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Friedrich Schweitzer

The ultura Contexyt OT Practical eologyA German Perspective
Let sStart ıth A Tew introductory emarks Ihe Of his Section

Our conference IS "Practical theology In diverse Cultural Texis”This Can [Mean that Adre OU the Of Dractical theo-
IOQYy In OUTr respective countries In understanding 1 IMaYy, ÖT ven
ShOuld, ISO [Necan hat Adre address the [MOTEe general ISSUEe Oftihe contextual natlure OT practical theology. In sSiatement wiırl! al-

Doth give YOU SoMe Information OU practical theology In
Germany and address the u  I0M Of Cultural contextuality Of DTAaAC-ical eOlogy.

K mmag — have ree DOINIS: C__— D  C__— D Will start ıth SOoOMe general consiıderations
the Cultural contextualıty In practical eology. Second | wıll
ply the u  l  n the german sSıtuation AÄAnd In KL Will ask hat
Cultura contexiualıty Ig mMean for international dIiSCOUrse Dracti-cal theology's contribution the u  € ver the future Of the cChurch

7 The Meaning Of ultura Contexyt for PracticalTheology:Some General Considerations
In ÖOUr everyday work ICa tiheologians do NOl In OUthe contextualıty OÖUTr theorizing. Rather In MOStT work
within A given frame referance esults irom A Darticular reil-
gIon and from Darticular Cultural sıtuation FOr the MoOST Dart contact
and Cooperation n the university ÖT n the ıel Will NOl challenge the

Culitura Imıts Of practical eOl0gy. But SOON
Into international lalogue Will In act ealize hat degree OUr
eories Are Iimıted Dy Cultural context
FOr tNıs became clear ree AQgO wnen had A IrS inter-
natıona Symposium practical OQY al übingen. At AIs O-SIUM hıt uUDON clear example the Cultural IImitations Of lan-

u  Y cCaused much Confusion In OÖUT discCussions. The
term IC AIs 15 all OU Was k sımple OoNne the cChurch Was ulImpossible 1or translate GT ven clarıfy tihe meanıng tihe ilerm
cChurch Detween Germans and Americans. Obviously the respective
Was almost
background assumptions Were STrONG hat mutual understanding
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rom tNIS experience the questio arıses T conference Iıke UTS IS
eVell possIble. Can practical Yy one ACGTOSS Culiura OUuUnNn-
daries? Gan A genera| practica| Yy, OT nternational

and IıtNn ntercultural validity?
When Friedrich Schleiermacher the Ne'  s discipline OT practi-
cal theology ISO raised the u  I hat hıs discipline
COuld have He SKs ]! practicalY tihe Sartlle for DTO-
estant and CatNolIc theologlians, and IT 1 COUuUld claım valıdıty Deyound
Germany Schleiermacher's answWerT the u  l Of the denomıiına-
tional character f r  l theology IS Talrly typical 1or NnIS dıal
yl CONiends hat both, purely Dositive and A purely IV
aNswWeTlT WOuld equaliy mIS Ihe u SdYyS, IS In Detween
both anlswerSsS "Some rules will identical for both churches:; but
when OTIe QgO€ES Into detalıl, the difference Detween the principles ISO
becomes visiıble detalil, the dıfference Detween the princIples Iso De-
COMEeSs visıble nere” ( Praktische Theologie 51) FOTr hım, the ınNeren
relationship Detitween clergy and |ay peOople In the protestant and cha-
tholic tradıtion necessitates different practical theologıies. AÄAnd Decause
Of the nternational differences In the SIiruciure Of CNAurches and In the
tradıtions OT worshıip practical eOl0gy Can only developed al a
tional eve
Schleiermacher's CONCcern Iıtn the Imıts OT practical eOlogy IS
coincidence Neirther IS l due protestant apologetics agaılnst catholı-
CISM Rather t Ollows quite systematicalliy from NIS understandın OT
practical theology ıtself practical eOl0gy has ItSs Dlace al the JUNGC-
iure Of theologıcal princIples the OTIe hand and tihe nıstorical evVe-
lopment of church and Christianity tihe hen the of
practicalY gO€ES far the accepliance OT princIples
and far the gıven Culilura and nıstorıcal context

My term CUHuUura and historica! conftext IS OT COUTSeEe rather What
ATre the Imıts SUCNH context? How Can iney 015 specified? Schlei-
ermacher's aNnswerlr reifers |  u FOr hım nıstorıcal and practical
disciplines Adre dependent uUDON a COTMIMNMON |  u FOr ICS
IC Can ComMUNICATteEd hrough formulas hiıs IS e_
rent FOTl ÖT techniıcal discIplines Iıke educatıon ÖT Dractical
Yy hnowever, the DOounNndarıes OTY CcComcıde ıtn the DOuNda-
ries of lanqguage.
SO for Schleiermacher the extension Of practical theology IS contingent
uUPDON shared YriNCIPIES reilgIi0us CommunIty and uUDOoN\N tihe IINQUIS-
tic and Cullura Coniexi
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D Praktical in Germany Denominational,ı
and Contextuality

When I00K al tihe devel  n Of practicalY In Germany
Schleiermacher's I1eW hold Irue In IMaNnYy WaYyS In
Germany practical eOlogy has clearly developed along Culilura and
denomiımnational ınes the Same tiıme, nowever, ere IS A growWwIng
need for CcCommMuUnNICAtion and cooperation Deiween the Varıous trands
OT practicalY In Germany
Letl specıily tnIS observation Itn Drotestanit and

practical y) IC theology n asi and wes!1i; and
finally the national Iımıtations OT the practical theologıical dISCUSSION.

Practical Yy n Germany has developed In ISUNG dI-
tIONS, protestanit and have een several DOoINtTS inter-
connection, and VOU MaYy ISO ODSserve IMaNYy parallels In the
respective developments er SICEe ntil Yy ÖT even Il
Ooday, nNowever, protestant and atNolıc Dractical Yy In Germany
CcCannot De consiıdered unifled discipline.
een irom d  l Derspective his IMaYy SINCEe

Are IMOoTrTe Darts n the WOuUuld De eXclusively
protestant ÖT chatholic The denomınational distribution Of the DODU-
ation IS mixed throughout tine COUNITY, INn tihe exception Of the former
GDR wnere Are aPpPpTr 25% 5%% chatholics and 70%
WNO claım affıhatiıo n ıth anYy reilgi10us DOdYy that tihe dıffe-

Of theologıcal IS StroNg eNOugN creale [WO different practical
theologies In Germany, iIrrespective the Ccultural situation
Increasingly, nowever, Doth Dractical theologies encounter ul naral-
le| challenges, especlally In respecCt the iuture OT the Churchn drop
n church membership, decreasıng Darticıpation n Churchn Services,
lessenIing SUppOT irom famılıes for Christian nature, discontinunties In
the reilgiıous orientation Dbetitween the generations all ese maın IS-
SUEeS tOday'’s agenda of church eaders Are ItNn O-
ICS ASs well Protestanits

MY SeEeCOoNd Case Adle thedI Deiween practical Yy In
e3Aas|i and wesi In tihe last practical Yy n asıi and Wwesti
have JoNE mMeren WaYyS In Germany rom starting DOoIN
In 1945 they have developed long OWT Iınes nas
een CONHINUOUS CcContlacıi Deiween practical Yy In easti and west
and has I  Yy een certaın amount Of exchange. Ne-
vertheless ven Yy, under tihe COoNdıtIOoNSsS Of national and Dolıtical
Uunity, practical theology n asıti and west have NOl W together.
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In HIS Case it Was MOST OT all the cultural and polıtical situation IC
caused the Mmere developments. Different sSOcleties Itn dıfferent
Dresuppositions for the devel the churches have brought

different practical theologıes, ven different under-
standıngs of oractical eo  Y itse In the west oractical the  Yy IS
much closer the SOCIal SCIENCEeS In ManYy practical hneo-
Ioglans spezlaliıze In cultural analysıs they cConsıder be cruclal
for WwOorkKk in the easl the relationship Detiween Culture and heo-
IOQYy IS More dıstant The nNostility the church encountered Ith
ihe SOCIalist government well er theoretical IVISION Det-
WEeel reilgion and culture Adre the aCKdro OT practicalY
Ihıs ST noTl SdYy hat Dractical eOl0gy In the asti Was ÖT IS In avor
Of splendı isolatıon. er have een ul remarkable efforts WOork
for ther”, have churcn noTl for oneselrt Dut 10r others”, f
Was called ıth Je{rıc Ronhoeffer' phrase. But nevertheless ts OWN
self-defimition In especCt culture In general had develop diıfferently
under the auspices of soclalıst
Given the unification @)| church aSS0OCIations IC the natio-
nal unıty, today's challenge lles n the cooperation betitweenl
the  Yy In asil and west In ManYy t IS for the future
Of the church that the churcn Can ıth A single VOICEe But NOW
will the church e able long AS IS agreement Det-
WEeSeTl] practical the  Yy In asti and west?

MY Ir Case IS Of Ssomewhat nature Thıs tiıme —— — a  —— — a nol
wanit COMPDaTE different developments wiıthın Germany Kather S_
want I100K al practical theo  Y n Germany 15 wNnole Here, the IS-
SU®e OT Cultural contextuality Becomes visıble n that practicalY
In Germany has for the moOosSsT Dari developed withın Cclose natıona
CommunIty Of discourse Ihe ScIenNtifIc communıty IS adresse
and IC n iurn ISN(O, IS A strict!y erman communtty.
Thıs IS remarkabie al A ıme when fields OT Yy have clearly
widened eır audiıence nclude SCNOolars irom Man Yy cCountries
WNOSEe VOICeS Gan longer be iIrom the Conversation
In practicalY such WI  l OT audiıences Can e Oobserved
unless consiıder OUTr OW  —_ enterprise here 15 future n cCase
ven In the Dasl, nNoweVver, have een Ja small number Of CD-
HONS the rule Of exclusively natıonal development. ese p-
I0NS Adre specıial here Decause they ShOw NOW practical

has relied Of commMuUNIcCaAatiıon dre
irom ts OWN INndIgeNOUS DOdY Of eOrYy has gained Influence mostIy n
American practical e  y and, ater O has simıilar n-
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I10N In Germany IThıs IS especlally irue for the a cCounselıng
movemen and for the influence OT ogerlan DSYCHOIOGgYyY
Ihe example nternational exchange has do Ith the SOCIal
SCIENCES, especlally ItNn the SOCIOIO0GY OT religion. SOoCclological iheo-
rıes Iıke the functionalısm Of Talcott Parsons ÖT the phenomenOlogy OT

Berger nave equaliy influenced practical eOl0gy n Germany,
In tihe and In er cCountries
rom hıs IMaYy conclude hat nternational and ntercontextual

and exchange In practical eOology dıd nOoT happen through
practical theology tself Dut rather through exierna media ExXpeclally
the SOCIal SCIENCES and DSYCHOIlogy have functioned media OT inter-
Culiura and intercontextual comMUNICAtion for practical OQY

ultura Contextuality, International l  uand tinhe
truggleS the Future OT the Church

What IS the DossibleulOf Such CONSICerallons the Culiura
contextualıty Of practical eOl0gy CONcernNING the u Ver the
future OT the church? Are anNYy implications for his struggle”? AÄAnd
given the Ccultural contextuality OT nractical theology NOW IS nterna-
tional I  u Dossible?
Given the observation that nternational exchange Inltheology
has aken Dlace through the media f DSyYCHNOIOGgY and Of Culiura ana-
YySIS IWO expectations INaYy formed Ihe IrS CX  l
the techniques Werel nIOOQY Can Inier-
natiıonal l  u lead the entification certaın techniıques and
MOTEOVEeT, Of quality standards for sSsuch techniques IC COuld claım
nternational authority? Should strive, JuSt Iıke n DSYCHNOIOgY and
medical ScIience, for nternational professional agreement hat
Drocedures are De consiıdered legıtiımate and effective In oractical
theology?
What clearly speaks ägainst SUCNH aspıirations IS the Daradıgmatic sShıift
IC Gafll currentliy De observed In eOTY In the well
AS in Germany PSyChology and DsSychoanalysıs longer Aare CON-
idered the prıme SOUTCES for Care Kather, has een
clear urn Owards ethics and hermeneutics IC Aare 110  s seen the
decisive background 1or the future developmen Ofa Care Al-
though the relationship DSyCHOlogy IS NOl given altogether
IS notable shıift In tne direction of hermeneutical and ethical analysıs.
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JIhe rTeasoll for hıs InDCare and practical Yy IS
al eas others, In recen! cultural developments

nclude d MMOTEe critical sStance Owards DsyCchological Drofessionaliısm.
gaın — different Cultural situation requires d reESPONSE irom
practical theology. When Deople have Dbecome sceptical Of DSyYCHO-
OQYy'S DromISES the Dastoral Care Gäafll longer Drofit irom DSYCHO-
logical identity either
Thıs DrINgS ack Cultural analysıs n general. 0eSs Ccultural ana-
ySI Ner mMmMOTe OT platfo for international dialogue ? Gan such
analysıs contribute the struggle VerT the future OT the church?
In opinion his Will In fact the AdSe f Culitura analysıs IS [1Meall
intercultural comparatıve tudies In practicaly {Ihıs Kınd Of
tudies has Droven tS usefulness In Varlous fıelds IıKe SOCIOI0gYy
and anthropology. IMaYy ISO OT help n practical theology's al-

Dbecome clear the future the church
One Of the 0Cal DOoINIS OT the struggle VelrT the future Of the churchn In
IManYy countries N the qu  ] of modernity. HOow SNOUId the
churches respond the challenges modernity? ave CAurcnes Al-

gONE 1LOO far In adaptın themselves modernıity, ÖT do they Still
have face modernıity Decause they have remamed premodern
In Of development” Thıs question Carl of ans-
wered through practical tudies wiıthın ne’s OWN Contex(n,
SaYy the erman ÖT meriıcan cultural Situation In IMany WaYyS, NOW-
eVerT, comparatıve tudies OT the sSituation In Ccountriıes INaYy
shed SOMe ne  s Ig hıs question.
What MaYy Decome clearer hrougn Such comparatıve IS tihne

Of certaın soclal and relligious nstitutions ÖT OT certaın church
policıes EXIS In ONe COUNITY Dut Adre absent In the er
T0o ention al eas ONe exemple let DomMn the question Of reill-
gIOUS educatıion In Dublıc SCNOOIS IC have In Germany Ihiıs In-
StItution has Ofle under much dispute fter the erman UNIMNCATON
Gan the CONSEQUENCES of the absence Of religious educatıon In Dublic
sSchools tudied DY IO0KINg al the situation In the where
such classes exyxist? Ihıs WOuld be examıned through
comparative tudies

COUTSE@ MaNYy difficult: wWill have solved IT SUCNH COMparısons
are work | T evenl Solate the effects OT S siıngle nstiıtu-
tion Iıke reilgious education? In spite SUCN questions t DrO-
mMISINg underake SUCNH cComparatiıve tudies (and the IAPT

ffer OCcCasıon actualiy SO)
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ven NOW, WIithout tihe grounds OT academıc SCrutiny, nternational
COomparisons DIay ]  O  an role n the struggle VerT the future @)|
the church pponents of reilgious education In DUDIIC SCNOOIS n
Germany DOoIMt the In Order SNOW hat the future Of the
church acutally 0eSs NOl depend thıs kınd OT educatıonal Support

practicalY IS contribute the struggle Ver the future
the church and f t IS do 5!  y al eas others, through nterna-
tiıonal lalogue the method choice IS the comparatıve UOCY of
Church, Culture and religion.
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