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1, Proximate and remote ecriteria of truth. Insight 549=52.
Certain judgment: there are no further relevant ;.
Probable judgment: as far as I can see, there are no
further relevant qq,
Infallible -judgment: at no stage in my development has
bias affected my judgment, Remote oriterion,
Real distinction:; remote covers past performancex; proximate,
my present grasp of the evidence.

2. Direct borxrowed content, Insight 275f,
Proper content; Yes or No,
Direct horrowed content: the uestion that leads to Yes or No
Indirect borrowed content:; my affirmation or denial 1is true

3. Within an earlier context a judgment was made in answer to
some rjuestion; within a later and more developed context, the
previous judgment is revised.

I8 the earlier judgment simply annulled? Not if the later
judgment acknowledges the change of context as the ground of the
fevision. what is chenged is not the earlier judgment bur
1ts ocontext,

4, ijuwestioning is the a prioeri: an immanent principle of
movement and rest., The & further question arises bhecause
movement has ocourred but rest has not yet been attained.
You are aware that the question has not been answered satis- 3
tactorily., Cf proceedings, Amer, Cath, Phil, Assoec., 51(1977), 134f, i:_'

5« When the Latin manuals were published, Insight had already
been published., They were written for second and third year
students at the Gregorian, a class of about 650, who read
Latin, learned in Latin, were examined in latin. They ocams from
some 70 different ocountries, There was no question of teaching
Insight in a theology class, though I did teach in graduate
olagses,

My solution was to use St Thomas omn whose thought I
had done two reseach dissertations, @Grace and Freedom and verbum,
on those basic issues I was oconvinced that the T traditional
Thomistice school was profoundly influenced hy 1l4th century
Scholasticisn,

8 It took seriously the Post Anal; modern scholars regard
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it as an early work with 1ittle representation in the prooedures
Aristotle employed in the physics, Mataphysios, n“ Anima, etec,
Such deductivism was not a suoccess in the fourteenth century;

it was not a success in contemporary hermeneutios or history;

it was juestiomed by Kurt Godelts and similar theorems,

Ingight was begun as an exploration of methods generally
preparatory to doing a book on Method in Theology., It was
published as Insight because I was sent to Rome to teach there,
I wanted to write on method because my experienoce as a student
of philosophy for three years and as a student of theology
for six convinced me that the great problem was the absence of
method,

Plato and Aristotle were forever being pu.zled (aporein)
and searching (zetein) for answers, So too was Thomas,

Later Scholasticism was fixated by XAXMX demonsiration,
but ended in skepticism and decadence, It was followed Dby
the rationalists and the empricists and neither was a real
lmprovment on Scholastioism; the rationdlists wantd to
demonstrate and the empiricsis wanted to experlenoce,
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1. Is the distlnciion Tetueen the ::c:;- te and the pooxinate critecla of tzuth 2
noticial or a yeel dlgtineticuy I preal, is there & primacy to the ranote
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operative grasp (end oversbive definition) of the ‘deficlency? of the evidence?
In other woxds, are protsble mdgweate mode (by definiilon) with xespeot %o a
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5. ¥ou uzed Lo arrange your opn Triniderien thought acrorxding {to an analytic
proeoss ond & eynthetic process. Tt is cleav fron your technieal note in
the chapter on "Rallgion” in hzihod (v 120) how ths distineiion of the zealws of
neening expanded the commonzenss anld thecretie nealme trdated Ly the priora ouoad
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telian to nodern science &3 & model for theology? -- such as poeliing
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interpratetion walsed by a histonian vho has not exemined his

copnlsional assumptlons?
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the emergence of the need 1o zeccuut for development through history
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differentirtlons of consclousuess, and o the eveniuval Tunctional
speciallentions?
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