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to adapt to changing circumstances and spportunlties, but
neither circumstance nor opportunity modified husan nature,
and so0 adaptation could never é affeet the substance of things.
While c¢laselelst culture concelved itself normat ively,
modern culture concelves itself empirically. 1t 1s the cultures
that bedd recognlzes cult ral variation, differénce, development,
breakdown, that M investigates eachh of the many cultures of
mankind, that studles thelr hlstories, that seeks to underatand
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barbaric. Inctead of thinking Op man 1n terms of a nature
comnon to all men whether awake or asleep, genluses or morons,
saints or slnnera, it attends principally to nen in thelr
concrete llving. If it can discern comson ard invariant structiuree
in human operations, it refusee to take flight from the particular
to the unlversal and endeavors to meet the challenge of knowing
people In a1l thelr diversity and mutability.

This comcern for the concrete and the detalled has been
forcing a twofold transformation upon Catholic theology.
Befoxre man's hilstoricity became an acknowledged fact, Vincent of

Lering canom -- gquod semper, guod ublcue, gquod ab omnlbug --

was & trulsm. It was taken for granted that If one knew and

understood the falth as 1t 1is preached today, then one could
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ot go wrong in interpretling the 01d and New Testaments, the
frreek and Latin Fathers, the Scholastics and the later controverslal-
ista . After all, all were saying Just the same thing. Bnhmuiamm
Taere was no need for endless scholars concentrating on thls or
thrat part of the bible, of patristic, or wmedleval, or later
wr-lt ings. But In the last hundred years thls situatlon has
been reversed. Interest in the concrete and the detalled
has revealed development, va r variation, change. What before
va.s thought the province of one or two professors, cannot now be
raneged by less than a large and extensive collaboration.
Just how this collaboration is to be carrled out, 1s a fundamental
probdem in Catnolle theology at the present tlme, and the solution
of thls problem will entall, I belleve, a vigorons restructruring
of theology. |

But there is a further aspect of the matter. Concern for
the concrete and the detallsd has elimlnated the faculty psychology
that disingulshed intellect and will, speculative and practilcal
Intellect. In its place has come the structure in which our
tonsclous andx intentional operations occur. The result has
been to replace the practical intellect by the existentlal
sabject., and the speculative intellect by thzizzgee of the

four levels of conscious intentionallty. Wwhere before
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