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To put method 1n theology 1s to concelve theology as

a set of related and recurrent operations cumulatilvely advancing
towards s:goad an ldeal goal. However, contemporary theology 1is
specialized, and so it is to be concelved, not as a single set

of related operatisns, but as a series of interdependent sets.

To formulate this conceptlion of theology, first, we shall distinguish
field, subject, and functlonal speclalizations. Next, we shall
describe elght functional specializations in theology,ama set forth
the gnounds for this division, and glve some account of 1ta

vk*

; Finall nall indicate the dymamle unity linking :
etilt%y nally, we 825 nd | dy y Qq
‘¢ functlonal epecialtieeﬁpo one another.

o

1. Thr%ee Types of Specialization‘
Spe:;altiee may be distingulshed in three manners,

namely (1) by dividing and subdividing the field of data,

(2) vy Qﬁfclassifying the results of inve‘stigatione, and (3)

(LI
by dlstingulshing and separating stages of the process from

data to results.

Fleld spelcialization is the moat easily understooed.
NS

as as
As time passes,,centres of learning lncreaseﬂAperiodicals
and }\
multiply}ﬁponographs follow on one another ever more closely,
< difficult

1t becones 1ncreeeinglyh!mnxuawdﬁhf for scholars to keep
abreast with the whole movement in thelr fleld. For good

or 111, a dlvision of 1ab0§r has to be accepted, and this

13 brought about by dividing and then subdlviding the

fleld of relevant data. 8o scriptural, patristlc, medifeval,

reformatlon studles become genera to be divided into species

and subspeclen, to make the specilalist one who knows more

and more about less and less.
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Department and subject speclallzation ls the most familisy
type, for everyone has followed courses z: subjecte in a department.
Now what 1s divided 1s no longer the fleld of data to be
investlgated but the results of 1nvestlpgatlionas to be communicat#@d.
Agaln, where before the dlvislon was into materlal parts, now -
it 1s & conceptual classification that dlstingnishes the
departments of a facnlty and the subjects taught in a department.
Thua, where fleld speclalizatlion would divlide the 01d Testament
into the Law, the Prophets, and the Writlngs, subjlect speclallzation

wonld dlstingulsh semitle languages, Hebrew history, the

- religlona of the anclent Near East, and Christlan theology.

Functional speclalizatlion dlstingulshes and separates
successive stages An the process from date to results. Thus,
textuszl eriticism alms at determining what was written. The
interpreter or commentator takes over where the textual critic
legaves off; his alm is to determine what was meant, The hilstorlan
moves in on a third level; he assembles Interpreted texts and
endeaveﬁrs to conatr%uct a single narrative or view.

Agaln, to tak;/; gulite different instance, experimental
physiclists alone have the knowledge and skills needed to handle
a cyclotron. But only theoretlical physiclsts are able to tell
what exper%%ments'are worth trylng and, when they are triled,
what is the significance of the results. Once more a single
procesa of investigation 1s dlvided 1nto successlve stages,
and each stage becomes a distinet speclalty.

It i to be noted that such functlonal speclaltles are
intrinsically related to one enother. They are successive parte

of one and the same procesa. The earlier parte are incomplete

without the later. The later presuppose the earlier and complement
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themn. In brie&f, fonctional speclalties are functionally inter-
dependent.

Such interdependence ls of the greatest methodologlcal
interest. First, without any prejudice to unity, 1t dlvides
and clarifies the process from data to results. Secondly,
it provides an orderly link between fleld speclalizstion,
based on the division of data, and subject speclalization,
based on a clasgificatlon of results. Thirdly, the unity
of functional speclialtiee will be found, I think, to overcome
or at least counter-balance the endless dlvislons of fleld

speclallzation.

2. An Elghtfo1d Division

In this sectlon we propose to describs brlefly elght
functional speclalties in theology, namely, (1) research,
(2) interpretatlon, {(3) history, {4) dlalectlc, (5) foundations,
(6) doctrines, (7) systematics, and (8) comminications.

later we shall attempt to state the grounds for the foregolng

divieion, 1ts precise meaning, and its implications. Mok

+ B
For the momenEAwe alm at no more

than a preliminary indlcatlon of the materlal meaning of
functional speclalizatisn In theology.

(1) Research mekes avallable the data relevant to theological
investigation. It 1s elther general or speclal. Speclal
research ls concerned with aseembling the data relevant to

some particular questlon or problem, such as the dAoctrine of
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Mr X on the questlon, ¥, 8Such speclal research operates

all the more rapidlf and effectively the nore familiar it 1ls with
the tools made avallable by general research. General

research locates, excavates, and maps anclent citles., It

fl11ls museums and reproduces or corles inscriptions, symbols,
plctures, statues. It declphers unknown scripts and languages.
It collects and catalogues manuscripts, &and prepares crltical
editions of texts. It compqiaes indices, tables, repertories,
bibllograpnales, abstracts, buileti#ns, hand books, dictlonaries,
encyclopedlas. Some day, perhaps,hat will glve us a complete

information-retrieval system.

makes avallable §
(2) while research, seifses what was written, luterpretation

understands what was meant., It grasps that meaning 1n lts proper

historical context, in accord with its proper mode and level of
thought and expresslon, in the light of the circumatancaig ¥€-3'
and Iintentlon of the writer. Its product is the commentary
or mﬁnograph. It 1s an enterprise replete with pitfalls and
today 1t 1s further compllcated by the importation of the problems
of cognltional theory, epistemqigé{& and metaphysics, To it

we return when later we speak of hermeneuatics.

(3) History 1s basilc, special, or general,

Baglec history tells where (places, té?iiipories) and when
(dates, periods) who (persons, peoples) dld what (publlc life, iv?7 .
external acts) to enjoy what success, suffer what reverses, !
exert what Llnfluence. 5o 1t makes as specific and preclse |

a8 posalble the m-re easlly recognlzed and acknowledged
Iy

features of human activitx in thelr geographical distribution 5{74,;'

and temporal succession, ]W5
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Special historfies tell of movementis whether cultural
(lenguage, art, literature, religlon), institutiosnal (family,
sect,
mores, soclety, educatlon, state, law, church,heconomy,
technology), or doctrinal (mathematics, natural sclence, human
sclence, phllosophy, history, theology).
, berhaps, Jjust an ideal. It would be
General hlstory 1%Agggjpasic history illuminated and
: woiuld offer
completed by the speclal hlstories. Ipﬁlﬁ}the total view or
would
some approximation to it. ItAexpresstb the historian's
Information, understanding, Judgement, and evaluatlon with
regard to the sum of cultural, institutional, and doctrinal
movements in thelr concrete settling.

History, as a functlonal specialty within theology, 1s
concerned in different degrees and manners with baslc, speclal,
and general history. In the main it has to presuppose basic
history. Its substantial concern is the doctrinal hlstory of
Ghrist&ian theology with 1lts antece&éﬁdents and consequents

- LI
in the cultural and institutlonal historles of the Christian

and sects.
religion and the Uhristian churches, Finally, 1t cannot remain
alcof from general history, for it is only within the full
view that can be grasped the differences between the Christilan
churches and sects, the relations between different relliglons,
and the role »f Christianity in worlid history.

But to hlistory we &_return later. No less than hermeneutics,
contemporary historical th&ought and criticlism, over and above
their specific tasks, nave become involved ln the basic b

philosophlic problems of our time.
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(4) Our fourth functisnal speclalty 1s dlalectic. While
that name has been employed in many ways, the sense we intend
is simple enough. Vialectic has to do with &d the concrete,

the dynamlc, and the contradictory, and so it finds abundant

materials in the history of Christian movements. For all

movements are at once concrete and dynamlc, while Christian
movements have been marked wlth external and lnternal confllet,
whether one conslders Christianity as a whole or even this or
that larger church or communion.
The materilals of dlalectle, then, are primarily the
conflicts cenéfing in hristian movements. But to thess
these must be added the secondary conflicts in historical
sccounts and theologlcal interpretations of the movements.
Begldes the materials of dlalectlic, there is its aim.
This 18 hlgh and dlstant. As emplrical ascience alms at a
complete explanation of all phenomena, so dlalectic aims at
a comprehenslve viewpolnt. It eeeks some single base or some
8ingle set of related bases from which it can proceed to an
understanding of the character, the oppositionsg, and the
relations of the manylviewpoints exhibited in conflictlng
Chris@&i&n movements, thelr conflicting hlstories, and thelr
conflicting interpretatlons,
W%?ﬁ?&ﬁm@fbrﬂgﬁa@gmma\
ologg}kég. For“dlalectlic is
thpé/;polo etic pers aﬁéa by

rellgicus valuds, ere apologe
e
,/ X
explanationg,that are Sg&nwlat?g/ 0 aat%gfy ﬁ?g{
é‘/
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Besldes the confllcts of Christians and the dlstant goal
past and

of 8 comprehensive viewpolnt, there 18 also tthpreaent fact
of the many diverging viewpoints that result in the conflicts.
Buch vlewpolnte are manifested in confesalons of falth and
learned works of apologetics. But they also are manifested,
often 1n a more vital manner, in the umnotlced assumptions
and oversights, in the predilectigns and aversions, in the
quliet but determlned decisionsﬁg;iﬁﬁ%zgié, apsa¥ens preachers,
and the nen and women in the pews.

Now the study of these vliewpolnte takes one beyond the
fact to the reasoms for conflict. Comparing them wlll bring
to llght Just where differences are lrreduclble, where they
are complementary and conld be brought together within a larger
whole, where flnally they can be regarded as successlve stages
in a single process of development.

Besldes comparison there 1s criticism. Not every viewpoint
1s coherent, and those that are not can be lnvited to advance
to a consistent position. Not every reason is a sound reason,
and Chrlstlanlity has nothing to Yo 1ose from a purge of
unsound reasons, of ad hoc explanations, of the stereotypes
that body forth.f@é@%&h&nﬂﬂ susplcions, resentments, hatreds,
malice. Not every irreduclble difference is a serious
difference, and those that are not can be put in second or
third or fourth place so that attention, study, analxisis
can be devoted to differences that are serlous and profound.

By dialectlc, then, is understoosd a generalized apologetic
conducted 1in an ﬁecumenieal spirit, alming ultisately at a
c¢omprehensive vfgﬁpoint, and proceeding towards that goal

by ecknowledging differences, seeking thelr grounds real and

apparent, and eliminating Pupati superfluous oppositlons.
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(5} AB conversion ip baslc to Christian living, so an
objectification of c¢onversion provides theology with 1its
foundatlons.

is
By conversiorlﬂﬁ understood a transformation of the

gsubject and hls world, Normally 1t ls a prolonged process

though ltes explicit acknowledgement may be concentrated in a

few momentous judgeaents and decisdons, Still it is not Just

8 development or evem a serles of developmenta. Rather it 1s
resultant 1 '

aﬁghange of conrse amd directlion. _t 1s asg 1f one's eyes vere
opened and one's former world faded and fell away. There emerges
something new that fructifies in inter-locking, cumulative
sequences of developments on all levels and in 2ll departments

of human livinge.

Converslon 1g existential, intensely personal, utterly
intimate. But it s not so jriud private as to be solitary.

It can happen to many, and they can form a cosmunity to sustain
one anotheﬂén their self-transformetlon and to help one

another in working out the lmplications and fulfilling the
promise of their new life. ?inally, what can become comnunal,
can becomé historical. <% can”$z: from gensration to generatlon.
It can spread from one cultural milieu to another. It{ can

adapt to changing ¢ircumstance, confront new situations,

survive into a different age, flourlish in another period or
epoch.

Conversion, as lived, affects all of a man's conscious
and intentional opexations., It directs his gaze, pervades hils
imaginatlon, relesses the symbols that penetrate to the depths
of his psyche, It enrichﬁfs his understanding, guldes hle

judgements, relaforces hls decislons, But as comaunal and

historical, as & myvement with its own cultural, 1nstitutlonal,
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and doctrinal dimenslons, coanverslon calls forth a reflection
that makes the movement thematlc, that expllcitly explores
its orlgins, developments, purposes, achlevements, and fallures.
Inasmuch as conversion itaself 1s mace thematlc and
explicitly objlectified, there emerges the fifth functlonal
speclalty, foundations. Such foundatlons differ from the old
fundamental theology in two respects. First, fundamental
theology was a theologlcal first; 1t did not yre follow on
four other speclaltles named resesrch, Ilnterpretation, history,

and dlalectlc. Secondly, fundamental theology was a set of

doctrines, de vera rellgione, de legato divin*g, de ¢k ecclesia,
s o T T

de inspiratione scripturae, de loclis theologicls. In contrast,

foundatlions present, not doctrines, but the horizon within
which the meaning of doctrines can be apprehended. Just as
in religious 1living 'a man wno is unspiritual refuses what
belongsto the Spirit of God; 1t is folly to him; he cannot
grasp it'(1 Cor 2, 14), so in theologlcal reflection on
religious living there have to be dlstinguished the horlzone
within which religious doctrines é can or cannot be apprehended;
and this distinction is foandational,
Yooix
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tonhwhizgiiziood and defined and 6w one norizsn differs fr

¢
aéiﬁpeﬁ//fﬂt once &however may note at a8 converslon o
tic,

é authentic or inautt 80 tpere apo many G

need

orizons and not 1 of them fépresent auEpehtic converslon.
E S
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In due course we shall have to ask how horizon is to be

understood and defined and how one horizon may differ from
another. At once, hovwever, we may note that as converasion
may be authentic oriihauthentic, 80 there may be many Christlan
horizone and not ali of them need reprecent anthentic converslon,
Further, while 1t may be possible to concelve authentle conversion
in more than one manmner, stlll the number of possible manners
would seem to be ?ﬂ&?plﬁﬂ&&ﬁiﬂe{ far fewer than the number
of possible horizone. It follows that our foundations contaln
a promise both of an;elucidation of the conflicts revealed
in dlalectlc and of é selective princlple that will guide

the remaining specialtles concerned with doctrines, systematics,

and communications.

6r the teachings of the efitirch

.’/
e
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(6} Doctrines express judgements »f fact and judgements
of valus, They are concerned, then, with the affirmations and
negations not only of dogmatlic theology but also of moral,
asce*tical, mystical, pastoral, and any simllar branch.

* Such doctrines stand wlthin the horizon of foundations,
They have thelr precise definition from dlalectic, thelr
positive wealth of clarification and development from history,

WHQ thelr grounds in the interpretatlion of the data proper

to theology.

e
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doctninde-

(7} The facts and values afflrmed 1n doctrines glve rise
For doctrinal figuratlve or
to further ﬁ questiona.}ATﬁﬁtQ}expression may beAsymbollc.

\
It may be descrliptive and based u%@imately on the meanlng

of words rather than on an understanding of realitlies. It may

y 1T pressed,

gnickly becomee vague and indefinlte. It may seem, when
examined, to be &af Involved in inconslstency or fallacy,
The functlonal speclalty, systematics, attempts to
meet these issues. It 1= concerned to work %a& out
appropriate systems of conceptuallization, to remove apparent
Inconsistencles, o move towards some grasp of spiritual
matters both from thelr own imner coherence and from the
analogies offered by more famlllar human experience.
(8) Communlcations is concerned with theology in 1its
three
exteﬁrnal relatlons, Theese are of ‘mehkinds. There are
o
and other
interdiscipliknary relations with art, language, literature,‘A
-
religions, with the natural and the human sclences, with
transpositions

philoseophy and history. Further, there are the/nedahndnma
has to develop 1if

that
Ydvaleapnents and Avaneforretions theological thought et
religion is
- ﬁFo retain Lts identity and yet at the same
time find access into the minds awmd hearts of men of all cultures
hseek and classes. Finally, there are the adaptatione needed
to meke full and proper use of the dlverse medla of communicatlon

that are available at any place and time.
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. grounds of the Dlwvialon

We have indicated in summary fashlon elight functlonal

specialties. We have now io explain where thle list of eight

comes from and what are the princlples to be lnvoked 1n further

clarificatlons of meaning and delimltatlons of functlon.
The first principle of the dlvielon is that theologlcal
operations occur Ln two basic phases. If one is to harken

to the word, one must also bear wltness to it. If one engages

in lectio dlvina, there come to mind quaestlones. If one
agsimilates tradltion, one learns that one should pass it on.
If one encounters the past, one also has to take one's stand

towards the future. In brief, there 1s a theology in oratione

obliqua that tells what Paul and John, Augustine and Agulnas,
and anyone else had to say about God and the economy of

salvation. But there 15 also a theology in oratlone recta

in whlch the theologlan, enlightened by the past, confronts
the problems of hls own dsy.

The second principle of divislion 1s derived from the
fact that our conscious and intentlional operations occur on
four distinct levels and that each level has its own proper
achlievement and end. S0 the proper achievement and end of
the first level, experiercing, is the apprehznslon of data;
that of the second level, understanding, ls insight into
the apprehended data; that of the third level, Judgement,
is the acceptance or rejectlon of the hypotheses and theories
put forward by understanding to account for the data; that
of the fourth level, decision, the acknowledgement of values
and the selectlon of the wethods or other means that lead
to their reallzatlon.
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Now in everyday, kaole* comnonsense performance, all four
levels are employed continuously without any expliclt distlnetlon
between them. In that case no functlonal speclallzation arlses,
for what is sought is not the end of any particular level dut
the cumnlative, composite resultant of the ends of all four
levels., But in a sclentific investigation the ends proper
to particular levels may become the oblectlive sought by
- operatlons on all four levels, So the textual critic willl
select the method (level of declsion) that he feels will lead
to the discovery (level of understanding) of what one may
reasonably affim (level of judgement) was writtem in the
original text (level of experience). The textual critic,
then, operates on all four levels, but hls goal 1ls the end
proper to the filrst level, namely, to ascertaln the data.

The Interpreter, however,
" ?uh:thex&nha&pceée!ﬁpuraues a different goal. He wlshes to

selects
understand the text, and so he ﬁ&a&bﬂ»&«leéi a different
method. Moreover, he cannot confine hls operations to

8 selective
the mpecond level, understanding, and to the fourthzadecision.

He must apprehend the éi,text accurately before he can hope
to understand it, and so he has to operate on the first
level; and he has to judge whether or not hnls understanding
fall to distinguish between
is correct, for otherwilse he wlll awiwhethapahe & A
understanding ggﬁtiiEigd?i::i:g:2@&Eﬂ§n§§nﬂi23£§§;;§%§?ing‘
Functlonal specializatlons 4we arlse, then, inasmuch
ag one operates on all four levels to achleve the end
pPOpquEg gome particular level. But there are four levels
and so four b¢ proper ends. It follows that the very structure

of human inouvlry results in four functlonal speclalizatlions and,

since in theology there are two dlstinet phases, we are

led to expect elght funetlonal speclallzations in theology.

o_)
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In the first phase of theology in oratione obligua there are

rgsearch, Interpretation, history, and dlalectic. 1In the

gecond phage of theology in oratlone recta there are foundatlons,

doctrlnes, sycstematics, and communicatlons.

S0 in assimilating the past, first, there is research that
uncovers and makes avallable the data, secondly, there 1s
interpretation that understands thelr meaning, thirdly, there

judges and
is history thaEAparrates what occurred and, fourthly, there ls
dlalectlic that endeavo*rs to unravel the conflicts concerning
values, facte, meanlngs, and experiences. The firast four

functional specialtles, then, seek the ends proper respectively

to experlenclng, understanding, judeglng, and de*qiding; and, of
3

~Q0A Dy enployiin Romenone. but-i)

each one does
coursevklhaxdeApo by employing not some one but all four

of the levels of coneclous and intentional operatlons.

This fonurfold speclallzatlon corresponds to the four
dimensiona of the Christlan message and the Christian traditlon.
For that message and traditlon, first of all, %;fa rangs of
data. Secondly, the data purport to convey not the phenomena
of things, as in the natural sclences, but the meanings entertained

a8 1n the human sclences.
and communicated by minas,r\Thirdly, these meanlngs were

[Hiteped_anfLtremmTitad bt \gimemtives—andt placed
uttered at given times and places and transmitted through
determinate channels and under sundry vicissitudes. Fourthly,
hthe utterance and the itransmissi n were the w?bk of persons
bearing witness to Chrisﬁ&lJesus and; by their words and deeds,
bringing abont the iresent religious situation.

Research, then, interpretation, history, and dlalectlic
reveal the religious situation. They mediate an encounter

with persons wltnessing to Christ. They challenge to a F&f

0 )
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decision: in what manner or measure am I to carry the burden of
continuity or to risk the initiative of change? That declsilon,
primarily

however, is)pot a theologleal but a religlous event; 1t pertalns
to the prlor more spontaneons level on which theology &6{
reflacte and which it 11lumioates and objectlfies; 1t enters
into theclogy only as reflected on and objectified in the
fifth specialty, forndations,

With such a decislion, however, there 1ls effected the
transition from the first to the second phase, The first
phase ls medlating theology. It is research, interpretation,

introduce the Body of Christ.
history, dialectlc that,Mrims b8 us to knowledge oqﬁthnhsﬂA

bodAuag&Boﬂg1 But the second phase ts medlated theology.

It 18 knowledge of God and of all things as ordered to God,

ot DT8R a5 (o8 TB oW D—Fa0¢ 1o \PAYR - Rnedd ey

not indeed as God is known immediately (1 Cor 13, 12),
mediately

nor as he 1s known,@hrongh created nature, but as he 1s known

mediately through Shddldé the WwHodd whole Christ, Head and

members,

In the second phase the specilalties have been jwmued

K
named in inverse order. L;ﬁe dialectic, foundations 1s on

- v
the * level of decislon. Llike hlstory, doctrines is on the

level of Judgement. ILike later:iretation, systematlcs alms

at understanding. Finally, as research tabulates the data from
the past, so communications produces data in the present and
for the futnre.

The reason for the inverted order Iis simple enough.

In the first phase one begins from the data and moves ptumvdd
yorotral erfedadtsd through meanings and facts towards

personal enccunter., In the asecond phase one begins {rom

[ E———
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reflection on authentle converaion, employs it as the horlzon
within which doctrines are to be apprehended and an understanding

of thelr content sought, and finally moves to a creatlve

exploration of communications dlfferentiated according to media,
according to clasces of men, and according to common cultural

int eresta.

4, The Need for the Division

The need for some dlvision 1s clear enough from the
dlvisions that already exlst and are recognlzed. Thus, our
divisions of the second phase -- foundations, doctrlnes, systematles,
and communications -- correspond rouaghly to the already famillar
dlstinctlons between fundamental, dogmatic, spsculative, and
pastoral or practical theology. Nor can the spsclaltles of
the first phase ~- research, 1lntzrpretation, hlstory, ang
dlalectic ~- be described as sheer novelties, Textual criticism
and other types of research are pursued for tnelr own sakes.
Commentaries and interpretatlve monegraphs are a well-known

chiueh history,
genre. Toﬁéhe nlstory of dogmas,and the history of theology
there has recently been added salvation history. Dilalectle,
finally, 1s an éw}ecumenical varlant éj on the long-standing
controversial and apologetic types of theology.

What, however, 1s new is the conception of these baaﬂﬁ
branches of theological activity as functional specialtles,
as distinct and separable stages in a single process from
tﬁ,data to ultimate results. Accordingly, what has to be
explained ls the need for this conception of the many

a

exlsting branﬁches of theology and for the reorgania}ion
[t

that thls conception brings 1ln its trailn,

— - A
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Flrst, then, the need 1%Ngimply a matter of cinvenlence.

One can justify fleld speclallzatlon by urging that the d‘
relevant data are too extensive to be lnvestlrated by a single
mind. One can defend subjeét speclalization on the ground
that the matter ls too broad to be tahght successfully by a

single profesgsor. But functlional speclalizatlon is essentlally

.

not a distinctlon of specialists but a dlstinction of speclaltlesn.

It arlees, not to dlvide ﬁi,the same sort of task among many
hands, but to distingnish different tasks and to prevent them
froﬁ belng confusegd. Different ends are pursued by employlng
different means, different means are used in different manners,
different manners are ruled by different methodical precepte.

Secondly, there exist the different tasks. For once
theology reacheg a certaln stage of developuent, there becomes
apparent the radical difference between the two phases, and
in *ae# gach of the phases the four ends that correspond to
the four levels of conscious and Intentlonal operations.

If these elght ends exlst, then there are eight dliferent
tasks to be performed, and eight different sets of methodical
precepts that have to be distinguished. Wlthout such
dlstinetions, investlgators will not have clear and distinct
ideas about what preclsely they are doing,hmq how thelr
operations are related to thelr immediste ends, and how

such Immediate ende are related to the total end of the
subject of their inoulry.

Thirdly, the distinction and division are needed to curb
one-sided totalitarian ambitions, ZEach of the elght has 1its
proper excellence. None can stand wlitnout the other seven.
But the man with the blind-spot ls fond of concluding that

his specia%ﬁfy le to be pursued because of its excellence and
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the other seven are to be derlded becauwse by themselves they
are insufficient. From such one-sldedmness theology has suffered
gravely from the middle ages to the present day. Only a
well-reasoned total view can guard ys against its jetdriensd
contlnuance in the present and lts recurrence in the future.

Fourthly, the distinction and dlvislon are needed to
realst excessive demands. If all of the eight are needed for
the complete process from deta to resulis, stlll a serlous
contribution t;iihgfeight 1s as much as can e demanded of
a single plece of work. ' ‘

What is such a contrlbution? It lneludes, 1 should say,
two parts. The major part 1s to produce the type of evlidence
proper to the speclalty. 5o the exegete does exegesls on
exegetical principles. The ﬂ&q historian does hilstory on
historical ﬁrinciplea. The doctrinal theologlan ascertalns
doctrine on doctriqéal principles. The systematlc theologlan
clarifies, reconciles, unifles on systematic principles.

But there 1ism, besldes this@ ma jor and prinecipal part, also
a minor part. Each of the speclaltles 18 functionally
related to the others. Especlally untlil such tims as a
method in theology 1s generally recognized, 1t will bb
hver serve to preclude mlsunderstaniing, mlsinterpretatlon,
and misrepresentation, 1f the speciallst dAraws attentlon

to the fact of speclallzatlion and glves some indlcatlon of
his awareness of what 1s to be added to his statements In
the light of the evidence available to other, dlstinct

epeclaltles.
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Se A’ Dynamic Unity
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The unity of %ﬁuﬁ a subject in process of development
is &&—dynamie. For as long as further advance ls posslble,
the perfection ﬁ,of complete Immobllity haii not yet been

there cannot yet Te reached
sttalned and, for that reason,,the loglcal 1deal of flxed
terms, accurately and lmmutably formulated axioms, and
absolutely rigorous deduction of all posalibls conclusions‘.
her
pannatbeattstsedd{ The absence, however, of statlc unity

does not preclude the presence of dynamic unity, and what thls

can mean we must now conslder.
Development, then, seems to be

/4f&lﬂﬁexwlﬁbﬂﬁﬂh;btha&wx&fﬂfrom an inlitial state of
indlfferentiation through a process of differentlation and

speciallization towards a goal in whlch the differentiated
gpeclalties functlon as an lntegrated unlty.

Q. inltigwmm

heology were not dietinguLshed Gradual1y particular

u=3tions were—Taised and painfully it was ;Bé}nt that

eir solutions demanded the use of te/ms unknown,to'

/’
P
scripture and the formulation of mednings unfamiliar to
/
he Anclent.- philosgpher'a. R)/l/ection cp:r’thia Ma 1tsllf
beda adACT B oT wire”

ceatury

g0 Initlally the Christian rellglion and Christian
theology were not dlstinguished, Traditlion was assimllated.
Efforts were made to penetrate Lts meanling and feod recast 1t
for apostolic or apologetlc ends. Not all were happy.
Innovators formed schicols that splintered off hﬂﬂ&nieué
in varlous dirsctions and ﬁh&rebﬁ by thelr veryﬁlseparation

d
and dlversity emphaaiz%‘a maln, unchanging traditlon,

(ﬁq

*p

- ettt |




The main tradition ltself was confronted wilth ever deeper
issues. £8 Painfully 1t learnti;:mNicﬁea the necesslity of
going beyond scriptural language to fJ;;ulate what it consldered
scriptural truth. Palnfully 1t learnt from Chalcedon the
necesslty of employing terms in senses unknown both to scriptuq&p
and to the earller patristic tradition. But it is 1n reflectlon
on such develoetmenta, a8 in Byzantlne 3cholasticism, and
in the extension of such reflectlve consideratlon to the
whole of Christian thought, as in med%keval Scholastlclian,
that theology became an academlc subject, at once intimately
connected wilth the Christian rellgion and manifestly dlstinct
from it.

?hik The valldlty of this first differentiatlion
iz, of course, questloned today. Is not such academic theology
merely & cultural superstructure, divorced from real life,
and thereby inimical to 1£° Eﬂtvqhdistinction, I feeﬁt, must
be made. For primltives and, generally, for undliferentiated
consclousness any #da&ami* academlc development 1s not merely
useless hut also imposcsible, The dlfferentiation of operations
and objects necessltates é differentlation in the ézconsciousness
of the operating subject. hm&&&mmmmmh So for undifferentiated
consclousness all that {s academlc 1ls essentlally alien,
and any effort fo 1mpoee#not only 1s ;.:intolerable and deadening
intrusion but also 1s doomed to fallure. Still this 1s not
the whole story. For once conscliusness 1s differentlated,
a corresponding development in the expreczsion and presentation
of religion Lifbécomes necessary. 5o 1n an educated and
alert consclousness & chlldlsh apprehensicn of religious

truth either must be sublated within an %éad gducated

apprehension or else it will simply be drorped as outmoded and

oo, bt natl]
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outworn. To return, then, to the common objectlon, one must,

I shonld say, ask whose 'real life' is 1n question. If concern
is expressed for the real 11fe of primitives and other instances
of undifferéntiated conacl-usness, then manifestly an academice
theology ls utterly irrelevant. But 1f concern ls for the

real life of dlfferentliated consclousness, then iIn the measure
that consclousness 1is ié differentlsted an academlc theology

is a necessity.

If I have beex{attending to the Indlvidual aspect of the

'matter, I am by no means denyling its soclal and histosrical

principal
aspects. As we saw in Chapter I, the natﬁdpart of human living

1g constituted by meaning, and 8o the principal part of

human movements is concerned wlth meaning, It follows more

or less 1nevitably that the further any movement spreads and

the longer 1t lasts, the more it 1s forced to reflect i

on 1lts own proper meaning, to dlstinguish itself from other
meanings, to guard itself against aberration. Horeover, as
rivals come and tpb'go, as clrcumstances and problems change,

as lasues are driven back to thelr presupposltions and sonetnsdnn
decisions to thelr ultimate consequences, there emerges that

was named by Georg Simnel
ehift towards system,whic@kaAjUJmuﬂAaameqhﬁie Yendung 2ur Idee.

But what is true of movements generally, also 1s true of

Christianity. The umlrror in which 1t reflects ltself 1s theology.

“$qpachingf‘asx toﬁailmany wigh;,
ever, 1f’f deen 1t i blunder to’identity,bﬁ/algo:'

T SO S I SO
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80 rellgion and theology become dlstinet and separate 1n
the very measure that rellgjon 1tself develops and adherents
to religion move easily from one pattern of consclousness to
another, 8t111 thls withdrawal must not be without a
compensating return. Development is through speclalization
but 1t must end in lntegration. Nor ls integratlon to be
achleved by mere regression. To identlfy theology wlth
relligion, with liturgy, with prayer, with preaching, no
doubt is to rsvert to the earliest perlod of Christlanity.
But also 1t 1s to overlook the f{act that the conditions of
the earliest period have long since ceased to exlst. Thers
are real theological problems, real issues that, 1f burked,
threaten the very existence of Christianlty. There are
real problems of communication im the twentieth century,
and they are noct solved by preaching to ancient Antiloch,
Corinth, or Rome. So it 1ls that we have been *&ﬂ led to
the conclnuslion of acknowledging a distlnction between the
Christlan religlon and Christisn &hayﬂ theology and, at the
pame time, of demanding an elghth functlonal speclallty,
communications.

B
Such is our first instance of differentiation

and dynamic unity. Religlon and theology become distlnet
and separate. But the separateness of theology ls a withdrawal
that %ﬁ&&ﬁ&& always intends and in its ultimate stage effects

8 return.

g
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Qur second lrstance of differentlatlon and dynanic unity
regards the major dlvisions within theology ltself. These are
the two phases each contalulng four functional specialtles.
For 1t le within Vhedf] these elght speclalties that all
theological operations occur, and so fleld speciallzation on
the one hand and subject speclalizatlion on the other turn out

to be subdlvisions of the elght speclalties. kﬂﬁﬁﬁmq

; £ o ePre T lfied ot the Detenid-pheasey
(/in fact, fleld speclalization subdlvides tne materials
on which the specialties of the flrst phase operate, while
subj#ect speclalization classifies the results obtalned by the
épecialties of the second phase.
The subdivi&siona effected by field specialization vary
with the task to be performed. Speclal research takes a h&?ﬁ
narrow strip of the dats, while general research cuts a bdbroad
swath., Interpretation will confine itself to some single work
of an author or to some aspect of all his works, while history
arlses only from an array of general andi speclal researches,
of monographs and commentaries. Dlalectlc finally finds 1its
units in the metamorphoses of what 1a basically the same confllct,
now on the level of religlous living, now on opposed histories
of the prior events, now in opposed theologlcal interpretations.
(foreytamiemmney
The unlty of this first phase ls manifestly not statle
but dynamic, The fuur specialties stand to one another,
not in some logical # relationship of premiss to concluslon,
of particular to universal, or anythlng of the sort, but as

guccessive partial objects in the cumulative process that

. . oo . l g ! : ’
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k.
promotes .o
inquirx1mowma from experienclng to understanding. bﬁbﬁ that
" promotes
reflectionhme¢ew from understanding to Jjudging, that deliberatlon
promotes

nam@qdfrom Judglng to decldlng. Such.a structure 1s essentlally

open. Experlence 1s open to further data, Understanding to

a fuller and more penetrating grasp, Judgement to acknowledgement

of new and mor= adequatei‘perspectives, of more nuanced pro-

nouncemnent s, of more detalled information. Decision finally

tends to
le reached only partially by dialectic, whichﬁgliminateé
oppositl ons .

evidently foolishﬂ?wmﬁﬁkéhq and 8o narrows down lasues, but

is not to be expected to pgo to the roots of all confliet for,

ultimately, conflicte have thelr ground in the heart# of man.
Interdependence is reclprocal dependencs. Not\énly does

1nterpretat££9n depend upon research bdat also research depends

on ionterpretatlon. Not only does history depend upon both

research and interprstatlon, but no lems history i‘suppllea

the context and perspectlves within whlch research and lnter-

pretatlon operate. Not only does dlalectic depend on history,

interpretation, and k&3934 research, but lnversely 1n so far

as dlalectic is bumnscened transcendentally grounded it is

y”ﬁg able, ag we shall see, to provide lInterpretatlon and history

with heuristic structures, much as mathematics provides the

natural sciences with such structures.
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Such reclprocal dependence 1s most ezslly achleved
when the four spaclalties are performed by a single speclalist.
, within the confines of a single mind,
FoﬁAﬁhe interdependence of experience, understanding, Judgement,
and decislion is achleved spontaneously and without effort.
MMWMW It remsins, however,
"

that the more ths specialtles develop, the more their technloues
are refined, the more dellicate the operations they perform,
the less will 1t be possible for the single speclallet to
master all four speclalties. Then recourse must be had to
team-work, The different speclalists must understand the
ﬁdV&b/%@l@vdnﬁaxdwheaehAgﬁhérﬁa\w&fﬁjfbﬁ\thmh#
relevance of one another's work for thelr & own. They@ nust
be familiar with what already has been achlieved and so able
to grasp each new develorment. Finally, they must be in

at once
easy and rapild communication, so that all may proflw\from the
advences made by anyone, and each may be able to set forth at

problems and

once thﬁAdifficulties that arise in his own specialty from

the changes proposed in another.

m theTw nﬂiﬁga\M‘
ﬁhq/a/gérré%ivq dﬂa ;2?5

ecogﬁ/ph e descends frogm._.
wards the manifold of gpproaghgs
horiéonhto the ndltipkdedtys
-
BLargs-ts 1 NN A,

Vi
As the flrast phase riges from the almost endless

an interpretative, then to

multiplicity of data first t%«a narratlvq,and then to a

dlalectical unity, the second phase descends from the unlty

nf

of a grounding horizon towards the<mani€old--si<approached
tﬁ,the almost endlessly varied senslbilitles, mentalitles,

Interests, and taa#tes of mankind.
o
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This descent lg, not properly a deduction, but rather a
succession of transpositions to ever more determlnate contexts,
Foundatlons'ﬂgovides a basle orientation. Thls orientation,
when applied to the conflicts of dlalectich and to the amblguitles

e
of history, becomes a principle of selectlon of doctrlnes.t

But doctrines bﬁhﬂﬁrﬂaeimIIEtisﬁfby’hdManﬁ%n{eT&ivéhBeﬂﬁen&y
WWMM—WMKMMMMW
#évéaieﬁ/¢wbﬁyﬁtEmatﬁcé{ tend to be regarded as mere verbal
formulae, unless thelr ultimate meaning is worked out and
their poseible c:herence revealed by systematies. Nor la
such ultimate clarificatlon enough. It flxes the substance

both
of what there lg to be communicated. But there remaing the

problem of creative use of the avallable medla and the“:ask
of finding the appropriate approach and procedure to canve&y
the mesrage to people of differking clagses and cultures.

I have spoken of foundations selectling doctrines, of

doctrines setting the problem of systemptics, of aystematics

fixing the kernel of the Laq message tqﬂcommunicated in many

- different ways. But there 1s not to be overlooked the fact

of‘gsﬁfndence in the opposite directlon. Questlons for systematics
b&ﬂﬂarise from communications., Systematic modes of conceptualization
can be employed in doctrines. The conéyereion, formulated as
horizon in fonndations, will bnmiaagé possess not only personal
but also soclal and doctrinal dimenslona.
There ls, then, reciprocal dependence within each of the
two phases, and thls was only to be expected since the four
levels of conscious and intentional operatlouns (whiché determlne
the four specialtles in each phace) are themselves interdependent.

Fturther there is dependence of the second phase on the firat,
W

for the second c¢onfronts the present and future in the llght of
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Footnote to chapter 5 page 27

1) Only concrete instances can convey what is meant by the
phrase, "its proper function of reaching its results by an appeal
to the data." So I beg any reader not familiar with my meaning
to read Stephen Neill, The Interpretation of the New Testament,
1861-1961, London (Oxford University Press) 1964, pp. 36-59,

on J. B. Lightfoot's refutation of C, C. Baur's dating of the

New Testament writings,

@
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what has been assimilated from the past, It will be asked,
however, whether there is a rsciprocal dependence between the
first and the second pnases, whether the first dependas on the
gecond, ag the gecond on the first.

To this r~nmestlon, the answer must be quallfied. There

s, perhaps inevitably, a dependence of the first phase on the

second. But the greatest care must be taken that thls ddiewdesod
influence from the second phase does not destié;iige proper
openness of the first phase to all relevant data or 1lts proper
function of reachin;;;esults by an appeal to the data.i'Just
what is to be understood by proper openness and proper functlon
is a matter to be clarifled in due course. But the polnt to

be made at once 1s that a second phase, which lnterferes with
th;figgzr functioning of the first, by that very fact 1ls

cutting itself off from its own proper §4 source and ground

and blocking the@,way to lts own vital development.

Within the limits of thgi qualification Qaw4 , however,
thers 18 to be acknaaedged an interdependence of doctrine and
doctrinal history and, as well, of fonndationg and dlalectic.
Thus, if one attempted to wrlte a history of mathematlcs, or
of chemistry, or of medicine, without a thorough iﬁ grasp of
these subjects, one's work wonld be foredoomed to fallure,

Cne k,would ever tend to overlook signiflcant events and to
set great store hy

Exoenesthostorexon ninor natters. One's lanpuage would be

inaccur-te or out of &a%d date, one's emphases mistaken, one's

pergpect ives distorted, one's bwd omissiona intolerable.

What is true of mathemstics, chemistry, medleine, also is
true of religion and theology. It is a commonplace today
that to undercztand a doctrine one had best study 1its history,

It 1s no less true that to write the history one has to understand
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the doctrine.

There 1s a somewhat simllsr affinity between dlalectic
and foundations., Foundations objectify econversion. They
bring to light the opposite poles of a conflict 1n personal
history. Though we may not hope for a single § and uniform
account of authentic conversion, stlll any plausible account
willl 2dd a dimension of depth and seriousness to the uﬂa&eyﬁ
analyses reached by dlaefletic. That depth and ssriousness,
in turn, will reinforce the éecumenical gplrit of dlalectle

and, at the same time, weaken its merely polemical tendencles.

fitaiiya e CormspeniaTLies. oS- £TrsT Lptiaa

'ependgﬁt and fo lesa,,the f?//ﬁfspecialties of/%

, the 1T:ifggpendence/on the/Jffél//;/ﬁecistgu/bet (e

alactic and oundat;pns and. non-toe-tevel ot

&
Ty ahd évctivive.
foregoling
Finally, from thekﬁgpeinn instances of in*erd*ependence
W
there follows a generalx, if indirect, interdependence of

the first and second phases. For the four speclaltles of
the flrst phase are 1nterdepnndentL :hmmi Similarly, the
Azgignglllmaz
four /\of the second phase are interdependent. 8o
the interdependence of dlalectic and foundatlons and of
hlstory and doctirines involves all elght speclslties in zn
at least Indirect Interdependence.
Such, then, iz in outline the dynamic unity of theology.

It is a unlty of interdependent parts, each adjusting to

changes in the others, and the whole developling as a result
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of such changes and adjustments. Further, thls internal
process and interactlion has its external relations. For
theology'aa a whole functions withln the larger coantext of
Christian living, and Christlan llving wlthin the still

larger proceses of human history.'

6. Conelusion

Christian theology has been conceived as dile Wendung

zur Jdee, the shift towards system, occurring witnln Chrlatlanity.
It makes tnematic what already 1s a part of Christlan living.

Such differentlation and development wlthineChristian llving

is followed by further differentiatlons and developments

within theology lteelf. For theology divides 1nto a medlating
phase, that encounters the past, and a medlated phase, that
confronts the future. Each of the pnases subdivides into

four functional specla%ﬁ;iaa. These Interact with one another

as theology endeavors to make its contribution towards

meeting the needs of Christlan living, actuating 1te potentialities,
and taking advantage of the opportunitles offered by world
history.

s T T AB one’ “turns from losic to method the

cL ntext desorlbed above, EHEAold aueation g; about the nature
,fhas now to bé met

f thepiogy -:=ant With an acceunt of what theologians do.

.:

A ’bne drops even analogies from the Poaterior Analytlca

ang accepts the model offered by modern science, theolosy _
;aases to be a habit in a mind or a dootrine ina book to ///
become an on-golng communal enterprlse.. w1th the acknowleﬁéement
thgt nature is less human than history,’theolOELana in a

of their task \
fLrst Ph qaih;osu“tohthewpqgt and,nin“awaeuqndfwfaﬂﬁhthe\; Q.
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Aa thls conception of theology starts f{rom the notlon

of functional speclalization, so other conceptlons rest on the

notilona of subject or of fleld aspeciallzation. BSubject specialization

is preaupposed in the Arlstotelian dlvision of sclences by thelr
formal objects, and it is in thia context that theology 1ln the

past has been defined as the sclence, of God and of all thinga in
their relatlons to God, conducted under the light of revelation

and faith. On the other hand, fleld speclallzation ls domlnant

¥ In contemporary thought concerned with biblical theology,
patristic theology, medleval theology, renalssance theology, modern
gonvmupongmp theology.

I am not, perhaps, unjust iln polnting out that the sudbject
approach tended to emphaslze the mediated phase and neglect the
nedlating phase, while the field approach tends to emphasize
the mediating phase and ovef-aimpllfy the medlated phase. If
thié is correct, the functlo-al approach mast be credited with
giving full attention to both phases and, as well, showing how

they ecan possess a dynamic interdepsndence and unity.
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