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What I have learnt since writing Insight

Inslght, apart from minor revisions, was finiahed when
I went to Rome 1ln the fall of 1953.

Since then I worked on my courses of ths Trinity and on
the Incarnate Word. I have in print a two volume work in Latin
on the Trinity, a short treatise on the consclousness of Christ,
and in mimeogrpah a 600 page work on the Incarmation and Redemption.

My main interest has been, however, what I was concerned
with 1n writing Insight. That work was a prellminary study of
methods generally prior to tackling the problems of method 1in
theology . I taugirt—praduntecommwes on that subject in Rome
from about 1958 on to 1964. 1In the last three years my maln
effort has been on writing a book on Method in Theology, and
tnings b ve advanced sufficlently for me to be able to anticlipate
publicatlon in a few years. both

What I have been worklng at, then, has been theology itself
and dhemmedinmd the method of theology. Both have been extremely
interesting, for all during thls century and ever more overtly
theoleogy has been undergoing great changes., I think that some
account of these changes, of the Influence exercised on theology
by other departments of learnl g and, in turn, the significance
theology can have in a university setting, will provide as good
an account as I can give durling this hour of the matters that
have been my malin conecern durlng the past sixteen years.

In speakling of change I must begin b¥ noting that change 1is
the order of the day. The university has ceased to be a store-
bhouse in which tradltional wisdom is preserved. It has become the
fountaln whence flows ever expanding knowledge, and this ever
expanding knowledge is a prime source of ever further soclal and
eultural change. It is in this context that one has to think of
theology at the present time, firast, of the influences theology
is underpgolng from other dxisciplines and, secondly, of the
lofluence theology can or might exert on other disciplines.

In Ingisht there are recognisee four levels of conscious and intentional
operations, There is a lL+vcl of e xperiencing and of bodily operations;
there is a second level of inquiry, insight, formulation; there is a third level
of reflectioi, weighing the evidence, judging; there is a fourth level of

deliberating, making value-judgements, and deciding, Each of these levels
introduces something quite new; rach bales precedence over the »r viwus levels;
each nrescrves and verfects the previous levels, It fo llows that the fourth
Level 1s the most fundsmental, the most decisive, the highest.

Now the fundamentd difference between my book Ingight and my next book
on Method in Theslogy is thab, in the msin, Insight corcentrates on the first
three levels, while Method in Theology uses thef irst three but orirciaplly
is concerned with the fourth, with the level on which theg race of God and
Faith Hooe atd Chrarity are exercised.” Since the faurth levely is bthe
most fundam-ntal, the 2 decisive, the hishegt level, it fodlows that
Method in Theology will put the whole of Insight into a fuller context

and a more basic conxbext,
On Method I taught graduate courses in Rome from
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