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pear Christopher, (_

CAMPION HALL OXFORD o0x1108

You asbed me to put on paper an a i i
q ce t
Braymoer Draft with Alister McGrath, ent ol ny discussion of the

Wis main objection is to paras 2-3, [ told him they had been
l"t'?d”“Ed into the test at a2 Jate stage, and showed him the earlier
version of Sept. 1 (50/a). Me thinks that the historical section in 50/a

i= far preferable. His detajled criticisms of this section in 50/c are
ac follows:

Para 2. (a) It is hard to see which "disagreements” in the two previous
centuries the document is referring to. (b) In that period they
would not have used "acceptance before God" as a synonym for
"justfication”., (c) The interezt was much more in the partz played
by the individual and God, rather than the role of the community.

. (d) The last T sentences of the para. don't add anything. as they do
not explain the "sharp contention".

Para 3. The change in Luther cannot be zhown to be due to his reading of
Romans; if anything, it should be connected to his readino of the
Fsalms, It is not clear from the draft what the "reveolution" isj it
was much more about the role of Ged than the worthlessness of the
soul, as the last sentence suggests,

Para 4, He made no detailed criticism of this para, but it will not be
wanted if we return to 50/a.

e made no detailed criticism of the rest of the document. He
ezpressed approval of the sectien headed "Salvatien and Good Werks", and
of the lacst para. Faras §11-21 he thought would do, but needed to be
polished stylictically. and the run of the thought te be made clearer.

1 hope this summary will be pf some use.
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