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6.

B,

Religious experience is surely an expsrience of the type you
would call "intentional” (Method in Theology, passim); that
is, it is "experdence of . , . ." But you do not call it,
as many writers 4o, “exzperience of God”. Could you Gascribe
the intentio dintenta of religious experience?

The paper, "¥rolegomena . . ", accepts the view that there

is 2 common factor in the religious experience of dlfferent
world religions, with their differences attributable o the
supragtructure of their formulations in the context of various
traditicns or miileux. The Christian finds a basis for thils
view in his doctrine {v.q9., in 1 Tim. 1:4), but that does not
provide a basis For dialogue among the religions, Some stu-
dents of world religions attempt teo £ind a common slement
through analygis of the different expressions, formulations,
ohjectificationg of the religious experience; but then the
adherents of a particular religion ere apt to repudiate what
the students are saying they (the adherents) really experiznce,
ig there a third way to approach the "common" faetor; if not,
can cne improve the use of the two that are mentioned above?

It does not seew that the Christian can ever regard other
vorld religions az anything but inferior to his; at hest they
are perhaps mowms kind of prasparatio evangelica for the Chris-
tian message. It is perhaps a question for Cnoristians them-
selver (and thz author of PROLECOMENA... uight venture an
opinion on thigs) whether thelr claim to absolutisgwm can be
mitigated; but what can be saild more generally of the effects
of such a ¢laim on dialogue among the religions?

You seem pessimistic about the achigvement of self-knowledge
{end, p.3) yet the second enlightenment seems to be based on
it and require it. Would you comment?

Would you congidexr the work of Ira Progoff to add tdo what you
gpeak of on pp. 4, 52

You speak of "The line of leagt resistance"” of large estab-
lishments (p.8), later {end p. 12) you speak of a role for the
gecond enllghtment ip countering allenation caused by thenm.
Would vou see a posalbility of their transformation from
wizhin?

You spesk (p. 9} of maximization of profit as disastrous.
Could vou please enlarge on this?

Would you comment on the relation of vour own work in Method
in Theo¥ogy to the aspirations of Whitson and Panikkar?
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