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Tf?jmetﬁod In"theology - internal problem

1, Christian theology is thematized knowledge of God mediated by
the Body of Christ,
_ Knowledge of God 1s immediate in the beatific vision; it is
medlated by unaided human rsason in natural theology; it is mediated
by the Body of Christ, objectlvely through the historic Chriatian
comnmunity, and on the slde of the subject lnasmuch as the theologlan
ls a new man in Christ Jesus and so neither Jew nor Greek (Gal 3, 28).
Such knowledge is had by all Christians where knowledge is
exerclte, véecu, exlistenziell; it 1s theology when it is thematlzed,
signate, existenzial, i.e., articulated, ordered, grounded, evaluated.
Thematized knowledge of God divides into positive, dogmatic,
Systematic, and foundational. :
Positlive thematlzes spontanecus expressions of such knowledge i
and previeus thematizationas: 1t is theology in oratlo obligua; an E
account of sources and developmentsx in thelr detail and particularity. 1
Dogmatic 1s concerned with dogmas in thelr genesls content implicatidn
-1t stands to positive as, eay, Butterfleld's Origins of Modern Sclence :
to particular studies of each of the discovarles that led to modern se. !
Systematic 1is concerned with attaining an imperfect and analogous '

Foundaiional 1s concerned with the Catholic position as a whols,
not in 1its entlirety,but 1n Iits rootsjaln the preclse logatlon of
d¢fferences from other positions; in the precise formulatlion of
Catholle presuppositions, the divisions of theology, their respective
methods, the intepration of the separate parts.

From my standpoint, method and- foundational more or less colncide,

gL#Qf3 understanding of the mysteries, ie paradoxes resulting from dogm definit

2. Method 1s concerned with vasic operations, thelr differentliation,
w varlous combinatlons of difrerentlaféd operations, mutmelly excluslve
4} Method diifers.from doctrine, which regards particular object%A
fie 1in thelr relatlons,

ywiiéﬁﬁ It differs from logle which regards objlects In general in thelr
W
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o, DECESBATY relatlionshlps.
‘ It provides tine basis for determining (a) what are we to do,
L first, next, In thgird place, etc., (b) how are we #io do sach of these,

”;wa,(c) what can we expect to result from prs perforning the series of
e operations in that menner. -
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Notes 1t provldes the basis for detsrmining; it 1s not a cook

blM book, but & study preparatory to wrltling co0k~books and L wmae CM"‘M—?

It 18 closely related to the subject, his religious, moral,

intellectnal conversion, his openness, his authentlelity: operarl

* gseouitur esse; the operations of the theologian follow {rom what
theologlian is. Method is unpleasantly e-istential.
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z. Our concern ls contemporary. We are notalntepestedsim, the
method that holds for all times and places. We are concerned with
the metnodical problem of tue pr:gent moment, and we now proceed
to sketch whot we belife this problem to he,

a) The concrete and particular carrier of the problem is the

gnormous development of positive studies in contemporary Catholic theology
- . From 1900 there was an outpouring of probest literature urging

‘more posltlve study in theology, in academdlc teaching, in seminary teachi
‘Bibliography, B. Xlberta, Introductio in sacram theol., Madrid 1949.
- 1 July 1931, Deus sclentlarum Dominus, AAS 23(1931}, 241 ss,

Professors of theology &t the present time for the most part were

formed under the provisions of D sc Ds; younrer professors were pupil
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- géneral literature; rest speci-lized blbl for each Pather
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“Science as & Gresk ldeal and sciende as a modern achievement
<lassical consciousness and contem

__"a philosophy that fits in with Greek sel
and & philosophy that fits in with modern science and hilstorical consc. .

(b} to mutllate the whole, and (c} to dlstort the remalingder.

'(a) to add a new department to knowledge, (b) to demand an organic

-
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The exteng of the literature that has resulted (in part at least)
nay ve gleaned foom bibliogra hles in Biblica, Altaner, Rech.theol.

anc. med. (Bulletin), hem theol L
Altaner: 7 pp sip 3 1-2 pp eollections, key works; 23 pp survey

Add the dictianeries, encyclopedias, collectlve works, handiooks,
which publishing houses seem quite anxious to promote.

b) The problem 1s not what it was 60 or 30 years ago!: to teach and
promote positive studles; by and larsze that ,roolem has been recognized.
Nor is it simply a variant of Parkinson's law: there is much more
coming into print than blbllographers can properly catalogue, than
librarlans can make &sailable, thah specialists can read.
Ratner it may be described as Newnan's theorem taken in reverse.
By Newnan's theorem I mean the central argument in the Idea of
& University [FergaldMcGrath, The Consecration of Learning, DublinGlll 1962
To omit a part of knowledge is (a) to be ignorant of that part,

In reverse, thls becomes that to add a new type of study 1ls

adaptation of the previous departments, and {¢) to bring about a

transformation of the whole. . ,
ﬁt dad 2 Mm\nﬁr—lwﬁw‘l

This secems to me to describ Sﬂuhe pr ent gsituation: positlve 3
studles have been introduced and quentitatively at least are flagﬂuriehing

Orpanlic adaptations are taking place in the older departments; but
these adaptatl»ne have not yet been perfected and the transformation
of the whole 1ls as yet only a vast ferment and a disquleting confusion.

To illudtrate the adaptatiogns one may note transitions:
from the single correct definition to the historical series
of appdroaches and modes of thought on the point: e.g. person
from the constant doctrine quodleemperlquodlubigug guod ab omnibus)
to the development of doctrine, its stages, the causes 0f change,
the rglations X between prior and later stages: NI to Nicae®a to Const III
e M“Jaaﬂfﬁ w-yusrw AN ;M " M‘u-nm-\’tuﬁv\ asbrwcted (v aslied Lo L{" Whju- homaan,
o 1liustrate the traps
formerly theology was (12th century) to say what Augustine said
or, later, to mean what Aquinas really meant
today the appeal to Auzustine, Aouinas, or any other auta rity,
rung into the endless complexity of an historical lnvestigation, the
bewllderment of unprepared students, the mere probability of hlest conclus.
eg De Deo Trino, II, no at'empt to arrue from Aquinj aopendix I & II.

formerly theolopy wag a circumscribed, unified, coherent block
of "solid" doctrine

today the multiplicity of positive studies runs parallel with
the divislion and subdivision of fields, the addition of new subjects,
‘the extension of auxiliary subjects, the 1nfluence from the human or
soclal sclences,,and to catch the student 's fancy and absorB his
attentlon such vractlical affelrs as the biblical movement, liturgical
movement, kerygmatlic theology, strou eakickelicad movemant soriak. | s
“pha il s Hhas oot ™ il
c) The seriousness of the methodical problem in which theology at
present de facto finds 1itself, the marnitude of the transformation
that it =eems called upon to effect, comes to llght only when one
adverts to the differences between

porary hiestorical consciousness
ence and classical conecioueneas/}
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. What preclsely these differences are and imply, are large gquestions;
& sketchy answer will be attempted presently; let us for the moment
‘a8sume them to be real and sisnlficant, to coneclude to our second ;
approximetion [firet = Newman's theorem in reverse] to the problem of MiT. .

Within a unified theology (a) the operative notlon of science cannot
be both Greek and modern, (Zb) the effective mode of consclousness cannot
be both classicist and historical, {c) the philosopaiec ancllla in actual
use cannot be both of the mediaeval and the modern typs.

But ths mure seriously positive studles are worked out and accepted,
the more massive is the entry into theology of modern sclence, historical
congeciousness, and a modern type of philosophy. Nor is thisa enqtry on
any secondary level: Cathollclsm 1s a historical religion; it stands on
scrilpture and tradition; and positive studles tell what scripture means
and what tradltions have existed.

The loglc of the process 1s: the historlcal character of Catholicilsm
demands positive studies; positive studles remain a sham, a make-bellieve,

ntll one moves from Greek to modern ideas of sclence, from classiclem
to historical consciousness, from a mediaeval to a modern type of philoso-
phy; unless thils movement occurs all along the line, one cannot have ;
& unified theology ~- one pours the new wine in the old bottles, and the ¢
0ld bottles burst ~- there is the schism between traditional and contem=
porary,, between more advanced and less advanced countries and centres,
between different departments, between administrators and professors ~-
there 1s mutual incomprehenslon, suaplcion, fear, unease -~ tnere is
concern, doubt, anxlety -- there are outbursts, violent accusations |
and replies, the withdrawal of issues from academic discusslon and debate, |
and the determlinatlion of capable young men to serve God and the Chéukrch )]
In any manner except ths study and teaching of theology. = :

y;"Q.i' a) A thlrd approximation to the problem of MAT is reached with the
= ' obgservation that the exigence for the shift tends to be hidden

first because the requisite shlft 1s not in theology itself but
in such extrlnsic matters as a developed notlion of science, a fuller
apprehension of man's reality, the emergence of more fundamental
philosophlc techniouves -~ the shiftplis not towards a New Theology,
not towards new doctrines, but towards the acrapbing of obsolescent
equipment and the installation of a new plant and mach&inery

gecondly because both traditional and more recent trends in theology
tend to regard such questlions as the exact nature of scisnce, the
o historicity of men, the new technioues in philosophy as "speculative2",
!' S where "speculative” is taken to mean (a) insoluble and (b) irrelevant.

s gt%) The decadence of Scholastlcism in the 14th and 15th centurles
Y7 7. was followed by the school thsologles: Dominican, Franciscan, Jesuit,
~ Sorbonne, Louvaln, ete., BSchool~theologies are phenomena in the

goclology of knowledge, not the hilstory of sclence o
B K. Mannhelm, Ideology and Utopla, London Routledge Kegn Paul 11036
T1954, Bibl, 281-304 1958
Werner Stark, Soclology of Knowledge, Glencoe Ill Free Fress, rev,

i " Montﬁshniqu, Ploneer in the Soclology of Knowledge,

London 1960,

- Robert X. Merton, Soclal Theory and Soclal Structure, Glencoe,
revised ed 1957

! On 15th cent. M J Congar DTC 29, 410; on 20th E Gilson, Le
philosophe et la theologle, p. 172.

- Melchior Cano, De locis theologicis, 3 vols Rome 1890, humanist,
‘bishop, inquisitor, determined ten locl whence theologlans prove. theses
T A, Lang, Dle Locl tjieologlci des Melchilor Cano und dle Methode des
- dogmatlachen Bewelses, Munchen 1925 '

i

M J _Congar DIC 29 421 s. ///
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S | A. Gardell, Lieux théologiques, DIC IX 17 T12-747
RN S K Marcolfe, La nature de la théologle d'aprés Melchior Cano, Ottava
A r o ed de” I'Univ,, 1949 bivl. .

J M Levasseur, Le lieu théologique,histoirq’Troia -~ Riviseres 1960 {

Theplogy ag detsrmined by Cano's method uses ten locl whence it
derives "proofs" of traditional theological theses: it is innocent of
the development of dogma, unaware of the fellacy of anachronism,

unprepared to concelve that new lssues arise, and unegulpped to develop
theology,

" Medlaeval decadence, school theology, and Cano's method determined
a "dogmatlic" theolopy that consiéés in (ag soft-pedalling disputed

questions which are regsrded as Insolujble and not really relevant to ;
the substance of theology and (b} in clearly and stoutly affirming f
what ia common to all believers, all Catholics, all theologians. ;

Questlons concerning the nature of sclence, the historicity of
man, the techniques of critical phllosophy fall in the category of
dlsputed questions and so are not dis:uted much or very geriously,

ant e tpX Lo e A i paudhisd :
b')  Unlike the modernists, contemporary contributors to positive ' :
studles are not theoretically inclined. ‘“511““9dﬁ

They have studied philosophy and theology but chose positive 4
studles because they wére little inclined to ebtner, Thelr maln :
energles have been devoted to mastering the ‘enormous range of positive !)

e erudition that is thelr stock in trade.

SRTRT They know the techniques of & modern science, but they rarely have

f?fknf? reflected on the nature of modern science or its preclse differences
. from the mediaeval notion.

They know hisgt:srical facte and the difisrences of historieal cultures
but they have not reflected on the historicity of man or on the provlens
involved 1n a cognitional theory and eplstemology of historlcal investigat

They conslder philosophlc lssues as alien to tuelr specialty and
as something that quite safely may be, if not neslected, at least left
-to other speclalists enpgaged 1ln the speclalty, philosophy.

E, Husszerl, Dle Krisls der esuropaischen Wissenschaften und die
transzendentald Bhanomenologie, The Hapue, M. NijJhoff, 1954,

= e) If the exigence for a shift to modern sclence, hlstorical consclous~
o "~ nesg, and a modern type of phillosophy is hidden both to traditional

i - M3ogmatic" theology and to positive investirstors, it remains that

' © . both of these positions =z hirhly unstable.

I o’

Lo The "dogmatic" theologlan can srrive at what is commonly held only

1 = by sacrificing understanding: when different people understand the same

T o thing in dliferent ways, one arrlves at what 1s common by omltting

i ' the difi'erent understandings; whet is k left ls formulae to be recited

| Y and believed.

G Such !dogmatic" theology is being brushed aside by positive studies,
o which embﬁ%ass its assertlicons with endless unsuspected difficulties, '

: N undermine its proofs by re~intarpretingsprozf-texts, and capture the

N gtudents' mi:ds by offering an intelligible account of Xtian doctrine.

At the same time the efforts of the positive theologlans are being
undermined by the appllcatlon of eplstemoloiical and ontologlceal doctrines
to the methods empioyed In positive studies. Leopold von Ranke is moving
- from the role of Venerabilis inceptor of historical sclence to that of
the myth-maker of the Prussian state. //
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John Bligh, The New Testdment &nd the Training of the Clergy,
Letters and Notlces, 69(1964), 30-62. Armounces review Ebeling HJ 1964,
A. Richmardson, History Sacred and Profane, London SCM 1964, oibl,
H. I, Marrou, De la connalsaance historigue, Paris 1954 (ed du Seuil)
¥. Heussi, Die Krisis des Histoplsmus, Tubingen 1932.

R Je. Cahi Rudolf Bultmaenn and Post-~Bultmannian Tendencles
- OBQ 26(1964], 155-178. ‘

R. Brown, After Bultmenn, What?, CBQ 26(1964), 1-30. o
%;_ggrdiner, Theories of History, Glencoe, Free Presa, 1959 bibl, ]
S We Fo Albright, Hlstory Archaeology and Chr'stlen Humanism, g}
~New York Toronto Lonﬁf , McGraw-Hill 1964,
| G Gadoméer  Wahe i und Methode  Thbingen 160
£) The instability of the opposed schools hiding the problem gives
. the problem its opportunity to emerge
The method of positive studies destroys the method of "dogmatic"
. theology; investligatlons o f the method of positive study destroy the
- ambition of pogltive studles to communicate the iIntellig:bility of
‘the Xtian religlon to people of our day.

The spring-board ls provided by the cumulation of three factors.
- Semi-rationalism (influence of Kant and Hegel on Hermes Gunther
Frohschammer Rosmini!) was met by Fronzelin leaping back to Augustine
: - Anselm Aquinas to afiirm an imperfect and analogous intelligentls fidel
8l fructuogslina.
The grasp of this intelligentia was prepared by Leo XIIIl's
prescription of St. Thomas and by historical studies of bhasic Thomlst
- ideas and procedures (being, intelligere, Trinitarian theory). 30T 1.
' It can be employed not only to resusciltate a medlaeval in'elligentila,
- fldel but also to set up critical technlquss that liquidate the QQ DD.heyk |
' It can be employed to ground and criticlze modern notlons on sclence
~and on history.
;o - It can bex employed to work out a notlion of d&patic theology
. a8 the reduction of dogmas to sources
Co S and to distinguish this task from the preparfabory and basic
W Betalled work of positive studles. & Quine <
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