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TIheu ate the Grounds OT Authority In the
Church A Task for Practical

Introduction

Christian Church IS l rocked DY unparalleled CrNSIS of
authority.” Ihıs Was the dIagnosIs Of the Protestant systematıc nNneoO-
loglan ernar‘ Jünge! In 1972, time marked DY SIiUCdenNIS Drotest
agaınst autNorıtlie and genera|l questioniIng OT tradition.' Twenty

aler, nIS atNnolıc colleague eier Hünermann commented
the esults OT the disciplinary the German atNnollc
DISNOpS In elr reaCctlon ugen Drewermann s controversial SYNMN-
thesıis Of Dsychoanalytıcal, mythıcal and Christian eliements DY ıth-
drawıng HIS rg eaC In the Mamle Of the Church ds well NIS
priestly functions from nım authorıty of the DISNODPS, the ega
DrOGESSES disciplinary In doctrinal matiers In general and
the canoniıcal WerlTe heaVıly criticized....In thıs DTrOCESS

mmense erosIıon OT episcopal authority Was the result."2 NO
f WOUuld De CaSYy fiınd simılar irom American atNolıIc
theologians, iter the dıiısmiıssal the moral theologian Charles
urran irom hIs l Dosition al tihe atinolıc University In
Washıington.
ıle n the atnolıc Church theu Iıth church authority IS QAVI-
dently connected ıth the much-debated role Of the magısterium, ıll
tNIS CONTIIC IS nol exclusively atNnolıc problem The Protestant
CAhurches well nmave een ıNn the questio whether CONIrO-
versies n doctrinal maters sShould eal ıNn DY disciplinary

Ihe Protestant Church In Germany al eas has IsSo dIS-
mıISSed ministers irom Office DaSIOTrS er Jurdical DrO-
CEeSS, however, n IC theologlans and embers @)| the Were

E.Jüngel DIie Autorität des ınenden ristus, In nterwegs ZUT ache, München,
1972, 17/9-188, 179 FOor Jüngel, responstble eOl0gYy has deal ıth tnıs SITLUAa-
tion critically. IT cannot WI  Taw irom the existing ecclesial problems... either Dy at-
tempting patc! bruised autinOorıl0les ıth postulates DYy presenting the QUES-
tion f authorı In the church as superfluous ONe and ONMNe be superseded DYy
the Dostulate abolish all authority.” All USeEe Of authority, however, has seek IS
model In the "authori OT the Dleading Christ' and StrıVve for nsight and evidence
nstead of USINg force.
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involved well.$ The theses pDut forward DY the Hamburg Dasior Paul
Schulz In NIS BOOK nls God mathematical formula”? and DY the emı-
nıst Dasior and PsyCchologıist Jutta Voss In ner BOOK The Moon
Taboo Were both Judged Incompatible Ith Christian]
God and salvation.4
ven f all OT examples reier quite problems eSEeTV-
INg CD closer utiny Of the ISSUEeS al StiakKe, t IS still evident hat
Ith authority and the I0SS authority IS a  ‚er problem shared DY all the
Western urches The loyalty church embers the position OT
el church eaders COU be almost automaticalliy counted
UDO In the and have greatiy diminished

WOU Suggesi hat individual Are Of wider
phenomenon, and hat practical eOl0gy has the task OT MiNgINg
OUTrT the structural tNıIsS DrOCESS.
What Are the structural for the continual dwindling of autinoO-
rity Here, 'structural' refers the condlitions and developments OT
modern SOCIELYy IC| are al work qur independentl!y irom anYy aCctual
Statement ÖT Easure ISSUeGC DYy the Church
In the IrS part Of IMY { n willk examıne Wwhy recent researc In the
SOCIOI0GYy OT religion has Dropose: "indiıvidualiz  10  A broader and
IMOTE appropriate Category than "secularization," the CUT-
rent transformations In the relationship Dbeiween rellgıon, soclety, the
churches and indiıvidual embers

Hünermann, IM die ISC überfordert?” n Theologische uartalschrift 172
1992 131138 131
FOr analysıs and comparıson Of the disciplinary PDrOCeSS n doctrinal matiers
(Lehrbeanstandungsverfahren In the Protestant and Gatholic Churcecnes n Germany,
Austria and Switzerland sSee ene de ortanges, wiıschen Vergebung und
Vergeltung. Eine Analyse des kirchlichen TraTl- und Disziplinarrechts, Ra-
en-  aden Nomos Verlagsgesellschaft, 1992, 213-225

P.Schulz, Ist Gott eEIne mathematische Formel? Eın Hastor Im Glaubensprozeß S@I-
nerTr Kirche Reinbek Rowohlt, 1977 VOoss, Das Schwarzmondtabu Die kulturelle
Bedeutung des weiblichen Zyklus, Stuttgart, 1988, 4Ath ed.1993 Jutta 0SS Was
asked explain HOowW her iıdea of “unar-related transformatıve spiritual potency”
(lunarbezogene, Wandlungen einleitende Geistpotenz, D.96) elates the Christian
IOCciIrıne Of the divine Trinity In whose mMmame cshe WOoul: lead Sunday Services, bap-
tize, and preach. Another DOIN De clarıfıed Was her position Owards the reformed
understanding Of the Or! Supper founded In Jesus' deliverance Of nIS lıfe of
IC his O00O! IS the symbol. FKOr Jutta Voss, the 00 of eSUus IS the male 00O0!
@)| Killıng” IC nas be replace: DYy hat according her Wäas ItsS historical DTe-
EeCESSOT, the "bilological mystery Of the transformation OT menstrual 1006” (p DO)
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In the SECONd section, WOU IIıke reflect the u  l What IS
the theological asıs for the au
both ts USe and Iimıts it”?

the Church” What ljegitimation

Ihe authority Of the Church IS deriıved firom and (Or Should
serve tihe authorıty tihe Gospel. Ihe Christian al understiands ts
ru nOoT something produce DY human reasOT), Dut something
given. Ihe Church In all ts denominations, members and functions
has witness and his ru given n NıIStOrYy humankınd DY
GOod ru given T IS NOl al tihe disposition Of the indıvidual [MeTlN-
ers
Yel, "ndiıvidualization" funda characterıistic Of the system
Of modern SOCIeLy has the eC that ach DETSON has make her
OWN I1eW DYy C  O  l irom and l  l elements Of the Dluralıty
world VIEWS presen!, hen the ru Of the Christian threatens
become ere IS the danger that the Christian IS IMOTe
and [MOTe al the disposition and the indıvidual's Dragmatıc
needs
The Ir Dart Of IS devoted the seemingly iImpossible task
OT reconciling the esults the SOCIOl0gical and the l  l  l  | In-
quiries Aare clearly al Odds Ith achn er ıll l INndıcale
Derspectives for WaYy OUut Of tNIsS dilemma both DYy presenting SOTTIEeE Of
the theological reflections called ortn DY the GrIsSIs Of authority and DY
stating for the EeNSUINg discussion the questions IC remaın o  nu
(10 uUSse d euphemistic term), ÖT rather pDalinfully unanswered and S5S-
INg

C© eligion in Contemporary Society JIhe Concept 0)| ndivi-
dualization

IS only recently In German-speaking SOCIOIOGY rellgion, In StUdYy
the role Of reiligion In Switzerlan published n 1991 and 1992, that

the CategoOry of ndividualization has een Dropose S More ad-
equate and IMOTe Drecise conceptualization OT the transformations In

This SeconNd step corresponds the task OT exploring the "princlples Of the Christian
tradıtiıon  K In Jeiric| Öössler' definition Of practical e0Ol09gy. ese princlIples are
then De elated the "insights of contemporary experience.” (Dietric| Rössler,
rundrı der Praktischen Theologıe, Berlın New Ork De Gruyter, 1986, 3)

:3 1
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the relations Detitween religion and soclety rather than the term
"sacularization" ©
FOr IMaNY, the DTrOCESS Of SeCularıiızation IS tihe leadıng factor n the lOSS
OT ecclesial authority. The major INnadeQquaCy Of the CONCept Of SeCUula-
rizatıon, however, IS the underlying assumption of al eas SOMe OT ts
Droponents that l  l and modernity Adre UulUu  Yy exclusive and hat
n the COUTSE OT modernity's DTrOCESS OT rationalızation religion Will
eventually disappear. {INhıs DrognOSIS nas een shaken DY Dhenomena
Such the Of ne  s reilgi0us mMmovements n the and

and ISo DY eb  \h) nıgher stability OT membershIip and adherence
the Christian churches han had een expected
In the reilgiouUs CONTiexT In France, Daniıele Hervieu-Leger has
rawn attention the reilgious CONSCIOUSNESS alıve In French DOopular
religion, In st-1 |  logıcal communities, and In the lNe'  s [6-
IIgI0US movements She DOoINIS OUT the particulariy modern eliements n
tihe ambiıvalent attıtude Of ese movements Owards modernıty. Some

mMmovementits
Are the venıcles of alternative rationalıty 1C| IS uch In har-
[MONY ıth In ıth modernıty. hıs particular ambıvalence
ıth espectk modern|! IS visıble In the affınıty Of ese mMmOovements
ıth the DrOCEGSSCS Of privatization and ndiıvidualization Of beliefs, IC|
IS precisely characteristic f the situation Of religion In moderniıty. t IS VI-
sible In the mobility f reilgious networks that aAare ounded 4asSsSo-
clatıve asıs, as ell In the emphasıs that they place pDersona E X-
pDerience and the iındıvidual right subjectivity‘'.

ill, she etaıns the ierm secularization, Dut Itn the |  an In
accent hat sSecCularization "NO longer SIMply the 'decline' OT
Igion Dut tihe DTrOCESS whereby relligion organizes tself meetli the
challenges left DYy modernity."/ The USe of the CONCept Of Indıvidualli-

6 M. Krüggeler and oll, "Säkularısierung oder Indıvidualisierung? Varnationen 7zUu
aus ers S In Pastoraltheologische nformatiıonen (1992),147-162.
M.Krüggeler and oll, "Strukturelle Indiıvidualisierung en eıtladen durchs Laby-
Nn der Empirie” In Dubach .Campiche S Jedef(r) Q1n Sondertfall? ell-
gion In der Schweiz Ergebnisse eıner Repräsentativbefragung, Zürich NZN Buch-
verlag, 1993, 1/7-49, 17-18 S also 5-29 aDrıe udges thıs approac| an
"exXxception” also In German-speaking SOCIOL0gYy Oof religion: "Althoug DOoINtTS O{ refe-

are be oun In the soclological Classıcs, especlally wiıth Max Weber and
eOorg Sımmel, In the soclologıical researc| of reilgion the COoncept Of ndıvıdualıza-
tion yel has haraly Deen used." Gabriel Christentum zwischen Tradıtion und
Oostmoderne, reiburg: er! 1992, 142 Fn.1
American soclologists Of reilgion have highlighte: the indiıvidualizing effects Of
dern soclety and of Christianity, especlally In Puritanism OT R. Wuthnow, "SOCIOlo0gy
f eligion” In melser andboo f ‚OCI0l0gy, Beverly Hılls, 1988,
473-509, E ‘ Ihus modern Dureaucratiıc have generally advance!ı Indı-
viduatıiıon through, the one hand, standardızation especlally hrough schooling
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zatıon interpret the ONgOING changes n the interaction OT religion
and soclety has the advantage OT nol havıng pretend KNOW the
ınal Outicome Of the process.®$ But tnıs lNe  s CONcepi IS Iso [NMOTE
inclusıve DeCcause l Ooffers general OT SsOoCcIety and treals re-
lIgıion OTMe cultural ohenomena. TIhe ODSEervallons
made the C  a  l role Of reilgion Carll, therefore, ISO vermne:
In cultural realms
1hıs modern Owards Indıvidualızation has nol JONE UNNOtIC-
ed n practical theology. for ndividualization n Christianity
has already een put ortn IThus, Deifore —3 alk the SOCIOI0gICal

and language uniformities IC| makes DErSsoNS relatıvely interchangeable ıth
Oone another, and, the er hand, through Dersonalızation, IC| attaches rights
and responsIbiılıties such as voting and Dayıng '’axXes the iındıvıdual In short, In-
dıviduation In ideology and ndıviduation In sOcCIla|l structure SET1 De promIinent
ealiures of modern soclety.‘ OUg UINnnOoW s description of reilgious Indiıvidua-
Ism anticıpates the results Of the WISS INQqUIrY, Sl he does NOl advance the GOTNMN-

cept OT ndividualization ıtself the OST asıc Category OT interpretation: u|n the
SE Of reilgliOus ndıvidualiısm, the OST general eCc| of Strong emphasıs the
ındıvidual appCars be endency 'decouple' tihe substantıve teneTlis OT any fOr-
malızed sSel OT doctrines ÖT creeds reilgıous Delıef IS defined as Of Indıvi-
dual interpretation, Iar example, then It becomes DOssIble for Darticular IiCdeas De
DUL together In number Of WaySM. JUNKER-KENNY GROUNDS OF AUTHORITY IN THE CHURCH  zation to interpret the ongoing changes in the interaction of religion  and society has the advantage of not having to pretend to know the  final outcome of the process.® But this new concept is also more  inclusive because iit offers a general theory of society and treats re-  ligion as one among other cultural phenomena. The observations  made on the changing role of religion can, therefore, also be verified  in other cultural realms.  This modern tendency towards individualization has not gone unnotic-  ed in practical theology. A theory for individualization in Christianity  has already been put forth. Thus, before | talk about the sociological  and language uniformities - which makes persons relatively interchangeable with  one another, and, on the other hand, through personalization, which attaches rights  and responsibilities - such as voting and paying taxes - to the individual. In short, in-  dividuation in ideology and individuation in social structure seem to be prominent  features of modern society." Although Wuthnow's description of religious individua-  lism anticipates the results of the Swiss inquiry, still he does not advance the con-  cept of individualization itself as the most basic category of interpretation: "In the  case of religious individualism, the most general effect of a strong emphasis on the  individual appears to be a tendency to 'decouple' the substantive tenets of any for-  malized set of doctrines or creeds. If religious belief is defined as a matter of indivi-  dual interpretation, for example, then it becomes possible for particular ideas to be  put together in a number of ways ... individualistic religious orientations are disag-  gregated at the level of the individual believer. Accordingly, for any particular indivi-  dual, a highly integrated world view may exist, but the components of that worldview  may be quite dissimilar from those of any other person's worldview."  D.Hervieu-L6ger, Religion and Modernity in the French Context: For a New Ap-  proach to Secularization, in: Sociological Analysis 51 (1990).15-25.22.15. Her "new  definition" of secularization presents it "as a process of the reorganization of the  work of religion in a society which can no longer satisfy (not temporarily, but struc-  turally) the expectations it must arouse in order to exist as such, and which can find  no better response (not temporarily, but structurally) to the uncertainties arising from  the indeterminable quest for the means to satisfy these expectations."(24) Her des-  cription of the lasting significance of religion comes close to the functionalist view of  religion that considers religion as a praxis of mastering contingency to which Krüg-  geler and Voll adhere (cf. Dubach / Campiche, Sonderfall, 27-32). Whether the cate-  gory of individualization is proposed in order to replace the concept of "seculariza-  tion" or whether it is only put forward as a more precise formulation, depends on  one's understanding of "secularization." If it does not denote the complete "loss" of  religion, but only a "change of its significance", then it would not imply any state-  ment on the compatibility or incompatibility of religion and modernity and the term  would not need to be replaced. Cf. P. Voll's reinterpretation of "secularization as  individualization of religion" in his article "Vom Beten in der Mördergrube. Religion in  der Dienstleistungsgesellschaft," in Dubach / Campiche, Sonderfall, 213-252, 226.  244, Fn. 1. 245, Fn. 10. Cf. also Wuthnow, Sociology of Religion, 475, and Gabriel,  Christentum, 141-42, Fn. 10.  In their study on religion in Switzerland, the researchers Krüggeler and Voll explicitly  refute the "misunderstanding that processes of modernization and individualization  were linear developments which were therefore projectable into the future."  ("Strukturelle Individualisierung" in Dubach / Campiche, Sonderfall, 18).  33ndıvidualıstic reilgıOous orıen  10NS Aare ISag-
gregate al the eve| of the indıvıidual ellever Accordingly, for anYy Darticular Indıvi-
dual, hıghliy integrated wor| 1ew may exIist, Dut the components f that wWworldview
May Dbe quite dissiımıilar froam OSe f anYy er Dersons worldview  W

D.Hervieu-Leger, elıgıon and Modernity In the French CGontext FOr New Äp-
Droach Secularızation, In Soclological nalysıs (1990).15-25.22.195. Her New
definıtio  Aa Of secularızation IT l  as DTOCGSS Of the reorganization Of tnhe
ork of religion In soclety IC onger satısfy (not temporarıly, but C-
urally the expectations It Uust TrTOUSe In Oorder EeXIS as such, and IC| Carn find

better (not temporarlıly, but structurally) the UNcCe  INnUEeSs arısıng irom
the ndeterminable for the 6a satısıy ese expectations."(24) Her des-
cription Of the lastıng significance Of rellgion COMEes close the unctaeöonalıst VIEW OT
reilgion that CcONsICders reilgiıon DraXIis OT mastering contingency IC Krüg-
geler and oll achere (C Dubach ampiche, on Whether the Cate-
gOTY Of ndividualizatiıon IS Dropose In order replace the CONCEepPL of secularıza-
tion  I whether I IS only pDut forward OÖTre precIse formulation, depends
OoNes understandıng Of n  secularızatıon  N | f does nOoT denote the complete %  0 Of
religion, but only change O{ Its significance”, then It woul not imply any State-
ent an the compatıbili ÖTr incompatıbility of rellgion and modernı and the term
WOoul nol need De replaced. ST oll's reinterpretation Of x  secularızation
ndıvidualization f religion” his artıcle "Vom eien In der Mördergrube. Religion In
der Dienstleistungsgesellschaft, ” n Dubach Campiche, Sonderfall, 213-252, 226
244, Fn 245, Fn also Wuthnow, S0oCI0logy of elıgion, a and Gabriel,
Christentum, Fn
In eır study reilgion In Switzerland, the researchers Krüggeler and oll explicttiy
refute the "misunderstanding that DrOCESSSCS of modernization and ndıvidualization
ere IInear developments 1C| ere therefore projectable Into the ure  “
"Strukturelle Individualisierung” In Dubach ampiche, Sonderfall 18)
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thesiıs structural Dluralısm and individualization, T Will
capıitulate the eOTYy of the Orms @)| modern Christianity DUt for-
ward DY leirıc Rösslier n HIS "Grun der Praktischen Theologie”.

The threefold of Modern Christianity
Rössler describes the EMETGENCE Of the threefold S} DTE-
sent-day Christianity distinctiy modern Dhenomenon: whnıil the
DerI0d of the Middie Ages Wäas characterize DY the idea OT the
"COFrDUS christianum“” and the "Uunty Of church and WOrlId”, In the 17th
CeNturY, erman Pıetism (n tNIS especCt comparable Puritanism n
the English-speaking countries) Dropose: A Concept Of the churcn

the dist! Detiween the zealous and the |ax In thıs IeW
of the church, "oniy the Darticıpation In the MOre rigoristic form lıTte

Pietism had made ts DrOgTaM) COuld COU Darticıpation n
the church."® The Pljetistic separation Detiween e markedly ecclesial
form of reilgi0ous DraxXIıs and the practices OT the world led the eve-
lopment of the fundamental Oörms Of present-day Christlanity,
OMNe ecclesial, OTIe DUuDIIC, and OoNne private

the ONe hand ecclesial Christianı emerged T TIE| give
ıtself character Of ItSs OW|  —_ Dy adhering certaın kind Of piety; the
er hand a general ÖTr Dublıc Christianity remaıned IC| leaves re-
SICQUE In uncontrolled tradıtions In In condlitions, In obligations and
In publicly held CONVICUNONS

Ihıs 'public Christianıity includes elements Of hat has een dISCUS-
sSed 'Cıviıl reiligion' n the United States.!1
Ihe form, "indiıvidual ÖT private Christianity”, IS explained irom the
need Of the individual churchn member choose against the DaCkK-
ground Dublıc Christianıty Deiween the Varlous degrees and Of
Darticıpation In ecciesial Christianity. Rössiler concludes

IS distinction had the CONSEQqQUENCE that the indıvidual ust GCGOTM-
inuUue seek MIS ÖTr her OWT! place Detween ecclesjastical and geNEG-
ral Christianity. ere IS thus besides ese fIorms of Christianı an
individual Christianıty In infinıtely ManYy varieties 1C| Can hardly be

Ossier, rundarı 80-81
10 CT Rösslier, "DIie Inheıt der Praktischen Theologie” In Ip  W Oössier

Schweiıtzer Praktische Theologıe und Kultur der egenwart, Gütersloh
1991, 43-51, 48-49

11 Ihe examples given DYy Hössiler such the preambule Of the German Gonsti-
ution, the principle Of sSOcCla| market ECONOMY, the Christian Implications of Ger-
man olklore and ıterature aAare only Dal comparable the "ostensibly reilgious
practices and jJanguage that aCccompanYy American CIVIC ituals  “ described Dy eWIS
udge (In The Sense OT People. Toward v Church for the uman Future, Dhila-
delphıa, 1992, 231, Fn 32)
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defined In precise Wway At hat DOIN IS DETSON\N really ü church-orIt-
entfe Christian and In IC Case IS she onger ecclesially orliented?M. JUNKER-KENNY GROUNDS OF AUTHORITY IN THE CHURCH  defined in a precise way. At what point is a person really a church-ori-  ented Christian and in which case is she no longer ecclesially oriented?  ... The self-definition of the individual is, at any rate, a specifically mo-  dern task".12  What is the proper response of the Church with regard to these mo-  dern conditions, i.e. the private choice of degrees of involvement bet-  ween general and ecclesial Christianity? Rössler demands that the  Church "cannot make membership dependent on participation in its  programs; at least, it has to respect all the baptized as its members  and it cannot dispense itself from its responsibility for public Christia-  nity".13 While highlighting, on the one hand, the "almost unlimited indi-  vidualization of religious ideas and forms of life .. which elude any  kind of definition and schematic representation"!4, Rössler draws at-  tention on the other hand to the lasting significance of the institutional  church. For "without ecclesial Christianity neither public Christianity  would be able to survive in any identifiable sense, nor would an indivi-  dual Christianity in the sense of the possibility of manifold varieties be  imaginable"!S, Thus, paradoxically, the more that civil and private reli-  gions thrive, the more important the ecclesial and explicit type be-  comes. The Church is needed in order to provide an identifiable inter-  pretation and model of the contents of the Christian faith.  How do these practical theological insights into the development of the  church in modernity compare with a sociological account of basic cha-  racteristics of modern society and of the place of religion within it?  2  Structural Pluralism and Individualization  On the cultural level, the consequences of the differentiation or seg-  mentation of society are structural pluralism and structural individuali-  zation. The terms "differentiation" or "segmentation" denote the pro-  cess of separation of different segments of society, such as politics,  economics, science, education, and private life. Modern society is  composed of segments which are juxtaposed and which, despite the  12  D.Rössler, Die Einheit der Praktischen Theologie, in Nipkow / Rössler / Schweitzer  (Eds.), Praktische Theologie und Kultur der Gegenwart, 49.  13  D.Rössler, Grundriß, 82. Indeed, the actual evolution of practical theology itself  shows that the task for ecciesial praxis has not been restricted to the boundaries of  the Church. Rössler's thesis here is that the major areas of practical theology were  developed in response to the differentiations of Christianity in modernity: the foster-  ing of religious education for the public form, the promotion of theories of worship  and preaching for the ecciesial form and of pastoral care for the individual form.  14  D.Rössler, Grundriß, 82.  15  Cf.D.Rössler, Die Einheit der Praktischen Theologie: in Nipkow / Rössler / Schweit-  zer, Kultur der Gegenwart, 49.  35TIhe self-definition of the indiıvidual S, al any rate, spectiIfically
dern task”". 12

What IS the DrODET of the Church ıth regard
ern condlıtions, 1.e the orivate cholice OT degrees OT Involvement Det-
weerl] general and ecclesıial Christianity” Rössler demands hat the
Church "CcCannot ake membership dependent Dartiıcıpation n ItSs
’ al easl, t has espect all ihe aptıze: ts embers
and IT Cannotl tself ifrom ItS responsIbility IOr DUDIIC MNSUAa-
nity". !S ıle highlighting, the ONe hand, the "almost unliımıted Indı-
vidualization religious IiCdeas and orms OT |ıTe elu: anYy
kınd OT definıtion and schematıc representation"!4, Rössler draws al-
ention the hand the lastıng SIgNINCANCE Of the nstiıtutional
churchn FOor ıthout ecclesial Christianity nemther Dublıc Christianity
WOUld able SUNViIVe In anYy dentifiable5 OT WOuld IndIvI-
Aua|l Christianity In the OT the DOosSSIDIty OT manı1o variıetlies De
imaginable"!>. IThus, DaradoxIically, the MoOorTe hat Civil and private rell-
gIONs thrıve, tihe MOTe| the ecclesial and explictht iype Dbe-
COMI16$ Ihe Church IS needed In Order Drovide dentifiable inter-
pretation and mode! ] tihe CO Of the Christian
HOw Dractica theological |  l IntOo the developmen OT the
churcn In modernıity COMPaTE ıth d sOoclological account Of Basıc cha-
racteristics Of modern soclety and Of the Dlace reiligion wiıthın it?

Structural Piuralism and nadıvidualization
On tihe Cultural level, the CONSEQUENCES Of the differentiatı ÖT SCH-
mentation Of soclety Aare sStructural Dluralism and Structural indıyiauali-
zatıon Ihe "differentiation” ÖT "segmentation” denote the DTO-
Cess Of separation OT dıfferent segmenits OT oclety, sSuch — Olitics,
eCONOMICS, SciencCce, educatıon, and orivate Iıte Modern SocCIlety IS
Composed Of segments aAare JUuxtaposed and IC despite the

Ossier, Die F inheılt der Praktischen Theologıe, In NIPpKOW Osslier Schweitzer
(Eds.) Praktische Theologie und Küultur der Gegenwart,
Össler, rundrı ndeed, the actual evolution OT practical eOl0gy ıtself
sShows that the task for ecciesial DraXIis has nNOT been restricted the Doundarıes Of
the Church Ossier's thesıs here IS that the major of practical eOl0ogy eTre

developed In the differentiations Of Christianity In modernity: the foster-
INg Of reilgious educatıon for the Dublıc form, the oromotion Of eOTIES Of worship
and preaching for the eccles|ial form and OT pastoral Gare for the ındıvidual form

Ossier rundrı
15 1.D.Rössler DIie inhelt der Praktischen Theologie In Nipkow Rössler Schweilt-

ZET, Kultur der egenwart,
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repercusSsIONSs ihey have ach form SyYSiems Of OWN
Ihe CONSEQUENCE Of thıs for reilgion IS hat T 0OSEeSs ts role the ÖONMNe
Delıel System tihe diferent realms eligion IS NO  s Just OTIe
segment DesIde the others Fach segment nas IS OWN and
laws The segment Of ECONOMICS N ruled DY the NOrM EIficacI0oUS-
NeESsSS, ijunctlionalıty, and profit. Science CONSÜNU segment Ith ts
OWnN exXperts Wwho Tollow $  Sk scientific kınd Of rationalıty. In hIs schema,
religion Delongs the segment OT World VIEeWS IS relevant for
the Drıvate Ives of Deople, ut 0eSs nOoT have anYy diırect

the er segments. Ihe rules the UuUSINeSS WOrlId, ÖT the egal
and the political SyStems follow eır OW  —_- rationales One OT the
dıffler:  tatıon of Ssoclety IS the ESMETGENCE OT Structural Diuralism, 1.e.,
k} Dluralısm produce DYy the DrOCESSECS modernization.16 JIhe SOCIal
DNI Otfried Höffe descrbes tihe OrIgın OT tNıIS eature

Societies ATre considered pluralistic hen the publıc realm CONSISIS In
hıghiy dıferentlated system of intermediate groups, cooperatıves and
assoclatlıons that mediate between the W f the sialfe and the Indı-
vidual Due IoNg DrOCESS of reilgiOus, polıtical, Cultiura| and sOocla|
dıferentation the relatıvely OMOgeNneEOUS and stable conceptions OT
values and Iving condıtions Of the sOCalled old uropean Dreindus-
ral soclety have diıssolved ore and OTe Qgroup>S hMave developed
interests, 'Orms Of actions, belıef conVvictions and conceptlons Of eallty
1CH Aare noTt IdenUuca| ıth OSEe Of er GQroupS Because Of thıs asıc
pluralıst eature SOCIeTes aTre capable Of developing ManYy varıecd Oorms
of self-realızation In homogeneOus SOCIeNEeSs thıs variıety
creaies ÖTre for indıviduals and groups, Dut also OÖOTe OT
sOöclal conflict. 17

Referring German soclety (whıch MOTEe homogenous In Its Dopulatıon than
the United States ÖT England and France), the soclologist OT reilgion arl Gabriel
examınes the dıifference between the Cultura| pluralısm OT the industriıal soclety from
the 19th the miıddie f the 20tN and SINCE the The earlıer pluralısm
had IMITS IC wWere ase! In the sOocla| STIruciure and essentlally consisted e)|
pluralısm Of Cultures IC WeTe relatıvely closed In themselves Fven traıts Of
the unıfled culture such the Delıefi In and the welfare stafe DrOgTam al
eas existed In dıfferently accentuated and Oorlente group-speclfic VersIions With
the dissolution OT the milieus of arge groups and Of tradıtional orms O{ production
and Iving the Cultiura| pluralısm Of the industrial soclety undergoes ftundamental
transformation and takes Ne' character. The opening Of the milıeus INI-
tially conirıDutes Owards greater homogenıization of culture central factor In the
melting of the Culiures specıfic In class and denommatıon are the media, E$-

peclally televisiıon | IS the media In the Irs) place that create and maıntaın V

group-transcending, homogenized horiızoan O{ C}  ultural OCUSesS Thıs homogenized
background In turn OoNers the asıs for MNEeEW cultural! dıfferentilations and tNnUus for
NEW, OÖTe adıcal Cultura| Dluralısm.” Gabriel Christentum 133-134
öffe, Strategien der Humanıtät Zur öffentlicher Entscheidungsprozese,
reiburg, 1975 18-1
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SeECcOoNd characterıistic OT ifferentiated socleties IS Structural INCIVI-
Qualizatio In hIS bOooOok Soclety OT Rısk" 1986 tihe SOCI  l Ul-
rich Beck iraces the developmen from industrial soclety Owards tihe
"rISK soclety” Of ully developed modernity. 18 Jhe greaiter OT In-
IVIQCUAa and poliıtical choices has ISO brought aDOU greater rISK WıtNn
regard the indıvidual DETSOTI, the Concepi OT ndividualization de-
nO the transıtion from presel patierns and COUTSeSs OT ııTe IC dre

predetermined DYy the class and the gender Into IC DETSON IS
DOrN, individuallı  dl biographies. In former ımesS, ne’s SOCIa| DOSI-
tıon and gender prescribed certaın GOUTSE6S OT lıfe and led SO-C.
normal biographies. 'normal biographies’ Are presently dissolv-
INg DETSON Can and MuUStT choose ner COUTSEe OT educatıion, ner IVING
arrangemen(ts, her degree of particıpationn n soclety. in every-day lıfe

ASUuMer she Gafll choose irom A Ide Of gOo0ds and SET-
VICeS thıs aspecl‚, individualization IS gaın n reedom
On the hand, all choices and decısıons ATe controlied DY
the need make ne’s IVING; |.e., they Are subjected the demands
Of the J0D market FOr the sake Of eır OW materiıal Survival Deople
Ale forced make themselves the ceniter Of el OWN ııTte plannıng.
ersona l1es SUCN eIng attached ne’s Dartiner ÖT famlly, -

neighborhood, A  \ workplace, A regional Culture and landscape dre
subordinate and Ssacrıfıced the requiırements the Job [NaTr-
kKet n Oorder SECUTE ne’s market-mediate eyxistence. are
both OT ndividualization and the experience of collective
Iıke Mass Joblessness and DrOCESSECS @)| de-qualification.
The CO  C Of tnıs DTrOCESS In educatlion, mobility OT
and NexIiDility ıme Are Drım aSSeIis IS hat SOCIal nierna
Siruciure OT the industrial soclety SOCIa|l Classes, famlıily orms, geEN-
der roles, marrıage, parenthood, Working CareeT and the DSyChOlogı-
cal Datterns eNaVvVı hat withjhem elt Oown and change"!®,

eC| DIie Risikogesellschaft. Auf dem Weg In eINe andere Moderne, rank-
turt, 1986, SeSP 115-119 Beck's thesis IS that the industrıal soclety IC MMOT-

mally ıdentify ıth modern soclety "really only represents half-modern soclety. IT
IS Dartially soclety Of estaltes OTr soclal position, and partially iındustrjal soclety”
(118) The transformation of IC| Are contemporarlies CONSISIS In "setting

and mMen free fram the soclal 'Orms f industrial soclety class, soclal layer,
famlıly, gender-related condltions  ba (1 15)

19 BeCK, Risikogesellschaft, 185
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Witn famılıar WaYyS Of ıfe dISSOIVING, tihe stabilizıng functions
nstitutions offered have VerT DV Services,

sSuch counseling nstıtution and Informal networks 20
ITherefore, ndividualization ISt A double-side gıft OT modernıty
Increase Of Ooptions, of DossIbilities OT CONSCIOUSIYy O  l Orms OT
ıfe ILebensgestaltung IS maitched DY Increase n rSks and COTfT!-
straints".?1 In [LÜ} the conflicting OT the SEOgMENIS Of
functionally diferentiated SOCIeLYy UNCUOoN competitively In
the workplace, Carıng and sensiıtiıve Daren(t, Dariner OT friend
and the Dluralısm OT values IC ENCOUTAQES IU Of
non-commutment and Consumerism make ihe formatiıon of stable
|  Y INICU ask
Yel precIsely DY Dlacıng hıs ask @)| medilation the SNOUulders the
Indıvidual embers 0eSs modern Soclety SUCCeed In TU  l  I {1Aıs
IS Dolinted OUt DYy Krüggeler and Voll, embers Of the researc team

rellgion n Switzerland, when they ndıvidualization
ode of sOöclalızatıon IC corresponds the asıc SIruUCciure O{

dern soclety |L.e functional differentiation What mIg appCar the
indıvidual DETSOT enlargement OT her C OT action, from the
Derspective Of soclety Urns OUuft De precondition for the modern
leve| Of IVISION OT OrkK and SOCIa| complexıity. Only T the medilation
Dbetween the Varıous subsystems IS en OVeT DYy the indıviduals and IS
NOl regulated In detalıl DY nstitution only then IS large-scale funcG-
tional dırerentlation Of socla|l subsystems pDossible.<<

Invidualization n reiigion
What dre the chances for tine acceplance Of the authority OT reilgio0us
tradıtion under condltions In choosing and ecldin have
become Basıc Cultural MoOodes of ife 223 Ihe efecCcis relligion Can DE
SumMMed In the "nstitutionalization" and „  ICOl  ”

20 f.K.Gabriel, Tradıtion Im Kontext enttradıtionalisierter Gesellschaft, In JEeTrIic|
Wiederkehr Wie geschieht Tradıton? Überlieferung Im Lebensproze der Kır-
che reiburg: Herder 1991, 6988, CONSEQUENCE OT the dissolution of mMl-
JeUs Are nıghliy ambıvalent Apart itrom Immense Wwidening Of the indıviduals
DC Of rTeedom and options and tnhus indıvidualization, the IO0SS OT milieus also
entaıls demandıng problems of Orlentatiıon and Nne  s dependencies: dependencles
Irom OonNnes indıvidual SUCCESS al school, Irom the Job market, from the ass media,
Iirom counseling nstitutons Of varlous Inds  “
Krüggeler/Voll, Strukturelle Individualisierung, In Dubach ampiche, Sonderrfall,

/  Strukturelle Individualisierung, n Dubach /Campiche, Sonderfall, 24-25
23 An early reflection OT thıs situation Can\n DE oun In eier .Berger's The Heretica|

Imperative, New ork Doubleday, 1979
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Demstitutonalization Can reier the rejection the organızatlional
character and the normatıve claıms OT the churches, well the
modern tnrust e-cenier tradıtion and reappropriate f (Or SOTTIEe Of f}

subjective 0es nol mMean t*he replacement ıtıonal
reilgio0us standards OT Dellıeis DYy 111e  s noNn-reiigious WOT!|! 1eW
Kather, It claıms hat the rellgion Was nistorically Itutionalıi-
zed n Christian denomımnations and CNurches IS decreasing n avor f

difused rellgiosity, tihe ONe hand, evades Ina and Or-
ganizational IIX and varıety OT Inoriıty religions the er
hand IC Ind profile agalnst his dılfusion and Adre se IN-
IVICU eCcIsIıON.”" The result AIS IS hat the "SOCIal iorm reilgion
changes irom institutionally and disciplinarıly controlled reilgion 1O-
wards OTIEe IC Can DE actualized according Indıvidual needs”" 24
Another aspecCt Of demnstitutionalization IS hat the Christian religion
even n Western OcCleiy IS IOSING ts former "MOoNnopoly”" religion. "It
IS IOonger possible presen!t In DINdING WaYy unıfed normatiıve
MO reilgious Orıentalon Normative claıms Of reilgious Organıza-
tions muUStT IrS be reconstructe DY ihne indıvidual DETrSoN NIS OW
oblıgation and effort"25> In AIS CONTeEXT, dissent assumnmes |  an
unction 10 VOICEe nes diısagreement Iıtn regard Darts OT certaın
tradıtio n Can ISO SEIVe the need ascertaın ne’s OWN indiıviduality.
”I radıtions and the nstitutions nat embody nem ıll DOIMNTS
of reference 1or indiıvidual self-descriptions, Dut elr gıven [eSOUTrCeSs
|Vorgaben] dre only aken Ver aCCording Ividual's subjective
'cCoNvıction' and eır adequacCy n Darticular siıtuations ere It IS AIS
accentuation OT dırerence In espect ihe OlNers Of certaın l_
10N hat Cal USed Ul U er IT identity"26.
Bricolage refers the realm OT diNused rellgiosity and marks the
Datchwork WaY In IC the Indıvidual DETSON assembles NIS OWnN DEe-
lJef irom dıfferent sources.2/ Ssyncretistic religıon IS the result ITsS
allference irom the syncretism Dopular religion IS explained DYy RO-
Dert Wuthnow In the TOllowINng WdadY

Krüggeler/Voll, Strukturelle Indıvidualisierung In Dubach ampiche, Sonderfall,32.
M. Krüggeler, Inseln der Selıgen: Heligiöse Orientierungen In der SchweiIz, In DE
Dach ampiche, Sondertrtall, 123 S% also Gabriel, rnstenium, 142-150
Krüggeler oll Strukturelle Indıvidualisierung, In Dubach ampiche, Sonderfall

CGf.their SUMMaTYy of tendencies In the transformatıon OT reilgıon and options for
the Churches, 43-47

Cf.Krüggeler, Inseln der Selıgen, In Dubach ampiche, Sonderfall, 102
11  n Dubach, Nachwort EFSs Dewegt SICH alles, Stillstand gıbt nıcht In Dubach
Campiche, Sonderfall 295-313, 304-307
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f reilgious belıef IS defined matier Of indıviıdual interpretation,
then ıf becomes possIible for Darticular Iideas De DUL together In
number of WayS The ec of thıs decoupling IS SOMEWNA: simılar
that accomplished In popular religions Dut al different level OT Iıdeolog!-
ca|l organıization. hereas popular religions tend be disaggregate Dy
viırlue of elr intrinsıc aphoristic quality and lack of formal codification,
ndıvidualistic relligious orıen  10NS disaggregate: al the (21V/2] Of the
ındıvıidual believer 28

In line ıth thıs SOCIOl0gIcal reSsearc IS re WaYy In the
authority reilgiOouUs tradıtıon WOU aDPDEaAT acceptable and WO
Of consideration the contemporary pDerson? LEavVINg asıde the fun-
Iı reaClon DTrOCESSECS Of modernization, nat De
Impressive n reilgiOouUs tradıtion for MmMoOStT actual ÖT pDotential Delievers
IS NOl ts claımed authority, Dut ts credIDility. FOr Schreiter In
NIS reilection "l0cCal theologlies”, crealbility IS the MOST iımportan
Il for the functioniIng OT d tradıtion within Culture, for crediting
f ıth authority. In NIS analysıs, credalbility IS JUudged aCcCording the
abiılıty of tradıtion the Dr hat the SocClety aces "It will

IT the OT the tradıtiıon the manı-
est oroblems OT Culture t must De evident the embers a  4J
Culture that Are the tradıtion's concerns"29
In thiıs regard, the Iincreasing EXOdUS Of irom the atNolıc
church Should dSs < clear SIgN that the NCcerISs OT
the tradıtion nOoTl the OT IManYy OT 16 members But
the credlbility OT A tradıtion IS Iso JUudged DYy ts iImmediate sultability
for Dersona needs I1 threatens ade T f IS Seen\N De al Odds Ith
hat the modern Derson's NOIy grail, ne’s Dersona

choose and revise ne’s choices
In u  9 the t  I  Ical problem Ith ndıvidualization IS nol
nat t CONIrOoNIS the indıvıdual ıtNn tihe need decide for erself nat
she Delieves and NOW she |ıve, nstead of allowing herself
be carrıed DY and convention.Ihe all Ior Dersona de-
CISION IS well In KeepPING WItN the authorıity Of the gospel Ihe danger
that structural ndıvidualiızation for the Christian well

IOr anYy consiIistent Ssysiem Of meanıng IS the dıffusion Of the
CcConitienis Of ts IMNESSAQGE. Without the challenge and the DOSSIDINLY for
COrrection the WI unıty OT the churchn ul offer the
Christian trutn Can easıly educed the IvIdual'’s DSyChOological
needs for SUTVival In the contradicto demands OT A segmented

uthnow, S0oCIology Of elıgıon, In Smelhlser, andbooO| 485
K.Schreiter, Constructing 0cal Theologies, aryknaoll, New York, 1985, 107
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Agaınst the rop Of his SOCIOlogical researc Decomes evident
nat hat IS needed amıd the Syncretizing and diffusion OT WOT|! VIEeWS
IS dentifiable witness Of the Christian al In Order KNOW nat

„  MNsuan Velr IT ONe adopts selective attıtude Owards t
Therefore, the church 15 A visıble SOCIal DOdY ıth A partıcular shared
Delıef has indiıspensable UNCUOoN Iso for who dre nelther
engaged In ts cCommMmuUnNItIeS 110OT Dartıcıpating n ts offers.90

I] The T  ı  ] Grounds OT Authority Truth?
Authority”?

SO tar. have See711 hat ihe rTeason for the actual, empirıcal aiTIcuUIy
Of the church asse ıts authorıity In C  Ty soclety l1es In the
structural Ividualization and Dluralısm inheren In the DTrOCESS
moderniIızation In AIsS cContexti, aNYy Siatement OT authority ust aDPDEaAT
Iıke unwarranted attempit Xer! ecclesial, clerical, ÖT hierarchical
W Rut hat IS the theological Justification 1or the church's claım
authority” Drawing recent debates In Iu  al and ogmatic
eOIl0gy, —— ] Will IrS dISCUSS ts IU  en Teason and Measure,
IC IS the authorıty Od's revelatıon econdly, all nsıder
NOW the ents Of hıs revelatıon Drefigure the style and the STITUGC-
ures In t sShould De ediate: 1.e proclaımed and IV Thirdly,

will SUuggest NOW the authority of the gospe!l Calls for the effort OT the
Christian al examıne and distinqguIis Deiween adequate and
inadequate interpretations and actualızations of ts Savıng

Authority and the FExperience of 0d's Hevelatıon
Ihe theological [e4sSsOTNN for the authority the Church IS the divine
authorship and authority Of Christian revelatıon Not human [1e4S0ON ÖT
human IngeNulty IS the SOUTCE Of his revelatiıon Dut self EFdward
Schillebeeckx STiales NOW In the human experience OT revelatıon
the dI  INCUON Deitween uman receptivity and divine AYENCY IS DTE-
sent

Revelation 'akKes place n hıstorıcal uman experiences n tnıs world, Dut
al the Sare time It UuMmmoans from hat take for ranted n QUT
miıte: Wwor| hıs experlential SITrUCIUrTre of revelatıon IS eXpressed
In the Christian revelation, TG had IfS beginning In hıstorical|

30 theological reflection f thıs SOCIological fact DEe ouvun In eier C.Hodgson's
Revisioning the Church cclesial Hreedom In the Ne  s Paradigm, Fortress ress,
1988, 104-105 ,  without eır ecclesia|l CSSECENCE, the CNhurcnes WOoul: De merely
human, SOCIal nstitutions: and without the eccliesijal community, God's redemptive,
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couniter OT uman beings ıth tellow Mal  s esus Of azare In hım,
something that could have CONCEIVE! OT appCcars In OST
surprising Way n QOUT history. Nevertheless, hat Ccoul noTt have been
ncelived of DYy uman DETSONS In the Immanence Of OUT hIS-
orıcal experiences. In the ıth esus, the authority of the
(Chriıstlan) experience 1IC| he calle! lıTe incıdes ıth the authorı
Of the divine revelation.$!

Schillebeeckx eXpounds the experiential and D  ICa character @)|
velatıon correcting the Il instructional approaCc IC inter-
preted revelatiıon the dıvıine ISSUING of supernatural teachings. Yel,
al the Sarmle tiıme he akes Dalns distinguı Detween tihe numan EX-
Derlience ıtself and 0d's self the conien! of thiıs experience
gives f ts authority: "So for believers, revelatıon IS actıon Of GOod

experlience DYy believers and |  d n reilgiOuSs |  u and
therefore expressed n uman TIhe all-Dervasıve, authorıta-
tive element Of revelatıon In his complex Contexti IS NOl hıIs interpreta-
tive experience tself Dut hat Gafll De experienced In 1
rom Schillebeeckx's aCcCounti |  l regarding the authority of
the gospe!l Can De rawn

1) The |  IlYy OT the Christian al depends the act that the
human experience Of revelatiıon IS NO self-produced Dut given®S. IS

eve effected DYy God IS hIs "that the church has cherish

|ıberating WOoul become historically actual only In aıffused, anoNyMOUS
orms  ®

‘ 7 E.SchillebeeckKx, Christ The Experience eJ| esUus Lord, New York, 1980,
3D Schillebeec| rist,
3 ves Congar Group>S several nstances under the qualification Aas n  gıven  W "Ihe Irs

such eve| IS that of the given, the atum Scripture, Wwitnesses Of the Tradıtion, for-
mulatıons Of the magisterium. ese documents have been composed In certaın
language SSsUulng from ran d Darticular cultural setting hıstorical and SOClJa|l CONTIeXT.
Ihe gıven In Dulk, not sorted and packed.” Y.Congar, Towards Gatholıic
Synthesis, In Gonciliuum 148 8/1981). Who nas the Say In the Church? 68-80, 75) It
IS iımportant, however, distinguIis Detween the fundamental given atum,
self-communication In the DErSonN Of esus, and the ®  ements 1CH l CXDTESS
the significance and meanıng Of the SIOTYy Of eSUSs In hIs proclamation, HIS
lled and eINg resurrected  - (Th.Pröpper, Erlösungsglaube und Freinel  e-
hıchte Fine Skizze ZUrTr Soteriologıie, München 230) röpper’s erme-
neutical thesıs IS that the meanıng Of all the testimonlıes esus Christ Irs has

reconstructed Dy elatıng them nIS SIOTYy WwNnOose TU ese testimonıes seek
CXDTESS. Thıs does nOT only refer the witnesses Oof tradıtion, Dut also the earlıes
wWwitness In the Scriptures. The Scriptures remaın MOrTmMMarNs for all the eNSUINg
rıslan tradıtion; yel they are themselves interpretations Of hat has happened In
esUus, ınal self-revelatıon
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0d's eternal self-revelation In ine nıstorıcal form OT the dead Dut
risen LOrd, eSUuSs Christ"S4
2) Ihıs DAasıc ru ihe Christian al Ga only De expressed In Iınıte
and surpassable human erms have Judged for eır
EQUACY Ihe Dprocedures OT NOW thıs IS OoNe concretely In Of
conflict, 1.e DOdY ÖT IC siıngle DETSON geiSs ear the O-
nty tihe gospe!l n decıde, differ irom OTMe Christian
church the er Any attempt Of udgment, nowever, DrESUPPOSES
cComplex nermeneutical refleCiIoOoNs NOW u  y |  ITy hat
emaıns iıdentical n the Christian tradition®>.
However cComplex the task Of udging the adequacy OT Ne  S interpreta-
10NS IMaYy b , t Delongs the cChu COMMISSION 1or
thıs ru that has een entrusted t The witness tihe church
the gospel obviousiy IncIludes IMOÖOTEe han the oretical ask Of raP-
Dlıng ıth contradicting claıms authentic interpretations Of the [NEeSs-
SaUe OT God Since T IS d determinate, dentifiable IS NOl
compatıble Ith all DOSIONS, the church Iso has De alert
hat IS Inconsistent and contradictory. To give example for
tually exXCIuSIVe CONC ISO make difference In DraxIis: ONe
CcCannot believe n the Jewish and Christian God consıdered tne
LOord VeT all OT NIStOTY and al the Satle ıme have 7 fatalıstiıc VIEW Of
tihe WOT| ese Are IWO AaSsSıc CONVICtIONS Dbetween IC l Christian
WNO SITIVeS for the CONSIStENCY NIS has choose®°

The Mediation of the Authority of the GOospe!
That the authorıity Of the church IS SEIVeEe the authority OT
the gospel,$/ f nas CONSEQUENCES for the yl and SIiruciures the

r E.Schillebeeckx Church Ihe uman Story f GOod, Newor! 21L
35 his task Involves » historical reconstruction Of the history f tradıtion @J! the NS-

tan Taıth." OT Pröpper, Erlösungsglaube, D30-235
Another example from the Of modern syncretism IS the Christian bellief In -
Ssurrectlion and the esoterIic and the INAUIS belıef In reincarnation IC aAare

tually exclusiıve To give eAa4sons for thISs thesIis, however, WOul nvolve dISCUS-
107 OT the Implications f resurrection and of the OChristian 1W Of the uman DET-
SO  -

hıs IS clearly state DYy ves Congar: "Ihe that USs(T QgOVETN all QUTrT
sear! IS that O{ the lıfe In tnhe TU Of Christ', nOT that Of infallıbılıty. Infallıbility
erribly weighte term IC| need USE VeETY warily IS unclion Of TU We
Ust nOo1T ake infallıbilıty the foundatıon of OUTrT STIrUCIUres and ake u >
Uunclilon of c (76) Wıth reference the eCcCOonN! Vatiıcan Ounscıl Dogmatic ONS-
1tLutıon De!l Verbum he clarıfles: =  he VE Of the magıisteriıum itself
CEase asserting that the magisterıum IS heiped quar' and eAaC| DUTE integre
only "d quod radıtum est what has Dbeen handed down We KNOW the words OT Del
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church s witness TIhe WaY In the church proclaıms the gospe!l
must In kKeeping wıtn the MESSAGEC Of the gospe!l IC Inviıtes the
free assent Its nearers That the gospe!l akKkes human reedom
Seriousiy and hat AIS has make d difference n church STIrucCciures IS
emphasized ACGTOSS denomıimnational Dborders But DeCauUuse OT e..

irom the Vatiıcan urging obedience Owards the a  INg de-
CISIONS the magisteriums, r  y especlally atiNnolIc theologıans
ave Ovun t underline the princIple reedom In the
mediation the gospel Ihey relatıvize ihe magisterium's for
obedience DY reflecting the ESSETICE Of al DYy hıghlighting the role
OT reception and non-reception DY al criterion, and DY Itl-
cally analyzıng the concept Of tradıtion Gabriel Daly gives insightful
COomMMentT the Imıts Of nstitutional authority DYy the inner
naltiure al

As Christians ATre mmitted the CONVIcCtiON that the TU We DTO-
fess IS the TU 1CH SEeIS men and lree uch TU
be authentically professed purely extrinsıc grounds, DeEeCAUSEe the
reedom it engenders IS ab ININO interıor ÖN  D hıs kınd OT TU de-
mands unforced and unfeligned inner assent IC| DrO-
duced DYy anYy EXxXTIrnnsıc authority.°8

By remindiIng the church of the reedom OT CONSCIENCE IC l SUD-
cribed Avery Dulles gives immanen N  u Of present practices
Of the atNnolıc church leadershıip:

ere IS temptation for church authorıities C USe eır O' Of
GgOVETNaNCGES m OUuUt dissent I INNIDITIS good theology irom DET-
forming ıts eritical task and It N detrimental the atmosphere OT lree-
dom In the church Ihe acceptance O{ rue Oc{irıne should nOT De

Of IN conformity, though trutn could De mposed DYy decree
The church, soclety that the reedom of the uman CON-
sclience, ust AaVOol Drocedures that Of ntellectual tyranny.“

Verbum S10 The magisterıum IS nOoTt aDOove the Word Of God ıf Istens It de-
voutly, quards It reiigiousliy, and explains IT faithfully". The Ccrıterion Of truth IS d quod
radıtum est  ©  z the magıisterıum of the Churcn IS fundamentally magisterium Of
ruth ıtself.” Gonciılium 148 8/1981
In erır reply the atıcan Instructio atnolıc theologians the German-speaking
AatNolıic ogmatic and fundamental theologians Iıkewiıse insist that eology SCEeSs
ıtself, well the ecclesial magisterium, OUun noTt primarıly Jjence
such, Dut the authorıity Of the truth."(Stellungnahme der Arbeitsgemeinschaft der
deutschsprachigen ogmatiker und Fundamentaltheologen ZUur >Instruktion über
die kirchliche Berufung des eologen< der Kongregation für diıe Glaubenslehre
(2 Maı 1990)" In Jjederkenr (Ed.) Wiıe geschlehnt Tradıtion?, 173-176, 1/74)
G.Daly IC Magıisterium IS authentic? In Goncilum 148 8/1981) 52-55,

30 A.Dulles, IThe Meshaping Of Gatholicısm Gurrent Challenges In the eOlogy Of
Church, San Francısco,1988, 8-0
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Thıs reedom Of CONSCIENCE IS A  Sk princIple nvoked both DY atnNolıc and
Protestant theologlans. Ihe atnNolıic {  l  l olfgang Beirnert
defends Ofal dissent ollows

deepest [64S0OTN for the legitimacy Of the non-reception Of magıs-
terjal directives DY indıviduals tihe DMIOSOphICA| eve IS the Vvirlue OT
prudentia IC includes the duty crıtical distinction, the theolo-
gl level the DMMACY of CONSCIENCE and tihe reedom of thne act of
faith".40
Ihe atNolıic funda theologian Hermann Pottmeyer analyzes:

The eaching magisterium Can sharpen the ension DYy DpressIing the de-
and for obedience In Way that Violates the faıthful's conscience Of
truth Reception, IC Carn only In iree agreement, IS noTl ennan-
ced In thıs Way IThe solving OT the nflıct Can only happen hrough
DrOCGSS Of dialogical understandiıng In the inal analysıs, the magıs-
terıum Can only demand obedience Owards God and God'sWord#+!

The former general SEC OT the al and rder Commission
ihe orl Goundcil OT urcC Vischer, SummMarTIzZes the DOSI-
10N OT the Gommission Ith regard OT CONIC

f ere are Juridica Struciures regulatıng such disclpline [In matiers of
faıth and morals], hey should De strictly subordinate the callıng and
mMISSION Of the Church and noTt allowed deteriorate Into Juridicısm,
miting the reedom of coNnscIeENCE Of indıvıdual church members and m-
nısters Disciplinary IC| May De maıntaın the
clarıty Of the Church's MESSAGEC ust NOl contradıct the ethos OT free-
dom 1CH IS characterıstic Of the New Testament.“%

Schillebeeckx's conclusıon from the WaY In IC rules In NIS-
LOTY, n the utmost respecCt for uman reedom  ” withregard church
Siruciures Can COU eXpressIing Interdenomıinational CONSenN-
SUS functionIng @)| ministerijal authority MUuUSTM. JUNKER-KENNY GROUNDS OF AUTHORITY IN THE CHURCH  This freedom of conscience is a principle invoked both by Catholic and  Protestant theologians. The Catholic theologians Wolfgang Beinert  defends of faithful dissent as follows  "The deepest reason for the legitimacy of the non-reception of magis-  terial directives by individuals on the philosophical level is the virtue of  prudentia which includes the duty to critical distinction, on the theolo-  gical level the primacy of conscience and the freedom of the act of  faith".40  The Catholic fundamental theologian Hermann J. Pottmeyer analyzes:  The teaching magisterium can sharpen the tension by pressing the de-  mand for obedience in a way that violates the faithful's conscience of  truth. Reception, which can only occur in free agreement, is not enhan-  ced in this way. The solving of the conflict can only happen through a  process of dialogical understanding . . . In the final analysis, the magis-  terium can only demand obedience towards God and God'sWord#!.  The former general secretary of the Faith and Order Commission of  the World Council of Churches, Lukas Vischer, summarizes the posi-  tion of the Commission with regard to cases of conflict:  If there are juridical structures regulating such discipline [in matters of  faith and morals], they should be strictly subordinated to the calling and  mission of the Church and not allowed to deteriorate into juridicism, li-  miting the freedom of conscience of individual church members and mi-  nisters. Disciplinary measures which may be necessary to maintain the  clarity of the Church's message must not contradict the ethos of free-  dom which is characteristic of the New Testament.42  Schillebeeckx's conclusion from the way in which "God rules in his-  tory, ... in the utmost respect for human freedom"” withregard to cChurch  structures can count as expressing an Interdenominational consen-  sus: "The functioning of ministerial authority must ... be organized in  such a way that the liberating authority of the Lord Jesus, which is  40 W. Beinert, Die Rezeption und ihre Bedeutung für Leben und Lehre der Kirche in:  Wolfgang Beinert (Ed:), Glaube als Zustimmung, 15-49, 43.  L.Sartori, What is the criterion of the sensus fidelium? in: Concilium 148 (8/1981)  56-60, 58, concludes: "The classical theological thesis of 'receptio' requires, there-  fore, to be broadenend and deepened. The active reaction of the believers (whether  in consensus or in dissent) can in fact be described as true locus theologicus, in  which it is possible to read the force of the transmitted Word, to grasp its original re-  sonances and ever new implications."  41  H.J. Pottmeyer, Rezeption und Gehorsam - Aktuelle Aspekte der wiederentdeckten  Realität 'Rezeption' in: W.Beinert (Ed.), Glaube als Zustimmung,51-91,78.  42  L.Vischer, How does the Church Teach Authoritatively Today? (Abbreviated version  of the report of the Faith and Order Commission of the World Council of Churches  from the International Ecumenical Consultation in Odessa, 1977, in: Concilium 148  (8/1981) 1-10, 6.  45De Oorganızed In
SUCN A WaY that the Iıberating authority ] the LOrd eESUS, IC IS

Beinert, DIe Rezeption Uund ihre e  utung für en und re der Ir In
olfgang Beinert (Ed:) Glaube als Zustimmung, 15-49,
L.SartorIi, What IS the eriterion of the SETISUS fidellium? In OöncIıumMm 148 (8/1981
56-60, 98, conNncludes CIassıca| theological thesIıis of receptio' requires, there-
fore, De broadenend and eepened. Ihe actıve reactiıon of the Delievers whether
In CONSENISUS ÖTr In dissent Can In Tact De desceribed Irue OCUS theologicus, In
IC It IS Dossible read the Orce Of the transmitted Word, Its original le-
OMNannces and EVeTrT NEeW implications.”

41 HJ Pottmeyer, Rezeption und enorsam uelle Aspekte der wiederentdeckten
Realıtät Rezeption In W.Beılnert (Ed.) Glaube als Zustimmung, 5 1-9

42 ischer, HOow does the Church eAaC| Authoritatively Today”? (Al  reviate version
of the Of the al and er Gommission OT the Or|! Gounsıl Of Uurcnes
from the nternational Fcumenica|l Gonsultatiıon In Odessa, VOLT. In Oncılıum 148
8/1981) 1-10,
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abıdingly present, Gafll COTTIE Into tiıme and agaın In the ıfe Of the
Christian COomMmMuUnNItY Of faith.4$
Another theological [64S0ONM 1or the rg and necessity Of the Christian
Church the gospe!l ach nNe'  s age n creative reedom IS
Dut forth DY the SwISS atNolIc] theologlıan NM leder-
kehr iter broadening the Concept Of radıton from the hierarchy
the whole Church, he SEeIs Out TeSCUeEe t fifrom the danger "reillgiOUS
Darwinism”
“It IS especlally the atNnolıic understandıng Of tradıtion, reinforced DY
the DromISE the Spirit DromIıse hat Can lead ideol0gy), IC IS
in danger regardıng the 'actual COUTSe Of tradıtion AdSs the
tradıtion Was take Besides the DOossIible and the real GOT-
respondence the given situation ere dre In cChurchn niIStOry
eNnıaäıDIe Oomenits Of efusal, neglect and allure DY the church, where
tradıtion has een etrayal.”

then OCates the and the duty @)| eAaCcC aUec Deyond the
XI  l ra  1I0N In ItsS interpre  10NS OT the Christian n the VE
fact Of tradıtion tself

The ageS of the church, OT the DraXxis OT al Z  15 ell as of In-
tellectual frultfulness, ere noTl the Imes Of sterıle CONUNUANlON
fashiıonable adıustment Dut the times Of NSsKINg nNne'  s and simul-
neously of open radıtıon only e xIsts DeCaUse ere has
always been OÖrTre than 'adıtıon hıs DaradoxIica| conclusion IS Say
that the tradıtion Of the past IS unjustly played ff agalnst ıts NewW aCciua-
|ızation, tnat It rather IS the warrant for contemporary S-
formations/interpretations. CAause each EW present moment W  /as [e-
cognized despite all the rich ONers already given In tradıtion, Decause of
thıs each time \ 'adcdılon originated. I he rg Of the church n
DrevIOUs times IS also the rg OT the present church 44

Thıs reedom creaile and NOl ONIy CONSEeTIVe tradıtion as well Ads
the eed appropriate the Christian al n Dersonal WaY dre VE
uch In CONSONaNncCe wiıtn the MESSAGE OT the gospel Moreover, ese
insights seem De In KeepiIng ıth the results Of the soclological
analysıs of contemporary soclety. Kar/ Gabriel esCcrmıbes NOW the
mediation Of tradıtions ISl

Practicaliy all innerı deposits Of tradıtion [ Traditionsbestände] 0OSsSe
elr matter-o!-course valıdıty. Tradıtıons OoNes disposal, Dut they
have chosen, one has CIde them Ithout minımal
gree Of reflection DrOCESS Of radıton Can SUCCeed anyMmore. Who-

43 llebeec!| ur' 216
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EVeT considers thıs nsight scarcely Ne'  s and exclting, sShOould ealıze that
f something VC ınNeren I1 small academıc elıte treats radı-
10NS In thıs Way ıT for almost everybody tradıtıons In Drinciple
of cholce and have therefore become contingent.*>

Yel, the reedom emphasized DY IManYy {l  l  l 0es not
cessarıly exclude the need sgel Imıts interpretations In Order
DTESETVE the gospe!l n ts character OT In given and dentifiable
ru ÖOn the Dackground OT ndıvidualization wıth ts endency Owards
dıffusion and Syncretism, not CVETY ase Of ecclesIial authority Can
dismissed ASs llegıtimate USe Of W and unfounded rejection OT
u Cclaım aggiornamento.

The eaching Authority of Ihe Church n Cases of ONMIC:
Vıiıscher In NIS SUTNMAaTYy OT the and rder Commission's

DINdING In the cChurch rightly Dlaces the SOUTCe Of
unıty In the churches'l Of In 16 orthopraxXIis. Ihe ary
root” uniıty llIes nln the Fucharistic fellowship and In tihe COMMON
ISSION and wıtness OT the Church"46u agaınst IM-
DOSING uniformity, he Still SEES the need for authoriıtative teaching:

Obviousliy, Dluralısm Ust nOT be misunderstood indıferentism OT
relatıviıism Ihe Church UST also KNOW NOW Say nO Fal  ulness
tnhe apostolic witness mplies that ere May De unfarıthfulness Obedient
IstenIng and the desire eaC| arıght call for the recognition that
sometiımes the Ine between TU and ust Dbe drawn. ften the
churches, afraıd of DossIible divergences In theır ranks, tend WI  Taw
ifroam authoritatıve eaching. They l DrESETVE and unity DYy
avolding CrILca| ISSUES rather than DYy takıng DOositions maters of al
and ustice But ere IS escapıng. Ihey need hazard and
unity and dare coniron and unrighteousness. Controversy
wıthın the Church and CONITC ItN EvI] In the wor| May De Inevitable
the Church IS Deal Its Lorcd .47

LD.Wiederkehr, Das Prinzip Überlieferung, In ern E1 al an  UC| der
Fundamentaltheologie,  Bd. Traktat Theologische Erkenntnisliehre, Freiburg, 1988,
100-123, 110 116-117.1292

aDbrıe Tradıtion Im Kontext enttradıtionalısierter Gesellschaft In D_ Wiederkehr
(Ed.) Wie geschieht Tradıtion? 69-88 81
"Ihe growIng variıety OT interpretations May Cause the problem Of Ifusing the VI-
sible unity Of the Church’'s eachıng and all Into question the Church's dentity The
acceptance OT Dluralısm does nol nesessarıly mMilıtate agaınst unity uthoritative
eaching ShOuld spek maıntaın the CGhurch In unity yel nol Impose uniformity NOT
deny crealtıve ıNerence The OonNneness has Its primary rOOol In the EFucharistic fellow-
ship and In the COMmoan MISSION and WItNesSs of the Church Goncilium 148
8/1981)

47 ıbıd 5-
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Avery ulles derives the need for "uniıfled authorıtative leadership"
ifrom thıs

apostolic minıstry Of SUPerTVISION IS Dermanently 1or
the Church hat f IMaYy artiıculate ıts al and CO-ordinate Its efforts

Christian ISSION MaYy requıre. Without unıfled authoritative lea-
dershıip, the church WOuUl disintegrate Into A Dluralıty Of mMmovements
havıng, indeed, certaın COomMmon inspiration Dut incapable of adopt-
INg 9  Jaı clear CO STIan anYy controversıial ISSUEe  ”
But whıiıle ONe acknowledges the need for authoritative deCcIsions, ONe
Ccannot absolutize t ven legıtımate decIisiıons nhave inhere ımıts ASs
Schillebeeckx eminds

In SerIOUs eituations of CONITIIC and thus In exceptional cırcumstances,
definıtions OT church order, IC| ATre In fact for the ncreie
and practical |ıTfe Of the church communı Of al Carn esolve
the relligious and theologıical question Of the authentic place whnhere
the effectıveness f the Holy Spirit De demonstrated Not
even the church authorı has specılal echarısma here; it has the auino-
rty settle unresolved questions for time In order even OUut pola-
rization . 4>

1 Conclusion

Our SOCIOTI0GICal INQUITY n Part One alerted the act that despite
the growIng indıvidualization and syncretiism Of wWorld VIEWS In modern
soclety IC D  y Adre here SLaYy the INSUTtUNO OT the NS-
tıan church emaıns| Decause T gives 'official‘ Dicture of
hat it IS Christian The theologica reflection In Part Two
minded hat the authorimty OT the church IS safequard the
ru nat has een entrusted it, the salvatıon humankınd In eSUuSs
Christ's revelatiıon Ood's |Oving self the ISSION Of the churcn IS

Iıve DYy and mediate hıs ru then T has Sel ts witness tihe
Christian God agaınst the Current Dostmodern gestheticısms that avoId
exyxistential questions, eyistential decIisions and en  165 Con-

culture happıly SdYy reilgion, Dut God
J.B.Metz).

A.Dulles, UCCE@eSSIO apostolorum SUuCCessIi0O prophetarum UCC@eSsSIO OCIiorum  ba
In Goncılium 148 8/1981 61-6/7

E.Schillebeeckx Churchn, 227-228 In the Tact that revelatıon tooKkK human
reedom seriousiy he INn "intrinsically ecclesiological Te4as0ons IC| impe!l the
church OT Jesus Christ Tollow the nonauthoritarıan, vulnerable, Vern\ elpless, rule
of O! He also emmnds the church f IThomas Aquinas' insight: he
and rule Of Christ OVeT human beings IS exercised DYy ru Justice, and above all,
love”(222).
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The rouble ItNn callıng ihe al wıitlness eır al "agaılnst” the
arbiıtrarıness of orientations In present-day Culture, nowever, IS hat T
D'  S UunIıty n Christian experience, Outlook, and DraxXIis that
0Oes not exist. >0 Therefore, hat De tihe most DreSSINGg Drob-
lem n the situation Of Ividualized Christianity In Ividualized
Western SOCIetIes IS NOW Toster the |  IYy the Christian
wiıthın the Church, 1.e NOW deal theologically and practicaliy Iıth the
Dersona interpre  10NS OT the Christian IMESSAYE the Dorderline
Detween Drivate and OMICIa Christianity. Prominent examples hıs
dre the conflıct mentioned In ihe beginning en Dre-
wWermann and Jutta VOss Dutting forward In the Marnie the church
eır individual syntheses Christian and tradıtiıons Obviousliy,
CVETVOTIC claıms that ihey dre gIvINg d ruly authentic interpretation Of
the Christian INESSaAGC OT GOod IC| IS Nue DOTN eır CONSCIENCE
and the demands OT the ıme HOw Carn Ofle decıde whether elr
work anticıpates future consensus? ften enough In Church history,
the dissiıdents Were the Nnes WNO helped DaSsS the authentic
oments OT the tradıtion One Criterion IC Cal ascertaıned
easıly IS whether they do ENGgAGE In l  u  ) argumentatıon, whether
they discuss the questions DY others
But IS T eNnough for satequardiıng the IV Tru O1 Christianity de-
mand irom the Varıous grouDßS Of Christian al hat they Keep
COoMMUNICAtTtION betitween achn and ıth Christian I0M In-

Of allıng IntOo the "aggressive monotradıtionalısm" tha: Can mark
hıerarchical ust well contextual theologies only DaY heed

the experience OT OWT circle . >]
ICNOIas Lash ven envisages the DOsSsIbiIlity Of Nieren creeds, al-
though have contaın "assential eljemenitis OT the Christian Mar-
ralıve But, basıcally, ihe unıty Of Christian al Ist exXxpressed [1NOTrTe n

"Faith IS NO'  s eINng articulated and IVvel In multıtude Of apparently incompatıbiy
'orms, SOINIe deeply COoMMUNA and morally engaged, SOTTe radıcally privatistic,
each bearıng Wwitness apparently ınNeren version of the gospel" L.Mudge,
ense of A People,
hıs danger IS particulariy evident In the x  CcCOoOoMMUNITLÜES of teellIng the MNe'  = reilgious
collectives In Western culture GT K.O.Frh.v.Aretin E.-W.Böckenförde E1 al., Die
kırchliche Sprachverwirrung In eın Pfingsten erwandeln, In Herder-Korrespondenz

1992 172-175, 173 CT also |.U.Dalfe: ernticısm of the n  dissolution OT ISUNGC!
eology Into (pseudoj)reillgıous irrationalısms and projects OT wholeness In IS
Kombinatorische Theologıie. robleme theologischer Hationalı (Quaestiones
Disputatae 130) Freiburg, 1991,13. Iso Mudge’s Judgment 'emaıns cautionary: It
emaıns e ee7] whether hat IS partıcular and local IS for that rTeason Ore ıkely

De authentic"(Sense OT People,
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Drocedure han In substance, In cCommunıication, mutual criticısm, and
acceplance.
ÖOnce IrreQuCIl dıversity of Culture and9 hısStory and E X-
pDerience, language and thought-form, IS seriousily then, 15 Kar/!
Rahner has remarke:  y Ihere will De longer anYy siıngle and univer-
Sa| Basıc ormula tihe Christian al applicable the WNOIle church:!'
In CIrcumstances, the uniıty Of the ree longer "maıntained
DYy subscription ÖOMe single formula, wWill DE maıntained DY continual

for mutual recognıtion. Ihe STOries hat differently EXDTESS dIf-
ferent experiences wWill nol be verbally iıdentical But, IT ach cree
ach 'abbreviate statement OT al contalinıng hat die De
the essential elements OT the Christian narratıve, IS be A Christian
cree and NOT d narcissIistic celebration nationalist, sectarıan
ÖT Darticularıst egotism and self-interest, then f must De offered d
and De capable OT INg accepted DYy others d  g a different version OT
the Salrtie SIOTY, NOl er different story.>S

Schreiter ONers mMOoOre substantial definıtion unıty "Cultura
dıversity Christians IS A act tihe Same tiıme, nNowever, NS-
1ans believe that unıty IS OTIEe @)| the SIGNS Od's church What unity

n the IS dıfferently understood, Dut It 0eSs Nvolve the
Pauliıne 'oNe LOrd, OoNe OTIe Daptısm, OoNe GOod and Father OT all
(Ephesians 4:5).>4 Iso DUIS fortn lıve criıteria DY JUuaAge
Christian Deriformance: ts cohesiveness, the worshiping Contexi, the
DraxXIıs the communtty, iheu Of er Churches, and the
challenge churches >>

WOU Iıke CONCIUCde INQUIFY ıth the COoNncern expressed DYy
L ewIS udge and cCcommend NIS questions OUT dISCUSSION:

The willingness Of local groups and CNhurches EeNGaAYGC In commMmunNIcCAtıon IS NOT
Of Schreiter DOoINtS OuTt nhat gets IOst without sSsuch lalogue: ‚Olu-

tIoNs are H.  reached Wiıthout the Dbeneflnit OT lalogue ıth the tradıtion, the detriment
of the entiıre Dody Of Christ the OcCal church has 10st the opportunity have Its [6S-

the gospe!l tested, challenged, altırme: the arger church May have
miISsed an mportant Incarnatıon Of Christ In culture The complexities Cultura|
diference Aare Often CONTUSE: DYy relatiıons OTo But ere IS rm< growIng danger
that OÖTe and MOTe In the future ere ıll De Jalogue Ith tradıtion all ore
tacıle models Of contextualızation ıll DEe DUrsued, and blame l have be Dlaced

Dotn SICEeS Of the ers  ıle lalogue.” Local Theologies, 101 “
as Theologies the Service OT CGommon Tradıtion In Gonciliuum 179 1/1984)
(Different ITheologıes, Gommon Responsibility. abe!l ÖT Pentecost ?) /4-83,
R.Schreiter, | ocal Theologies, 102

R.Schreiter, | 0cal|l Theologies, Z
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lllf NOl DY the methods OT ardına Katzinger, NOW the church
determine hat IS and authentic and hat IS not? The
church aCces ıte-or-death ISSUES, ISSUeS around cCluster QUES-
I10NS )| DBasıc integrity, and faıthfulness the gospel But the ISSUeS In
diferent Darts of the wor/| dre nol the Same IS nol merely A QUES-
I0N adaptatıon ÖT applıcation the gOoSspe!l CiIrcumstances, Dut
rather fundamental diferences Derspective, divergent WaYyS CON-
CEIVING hat the gospe!l IS When Dluralısm eaches a certamn

contextualıty begins Decome [1OTre Important than tradıtion,
[107TeEe Iımportan han anYy al ÖT essential unity the faiıth IMaYy DOS-
Se5$5 HOW far along AIs path IS T legıtimate gO 756

L.Mudge, ense of People, 74-75 He concludes "Glearly N need SONMNIe Ne'  s
of interpreting the Iıfte Of Christian commMuUunItIes IC| CoOm together In INNO-

Vatıve WayS around ISSU@S f human well-being and destiny In oday wor|! (88)What theological method, In 'OUC ıth tradıtion, yel open and creative, mIg De
adequate for makıng Of thıs Ne' situation  0 (79))


