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Thetlogy 965 / Boston College
METHOD IN THEOLCGY / Prof. Bernmard Lonergan

QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSIOH
11 September 1980

In the intioductory lecture it was stated that there ls analogy between
the "sslenca®™ of theslogy and the natural and human selences.

How far does; thism enalogy extend?

Specifiecally: In the naturs! sclences, on the understanding proposad in
Method in Thoology, a sclznes is specified by (1) a field of data, (2) a
nethed, and (3) a communiiy for which those date and thet method are
siegniflcant. o

ProgumaViy, theology toolies (2) a method; and it 1s in some sense & funstlon
of a swmmunity (3). What about (1), 2 flegld of data? The sclsnee of chsmistxy,
for example, starts from ulssrvations about the behavior of chemlcel substances,
and advances (with Hendei-av's pericdic table) to knowledge 5f elzments in

e .
thenasaives and in relatlsn o one ancther,

rat, in theological ssience, is the apalogue of such cbeervetions? Arx

{he "data” of theclogy rapeatable, as (ln principls) the sxperimenis of
chemlats are crepsatabie? Are the data, then, data of "religlous expsrivo-e,”
which san be described and zompared among many instances? Ox does theology
function with diCferent suyis of data -- historical data such as texts, for
oxanple?

QUES‘l‘ION 3 wontinued on page 2
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COURSE IKFCRMATION

Questiong avout readings in {lethed in Theology or class discueslons should
e saondtied in wrlting not latexr than nson of the Tuesday bvefors
asach Thursday®s rlass sesgion, Therxe will Le a designated snvalope
in the otten row of mallboxes; box G « I for Ph.D. studenis, ln the
“reon 4o khe lef't and Just inside the door of the Thedlogy Deparigent
Offico on the fourth floor of Carney Hall,

The teaching sssistant for thils course is:

CHARLES HEFLING

19 Yendsll Sireet
Cambridge, KA 02138
47-0932  495-5508
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The developnent of a method that moves one from the negative experdince o
of not undersianding to understanding seens to presuppose a certaln F ;
reallst eplatemology. Is this the case and, if so, what exactly is your

epistemologiceal pesition? A Thomlst reallsm? Orx the so-called Transcendental
Thomism (and what precissly ia the differencs)?

Or: dosa the move to the subject, wlth the emphasis on wllling and

e

personal responzibllity, watsr down Thomistic reallsm?

e
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1. It 1s true that 5 ulnas posited ai analogZy uet.een
theology and the science or the blessed in heaven

The bLlessed see God face to face {1 Cor 13)

Theologians, welieving the truths revealed by God,
construct a science ot God (scientia subalternata dependent
on anoth3rt's science)

others couwpared the necessary and universal premises
pasited by lith century theory ofnatural kno.ledge
with the truths revealed by divine knowledge,

I distinguish three ways of conceiving theology:
1) seeing how highly competent people work
z; picking the successful science (Ar waths)(moderns, nat science)
and rating other disciplines as scientific by their approximation
to the procedures of natural scienced
52) 1 propose a preliminary notion, proceed to the forumulaton
of a transcendental wethod, indicate the functions ot transcendantal
method, and proceed through 1) further chapters to an account
of a method in theology

"the science of chemistry for e.ample starts fronm
observations about the behavior ar of chemical substances
and advances with Mendeleev's preiodic table to knowledge of
elements in themselves and in their relations to one another,»

Method =201: Data and facts
Insight 7,f.: What are sensible data

Chemistry begins frow alchemyd which it overrules,
rules out,
becomes distinguished from mechanies {(Galileo Newton)
concentrates on what it termed tinorganict matter
expressed its findings in some approximation to ordinary
language
gradually advanced to the expalnatory viewpoint,
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including the acceptance of ratomsm as basic buidling blocks
and seriations of atomic weights
Menedeleev used such series to predict discovery of toher atons
noted periodicity in such series as had been determined
investigation of atomic structure and explanation of periodicity
were the work mainly of Niels Bohr {ob., 19.2)

Man's world is not the world of nature as valready nut theret
but a world mediated by meadning and motigaviated by value

Hence Method The Human Good Meaning Religion punctional
specialties in general, in particular,

what does theology do? /History of Theol, /poubleday 19u8x
what has it done  (ongar DTC "Thuéologie"/tr Hunter Guthrie
what can x& it do
what should it do
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2 v, , seems to presuppose a certain realist am epistemologyr

I1f the method is deduced from premises that are prior
propositions, C

If the ® method is unknown, to be discovered and lmearnt,
follow the way of discovery

in detail; verbum articles, Insight, Method

or various s&® shortcuts

nunderstanding presuppposes an epistemology
nknowing" presupposes an & epistemology

The way of discovery
What am I doing when I am mEknowing (Insight chap 1 to 10)
why is doing that knowing cjapter 11 to 1))
what does one know when one does it chap 14 to 17

Thomist realism; ens per verum cognoscitur
veritas formaliter est 1n solo 1udicio

real being: verum in sensibilibus cognitunm
datis consciis cognitum

hypothetical

logical

mathematical

transcendent being: condition of possibility of other being

Transcendental Thomism
Marechal, Rahner, pLot., Coreth (prlorlty of being)
Lonergan (being prior uoad se; cognitionalxty activity prior
quoad nos)

The emphasis on willing (Ar. faculty psychelogy; priority of ens)

Transcendental notions; intelligible why
true real I8 that 80
gaod Is it right or wrong

Does it water down realism
it departs from l4th century interpretation of grganon with
little control from Ar, context in other writings
it takes into account post medieval develecpments in natural
science, historical and hermeneutical stmudies, philosophy,
the contemporary prohlems of theology

So called thomists often talk as though human knowledge was
so obhjective that having a mind is supergfluous
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