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There is no need for me to tell you that today the word,

theology, denotes not some well-defined form of thought but
rather an aggrogate of quite different and often qguite nebulous
forms, In contrast, religious studies seems to present a

more determinate and uniform front, though even there, one

may feel, there exigt gtirrings and strivings that‘may be all

the more significant becauss they are mainly potentiail,

IT this estimate of thoe present situation is correct,
then manifestly there can he no simple answer to the question
before us, One might compare oOr contrast some particular iype
of theology with some particular direction in religioug studies,
But when boeth torms are left in their full generality, then

the issue has to shift from statics to dynamies,

Such a shift is not just a vague dodge., FPor a quite static
view of the nature of the sciences and of their relations to
one another can be had from Aristotelian analysis in terms of
material and formal objects, 1In contrast, a quite dynamio
view of the ssme matter is had when sciences are conceived
in torms of method and field, and methods are not fixed once
for all but keep developing, differentiating, regrouping

ag the exigences of advance may demand,

It is into the ongoing pgenesis of melheds that we must
plunge, for it is precinely this process that oxplains both
the digarray of contemporary theologiles and the less apparent
though perhaps not less significant stirrings in religious

studies.
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Accordingly we begin from the origin of this dynamic

of methods In the seientific rev*olution of the sixteenth

and seventeenth centuries, Next, we shall iﬁ!& take issue

with the danger or suspicion of relativism by indicating

the foundations on #h which the succession of methods may

be baged, Thirdly, we shall argue that increasing special-

ization entails increasing limitation and that increasing

limitation serves to define the possibility and encourage

the actuality of additional, distinct, even disparate methods,
Fourtqé}y, it will “”Eﬁiirﬁﬁituﬁ?ﬁe?ﬁﬁﬁs*ﬂ”’zﬂi“ human studies
krmeme turn away from hmtivbredt/kbstvboiidity] and attend to
concrete human beingéf the more evident it becomes that the
scientific age of innocence has come to an end: human authen-
ticity can no longer be taken for granted, TFifthly, we ask
whether there is any method that can deal with the unauthentic
as well as the authentic, with the irrational as well as the
rational; and some such approach we designate by the mamm

Greek name, praxis. Finally, in the light of praxis, we attenpt

to relate religion, x® theology, and religious studies, where

’ﬁ*ﬁ these three are considered not as zhskxzrX statioc absiractions
E” but as the dynanmic entities they partly are and parily can be.
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ore ordinar?ﬁvariety of religious experience. On Wednesday

re

e oxpldred the pogsfﬁility of there being some connection
bptweon religions commitment and objective truth, Tonight

there remainéithe practica1 aspect of the mattor on, what

-
/

round&fmay religlous studies be con51dered an academlc

V

lﬁziplinc? Can a clalm in any way slnllar be madc for
heology? Such are the queatlons beforo us, and if an ankwer

ils to bo- xnxxnx at all plau51ble,;1t has to prooeea not
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Learning: Modern Style

In the introduction to his account of The Qrigins of

Modern Science Ilerbort Butterfield noted that the scientifice

revolution of the sixteenth and soventeenth centuries over-
turned the authority in scicnce not only of # tho middle
ages but also of the ancient world, Ie concluded that

that revolution "outshines overythinﬁ since the risc of
Christianity ané reduces the Renaissance and Reformation to
the rank of merc episodes, mere internal displacemenits,
within the system of medieval Christendom,v -

Now I have alrcady had occasion to point out certain

elements in that revolution, ~ Tt aiwmod &t utility, and so

it was concerned with everyday materials, their manipulation,

their mastery, through a process of trial and error, It
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demanded autonomy: 1ts basic terms and relations were to be
mathematical in their origins and oxperimental in their

justification, It was concerned not with words but with

reality and so it excluded ¢uestions that could not be
resolved by an appeal to observation or experiment. On
all three counts it ran counter to the ideal #d set forth

in ﬁristotie's Posterior Analytics, Despite an initial

concern with undeﬁéstanding things, that work devoted its

efforts to the construction of a theory of sciencoe out of
L ProPeTr IS v $il—sotomtifie~syliaris men i

the terms, relations, inferencos constitutive of the

demonstrative syllogism, Instead of developing science
their

by combining mathomatical notions withxexperi$mental

% verification, the Posterior Analytics conceived philosophy

and science as a single, logically interlocking unity, in whieh
philosophy was to

provide the sciences with thelr basic terms and principloes,

Instoad of directing men's minds to practical resulss,

Aristotle held that science was concerned with necessary

= bee. the contingent, and so the fruith of sciencé%&ﬂ?ﬁ%%ﬁ%%?

b o St 10 b'i_luplf
: v TOTE A%ﬂ the contemplation of the oternal truths it brought

ﬁ“”/‘“ to light X
A

} Such was modern science at its ovigins, But it con-

’Jmﬁ truth, that what can be changed is noi the necessary but
|
l

© tinued to devolop and thereby to reveal further differences,
Notabloe aumong those was its departure from an carlier

individunalistlic view of science, Aristotle's sots of

syllogisms were highly compact affairs, and so he had no

difficulty in thinking of science as an aecquired habit

¢ ° - e ) o r‘:




Their funcition is to kap keep their tradition alive and

flourishing, lans-Georg Gadawer startled many when in his

"hogou-bondudatira b ho—trbndo, 0 L Llom/ou st s —gd—fmdtreradive
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tucked away in the minds of individuals, Cartesian thought

T M s e,

took its stand on an initial universal doubt and proceeded

bt e

as a scarch for ideas so clear and distinct as to beget cor-

titude, The program of the eighteenth century Enlightenment

S b

was to appeal to reason, preclaim science, and purge people's

minds of thoe prejudices inflicted upon them by tradition,

individualism
But if such » ETPTOTEAN, sti1ll lives in the assumptions

of a science
of many in the twentieth century, the carrier/m¥x=mxirsez

today is a social group, No individual knows th%yhole of modern
mathematica, or the whole of bhemisd physics, or the whole
of chemigtry, bf or the whole of biology., Such knowledge
is possossed notaan individual but by the members of a group.
They have passed successfully through the initiation ritual
of a Ph, D, They arec familiar with a technical language
which they alone speak and ‘understand, They know the corfact
procedures to be followed in their investigations and the
ideals that should govern thweir thinking, They are master
conceptual systems
of the novel/mumsixznks introduced by the pioncers and the
renovators of their field. They belong to the appropriate
associations, attend the congresses, read the journals,
consult the libraries, coniribute to the publications, and
desipn the tools and equipment they may need, A wodern
seience is a specialization:3 The scientists are specialists,

. . g . .
Mot T IOt to e T A iU T redsvs pociaiy

great book, Wahrheit umd Methode, first published in 1960,
-j}nt ..g.rm

ho Lontﬁonded that to interpret a literature one had to inhorit
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or find one's way inte a literury tradition., But what
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holds for the humanities, also holds for the sciences., 1If

Butterfield 1is right in thinking modern scicnce the most

striking event since the beginning of Christianity, the
rejecting

eightoenth cent*ury was xxgk right in/xjeeting an earlior

tradition only because it launched a new tradition,

Initially, of course, the new tradition was not yet
a tradition, Nor was 1t easy for it later on to advert to
its traditional character, For thére lurlked in nen's minds
the Aristotelian assumption that gt sciehce was clear and
certain knowledge of causal necessity. What could be more
clear and ceriain than the verified deduction of the orbits
of the moon and of Mars? What could he more necessary than
conclusions that were demonstirated? Only when Euclid and
Newton and Maxwell bowed to Riemann and Einstein and Jleisen—
borg, did iﬁ become obvious that earlier mistakes could not
be knowledge of necessity and that, like earlier views, the
new systems were not deductions from necessary truths but

verified conclusions from hypothetical theoriecs,

Aristotle, i.c., was quite right in holding that a
science that consgisted in the grasp of necessary truth
had to be purely theoretical and could not be practical,

But from the start modorn science intended to be practical,
there are many steps along tlhic way
Today tho-nang. 5506 a0 110L..ab 80018 wbligmao n TN byt et

st from basic rosoarch to pure sclence, from pure science
to applied, from applied to technology, from technology to .

But the multiplicity does not obscure the underlying unlty g
enginoering, /;Fo1 ug good theory is practical, end good o

practiso is grounded in sound theory, Whero the Aristotelian

placed his roliance on first prineciples he considered

necessary, the modern sciontist placos his reliance ultimately

o _-‘) g
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not on his basic laws and principles but on his method. It

was tho method that brought forth the laws and principles in
be

the first place, and it will/tho method that revises them

1f and when the time for revision comes.

' Foundations

S0 we are lLrought up against a problem of foundations,
If method can revise the principles and laws on which a
successful science has been constructed, so too, iﬁ would
goen, methods fthemselves aro opon to correction and revision,
If methods too can be revised, then is not the whole of

gcience just a vast structure resting upon sand?
H ’

flere, J helieve, there is room for a valid distinction,
There are the particular methods adapted to the necds and
opportunities of particular fields. As such needs and
opportunitices come to light, methods themnselves undergo
further adaptation, They& becomne more specialized, They
develop new techniques and refine old ones., They incor-
porate fresh stratagems, models, mappings, seriations,

unger

But all such changes and modifications come/upom a higher
law. As the rovisions of ox%&sting theories, so too the
developnents of existing methods are just fresh instances
of attending te tho data, grasping their intelligibility,
formudatingamd-siresiSnn-t ottt rr-of-the res-tusirhved
formulating the contient of the now insights, and checking
ag thoroughly as possible their validity, In brief, undor-
pinning special wethods therec is what I have named goneralized
ompiricallﬁeth;d.--lts oﬁeratﬁioﬁs are tﬁc operutiona we. -

can verify each in his own consgeciousncss, And the normative

patb-and
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.to communicate is uninformed by intelligence, unguided by
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pattern that relates these operations to one another is the

conscious dynamism of sensitive spontaneity, of intelligences
raising questions and demanding satisfactory answers, of

regisonahloness insisting on sufficiont evidence before it

can assent yet commpelled to assent when sufficient evidence

1s forthcoming, of conscience presiding over all and revealing
to the subjoct his authenticity or his unauthenticity as he
obscrves or violates the immanent norms of his own aensitivityt
his own intelligence, his own reasonableness, his own freedonm

and respongibility,

Now it will he felt that this appeal to generalized empir-
ical method really is an appeal to individual subjectivity
and that individual subjectivity, so far from offering a

gecure foundation, #ﬁﬁﬁxﬁﬁ. gives rise to serious doubts

and grave uneasiness,

But once more a distinction must be drawn, There is
the subject correlative to the world of immediacy, and the
subject correlative to the world mediated by meaning and
motivated hy value, The world of immediacy is very much

discerned _
like Hume's world in which there is/iksmsxm neither perman-
ence nor causality nor necessity. The subject correlative
to the world of immediacy is the subject locked up in his
and of tho
imeediate exporience =¥ of the data of sonse/mnxzEmwxmtxtiim

data of consciousncss, ilis knowledge is just infra-struciure,

and his actlions flow direetly from appetites, Ilis capacity

reasorn, uncontrolled by responsibility,

Now if individual subjcoctivity is undorstqipd to moan

the subjoect as corrolative to ihe world of immediacy, then

v
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I heartily agree that individual subjectivity, so far from
offering a secure foundation, gives rise to serious doubts

and well-founded uneasinoss.

However, I must point out that generalized empirical
method appeals not to the imdividual subjectivity that is
corroelative to the world Fﬁﬂﬁ of immediacy but to the
12&91vidua1 subjectivity that is cprrelative to the world

mediated by wmeaning and motivated by value.

I must add that the subject in this sense, so far from
being locked up in immediate experience of the data of sense
and the data of consciousness, moves in thujuniversc with
which ho is acquaintea:gccording to the measure of his

personal dcvelopment by common sense, by science, by human
"~

studies, by philosophy, perhaps even by theology,

Further I would urge that while tho experience of the
subject correlative to the world of immediacy is a purely
private k@ﬁ alffair, privacy in the world mediated by meaning
has to be contrived and defendod and even then it is limited,
In that world onéﬁs taught by others and, for the most part,
what they know they have 1éarnt frow others, in an ongoing
process that stretches back over millennia, In that world
ons not morely experiecnces but undefsq%pnds arnd manifests
ﬁngﬂ one'!s undorstanding in ﬁﬁﬁiﬁj onets woqggs and deeds,
ant theroby}gnvite the approval or corroctlion of onec's
betters, tho ?m admiration or the ridiculcpf ono's peers,

Common sensoe is not an individual idiesyncrasy, Sciontifie

" discovoeries that are not published, serutinized, accoptcd#,
p

remain unknown and without issue, IX¥¢ Ixogotes and historians

nay securc the %xx privacy of theixr findings by consigning
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them to the flames,—but only if their findings are published,
only if they are read, only if they attain the recognition

of the community of specialists in their field, only then

do they begin to exert some influcnce on subsoquent i exegetical
AaEdxhixguxigaIxkpashingxamixxaxxnawxxaxihetimexfaxxaiixgnax

or historical.g‘investigation or teaching,
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However, while I bolieve that attention, intelligence,
reasonableness,; responsibility take individuals out of the
isolation and privacy of the experiential infra-structure,

I must not be thought to suggest'that this liberation Imwsd
f%sards truth, reality, objectivity, excellence is automatic

or fool-proof, It is not., Man is called to authenticity,

But man attains authonticity only by unfailing fidelity to

the exipgences of his intelligence, his reasonabloness, his
conscience, What is far more grave, is that the short-comings
of individuals can become the accepted practise of the group;
the accepled pract{&ge of the group can bhecome the tru&fition
zempked acceplted in good faith by succeeding gonerations;

tho evil coan spread to Qebase and corrupt what is most
vulneralle while it prostitutes to unworthy ends what otherwise
is sound and sane, Then the authentice, if any have survived,
axvo alienated from their sccioty and their culturé., The *ﬁm@%more
oourageous loolk ahoul for remedies hut find none that even

appenr equal tv the task, The avorage mon, who knows hoe Ax

e T AR B A A LT s LY e
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was not born to be a hero, decides he has no choice but to

go along with things as they are, And the more numerous the
people who concur with that decision, the less is the hope .;
of recovory from unautqienticity, the greater is the risk

of the disintegration and the decay of a civilization,

Since disintcgration and decay are not * private oven%ﬁ
%
em even generalized empirical method is experimental. Dut
the experi*ment is conducted not by any individual, not by

any generation, but by the historical process itsolfl,

From Method to Methods

more
A modern science is characterized/hy its method than

by its field, for the field tends to expand to include every

area in which the method can be applied successfully,

At the same time, the more a method is developed, the
more it becomes epecialized, In certain areas its success
. FaJeonsp¢euvus7*hht\6%ﬁef\au@uen$endﬁig/%c»no@$oe%ad\nn¢i1
is conspicuous, in others success is modest and oven rare,
In such cascs probably
//eaxeuitivatexkigm/a different development of method is
needed, and so where there had becn one more general method,
In this fashion
now there are two more specializod methods. /Smxiiximxihxk
the scientifice rev#olution of the sixteenth and seventeenth
S
centuries was a gencral methodical breakthrough that since has

divided and subdivided inte all the specialized branohes

of natural scilence,

It romains however that not all empirical methods
omoygo as differentiations within the basic procedures

the natural sciences, Tho cloar-cut instanco Ys-to=iré,
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of this leap to another genre is provided by historical studioeos
as they developed in Germany in the nineteenih century,

The background that gave thié movement its sweep and pro-
fundity is to be traced to the French Enlightenment and to

the poat—Kgiptian idealists, But if it took over the Enlight-
enment's dedication to f human progress, it abhorred its
abhstract thinking, If it agreed with Hegel's ingistonce on
concreteness and his concern with world history, it repudiated

his a priori methods,

EXXHEXHANDE
It was this movement that launched the study of the

history of religions, and it will not be out oﬁt-place to
indicate its hasic ideas as they were unfolded by Priedrich
Wolf, Friedrich Schleiermacher, August Boeckh, Johann Gusiav

Droysen, and Wilheln Dilthey.4

Friedzrich Wolf, when still a student, demanded the
creation of a new faculty, philology. He conceived it as
a philosophico-historical study of human nature as that
naturc wvas exhibited in antiquity. To this end/in his own
later on
teaching’at Halle he brought together in his courses a whole
serios of distinet disciplines: literature, antiquities,

geography, art, numigmatics; and he informed xhx them with

the critical spirit that produced his Prolcgomena to Jlomer,

the heruwueneutics of his day to be
Friedrich Schleiermacher foundAhnrmnnnuminmthmmnnthx

little more than two _
/ tocxbmer sets of rules-of-thumb: those followed by bibllical

exegotos and those cwployed by classical scholars, He
reconceived il as a ganeral art of avoiding misunderstanding
and misapprehension, By that negative formulation he none

the less gavo to undersfanding, verstohen, its basic xuigm

o ;)
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Yole in the theoretical development of historical studies.

August Boeckh was a pupil of both Wolf and Schleiermacher,

He developed their ideas in composing an Eneyclopedia and

Methodology of the Philological Sciences, 1In it philelogy

was conceived in the grand manner, a manner at once EXrEXS
precise, penotrating , and comprehensive., In a definition
to which presently we shall recur, philology was to be the
interpretative reconstruction of the constructions of hﬂh

the human spirit,

Joqiann Gustav Droysen gencralized the notion of ox-.
pression, Not only individuals express themselves in their
gpeech and writings, Thore is a sense in wvhich families,
peoples, states, religions may be said to express themselves,
Aocordingly, history may be conceived as the interpretation
of such group expression, and Boeckh's ideas on philology

may be applied {o the writing of history,

Wilhelm Dilthey brought the matter to its fine point,

He contended that Bm Das Leben selbst legt sich aus, Human

living ig itself its wg own interpretation., In other words,
the expresgsion, which {the exegete or the historian interprets,
is itselfl the product of understanding, namely, the under-
ptanding people ﬁave of themselves, their situation, their

role, the human condition,

At once it follows that there is a prolound differenco
between natural science and historical study, Both the
scientist and the historian would understand: the scientist
ﬁouid uﬁdofstand nutﬁf&; the hiétoriun would understﬁnd ﬁan;.I

But wien ﬁ the sciontist uudorsta@nds nature, he is not

o ) !
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grasping nature's understanding of itself; for though nature
is intelligible, it is not intelligent., PBut when the his-

torian understands man, his understanding is a recapturing

of man's under#standing of himself, "This recapturing is
A

interpretation, It differs from the understanding that it
recaptures, for it makes thematic, puts in words, an under-
standing that was not thomatized but lived. 7Yet in another
fashion it corresponds to what it recaptures; for it
envisages an earlier situation and recounts how an individual
or group understood that situation and revealed thoemselves

by their understanding of it.

In ﬁilthoy we have an echo of Vicot's claim that it is
human affairs that men best understand, for human affairs
are the product of human undoerstanding. Again, in Dilthey
we have ar}%nticipation of R, G, Collingwoodts view that
historical knowledge is a reenactment of the past, Finally,
we have only to shift our goaze from the interpreter to the
persons under scrutiny, to arrive at a phenomenological
ontology. The endless variety oxhibited in human living
has its root in the endless varicty of fthe ways in which
people understand themselves, their situation, and the human
condition, Such understanding cowmonly is of thie type that

spontanocously is genecrated and spontaneously communicated,

the type that may be named commonsense, It is %ﬂhﬂiﬁn&

~constitutive of the basic dopartment of human knowledge,

the department expressed in ordinary language, Liko

ordinary language it varies from place to place and from

0).
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time tqt time., It enters into the intelligible form man
communicates to the products of his ingenuity and his slkill,

It is part and parcel of human conduct, It is constitutive

of the cognitional and the moral reality that makes man

the 'symbolic animal' of the historians and the self-completing

animal of the soclologists.

Let us now reverﬁ to August’beeetﬁ Boeckhts definition
of philology as the inferpretative5reconst$ruction of the
constructions of the human spirit. The c;;;tructions of t&
the human spirit aro man and his world: for his world is a
world mediated by meaning and motivated by value; and it is
the human spirit that constructs the# meanings and xope
responds to the motivati*ng values, V%ut what man has con-
atruqﬁ}ed man can recon;E}uct. Vhat man has responded to

in thought and Fﬂﬂ word and deed, he can respond to once kf more if

only in thought and word and feeling, Such reconstructing

AP NN BT RN
narratives of

oy

and such rosapnnding—to—once—more R
\» the

historian,

may
Ve /swg conclude this section by noting that historical

studies, so conceived, have all the marks of a distinct

history
specialization, Like natural science/ik is empirical, but
where the sciences seeck universal priﬁnciplcs, laws, structures,
seriations, hisiory would undorstand particular words, deeds,
gituations, movements. VWhore the soveral sciences cach *nh—
congtruct their own technical languages, historians as an
ongxoing group are confronted with tho task of deciplhering

and learning all ihe languages of mankind whether still

living or though long sinco dead, Whore the sciences come

qyiéwwmww,m__%_
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to know parts or aspects ofIthe universe that common sense¢ never
would discover, historians enlarge their own common gsense to the
point where it encapsulates something of the common sense of
other places and times. Lastly, as other specializations, so
the study of history leads to the formation of a professional
group that develops ils own proper procedures and traditions,
enforces an initiation ritual of doctoral studies, meots in

its own annual congresses, and stocks special libraries with

its ref#erence works, surveys, journals, and monographs.

Dialectic

W o] i Ian B u iDL 5 TSy S ; 3 ey, -
j{igh’fsgigpy’i;: mejgsgpmﬁ? the natu?al 80 enoea
he etﬁggpwof t%:fgggnfal Bciencesff}e co;
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As long as human studies copy the methods of the natural
gsciences, they obiain assured results, but they minimize or
omit the human world mediated by meaning and motivated by
value, On the other hand, when human studies attempt to
deél bravely and boldly with the world mediated by meaning
and motivated by value, they find themselves involved in

philosophic, ethical, and religious issues, Philosophies

‘ogoillate between a world of immediacy and a world mediated

by meaning.kﬁﬁxﬁmkixitndxhxxxxiﬁﬂ Individuals and groups
csteem values, but they tend to maximize satisfactions,

and they are over tompted to the endless rationalizations

“that make their satisfactions into nocessary incidents in

the pursuit of veluos, Roliglons are many, é They may

diffor very slightly, and they usy diverge to the point

° )
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of disparateness, And contradicting their multiplicity is the

secularist rejection of all religion.

Such differonces are radical, Philosophic differernces
atfect the very meaning of meaning, Ethical differences affect
all evaluations, Religious differences modify the meaning

and value of one's world,

Such differences become traditional, None of us is an
Adam living at the origin of human affairs, becoming all that
he 19 by his own decisions, and learning all that he knows
by personal experience, personal insight, personal discernment,
We aro products of a process that in its several aspects 1s
named socialization, acculturation, education, By that
process there is formed our initial mind-set, vorld view,
blik, horizon. On that basis and within itqi limitations
we 8lowly hegin to hecome ou£ own masters, think for ourselves,
make our own decisions, exercise our own freedom* and respon-

sibility,

Such radiocal and traditional differences put their
stamp net only of the writings to be interpreted and the
events to be narrated but also upon the mind-set, world view,
horizon of exegotes and historians, In utopia, no doubt,
everyone in all his words and deeds would be operating
with the authenticity generated by meeting the exigences
of intelligence, reasonablenoss, responsibility. But our
world is not utoepia, ELven if anyone manages to be perfectly

authentic in all his own personal performance, still he

" oamnot but oarry within himself the ballast of his traditionm,

And down the millemnnia in whieh that tradition developed,

one can hardly excludo the possibility that unauthenticity

'é:;m;ﬁi;
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entered in and remained to ferment the mass through ages to

come,

So we ocome to the end of the age of innocence, the age
that aasumegtﬁﬁ;an authenticity could be taken for granted,
I do not mean that human wickedness was denled, But it was
folt it could be evaded, Truth was supposed to consist
in the necessary conclusions deduced from self-evident prin-
ciples., 0Or it was thought #hnd that reality was already out
there now, and that objesctivity was the simple matier of
taking a good look, seeing all that was there, and not aeeing
what was not there, Or there was admitted the real mixi
existence of a eritical problem, but it was felt that a

sound oritieal philosophy -~ such as Kant's ki or 4 Comtets
o/

or some other -- would solve it once for all.

Tho end of the age of innooen*ce moans that authenticity
is never to ﬁe taken for granted, Mhathematicians had to
generalize their notion of number to include irrationa}é
and imaginary numbers, Physicists had to develop quantum
theory hecause instruments of observation modified the data
they were to observe. In similar fashion human studies have
to cope with the complexity that recognizes bvoth (1) that
their data may bo a mixed product of authenticity and of
unauthenticity and (2) that the very investigation of the
data may be affected by the personal or inherited unauthenticlty

¢f the investigators.

The objective aspeot of the problem has come to light
in Paul Riocoeur's distinction between a hermeneutic of recovery,

a hermenoutic
that brings to light what is true and good, anq/nxnnxmnnnnxxn

of suspicion, that joins Marx in * impugning the rich, e»

€

° )
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or Neitzsche in reviling the humble, or Freud in finding mmmt.
oonsoi*ousnesa itgelf an unreli*ahle witness to our motives,

e S
Again, it may be 1llustrated in my own account of "The Origins
0f Christian Realism," that distinguished the christological
and trinitarian doctrines of Tertullian, Origen, and Athanasius
on tho basis of a philosophic dialeectic. Tertullian under Stoic

was or1ented toward a world of 1mmed1acy.
influence/hexe s "

Middle was in a world mediated

Origen under/Mtixr Platonist influence/isxinxthmxupridxuedinded
wvas

by meaning, where however meaning /&s the meaning of ideas,

was

Athanagius finally/im in the world mediated by meaning, where
was -

t the meaning/*® the truth of the Christian kerygnma,

As dialectical analysis can & be applied to problems of
interprotation, so too i£ can he ;pplied to historical issues:
and the isenes may be either such general issues as progress,
dec{ﬁine, recovery, or the very specifie igsues that arise

when historians are in radical disagreement,

On the general issue progress is analysed as a cyclic
and cumulative process, A situation gives rise to an insight,

The insight generates policies, projocts, plans, courses of
and improved
! - action, The courses of action produce a new/situation, The
j and improved
“ mEx new/situation gives rise to further insights, and so the

|

i ¢ cyelée recomnenjeos,

1 Similarly, decline is oyclic and cumulative, but now

j unauthenticity distorts what authenticliiy would have improved,

@ Tho policles, projects, plans, courses of action that come from

Lﬁd creative insight into the existing situation have the misforgtune
vl Trnsrtda

of running counter-to vosted inﬁtoroats{ Doubts are raised,

L o T e T M e P
X objactions Tormuiat ed, guspiciong insinuwated, compromises
\

imposed, PYolicices, projects, plans, courses of action are
{d W aand B, tasmatey, ferue ag Adnedunns /Amﬂ-w-ﬂwm'uxé .

L ) ° ) DY




modified to make the new aituation not a prograssiva product

of human authentio1ty but a mixad product partly of human
authenticity and partly of human obtuseness, unreasonableness, .
irresponsibility, As this process continues, the objective
situation will become to an ever greater extent an intractable
probklem, The only way to understand it correctly will be to
aclmovledge its source in human waywardness, The only way to
deal with it will be fo admonish the wayward. But such sophis-
tication may be lacking, and then one can expect not repentance
but rationalizstion, So decline continues unabashed, The
intractable problem keeps g{fowing. Rationalizations multiply,
accumulate, are linked together into a staﬁéely system of
thought that is praised by all who forget the adage: Yhom

the gods fm would destroy, they first make blind,

Can a people, a civilization, reccver from such decling,
To my mind the only solution is religious, What will =x
sweep away the rationalizations? More reason#ing will hard#ly
do it effectively, for it will De suspected ;;'baing Just -
80 much more rationaligé}ng. And when kﬁ reasoning is ineffective,
what is left but faith? What will amasép the determinisms --
economic, social, cultural, psychoiogical -~ that egoism
has constructed and exploitéd? What can be offered but
the hoping beyond hope that religion inspires? When finally
the human situation seothes with alienation, bitterness,
resentment, recrimination, hatred, mounting violence,

vhat can retributive justice bring about but a duplication

~of the evils that already exisi? Then what is noeded is

b

not rotributive Justice but self-sacrificing love,

e L S e {-7mm
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Such 18 the general, schematioc application of dialectiec
to historical issues, But there also 1s the specific applice-~
ation that deals with intractable problems in exegesis and
in historiography. There problems are tractable when further
research, new discoveries, increasing discernment hring solutions,
But there are other problems that do not yield to such treat-
ment, Rathor they keep recurring in one guise or another no
matter how much the context is changed by ongoing research,
discovery, discernment, ﬁknx# Thelr source does not lie in
¥x the data but in the investigators., The discovery to bo
made 18 not a batter.understanding of the data but a better

understanding of the investigators,

Finally, besides the dialectic that is ooncerned with
human subjects as objects, there is the dialectic in which
human subjects are concerned with themselves and with one
another, In that case dialectic becomes dialogue, It is
particularly relevant when persons are authentic and know
one another to be authentic yet belong to differing traditions
and so find themselves in basic disagreement, It may be
illustrated by the ecumenical movement among Christians and
by the universalist movement set forth by R.aﬁ; Whiteon in

his The Coming Convergence of World Religions, by Raymond

in .
Panikkar's diacritical theologx’and:%illiam Johnsgon's Chris{ian

monks frequenting Zen monasteries in Japan? j
bt :"?sofﬁlinafﬁdgnrvapaﬁgqug_giéi n_Jewb—praany?

Dy~ E T = S tamddap-hnbit~of BokoTers moring.ia g e
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- ¢come to the fore.'“Schopcnqhauer'conceived tho world in
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Praxis

Experimental method réanIB nature. Historical method
Jha. Anlﬁ-arhuﬁﬁdlmﬁgdUhhﬂmadL,
reveals man’in the manifold variety of his concrete existing,.
A

Dialectic confronts us with the problem of the irratienal

in human life and, as well, provides a technique for ybjeebds
Yaing distinguishing hetween authentic and unauthentic
evaluations, decisions, actions, Praxis, finally, raises

the final issue, What argﬂto do ahout it? What ugse are you

to make of your knowledge of nature, of your knowledge of man,

of your awareness of the radical conflict between man's
aspiration to self-transcendence* and, on the other hand,
may
the wvaywardness that/distort% his traditional heri%tage and
Aot v

even his own personal life,

It is only after the age of innocence that praxis
oo k. 20~3 00l o lowethit i - Racn by yohotegy™ tira
pedite.and~thi e diudds 1
aticnel onlywif-tt foliofB~intoTiact mrow.is=bhe~

becomes an academic subject, A faculty psychology will

give intellect precedence over will and thereby it will
1iberate the academic world from concern with the irrational

in huwan life, The speculative intellect of the Aristotelians,
et thoe pure reason of the ratidnalists, the automatiec progress
anticipated by the liberals, all provided sholt#er for

acadenic seren%ity. But since the failure of £;§ absolute
idealists to e;;ompass human history within the emhbrace of

spoeculative reason, the issue of praxis has repeatedly

torms of will and representation, Kierkegaard insisted

on faith. Nowman toastesd consclence. Marx was concerned
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not merely to know but principally to make history. Nietzsche
proclaimed the will to power., Blondel strove for a philosophy
of action, Paul Rlicoeur has not yet completed his Ikxmmxxxxx
many~volumed philosophy of will, and Jiurgen Habermas has set forth
the involvement of human knowledge in human interests, Along
with them have marched in varying ways *ns pragmatists, person-
alists, existentialists, while phenomenologists have supplanted
faculty psychology with an inﬁientionality analysis in which
cognitional process is sublated by deliheration, evaluation,

decisgion, action,

If I have referred to so many and so different thinkers,
it has not been to agree with all of them but rather to discern
despite their differences a common concern with what I have
named praxis. on an older view contoemplative intellect, or
SPeeT BTG SR~ M goreus~f Ciemse i ad~thehrogemorty
speculative reason, or rigorous science were supreme, and
issues But the older view

practical were secondary.

grounded its hegemony on necessity., That claim no longer
is made, I1f we are not gim¥ simply to flounder, we have to
take our stand on authenticity; on the authenticity with
which intelligence takes us beyond the experiential infra--
structure to enrich it, extend it, organize it, but never

to slight it and much less ilo violate its primordial rolo;

on the authenticity with which rational reflection goss
beyond the constructions of intelligence and draﬁisharply the
1ines between astrology and astronowmy, alchemy and chemistry,

legend and history, magic and science, myth and philosophy;

on the authenticity with which moral deliberation takes us
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beyond cognitional process into the realm of freedom and
responsibility, evaluation and decision, not in any way to

annul or slight experience or understanding or factual judgment,
but to add the further and distinct truth of value judgments

and the consequent decisions demanded by a situation in which

authenticity cannot be taken for granted,

It follows &kﬁxﬁyxnxiﬂfthat, while empirical method moves,

so to speak, from below upwards, praxis moves from above

downward, \ﬁ Empirical method moves from below upwards,

from experience to understanding, and from understanding to
factual judgment, It can do Bo because it can presuppose

that the data of experience are inteiligible and so objects

that straightforward understanding can master. But praxis
acknowledges the end of the age of innogﬁence. It starts

from the assumption that authenticity cannot be taken for
granted, Ité understanding, accordingly, will follow a her-
meneutio of suspicion as well as a hermeneutic of recovery,

Its judgment will discern between products of human anthenticity

and products of human unauthenticity., But the basic assumption,

lmw! the twofold hermeneutic, the discernment between the authentic
g g and the unauthentic set up a distinet method, 'This method

i ®:' is a compound of theoretical and practical judgémants of

} value, The use of this method follows from a decision,

E a decision that is comparable to the claim of Blaise Pascal

g o - that the heart has reasons which reason does not know,
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Religion, Theology, Religious Studies

While praxis is relevant to the whiole of human studies,
its relevance is particularly manifest in the sphere of religion,
For that aphqfe is the world as mediated by ultimate meaning
and motivateﬁfﬁy ultimatelvalue. S8x¥k But commonly the
religions apprehond ultqépate méaning and ultimate value
aymboqically. The theologies endeavor to discern whether
there 1is any real fire behind the smoke of symbolsé'employed
in this or that religion, Religious studies finally anvisagq&f

the totality of religions down the ages and over the expanse

of the globe,

t

The natter needs to be illustrated, illustratioﬁ has to
be pafticular, and so I shall speak in terms of Christian
experience, 'There occurs, then, a reaponse to ulti&gate
value in conversion from waywardness or in a ocall to holiness,
The Christian message will give that response a focus and
an interpretation: the response will be taken as God's love
flooding our hearts through tho Holy Spirit given to us;

’*ﬂ\ the focus will be found in the objectlve expression of the

same love by the Father sending the Son to us and revealing

| his love in the Son's crucifixion, death, and resurrection.

; AE*U"U/ From preaching the message andﬁthe gift of the Spirit, the

i Christian community is born, spreads, jé/pasagﬁ on from

E o gn generation to generation, It lives by its discernment

; hetween the authenticity of a good conscience and the unauthen-
?\~4J ~ tieity of an unhappy conscience., It devotes its efforts té:y

overcoming unauthenticity and promoting authenticity, It

is praxis alive and active, But as yet it is not praxis

. ,; R A e w...._..._,.,,__..._ .
& . ~
ey - .4,
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questioned, gerutinized, made explicit and thematic.

Theology comes out of such questioning, and three distinct
emorgences wyust be distinguished, 1In the ancient Christian church
questions Centered on such specific issues as christelogy and
Pelagianisn, In the medieval period there was a sustained effort
to move froy the symbolic expression of Christian thought to
its literal meaning, But this effortts involveoment in Aristotelian
*hnngﬁkxﬂhﬁq,thought with its comcern for proof,necessity, and
eternal truth, lot only fostered litigiousness and controversy
but later led to its all but disruptive renewal under the impact
of modern 8gience, modern exegetical and historical metihods,

and moder” philosophies,

Sound
/Sl renewal is not yet, in my opinion, a common achievement.

But the cOntemporary situation does seem favorable to an eirenic
and cbnétruotive use of dialeatic and dialogué. The former
tendency to controversy has greatly diminished, partly because
modern sciepce and human studies lay claim not ito absolute
truth but to no more than fuller understanding, partly because
speculative intellect or pure reason have given way to the
claims of praxis, There remain differing Christian coumunions
and each May he represented Dy more than one theology. But
acceptance ¢f dialectic, especially in the form of dialogue,
is powerfully ?ﬁ# fostered by the ecumenical movement, and

the promotion of union between differing communions cannot

but favor tpe promotion of union among the theologians of

the same Copmuntion,

When I say that the contemporary situation favers an

eirenic ang constructive uge of dialectic, I must not be taken
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Piratero-dhon gonl e o eovmérriens

to imply that we kn can expect great and rapid results, For
religious communions are historical realities, Their authhenticity
is the resultant not only of the authenticity of their contem-—

< porary members but also of the heritage transmittedi’down the
centuries., Vhatever the defects of any such heritage, it
comes to he accepted in good faith., Good faith is good not
evil, It needs to be purified, but the purification will be
the slow product of historical research into the screening
memories and defense mechanisms and legitimations that betray

an original waywardness and a sinister turn,

Besides the Christian communions there are the manifold
preliterate religions and the great world religions, Religious
studies takes as its field all religions, Its main thrust

<A NTIB1 y et 7a¢nn§Lén—thar&&xap~0' ha_iptorpre

it dhrgof o DO S TR T TR oL it - . h i

is the history of religions, that is, the research that asscembles
and catalogues the relevant data, the interpretation that
gra#sps their morphology, the higtory that locates them in

l”‘h pI;:; and time, studies their genesis, development, distribution,

interaction,

But history itself is practised in varying man#nera.
v

Ite ideal can approximate the ideal of natural science, to
% minimize attention to meaning and values, Xk In oontrast,
|

it can emhrace the ideal of the German Historical School

k\,J defined as the interpretative reconstruction of the con~

structions of the human spirit, Then meaning and values

o | E:wm1m-tmnt:tum--~-buﬁmeﬂta-bwithg;mtmml
L_ j_ ~aN0Xhra 8 otenkitic-intineneo . Lrom diverging-phi
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reoceive explicit attention. The meed is felt and the desire
expressed that one write of the religions of mankind in a
manner that is recognizable by the respective groups that
practise the §E§§3 religion. One can go further, as did Friedrich
Heiler, and see the h;j misgion of the history of religions

to lie in a preparation of the cooperation of religions;q

and certainly such a purpose satisfies the cardinal point

of method as praxis; for it discerns a radlcally distorted situation: it

t0l

retreats from spontaneous to critical intelligence; it begins from above

BB NAI AT OO R d @RI it G RIT D MOND B L1 OB DB DL it

on the level of evaluations and decisions; and it moves from concord and

cooperation towards the development of mutual understanding

and more effective communication,
: '

Finally, the more that religious gtudies moves from
the style of natural science to that of profounder his-
torioal study, the more it endeavors to understand the element
of;gzgiitment that characterizes religion, the more it is
concerned to promote the cooperation of religions, then
the more it finds itself involved in the radical oppositions
of cognitional theory, of ethical practise, of religious
and secularist man, At that point it too can undertake
dialectic, a dialectic that will assemble all the dialectics
Dt ATa o oA et toang_andDhermow TE-EHO- S
that relate religions to organized secularism, religions to
one zmpktomhx another, and the differing theologies that
interpret the same religiocus communion, At that point,

again, it can invite to dialogue the ropresentatives of

related and ultimately of disparate xeligions,
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Conclusion

I began by pointing out, this evening, that the isgsue,
Religious Studies and/or Theology, if it is not to deal with

gtatic abstractions, has to plunge into the ongoing genesis
of methods and has to view its terms as dynamic entities,
as compounds of the actual and the potential, even as mixed

products of human authenticity and unauthentiocity.

I have distinguished different methods: experimental,
kxxkuxyexiy fournndational, historical, dialectical, px=s

eritically practical,

My first conclusion is that the more religious studies
and theology put to good use the whole battery of methods,

the more they will move asymptotically towards an ideal

gituation in which they overlap and become easily interchangeable,

As a second conclusion I would say that suc@é overlaping
and interchangeability are ideal in the sense that they
are desirable, Theology and religious studies need each
other, Without theology religious situdies RaxmabAampAindestit
may indeed discern when and where different religious symhols
are equivalent?obut they are borrowing the techniques of theol-
ogians if they attempt to say what the equivalent symbols
literally mean and what the§ literally imply. Conversely,
without roligious studies theologians aro unacquainted with
the!religions of mankind; they may as theologians have a

good grasp of the history of their own religion; but they
are borrowing the techniﬁquas of the historian 3 of religions,
—

o ) =
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when they attempt to compare and xx relate other religions with

their own,

Thirdly, if any agree that such an ultimate overlapping
and interchangeability are desirable, their praxis will include
a recognition of the obstacles that stand in its way and

an wfy effort to remove them, Now a discovery of the ohstacles

C 1)

) me-1
heo ogiipﬁland stddents reli

nmpiﬁ% accgﬁ{/;ii/pﬁ/zzz}yff;i:
hg/ﬁilhodg// :

in principle.r@
they ptcome r‘{;va
//a -

time 20r all goodsine

i FLT - T meappa

I have<been pew is

is not difficult, For we concluded to this end from the
assumption that both theologians and students of religions
would put to good use the whole battery of methoﬁs that have
been devised, It follows that there are as many possible
obgtacles as fhere are plausible grounds for rejecting or
hegitating about any of these methods, It follows,'finally,
if the methods really are sound, that the obstacles may be
removed, at least for authentic subjects, by applying both
the hermeneutic of suspicion and the %lhermeneutic of
recovery, The hermeneutic of suspicion that pierces through
meye plausibility to its real ground. The hermeneutic of
recovory that discovers what is intelligent, true, xmy/ and
good in the olLstruction, and goe;:?; employ this discovery to
qualify, complement, correct earlier formulations of the

method,

~
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