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Questions for Discussion
1.0n page 73, nove #1 of "Christolcgy Today" cne finds the
_statement“ "Tn Christ, however, wno 1s both divine and human,
there iz both 2 divine and hwman -subjectivity, though but a
gingle identiby, and 2 single human subjectiﬁity.“

‘Piecase eaplain the mzaning of a "divine aubjectivity” and how

t
(s2 way be impliad by Liz "single identizy,”)

HHF‘I
2.2 saatvenca on mage S0L "Il L3 1a the Drogrsssive clsyifieation
af Christian ecrazrisnce wad in the continvous exefeise of
spizitosl disceranent in the Chrisiisn copnunity that ahyigt- ]

oregical doetrinae developad," provoked iphe Folloving caricature:

"Tonergen is o Schleierunther with en added sense of the
Ave elaridication offered by tiwdition.”
O could begin vo corweot the distortion by pointing out that

Schlelermacher supasizel & God-consciousuess, the reeling of

W ool ekphasize the experience of

!"#ﬁﬁ Seaship, edopblon ¥hoeush vhe work of the Spirit within us mads
| pesgible by God "o osaudive his Son.

Prl:ase comment oo the zel:tioa of Sehle:ermecher's theological

! OOZrem o your uam hoxizon,

JP.




'NO‘V. 24' 19?8

Fr. Lonergan:
Attached please find:

1.} proposals with attached comments (of mine) from Haynes
and Dunne - this leaves only Girard wlthout a subtmitted
written proposal, I have met with him once and Tom
Groome hasg as well, He's working on a comparison of
Marx's idea of praris with that presented in your article
"Theology and Praxis] He's having trouble reading widely
enough to come to the lssue with some background without
diffusing his attention in all directions and finding
nothing to say, I feel confident he'll complete his work
and do it well,

2.) a "second edition” of Hefling's proposal - he's decided
to focus on Newman's Development

3.) a question for discussion from Hefling., I glve you the

; original since the master has been cut but not yet run
in the theology office, It will be by Thursday.

I hope the discussion on hermeneutics and structuralism went

well!
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Guestion Tor Discussica

Uiva voes, f Yevembar:

"Learniung to 1vi one’s Chriciisnisy in thie ney lenguage

18 wdergoivy what the Chox

tne of the yaluza, accordicg "o

authentic donversion is the o "1

ccmmunlty teauhes (I Raven'l .ob

What 18 the veliptionship e v

1.) the fact that the Ga. or

Migen

2.} the faci - if faot
the Cherah, end so
mean‘ng

shounderirent

0O Nlceav *
czihed, thav ive involved in
of believing what the

ne phrage walte right.)

> folloving:

c2de sn existential declision at

Laa® Ghe Church ig still
3 Hicen 22 ravc of its

........

3.) the raet of wy paloar am o suen a comislal 3y end so

“believiny 1ta teachir..

b.) she fect of schleving int 1lseinel canversion apart from

Hicen cx dhe Chuwral - a-

¥ tnrough sa2 hoolk Insignt

5.} the fact of reconstiv «8l 0 the conatiractions of the

humarn soirlér nan2ly
&1l vhat led wup to

v of the Teihbers a2t Wicea with

¢.d.
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