Paul Ricoeur (France, 1913-2005) and the Second Naïveté
Summary by Margaret Placentra Johnston, https://www.mpjauthor.com/spiritual-development-concept (scroll down and click on “Paul Ricoeur.” This is a great website in general.
Though he mentioned the first naïveté only in passing, and as it relates to what happens after it, we can deduce that the first naïveté refers to the interpretation of scripture (or religious belief) where everything is taken at face value. This is the same as saying that the person in the first naïveté believes everything about their religion literally…
Paul Ricoeur and the Critical Distance
According to Ricoeur, the rational forces brought to our civilization through modernity have made it difficult to accept religion or scripture in the "first naïveté" sense. Once subjected to rational inspection, the literal meanings of religion really do not hold up. Once a person allows themselves to take a step back from religious belief, and examine it critically, they really cannot believe the simple, naïve, concepts their religion teaches at face value…
Second Naïveté
After the critical distance phase, Ricoeur suggested, there is a way to engage faith in what he called a "second naïveté" way. "Beyond the desert (Rational stage) of criticism, we wish to be called again." (Ricoeur, The Symbolism of Evil. Boston: Beacon Press, 1967, p. 349)
In this second naïveté, scripture and religious concepts are seen as symbols, (i.e. metaphorical constructs) that we now interpret "in the full responsibility of autonomous thought." (Ibid, p. 350)
This means we accept that the myths we held [or as our ancestors held] as truth in the first naïveté (or Faithful stage) are in fact myths, but having passed through the critical distance (or Rational stage,) we begin to reengage these concepts at a different level. We no longer accept them at face value, as presented by religious authorities, but rather interpret them for ourselves, in the light of having assumed personal responsibility for our beliefs. We choose to move toward our own interpretation that recognizes these concepts as symbols of something greater than that which the words or teachings imply in their literal sense. 

