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Euolid's elements distinguish theorems and problems:
theorems show why a proposition is true
problems show how something may be done

theoreo: looking, observing; of the mind: contemplating,
refleoting on; solving on inaspection (?7)

theoros; a speotator; an ambassador (official speoctator)

b) The eight functional specialities presuppose insight and

expross & resultant 1lnaight or set of inmsights, 3
:empeiria doems not knowg
0) prior for us: the observed facts; to hoti; why i

prior in itself; the explanation of the faocts; to diotl
EE ve know the moon is a sphere hecause of its phases

ve know the moon has phases because it is a sphere
EE chemical permiodic table: elements vs oompounds; yperiodicity
of properties in elementis;

the fact: Mendeleyev; prediocted the existence of three
unknown atoms; they were discovered within sixteen years

the explanation:; Niels Bohr; worked from the four
variables in equations on electron; concluded that the elements
had ge periodic in their properties,

System building in theology is confined to systematios;
the seventh of the runctionalrggsgigitios.

There is knowledge of why iinnterpretation, history,
dialeotic, foundations, dootrines, communications, But they
are more a matter of reconstruoting than comnstructing; ie
understanding someone olse's understanding, approach, idea,

d) Met 98lal5f: technique knows the universal; empeiria
knows singulars

Met 981a29f: men of experience know the matter of fact, to
hoti; but they do not know the reason, to dioti,

The posterior analytics seem to be considered today an
early work of Aristotle's,

e) p. 1ll4: Its (theology's) techniocal unfolding is in the
realm of theory; ie it is in systematios that theology constrots
its own systems of explanation,
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f) Read p 144 theology has besenm conceived as the wgendung
zur Jdee occurring Ytianity

Turn to p 139: 2nd last #

Georg sinng}iaaagociologist, using apparently Hegel

what method is make theology methodical, ie get its union
card as a’academic emterprise, 4 (<Mt ¢ xi xic

Its main concern is to proceed from my account of under-
standing in Insight to a conception of theolog?'adequately
cognitional, as a unity not just a heap or a aixture, as
knowing what you are trying to do in doing theology and knowing
how to do it

L In general Catholic theology while acknowledging
the importance of hermemeutios and history and insisting on
them in theology

has heen oontent to conceive them as auxiliary sclences

I believe that theology has something x to say about
hermenentical and historical issues

The account of interpretation in ohapter 7 leaves an
opening for a dlalectic that ocorrects intemrpretations
and the account of histoxry mx leaves a similar opening.

Without thinking new ideas of what interpretation is
or what history is; method shows how defeots can gxkm occur
and how they can be remedied,

Interioxity has been a k leading idea in modern philosophy
Descaxrtaes to Kant; the abseolute idealists;/Blondel Newman

Nietzsche Dilthey; the pragmatisis, personalists, phenomenologists,

psychiatrists,
While Aristotle, Augustine, A9uinas were good on cognition,
x in general the Scholastics have been third rate,

a) There 1s a shade of differenkce: theory is closer to
insight; system is concerned with the building blocks of
explanatory definitions

gystem, sustems (sunm, histemi) set with; an interlooking
set of terms and their relations

constitutes the possibility of a conceptuality all of
whose basic terms are products of intelligence; not just verbal

means of focussing attention, a substitute for pointing.
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