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1 rt M=-Doran, Theology and the Dialectics of History (Toronto: University of Toronto
Press; 0)57-58, 87-88; “Ignatian Themes in the Thought of Bernard Lonergan,” Toronto

I of Theology, 22:1 (2006) 39-54; “Discernment and Lonergan’s Fourth Level of

ngeiousness,” Gregorianum 89 (2008) 790-802; “Lonergan’s Ethics and Ignatian
lection,” published on the web:
https://www.lonerganresource.com/pdf/books/1/33%20-

%?20Lonergan's%20Ethics%20and%20lgnatian%20Election.pdf
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Endean) F5it - AT BEDHCEN ~ BRAEIL
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FFHEREERS > DUSTEH S Bl F 2B R ° - TP AR
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BV REEBHHE T — B ERAVES (1iR) AVER
5% o fie] DAGE 1894 AERELEHI R S Ay R s BUa R PR AR ik &
TR FIRR R 2 25 0 EEMAESI T (i) AYIREESC
€¥§§é§§§§ﬂaﬂﬁ%ﬁé§é§t%@ 16 HEaChAsABER RIS (1) HYRRERSC

seph Maréchal, S.J., Etudes sur la psychologie des mystiques, 2 vols (Brussels, Edition
Universelle, 1937).
3 Philip Endean S.J., “The Ignatian Prayer of the Senses,” The Heythrop Journal, 31:4 (1990)

391-418, at 394.
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4 oseph-Mardghal, S.J., “Un essai de méditation orentée vers la contemplation,” in Edudes sur
hologie des mystiques, volume 2 362-382; “Application de sens,” in DSp 1, cols. 810-

;‘J ited in Endean 393, note 3. Endean describes Maréchal as establishing a “consensus

osition” on the interpretation of the Application of the Senses (Endean, 393-398).

Endean, 392. Quoting translation into English of the Spiritual Exercises by Elder Mullan (St.
Louis, ML.: Institute of Jesuit Sources, 1978).
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dean, 396 quoting the Maréchal article of 1920.
Endean, 396, quoting Achille Gagliardi SJ., an editor of the final edition of the “Directory
of the Spiritual Exercises,” of 1599.
1

0 Maréchal, 1920, 373.
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11 Og)quoting De Guibert, Theology of the Spiritual Life (London, Sheed and Ward,
<‘h;>200.
1dean, 396.
3 aréchal, “Application de sens,” cols. 826-827. Cited in Endean, 397.
Maréchal, “Application de sens,” cols. 826-827. Cited in Endean, 397, note 13.
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al, “Application de sens,” cols. 826-827. Cited in Endean, 397, note 13.
6 nard J. Lonergan, Insight: A Study of Human Understanding, Collected Works of Bernard
L

onergan, Volume 3, eds., Frederick E. Crowe and Robert M. Doran, (Toronto, University

Toronto Press, fifth edition, revised and augmented,1992).
7 Bernard Lonergan, Method in Theology, Collected Works of Bernard Lonergan, Volume 14.
eds., Robert M. Doran, and John D. Dadosky (Toronto, University of Toronto Press, 2017).

18 Lonergan, Method in Theology, 32.
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love) / &% » 8 KBNS A F A& E K - BIE (Rudolf

19 Lonergan %Iogy 101.

20 Lonergan, ho Theology, 101-102.
21 Quotatjon takenfrom a tape recording of Lonergan speaking at a conference held in 1980,

Jeremy W. Blackwood, “And Hope Does Not Disappoint: Love, Grace, and
i in the Work of Bernard J. F. Lonergan, S.J. (Milwaukee, WN.: Marquette
My ess, 2017) 36. In “Consciousness and Grace” (Method: Journal of Lonergan
Studies;111:4/[1993] 51-75 at 18), Doran acknowledges that Lonergan made “very few and
@ hat hesitant references to a fifth level of consciousness.” Consequently, Doran takes
persohal responsibility for affirming the existence of this fifth level. However, the
bsequent work of Doran’s student, Blackwood, has convinced many, although not all,

students of Lonergan that Lonergan’s commitment to this notion, while arriving late in his
life, was not hesitant.
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22 Lonergan, Method in Theology, 104. Quoting Rudolf Otto, The Idea of the Holy, An Inquiry
Non-Rational Factor inthe ldea of the Divine and it Relation to the Relational, trans.
\Har (London: Oxford University Press, 1923).

omit reference to an important further complexification: the invitation Lonergan extends to
s readers to acts of self-appropriation, especially to “intellectual conversion” (See, Insight,
Chapter 11).
Lonergan, Insight, 647.
25 Lonergan, Insight, 718-719.
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26 “Religious conCV%ion sublates moral conversion much as moral conversion sublates
intellectual conversion” (Lonergan, Method in Theology, 228).
27 ethod in Theology, 294.
28 Be onergan, “Healing and Creating in History,” A Third Collection, Volume 16,
ted Works of Bernard Lonergan, edited by Robert M. Doran and John D. Dadosky
120

to: University of Toronto Press, 2017) 94-103, at 102.
rnard Lonergan, Grace and Freedom: Operative Grace in the Thought of St. Thomas
quinas, ed. Frederick E. Crowe and Robert M. Doran, Collected Works of Bernard

Lonergan, Volume 1 (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2000).
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ﬁrgg)n, Method in Theology, 104, see also 103 note 13.

oran, Dialectics of History, 637.
Doran, Dialectics of History, 9.
33 Lonergan, Insight, 213-14. In an article written later in his life, Lonergan builds on his
reflection on the psychic sensor, expressing his indebtedness to Doran. He states: “The
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intellectual to mmmotes our operations from the level of experience to the level of
understanding well be preceded by a symbolic operator that coordinates neural

potentialities and needs with higher goals through its control over the emergence of images
and affects” (Lonergan, “Philosophy and the Religious Phenomenon,” in Philosophical and
Papers 1965-1980, Collected Works of Bernard Lonergan, Volume17 [Toronto:
Toronto Press, 2004] 400, see also note 8).

Nv
34 , Dialéctics of History, 229.

, Dialectics of History, 55, 57. Doran adds that the notion of “consolation” explained
Ignatius in the Exercises can be understood in terms of the satisfaction of the psyche when
Is taut equilibrium has been attained (57-58.)

Doran, Dialectics of History, 287.
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oran, Dialectics of History, 177
Doran, Dialectics of History, 231-239.

40 Doran, Dialectics of History, 655.
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41 ight, 744-745.
42 mﬁcs of History, 226-231.

43< | states that the analysis of archetypal symbols” of Carl Jung needs to be
@ﬁ plemented by an account of “anagogic symbols” which reverse the natural symbolism of

%@%E%¢’ﬁﬁ%%@ﬁ%%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁqg%

archetypes, thus expressing an awareness that something supernatural has occurredin the
psyche. He suggests that examples of anagogic symbolism are found in the Hebrew
scriptures, e.g. “The wolf lies with the lamb,” Isaiah 11.6 (Doran, Dialectics of History, 273).
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See also section, “The Anagogic Context of Psychological Experience” (Doran, Dialectics

of History, 284-286).
44 Do Dialectics of History, 41. Doran builds on this account of symbolism in religious
ion to claim that the symbol of the cross of Christ has a particular potency to represent
divine solution for the problem of evil. He adds that it is important that Christians
earfiing to exercise in their daily living a “participation in the specifically paschal dimension

‘what Jesus did’” (121-122).
5 Doran, “Ignatian Themes in the Thought of Bernard Lonergan: Revisiting a Topic That
Deserves Further Reflection.”
46 Doran, Dialectics of History, 657.
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natius, The Spiritual Exercises, no. 104 (Quotation from English translation by Louis
‘Puhl (Westminster, Maryland: The Newman press, 1957).
Ignatius, The Spiritual Exercises, no. 118 (Puhl translation).
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Maréchal, “Application de sens,” cols. 826-827. Cited in Endean, 397, note 13.
50 Doran, Dialectics of History, 286.
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Mrmerod, “The Metaphysics of Holiness: Created Participation in Divine Nature,” Irish
eological Quarterly, 2014, Vol 79(1), 68-82. In making his argument about four kinds of

sanctity, Ormerod employs a metaphysical analysis of grace articulated by Doran in his
“four-point hypothesis,” an analysis that we have not outlined in this article.
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52 1 have not been able to locate the quotation where Doran makes this comment.
T , 76-77.
n discusses show Christian conversion leads to a live characterised by a participation in
e “law of the cross,” where we “do as Jesus did” (Dialectics of History, 119-127). Such
articipation involves employing our freedom in a way that requires cooperative grace.

However, accepting Christ crucified as our Lord and Saviour, in the first place, is an act that
prompts the arrival of operative grace (See also, Ormerod, 76-77). Consequently we relate
to the same symbol in moments were we receive both operative and cooperative grace.
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55 Doran, “Consciousness %\0\6?21-28.

56 Endean implies th&t'the retation of the Application of the Senses of Maréchal differs
little from that of % lists. He parodies the notion of infused contemplation as
involving “paranoymakiransportation into another sphere . . . in which God takes over and
the prayer is no rs” (Endean, 397). He accuses Maréchal of failing to grasp that

categories were required if an adequate spiritual theology was ever to

)
(¢

be develo aimys'that Maréchal’s account of metaphorical senses “loses clarity and
cogency” and t makes “alame appeal to the testimony of psychologists” (Endean, 397).
One Dominicancommentator, Louis Roy, suggests that Rahner, by contrast with Lonergan,

pays insufficient attention to the cognitional theory of Thomas Aquinas. He suggests that
i s a series of consequent weaknesses: an inadequate epistemology; an imprecise
role that symbol plays in consciousness; and an inadequate account of grace.

See is ‘Roy, O.P., “Rahner’s Epistemology and its Implications for Theology,” in

an and Loyola: ‘I will Be Propitious to You in Rome,” Lonergan Workshop, Volume

2—{Boston, Boston College, 2011) 422-439; Transcendent Experiences: Phenomenology

d Critique (Toronto: University of Toronto Press 2001) Chapter 8, “Maréchal, Rahner, and

Lonergan,” 125-144. It would be interesting to investigate if the analysis of Endean can be
associated with one or more of these inadequacies of Rahner.
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