rere  conten t  w i th  log ic . r0  The

decadence of Scholasticism had begun: i t  left  theology quite

unprepared to deal both profoundly and opportunely with the

a l ready  ment ioned sc ien t i f i c  and h is to r ica l  revo lu t ions .

Today Scholasticism is barely mentioned and Neoscholas-

t icism a lost cause. I t  remains that something must be devised

to be put in their .place. For what they achieved in their

day r,ras to give the mysteries of faith that l imited and
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ana logous unders tand ing  (DS 3016)  tha t  he lped peop le  f ind

them mean ing fu l .  Today  tha t  he lp  i s  no t  fo r thcoming.  The

bo ld  p ronounce the  t rad i t iona l  fo rmul_a t lons  mean ing less .
The subt le  d iscern  in  them an admix tu re  o f  Chr is t ian  doc t r lne
wi th  a  He j -degger ian  fo rge t fu lness  o f  be ing . t t  Nor  i s  there
any  genera l  consensus  to  expound and v ind ica te  them,  fo r

t h e  t h e o l o g i c a L a n d  p h i . l o s o p h i c  b a s i s  f o r  a  c o n s e n s u s  n o
l o n g e r  s e e m s  t o  e x i s t .

f  have been ind j -ca t ing  d i f fe ren t  ways  in  wh ich  the  hor i -
zon  o f  re l j .g ious ,  mora1,  in te l lec tua l  convers ion ,  found ex-
press ion  in  the  pas t .  I  have done so  because the  ques t ion ,

as  I  unders tood i t ,  des i red  a  s ta tement  on  a  necessary  min i -
mum for  o rd ina t ion  to  the  pr ies thood and,  as  I  be l ieve  in

cu l - tu ra l  p lu ra l i sm,  as  I  have wr i t ten  a  book le t  on  Doct r ina l

P lu ra l - j -sm, r2  so  I  wouLd no t  c lose  the  door  to  the  pr ies thood

on unph i losoph ic  minds .

At  the  same t ime f  must  ins is t  tha t  th ink ing  in  te rms

of  the  min imum Leads to  min ima]  resu l ts .  The min i .mum is  du1 l

and un insp i r ing .  f t  o f fe rs  no  cha l lenge.  I t  b r ings  no  rea l

benef j - t .  I t  i s  regarded as  drudgery  and i t  i s  endured on ly
because i t  i s  au thor i ta t i ve ly  s ta ted  to  be  a  cond i t io  s ine
qua non o f  o rd ina t ion .  Once the  cond i t ion  is  fu l f i l l ed ,  i t
i s  fo rgo t ten  and the  onJ-y  regre t  peop le  have is  tha t  they
had to  pu t  up  w i th  i t .

Cons ider ,  on  the  o ther  hand,  the  advantages  o f  p lann ing

a max imum,  o f  p rov i -d ing  br i l l - ian t  teachers ,  o f  encourag ing

a l l  to  make the  most  o f  the i r  oppor tun i ty ,  o f  keep ing  s tudents

a t  the  books  on ly  as  long as  they  are  mak ing  progress  (o r

perhaps  enough longer  fo r  them to  d j .scover  the i r  l im i ta t ions) .

4 . 1 2 .  I s  a  t h o r o u g h  p r e s e n t a t i o n  p e r n i t t i n g  a n  u n d e r s t a n d -
i n e  o f  M a r x i s n  a n  e s s e n t i a - l  e l e n e n t  i n  t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  o f
p r i e s t s  t o d a y ?

The nodern worl-d has been dominated then by one and
now by  another  theory  o f  h is to ry .  F rom the  e igh teenth  century

came the  l ibera l  doc t r ine  o f  p rogress .  From the  n ine teenth

came the  Marx ian  doc t r ine  o f  d ia lec t i ca l  na ter ia l i sm.

I t  has  long been my conv ic t ion  tha t  i f  Catho l i cs  and
in  oar t i cu la r  i f  Jesu i ts  a re  to  l i ve  and opera te  on  the  leve l

o f  the  t imes,  they  must  no t  on ly  know about  theor ies  o f  h is -
to ry  bu t  a l -so  must  work  ou t  the i r  own.  The precepts  o f  the
mora l -  1aw,  wh i le  r i ch  and de ta i led  in  p roh ib i t ions  (ma lum

ex quocumsue defec tu) ,  a re  o f  ex t reme genera l i t y  in  the i r
pos i t i ve  conten t  (bonum ex  in tegra  causa) .  But  what  moves
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men is the goodi the good is concrete; but what the concrete

good of Christ ian l iving is, we sha1l come to know only by

themat iz ing  the  dynamic  o f  Chr is t ian  l i v ing  in  th is  wor ld

in  i t se l f  and in  i t s  re la t ions  to  l ibera l  p rogress  and Marx ian

d ia lec t i c .  To  pu t  i t  b lun t ly ,  un t i l  v re  move on to  the  leve l

o f  h is to r ica l  dynamics ,  we sha l l  face  our  secu la r is t  and

athe is t  opponents ,  as  the  Red lnd ians ,  a rmed w i th  bows and

arrows , faced European muskets.

Elsewhere and at some length I have indicated the main

l ines  o f  th is  dynamic .  f t  i s  d ia lec t i ca l  in  the  sense tha t

i t  has  to  do  w i th  the  concre te ,  w i th  ac t ion ,  w i th  cont ra -

d ic t ion .  I t  may be  un fo lded sc ien t i f i ca l l y  in  te rms o f  succes-

s ive  approx imat ions ,  o r  ph i losoph ica l l y  j -n  te rms o f  pos i t ion ,

i t s  negat ion ,  and the  negat ion  o f  the  negat ion .  The f i rs t

approx imat ion ,  o r  the  pos i t ion ,  de tern ines  what  happens when

peop le  ever  a re  a t ten t ive ,  in te l l igen t ,  reasonab le ,  and respon-

s ib le .  The second approx imat ion ,  o r  the  negat i .on ,  adds  what

happens in  so  fa r  as  peop le  a re  ina t ten t ive .  un in te l l igen t ,

unreasonab le ,  i r respons ib le .  The th i rd  approx imat ion ,  wh ich

negates  the  negat ion ,  ra ises  the  ques t ion  o f  the  cond i t ions

of  recovery  o r  redempt ion .

The f i rs t  approx imat ion ,  the  pos i - t ion ,  i s  p rogress .

By  progress  I  mean a  cyc l i c  and cumul -a t i ve  p rocess  in  wh ich

concre te  s i tua t lons  g ive  r i se  to  ins igh ts ,  ins igh ts  to  new

courses  o f  ac t ion ,  new courses  o f  ac t ion  to  changed s i tua t i -ons ,

and changed s i tua t ions  to  s t i l I  fu r ther  ins igh ts .

The second approx imat ion ,  the  negat ion  o f  the  pos i t i .on ,

is  dec l ine ,  the  oppos i te  o f  p rogress .  Progress  resu l ts  on ly

i f  peop le  a re  a t ten t ive  to  the  resu l ts  o f  p rev ious  ac t ion .

on ly  i f  they  are  in te l l igen t  in  dev is ing  remedies  fo r  p rev ious

mis takes ,  on ly  i f  they  are  reasonab le  and respons ib le  in

the i r  dec is ions  to  ac t  and to  coopera te .  But  such a t ten t ive-

ness ,  in te l l igence,  reasonab leness ,  and respons ib i l i t y  a re

d is to r ted  or  even b locked by  the  ego ism o f  ind iv idua ls  and

groups and by the bias of practical men of common sense who

are ever prone to fancy themseLves omnicompetent. Nos, in

the  measure  tha t  men are  ina t ten t ive ,  un in te l l igen t ,  unreason-

abIe ,  i r respons i -b le ,  in  the  same measure  the i r  ac t ions  and

the  consequent  s i tua t ions  w i l l  be  marked by  the  un in te l l ig i -

b i l i t y  o f  the i r  overs igh ts ,  the i r  m i .s takes ,  the i r  i r ra t ion-

a1 i ty .  Fur ther ,  the  more  tha t  ob jec t ive  s i tua t ions  are  d is -

to r ted  by  un in te l l igen t  and i r ra t iona l  ac t ions ,  the  l_ess

are  they  capab le  o f  g iv ing  r i se  to  f resh  ins igh ts ,  s ince
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a l l  t ha t  i n t e l l l gence  can  d i sce rn  i n  t he  un j . n te l l i g i b l e  i s

i t s  l a c k  o f  i n t e l l i g i b i l i t y .  S o  w i t h  c r e a t i v i t y  b l o c k e d ,

t he  body  soc ia f  becomes  t he  v i c t im  o f  wa r r i ng  ego i sms  and

b lunde r i ng  sho r t - s i gh tedness .  Then  amora l i sm  ra i ses  i t s  u91y

h e a d .  I t  s e t s  a s i d e  t h e  m o r a l i s t s  a n d  a p p e a l s  t o  t h e  e f f i -

c i en t  causes  o f  mode rn  sc i . ence ,  f o r  i t  p roposes  t o  be  rea l l y

p r a c t i c a J . ,  t o  b e  e f f e c t i v e ,  t o  g e t  t h i n g s  d o n e .  B u t  t h e  c u l t

o f  e f f i c i ency  i n  po l i . t i c s  and  econom j - cs  eas i l y  becomes  opp res -

s i on ,  r evo l - u t i on ,  wa r f a re .  So  we  l - ea rn t  abou t  t he  l i qu i da t j - on

o f  t he  opponen ts  o f  Mach j - ave l - I i ' s  P r i nc i pe ,  t he  l i qu i da t j - on

o f  t h e  f e u d a L r e m n a n t s  b l o c k i - n g  t h e  e x p a n s i o n  o f  b o u r g e o i s

l i be ra l i sm ,  t he  l i gu i da t i on  o f  t he  bou rgeo i s i e  i n  t he  peop les '

r e p u b l i c s .

The re  rema ins  t he  t h i r d  app rox ima t i on ,  t he  nega t i on

o f  t h e  n e g a t i o n .  T h e  I i q u i d a t i o n  o f  i n d i v i d u a l s ,  c l a s s e s ,

na t i ons  does  no t  go  t o  t he  roo t  o f  t he  ma t t e r ,  f o r  t he  p rob lem

o f  wa r r i ng  ego i sms  keeps  recu r r i ng  as  l ong  as  i na t t en t i veness ,

ob tuseness ,  un reasonab leness ,  i r r espons ib i l i t y  keep  p roduc ing

and  augmen t i ng  t he  ob jec t i - ve  soc ia l  su rd  o f  t he  un in te l l i -

g i bJ -e  and  i r r a t i ona l  s i t ua t i on .  ! r / ha t  a l one  goes  t o  t he  roo t

o f  t he  p rob lem i s  t he  new  man ,  t he  man  conve r t ed  a t  once

i n t e l l e c t u a I l y ,  m o r a I I y ,  r e l i g i o u s l y .  A b o v e  a J . I ,  r e l i g i o u s l y .

Fo r  t he  ne \ , /  man  w i l l  have  t o  be  a  man  o f  f a i t h ,  f o r  on l y

f a i t h  can  t r i umph  when  reason  has  been  d i sc red i t ed ,  and  reason

was  d i sc red i t ed  by  t he  ongo i . ng  p rocess  o f  r a t i ona l i za t i on

pu t  f o rwa rd  i n  de fence  o f  amora l i sm .  The  new  man  w i I l  have

to  be  a  man  o f  hope ,  f o r  on l y  hope  can  re l - ease  peop le  f r om

the  hope lessness  o f  wa r r i ng  ego i sms  and  b l unde r i ng  sho r t -

s i gh tedness .  The  ne r r /  man  w i l l -  have  t o  l - ove  God  above  a I l _

a n d  h i s  f e l l o w s  a s  h i m s e l f ,  f o r  e v e n - h a n d e d  j u s t i c e  b e c o n e s

mere l y  des t ruc t i ve  once  i n j us t i ce  has  pene t ra ted  t he  ve ry

f a b r l c  o f  a  s o c i e t y . r 3

The  f o rego ing  ana l ys i s  p roceeds  i n  t e rms  o f  u l - t ima tes .

A t t e n t i v e n e s s ,  i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  r e a s o n a b l e n e s s ,  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y

a re  t he  cond i t i ons  o f  poss ib i l i t y  o f  hu rnan  au then t i c i t y .

These  cond i t i ons  a re  exc l uded  by  i na t t en t j , on ,  ob tuseness ,

un reasonab l  eness ,  i r r espons ib i l i - t y ,  and  such  exc lus i on  i s

t he  roo t  and  subs tance  o f  human  unau then t i c i t y ,  o f  man ' s

a l i e n a t i o n  f r o m  h i s  t r u e  b e i n g .  F i n a t l y ,  m a n ' s  s a l v a t i o n

even  i n  t h i s  l l f e  i s  t he  o the rwo r l - d l i ness  o f  t he  t heo loq i ca l

v i r t u e s  o f  f a i . t h ,  h o p e ,  a n d  c h a r i t y .

Now  bo th  t he  L i be ra l  doc t r i ne  o f  p rog ress  and  t he  com-

mun i . s t  doc t r i ne  o f  d i a l ec t i ca l  r na te r i a l i sm  s tand  i n  exp l i c i t
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disregard of ot.herworldl iness. The l iberal is a secuLarist

who does not suspect that rel igion is a key vector in social

dynamics .  The Marx is t  i s  an  avowed and mi l i tan t  a the is t .

Th is  exc lus ion  o f  re l ig ious  o therwor ld l iness  is  par t  o f  the i r

th iswor ld ly  e f f i c iency ,  bu t  i t  has  the  imp l ica t ion  tha t ,

while their doctr ines may be simply progressive, they may

a lso  be  some mix tu re  o f  p rogress  and dec l ine .  In  the  la t te r

case their abandonment of rel igion leaves them without the
remedy for overcoming decl ine.

In  fac t ,  in  the  cap i ta l i sm o f  the  l ibera ls  one may d is -
cern  bo th  the  pr inc ip le  o f  p rogress  and the  seeds  o f  dec l ine .
There  is  the  pr inc ip le  o f  p rogress  in  Adam Smi th 's  metaphor
of "the invisible hand" that produces a harmonious synthesis
out  o f  the  man i fo ld  and independent  in i t ia t i ves  o f  cap i ta l i s t
enterprise. For what the metaphor refers to I  have analyzed
in  Ins iqh t  (chapters  4  and 8)  as  a  cond i t ioned ser ies  o f
more or less probably emerging and surviving schemes of re-
cur rence.  Th is  p rocess  I  re fe r  to  as  emergent  p robab i l i t y

and I  f ind  i t  re levant  to  the  genes is  o f  a toms,  mo lecu les ,

c rys ta ls ,  so l ids ,  Ia rger  bod ies ;  re levant  aga in  to  the  evo lu -
t ion  o f  p lan t  and an imal  spec ies  and to  the i r  eco log ies ;
re levant  f ina l l y  to  human h is to ry  in  wh ich  human ingenu i ty
puts together natural and human resources to bring about
ins t i tu t iona l -  and,  in  par t i cu la r ,  economic  schemes o f  recur -
rence.  Among such schemes are  cap i ta l i s t  en terpr ises l  the i r
harmon ious  f j - t t ing  desp i te  the i r  independent  o r ig ins  appears
the  work  o f  "an  inv is ib le  hand"  bu t  rea l l y  resu l ts  because
human ins igh t  in to  concre te  s i tua t ions  cont inues  a  p rocess

that runs through the whole of nature.

But  i f  I  be l ieve  tha t  the  l ibera l  was  r igh t  in  speak ing
of  human progress ,  I  cannot  bu t  f ind  h im over -sangu ine  in
hand ing  over  the  mot iva t ion  o f  cap i ta l i s t  p rocess  to  en l igh t -
ened se l f - i -n te res t .  For  en l lgh tenment  i s  g iven  many mean ings .
There  is  the  en l igh tenment  o f  the  myst ic ,  o f  the  seven sages ,
o f  the  ph i losophers .  But  what  the  se l f - in te res t  o f  the  cap i ta l -
i s t  must  have is  p ro f i t ,  fo r  the  a l te rna t ive  to  p ro f i t  i s
loss ,  and sus ta ined loss  means bankruptcy .  fn  such a  contex t
en l igh tened se l f - in te res t  eas i l y  comes to  mean rea l l y  p ro f i t_
abre  ser f - in te res t .  And when the  mathemat icar  economis ts
draw up the i r  des ign  fo r  u top ia ,  the  bes t  o f  a I I  poss ib le
wor lds  i s  seen to  resu l t  f rom max imiz ing  pro f i t s .  In  th is
fash ion  an  ambiguous te rm bet rays  cap i ta l i s t  en terpr ise  in to
compl ic i t y  w i th  the  io r " . "  o f  dec l ine .  p ro f i t  as  a  c r i te r ion
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encou rages  t he  ego i " sm  o f  i nd i v i dua l s  and  o f  g roups ;  i nd i v i dua l

a n d  e s p e c i a l l y  g r o u p  e g o i s m  i s  a  b i a s  t h a t  g e n e r a t e s  i n a t t e n -

t i o n ,  o b t u s e n e s s ,  u n r e a s o n a b l e n e s s ,  a n d  s o c l a l  i r r e s p o n s i -

b i l i t y ;  w h a t  i n i t i a l l y  a p p e a r e d  t o  b e  a  ' s c i e n t i f i c a l l y l

e f f i c i e n t  a n d  e f f i c a c i o u s  m o t i v a t i o n ,  h a s  t u r n e d  o u t  t o  b e

a n  e n g i n e  o f  d e c l i n e .

A  s i m i l a r  c o m p o u n d  o f  p r o g r e s s  a n d  d e c l i n e  m a y  b e  d i s -

ce rned  i n  Ma rx i " an  t hough t .  Bas i ca l l y  Ma rx  was  reac t i ng  aga ins t

h  i  c  n r o d o c o c q n r c  i  n  n h i  I  n c n n h  i  c p o ] ] - E r c a r ,  a n o  e c o n o m l c

t h o u g h t .  B u t  i f  h i s  r e a c t i n g  w a s  s o u n d ,  h i s  i m p l e m e n t a t i o n

a n n c a r s  f a r r l f v -  F i  r s j '  .  f r o m  H e o e l  i . a n  i d e a l i s m  h e  m o v e d  t os y y e s r

w o r l d  h i s t o r i c a l  p r a x i s .  T h i s  w a s  a  r e a l  a d v a n c e ,  b u t  i t s

b e n e f i t  w a s  c o m p r o m i s e d  b y  M a r x ' s  a r g u i n g  a g a i n s t  i d e a l i s m

a n d  c o n c l u d i n g  t o  m a t e r i a l i s m ;  t o d a y  o n e  m i g h t  w e l l -  p r e f e r

a  r ea l j - sm  rea l - i s t i c  enough  t o  have  l ea rn t  much  f r om the  sc i en -

t i f i c  a n d  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  r e v o l - u t i o n s .  S e c o n d I y ,  i t  r e m a i n s

tha t  t hese  revo lu t i ons  h /e re  no t  i n t r l ns i c  t o  Hege l i an  t hough t .

Hege l  p ropounded  a  ph j . I osophy  o f  na tu re  t ha t  c l a imed  t o  be

a  p r o d u c t  o f  s p e c u l a t i v e  r e a s o n ,  s o m e t h i n g  f a r  p r o f o u n d e r

t h a n  t h e  l o w I y  s c i e n t i f i c  u n d e r s t a n d i n g .  B u t  i t  h a s  b e e n

s c i e n t i f i c  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h a t  h a s  s u r v i v e d  a n d ,  i n  f i k e  m a n -

n e r ,  H e g e I ' s  a p r i o r i s t  a p p r o a c h  t o  h i s t o r y  w a s  t h e  p o s i t i o n

s u c c e s s f u l l y  n e g a t e d  b y  t h e  c e r m a n  H i s t o r i c a l  S c h o o l .  T h j . r d l y ,

M a r x  w a s  r i g h t  i - n  f e e l i n g  t h a t  t h e  H e g e l i a n  d i a l e c t i c  n e e d e d

f n  L r c  r d i r r e f c d -  b u t  h e  \ , / a S  c o n t e n t  f o  f l t r n  i  I  r r n s i d e  d o w n .

W h a t  i t  n e e d e d ,  I  s h o u l d  s d y ,  w a s  t o  b e  t u r n e d  i n s i d e  o u t .

I n s t e a d  o f  e n d e a v o r i n g  t o  i n s e r t  m o v e m e n t  w i t h i n  l o g i c ,  t h e

r e l a f i v e l v  s f a f i c  o n c r a f i o n s  o f  l n o i c  h a d  f o  l - r c  i n s e r t e d

w i t h i n  t h e  l a r g e r  e v e r  o n g o i n g  c o n t e x t  o f  m e t h o d i c a l  o p e r a -

t i o n s .  F o u r t h I y ,  M a r x  h a s  m u c h  t o  s a y  a b o u t  a l - i e n a t i o n .  I t

i s  a  t op i c  w i t h  an  unde r tow  as  deep  and  s t r ong  as  t he  p robJ -em

o f  e v i l - .  B u t  I  f i n d  i t  d i f f l c u l t  t o  f i n d  t h e  M a r x i a n  a n a l y s i s

i n  t e r m s  o f  c a p i t a l i s m  a n d  t h e  M a r x i a n  r e m e d y  i n  " t r u e  c o m -

m u n i s m "  t o  b e  m o r e  t h a n  a  t r i v i a f i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  i s s u e .  S i n

i s  t he  i r r a t i ona l  componen t  j , n  t he  human  cond i t j - on ,  and  God ' s

r e m e d y  i s  i n  t h e  g r a c e  o f  C h r i s t  J e s u s  o u r  L o r d .  S u c h  i s

t he  d i a l ec t i c  i n  wh i ch  a I l -  men  a re  i nvo l ved ;  i t  canno t  be

a c k n o w l e d g e d  b y  a  m i l i t a n t  a t h e r s t ;  a n d  s o  I  f i n d  i t  c o n t r a -

d i c t o r y  t o  s p e a k  o f  a  C h r i s t i a n  M a r x i s m .  F i f t h l y ,  M a r x  h a d

a  s o u n d  a n d ,  i t  w o u l d  s e e m ,  o r i g i n a l  i n t u i t i - o n  i n t o  t h e  n a t u r e

o f  c a p i t a l i s t  p r o f i t ;  i t  i s  t h i s  i n t u i t i o n  t h a t  g i v e s  M a r x i a n

t h o u g h t  i t s  f a s c i n a t i o n  a n d  i t s  p o w e r .  I t  r e m a i n s  t h a t  M a r x

exp ressed  h i " s  i n t u i t i on  con fused l y  and  emo t i onaJ -1y  i n  t e rms
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of  surp lus  va lue  and o f  exp lo i ta t ion .  But  i t s  accura te  expres-

s ion  is  in  macroeconomic  te rmsr lq  and i t  i s  on  the  bas is  o f

such accurate expression and in the context of Christ ian

prax is  tha t  a  so lu t ion  is  to  be  sought .

Such Chr is t ian  prax is  i s  the  dynamic  o f  human c rea t iv i t y

and freedom in which individual ly men make themselves and

collect ively they make the world in which they l ive. In that

dynamic  must  be  recogn ized (1  )  deve lop ing  in te l l igence as

the  pr inc ip le  o f  p rogress ,  121 the  ev i l s  o f  ind iv idua l  and

group egoism and the arogance of omnicompetent common sense

as the  pr inc ip les  o f  a l iena t ion  and dec l ine ,  and (3 )  fa i th ,

hope, and charity as the principles of recovery from al ienation

and dec l ine .  F ina l l y ,  there  is  needed up- to -da te  techn ica l

knowledge of economic and pol i t ical theory and their respec-

t i ve  h is to r ies ;  perhaps  the  grea t  weakness  o f  Catho l i c  soc ia l

thought is i ts apparent lack of awareness of the need for

techn ica l  knowledge.  1s

In  b r ie f ,  what  p r j -es ts  need today  is ,  no t  an  unders tand-

ing  o f  Marx ,  bu t  an  unders tand ing  o f  the  dynamics  o f  h is to ry

and o f  the  v i ta l  ro le  tha t  Chr is t ians  are  ca l led  uDon to

p 1 a y .

4 . 1 3 .  W h a t  i s  t h e  p T a c e  ( i f  a n y )  o f  t h e  h u n a n  s c i e n c e s t

a n d  t h e i r  r e T a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  s t u d y  o f  p h i l o s o p h y ?

For  me ph i losophy is  the  bas ic  and to ta l  sc ience because

i t  i s  the  adeguate  cogn i t iona l  theory .  Spec ia l i s ts  in  the

par t i cu la r  sc iences  per fo rm cogn i t iona l  opera t ions  bu t  a t tend

to  ob jec ts .  The ph i losopher rs  job  is  to  themat ize  the  opera-

t ions  tha t  the  spec ia l i s ts  per fo rm and,  no  Less ,  to  themat ize

the operations performed by men of common sense.

I t  i s  weI I  to  d is t j -ngu ish  be tween human sc iences ,  engaged

in  d iscern ing  un iversa l  laws,  and human s tud ies ,  such as

in te rpre ta t ion  and h is to ry ,  engaged in  unders tand ing  par t i cu-

Ia r  tex ts  and par t i cu la r  p rocesses .

Both  human sc iences  and human s tud ies  are  cogn i t iona l

ac t iv i t ies  tha t  the  ph i losopher  has  to  themat ize ,  bu t  there

must be t$ro separate thematizations. The human sciences are

ana logous to  the  na tura l  sc iences ,  bu t  human s tud ies  are

analogous to the development of common sense.

It  is of considerable importance that the analogy between

natura l  and human sc ience be  c la r i f ied .  There  is  iden t i t y

in  so  fa r  as  man is  an  an imal .  There  is  d i f fe rence in  so

far  as  man sub la tes  h is  an ima l i t y  and l i ves  in  a  wor ld  med ia ted

by  mean ing  and mot iva ted  by  va lues .  In  so  fa r  as  man is  an

1 9
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a n i m a l ,  t h e  h u m a n  s c i e n c e s  w i l l  f o 1 1 o w  t h e  s a m e  m e t h o d s  a s

p h y s i c i s t s ,  c h e m i s t s ,  b i o l o g i s t s ,  a n i m a l  p s y c h o f o g i s t s .  B u t

i n  so  f a r  as  man  sub la tes  h i s  an ima l j - t y  and  l - i ves  i n  a  wo r l d

m e d j a t e d  b y  m e a n i n g  a n d  m o L i v a t e d  b y  v a f u e s ,  t h e n  t h e  r e l e v a n t

m e t h o d s  a r e  t h o s e  o f  h u m a n  s t u d i e s ;  a n d  i t  i s  o n l y  b y  p o s t u -

l a t i n g  c o n t i n u i t y  i n  a c c e p t e d  m e a n i n g s  a n d  v a l u e s  t h a t  t h e

h u m a n  s c i e n t i s t  c a n  e x t r a p o l a t e  f r o m  t h e  p a s t  t o  t h e  f u t u r e .

H e n c e ,  G i b s o n  W i n t e r  j - n  h i s  E l - e m e n t s  f o r  a  S o c i a l -  E t h i c  w a s

f e c l  t o  d i  s f  i  n o r i q h  f o r r r  q f v l c q  i  n  c a n i n l  a n . r  + h ^  ^ h \ r c i - r  Ir  L J  r s r  r  r r  - v e t v r v Y J  L r r s  P r r  I

t h e  f u n c t i o n a l - ,  t h e  v o l u n t a r i s t ,  a n d  t h e  i n t e n t i o n a l  a n d

f o  a s s i o n  c a c h  i f s  a r e a  o f  c o m n c f c n n o  r b  T l ' o  n h r r c i n a l  c f r r l ae v r " t J s L s r r u s  l J r r y - f e o r  J  u t  r e

assumes  t ha t  t he  me thods  o f  na tu ra l -  s c i ence  a re  t he  on l y

s c i e n t i f i c  m e t h o d s :  i t  i s  p o s i t i v i s t ,  b e h a v i o r i s t ,  r e d u c t i o n -

i s t .  T h e  f u n c t i o n a l  s t y l e  u n d e r s t a n d s  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  a n d

p r o c e s s e s  b y  g r a s p j . n g  t h e  f u n c t i o n s  o f  p a r t s  i n  t h e  v / h o l e :

i t  i s  i n t e L l - e c t u a l - i s t .  T h e  v o l u n t a r i s t  s t y l e  s t r e s s e s  p o w e r ,

c o n f l i c t ,  a n d  i d e o L o g y .  T h e  i n t e n t i o n a l  s t y 1 e ,  f i n a l l y ,  i s

p h e n o m e n o l o g i c a l :  i t s  s u b j e c t i v e  d i m e n s i o n s  a r e  t h e  c o n s t i t u t -

i n g  i n t e n t i o n a l i t i e s  o f  e m b o d i e d  c o n s c i o u s n e s s ;  t h e  o b j e c t i v e

d imens ions  a re  t he  f o rms  i n  wh i ch  t h i s  wo r l d  appea rs  f o r

t h i s  c o n s c i o u s n e s s ,

A n  a l t e r n a t i v e  p r o c e d u r e  i s  t o  c o n c e i v e  t h e  h u m a n  s c r -

e n c e s  a s  i n s t r u m e n L a l :  t h e y  s e t  f o r t h  t h e  l i m i t a t i o n s  u n d e r

wh i ch  human  f r eedom ope ra tes  and  t he  op t i ons  among  wh i ch

f reedom may  choose .  Once  f r ee  cho l ces  have  been  made ,  t he

h u m a n  s c i e n t i s t  b e c o m e s  t h e  t e c h n i c i a n  d e t . e r m i n i n g  t h e  s t e p s

t o  b e  f o l l o w e d  t o  o b t a i n  t h e  d e s i r e d  r e s u l t .  S o m e t h i n g  a l o n g

these  f i nes  has  been  wo rked  ou t  f o r  econom ics  by  Ado lphLowe . rT

F i n a l J - y ,  b o t h  t h e  h u m a n  s c i e n c e s  a n d  h u m a n  s t u d i e s  s u f f e r

f r o m  a  f l  i  c h f  f r n m  n h  i  I  n c n n h  i  a  n ^ r  .  I  - - ^  F ^ l  i  ^  i  ^ , , ^l r r y r r L  ^ . , _ , d r  ,  d n u  r e a l g r o u s  I S S u e s .

T h e y  a r e  a w a r e  t h a t  s c i e n t i f i c  p r o c e d u r e s  c a n n o t  h a n d l e  t h e s e

i c c , r o c  T h a r r  r / h ^ t . '  o f  n o  c o n s e n s u s  o n  t h e s e  i s s u e s .  T h e v  o p tL r r s - s  f J J U E > .

f o r  a  s c i e n t i f i c  a p p r o a c h  a n d  e n d e a v o r  t o  j u s t i f y  i t  b y  i s o -

l a t i n g  a r e a s  f r o m  w h r c h  t h e  p h i t o s o p h i c ,  m o r a l ,  o r  r e l i g i o u s
i  - - , , ^ ^  - - ^  ^ v ^ l  , , n ^ i  ^ r  L ^  I  n  I  -  ^ L ^ . , - -f s 5 u e 5  d l  e  e x q t u q e u  o I  I I e I o  l - n  a D e y a n c e .

A n  e x p o s i t i o n  o f  M a x  W e b e r ' s  v i e w  o n  v a l u e - f r e e  s c i e n c e

a n d  a r g u m e n t s  a g a i n s t  i t  f r o m  a  t r a d i t i o n a L v i e w p o i n t  m a y

b e  f o u n d  i n  L e o  S t r a u s s ' s  N a t u r a l -  R i q h t  a n d  H i s t o r y . t B  M y

ov /n  pos i t l on  wou fd  be  t o  f o l l - ow  t he  l - i nes  l a i d  down  i n  my

M e t h o d  i n  T h e o l o q y :  t h e r e  e x i s t  s c i e n t i f i c  t e c h n i q u e s  t o

b e  f o l l o w e d  i n  w o r k s  o f  i n t e r p r e t a t j - o n  a n d  i n  t h e  w r i t i n g

o f  h i s t o r y ;  b u t  t h e s e  t e c h n i q u e s  d o  n o t  p r e c l u d e  d i f f e r e n c e s

a r i s i n g  f r o m  t h e  p h i l o s o p h i c ,  e t h j - c a f ,  a n d  r e l - i q i o u s  v r - e \ r r s



PHILOSOPHY

of those that employ them; hence interpretat ion and history

have to be regarded as functional specialt ies to be completed

by  such fu r ther  spec ia l t ies  as  d ia lec t i c  and foundat ions

in which radi.cal dif ferences can be dealt with not indeed

automat ica l l y  bu t  a t  leas t  open ly  and c lear -headed ly .

4 . 1 4 .  I n  c a s e  y o u  w o u T d  p r e f e r  d i f f e r e n t  p h i T o s o p h i c a l

s t u d i e s  f o r  t h o s e  w h o  d o  n o t  h a v e  p h i l o s o p h i c a T  t a T e n t ,  o r
w h o s e  s t u d i e s  a r e  d i r e c t e d  t o  o t h e r  f i e T d s  t h a n  p r o f e s s i o n a T

p h i T o s o p h y  a n d  t h e o T o g y ,  p T e a s e  i n d i c a t e  w h a t  s h o u T d  b e  t h e
n i n i n u n  c o n t e n t  o f  s u c h  s t u d i e s .

For  those sa id  no t  to  have ph i losoph ica l  ta len t ,  I  do
not  des i re  to  p re fe r  d i f fe ren t  ph i losoph ica l  s tud ies .  I  wou ld

u r g e  b e t t e r  t e a c h e r s  a n d  s i r n p l i f i e d  s t u d i e s  ( s e e  4 . 2 1  b e l o w ) .
Everyone can a t ta in  a  cer ta in  measure  o f  se l f -appropr ia t ion ,

of knowing just what happens when he is coming to know and
coming to  choose.  Not  everyone can spec i fy  the  rami f i ca t ions

and compl ica t ions ,  o f  such comj -ng  to  know and to  dec ide ,

th rough the  var ious  f ieLds  o f  knowledge,  o f  mora l  g rowth ,

o f  re l ig ious  deve lopment .  The b ig  b lock  w i l l  no t  be  a  to ta l
absence o f  ph i losoph ica l  capac i ty  bu t  the  nove l ty  o f  t ra in ing
teachers  tha t  (1  )  can  themat ize  the i r  own consc ious  ac t iv i t ies
a n d  ( 2 )  h e l p  t h e i r  p u p i l s  t o  d o  l i k e w i s e .

For  those des t ined to  spec ia l i ze  in  o ther  f ie lds ,  I
wou ld  have no  ob jec t ion  to  the i r  d ropp ing  the  so-ca l led  'p ro -

fess iona l '  aspec ts  o f  ph i losophy or  theo logy ,  bu t  f  wou ld
pro found ly  dep lo re  any  tendency  to  te t  them be sa t is f ied
wi th  any th ing  less  than a l l  the  unders tand ing  o f  ph i losophy

and o f  theo logy  o f  wh ich  they  are  capab le .  Wi thout  tha t  deveL-
opment  on ly  too  eas i l y  w i l l  they  tend to  be  no t  on ly  spec ia l -
i s ts  in  o ther  f ieLds  bu t  a lso  secu la r is ts ,  unabLe to  b r ing
the i r  spec ia l  knowledge w j . th in  a  Chr is t ian  contex t  and so
g ive  the  Chr is t ian  communi ty  ( in  i t s  e f fo r t  to  sub la te  the
whole of human l ivj-ng) the advantage of the technical- know-
ledge they  possess  and the  communi ty  w ished them to  a t ta in .
Un less  Chr is t ian  spec la l i s ts  a re  someth ing  o f  genera l i s ts ,

they  are  l i ke  the  seed tha t  does  no t  fa l l  in to  the  ground
to  d ie  bu t  i t se l f  remaine th  a lone.

4 . 2 .  I n  t h e  T i g h t  o f  t h e  a n s w e r  t o  q u e s t i o n  3 . 1 ,  w h a t
d o e s  t h e  s t u d y  o f  p h i T o s o p h y  i n v o l v e  i n  r e T a t i o n  t o  n e t h o d ?

4 . 2 1 .  W h a t  n e t h o d  ( o f  t . h i n k i n g  r a t h e r  t h a n  o f  t e a c h i n g )
s h o u T c l  b e  u s e d  i n  t h e  p h i T o s o p h i c a T  f o r n a t i o n  o f  o u r  n e n ?

The bas ic  s tep  is  learn ing  to  g ive  bas j .c  te rms and re_
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l - a t i o n s  t h e  m e a n i n g  t h e y  p o s s e s s  a s  n a m e s  o f  c o n s c i o u s  e v e n t s

a n d  c o n s c i o u s  p r o c e s s e s .

E v F r v o n e  h a s  i  - ^ r ^ L ! ^  m L ^ . ,  ^ e F  o c c t r r r i n o  e l  
' l  

t h e  t i m e  .I r r > a Y r r L 5 .  r r r E y  a !  c  v e u q !  I  r r r Y

B u t  f e w  p e o p l e  a r e  a r ^ r a r e  o f  t h e  f a c t .  T h e  p r o b l e m  i s  t o  m a k e

t h e m  a w a r e  a n d  f u l l y  a w a r e  b o t h  o f  t h e  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  i n s i g h t s t

a n d  t h e  s e r i e s  o f  o t h e r  c o n s c i o u s l y  o c c u r r i n g  e v e n t s .

The  gene ra l  I i nes  o f  t he  so lu t i on  has  been  se t  f o r t h

b y  A b r a h a m  M a s l o w  i n  h i s  R e l i q i o n s ,  V a l u e s ,  a n d  P e a k  E x p e r -

i e n c e s . l s  t ^ J h a t  h e  s a y s  o f  ' p e a k i n g t  a n d  " p e a k  e x p e r i e n c e s "

a l s o  h o l d s  f o r  t h e  w h o l e  o f  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  a n a l y s i s .  I  q u o t e

^  f  ^ . .  ^ ^ - ! ^ - ^ ^ -  .

A I I  t h i s  i m p l i e s  a n o t h e r  k i n d  o f  e d u c a t i o n ,  i . e . ,  e x p e r -
i e n t i a l  e d u c a t i o n  l t  a l s o  i m p l j - e s  a n o t h e r  k i n d
o f  c o m m u n i c a t i o n  .  W h a t  w e  a r e  i m p l y i n g  i s  t h a t
i n  t h e  k i n d  o f  e x p e r i e n t i a l  t e a c h i n g  w h i c h  i s  b e i n g
d i s c u s s e d  h e r e ,  w h a t  i s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  d o  f i r s t  i s  t o
c h a n q e  f h e  n e r s o n  a n d  f o  c h a n o e  ^ t  h i m s e l f  .u v  u r r u r r Y e  l r f  -  a w a ! s r r

T h a t  i S ,  w e  m u s t  m a k e  h i m  a w a r e  o f  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  p e a k -
e y n e r i e n c c s  o ^  i n c i r l o  h i m q g l f .  U n t i I  h e  h a S  b e C O m e
a w a r e  o f  s u c h  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  h a s  t h i s  e x p e r i e n c e  a s
a  b a s i s  f o r  c o m p a r i s o n ,  h e  i s  a  n o n - p e a k e r ;  a n d  i t  i s
u s e l e s s  t o  t r y  t o  c o m m u n i c a t e  t o  h i m  t h e  f e e f  a n d  t h e
n a t u r e  o f  p e a k - e x p e r i e n c e .  B u t  i f  w e  c a n  c h a n g e  h i m ,
i n  t h e  s e n s e  o f  m a k i n g  h i m  a w a r e  o f  w h a t  i s  g o i n g  o n
j - n s i d e  h i m s e l f ,  t h e n  h e  b e c o m e s  a  d i f f e r e n t  k i n d  o f
c o m m u n i c a t e e .  H e  n o \ , t  k n o l v s  w h a t  y o u  a r e  t a l k i n g  a b o u t
r r h o n  c n o :  k  n f  r r o : k - o v n a r i a n c o q  :  : n d  i  I  i  e  n n q s  i  h l  o

t v u  r y u q ' \

t o  t each  h j -m  by  re fe rence  t o  h i s  own  weak  peak -expe r i ences
h a u r  { - n  i  m n r n r ' ^  t s  h a n  h a ' . r  t n  ^ n r i  - h  l . h a m  l r n u t  l - n  o n  I  :  r c a,  

" ' P !  
v  v  c  L r r s , , ,  ,  L U  s r r r q l Y s

t h e m ,  a n d  a l s o  h o w  t o  d r a w  t h e  p r o p e r  c o n c f u s i o n s  f r o m
them .

.  P a r t  o f  t h e  p r o c e s s  h e r e  i s  a n  e x p e r i e n t i a l - e d u c a -
L i o n a - L  o n e  i n  w h i c h  w e  h e l p  t h e  p a t i e n t  b e c o m e  a w a r e
o f  w l r a t  h e  h a s  b e e n  e x p e r i e n c i n g  w i t h o u t  h a v i n g  b e e n
aware  o f  i t  ,  Un t i l  t ha t  po in t  i s  r eached  a t  wh j - ch
h e  h a s  a  d e t a c h e d ,  o b j e c L i v e ,  c o n s c i o u s  a w a r e n e s s  o f
t he  re l a t i onsh j - p  be tween  a  pa r t i cu l a r  name  o r  f abe l
o r  w o r d  a n d  a  p a r t i c u l a r  s e t  o f  i n e f f a b l e ,  s u b j e c t i v e
e x p e r i e n c e s ,  n o  c o m m u n i c a t i o n  a n d  n o  t e a c h i n g  a r e  p o s -
s i b f e  .  I n  a l l  o f  t h e s e  h / e  m a y  u s e  t h e  p a r a d i g m
t h a t  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  e d u c a t i o n  ( a n d  o f  t h e r a p y )  i s  h e l p i n g
t h e  p e r s o n  t o  b e c o m e  a w a r e  o f  i n t e r n a l ,  s u b j e c t i v e ,
s u b v e r b a l  e x p e r i e n c e s  s o  t h a t  t h e s e  e x p e r i e n c e s  c a n
b e  b r o u g h t  i n t o  t h e  w o r l d  o f  a b s t r a c t i o n ,  o f  c o n v e r s a -
I  i ^ -  ^ F  i  ^ - +  i ^ ^  ^ €  - - - i ^ ^  ^ f ^  , . , i  f h  + hL  L U l l ,  U !  U U l l U l t U I r L U d L f O n ,  O t  I l d l i l l " n 9  ,  e L c .  ,  w  L L n  L I l e  c o n s e -

o r e n c e  f h a f  i  I  i m n e d i a f e l  v  h e c o m e s  n o s s i h l e  f o r  a  C e r t a i n

amoun t  o f  con t ro l  t o  be  exe r t ed  ove r  t hese  h i t he r t o
u n c o n s c i o u s  a n d  u n c o n t r o l l - a b f e  p r o c e s s e s . t t

f n  t h e  f o r e g o i n g ,  v r h i l e  i t  i s  r e a s o n a b l y  c f e a r  w h a t

t h e  a u t h o r  i s  a L t e m p t i n g  t o  c o n v e y ,  i t  h a s  t o  b e  a d m i t t e d

tha t  he  has  no t  ye t  wo rked  ou t  a  cons j , s t en t  vocabu la r y ,  pd r -

t i c u l a r , l y  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  w h a t  i s  c o n s c i o u s  b u t  n o t  t h e m a t i z e d

a n d ,  o n  t h e  o t h e r  h a n d ,  w h a t  i s  c o n s c i o u s  b u t  h a s  b e c o m e

exp l i c j - t 1y  t hema t i , zed .  Bu t  t he re  can  be  1 i t t 1e  doub t  t ha t

t h i - s  con t ras t  and  t r ans i t i on  1s  wha t  he  w i shes  t o  commun i ca te
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and,  f  be l ieve ,  i t  w i l l  be  found tha t  the  themat iza t ion  o f

th is  d is t inc t ion  becomes nean ing fu l  on ly  a f te r  one has  had

and repeated ly  had the  exper ience o f  the  t rans i t ion  i t se l f .

Experience comes f irst.  Only afterwards does meaningful thema-

t i za t ion  ar ise .  Indeed,  in  my book ,  Ins iqh t ,  i t  i s  on ly  in

chapter el-even that there is attempted an expl ici t  account

o f  the  t rans i t ion  f rom mere ly  be ing  consc ious  to  ac tua l l y

knowing.

Of course, I  have done no more than indicate the basic
rud lments  o f  method ica l  ph i losoph ic  thought .  But  fu r ther

aspec ts  o f  the  mat te r  w i l l  conven ien t ly  be  t rea ted  in  the
n e x t  t h r e e  q u e s t i o n s  1 4 . 2 2 ,  4 . 2 3 ,  4 . 3 r .

4 . 2 2 .  I s  t h e r e  a  n i n i n u n  k n o w T e d g e  o f  p h i T o s o p h i c  n e t h o d s
n e c e s s a r y  f o r  a  p r i e s t  a n d  a  J e s u i t ?

Knowledge of method becomes a necessity when false no-
t ions  o f  method are  cur ren t  and more  or  less  d isas t rous .

For  example ,  there  have been theo log lans  tha t  he ld ,
perhaps j-nnocuously enough, that the dogmas of the church
were  revea led  no t  exp l i c l t l y  bu t  inp l i c j_ t l y .  Many thought
this to mean that the dogmas could be deduced fron revealed
propos i t ions  to  be  read in  the  sacred  scr i_p tures .  Such an
interpretat ion did no harm either among those not very good

log ic ians  or  among those no t  much in te res ted  in  sc r ip tu re .
However ,  w i th  the  rev iva l  o f  log ica l  and scr ip tu ra l  s tud i .es
we have been hear ing  tha t ,  a f te r  a1 l ,  the  dogmas were  noc
revea led  a t  a l - I .  Or  aga in  tha t  the  dogmas have been revea led ,
no t  in  a  reve la t j -on  conta ined in  sc r ip tu re ,  bu t  in  an  ongo ing
and s t i11  cont inu ing  process  o f  reve la t ion  in  the  church .
Or again that the dogmas express, not simply what has been
revealed, but what has been revealed as apprehended and ex-
pressed w i th in  a  par t i cu la r  cu l tu re  so  tha t ,  i f  tha t  par t i cu-
1ar culture proves al ien to us or outrnoded, then the dogmas
are  to  be  rev ised.

Common to al l  of these views is the unavowed assumption
tha t  log ic  i . s  u l t imate  and,  indeed,  abso lu te ly  u l t imate .
Nobr  i t  i s  u l t imate  w i th  regard  to  the  c la r i t y  o f  te rms,  the
coherence o f  p ropos i_ t ions ,  the  r igor  o f  in fe rences .  But  i t
i s  no t  abso lu te ly  u l t imate  even in  human d iscourse ,  fo r  there
are many actual and many more possible 'runiverses of discor:rse,,1
and i t  a lways  is  poss ib le  to  in t roduce s t i l l  one  more  un iverse
of  d iscourse  in  wh ich  f resh  d is t inc t ions  are  in t roduced,
terms become cLearer, dif ferent proposit ions are found cotrerent,
and d i f fe ren t  conc lus i .ons  are  in fe r red .

2 3
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We reach the notion of method when we ask how does one

ef fec t  the  t rans i t ion  f rom one un iverse  o f  d iscourse  to  another

^ r .  m n r p  n r o f o r r n d r . '  L ^ "  i  ^  f h a r ^  e f f e c t e d  t h e  t r a n s i t i o nv L  ,  P ! v l v u t r U a y  ,  I l U w  1 5  L r r Y I  s

f r om  one  l eve l  o r  s t age  i n  human  cu l - t u re  t o  ano the r  l a t e r

I  c r r c l  o r  q f a o e  o r  r r i  c c  \ / a r q a  -  f r o m  a  f a t e r  t o  a n  e a r l i e rr e q Y U  v L  ,

l c r z c l  n r  q f a o c -  o h r z i n r r q l v  f h c  n n e r a t i o n s  i n v o l v e d  i n  s u c hr  L s Y v  .  v r v

t r a n s i t i o n s  a r e  n o t  r u l e d  b y  t h e  l o g i c  o f  c l e a r  t e r m s ,  c o h e r -

e n t  p r o p o s i t i o n s ,  r i g o r o u s  i n f e r e n c e s .  Q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t '  t h o u g h

r r r r  i  t . a  . n m m ^ n  t - \ / n e q  o f  o n e r a f  i  o n  h a v e  t o  b e  c o n s i d e f e d  a n d

c o n s i d e r e d  i l r s t  a s  e v n l i c i  f l v  a s  f h c  l n o i c a l  n n e r a t i o n s  t h a tj  u J  u  u r

f r om  A r i s t o t l e  t o  Hege l  we re  t hough t  t o  con t ro l  l eg i t ima te

m e n t a l  p r o c e s s .

T h e s e  f u r t h e r  o p e r a t i o n s  a r e  a t t e n d i n g  t o  t h e  d a t a  o f

o u t e r  a n d  i n n e r  e x p e r i e n c e ,  p r e c i s e  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  w h a t

i s  g l v e n ,  s t u m b l - i n g  u p o n  o d d i t i e s ,  t h e  f o r m u l a t i o n  o f  p r o b l e m s ,

t h e  s e a r c h  f o r  s o l u t i o n s ,  t h e  d i s c o v e r y  o f  n e w  v i e w p o i n t s ,

t h e  f o r m u l a t i o n  o f  h y p o t h e s e s ,  t h e  d e d u c t i o n  o f  t h e i r  s u p p o -

s i t l o n s  a n d  o f  t h e i r  i m p l i c a t i o n s ,  t h e  p l a n n i n g  o f  p r o c e s s e s

o f  c o n t r o l  b y  o b s e r v a t i o n s  a n d / o r  e x p e r i m e n t s ,  t h e  c o n f i r m a -

t i o n  o f  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  o r  t h e  n e e d  f o r  r e v i s i n g  i t  a n d ,  i n

t h a t  c a s e ,  t h e  r e c u r r e n c e  o f  t h e  r n e t h o d i c a l  p r o c e s s .

S t i l I  such  f u r t he r  ope ra t i ons  occu r  and  comb j -ne  d i f f e r -

o n f  1  r r  i  n  d i f f a r a n f  r i  i  c c i  n l  i  n c s  T n  e a c h  d i  s c i n l  i  n e  o n e  I  e a r n ss r r L r f  L , r u  v r r l t y

f n  n a r f n r m  + h 6  ^ n ^ - - !  i  ^ - ^  - ^ ^ r l  I  I  i  ^ f a c f  i  n n  _L U  P C ! ! V r l i l  L r r E  v y e I d L : 9 1 1 5  ! e d u l l y  ,  c a 5 r t y  '  w I L r r  J a L ! > ! q u L r v r r '

i n  t h e  - L e c t u r e  r o o m s ,  t h e  J - a b o r a t o r i e s ,  t h e  s e m i n a r s  o f  a

u n i v e r s i t y .  r n  t h e  m a i n  s u c h  l e a r n i n g  i s  m u c h  m o r e  l e a r n i n g

w h a t  i s  d o n e  t h a n  w h y  i t  i s  d o n e .  I t  r e m a i n s  t h a t  t h e  p r o f i -

c i e n t ,  t h e  f u t u r e  l e a d e r s  a n d  s u c c e s s f u l "  t e a c h e r s  a n d  g r e a t

p i o n e e r s ,  w i l f  o $ / e  t h e i r  s u p e r i o r i t y  t o  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e y

h a v e  t a k e n  t h e  t i m e  t o  p a u s e  a n d  r e f f e c t  a n d  d i s c e r n  j u s t

why  t h i ngs  a re  done  and  even  how  they  m igh t  be t t e r  be  done .

T h e r e  i s  s t i l f  o n e  m o r e  s t e p .  I f  t h e r e  i s  t o  b e  i n  t h e

t w e n t i e t h  c e n t u r y  a  b a s i c  a n d  t o t a l  s c i e n c e ,  i . t  w i l l  h a v e

t o  b e  a  b a s i c  a n d  t o t a l  m e t h o d .  W h e n  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  s c i e n c e s

were  supposed  t o  be  ce r t a i n  know ledge  o f  t h i ngs  t h rough  t he i r

c a u s e s ,  t h e n  t h e  b a s i c  a n d  t o t a l  s c i e n c e  c o u l d  b e  c e r t a i n

k n o w l e d g e  o f  b e i n g  t h r o u g h  i t s  c a u s e s .  B u t  n o \ , /  t h a t  t h e  p a r -

t i c u l a r  s c i e n c e s  o f f e r  n o  m o r e  t h a n  t h e  b e s t  a v a i l a b f e  o p i n i o n ,

n o w  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  r u l e d  i n  t h e  l a s t  r e s o r t  n o t  b y  t h e i r  b a s i c

p r i nc i p l es  and  l aws  bu t  by  t he  me thods  by  wh i ch  t he l r  cu r ren t

p r i n c i p l e s  a n d  l a w s  m a y  b e  r e v i s e d ,  i t  b e c o m e s  n e c e s s a r y

fo r  t he  bas i c  and  t o ta l  s c i ence  t o  be  t he  bas i - c  and  t o ta l

me thod .
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As any other nethod, the basic and total method is a

normative pattern of related and recurrent operations with

cumulative and progressive results. But i t  is a method that

is reached only through performing the operations of such

par t i cu la r  d isc ip l lnes  as  mathemat ics ,  na tura l  sc ience,  common

sense, human studies, advert ing to the operations so performed

and thematizing them, advert ing further to the dynamism l inking

re la ted  opera t ions  and themat iz ing  tha t  dynamism,  thereby

ar r iv ing  a t  a  normat ive  pa t te rn  fo r  each o f  the  par t i cu la r

methods and, through them, to the common core of al l  methods,

namely, the dynamic structure of human coming to know and

coming to  dec ide .

In  th is  fash ion  a  ph i losoph ic  theory  o f  knowledge is

a t ta ined and f rom i t  one moves w i th  re la t i ve  ease to  an  ep is -

temology ,  a  metaphys ics  o f  p ropor t ionate  be ing ,  and an  ex is ten-

t i a l  e t h i . c s .

The a t ta inment  may be  max imaLor  min ima l  o r  in  be tween

these ex t remes.  I t  moves  to r^ rards  a  max imum,  mater ia l l y ,  as

one advances  in  competence in  par t j -cu1ar  d isc ip l ines  and,

fo rmal ly ,  as  one 's  inc reas ing  competence bo th  b roadens and

re f ines  one 's  g rasp  o f  a l l  cogn i . t iona l  s ty les .  I t  noves  towards

a mj -n inum,  mater ia l l y ,  as  one 's  competence in  o ther  d isc i -

p l ines  decreases  and,  fo rmal ly ,  as  oners  g rasp o f  the  common

core narrows and coarsens .

4 . 2 3 .  I n  w h a t  s e n s e ,  i f  a n y ,  s h o u T d  t h e  p h i T o s o p h y  t a u g h t

o u r  s c h o T a s t i c s  b e  s y s t e n a t i c ?

Thought  i s  sys temat ic  i f  a l l  i t s  te rms are  de f ined.

Terms are  bas i -c  o r  der ived .  Der ived  te rms are  de f ined

by  employ ing  bas ic  te rms.  Bas ic  te rms are  de f ined imp l ic i t f y

by  the i r  re la t ions  to  one another .  Such re la t ions  may fo rm

a c losed c i rc l "e ,  an  in te r lock ing  se t ,  an  ongo ing  progress ion ,

or  an  open ana logy  such as  Ar is to t le rs  p ropor t ion  be tween
potency and act.

Propos i t ions  cons t ruc ted  ou t  o f  bas ic  te rms and the i r

de f in ing  re la t ions  are  ' t rue '  by  de f in i t ion  and in  tha t  sense

are  named ana ly t i c  p ropos i t ions .

Ana ly t i c  p r i .nc ip les  must  be  d is t ingu ished f rom ana ly t i c
propos i t ions .  They  are  t rue  no t  on ly  by  de f in i t ion  bu t  a lso
by  ver i f i ca t ion .  For  the  bas ic  te rms and re la t ions  in  the i r

de f ined sense have been ver i f ied .20

The dist inct ion between analyt ic proposit ions and analy-

t i c  p r inc ip les  i s  o f  the  essence o f  empi r i ca l  sc ience.  However ,

ver i f i ca t ion  fa l l s  shor t  o f  p roo f :  fo r  in  ver i f i ca t ion  the
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argumen t  r uns ,  no t  f r om  a f f i rm ing  t he  hypo thes i s  t o  a f f i rm ing

i t s  i m p l i c a t i o n s ,  b u t  f r o m  a f f i r m i n g  t . h e  v e r i f i e d  i m p J . i c a t i o n s ,

t o  a f f i r m i n g  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s .  S u c h  a n  a r g u m e n t  i s  c o g e n t  i f

a n d  o n l y  i f  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  i n  q u e s t i o n  i s  t h e  o n l y  p o s s i b l e

h y p o t h e s i s ;  a n d  p r o o f  o f  s u c h  u n i q u e  p o s s i b i l i t y  c o m m o n l y

i s  n o t  a v a i l a b f e .

H e n c e ,  i n  g e n e r a l ,  e m p i r i c a l  s c i e n c e  i s  s y s t e m a t i c ,

n o t  i n  t h e  s e n s e  t . h a t  i t  o f f e r s  a  s y s t e m  v a l i d  f o r  a l , I  t i m e ,

bu t  i n  t he  sense  t ha t  i t  o f f e r s  a  success ion  o f  p rov i s j - ona1

s y s t e m s ,  w h e r e  e a c h  l a t e r  s y s t e m  s a t i s f i e s  t h e  k n o w n  d a t a

b e t t e r  t h a n  i t s  p r e d e c e s s o r s .

B e s i d e s  t h e  m e t h o d s  o f  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  e m p i r i c a l  s c - L e n c e s

t h e r e  i s  t h e  g e n e r a l i z e d  e m p i r i c a l  m e t h o d  b o r n  o f  t h e  r e f l e c -

t  i  v e  i  n f e r n l a v  h c f w e e n  : n f  i  n n  n r r f  { - h c  o n c r : f i o n c  a f  l . h o  n : r -

t i c r , . l . a r  d i s c i p l i n e s  a n d  t h e m a t i z i n g  t h e  o p e r a t i o n s  o n e  r s

a c t i n g  o u t .  I n  t h i s  i - n t e r p l a y  t h e  b a s i c  t e r m s  a n d  r e l a t i o n s

o f  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  a n a l y s i s  b o l h  a r e  g i v e n  t h e i r  m e a n i n g  a n d

a r e  v e r i f i e d .  T h e y  a r e  g i v e n  t h e i r  m e a n i n g  f o r  w h a t  t h e  t e r m s

m e a n  a r e  t h e  o p e r a t . : - o n s  o n e  i s  c o n s c i o u s l - y  p e r f o r m i n g ,  a n d

wh .a t  t he  re l a t i ons  mean  a re  t he  consc ious  dynam j - sm o f  sens i -

t i v e  s n o n f a n e  i  f v -  i  n f e l  I  i  o e n t  c r F ^ f  i  v i  f '  r - r  i  ^ - 1 1  - ^ f t  a n l - i a nr y s r r L  r ! s q L t  v  r  L y  ,  !  a  L r v r r o l  I  c r ! e e L r v r r  ,

a n d  r o q n n n q  i  h l  o  f r a o d n m  t s h :  F! ! v v s v , , , ,  v . - m o t e  u s  c o n s c i o u s l - y  f r o m

o n e  o p e r a t i o n  t o  t h e  n e x t .  T h e y  a l s o  a r e  g i v e n  t h e i r  v e r i f i c a -

t i o n  f o r  t h e r e  a r e  a c t u a l l y  o c c u r r i n g  t h e  c o n s c i o u s  o p e r a t i o n s

and  un fo l d i ng  t he  consc j - ous  dynam ism to  wh i ch  t he  t e rms  and

r e f a t i o n s  r e f e r .

S u c h  v e r i f i c a t i o n  h a s  s i n g u l a r  p r o p e r t i e s .  I n  t h e  o r d i n -

a r y  c a s e ,  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  i s  t h e  a n t e c e d e n t ,  i t s  i m p J - i c a t i o n s

a r e  t h e  c o n s e q u e n t ,  a n d  t h e  c o n f i r m i n g  d a t a  c o r r e s p o n d  d i -

f e c t  I  v  n n  I  v  f o  f  h e  . ^ n q o d r r o n l -  R r r i  i  n  a o n o r :  I  i  z a d- - , *  - m p i r i c a l

m e t h o d  b o t h  a n t e c e d e n t  a n d  c o n s e q u e n t  a r e  g i v e n  i n  e x p e r i e n c e :

t h e  a n t e c e d e n t  i n  t h e  t h e m a t i z e d  o p e r a t i o n s  a n d  p r o c e s s e s ;

t h e  c o n s e q u e n t  i n  t h e  p u b l i c l y  p e r f o r m e d  m e t h o d s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r

d i s c i p l j - n e s .  A g a i n ,  i n  t h e  o r d i n a r y  c a s e .  r e v i s i o n  i n v o l v e s

c h a n g e  i n  a  t h e o r y  b u t  n o t  a  c h a n g e  i n  t h e  o b j e c t  t o  w h i c h

t h e  t h e o r y  r e f e r s .  B u t  t h e  r e v i s i o n  o f  t h e  c e n t r a l  c o r e  o f

g e n e r a l i z e d  e m p i r i c a l -  m e t h o d  j n v o l v e s  a  c h a n g e  n o t  o n l y  i n

a  t heo ry  abou t  human  know ledge  bu t  a l so  i n  t he  occu r rence

o r  i n  t h e  c o n s c i o u s n e s s  o r  i n  t h e  t h e m a t i z a t i o n  o f  c o n s c i o u s

a n d  t h e m a t i z e d  o p e r a t i o n s  a n d  p r o c e s s e s .

I t  f o l l o w s  t h a t  t h e  b a s i c  a n d  t o t a l  s c i e n c e  i s  e m p i r i c a l

y e t  i n  s o m e  s e n s e  i t  i s  n o t  s t r i c t l y  h y p o t h e t i c a l  a n d  i n
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some sense i t s  cen t ra l  core  o f  exper ienc ing ,  unders tand ing

and judg ing  is  no t  open to  rev is ion .

Nolr the structure of knowing is isomorphic with the

structure of the known: as our knowing combines e1ements

o f  exper ience,  e lements  o f  in te l l igence,  and e lements  o f
ra t iona l i t y ,  so  the  ob jec ts  o f  the  par t i cu la r  sc iences  w i l l

be compounded of a potential element, corresponding to exper-
ience,  o f  a  fo rmal  e lement ,  cor respond ing  to  in te l l igence,

and an  ac tua l  e lement ,  cor respond ing  to  ra t iona l  judgment .2 r

S imi la r ly ,  the  s t ruc tu re  o f  our  knowing and do ing  ex-
presses  the  cond i t ions  o f  be ing  an  au thent ic  person i  bu t
th is  s t ruc tu re  i s  a  mat te r  o f  be ing  a t ten t ive ,  be ing  in te l l i -
gent ,  be lng  reasonab le ,  be ing  respons ib le ;  accord ing ly  there
are  four  bas ic  p recepts  tha t  a re  j_ndependent  o f  cu l tu ra l_
d i f fe rences .  Moreover ,  s ince  the  ac tua t ion  o f  the  s t ruc tu re
ar ises  under  soc ia l  cond i - t ions  and w i th in  cur tu ra f  t rad i t ions ,
to the four there may be added a f i f th, Acknowledge your
h i s t o r i c i t y .

I t  wou ld  seem,  then,  empi r i ca l  sc j .ence and empi r i ca l l y
es tab l - i shed cogn i t iona l  theory  a re  equa l  to  the  task  o f  ac-
count ing  fo r  the  invar ian ts  in  human knowledge,  in  human
conduct ,  and in  the  s t ruc tu re  o f  rea l i t y  p ropor t ionate  to
man 's  na t ive  powers .  f t  remaj -ns  tha t  down the  ages  there
have been ra t iona l i s ts  c la iming  a  p r io r i  knowredge independer r t
o f  empi r i ca l  tes ts  and abso lu te  idea l i s ts  endeavor ing  in
the i r  pecu l ia r  way  to  v ind ica te  the  cLa ims o f  specu la t i ve
reason.  But  in  the  pas t  such e f fo r ts  have no t  succeeded in
ant ic ipa t ing  the  pronouncements  o f  empi r i ca l  sc ience and,
as  empi r i ca l  sc ience,  f rom the  na ture  o f  i t s  ver i f i ca t ion ,
Ls  ever  open to  change,  a t  the  very  leas t  we must  awa i t  rad i_
ca1 change in  the  methods  o f  sc ience be fore  we may an t ic ipa te
a  success fu l  resurgence o f  apr io r is t  ph i losophy.

So much then fo r  sys temat ic  knowledge.  But  we must  no t
overlook the fact that not al l  human knowledge and noc even,
o f ten  enough,  the  major i t y  o f  man 's  concre te  cer t i tudes  are
sys temat ic .  For  sys temat ic  th i .nk ing  de f ines  exp l i c i t l y
or  imp l ic i t l y  in  a  very  techn ica l_  sense o f  imp l ic i t l y . '
Bu t  common sense does  no t  de f ine ,  as  Socra tes  d iscovered
in  A thens  mi - l lenn ia  ago,  and the  l ingu is t i c  ana lys ts  a t  ox fo rd
have rediscovered more recently. Moreover, the sponcaneous
deveropment  o f  unders tand ing ,  wh ich  is  the  ha l lmark  o f  common
sense, recurs in the operations of exegetes and historians.l2



z o METHOD

4 . 3 .  H o w  r l o  w e  n a i n t a i n  i n t e T l e c t u a L c o h e r e n c e  f o r  p h i l o -

s o p h i c a l  s t u d i e s  w i L h o u L  d e n y i n g  f r e e r l o n  t o  p h i l o s o p h i c a l

i n q u i r y  a n d  t o  L e a c h e r s  o f  p h i l o s o p h y ?  W h a t  p l u r a T i s n  i n

s J s t e n s  t n d  m e L h o d s  i n  a n y  o n e  f a c u l t y  i s  c o n p a L i b l e  w i L h

t h  i s  c o h e r e n c e ?

The  p rob lem o f  f r eedom may  be  na r rowed  down  t o  manageab le

l i m i t s  b y  b e g i n n i n g  f r o m  a  l i s t  o f  t h e  v a r i e t i e s  o f  p l - u r a I -

i s m  a n d  t h e n  c o n s i d e r i n q  t h e  p r o b l e m s  t h a t  a r i s e  w i t h i n  e a c h

v a r i e t y .

F i r s t ,  t h e r e  i s  t h e  k n o w l e d g e  t h a t  a r i s e s  f r o m  t h e  s p o n -

t a n e o u s  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  h u m a n  i n t e l l i g e n c e .  f n  E n g l i s h  j - t

i s  a p t  t o  b e  c a l l e d  " c o m m o n  s e n s e , "  i n  F r e n c h  " I e  b o l _ E g l g r "

i n  Ge rman  "gesunde r  Menschenve rs tand .  "  l . l ha t  i s  common  to

a I I  i n s t a n c e s  o f  i t  i s  n o t  c o n t e n t  b u t  p r o c e d u r e :  i t  a l w a y s

i s  t h e  r e s u l t  o f  s p o n t a n e o u s  i n t e l l e c t u a f  d e v e l o p m e n t ;  b u t

t h e  r e s u l - t s  v a r y  f r o m  v i J - I a g e  t o  v i I l a g e ,  r e g i o n  t o  r e g i o n ,

c o u n t r y  t o  c o u n t r y ,  c u l t u r e  t o  c u l t u r e ,  a n d  t h e r e  a r e  c o r r e s -

p o n d i n g  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  e n d l e s s  o r d i n a r y  l a n g u a g e s  i n

w h i c h  t h e s e  r e s u l - t s  a r e  e x p r e s s e d .  F o r t u n a t e l y  o r d i n a r y  I a n -

g u a g e  d o e s  n o t  e x p r e s s  s y s t e m a t i c  t h o u g h t ,  a n d  s o  i f  p h i l o -

s o p h y  i s  a g r e e d  t o  b e  s y s t e m a t i c ,  t h e  p r o b l e m s  a r i s i n g  f r o m

f h i  s  t v n e  o f  n l r r r a l i s r n  n e e d  n o t  c o n c e r n  u S .

Second l y ,  t he  know ledge  o f  exege tes  and  o f  h i s t o r i ans

w o u l d  s e e m  t o  b e  a n  e n o r m o u s l y  l e a r n e d  e x t e n s i o n  o f  s p o n -

t a n e o u s l y  d e v e l o p e d  i n t e l f i g e n c e ,  i n  b r i e f ,  t h e  c o m m o n  s e n s e

o f  one  t j -me  and  p l ace  ca t ch ing  on  t o  t he  common  sense  o f

a n o t h e r .  H e r e  t h e r e  a r i s e s  t h e  p r o b l e m  o f  p e r s p e c t i v i s m ,

f o r  e x e g e t i c a l  a n d  h i s t o r i c a l  t e c h n j - q u e s  d o  n o t  s u f f i c e  t o

mas te r  t he  m inu t i ae  o f  va r i - a t i ons  i n  common  sense .  Bu t  f r om

the  na tu re  o f  t he  case  such  d i , f f e rences  a re  m ino r  and  i n

a n v  c a s e  t h e y  a r e  m o r e  o r  f e s s  i r r e m e d i a b l e .

T h e r e  a r e  g r a v e r  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t h a t  a r j - s e  f r o m  p h i l o s o p h i c ,

m o r a 1 ,  a n d  r e l i g i o u s  d i f f e r e n c e s  a m o n g  e x e g e t e s  a n d  a m o n g

h i s t o r i a n s .  B u t  s u c h  p l u r a f i s m  c a n  b e  m i t i g a t e d  b y  t h e  d e v i c e

o f  c o n c e i v i n g  e x e g e t i c a l  a n d  h i s t o r i c a f  t e c h n i q u e s  t o  b e

f u n c t i o n a l  s p e c i a l t i e s  a n d  b y  t h e  a d d j . t i o n  o f  f u r t h e r  f u n c -

t i o n a l  s p e c i a l t i e s ,  s u c h  a s  d i a l , e c t i c s  a n d  f o u n d a t i o n s ,  t o

o b j e c t i f y  t h e s e  g r a v e r  d i f f e r e n c e s  a n d  i n  s o m e  f a s h i o n  t o

dea l  w i t h  t hem equ i t ab l y  and  no t  w i t hou t  some  hope  o f  p rog ress .

T h i r d l y ,  t h e r e  a r e  s y s t e m a t i c  t y p e s  o f  t h o u g h t  a n d ,

r o u g h l y ,  i t  w i l l  s u f f i c e  t o  c o n s i d e r  t r r r o  t y p e s .  T h e r e  a r e

t h e  s y s t e m s  t h a t  a r e  a p r i o r i s t l  t h a t  c l a i m  v a l i d i t y  u n i v e r -

s a 1 1 y  o r  a b s o l u t e l y ;  t h a t  t a k e  t h e i r  s t a n d  o n  t h e  c l a r i t y
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of  the i r  asser t ions ,  the  r igor

cogency of the evidence theY
of their ideas , the coherence

of  Lhe i r  in fe rences ,  and the

present .

Now as  long as  there  is  on ly  one such sys tem,  the  prob lem

of  p lu ra l i sm does  no t  immedia te ly  a r ise .  But  as  soon as  there

are two or more of such systems, not only does a problem

of  p lu ra l i sm ex is t  bu t  a lso  i t  b ids  fa i r  to  be  inso lub le .

Obv ious ly  an  appea l  to  exper ience w i l l  o f fe r  no  so lu t ion ,

fo r  these sys tens  are  apr io r i -s t ;  they  are  t rue  by  the  t ru th

o f  the i r  de f in i t ions ,  and they  do  no t  acknowledge any  h igher

t ru th  tha t  res ts  on  appea ls  to  mere  exper ience-  Fur ther t

an appeal to logic wil l  not solve the problem: the various

types  o f  R iemann ian  geomet ry  a re  a l l  per fec t l y  coherent l

and so  i t  does  seem I ike ly  tha t  d i f fe ren t  apr io r is t  ph i lo -

sophies might be equally coherent in their respective con-

tents yet radical ly opposed when one is compared with another.

F ina I ly ,  an  appea l  to  method has  the  d isadvantage e i ther

o f  be ing  an  apr io r is t  method,  and so  coherent  w i th  one ph i lo -

sophy  bu t  au tomat ica l l y  re jec ted  by  another ,  o r  e lse  o f  be ing

an empi r i ca l  method,  and so  re jec ted  au tomat ica l l y  by  a l l

apr io r is t  ph i losoph ies .

It  remains however that apriorj-st phi losophies are con-

ten t ious .  They  d ispute  w i thout  end bu t  a lso  w i thout  f ru i t .

Eventua l l y  the  age dominated  by  log ic  comes to  a  c lose ,  i f

no t  f rom the  exhaust ion  o f  the  oppos ing  par t ies ,  a t  leas t

f rom the  ever  decreas ing  s ize  and in te res t  o f  the l r  aud ience-

F ina l l y ,  there  comes the  "coup de  grace"  when log ica l  opera-

t ions are seen to be but a mj-nor part within the larger whole

o f  method ica l  opera t ions .  w i th  tha t  change there  ar ises  a

total- ly new situation and the insoluble problem of apriorist

but divergent phi losophies may happil-y be forgotten.

There  remain  f ina l l y  the  ph i losoph ies  tha t  a re  no t  on ly

sys temat ic  bu t  a lso  method ica l ,  no t  method ica l  in  some a-

pr io r is t  sense bu t  empi r i ca l ,  w i th  the i r  method a  genera l i za-

t ion  o f  the  methods  employed in  the  par t i cu la r  sc iences  and,

a t  the  same t ime,  f i x ing  the  mean ing  and ver i f y ing  i t  by

themat iz ing  the  opera t ions  and processes  o f  cogn i t iona l  and

mora l -  consc iousness .

Now in  the  sc iences  in  wh ich  an  empi r i ca l  method is

accepted  there  are  ava i lab le  and accepted  empi r i ca l  con t ro ls .

Everyone is free to advance understanding in the f ield'  to

formulate discoveries in hypotheses, to plan and execute

programs o f  research '  and/or  exper imenta t ion ,  to  pub l i sh  h is

f ind ings  and thereby  submi t  them to  the  judgment  o f  h is  peers .
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I t  r e m a i n s  t h a t  e m p i r i c a l  m e t h o d s  i n  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r

s c i e n c e s  a r e  n o t  c a p a b l e  o f  r e s o l v i n g  u f t i m a t e  i s s u e s  i n

c o g n i t i o n a l  t h e o r y ,  i n  e t h i c s ,  i n  r e l i g i o n .  S o  i t  i s  t h a t

p h i l o s o p h i e s  o f  s c i e n c e  a r e  o f t e n  m i s t a k e n  w h i l e  m o r a l  a n d

r e l i g i o u s  i s s u e s  a r e  s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  e v a d e d .  A c c o r d i n g l y  a n

e m p i r i c a l  m e t h o d  i n  p h i l o s o p h y  h a s  t o  g o  t o  t h e  r o o t  o f  t h i s

n r a h l ^ -  i  f  i  I  i  -  - ^ f  t ^  h o  h : n k r r r n l !  f r n m  i  f c  i  n n o n f  i  n nt , r v u r s r ' r  r r  r  L  r -

H e r e ,  t o  m y  m i n d ,  t h e  k e y  n o t i o n s  a r e  h o r i z o n  a n d  c o n v e r -

c  i  a n  F t ,  h a r  i  - ^ n  i S  m e a n t  t h e  t O t a  I  i  t v -  f h e  |  i l m c r a i  t ^ - r ^ ^  |
uvLqrrLJ r  y. l1jy l : i_!_9.| l t l : ! ,

w i t h i n  w h i c h  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  i s  s o u g h t ,  j u d g m e n t s  o f  f a c t  a r e

m a d e ,  a n d  e v a l u a t i o n s  a r e  a c c e p t e d .  S u c h  a  t o t a l i t y  d o m i n a t e s

ou r  know i , ng  and  dec id i ng  f r om the  ve ry  f ac t  t ha t  ou r  ques t i ons

h a v e  t h e i r  o r i g i n  i n  t . h e  a  p r i o r i  d e s i r e  t o  u n d e r s t a n d ,  t o

r e a c h  t h e  t r u t h ,  t o  k n o w  t h e  r e a f ,  t o  d o  w h a t  i s  l v o r t h  v , r h i l e ,

t ha t  t h i s  des i r e  o f  i t se f f  i s  bo th  comprehens j - ve  and  conc re t€ ,

b u t  i t s  s p e c i f i c a t i o n  i s  a t t a i n e d  o n l y  t h r o u g h  s p e c i f i c  q u e s -

t i o n s  a n d  t h r o u g h  t h e  a c c u m u f a t i o n  o f  s p e c i f i c  a n s w e r s .  I t

f o l l o w s  t h a t  o u r  s p e c i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  h o r i z o n  e a s i l y  e n o u g h

f a l l s  s h o r t  o f  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  a t  w h i c h  t h e  c o m p r e h e n s i v e n e s s

a n d  c o n c r e t e n e s s  o f  o u r  a  p r i o r i  d e s l r e  a i m s .  I t  f u r t h e r

f o l l ows  t ha t  we  have  t o  be  conve r t ed  f r om assump t i ons  abou t

t h e  r e a l  a n d  t h e  g o o d  t h a t  s u f f i c e  f o r  t h e  i n f a n t  a n d  h a v e

t o  c o m p l e t e  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  b e g u n  a s  t h e  c h i I d ,  t h e  a d o l e s -

c e n t ,  t h e  a d u l t  m o v e s  i n t o  a  w o r l d  m e d i a t e d  b y  m e a n i n g s  a n d

m o t i v a t e d  b y  v a l u e s .  F i n a - L l y ,  i t  f o l l o w s  t h a t  t e a c h e r s  o f

c o o n  i  I  i  o n a  I  f h e o r v  .  e n i  q l - c m n l n o r r  f h c  m c f a n h r r q  i  c q  n Fr L L U L q y r r f  J  ! u r  v r v _

p o r t i o n a t e  b e i n g ,  a n d  e x l s t e n t i a l  e t h i c s  ( 1  )  s h o u l d  t h e r n -

s e f v e s  b e  c o n v e r t e d  a n d  l 2 \  s h o u l d  b e  a b l e  t o  o r g a n i z e  t h e i r

cou rses  so  as  t o  commun l ca te  t he i r  own  conve rs i on  t o  t he i - r

c h a r g e s .

T h i s  m a y  a p p e a r  a  t a I I  o r d e r .  B u t  i n t e l l e c t u a l  c o n v e r s i o n

i s  a  t o p i c  t h a t  a d m i t s  f u l l  o b j e c t i f i c a t i o n  i n  t e r m s  o f  p o -

s i t i o n s  a n d  c o u n t e r p o s i t i o n s ,  2 3  w h i l e  m o r a l -  a n d  r e l i g i o u s

c o n v e r s i o n s  h a v e  t h e i r  r o o t  i n  G o d ' s  g i f t  o f  h i s  l o v e ,  a

g i f t  t h a t  a l o n e  i s  a  s u f f i c i e n t  g r a c e  f o r  s a f v a t i o n  a n d  s o

a  g r a c e  g r a n t e d  t o  a l I  b y  G o d ' s  u n i v e r s a l  s a l v i f i c  w i f l .

Pe rhaps  we  may  now  add ress  ou rseLves  t o  t he  ques t i ons

r a i s e d  i n  4 . 3 ,  a n d  w e  b e g i n  b y  n o t i n g  t h a t  i n a s m u c h  a s  b o t h

c o h e r e n c e  a n d  p l u r a l l - s m  a r e  d e s i r e d ,  s o m e  s o r t  o f  a n a l o g y

h a s  t o  b e  i n v o k e d .

T h e  p r i m e  a n a l o g a t e ,  I  s u g g e s t ,  c o n c e i v e s  p h i l o s o p h y

t h e  b a s i - c  a n d  t o t a L s c i - e n c e ,  d e f i n e s  s c i e n c e s  m a t e r i a l l y

t h e i r  f i e i d s  a n d  f o r m a l l y  b y  t h e j . r  m e t h o d s ,  a n d  f i n d s
L , ,u y
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the  method o f  the  bas ic  and to ta l  sc ience to  be  the  genera l -

ized empir ical method reached inasmuch as part icular methods

are  exp la ined and unders tood by  themat iz ing  the  consc ious

opera t ions  and processes  o f  the  sc ien t is t .

on  th is  concept ion  o f  ph i losophy,  inqu i re rs  and teachers

are  f ree  as  long as  they  are  fo l low ing  the  method;  and as

soon as  they  rea l1y  depar t  f rom the  method,  then they  no

longer  a re  ph i losophers  in  the  de f ined sense.

Fo l low ing  the  method,  o f  course '  i s  no t  a  mat te r  o f

deduc t ion  bu t  o f  c rea t iv i t y :  such c rea t iv i t y  may enr ich  the

thernat iza t ion  o f  exper ienc ing ,  unders tand ing ,  judgment '  de-

1 j -bera t ion  tha t  a l ready  has  been ach ieved;  i t  may a lso  add

gu i te  new d imens ions  to  i t ,  as  has  Rober t  Doran,  S .J .  in

h is  doc tora l  d isser ta t ion .  2q

Fur ther ,  i t  i s  to  be  no ted  tha t  accept ing  th is  o r  any

other  method res ts  on  a  judgment  o f  va lue .  The va lue  in  ques-

t ion  is  the  va lue  o f  in te l l igence and o f  co l - labora t ive  and

sus ta ined advance towards  t ru th .  Such a  pr imacy  o f  the  judg-

ment  o f  va l -ue  (  1  )  con t rad ic ts  any  ra t iona l i s t  p r imacy  o f

reason or  in te l lec t ,  (21  breaks  away f rom the  ambigu i t ies

o f  A r i s t o t l e ' s  N i c o m a c h e a n  E t h i c s  ( V I ,  2 1 1 3 9 b 4 1 ,  ( 3 )  r e s t s

on in ten t iona l i t y  ana lys is  in  wh ich  i t  becomes c lear  tha t

the  l -eve l  o f  de l ibera t ion  is  the  sub la t ion  o f  p rev ious  leve ts ,

( 4 )  f i n d s  i t s e l " f  i n  c o n g e n i a l  c o n t i n u i t y  w i - t h  r e l i g l o u s  f a i t h

and theo logy ,  in  wh ich  the  bas ic  hor izon  is  one o f  fove  and

of  va1ue,  and (5 )  opens  the  way fo r  theo logy ,  o ther  human

d isc ip l ines ,  and the  common sense (purged o f  i t s  common non-

s e n s e )  o f  e v e r y  c u l t u r e ,  r e g i o n ,  a n d  v i l l a g e ,  t o  i n s p i r e

a n d  d i r e c t  t h e  a l r e a d y  d e s c r i b e d  ( 4 . 1 2  a b o v e )  C h r i s t i a n  d y -

namic  o f  h is to ry .

So nuch fo r  the  pr ime ana logate .  Var ian ts  may be  con-

s t ruc ted  by  work ing  backwards  to  i t s  l -ess  complex  predeces-

sors  in  wh ich ,  none the  less ,  there  were  expressed re l ig ious ,

m o r a I ,  a n d  i n t e l l - e c t u a l  c o n v e r s i o n . 2 s

5 .  H o w  s h o u T d  f u t u r e  p r o f e s s o r s  o f  p h i T o s o p h y  b e  p r e p a r e d ?

F i rs t  o f  a1 l -  they  must  be  equ ipped w i th  the  essent ia l

too l -s :  languages and mathemat ics .  The more  generous  the  t ime

and e f fo r t  spent  on  these pre l im inary  tasks ,  the  r i cher  w l I l

be  the  fu tu re  p ro fessor 's  cu l tu ra l  in i t ia t ion ,  the  pro founder

wi l l  be  h is  cu l - tu ra l  perspec t ive  across  the  present  and in to

the  pas t ,  and the  grea ter  w i l l  be  h is  fac i l i t y  in  unders tand-

ing  the  na tura l  sc iences .

J I
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Second Iy ,  t hey  mus t  g radua l l y  come  to  unde rs tand  how

a r d u o u s  i s  t h e i r  t a s k .  T h e y  a r e  t o  b e  g e n e r a l - i s t s :  ( 1  )  n o t

on l y  know ing  t he  ob jec t s  bu t  t hema t i z i ng  t he  ope ra t i ons  so

p r e c i s e l y  d e f i n e d  i n  m a t h e m a t i c s ,  s o  d y n a m i c a l l y  u n f o l d i n g

i n  p h y s i c s ,  s o  d l a l e c t i c a l l y  i n v o l v e d  w i t h  c o m m o n  n o n s e n s e

in  common  sense ,  so  e rud i t e l y  ex tended  t o  t he  common  sense

a n d  n o n s e n s e  o f  o t h e r  p l a c e s  a n d  t i m e s  i n  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n

a n d  h i s t o r y ,  e t c . ,  e t . c . ;  ( 2 )  t h r o u g h  s u c h  t h e m a t i z i n g  a t t a i n -

i n g  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  o f  t h e i r  o r i / n  c o g n i t i o n a l ,  a f f e c t i v e ,

and  de l i be ra t j - ve  ope ra t i ons  t o  t he  po in t  whe re ,  as  A r i s t o t l e . pu t

i t ,  t h e y  n o  l o n g e r  n e e d  a  t e a c h e r  b u t  o p e r a t e  o n  t h e i r  o w n ;

( 3 )  a d v a n c i n g  f r o m  i n t e n t i o n a f i t y  a n a l y s i s  t o  e p i s t e m o l o g y ,

t h e  m e t a p h y s i c s  o f  p r o p o r t i o n a t e  b e i n g ,  a n d  e x i s t e n t i a l  e t h i c s ;

( 1 )  e n t e r i n g  i n t o  a  s y m b i c , r s i s  w i t h  t h e o l o g y  i n a s m u c h  a s  t h e o -

I o g y  s u b l a t e s  p h i l o s o p h y  t o  d e f i n e  i t s  s p e c i a l  c a t e g o r i e s

w h i f e  i t  d e r i v e s  f r o m  p h i l o s o p h y  i t s  g e n e r a l  c a t e g o r i e s l 2 5

a n d  ( 5 )  f u I f i J - l i n g  i t s  m e d i a t i n g  f u n c t i o n s  b y  e n a b l i n g  t h e o -

I  ^ n  \ /  t ^  n n f o r  i  n f n  i  n f o r ^  i  c n i  n l  i  n - - "  ' . ' ^ ' L  ' . ' i  f h  r L ^_ _ a J  - r - , . ^ _ i y  w o r K  b r l t n  t n e  s c t e n c e s

a n d  w i t h  h u m a n  s t u d i e s  a s  w e l l  a s  u t i l i z e  t h e m  i n  i t s  q r e a t

t a s k  o f  c o m m u n i c a t i o n s . 2 T

T h i r d I y ,  a s  a l r e a d y  h a s  b e e n  n o t e d  ( 3 . 1 1 2  a b o v e ) ,  t h e

c a r r i e r  o f  a  m o d e r n  s c i e n c e  i s  n o t  t h e  i n d l v i d u a l -  b u t  t h e

o n g o i n g  s c i e n t i f i c  c o m m u n i t y ,  a n d  s i m i l a r l y  t h e  c a r r i e r  o f

i n t e r d r s c i p  l i n a r y  s t u d i e s  i s  t h e  r e l e v a n t  s e t  o f  s c i e n t i f i - c

c o m m u n i t i e s .  N o w  w h a t  h o l d s  f o r  s p e c i a l i s t s ,  m u t a t i s  m u t a n d i s

a l s o  h o l - d s  f o r  q e n e r a l i s t s .

T h e i  r  o r o n c r  d O m a i n  i S  t h e m a t i Z i n o -  i  n t e n f i  o n a l  i  l . . '  - - ^ r . .L f  .  r r r y  ,  r r r u ! r r  u  r v r r q r  r  L y  d r r d r y _

s i s ,  e p i s t e m o l o g y ,  m e t a p h y s i c s  o f  p r o p o r t i o n a t e  b e i n g ,  a n d

e x i s t e n t i a l  e L h i c s .  T n  t h a t  p r o p e r  d o m a i n  i n d i v i d u a l l y  t h e y

h a v e  t o  b e  m a s t e r s  a c c o r d r n g  t o  t h e  1 e v e l  o f  t h e i r  t i m e s .

A g a i n ,  i n d i v i d u a l l y ,  e a c h  m u s t  h a v e  s u f f i c i e n t  k n o w l e d g e

o f  o t h e r  f i e l d s  t o  d e r i v e  f r o m  t h e m  w h a t  i s  e s s e n t i a l -  t o

h i s  o n n  p r o p e r  d o m a i n .  O n  t h e  o t h e r  h a n d ,  i t  w i t l  b e  n o t

t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  g e n e r a l i s t  b u t  t h e  g r o u p  t h a t  t h r o u g h  d i f f e r -

e n t  m e m b e r s  a L t a i n s  e x p e r t i s e  i n  t h e  v a r i o u s  d e p a r t m e n t s

o f  i n t e r d i s c i p l i n a r y  w o r k ;  i n  o t h e r  w o r d s ,  t h e  g r o u p  o f  g e n e r -

a l i s t s  i n c l u d e s  s o m e  e x p e r t s  i n  t h e o l o g y ,  o t h e r s  i n  m a t h e -

m a t i c s ,  o t h e r s  i n  n a t u r a l  s c i e n c e ,  o t h e r s  i n  h u m a n  s c i e n c e ,

o the rs  i n  human  s tud ies ,  o the rs  j - n  commun i ca t j . ons .

F o u r t h l y ,  i t  c a n n o t  b e  s t r e s s e d  t o o  s t r o n g J _ y  t h a t  t h e

m e d i a t i o n  o f  t h e  g e n e r a l i s t s  i s  i n t e l l i g e n t  r a t h e r  t h a n  I o g i -

ca f :  by  l og i caJ -  med j -a t i on  I  unde rs tand  t he  p rocess  f r om un r -

v e r s a l  c o n c e p t s  t o  p a r L i c u l a r  i n s t a n c e s  a s  j u s t  i n s t a n c e s l
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by in te l l igen t  med ia t ion  I  unders tand the  process  f rom under -

s tand ing  the  un iversa l  to  unders tand ing  Lhe par t i cu la r .  The

d i f fe rence be tween the  two is  a  d i f fe rence in  unders tand ing :

in  log ica l  med ia t ion  one unders tands  no  more  in  the  ins tance

than one d id  in  the  un iversa l ;  in  in te l l - igen t  med ia t ion  one

adds to  the  unders tand ing  o f  the  un iversa l  a  fu l le r  and more

detern ina te  unders tand ing  o f  the  par t i cu la r  case.  The genera l -

i s t  tha t  i s  jus t  a  log ica l  med ia to r  tu rns  ou t  to  be  an  ob tuse

in t ruder ;  the  genera l i s t  tha t  i s  an  in te l l igen t  med ia to r

speaks  no t  on ly  h is  own mind bu t  a lso  the  language o f  h is

in te r locu tor .

F i f th ly ,  there  is  an  ambigu i ty  to  the  te rm,  theme,  the-

mat ic ,  themat ize .  I t  can  be  g iven a  na j -ve  rea l i s t  in te rpre-

ta t ion ,  and then to  themat ize  is  to  observe  care fu l l y  and

to  descr ibe  accura te ly .  But  i t  a fso  can be  g iven a  c r i t i ca l

real ist interpretat ion: then frorn the experience of operati iorrs

one advances to the bestowal_ of namesi from the experience
of  p rocess  (sens i t i ve  spontane i ty ,  in te l l igen t  inqu i ry  and
formula t ion ,  ra t j -ona1 re f lec t ion ,  respons ib le  de l ibera t ion

and f reedom,  where  each la te r  mode sub la tes  those tha t  go

before)  to  the  unders tand ing  o f  the  s t ruc tu re  w i th i .n  wh ich
the  opera t ions  occur ;  f rom such exper ience and unders tand ing
to  judgment  on  the  d i f fe rence be tween such se l - f -appropr ia t ion
and the  fo rmat ion  and ver i f i ca t ion  o f  hypotheses  about  sub-
a tomic  par t i c les  .

When themat iz ing  fo l lows the  na ive  rea l i s t  mode1,  i t
i s  an  unend ing  task .  When i t  i s  a  mat te r  o f  exper ienc ing ,
naming,  unders tand ing ,  judg ing ,  i t  qu ick ly  reaches  the  bu i ld -
ing blocks that can be recombined in a great variety of rnan-
ners  to  revea l -  the  d iverse  s t ruc tu res  o f  d iverse  procedures

and methods .

S ix th ly ,  any  a t tempt  to  in t roduce a  ne$,  p rogram o f  s tud ies
wi l l  f ind  i t se l f  invo lved in  the  d ia l -ec t j_c  o f  p rogress ,  de_
c l j .ne ,  and redempt ion .  For  i f  the  new program is  wor th  wh j - le ,
i t  w i l l  a t tempt  p rogress .  I f  i t  runs  in to  undue oppos i t ion ,
there  w i l l  be  some fa i lu re  to  a t tend,  to  unders tand,  to  be
reasonab le ,  o r  to  be  respons ib le .  And so  there  w i I I  be  need
of  char i ty ,  o f  hope,  and o f  fa j " th .

3 3

NOTES
rThe ques t ionna i re  to  wh ich  Lonergan responded was d is -

t r ibu ted  to  var ious  Jesu i t  p ro fessors  a round the  wor ld ,  in
preparation for a symposium on phi losophy that was eventual ly
h e l d  a t  V i l l a  C a v a l l e t t i  n e a r  R o m e ,  S e p t .  g - 1 g ,  j g 7 7 .  L o n e r g a n
d id  no t  a t tend the  sympos ium.  tEd.1
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NOTES

STRAWSON AND LONERGAN ON '  PERSON I

J o s e p h  F i t z p a t r i c k

A  use fu l  compar i son  can  be  d rawn ,  I  be l i eve ,  be tween

wha t  Lone rgan  means  by  ' pe r son '  and  t he  pos i t i . on  deveJ .oped

b y  t h e  O x f o r d  p h i l o s o p h e r ,  P .  F .  S t r a w s o n ,  i n  h i s  w e l l - k n o w n

e s s a y  o n  " P e r s o n s " . l  T o  u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  p o i n t  o f  t h i s  c o m p a r i -

s o n ,  a  p r e l i - m i n a r y  h i s t o r i c a f  n o t e  a b o u t  t h e  t o p i c  S t r a w s o n

i s  e n g a g e d  w i t h  m a y  h e l p .  H e  L s  w o r k i n g  w i t h i n  a  p h i l o s o p h i c a l

c l i m a t e  i n  w h i c h  c e r t a i n  p r o b l - e m s  a b o u t  t h e  s e l f ,  t h e  s u b j e c t

o r  ' I '  o f  s o m e  p r o p o s i t i o n s ,  a n d  i n d e e d  a b o u t  p e r s o n s  g e n e r -

o l l y ,  h a v e  a r i s e n .  T h e  s o u r c e  o f  t h e s e  p r o b l e m s  l - i e s  i n  t h e

n o t i o n ,  w i d e l y  h e I d ,  t h a t  w h a t  i s  r e a 1 ,  o r  a t  l e a s t  w h a t

i - s  v e r i f i a b J . y  r e a l ,  i s  t h e  o b s e r v a b l e .  O n c e  t h i s  n o t i o n  i s

e n t e r t a i n e d ,  w l - r e r e  w e  s t a n d  ( l i t e r a l l y )  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  a n

o b j e c t  t h a t  i s  t o  b e  k n o w n  b e c o m e s  s i g n i f i c a n t .  I f  t h e  o b j e c t

i s  w i t h i n  m y  f i e l d  o f  v i s i o n  o v e r  t h e r e ,  w e J - 1  a n d  g o o d .  B u t

w h a t  i f  t h e  o b j e c t  i s  n o t  " o v e r  t h e r e " ?  W h a t  i f  I  a m  a s c r i b i n g

a c t i o n s  o r  q u a l i t i e s  n o t  t o  a n  o b j e c t  o v e r  t h e r e ,  b u t  t o

m y s e l f ?  C a n  I  b e  s a i d  t o  o b s e r v e  m y s e l f ?  I f  I  d o  n o t  o b s e r v e

m y s e l f ,  c a n  t h e r e  t r u t h f u l l y  b e  s a i d  t o  b e  a  s e l f  a t  a l - I ?

Moreove r ,  i f  t he  mean ing  o f  p ropos i t i ons  i s  de te rm ined  by

t h e  m e t h o d  o f  t h e i r  v e r i f i c a t i o n ,  c a n  t w o  s u c h  p r o p o s i t i o n s

a s  " I  a m  i n  p a i n t t ,  s a i d  b y  J o n e s ,  a n d  " H e  i s  i n  p a i n " ,  s a i d

b y  S m i t h  o f  J o n e s ,  b e  a c c e p t e d  a s  s a y i n g  t h e  s a m e  t h i n g ?

D o e s  t h e  w o r d  ' p a i n ' ,  f o r  e x a m p l e ,  m e a n  t h e  s a m e  i n  t h e  s e l f -

a s c r i p t i v e  p r o p o s i t i o n  a s  i t  d o e s  1 n  t h e  o t h e r - a s c r i p t i v e

p r o p o s i t i o n ?  O t h e r - a s c r i p t i v e  p r o p o s i t i o n s ,  a f t e r  a l - I ,  c a n

be  t r ans l - a ted  ou t  i n t o  obse rvab fe  cha rac te r j _s t i c s  l i ke  g r i -

m a c e s ,  p a l l o r ,  s w e a t i - n g ,  h e a v y  b r e a t h i n g ,  e t c . ,  w h e r e a s  j " t

j - s  d i , f f j - c u l t  t o  s e e  s e l f - a s c r i p t i v e  p r o p o s i t i o n s  a s  s o  c r a n s -

I a tab fe .  Qu i t e  d i s t i nc t  mean j_ngs  m i -gh t  be  a t t ached  t o  t he
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PERSON

respect ive  propos i t ions ,  " I  am in  pa in t t  (sa id  by  Jones)  and

"He is  in  pa in r r  (sa id  o f  Jones) r  i f  indeed the  fo rmer  can

be said to have any meaning. Further, when we observe others

al l  $re actual ly observe are their physical movements, their

bod i l y  behav io r .  Ye t  we normal ly  ascr ibe  in ten t ions ,  fee l ings

and thoughts to others; we assume a world of conscious states

similar to those lee claim for ourselves. Are we r ight to

do this i f  the real is the observable? The notion that the

ver i f iab ly  rea l  i s  what  can,  a t  leas t  in  p r inc ip le ,  be  ob-

served creates some pretty phi losophical problems it  can

drive a wedge between consciousness and bodily behavior,

i t  can  ca l l  in  ques t ion  the  very  no t ion  o f  a  se l f ,  i t  can
g ive  r i se  to  scept ic ism about  "o ther  minds" .

I  hope this brief sketch aLlows the reader an entr5e

in to  the  k ind  o f  ques t ions  St rawson is  address ing  in  h is

e s s a y .

St rawson beg ins  by  examin ing  se l f -ascr ip t i ve  p ropos i t ions

and o ther -ascr ip t i ve  p ropos i t ions .  He asks  the  gues t ion ,

"why are  one 's  s ta tes  o f  consc iousness  ascr ibed to  the  very

same th ing  as  cer ta in  corporea l  charac ter is t i cs ,  a  cer ta in
phys ica l  s i tua t ion ,  e tc .?"  t3781.  Tno er roneous responses

to this guestion are provided by the Cartesian view and what

Strawson cal ls the "no-ownership" theory, held by some be-
haviorists. Both consider the guestion to be founded on an
i l lus ion .  The fo rmer  d iv ides  the  sub jec t  in to  two d is t inc t

subs tances ,  to  one o f  wh ich  s ta tes  o f  consc iousness  are  as-
cribed and to the other of which corporeal characterist ics

are ascribed. The no-ownership theorist,  on the other hand,

denies the ego or the subject altogether and claims the de-
pendence of experiences en a unique body as the only legit i-

mate grounds for ascript ion. The no-ownershi.p theorist is,

accord ing ly ,  ob l iged to  c la im as  a  cont ingent  fac t ,  t tA I I

my experiences are had by (are uniguely dependent on the

s ta te  o f )  body  B"  I3831.  But ,  S t rawson asks ,  what  i s  ' rny t

do ing  in  th is  c la im? I t  i s  imposs ib le  to  e l im ina te  ,my '  w i th -
out making the sentence analyt ic ( ' iAl l  experiences dependent
on body B are experiences dependent on body B, ')  in a way
which would deny the al leged contingent fact. In other words,
the word imyr must be understood in such a way as to introduce
the notion of ownership the no-ownership theorist seeks to
avo id .  Par t i cu la r  s ta tes  o f  consc iousness  can on ly  be  ident i -
f ied as the states of some identi f ied person. The Cartesian
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3 8 METHOD

v i e w  m e e t s  w i t h  a  p a r a f l e l  o b j e c t i o n .  F o r  i f  s t a t e s  o f  c o n -

s c i o u s n e s s  a r e  w h o 1 l y  p r i v a t e ,  t h e r e  i s  n o  w a y  i n  w h j - c h  t h e y

c a n  b e  a s c r i b e d  t o  a n y o n e  e l - s e .  B u t  i f  t h j . s  i s  t h e  c a s e ,

! L ^ - ^  : -  ^ 1  r ! ^ - + i . . . r - -  - ' a t e s  o f  c o n s c i o u s n e s s  a n d

s o  n o  v r a y  e v e n  o f  a s c r i b i n g  t h e m  t o  o n e s e f f .  W h a t  t h i s  L e a d s

u p  t o  i s  w h a t  S t r a w s o n  c a I I s  " t h e  p r i m i t i v e n e s s  o f  t h e  c o n -

c e p t  o f  a  p e r s o n "  t 3 B 8 l :  t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  p e r s o n  c a n n o t  b e

t h o u g h t  o f  a s  a  s e c o n d a r y  e n t i t y  d e r i v i n g  f r o m  t w o  p r i m a r y

e n t i t i e s ,  o n e  o f  w h i c h  i s  t h a t  t o  w h i c h  s t a t e s  o f  c o n s c i o u s -

ness  a re  asc r i bed  and  t he  o the r  o f  wh i ch  i s  t ha t  t o  wh i ch

b o d i l y  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a r e  a s c r i b e d .  T h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  o u r

I a n g u a g e  w i I l  n o t  t o l e r a t e  s u c h  d u a l i s m ,  s i n c e  t h i s  s t r u c t u r e

t r a n s c e n d s  b o t h  t h e  s c e p t i c ' s  s e L f - a s c r i p t i v e  u s e  o f  p e r s o n -

n r e d i c a  i - e q  a n d  i h e  b e h a v i O r i s t ' S  o f h e r - a s c r i  n f  i  v e  u s e  o f

p e r s c n - p r e d  i c a t e s .  T h e  s a m e  m e a n i n g  o f  ' p a i n '  a p p l i e s  w h e t h e r

I  s a y  " I  h a v e  a  p a i n r r  o r  " H e  h a s  a  p a i n "  a n d  t o  t a k e  e i t h e r

f h e  s e l f - a s c r i n f i v e  o r  t h e  o t h e r - a s c r i  n f  i  w e  u s c  o F  t h e  w o r d

a s  s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t  i s  t o  v i o l a t e  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  o f  o u r  l a n g u a g e .

I n  t h e  p e n u l t i m a t e  s e c t i o n  o f  h l s  a r t i c l e  S t r a w s o n  g o e s

o n  t o  a s k  " w h a t  i t  i - s  i - n  t h e  n a t u r a l  f a c t s  t h a t  m a k e  i t  i n -

t e l l i g i b l e  t h a t  w e  s h o u l d  h a v e  t h i s  c o n c e p t "  o f  a  p e r s o n

t 3 9 8 1 .  H i s  o w n  r e p l y  i s ,  a s  h e  a d m i t s ,  s o m e w h a t  t e n t a t i v e ,

p e r h a p s  o w i n g  t o  h i s  o w n  c h o s e n  l i n g u i s t i c  m e t h o d  o f  p h i l o -

s o p h i z i n g .  ( I n  I n d i v i d u a l s  h e  w r i t e s ,  " U p  t o  a  p o i n c ,  t h e

re l i ance  upon  a  c l ose  exam ina t i - on  o f  t he  ac tua l  use  o f  wo rds

i s  t h e  b e s t ,  a n d  i n d e e d  t h e  o n l y  s u r e ,  w a y  i n  p h i l o s o p h y " . ) 2

T h i s  m a y  m a k e  h i m  r e l u c t a n t  t o  s e e k  a n  e x t r a l i n g u i s t i c  e x p l a n a -

t i o n  o f  t h e  f e a t u r e s  o f  l a n g u a g e  h e  s o  b r i l l i a n t l y  u n c o v e r s .

B u t  h e  d o e s  s a y  t h i s :  " W h a t  I  a m  s u g g e s t i n g  i s  t h a t  i t  i s

eas j - e r  t o  unde rs tand  hov , /  we  can  see  each  o the r  ( and  ou rse l ves )

a s  p e r s o n s ,  i f  w e  t h i n k  f i r s t  o f  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  w e  a c t ,  a n d

ac t  on  each  o the r ,  and  ac t  i n  acco rdance  w i t h  a  common  human

n a t u r e .  ' T o  s e e  e a c h  o t h e r  a s  p e r s o n s '  i s  a  I o t  o f  t h i n g s ;

b u t  n o t  a  l o t  o f  s e p a r a t e  a n d  u n c o n n e c t e d  t h i n g s .  T h e  c f a s s

o f  P -p red i ca tes  t ha t  I  have  moved  i n t o  t he  cen te r  o f  t he

p i c t u r e  a r e  n o t  u n c o n n e c t e d l y  t h e r e ,  d e t a c h e d  f r o m  o t h e r s

- i r r e l - e v a n t  t o  t h e m -  O n  t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  t h e y  a r e  i n e x t r i c a b l y

b o u n d  u p  w i t h  t h e  o t h e r s ,  i n t e r v , r o v e n  ! , i i t h  t h e m .  T h e  t o p i c

o f  t h e  m i n d  d o e s  n o t  d i v i d e  i n t o  u n c o n n e c t e d  s u b j e c t s "  t  3 9 9 1 .

T h e r e  r s  i n  t h i s  q u o t a t i o n  a  d e f j - n i t e  e c h o  o f  A q u i n a s ' s  d e f i n i -

f i n n  a F  ( " s u b s i s t e n s  d i s t i n c t u m  i n  n a t u r a  i n t e f l e c -

t u a l i r r )  a s  w e f l  a s  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  r e l - a t i o n a f  c h a r a c t e r

o f  p e r s o n  r e m i n i s c e n t  o f  h i s  c o m m e n t a r y  o n  t h e  t r i n i t y . 3



PERSON

Lonergan considers the tradit ional Scholastic view of person

to be enriched by modern genetic biology and psychology,

and here ,  I  suggest ,  he  takes  up  St rawsonts  p roposa l  o f  f ind-

ing an explanation of our basic conceptual scheme in t ' the

natura l  fac ts r ' .  The fo l low ing  is  Lonergan 's  own summary :
ttFrom the twet of the parents comes the symbiosis of mother

and chl ld. From the 'rre'  of the parents and the symbiosis

of mother and chi ld comes the 'rre'  of the family. Within

the  twe. '  o f  the  fami ly  emerges  the  t I r  o f  the  ch i ld .  In  o ther

words the person is not the primordial fact. What is primordial

is the community. I t  is within community through the inter-

subjective relat ions that are the l i fe of corununity that

there  ar ises  the  d i f fe ren t ia t ion  o f  the  ind iv idua l  person.
t t .  I t  fo l lows tha t  'person '  i s  never  a  genera l  te rm.

I t  a lways  denotes  th is  o r  tha t  person w i th  a l l  o f  h is  o r

her individual characterist ics result ing from the communit ies

in which he has l ived and through which he has been forned

and has formed himself.  The person is the resultant of the

relat ionships he has had with others and of the capacit ies

tha t  have deve loped in  h im to  re la te  to  o thers . " r

Perhaps more should be said. When he asked the question,

"what  i t  i s  in  the  na tura l  fac ts  tha t  make i t  in te l l lg ib te

that ne should have this concepttt  (of a person), Strawson

added, "and to ask this question in the hope of a non-tr ivial

ansvrer", adding in a footnote, I I  mean. in the hope of an

anslrer which does not merelv says Well ,  there are people

in  the  wor ld "  t3981.  The Lonergan 'answer '  I  have guoted

gains greatly in depth by standing foursguare with Lonergan's

theory of knowing. For Lonergan's division of the process

of coming to know into three component stages or moment.s

smashes the notion of the subject-world relat ionship that
has dominated Western phi losophy since Descartes. In doing
Sor i t  destroys the problem of dif ferent meanings having
to be attached to self-ascript ive and other-ascript ive propo-

s i t i .ons .  I f  Jones  says ,  " I  am in  pa in" ,  and Smi th  says ,  t t Jones

is in pain", they can be understood as meaning the same thing ;
the location of the speaker with reference to the object
to  wh ich  pa in  i s  ascr ibed is  no  longer  so  s ign i f i can t .  I f
knowing srere simply experiencing then the location of the
speaker would make a great deal of dif ference; this is not
so when knowing is understood as experiencing, understanding

and judg ing .  In  so  . fa r  as  Jones  is  cor rec t  in  say ing ,  t t l

am in  pa in" ,  he  is  s imp ly  a f f i rm ing  h is  unders tand ing  o f
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t he  da ta  o f  wh i ch  he  has  immed ia te  expe r i ence .  Sm i th ' s  j udg -

m e n t ,  t ' J o n e s  i s  i n  p a i n t t ,  i s  a l - s o  t h e  a f f j . r m a t i o n  o f  a n  u n d e r -

s tand ing  f ounded  on  t he  da ta  o f  wh i ch  he  has  immed ia te  expe r -

i ence .  I t  does  no t  ma t t e r  whe the r  t he  da ta  anyone  has  immed i -

a te  expe r i ence  o f  i s  r e l - evan t  t o  h i s  own  s ta te  o r  someone

e l s e ' s .

The  sh i  f t  f r om  know ing -a  s  - obse rv  j - ng  t o  know ing  as  expe r i -

enc  i  ng -unde r  s  t and  i  ng -  j  udg ing  a l so  b reaks  down  t he  i so f  a t i on

o f  t he  knower .  Man  t he  knower  i s  no  l onge r  seen  as  s tand j - ng

in  g l o r i ous  i so l a t j - on  ove r  aga ins t  a  wo r l d  o f  r ea l i t y  " ou t

t h e r e "  i n  s p a c e  a n d  t i m e ,  a s  h e  i s  c o n c e i v e d  b y  D e s c a r t e s

and  Hume  (a l be i t  Hume  fa i l ed  t o  f i nd  such  a  sub jec t  o f  con -

sc i ousness  when  he  l - ooked  i ns i de  h i nse l f .  I t  was  because

he  con t i nued  t o  wo rk  w i t h i - n  t h i s  scheme  tha t  Russe l l  t oo

h a d  d i f f i c u l t i e s  1 n  l o c a t i n g  t h e  e g o . ) .  M a n  i s  a n  e x p e r i e n c i n g ,

u n d e r s t a n d i n g  a n d  j u d g i n g  s u b j e c t .  A s  e x p e r i e n c i - n g  h e  i s

a l - r eady  i n  t he  wo r l d ,  a  body  among  bod ies ,  umb i l i ca l l y  l j - nked

th rough  h i s  senses  t o  wha t  j - s  go ing  on  bo th  ho r i zon ta l l - y  - -

ac ross  con tempo ra ry  soc ie t y  - -  and  ve r t i ca l l y  - -  down  t h rough

t h e  a g e s  t h a t  h a v e  p a s s e d .  H e  i s  t h e r e ,  i n s e r t e d  i n t o  t h e

f L u x  o f  e v e n t s ,  b e i n g  a c t e d  u p o n  b y  h i s  e n v i r o n m e n t .  I n  t h e

f i e l d  o f  know ledge  he  t akes  ove r  t he  concep t s  and  ways  o f

t h i n k i n g  e m b e d d e d  i n  h i s  I a n g u a g e  a n d  t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l -  t r a d i -

t i on  and  f o l - k  w i sdom he  i nhe r j - t s .  Bu t  he  i s  no t  me re l y  f o rmed

b y  h i s  s o c i e t y ;  h e  h a s  t h e  p l e a s u r e ,  o c c a s i o n a l l y ,  o f  c o n t r i -

bu t i ng  t o  t he  s tock  o f  knov r l edge ,  o f  add ing  t o  t he  concep tua l

s c h e m e  o f  t h i n g s ,  p e r h a p s ,  i n  s o m e  r a r e  c a s e s ,  o f  c h a l l e n g i n g

i t  a n d  t r a n s f o r m i n g  i t  r a d i c a l l y  j . n  s o m e  p a r t i c u l a r  a r e a .

The re  i s  t hen  a  r ec i p roc i t y  o f  consc iousness  be tween  t he

ind i v i dua l  and  soc j - e t y  w i t hou t  wh i ch  ne i t he r  cou ld  ex i s t .

I t  i s  i m p o s s i b l e  t o  d e f i n e  s o c i e t y  w i t h o u t  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e

ind i v i dua l -  and  imposs ib l - e  t o  de f i ne  t he  i nd i v j . dua l  w i t hou t

re fe rence  t o  soc ie t y :  t he  t \ " / o  a re  f used  i n  a  r e l a t i on  o f

s y m b i o s i s .

I f  Lone rgan  and  S t rawson  can  be  seen  t o  be  say ing  t he

same  o r  ve r y  s im i l - a r  t h i ngs  abou t  wha t  i t  means  t o  speak

a b o u t  ' p e r s o n s ' ,  i t  i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  n o t e  t h a t  t h e y  d o  s o

f rom two  d i s t i nc t  ph i l osoph i ca l  s t andpo in t s .  I f  my  i n t r oduc -

t o r y  r emarks  a re  t o  t he  po in t ,  S t r a r " r son  can  be  seen ,  i n  con -

j unc t i on  w i t h  many  o the r  B r i t i sh  and  Ang lo -Saxon  ph i l osophe rs ,

t o  have  f ound  i n  t he  c l - ose  a t t en t j . on  t o  how  l anguage  ac tua l l y

i s  used  a  way  round  many  o f  t he  puzz les  and  ep i s t emo log i ca l

odd i t i es  gene ra ted  w i t h i n  t he  dom inan t  t r ad i t i . on  by  t he
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conception of knowing as perceiving or observing or the l ike.

By turning to language many of the puzzles and oddit ies can

be resolved. Lonergan does not depend on language in this

i{ay. He wouLd claim to go beyond language to that which lan-
guage med ia tes .  That  be ing  sor  i t  i s  no t  surpr is ing  tha t

h is  pos i t ion  is  in  bas ic  agreement  on  many po in ts  w i th  those
ph i losophers ,  l i ke  S t rawson,  who ac tua l l y  a t tend to  how lan-
guage is used as opposed to those others who smuggle the
o ld  tenets  o f  the  c lass ica l  European ph i losoph ies  in to  con-
temporary discourse under the guise of something cal led t language'.

4 1

NOTES

r  P.  F .  S t rawson,  "personsr t ,  in  Essays  in  ph j_ losoph ica l
Psvcho logv ,  €d .  Dona ld  F .  cus ta fson@
&  C o m p a n y ,  I n c . ,  1 9 6 4 1 ,  p p .  3 7 7 - 4 0 3 .

2 P .  F .  S t r a w s o n ,  I n d i v i d u a l s  I L o n d o n ,  1 9 5 9 ] ,  p .  5 .

sSumma theo loq j -ae  ,  1 ,  g .  27  f f .

a Bernard Lonergan, phi losophy of God, and Theol_oqy [Lon-
d o n ,  1 9 7 3 1 ,  p p .  5 9 - 6 0 .
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M y t h ,  S y m b o l  a n d  R e a I l t v .  E d i t e d  b y  A l a n  o f s o n .  N o t r e  D a m e :
U n i v e r s i t y  o f  N o t r e  D a m e  P r e s s ,  1 9 8 0 .  P p .  x i v  +  1 8 9 .  $ 1 4 . 9 5 .

o n e  o f  t h e  d i s t i n c t  p J - e a s u r e s  o f  l i v i n g  i n  t h e  B o s t o n

a r e , r  i s  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  h e a r i n g  s o  m a n y  o f  t h e  g r e a t  a n d

n e a r - g r e a t  I e c t u r e  a t  t h e  s e e m i n g l y  n u m b e r l e s s  c o l l e g e s  a n d

u n i v e r s i t i e s  i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y .  o n e  o f  t h e  m o s t  d i s t i n g u i s h e d

l e c t u r e  s e r i e s  i s  B o s t o n  U n i v e r s i t y ' s  o n  p h i J " o s o p h y  a n d  r e -

I i g i o n .  F o r t u n a t e l y ,  t h e s e  l e c t u r e s  a r e  b e i n g  p u b l i s h e d ,

s o m e w h a t  b e l a t e d l y  i t  i s  t r u e ;  b u t  f o r  t h e  m o s t  p a r t '  t h e

ca l j - b re  o f  t he  t a l ks  and  t he  speake rs  i s  such  t ha t  t he  con -

t e n t s  o f  t h e  v o l u m e s  a r e  n o t  d a t e d .  T h i s  i s  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e

c a s e  p e r h a p s  w l t h  t h i s  i n a u g u r a l  v o . I u m e  o f  t h e  s e r i e s .

L o n e r g a n ' s  I i t t l - e  t a 1 k ,  " R e a I i t y ,  M y t h ,  S y m b o l r "  w a s

d e l i v e r e d  a t  a  d e l i g h t f u l  a f t e r n o o n  s e s s j . o n  w h e r e  h e  w a s

f e a t u r e d  a l o n g  w i t h  t h e  a m j - a b l e  a n d  i d i o s y n c r a t i c  s a g e ,  J o h n

F i n d l a y .  L o n e r g a n r s  s i x - p a g e  e s s a y  n o t  t h e  s h o r t e s t  c o n -

t r i b u t i o n ,  m i n d  y o u  ( M a s o n  t o o k  t h e  h o n o r s  f o r  b r e v i t y  w i t h

f o u r  p a g e s !  )  - -  i s  o n e  o f  t h o s e  g e m s  t h a t  a n y o n e  c a n  a p p r e c i -

a t e ,  b u t  L o n e r g a n  s c h o l a r s  w i l l  t r e a s u r e .  I t  i s  p a c k e d .  T w o

f h a  n r a h l  a m  n f  r a :  I  i  f r r  f o : l - r r r o  t h o  r a l  a  n l : r r o d  h r r
v a Y E s  P r  v v r s r , '  !  s q  r  r  L J

t h e  i m m a n e n t  c r i t e r i a  o f  t h e  k n o w i n g  s u b j e c t  i n  d e t e r m i n i n g

w h a t  i s  m e a n t  b y  t h e  t e r m ,  r e a l i t y .  N e x t ,  t w o  p a g e s  o n  t h e

p l a c e  o f  m y t h  i n  w h i c h  L .  b e g i n s  b y  e l u c i d a t i n g  t h e  m e a n i n g

o f  s t o r y  ( m y t h )  i n  t h e  a c t u a t i o n  o f  c o n s c i o u s  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y

and  t hen  cons j . de rs  sy rnbo l  i n  t ha t  con tex t  as  "a  mo re  e l emen -

t a r y  t y p e  o f  s t o r y . "  F i n a I l y ,  t w o  p a g e s  u n d e r  t h e  h e a d i n g

" T o w a r d  F o u r f o l d  C o n v e r s i o n "  w h e r e ,  i n s t e a d  o f  t r y i n g  t o
' p r o v e '  h i s  v i e w s  o n  t h e  t o p i c ,  L .  s i m p l y  t e l l - s  " s o m e t h i n g

o f  t h e  s t o r y  b y  w h i c h  I  a r r i v e d  a t  m y  v i e w s . "

T h i s  t . h i r d  s e c t i o n ,  h o w e v e r ,  i s  n o t  j u s t  a  s u m m a r y  o f

r r T n q i o h t  R e v i  s i f e d  .  "  f o r  i  n  e a c h  i  n s f - a n c e  w h e r e  L .  d o e s  r e t a i l



BOOK REVIEWS

what  he  sa id  in  tha t  ear l ie r  rend i t ion  o f  the  s to ry ,  he  te l l s

us something nerr, whether he is talking about J. A. Stewart

on Plato or Peter Hoenen on the Moebius str ip. Even the con-

densed account of the way from fnsiqht to Ir{ethod in Theoloqyr

with i ts contrast between what de Grandmaison and Lebreton

had accomplished in terms of apologetics and the need for

cri t ical history both on the level of performance and of a
method ica l  account ,  i s  i l l umina t ing  indeed.  Then the  recap i tu -

la t ion  o f  what  Iv le thod in  Theo loqy  is  on  about  leads  in to  L . ts

clearest publ ished comments on what he so appreciates about
the work of Robert Doran in terms of a fourth conversion -

left  unnamed in the domain of the imaginal. This latter
includes a guite neat summary of at least some of what L.
f inds  suggest ive  in  the  work  o f  I ra  p rogro f f .

Progof f  was  a lso  he lp fu l  to  L .  1n  the  midd le  sec t ion
as  we l l .  L .  uses  h im to  e labora te  the  dynamism o f  human be ing
as  be ing- in - the-wor ld  and o f  Bergsonts  61an v i ta l ,  ye t  another
expression of what he has spoken of elsewhere in terms of
ver t i ca l  f ina l i t y  and the  i  guas i -opera tor  '  .  (Th is  language ,
inc identa l l y ,  i s  gu i te  typ ica l  o f  L . ' s  speech in  the  mid-
and la te  sevent ies . )  Not  the  leas t  impor tan t  o f  L . ' s  apercus
in  th is  sec t ion  is  h is  d is t inc t ion  be tween s to ry  and cover
s to ry .  Together  w i th  Method 's  no t ion  o f  ideo logy ,  I  f ind  th is
a  s ign i f i can t  con t r ibu t ion  to  foundat iona l  ca tegor ies .

Th is  Ias t -ment ioned d is t inc t ion  br ings  us  back  to  the
sec t ion  on  rea l i t y ,  where  we no te  L . rs  u t te r  lack  o f  re luc-
tance to talk yet again about his onn f irst phi losophical
p r inc ip les  roo ted  in  the  rea l i t y  o f  our  own nature :  our  ab i l i t y
to  ra ise  ques t ions .  Re len t less  f ide l i t y  to  these pr inc ip les ,
I  be l ieve ,  i s  man i fes t  1n  L . ts  own re t rac ing  o f  the  pa th  by
which  he ,  l i ke  Ar is to t le  be fore  h im,  has  become "more  a  f r iend
of  myths , r '  w i thout  any  t race  o f  na ive t6  about  the i r  t rbas ic

ambiguity": a foundational need in phi losophy and theology
today .

Bes ides  the  br ie f  med i ta t ions  o f  Herber t  Mason and E l ie
w iese l ,  the  o ther  essays  in  the  vo lume are  ou t  o f  the  so l id ly
scholarly mold. Jacques waardenburg gives an account of inter-
d isc ip l inary  approaches to  myth  and symbor ;  wh i re  Aran orson
provides a synoptic overview of the approach of hermeneutic
phenomeno logy :  Cass i re r ,  He idegger ,  Gadamer ,  R icoeur ,  Jaspers ,
et al.  Harold ol lver, also sympathetic with hermeneutic pheno-
menology, shows what. an extremely intel l igent person who is
no t  a  c r i t i ca l  rea l i s t  m igh t  do  w i th  the  vo lume,s  theme by

4 3
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m o v i n g  i n t o  a  r e l a t i o n a l  o n t o l o g y .  T h r e e  o f  t h e  p i e c e s  a r e

m o r e  s p e c i a l i z e d :  D e n n i s  T e d l o c k  o n  I n d i a n  r e l i g i o n ,  a  f i e l d

i n  r . r h i ch  he  i s  an  expe r t ;  Howard  Kee ,  who  i s  a  New  Tes tamen t

scho la r  1n  con t ro l  no t  on l y  o f  ph i l o l og i - ca I  t oo l s  bu t  t hose

o f  t h e  s o c i o l o g y  o f  k n o w l e d g e ,  t a k e s  u p  E g y p t i a n ,  H e l l e n i s t i c ,

and  Johann j -ne  v i ews  on  my th  and  m i rac l e ;  and  John  F ind lay ,

au tho r  o f  a  r a the r  uno r t hodox  book  on  p1a to ,  on  t he  my ths

o f  P I a t o .

H a n s - G e o r g  c a d a m e r ' s  t a l k  o n  " R e l i g i o u s  a n d  p o e t i c  S p e a k -

i n g "  i s  n e i t h e r  a  s p e c i a l l y  c o m p o s e d  c o n t r i b u t i o n  n o r  a  m e d i -

t a r - i o n ;  b u t  i t  i s  a  p r o d u c t  o f  G a d a m e r ' s  y e a r s - I o n g  a n d  p a i n s -

t a k i n g  a t t e m p t  t o  s p e c i f y  t h e  b e a r i n g  o f  h i s  h e r m e n e u t i c

p h e n o m e n o l o g y  b y  a p p l y i n g  i t  t o  t h e  d i v e r s e  k i n d s  o f  I i n g u i s -

t i c  p e r f o r m a n c e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  w h a t  h e  c a l l s  e m j - n e n t  t e x t s .

R e l i g i o u s  a n d  p o e t i c  s p e e c h  a r e  t w o  m a j o r  d i v i s i o n s  w i t h i n

t h e  o v e r a l l  l i n g u i s t i c  f i e l d .  A s  t h e  v o J . u m e ,  p o e t i c a ,  t h e

s e c o n d  v o l u m e  o f  h i s  K L e j . n e  S c h r i f t e n ,  a n d  t h e  o u t s t a n d i . n g

C e l a n  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  W e r  b i n  T c h ,  W e r  b i s t  D u ?  a t t e s t  t o ,

G a d a r n e r ,  i s  a  s e n s i t i v e  a n d  g e n i a l -  c o n s t r u e r  o f  p o e t r y ;  a n d

v r e  g e t  a  t a s t e  o f  t h i s  i n  t h i s  a r t i c l e .  B u t  f  f o u n d  m o s t

f a s c i n a L i n g  h i s  e r u d i t e  c o m p a r i s o n s  o f  t h e  h e r m e n e u t r c  s a 9 -

n i f i c a n c e  o f  t h e  r e l . a L i v e  u n i m p o r t a n c e  o f  r e l i g i o u s  t e x t s

i n  G r e e k  r e l i g i o n  a n d  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  t e x t s  i n  C h r i s t i a n i t y .

T h e  v o l u m e  a s  a  w h o l e  j - s  a b l y  e d i t e d  b y  A I a n  O L s o n ,

w h o  h a s  p r o v i d e d  a n  i n t r o d u c t i o n  a n d  i n d i c e s .

F red  Lawrence
Bos ton  Co I l eqe

W a v s  t o  t h e  C e n t . e r :  A n  I n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  W o r l d  R e l i q i o n s .  B y
o e n l s e h  p u b l .
C o . ,  1 9 8 1  .  P p .  x i v  +  4 0 8 .  $ 1 7 . 9 5 .

My  f i r s t  r esponse  t o  a  new  i n t r oduc to r y  t ex t  i n  wo r l d

r e l i g i o n s  i s  a  q u e s t i o n  W h y  y e t  a n o t h e r ?  W h a t  m a k e s  a

p a r t r c u l a r  t e x t  u n i q u e  i n  a  f i e l d  i n u n d a t e d  w j - t h  s u c h  i n t r o _

d u c t . i o n s ,  m a n y  o f  w h i c h  h a v e  p r o v e n  o v e r  t i m e  t o  b e  q u i t e

e f f e c t i v e ?  A n d  i f  a  t e x t  i s  w r i t t e n  b y  s c h o l a r s  f a m i l i a r

w j . t h  L o n e r g a n ' s  t h o u g h t ,  a s  i s  t h e  c a s e  w i t h  W a y s  t o  t h e

Cen te r  - -  bo th  au tho rs  have  conp le ted  d i sse r t a t i ons  on  Lone r_

9d f l ,  and  t he i r  r ecen t  wo rk  be t rays  an  awa reness  o f ,  i f  no t

a  r e l - i a n c e  o D ,  L o n e r g a n ' s  m e t h o d o J - o g i c a t  p e r s p e c t i v e  _ _  t h e
q u e s t i o n  m a y  b e  p o s e d  i n  t h i s  w a y :  d o e s  L o n e r g a n r s  t h o u g h t

l n f o r n  t h e  a u t h o r s '  o r i e n t a t i o n  t o  t h e  m a t e r i a ]  a n d  t h e

ca tego r i es  by  wh i ch  t hey  o rgan i ze  t he  vas t  da ta  on  wo r l d
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re l ig ions  in  a  way tha t  se ts  th is  tex t  o f f  f rom more  s tandard

approaches 1 ike ,  € .9 . r  the  h is to r ica l  survey  used by  Noss ,

the thematic approach of Streng, et al. ,  or the comparative

s tudy  deve loped by  W.  C.  Smi th?  We1l ,  yes  and no .

Although Lonergan's name is mentioned only once j_n the

tex t  (269,  in  re fe rence to  t r in i ta r ian  deve lopments )  and

h is  work  i s  c i ted  on ly  four  t imes in  the  no tes ,  'Lonergan ian '

language € .9 . ,  " incarna te  sp i r i t ' r ,  "na tura l  des i re  to
know" ,  r in te r io r i t y r ,  e tc .  i s  found th roughout .  The most

consp icuous  use o f  Lonergan is  found in  the  In t roduc t ion .

Readers are invited to folLow the transcendental imperatives

and to  be  a t ten t ive ,  in te l l igen t ,  re f lec t i ve  and dec is ive
in  the i r  s tudy .  But  more  s ign i f i can t ly ,  the  au thors  base
the  fo rmal  o rgan iza t ion  o f  the  ind iv idua l  chapters  (w i th

the  except ion  o f  those in  the  f i rs t  par t  on  the  anc ien t  mind)

on Lonergan 's  account  o f  cogn i t iona l  s t ruc tu re .  Each chapter
beg ins  w i th  a  sec t i .on  en t j - t led  'Appearance, ,  usua l l y  a  tv ro
page contemporary  v ignet te  o f  the  t rad i t ion  to  be  d iscussed;
corresponding to experience animated by wonder, this section
is  des igned to  so t ic i t  the  reader 's  a t ten t ion .  There  fo l lows
a lengthy  sec t ion  on  'H is to ry ' ,  a  comprehens ive  in te rpre ta t ion
of  the  or ig ins  and deve lopment  o f  a  re l ig ion ,  wh ich  is  sa id
to correspond to understandinq and ' iudgment wherein the rnind

"works  to  g rasp  and a f f i rm rea l i t y ' ,  t101 .  Each chapter  con-
cLudes w l th  a  cons idera t ion  o f  how a  re l ig ion  fo rms i t s  wor ld -
v iew;  en t i t led  "s t ruc tu ra l  Ana lys is , , ,  i t  d i rec ts  the  reader
to  dec is ion  or  response by  ana lyz ing  each t rad i t ion  in  te rns
o f  the  ' fundamenta ls '  

t91 l  o r  ca tegor ies  (apparent ly  der ived
f r o m  V o e g e l i n  1 7 7 ,  9 1 1 )  o f  N a t u r e ,  S o c i e t y ,  S e I f ,  a n d  t h e
o n e  f r o m  w h i c h  t h e  o t h e r s  r e m a n a t e ,  [ 1 3 1 ] ,  D i v i n i t y .

The text proper contaj.ns three parts: Ancient Religions
( th ree  chapters ) ,  As ian  Re l ig ions  ( four  chapters ) ,  and Near
Eastern  Re l ig ions  ( th ree  chapters ) .  The conten t  o f  these
chapters and the sources cited are relat ively standard. One
facet  o f  the  Carmodys '  p resenta t ion ,  however ,  deserves  men_
t j -on  the i r  use  o f  a  no t ion  der ived  f rom Er ic  Voege l in rs
work ,  tha t  o f  b reak ing  w i th  " the  cosmolog ica l  myth , ,  164,
6? ,  and e lsewhere l .  A l though they  do  so  somewhat  incons is -
ten t ly ,  and on ly  spar ing ly  in  the  th i rd  par t ,  th is  use  is
a feature that makes the text unique and akin to Lonergan
themes,  par t i cu la r ly  those o f  in te r io r i t y  and the  ongo ing
d iscovery  o f  mind .
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The tex t  suggests  tha t  the  cosmolog icaJ .  myth  is  b roken
t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  n a t u r e  a n d  d i v i n i t y  a r e  s u f f i c i e n t l y  d i f -
f e r e n t i a t e d  i n  a  t r a d i t i o n .  T h u s ,  i n  t h e i r  a c c o u n t  o f  t h e
anc ien t  mind ,  the  Carmodys  re fe r  to  Zoroas t r ian ism'  s  sh i f t
f r o m  n a t u r e  t o  i n t e r i o r i t y ,  f r o m  c o s m o s  t o  t h e  " i n n e r  l i g h t
o f  human consc ience"  [73 ]  as  a  ne t , /  re l ig ious  deve lopment

a n d  t h e  f i r s t  s t e p  t o w a r d  b r e a k i n g  t h e  m y t h ;  a n d  t o  G r e e c e r s
concent ra t i -on  on  loqos  over  mvthos  as  a  , rquantam Ieap j_n

t h e  s e a r c h  f o r  d i v l - n i t y r r  t 8 7 l  a n d  a s  t h e  " c L i m a x  o f  a n c i e n t

e f f o r t s  t o  d i s c e r n  h o w  h u m a n  s p i r i t  i s  c o n s u b s t a n t i a l  ( ' o f

t h e  s a m e  s t u f f ' )  w i t h  G o d "  t 7 B l .  I n  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e
East  in  Par t  I I  the  au thors  contend tha t  the  emphas is  in
t h e s e  t r a d i t i o n s  o n  p s y c h o l o g y ,  i n t e r i o r i t y ,  a n d  t h e  ' , s o u 1 -

c l e a n s i n g "  p o w e r s  o f  t h e  d i v i n e  I 1 0 S l  c o n s t i t u t e s  a  p a r t i a l

b reak  w i th  the  cosmol -og ica l  myth ,  bu t  tha t  the  break  is  never
f i -na l1y  managed because o f  an  equa l  emphas is  on  harmony,
t h e  s u b o r d i n a t i o n  o f  d i v i n i t y  t o  n a t u r e ,  a n d  t h e  f a i f u r e
t o  d e v e l o p  a n  e x t r a - c o s m o l o g i c a l  a u t h o r i t y .  T h e  t r a d i t i o n s
d j - s c u s s e d  i n  P a r t  I I ,  t h e  " e t h i c a l  m o n o t h e i s t i c "  r e l i g i o n s
o f  J u d a r s m ,  C h r i s t i a n i t y  a n d  I s f a m ,  s e e m  t o  b r e a k  m o r e  c o m -
prehens iveJ-y  w i th  the  myth ;  impor tan t  here  are  the  doc t r ines
o f  c r e a t i o  e x  n l h i l o ,  t h e  t r a n s c e n d e n t  y e t  i n t e r a c t i v e  a n d
r e v e a l i n g  d e i t y ,  a n d  t h e  a f f i r m a t i o n  o f  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f
i n d i v i d u a l  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  d i v i n e .

T h e  u s e  o f  V o e g e J - i n r s  n o t i o n  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  c o s m o f o g i c a l
m y t h  a t  t i m e s  s e e m s  t o  i m p o s e  c r i t e r i a  o n  w h i c h  n o n - W e s t e r n
thought  can on ly  come up shor t ;  the  au thors  thus  somet imes
u n d u J - y  s t r e s s  n e g a t i v e  f e a t u r e s  o f  t h e  t r a d i t i o n  d s ,  e . g . ,
w i th  the  absence o f  the  no t ion  o f  c rea t ion  f rom noth ing  in
H i n d u r s m  1 1 2 3 1  o r  w i t h  t h e  f a i l u r e  o f  C h i n e s e  r e t i g i o n  t o
d e v e l o p  a  ' s o p h i s t i c a t e d '  ( e q u a l s  W e s t e r n ? )  s e n s e  o f  h i s t o r y
o r  p h i l o s o p h y  t 1 9 7 1 .  F o r  t h e  m o s t  p a r t ,  h o w e v e r ,  t h i s  a p p r o a c h
is  heJ-p fu l .  I  have drawn a t ten t ion  to  i t s  p lace  in  the  tex t
because i t  i r l ,us t ra tes  what  r  de tec t  as  the  carmodys '  concern
t o  t h e m a t i z e  r e J - i g i o u s  i n t e r i o r i t y  a n d  t o  a n  e x t e n t  t h e  f o u n _
d a t i o n s  f o r  a n  i n t r a - r e l i g i o u s  d i a l o g u e .  S i g n i f i c a n t  h e r e ,
€ . 9 . r  i s  t h e i r  d e f i n j - t i o n  o f  r e l i g i o n  a s  ' , m y s t e r y  w o r k i n g "

[ 6 ] ,  " m y s t e r y  h e l d  m e a n i n g " ,  a n d  ' u l t i m a c y '  
[ 1 0 ] ,  a n d  t h e j _ r

v i e w  t h a t  t h e  " d i a l e c t i c  o f  u n i t y  a n d  d i f f e r e n c e , '  t 3 4 1 1  p e r -
ce ived in  wor ld  re r ig ions  s tems f ron  the  fac t  tha t  i -nd iv iduar
r e l i g i o n s  a r e  " b u t  w a y s  t o  t h e  C e n t e r ' ,  t l O l  c o r r e s p o n d i n g
to  the  myster i -ous  center  o f  oneser f  where  "au thent ic  re l - ig i -on
o f f e r s  a l I  o f  u s  o u r  b e s t  n a m e s "  I x i i i ] .  U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  t h i s
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feature is not signif icantly developed by the authors. In

this regard, their chapter organization along the I ines of

Lonergants  cogn i t iona l  ana lys is  and func t iona l  spec ia l i za t ion

remains more of a formal structurel their discussion in the

f ina l  ana lys is  i s  no t  s ign i f i can t ly  d i f fe ren t  f rom tha t  o f

o ther  tex ts  tha t  cons is t  o f  anecdota l  examples  (Appearance) ,

h is to r ica l  surveys  (H is to ry )  and l im i ted  compar isons  (S t ruc-

tu ra l  Ana lys is ) .  I t  i s  no t  surpr is ing ,  there fore ,  tha t  fa i th

and the rel igious person, the focus suggested by the Carmodysi

emphasis on the personalist dimensions of rel igious studies

and Lonerganrs  method,  i s  los t  in  what  emerges  as  the  de l inea-

t ion  o f  the  re l ig ious  sys tem,  the  ' i sm '  o f  a  fa i th 's  cumula-

t i v e  t r a d i t i o n  ( W .  C .  S m i t h ) .

Wavs to the Center more than l ives up to what the Car-

modys present i t  as: a text suited for an introductory level

course  in  re l ig ious  s tud ies .  The tex t  i s  v re l l -des igned,  read-

able and well  documented, and their discussion raises contem-

porary and methodological issues. (Be advised that Wadsworth

has  recent ly  i ssued th is  tex t  in  two separa te  paper  ed i t ions ,

one on  eas tern ,  the  o ther  on  western  "ways  to  the  center " . )

Readers seeking a dist inct ively methodical introduction to

rel igious studies, however, wi l l  have to continue to look

e lsewhere .

Ph i l ip  Boo R i ley
University of Santa Clara

Experience, Reason and God. Edited by Eugene Thomas Long.
Wash ing ton ,  D.C. :  The Catho l i c  Un ivers i ty  Press  o f  Amer ica ,
1980.  S tud ies  in  Ph i losophy and the  H is to ry  o f  Ph i losophy,
v o l .  B .  P p .  1 8 0 .

Pro fessor  Long in t roduces  th is  co l lec t ion  o f  essays  w i th

a problem and a plausible solut ion. The problem is the impasse

between a rat ional ist approach to rel igion and an experiential

one. This antagonism between reason and experience has prompted

Bas i l  M i tche l l  to  observe  tha t  supposed ly  t 'E i ther  God is  a t

best an inferred enti ty and faith in God is no more than accep-

tance of an hypothesis; or God is an experienced real i ty about

wh ich  ra t iona l  doubt  i s ,  a t  leas t  fo r  the  one who exper iences ,

imposs ib le"  [21 .  Longrs  remedy fo r  th is  impasse is  to  see

experience not as the subjective reception of sense data but

as  an  in ten t iona l  re la tedness  to  o ther  persons  and th ings .

We are immersed in a tradit ion and history which afford us

4 7
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r a t i o n a l  s t a n d a r d s  f o r  a s s e s s i n g  e x p e r i e n c e .  T h u s ,  t h e  g a p

be tween  reason  and  expe r i ence  i s  no t  i nsu rmoun tab le .

H o w  w e l l  d o  L o n g ' s  d o z e n  e s s a y i s t s  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h i s

s o l u t i o n ?  S u r p r i s i n g l y  w e l J - ,  i t  s e e m s ,  g i v e n  t h e i r  w i d e l y

v a r y i n g  s t a r t i n g  p o i n t s .

J o h n  S m i t h  d i r e c t l y  a d v a n c e s  L o n g ' s  a g e n d a .  R e l i g i o n

i s  i n  d i s a r r a y ,  i n  p a r t ,  b e c a u s e  t h e  ' f i r m a m e n t r  o f  r e l i g i o u s

I i f e ,  t h a t  i s ,  i t s  m e d j - u n  o f  e x p r e s s i o n ,  i s  n o  J - o n g e r  p r o v i d e d

b y  c l a s s i c a l  m e t a p h y s i c s .  A f t e r  c a t a l o g u i n g  i n a d e q u a t e  e f f o r t s

t o  p r o v i d e  a  n e w  ' l o g o s '  f o r  r e l i g i o n ,  S m i t h  p r o p o s e s  t h e

ca tego ry  o f  expe r j - ence .  He  means  ne i t he r  t he  na r ro \ , ,  expe r i ence

o f  r e m n i r i c i q m t  n o r  t h e  S e l e c t  e x n c r i e n c e s  o f  t h c  m v s f i c -r r r l  r  u  !  v  .

R a t h e r  h e  h a s  i n  m i n d ,  a n d  u s e f u l l y  i l l u s t r a t e s ,  a  n o t i o n

o f  e x p e r i e n c e  a s  " a  d i s t i n c t  f e v e l  o f  r e a l i t y  w h i c h  e m e r g e s

a t  t he  i n t e r f ace  o f  ,  wha t  t he re  i s  t o  be  me t  and  an

i n t e l l i g e n t ,  s i g n - u s i n g  c r e a t u r e "  t 1 8 1 .

A t  t h e  c o r e  o f  r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r i e n c e ,  H y w e J -  L e w i s  n e x t

. r r g u e s ,  i s  t h e  c o g n i t i v e  i n s i g h t  i n t o  t h e  b e i n g  o f  G o d .  T h i s

e x p e r i e n c e ,  i n  t u r n ,  p r o v i d e s  a n  e v a l u a t i o n a l _  r e f e r e n t  f o r

o u r  b r o a d e r  e x p e r i e n c e ,  t h u s  p e r m e a t i n g  o u r  l i v e s  a t  b o t h

t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  a n d  c u l t u r a l  l - e v e f .  U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  L e w i s r s

d i f f u s e  d i s c u s s i o n  d o e s  n o t  t a k e  u s  m u c h  f a r t h e r .

T h e  c a r e f u l  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r i e n c e  i s ,

J o h n  M a c q u a r r i e  c o n t e n d s ,  c r i t i c a l .  P h e n o m e n o l o g i c a l l y ,  r e -

I i g i o u s  e x p e r i e n c e  t a k e s  t h e  p e r s o n  b e y o n d  s e I f ,  L h u s  b y -

pass ing  emp i , r i c j - sm ' s  egocen t r i c  p red j - camen t ,  and  shows  an

r : l t i m a c v  t h a t  r e s i S t S  r e d u c t i o n .  M n r c o \ / F r .  i f  i c  t h e i s m _

h e  u r g e s ,  t h a t  b e s t  a c c o u n t . s  f o r  s u c h  e x p e r i e n c e .  B u t  a t h e i s t s ,

t o o ,  s o m e t l m e s  a p p e a l  t o  t h e  l i v i n g  e x p e r i , e n c e  o f  G o d l e s s n e s s ;

a n d  t h e i s t i c  e x p e r i e n c e  i s  p o s s i b l y  d e c e p t i v e .  S o  r e f f e c t i v e

e x p e r i e n c e  i t s e l - f  d r i v e s  u s  t o  " t h e  w a y  o f  a r g u m e n t . "  y e t

o n c e  w e  b e c o m e  i m m e r s e d  i n  " t h e i s t i c  p r o o f s t '  w e  f i n d ,  i n

t u r n ,  t h a t  t h e  r e a l  a c c e s s i b i l i t y  o f  t h e i r  p r e m i s s e s  d e p e n d s

o n  r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r i e n c e .

T h o m a s  L a n g a n r s  w e L c o m e  f o c u s  i s  o n  e x p e r i e n c e  a s  t r a -

d i t i o n .  I t  i s ,  h e  p o i n t s  o u t ,  t . h e  n a t u r e  o f  t r a d j - t i o n  t o

u n i t e  t h e o r e t j - c a I  a n d  p r a c t i c a J -  k n o w l e d g e .  I t  i s  a  w e b  o f

t h e  r a t i o n a l  a n d  t h e  e x p e r l - e n t i a l  w h i c h  m o r e  o r  I e s s  s u c c e s s -

f u I I y  s u p p o r t s  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  p r o c e s s  o f  ' a p p r o p r i a t i o n '

i n  b i b l i c a l  r e l j - 9 i o n .

T h e  i n t e r p l a y  o f  f a i t h  a n d  r e a s o n  i n  A g u i n a s  i s  F r e d e r i c k

C r o s s o n ' s  s t a r t i n g  p o i n t .  M u s t  f a i t h  n a v e  r a t i o n a l - L y  d e m o n -
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st ra ted  'p reambles '?  Yes ,  i f  we speak  o f  the  log ica l  p recon-

d i t ions  o f  i t s  a r t i c les ;  Dor  i f  we speak  o f  ex is ten t ia l  ac ts

o f  be l ie f .  Indeed,  reason typ ica l l y  fo l lows fa i th .  'P roo f '

is retrospective, relat ive to a context of experiencer as

even the  h is to ry  o f  sc ience shows.  Crosson 's  conc lud ing  de f in i -

t ion  o f  fa i th ,  t tan  ac t  o f  ra t iona l  assent  to  what  i s  heardr r t

is, however, dubious. For i t  leaves open the guestion of why

one supposes that one has, indeed, heard anything.

Bowman C1arke takes his lead from Kant and Peirce. Clas-

sical thelst ic arguments are not dist inct arguments reaching

a s ing le  conc lus ion .  So fa r  Kant  i s  cor rec t .  Bu t  what ,  then,

is  the i r  ro le?  The argument  f rom des ign  serves  as  an  heur is t i c

model which provides us with an hypothesis. The ontological

a rgument ,  in  tu rn ,  exp l i ca tes  'God '  in  a  theore t ica l  con tex t .

Then,  fo l low ing  Pe i rce 's  in t r igu ing  suggest ion ,  the  cosmolog i -

cal argument can be seen as offering a general theory of real-

i t y  f rom wh ich  the  ex is tence o f  God is  deduc ib le .  C la rke 's

d iscuss ion  is  themat ica l l y  supp lemented by  Frank  D i l ley 's

useful contrast between cosmological arguments that start

from the bare existence of a world and those start ing from

the existence of a world exhibit ing and so the bel iever

exper iences  i t  purpos ive  mot ion .  Sc ience 's  exper ience o f

the cosmos and how just i f icat ion in science compares wj-th

jus t i f i ca t ion  in  theo logy  is  Freder ick  Fer re 's  sub jec t .  H is

inquiry, however, is shaped by a problematic treatment of

knowledge as an ideal l imj.t  of warranted assurance.

James Ross ,  in  the  sp i r i t  o f  August ine ,  nex t  exp lo res

Isa iahrs  tex t  "Un1ess  you be l ieve  you w i l l  no t  unders tand. t '

Ross 's  ch ie f  in te res t  i s  in  lego-s i tua ted  re l ig ious  knowledger t t

i .e . ,  a  knowing tha t  resu l ts  f ro rn  one 's  " re l ig ious  conceptua l

se ts . t '  The c la im:  un less  you have cer ta in  d ispos i t ions  (p re-

theore t ic  be l ie fs ) r  you  w i l l  no t  unders tand (ga in  theore t ica l

knowledge) .  Thus ,  i f  r ^ re  see these pre- theore t ic  d ispos i t ions

as the product of experience, reason is again l inked with,

ra ther  than p layed o f f  aga ins t ,  exper ience.

Wi l l iam A ls tonrs  g racefu l  con t r ibu t ion  is  an  argument

against irreducible metaphor in theology. Part icularly cogent

is  h is  case tha t  i f  "pan-metaphor ic ismt t  i s  accepted ,  theo logy

col lapses, since any piece of "God-talktt  has as good creden-

t ials as any other. l f lhat Alston's impressive argument contr i-

butes, however, to the larger theme of these essays is unclear.

The import of experience re-emerges, though, in Louis Duprers

piece on negative theology, a re-emergence hampered by his

4 9
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y e n  f o r  p a r a d o x .  T h e  t h e s i s ,  r o u g h l y ,  i s  t h a t  w e  b e s t  a p p r o a c h

God  no t  by  I ook ing  f o r  t ha t  wh j , ch  ' i -mages '  God  bu t  r a the r

b y  o p e n n e s s  t o  H i s  p r e s e n c e .  T h e  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  m y s t i c s  a s

w e l l -  a s  m o d e r n i t y ' s  d i v o r c e  f r o m  n a t u r a l  s y m b o l s  o f  t h e  s a c -

r e d  a r e  e n l i s t e d  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  t h i s  t h e s i s .  K e n n e t h  S c h m i t z ,

howeve r ,  i s  mo re  op t im i s t i c  abou t  t he  ro l e  o f  " na tu ra l -  j -mage ry t t

t h a t  n e r m e a t e s  f h e  e x n e r i p n c c  o f  h i  h l  i  c a  I  r o l  i  o i  n n -  N a t u r e

i s  n o t  s t e r i f e .  I n d e e d ,  S c h m i t z  s e e s  b o t h  n a t u r a l  a n d  c o n v e n -

t i o n a l  s i g n s  a s  g r o u n d e d  i n  t r a n s c e n d e n L  r e a l i t y .  S t i I I ,

w i t h  D u p r e ,  h e  a r g u e s  t h a t  t h e  n a t u r a l  o r d e r  i s  ' l i k e '  t h e

C r e a t o r  n o t  a s  i m a g e  b u t  b y  a  " p r e s e n c i n g  o f  c a u s e  t o  e f f e c t . "

A  f i n a l  n o t e :  E x p e r i e n c e ,  R e a s o n  a n d  G o d  v / o u I d  b e  s u i t -

a b l e  f o r  u s e  i n  c o u r s e s  f o r  a d v a n c e d  u n d e r g r a d u a t e s  a n d  g r a d u -

a t e  s t u d e n t s .

J a m e s  G .  H a n i n k
L o y o l a  M a r y m o u n t  U n i v e r s i t y

r L ^ ^ 1 ^ ^ . '  n i ^ - 1 \ / o r \ , .  F c c : r , c  i  n  h 9 n 6 1  O f  K a r I  R a h n e r ,  S . J .r  l  r s u  r  u v  Y  a  r  r u  u  f  J  L  u  v  L  !  I  .  !  r  5  o  v  o  f  I  I  I  I

E d i t e d  b y  W i I l - i a m  J .  K e l l y .  M i l w a u k e e :  M a r q u e t t e  U n i v e r s i t y
P r e s s ,  1 9 8 0 .  P p .  3 6 5 .

I n  M a r c h  1 9 1 9  M a r q u e t t e  U n i v e r s j - t y  a w a r d e d  K a r l -  R a h n e r

i  r s  p e r e  M ^ r d r r o f f a  f ) i  q n a r r o r r r  M o d r  I  : n d  q n n n c n r a d  r  # h - ^ oJ V v r r J v r  s v

d a y  s y m p o s i u m  i n  h i s  h o n o r .  T h i s  b o o k  c o n t a i n s  R a h n e r ' s  b r i e f

a c c e p t a n c e  s p e e c h ,  t h e  e l e v e n  s y m p o s i u m  p a p e r s ,  a n d  t w o  r e -
q n o n q e q  f o  c : c h  n A n p r  S  i  v  n f  l - h o  m :  i  n  n r a c ^ n f i +  iF - * _ _ . . _ * - - o n s  a r e

o n  t o p r c s  n o t  d i r e c t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  R a h n e r ' s  t h o u g h t ,  w h i t e

t h e  r e m a i n i n g  f i v e  a r e  s t u d i e s  o f  s o m e  a s p e c t  o f  R a h n e r ' s

p h i l o s o p h y  o r  t h e o l o g y .  I n  h i s  P r e f a c e  t h e  e d i t o r  c l a i m s

t o  h a v e  a r r a n g e d  t h e  p a p e r s  i n  a n  o v e r a l l  t h e o l o g i c a l  o r d e r .

I  f a i l e d  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  j u s t  w h a t  t h a t  o r d e r  m i g h t  b e ,  a n d

s o  I  a m  p r o v i d i n g  a  d i f f e r e n t  a r r a n g e m e n t  f o r  p u r p o s e s  o f

t h i s  r e v i - e w .  A c c o r d i n g l y ,  I  w i l I  d i s c u s s  b r i e f l y  t h e  s i x

n a n e r q  n o t  d  i  r e c f l  v  r e l a t e d  f o  R a h n e r '  s  f h o r r c h f  f a r r r
,  r v q !  y u v e r  J

t o u c h i n g  R a h n e r i a n  t h e m e s ,  a n d  f i n a l l y  t h e  o n e  p a p e r  o n

R a h n e r ' s  m e t h o d  i n  t h e o l o g y .  S p a c e  l - i m - i t a t i o n s  p r e v e n t  m e

f r o m  d e a  I  i  n o  w i f h  f h c  f w o n f r r - f  w n  1 6 q n ^ n c a c  l - n  f h aL w L " L j _ L w v  p a p e r s ,

e x c e p t  t o  n o t e  t h a t  t h e  r e s p o n d e n t s  i n c l u d e  B e r n a r d  L o n e r g a n ,

M a t t h e w  L a m b ,  D a v i d  T r a c y ,  a n d  J o s e p h  K o m o n c h a k .

Bo th  Geo rge  Mascha l -ek  and  Jon  Sob r i no  o f f e r  r e f l ec t i ons

o n  L h e  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  e x p e r i e n c i n g  c o d

r n  t h e  w o r l d  o f  t o d a y .  M u s c h a l , e k  a r g u e s  f o r  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y

o f  expe r i enc ing  God  as  God  i n  ou r  immed ia te  expe r i - ence  o f

wo r l - d  and  commun i t y .  Sob r i no  goes  a  s tep  f u r t he r  by  i ns i s t i ng
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that  i t  i s  the  communi ty  o f  the  poor  tha t  car r ies  the  rea l i t y

o f  God ly  Mystery  in  h is to ry .

Thomas ommen and Leo O'Donovan discuss aspects of theo-
log ica l  unders tand ing .  Ommen defends  the  thes is  tha t  fa i th
is  no t  a  p reregu is i te  to  theo log ica l  unders tand ing .  OrDonovan
ins is ts  tha t  theo log ica l  unders tand ing ,  j . f  i t  i s  to  take
ser ious ly  h is to r ica l  change,  must  f i r s t  come to  g r ips  w i th
naturar  change:  i t  i s  poss ib le  to  reach a  deeper  unders tand ing
of  bo th  na ture  and h is to ry  by  cons ider ing  bo th  f rom the  sc ien-
t i f i c  s tandpo in t  o f  evo lu t ion ,  complemented by  such ph i lo -
soph ica l  cons idera t ions  as  Lonerganrs  no t ion  o f  f ina l i t y .

John Sheehanrs  concern  is  w i th  h is to r ica l  judgment  as
cruc ia r  to  de termin ing  the  shape and varue  o f  the  scr ip tu ra l
Canon.  He argues  tha t  i t  i s  the  l i v ing  fa i th  communi ty  tha t
is the judge or canon of scriptural content, for genuine author-
i t y  res ides  onry  in  the  communi ty  o f  ber ievers  who recogn ize
in  the  B ib le  a  fundanenta l l y  re l ig ious  message to  be  in te r_
pre ted  d i f fe ren t ly  in  d i f fe ren t  h is to r ica l  con tex ts .

Bruno Schii l ler enters the debate on whether or not there
is  a  spec i f i ca l l y  Chr is t ian  e th ics ,  a  d is t inc t i ve  manner  o f
respons ib le  dec is ion-mak ing  f low ing  f rom I i fe  in  Chr is t .  He
makes a  d is t inc t ion :  there  is  a  spec i f i ca l l y  chr is t ian  parae-
nes is  (mora l  admoni t ion  and mora l  rebuke)  tha t  s tands  or  fa l l s
w i th  be l ie f  in  chr is t  - -  fo r  be l ie f  a lways  is  roo ted  in  h is to r -
i ca l  events ;  bu t  there  is  no  such th ing  as  a  spec i f i ca l l y
chr is t ian  normat ive  e th ics ,  inasmuch as  normat i .ve  e th ics  i s
concerned with f inding out whether and why a contemplated
course  o f  ac t ion  is  mora l l y  good or  bad,  r igh t  o r  wrong:  and
normat ive  e th ics  f1ows,  no t  f rom some reve la t ion  f rom God,
but  ra ther  f rom the  cons t i tu t ion  o f  the  hurnan sub jec t  as  human

i t  i s  to  be  ob jec t i f j -ed  and c la r i f ied  by  a  ph i losoph ica l
e th ics  roo ted  in  the  t ru th  o f  human ex is tence.

Of  the  fo rego ing  papers ,  I  found Thomas Ommen,s  to  be
of most interest simply because of my ordn concern with rnethod
in  theo logy .  Each o f  the  s ix  essays  is  impor tan t  in  i t se l f ,
bu t  ommen ra ises  the  foundat iona l  i ssue o f  theorog ica l  p re-
understandi-ng and invokes the work of pannenberg and Tracy,
among o thers ,  to  jus t i f y  h is  s tand tha t  fa i th  i s  noc  prere-
qu is i te  to  theo log ica l  re f rec t ion .  He de fends  a  bas ica l l y
Kant ian  pos i t ion  and as  wer l  seems to  confuse , fa i th '  and
'be l ie f ' ,  leav ing  h im wi th  a  no t ion  o f  theo logy  roo ted  in
theory rather than in method.
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5 2 METHOD

Turn ing  no \ " /  t o  f ou r  au tho rs  r e f l ec t i ng  on  aspec t s  o f

R a h n e r ' s  t h o u g h t ,  I  s u g g e s t  t h a t  t h e  r e a d e r  b e g i n  w i t h  G e r a l d

M c C o o I ' s  e s s a y  a b o u t  R a h n e r ' s  p l a c e  i n  t h e  T h o m i s t  t r a d i t i o n .

T h e  l i n k  w i t h  t h a t  t r a d l t i o n  i s  p l a c e d  i n  R a h n e r ' s  f o u n d a -

t i o n a l  t h e o l o g y  t h a t  b e g i n s  w i t h  t h e  m y s t e r y  o f  h u m a n  l i f e

g rounded  i n  t he  Mys te r y  we  ca l l  God .  The  b reak  w i t h  t ha t

t r ad i t i on  i s  occas ioned  by  t he  new  cu l t u ra l  con tex t  o f  mode rn

ph i - l osophy ,  mode rn  sc i ence ,  and  mode rn  h i s t o r j - ca1  scho la r -

s h i p  a  c o n t e x t  I a r g e l y  i g n o r e d  b y  t h e  n e o - s c h o l a s t i c  r e -

v i v a l  o f  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y .  M c C o o I  n o t e s  R a h n e r t s  p e s -

s i m i s m  a b o u t  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  u n i t y  i n  c o n t e m p o r a r y  t h e o -

I o g y ,  g i v e n  t h e  p l u r a l i s m  o f  p h i l o s o p h i c a l  h o r i z o n s  a

p e s s i m i s m ,  I  m i g h t  a d d ,  t h a t  u n d e r p i n s  R a h n e r ' s  s c e p t i c i s m

a b o u t  L o n e r g a n ' s  h o p e  f o r  a  u n i f y i n g  m e t h o d  i n  t h e o l o g y .

A n  o t h e r w i s e  g o o d  h i s t o r i c a l  e s s a y  b y  M c C o o L i s  s o m e w h a t

m a r r e d  b y  h i s  c o n c l u s i o n  t h a t  a  m a i n  v a l u e  o f  R a h n e r ' s  t h e o -

I o g !  i s  t h a t  i t  " d i r e c t s  t h e  b e l i e v e r ' s  a t t e n t i o n  a w a y  f r o m

the  vas t  amoun t  o f  ob jec t i ve  know ledge  abou t  wh i - ch  no  ag ree -

m e n t  i s  p o s s i b l e  a n d  f o c u s e s  i t  o n  h i s  o w n  f u n d a m e n t a l  e x p e r i -

e n c e  o f  h i m s e l f  a n d  G o d .  T h i s ,  a f t e r  a f f ,  i s  w h e r e  t h e  a c t i o n

i s  i n  h u m a n  l i f e "  t 9 1 1 .  S u c h  s o J - i p s i s m  a n d  c u l t u r a l  i n s e n -

s i t i v i t y  d o e s  n o t  d o  j u s t i c e  t o  R a h n e r ' s  i n t e n t i o n s ,  a s  I

h a v e  e l s e w h e r e  a r g u e d  i n  s e t t i n g  f o r t h  t h e  c o m p l e m e n t a r i t y

o f  t he  no t i on  o f  f ounda t rona l -  t heo logy  i n  Rahne r  and  Lone rgan .

J o h a n n e s  M e t z  o f f e r s  a n  e s s a y  i n  d i a l e c t i c ,  c o n t r a s t i n g

Rahne r  '  s  t r anscenden ta l  t heo logy  t " / i t h  un i ve r sa l -  - h i s t o r i ca  l -

t h e o l o g y  ( P a n n e n b e r g ,  e t c , )  a n d  w i t h  p o l i t i c a l  t h e o l o g y  (  M e t z ,

e t c . ) .  T h e  d i a l e c t i c  s u c c e e d s  i n a s m u c h  a s  M e t z  c l e a r l y  s u m -

mar i zes  t he  t h ree  key  he rmeneu t i ca l -  componen ts  o f  any  t heo -

l o g y  w o r t h  i t s  s a l t :  c r i t i - c a l  h i s t o r i c a l  c o n s c i o u s n e s s ,  r o o t -

e d n e s s  i n  G o d I y  M y s t e r y ,  a n d  s e n s i t i v i t y  t o  c o n c r e t e  p r a c -

t i c a l  i s s u e s  i n  t h e  h u m a n  c o m m u n i t y .  B u t  t h e  d i a l - e c t i c  b r e a k s

down  i n  Me tz '  op t l on  f o r  a  t heo logy  t ha t  wou ld  j - n t e rp re t

b o t h  h i s t o r y  a n d  f a i t h  i n  t h e  I i g h t  o f  c u r r e n t  s o c i e t a l / c u l - -

t u r a l  c o n d i t i o n s .  J  b e l i e v e  i t  i s  p r e c i s e l y  t h o s e  c o n d i t i o n s ,

h i s t o r i c a l l y  e v o l v e d ,  t h a t  a r e  i n  n e e d  o f  f o u n d a t i o n a l  c r i -

t i q . r e  f r o m  w i t h i n  a  r e l i g i o u s  h o r i z o n .  I n  a  $ r o r d ,  M e t z '  h e r -

m e n e u t i c  c o n c e r n  i s  q u i t e  v a I i d ,  b u t  h e  i n s i s t s  o n  b y p a s s i . n g

t h e  m e t h o d i c a l  t u r n  t o  t h e  r e l i g i o u s  s u b j e c t  i n  h i s t o r y .

T h e  q u e s t i o n  h e r e  i s  w h e t h e r  ' f o u n d a t i o n s ,  
i s  f o u n d a t i o n a l

( R a h n e r ,  L o n e r g a n )  ,  o r  t  c o m m u n l c a t i o n s  ,  i s  f o u n d a t i . o n a l  ( M e t z ) .

H a r v e y  E g a n  o f f e r s  a  s p l e n d i d  e s s a y  o n  t h e  p r e c i s e  m e a n -

i n g  o f  R a h n e r ' s  f o u n d a t i o n a l  t h e o l o g y .  H e  a d e q u a t e l y  l o c a t e s
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the mysticism demanded of the theologian involved in founda-

t ional theology, though he leaves unanswered the crucial

question of the language art iculat ing foundational categories.

A  c lue  to  such ar t i cu la t ion  is  o f fe red  by  Avery  Du l les ,  who

sets forth the genesis of authentic insight whereby rel igious

conv ic t ion  goes  pub l ic  in  h is to ry .  Du l les rs  essay  wou ld  be

quite useful to anyone concerned with bridging the gap be-

tween foundat iona l  and doc t r ina l  theo logy ,  fo r  ins igh t  i s

the  c ruc ia l  opera t ion  here ,  jus t  as  i t  i s  in  a l l  o f  the  theo-

log ica l  spec ia l t ies .

There  is  a  f i f th  essay  on  Rahner rs  work  by  Wi l l j .am

Dych,  who d iscusses  Rahner rs  method in  theo logy .  I  found

this paper to be the nost inadequate in this otherwise pro-

vocative volume. Perhaps the central problem in Dychrs paper

is  h is  equat ion  o f  rconsc iousnessr  and tknowledge ' ,  Iead ing

him to set up an opposit ion between the theological methods

of  Rahner  and Lonergan.  Rahner 's  appea l  to  the  consc ious ,

purely experiential subject grounded in Mystery is, for Dych,

an appeal to the ful lness of human subjectivi ty: any concep-

tua l i za t ion  or  ob jec t i f i ca t ion  o f  th is  sub jec t  i s  inev i tab ly

par t ia l ,  incomple te ,  and qu i te  secondary  to  th is  exper ien t ia l

imned iacy .  In  cont ras t ,  says  Dych,  i s  Lonergan 's  focus  on

the expl ici t  and thematic experience of God. Fr. Dych goes

to great pains to show how these two approaches to theoLo-

g iz ing  are  complementary ,  ra ther  than d ia lec t i ca l l y  opposed;

but in doing so he ignores both the conceptual izat ion in-

vo lved in  Rahner 's  t ' f i r s t  leve l  o f  re f lec t ion i l  as  we l las .

Lonerganrs  ins is tence on  the  pr io r i t y  o f  the  consc ious ,  pur€ !y

exper ien t ia l  sub jec t  g rounded in  Mystery .

Dychrs  essay  is  p ro found ly  accura te  in  d ran ing  a t ten t ion

to  Rahner 's  concern  w i th  the  pre-conceptua l  re l ig ious  sub jec t

and to  Lonergan 's  concern  w i th  the  process  o f  conceptua l i za-

t ion  to  th is  sub jec t .  Bu t  the  "miss ing  l ink r r  be tween Rahner

and Lonergan is not adequately identi f ied by Dych. I  would

suggest  tha t  Rahner rs  hermeneut ic  needs  a  g round ing  in  a

themat ized  method,  wh i le  Lonerganrs  method ica l  g round ing

needs a thematized hermeneutic. I t  is not that Rahner has

ignored method, but rather that he has not adequately art icu-

lated i t ;  i t  is not that Lonergan has ignored hermeneutics,

but rather that he has not adequately art iculated i t .  And

such is the possibi l i ty of future dialogue between the two
th inkers .
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T a k e n  a s  a  w h o l e ,  T h e o f o q y  a n d  D i s c o v e r y  i s  a n  e l o q u e n t

w i t n e s s  t o  t h e  f o u n d a t i o n a l  i s s u e s  c o n f r o n t i n g  p h i l o s o p h y

a n d  t h e o l o g y  a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  t i m e .  T h e  c o n t r i b u t o r s  t o  t h i s

v o l u m e  a t t a c k  t h e s e  f o u n d a t j , o n a l  i s s u e s ,  b o t h  p h i l o s o p h i c a l l y

( t h e  n e a n i n g  o f  r e l i g i o u s  e x p e r i e n c e ,  r e l i g i o u s  u n d e r s t a n d i n g ,

r e l i g i o u s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y )  ,  a n d ,  d r a w i n g  e s p e c i a l l y  o n  R a h n e r ,

t h e o l o g i c a l l y  ( t h e  q u e s t i o n s  o f  c a n o n i c i t y ,  d i a l e c t i c ,  f a i t h /

r e v e f a t i o n ,  a n d  d o c t r i n e s ) .  W h e n  r e a d  i n  t h e  o r d e r  h e r e  r e -

v i e w e d ,  L h e  m a n y  e s s a y s  t a k e  t h e  r e a d e r  f r o m  p a s s i o n a t e  i n -

vo f ve rnen t  w l t h  a  wo r l d  i n  need  o f  God  t owa rds  a  wo r fd  pass ion -

a t e l y  n e e d i n 3  L o  k n o w  i t s  a l r e a d y  e x p e r i e n c e d  i n v o l v e m e n t

w i t h  G o c l ,  t h a n k s  t o  t h e  g e n i u s  o f  K a r l -  R a h n e r  a n d  o f  t h e

p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  t h e  M a r q u e t t e  s y m p o s i u m .

Bu t  pe rhaps  t he  bes t  commen ta ry  on  t he  book  shou ld  come

f r o n r  T , o n e r o a n -  H c  C O n C I u d e d  h i s  r e m a r k s  a f f e r  D v e h r s  n a n c ry u v e r

b y  o b s e r v i n g ,  " B e s i d e s  t h e  i n n e r  g i f t  o f  t h e  s p i r i t ,  t h e r e

i s  t h e  s e n s i b l e  s p e c t a c l e  o f  C h r i s t  o n  t h e  c r o s s .  W j - t h  t h o s e

s t e p s  w e  a r e  a l r e a d y  i n t o  C h r i s t i a n  T h e o l o g y "  t 5 7 1 .  R a h n e r ' s

w o r k  i s  a  f i v i n g  t e s t a m e n t  o f  w h a t  i t  m e a n s  t o  b e  u n i t e d

w i t h  t h e  c r u c i f i e d  J e s u s  i n  t h e  s p i r i t l  L o n e r g a n ' s  w o r k  i s

a  I i v i n g  t e s t a m e n t  t o  w h a t  i t  m e a n s  t o  i n q u i r e  a b o u t  t h e

c o n d i t i o n s  o f  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  b e r n g  u n i t e d  w i t h  t h e  c r u c i -

f i e d  L o r d  i n  t h e  s p i r i t .  W i t h  R a h n e r  w e  a r e  a l , r e a d y  i n t o

f " h r  i  c f  i  : n  ' F h a n l  n a r r .  u i  F h  r  ^ h ^ r ^ r h  -  I  - ^ - ^ . ,  Ir r r L v r v y 1 , ,  w r L r r  l u r r e r y d r r  q r ! c q u ) i  , n t o  j u s t

w h a t  t h a t  C h r i s t i a n  t h e o l o g j - z i n g  c a n  a n d  s h o u l d  b e c o m e .

M i c h a e l  C .  O ' C a l l a g h a n
M a r i s t  C o l l e g e
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