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westions for November 15

1.} How do you evaluaﬁe David Tracy’s Blesged Rage for ﬁLde
As The discussion groun engaged in dialecilc, comvaring ghmtgg
Wlu" Blessed Bage, we focussed on the difference batween changing
higtorical contexta (in your vosition) and the possibility of changing
sruth {(in the process vosition). Is this the C£“Clul aLiferencs
betwaen you?

2.) The concluding gentences of Section ¥ in the cnapter on Foundationg,
o n.281 are: “Thp era dominated by Scholasgticisn has ended. Catholic
' uheology.._ - 18 being reconstructed." These gentences were wriitten
in the late 1960's or early 19?0” g. Has the context in which fhey
ware written changed significantly? Or are you addressing &n hisiorieal
context much longer than a decade or so?

3.) 0n p. 318 there is thim sentencs which has troubled members of tha

digcussion groun: "In both Rarth and Bultmann, though in diffevent

. manners, there is revealed the nsed for ind ellectual as well oo

[ Tﬁb“ moral and religious conversion." The senterice occurs Trahin The
context of a digcussion on the imvortance of lantellecturl converalon.

7 But the question arigess ie this a judament on Rarin and Bulinann
ag gubjects? Can one distirguish oneself as subject from one’ 3
woslition adooted in oublic writiags? Do 23rth and Bulimann illustrats
the lack of relzglous and moral convaraxon g9 wall @5 the lack of
intellzcturl conversion?

%.) On p. 320 you suggest that "human vsychology and apecifically fine
refinement of human feelings is the ares %o be explorad 1& o Ring
to understand the develcooment of Marian dectines.” Fave Jou in
your own work made such an exvloration or do you kaow of another
theologian who hag followed thie suggestion ln a way that is
compatible wita your intent? Would you dsscribe more definitely
Yhe "knouwn unknown' which leade you 1o mzke such 2 suggesilon?

‘\W > P edivar  tomsCuafinn @“‘*“9 69—‘ WFM
©

- &M n“_Qnrv\JTJ\A\W““ E:’&-?"“"'cu

}\ tx(uifﬁarul ﬂl&r:}




T 65
Method in Thaology

Quegtiong for Decembsr 6

1.} This is a request for elaboration of the status of married love, of
the "we" beyond I and Thou ( o3, 33 & 57 of Meihed). This clsarly o=
of some 81gn11lcanca since "what holds for the love of & man angl woman
also holds in its own way for the love of God and man.“ (Method, p.113)

Barth criticized Schleiermacher for suggesting the ideal of an
undifferentiatad "we" beyond the I and Thou of the individual marriags: J
partnersg., farth also criticized Roman Gatholic theology for ewxaliing this
relation to something metaphyszical or absclute. (Church Dogmatics, vel. 3,
Part 4, pp. 121-125). Both, Barth belisved, lost sight of the essential
dualLSm and the creaturely sitatus of the relationship., Would you care to
comment?

Is this "we" relationship possible between people of the same sex?

2.} If theology mediates beiwsen & religion and its cultural matrix, 2
disitinction beiween religion and ihezology is implied. This in iteelf
inplies the further posgible distinction between religious authoriiy
and theological authority, that is, the difference between the congry f&blOﬂP'
fidei promulgating a doctrine, and §. Schillebesckx publishing a vork
But a closer analysis furither distinguighes the theologian as SubJECb
{(with his or her own religious 1ife) and +the resulte of his or her
theological speculation. The theologizn, in some way, providas religious
authority for hims oxr her theologicml cenclusions. Bhat is at stake here
with regard to the problem of authority? Is the distinction betwsen
religious authority and theological authority a real one?

3,) Revelation, while mentioned aﬂd aggumed in Method, receives littile exdlicit
attention. Whay is thai? Is it because of the digtinction betwesn
religious living and theological reflection, where religious living
prov1des the "given" for theology?

k.) How do you respond to the Marxist critique of religion that suggests
religion ig not only the "oviate of the veosole” but zlso the "sigh of the
ovpresged”? .

|

| 5,) The empirical notion of culiture has given rise to a number of "theologies® !
: black theology, feminist theology, libsration theology, theologies of
hove and wvlay. Would you call thesge attemnus at theology as lNethod under-
siands theology or are these atiemois in the eighth functional svecialiy
of communicationg?

6.} The recently revorted discivulining of William Callahan raises this wuesgtion:
how does one weigh one®s resvonsibility on the fourth level of consciousness
with respect to religious obedience uder the vow?

7.) The Christian church is described on 0. 363 as a procesa of "self-constitutic }
Read antagonistically, this might be construed to mean "arblirarily =elf- :
legislating.” But a fundamenizl concern of your work is the contral of :
meaning. ¥For the subject, the foundationg of this control are found in v

G the transcendental precepts and the three-fold conversion. What analagous

controls operate for the church? Does the word Selbgtvollzug have s ;

different connotation to German ears? What is the backgroung ﬁo the use of a

\H‘) this term which led you to use it here? ?
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