(mestions for Nyth and Theology seminar, 11/6/75

1. In vicew of Russell Barta's "Derythologizing Theology™® (An&rica Bh., B
1972): Assuming thst Chrisitenity prescnts & rue world-view, why press

for a theoretical/theclogical formualation when the symbolic expresgicn is

w1lready availeble? Is the theologicel expression better than the mythical?

2. dhat cern be gzid regerding the supposed cu3e of the "sincere person” who
is not "econverted,” tha sincere wgnostic, the sincere atheist? I con-

vorsion is necessary for suthentic subjectivity snd authentic subjectivity

iz the pre-requisite {or objectivity in kmowing, who is to judge and by whut

criterds, vhether cne is converted or not?

3. Pleazse conment on the accurzcy and adequacy of the following:
a., Accoxding to J. A. Stewsrt, £lato uses myth to express God, Soul and

_Cosmos btecauss theec reolitiss prove illusive if epproached by aciesnce; yet
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- was formerly expressible only in myth can now be srticulated theoretically, -

they raspond to an undenyable humsn experience and need and sre thet which
alone lats 1ife and thought go on. And Kant insists that thess thras (God,
Soul, Cosmos) mre not knowable by Speculative Raason; only Practicnl Reason
can affirm theirreality. But tonergan goes a step further. Vhat Plato ex-
pressed by nyth and Xunt affirmed only by Practiczl Tleason lonergun claims
can be knowm. And this, bacsuse his understanding of knowledge is different.
Fiyst, he does not assume thot knowing is toking 2 leok., It is this as-
sumpticn which leads Kant to denying the kmowability not only of God, Soul
and World but also of all nounenal reality. Second, iLonergan maintains that
internal exporience ( the experience of consciousness itself) is nov suf-

4 Ticiently articulateble to allow it to be deult with as an experiential duts
that can be understood and rsagonably affizmed. That is to say, conscioug-
ness itself can be known in the sanme way that all other "thinga" are known
when we spezk of humen (not mere £engs) knowledge. The fact that the hunun
iforld is a world mediated by meaning (and not a world of the elresdy-out-
there-now) makes the object of knowiedge based on internal expexience as -
real us any other thing knuwn on the busis of sense experience.
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b. As for Plsto's approach, then, we note a progress beyond it: what h;
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i.e., according to a agystemwtic philosophy: myth is the primordial arti-- SR
cul.ation with which theory tegins and from which it moves toward gystemetic el
articulztion. ‘L L, Ee
c. As for Kunt und Plato (ag_interpreted by Stewart): these two say that o __ ¢
ve rust act "as if" God, Self and Vorld are real because of the social sige

. (L%
nificance of these ideas. lonergan world ssy that they are real and that feomt
there is no need to act "as if” they sre real any rmore than we sct "as if" [, .~
in regazd to the rest of our world medisted by resning. S otas 7 bt

PS. 2 goeaud m\%m roring (wel.).
D.c.H.
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1. _Myth (1): dramatic'symholicvnarratire sacrede'“

_ ‘ MYth (2) the theological myth to be eliminated by

demytholizing theology ' S CR ‘
- (1) presented by Eliade, formulated by Dupré, and ‘the like‘,r
(2) Jonas, exemplified by Augustlne, the Greek councils,

:eliminated by Bultmann, along with the Xtian commun1ty, ‘more

radically and fundamentally by Kant

CI "The Dehellen1zat1on of Dogma"' TS 28 1967 336 351 o
: . Second Collection ll 32

Patr1stic "myth“- Harnack out of" Kant ) :
] PP used Greek words, were educated members of Gk culture, o
" but aia not find in Gk philosophy concpets they needed, such '
 as uncreated ‘and created born not .made, - consubstantial O'Donovan

Theologians- Butterfield add Geisteswissenschaften to -
,'Naturwissenschaften, transition from logic to method (Ar sc as truth;
modenn sc as ongoing process) Aquinas Today. Journal Religion April'
Theologians' "movements" 1e bandwagons' they are- not an
'elite,.former pupils from Pennsylvania coalfields '

o Next semester~ Symbol and Analggz_ is it "hot air"'
" John, Life ‘Light, well what precisely if anything is he talkigng
. about; vs illusion that there is some nugget ‘called revelat1on
'that ‘Wwe’ do not have to asslmilate according to our capacities
and needs : Lo .‘.g-_ o L , -
Gospel to be preached to all the simple gospel to the
’simple in their endless varie1tes, g08pe1 plus ‘as much theology
" as they can grasp and need to the endless gradations avay
from the nugget named simplicity ror the simple
Hence: The Ascend of Mind and ‘Heart to God
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12;' People in’ rain foreet of Philippines _.

. We difrer by millione of years of historical development

- plus- beliei

98% of. what a genius knows, he knowe not by pereonal » .
experience, personally originated inei%ht personally developed ,

i‘Judgement but in and through symb1031s i! the beliets of h18
'"oommunity, end the rest of the eommunity are bellevere too.

' Berger and Luckmann The Sooial Construction of reality

Twofold authenticity. Collection 246 f

Personiaa authentioity.,religious moral intellectual convrsion
Authentioity of one's tradition- ‘not wipe out beliets

‘Newman's hypothetical cjoiee-vbut attend to mistaken beliefs,_
work out their assoeiates ir any, warn the mistaken believer'

Phil 2 12""You must work out your own salvation in fear

" 'and. trembling, for it is God who works in you, inspiring both
';the will and the deed for hls own chosen purpoee L
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li 3 a n,, consciousness itself can be known in the same way
',that all other things are known when we speak of human (not
. mere. sense) knowledge"-i' ' C

o As senstive data re given to the subject qua intentional
- by his senses, so too - -the data of consciousness are given to -
"_the subJeet qua conseious by each- oI h18 eonscious activities

There is however a basic difierence between the - two
'cases of "givenness" _‘ v : h

what is given by sense: is given as object
A what is given by consciousness is given on the side of
',thevsubject, given as attending, not given as attended ton

Hence inquiry about and insight ‘into data of sense

_is relatively immediate: usually simplified by imagination,

schematized, so that only many simplificationa and isngiths

m:amount x to an understanding of the not merely imaged but
sensibile ' a ' '

o But inquiry about and insight into the data of con—'

sciousness necessities the use of" 1magined dummies that

stand for, represent what 1s given in consciousness |

x Ambiguity of "knowing" " :
a) ~any cognitional activity° seeing, hearing, etc, partial obJects
b) ' patterned combination of interlocking cognitional '
activities: not exper alone, understanding alone, judging
alone, but all three about the compound object at once»u
flexperienoed understood atfirmed

3b. From Plato to Aristotle : .
' From. Aristotle (truth as achievemnet of sc) to modern
8¢ as ongoing process in natural and human science (Aquinas Today)

>'3c;- Stwart's Kantina Plato is less general than the'
.‘real plato , , L ' ' -

| Plato's concern with symbolic utterance remains |
necessary in the wholw process of education (even today-
lack of it seems disastrous), most menwill not get beyond
’_it (intellectual conversion last and rarest)



