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1. Xt hes beer sald that Method in Theology leads to the end of metaphysics,
orx at lesast almost to the end of 1t,

In light of Method's emphasis on historical and heinmeneuntical categoxles,
and coasfdering your cutline on Honday of a Trinlievien anelogy using
peychological catezorles, could rou aay something alout how metaphysical
categorles would be vsed ia the lLiad of theology envisaged dn Method?

2. Oun monday moraing, Professor MeShane rvenctked off-haond that “Dave Tracy
still doemn't kaow what a "thing'® 1s." (ihis vemerk was made in the context
of Insight, chaptex VIIi.j

If you have resd Tr. Tracy's zceent worke —- Blecsed Rage for Order and The
Analogicgl Tmdziraiion - would vou emsidexr McShane's remark accurate in
regozd to Tracy's thought oe thegs bhooks express it?

3. How would you d'sidngwidsh Lexlen 1aa's persor and neture In Insight?

How, in Method Zn Theology?

Cenn this distlnetfion, or it auolonows Gistinetion, be drawn adequately by
uging Intentionality sanlysis? If so, what would it be? On the other hend,
might 1t require complemcniaticn by metephysleal analysis?

An example would He helpfcl.

&, On mors tham mne occasion you have staced that, for ihe most part, the
guestlon of plureliow con be resoivad to the question of the relatlens between
variouvs types of Afierentiated connelowsuess. ¥Method in Theology offers
soe rules for hemdling the situscion {p. 330).

Would you be willing to comment o hov fay the sbove epplies to 'pluralisw'
in the gense of dffercnt (Gides’z: cormunions, azs well as to pluralisme
within a partictlay cormmion?

S, How would you dlstinfudsh Letwaen a theology that is (a) methodical and
(b) theoretical?
Ta a metnodical theolugy a’sy Cheoratiesl? Is 4t a particular kind of
theoreticel theology? -
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1. Insight and Method in theology lead to the end, not of meta-
physics, but of precritical metaphysics.

Precritical metaphysics conceives metaphysics as the first
science: if one does not know being, one does not know anything;
therefore, being is first; primum est esse.

Critical metaphysics distinguishes three questions: what
are you doing when you are knowing; why is doing that knowing;
what do you know when you do it. On this showing cognitional
analysis is first; the objectivity of human knowledge is second;
and the analysis of proportionate being is third.

If you do not know what occurs when one knows, you cannot
decide whether human knowing is objective or not; you cannot
even say what objectivity is; and if you do not know what objec-
tivity is, you cannot construct an objective and so critical
metaphysics.

Insight, chapters 11 to 17.

If you know in detail what it is to know, what it is to
now objectively, you cannot show that knowing metaphysics is
objective knowing; you can do no more tha n assert it, appeal
to authority, to the wisdom of all the Scholastics, a common
but useless argument, for the Scholastics dissagree on most

questions.
Metaphysics in theology, Insight chap. 16
Distinctions: there are three divine persons I)

Are there three divine essences, No

What is the ground of the distinction: opposed relations
eg Father and Son; the son is not the Father; and the Father
is not the Son

Are the relations really distinct from one another. Yes.

Are they really distinct from the divine essence. No the reality
of each is constituted by the divine essence as an intelligibly
ordered absolute loving, abolute approval of absolute loving,
and the consequent loving resulting from absolute loving and
absolute approval of it

Are not the relations just modes of being while the Father 1is
God who is not jsut a mode of being, and similarly the Son and
the Spirit are God and not just modes of being.

Still one is to distinguish with Aquinas between the relations
as relations and the relations as subsistent

The relations are relations are objects of our abstractive thnking

The relations as subsistent are the relatons as really identical
with the divine essence

It remains that the concept of being comes first
What comes first is the transcendental notion of being;
what is intended in asking questions and so precedes all answers.
What conceptualists do not know is the transcendental notion
that makes questioning posssible and is prior to conception,
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2. Tracy teachs at the Divinity School of the University of
Chicago. Catholic students are the largest number of any
group represented by the student body; but they are not a
majority group; and even if they were, they would not be the
only ones to be taught.

He cannot very well begin by teaching them insight and
so he cannot get into a critical metaphysics.

He feels the need of some metaphysics, else he could not
claim to be objective.

He seems to me to speak with the Whiteheadians, the process
philosophers, but I have not made the effort to pin the thing
down with the accuracy that would be expected in a public statement.

3. According to Aquinas a being is a person if it is subsistent,
distinct, and with an intellectual nature.

It is subsistent if it is not just a part or a component
of something else but a complete whole.

It is distinct if a subsistent A is really distinct from
any other subsistent X

It has an intellectual nature if it is human, or angelic,
or divine.

One starts from what one knows to be true and applies
the pirinciple of metaphysical equivalence, i. e., assigning
the metaphysical conditions of the truth of the accepted

propositions

The principle of metaphysical equivalence is needed to
proceed from true propositions to metaphyscal statements

Aristotle defines a nature as an immanent principle of
morement and rest

The questions behind all our knowing are questions for
intelligence, reflection, evaluation, and salvation

Such questions intend what we are to know, and so they are
immanent principles of movement, of inquiry,

Whne in each inquiry we arrive at a correct answer, that
inquiry ends and so we rest.

4., It applies to any pluralism that has been analysed.

We must first come to know its presuppositions and its
consequents radical

From this basis one can reduce differences to a different-
ian of consciousness or to the a lack of differentiated conscious-
ness.,

However, differentiated or undifferentiated consciousness
is rather remote from differences produced by passion, party
spirit, rivalry, etc. Single issue groups are of people
who need to express themselves and cannot get their minds off
some single point.

5. Theoretical theology and systemtic theology differ as
tweedledom and tweedeldee. They coincide n a methodical
theology with the seventy functional specialty I name systematics.
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