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Practicalyand tihe Future OT the
Church

Ost WNO Adre IS ÖT womanlıst, ÖT OINerwise self-namıing,
|ıve Iıth ambIiqguous EeMOTUONS toward eır reilgIiOuUS commMUNItes
Many Christian have left the church ÖT Christianity altogether.
0OSe WwhoO remaın wiıthın the church iten See ihemselves DEeOople

the margıns ÖT reformers In SOM hat WOTd, ug
the orms OT reform Aare understood ul diferently In diverse Culiura
contexts. ] Wherever they however, frequently u  I0M
whether they Adre COMpromISING 00 much ÖT whnether Ir Daln IS
IMOTEe than ihey Can ear AÄAnd they ask nat Of reform are
needed for the gO0OC Of and for the 00d Of tihe wnNnole human
famlıly and or the gO0Od the earth
Thıs dilemma makes the future OT the Churchn problem al Desi, for
IManYy Carrysuch hurt hat they nope the church will nol have
future, whiıle others DTaYy and work toward thoroughgoing ransiOr-
mation Many OT the church's Dro  ms that all OUt for transformation
are problems u  e In the WaY hat IS understood OT
miısunderstood the WaYy hat uman existence Ist described and fUu-
iure actıon IS envisioned. {Aıs address IS -  S ourney through SOMe OT
tihe ncreie and Ooretical, hope ıST hat the future
the church wiıll llumined ENGAGE n the DraxXIıs OT ractica
y

TIhe Church aCces nto tihe

In the beginniIng Of his oment In tiıme, OUT WOT| IS nol wiıthout Iorm
and VOId, Dut l MaYy well wıithout dırection and nope Consider, 1or
example, SOTIEe the ISSUeS TaCcıng the church In the decade Of ihe

FOr Ada arıa Isası-Diaz and Yolanda Tarango, reform begins DYy IIstenIng the
VOICeSsS and theological allırmatıons Of Ispanıceand for ung Hyun yung
reform Degins hen siıan analyze elr torıes and ull meanıng C-
ures irom eır Iıfe experliences. See Ada arıa sası-Diaz and Yolanda Tarango,
1SPanıC Women: Prophetic VOoice n the Church (San Francısco Harper ROow,
1988); and ung Hyun yung truggle be the Sun Agaırn (MarykKnoll: TDIS,
1991
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In ese VE mMmOMenIs, the former Yugoslavıa IS iorn apart and
Deople Are u  , raped, murdered, beaten and Imprisoned,
usually one rellgious VeTlT another In AIs Case, the Muslims Adre
D  Icul  Iy Victimized
Worlawıde, War IS Wagıng n northern Ireland, fueled DYy the reilgiouUs
dıfferences and W struggles Deiween Protestants and oman
Gatholics, and War IS Wagıng n the Miıddle Fast Detitween Israellrs and
Palestinians, fueled Iso DYy rellgious diferences and struggles.
In region, dre IVING n the aftermath OT the [al 1992 u  ]  l
In LOS Angeles, DY uUprISINGS In Atlanta, Toronto and Ise-
wnere the ase Of ese uUprISINGS WerTe racıal discrimination, Dhy-
SICAal and spirıtual DOVvertTY, and interracıal resentment and In the
days following the DUurNINg and looting and In LOS Angeles,
Afrıcan American eaders denounced racıal and class discrimination In
the United Staates discrimınation hat has ecome systematıc geENO-
CIde, Killıng Afrıcan merıcan \ıTte and quality OT lıTte One Korean-Ame-
rican Dastor al the Galifornia-Pascific nnual Conference United Me-
thodiıst SaIld that the Korean-Americans In LOS Angeles WelT®e lıke

In Samuel 11:14-27; Was sent the Iınes DY aVl
Dut in the Case Korean Americans, racıs m against Blacks Was
the that sent them the lines.® And Latıno eaders have
pointed OUult hat al eas OoNne Ir of the businesses and omes hat
Were burned In LOS Angeles wWerTe theırs, yel ONe has name: hat
realıty In the media, Dolitica ÖT cChurch; they have een INVI-
IDI Deople
Another major ISSUEe hat aCes the churches n the United States and
Ganada IS hat of homosexualıty. In the dse of the United Methodist
Church, deCcISIONS WeTlTe made n the 1992 General Conference
maıntaın the |  u Of the Book Of DIscipline regardıng NOMO-
sSeXuallty, for ÖTIe Id! the "Social Principles" elated
tihe CIVI rights GgaY and esbilan persons.$ ence United Methodists
wWill CONUuNUE refuse ordıination and consecration nomosexual DET-
SOTIS, and the UdY OT homosexualıty hat will be CcConducted In the
church wWıill guided DY [EeSOUTCES hat Aare consıstent ıth the XI  l

ang O0N LEe, Address Galıtornia-Pascific Annual| Conference, June 1 1992
Uniıted IS Church 0clal Principles,” The DOK of Discipline the United
Methodist Church 19927 (Nashwille: United Methodist Publishing ouse 1992), Dar.
71G, The paragraph begins: \Ge  In {asıc uman rıthts and Civiıl Dberties are
due all DETSONS. We ATe mmıiıtted Support OSse rnghts and Iberties for NOomo-
SE XUua| Dersons.'
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"Social Principles" hat declare homosexual Dractice "Incompatible
ıth Christian teaching."*
ONsSıCder NO  s NOW much OT eCcCclesi0l0gy has een rounde In tihe
historical marks Of the church OoNe, holy, and apostoliıc ÖT
In the New Testament OT the CcChurchn esia, 1a,
Iıtourgıia, kKeryama and Dasılela OoNnsıder Iurther NOW much Of
eCcCIleSI0l0gy IS Irom foundations In Christian doctrines OT
ohiılosophical SySiemSs; far Iess ecclesio0l0gy has een formed irom
anthropology, much ess irom d INIS anthropology. What WOUld
happen the realıties TaCcıng the church were Drimary data In
reshapıng anthropology? Toward hat KINd Church WOUuld hope
and move”? We will hıs exploration ıth A sımple ”dse UuUdY
because SOMe Oof ese realıtıes are reveale In VE ordınary
experiences OT n the church

A oman aCces into the Church

Ihıs SUMMET, for the IrS ıme In ıte, z — 7 Was nvıted Dreach In
church that Was iımportan IMY OW  —__ ıTe ourmey the small IOoWN
church OT atiner's yYOU and the cChurchn hat had visıted OU
NCe YSar ıth COUSINS MY nusband and m— had talked ıth
Texas amlılıy OU visit, and COUSIN as T the IWO OT wOoul
De willing Dpreach. We Sald fine, and he made conitaci Itn the DaS-
IOr SCC hat thought. checked and double-checked ıth
COUSIN OU wheter he wanted OTIe ÖT DOotN OT Dreach, and
repeatedly responded "both.' talkıng ıth ihe Dasilor and getting

enthusıastıc9 IV COUSIN aske 1or Curriculum vitae,
z mmnr d  z mmnr d u  l  , along ıth IDIICa and SEeIrNüN dl
When arrıved In hometown VI the jamlıly, Were
greeted warmly, and dıa much visitı In COompressed ıme Over
lunch aturday, COUusIıN Saıd

wan get SOM awkward ıtems OUTt of the Way
told QOUTrT Dasior that M had nvıted both Of yOoUu preach, and he Was

enthusilastic, Dbut last week, he announced ıth anfare that Jlen
O0O7Te woul De ıth NnexTt Sunday preach. He shared 19t OUu
you llen, Dut he mentloned Mary F lızabeth OMOTrTOW, WE ıll
have church full Of Mullıno famıly COmINg hear Mary E |ızabeth and

IDId., Dar 7A1 7 The fuller TCX{T reads "Although WE do NOT condone the DTaC-
tice Of homosexXuality and nsıder thıs practice incompatible ıth Christian eacn-
INg We alflırm that GraCe IS avallable all We COMMı! Ourselves De n mMI-
nistry for and Ith all Dersons
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church fulll OT QUT regular congregatıion COomIng hear llen hıs DTO-
ably happens yOUu lot, Mary Flızabeth

E nodded DeCause, indeed, IT o0eSs happen en MyYy COUSIN, nol
KNOWING quite NOw handle the sıtuation, SaIld

Tonıght are havıng the Dastor and hIS ıTte VerT for dinner, and
woul surely appreclate l IT yOU woul fiınd WaYy CcCommMmuUnNICaAtEe hat
yOU ıll be OINg.

IrS aske COUSIN ıT the whole oituation WOuld easıer f llen
preached, Dut hastıly Saıd M and agreed nat would Ind
eb  Ja WaYy clarıfy the CONTUSION
TIThat NIg wnhen explained the Dasilor hat WOuld De

awkward sılence Was DY v Iirom the Dasilor. HIS ıfe
QquicklIy MM "Oh, (n Iısh had NOown thıs earlıer,

cOould have DUl YOUT Mamle In the ulletin”

Sunday worship Allle, and In the openIng DraYyer, the Dasior YaVE
thanks for Allen’'s preach; IONg W and hen
e nIS wiıle.” We preache o0-pa SETTNOTN, and the

SEIVICE en ıth altar all and tihe SINGING of "Soldiers Christ
rse." an  l DY tihe exyıt dOOT, greeted Deople and enjoyed the

OT the congregation and SOTTIE MN  Y references embers
Of Tamlıly. One Man shakıng hand dId, yYOU KNOW VYOU WeTlTe
eanıng the Mullıno Dulpit nıIs morning”?" had NOl KNOWN);
grandparents hat donated the Dulpıt Defore
As e n E reflect his moment n time, [ meel mysellf and tihe church In e
E  s WaY Ma —  Ma — Was Ouched Dreach n the church OT
Tamlıly; the invitatiıon commMmMuUnNICAted that WAdSs connected. MY tather,
not inclined farmıng, had left AIsS CO  unıty almost aQO
My Darenis and had visıted tihe westi exXas IOWN Man Yy S, Dut tNIS
Was and wWwere eINg aske hat dO, and It
Was homecoming. Tn Was keenly F1 prepare and DreaC
nat IManYy generations Of human DEINgS and generations @)| Christians
had gOoNe Deifore M Dassed l  ) opened the OOTS C had
entered, and travelled Iıtn hrough hard times and gO0Od
Ihe IrONIC misunderstandın about WNO Was DreachIng IS indeed
MM for COUSIN Was Correct Just SIX months AQUO,

al e churchn In Gallifornia Sunday designated ONOr
the Dasior. MY SDOUSE Was nvıted presen! VD  er certificate the DaS-
1Oor The 0Cal NEWSDADETS Ccarrıed the SIOry distinguished lle
00Ore, ean Of the School eOl0gy al Glaremont, made DTE-
sentation the Dasior; Was accompaniıed DYy NIS lovely fe.”

inciıdents used MNOW, they M Dut the
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Jal ealıty that stands under nem 0eSs NOl al all ese
nearly rıvial events NC In the church and
ts nstitutions uch events Adre NOT themseilves probiem; INey dre
SIQNAal Üghts that Hlummnate the problem Of n the church W -
Men WwnhO Adre ignored, SileNCcEd, identitied ONIY n relatiıon mMe  S FOr
Deople who ave had Such experlience, ÖT WhoO have had ONne
ÖT and "risen aDOove them”, the Dhenomenon IS ICU u..
nıcatle In MOTEe han triıvial WaY FOT pDeople WhoO have had Such X-
Deriences agaın and agaın, ONe rvial SIOTY IS sSufficıent llumıne the
cComplex SOCIal y  l and all OT ts debilitating CONSEQUENCES. IThe
MESSAGHE IS clear omen Cannol, will nOl, SNOuld nol Dreach; Il
NOl accept hem eaders TIhe MESSAHC hat IS far [1O0OT sSubtle and
far MMOTEe dev  l IS will nol Will sımply
ignore hem
The Of SucNn DY the church IS
all sılent, self-destruct, exXxercIse SIrONGg even manıpulatıve) l(ea-
dership behind the SCENES, tihemselves, and COTTI-
Deie ıth for the SCTaPpsS OT opportunity, ÖT choose
SO Me ramalıc combinatıon OT IHte-denying options In the STIOTY D L  D L
have shared, impulse Was volunteer sılence, Sayıng
COUSIN nat CC WOUIlc DE for len preach the entiıre SEeIMNMON
Fortunately, COUSIN CNOSeEe nol Dartiıcıpate In voluntary SIl-

and llen did not want Dreach the ull SermMon They both
empowered DYl nOol Darticıpate n acCıi OT elf-des-
TU —— ISO empowered myself DY NOl continulng volunteer SI-
ence ——  m——zZ———; WOU NCe have one F have finally earned almost earn-
ed) be obnoxiousiy bresent when the forces OT sılence are al work
With the Dasior, WNO YWOUuld have accepte V  u SI-
enCce, k introduced the OpIC OT OÖOUT shared preachıIng WITNOUT apOology;
happıly, INY SPDOUSE (the presumed authority e)| the famıly) old ar STOTY
tihat COTT! mıne ave earned that SUrvival refusSing
ODItera IS ıtself SuUuDversive acCt of Iıberation
But experience of AIS SUMMerT COMMUNICATEC Vel [MOTEe

and the churcn TIhe words @)| the famıly irıiend al the
O00OT the churchn Iınger still, VOU KNOW yYOU Werlre eanıng the
Mullıno Dulpit?" [E n M  [E n M dıa NOl GroW In Tamlıly OT rellgious eaders —— GrEW

n Tamlıly larmers, omemakers, and small [MeTlT-
chants Furthermore, K UreEW A} ıl In WOT| wnere
only [Mel WeTlTe expecte give reilgi0us jeadershıp. inhe-

reilgioOus mantles, received specılal interes ÖT expectations
irom the Churches of yOU and adulthood, and had
OOTS opened for In Tfact, —— had ODEN the few OOTS hat A z—— dıd

and alk around others In Order Iı In ”  J WINCdOW. Sud-
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dently, his SUMmMmMer Sunday, ame S66 myself "eanıNng
the Mullino DUulpi inherting from the OFrdINary poeple WNO did e1r
Ordinary Dari n Supporting the churcn of 1r community. gaın, for
Deople Wwho nherıit reiligious mantles ÖT for mmen Wwho Adre recognIized
and nurtured from E a give leadershıip, the Of this
ISCOVeETY IS INICU cComMUNICATteE IS er  J DOWET monetheless
DOWET that DromISeES iurn the church upside OWwn DYy reCOONIZING
that thel OT the church IS Dassed OWNn through ordınary CISsS
Of ordınary pDeople church IS NOl sSeriıes @)| ministers; T IS COTM-
munity Of OUT ancesiors I Cal ean And the church
IS eritage hat ean though en nOoT recognIize t
untıl! SOTTIEOTIE asks, YOU KNOW VOU WerTe eanıng the Mullıno
Dulpiıt"?
One last WOTC ShOould SAaIld eaniıng and leapıng As uchn A  15 KL
a  wi  e the overwhelming Of ancestors Drovide for

ljeanıng, acknowledge er equaliy overwheiming DOWET DTO-
"de for eapıng. Ihe words that {l and Ca WerlTe MoOoved DTOG-
laım hıs SUTTIMIEeT Sunday WeTlTe noT WOords ancesiors WOU
have Droclaimed, ÖT ven CONdOoNe Ihe na they Dassed Was
NOl blueprint that WerTe obligated TONOW, Dut A Oof COUTAgE
and Dersistence hat emboldened leap In Od's Spi-
nt n nNat moment COoul Of riends ıth AIDS, racıal and
CIass conflict, and the oppression OT Iy Decause ÖOUur
ancestors themselves had a pır Of reedom and hope But

Were ISO compelled leap In SOTTIEe Ne  s directions Decause 0OSe
Samle ancesiors had D  l  I In destructive SOCIa|l forces that INÖ  <

OUut for change.
GE f have shared tnıs STOTY NOl SIOTY Of all ÖT all
Dut A Ig llumıne SE@XIST SOCIal realıtıes hat do all
and mMen}\n and all churches, albeıt In MaNnYy WaYyS ine rOol1 Of
tnıs realıty IS A  . denial Of gO0OANESS and Il  Iting Of human lıTte Such
Imıts Adre Dervasıve n SEeXIST sSOoclal CIsS and ideologies that they
destroy OUT abilıty Dercelive gO0OONeESS al ıtS Dest Ihe remaınder Of
thıs Will OCUSEC SOTTIE Dartiıcular WaYyS in the deniıal
and dıstortion O1 have undergirde tihe Oppression Of
mmen DY the church
{Ihıs u  l human gO0ANESS IS NOl Just A Dersona ISSUE®e for A Tew
Indıvidual IS polıtical ISSUE for around the WOT'
Dut f radıcaliy Oörms AS t IS identified Ith diverse
Oorms Of raCISm; agism, nationalism, heterosexIism, and anthropomor-
pohism Ihe search for Ne'  s I9 IS urgent A aradıgm hat Will
reshape VIEWS of human exyxiIstence and the future Of the cChurch
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Sin Reconsidered

Traditionally, the questions OT human exiıstence Adre iramed |
OT SIN and gOoodNness { hıs WaQ iramıng IS filled Iıth Droble-

MmMatıcs Dut OTIe Dartıcular aspecıt OT the D  I  l addressed here
the Imited I1EeW of NUu [a} goodness hat IS DUut orth when gO0OONeESS
defined | Coniras Il understandıngs OT SIN [0]9[0| the

conceptlion OT gOo0OdNeESS 15 the CounterpoIin SIN MaYy lluminate
gOo0odNeSS I SI  M  n WaYS Such CannoTl GIVE DicCiure
Of goodness al IS Dest
In Dartiıcular will look al tradıtional formulatiıons 0]| SIN | relatiıon
sexualıty, W and CNaOos Ihe Il  HON OT SIN ıth p -
wertul y  l | alarmıng for WhoO have en een ICH-
mized DYy omen have een traditionally
valued VIFrGINS and feared they have een valued
for u  ılıty and longsuffering and feared wielders OT and
they have een valued armonIızers wiıthın the home and feared
Dotential disrupters SOCIal Oorder IheIl moOodes OT Iidentifying
SIN Ith sexualıty, W and CNaOÖos reinforce the VE values and
ears hat have shaped IIves and ODDTESSION

Sin and SeXuality
The relation Detween SIM and sexualıty [ mark the
Christian tradıtion ıth celibacy S6611 d far [1Nalr-
I The for hıs | whether I  Y, abstinence and
sSexual control Adreudefinıt! OT goodness al 165 best Dartı-
Cularliy I era when S@XUal preference and SEXUaAa| COoNduct have
functioned Aas DIIMaAaTrYy CM  M for l  l the MINISTFY OT the cChurcn

ACccording Paul's er the Gorin  lans, Pau!l Dlaces tihe nıgher
value C  l  Y, Dut egards 15 Detter han Durning ıth
DaSSION.:

To the unmarrıed and the WICOWS Say that lı well for them rTeNamM
unmarrıed as Rut li they — nOT Dracticıng self control they ShOuld
Marry FOor IT er Marry than De aflame ıth DasSSlioN (| Gor
S

0Ug Paul's WOTdS Were ırecie Dartiıcular COMMUNILY al A
Darticular iime and although and early ChristiansX
the world end al anYy moment NIS words have NOl always een |
terpreted that Culture Sspecific WaYy In fact they nhave een gENETA-
IZEe‘ and l A role | shapıng Christian values Of
sexualıty and abstinence
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Tertulhan, for example, wWriting irom Nortn Afrıca In the early Ir
CEeNWUrTY, Paul's language and argued hat T IS er
nenrther MarrYy NOT urn "Marriage, OrS0OO IS Decause
burning IS worse."> Tertullıan ater made A  ‚er dse t{hat marriage INeVI-
ably nvolves lust, ven MONOGAMOUS marrıage IS contamınate
ıth the desıre for SeXual relations, IC IS the Sale fornicationn.6
Ihıs IV valuıng sSexual espression continued through the Pat-
MStUC Age, durıng ıme much Was writiten In praise virginity.
uch aler In NIStOTY, Thomas Cquinas (cC.1225-1274) argued that,
WItNOUtTt the Tall, InterCcOoUrse WOuUuld have existed wWithout carnal desire
Decause the "lower DOWEeTS” WOU have een "entirely subject
reason."/ Thus, ul maıntaıned the commoniy dısdaın
for SeXual eeling, ut Dermitted the DOSSIDIUNTY tihat sexual intercourse
tself IQ have een DUTE 1 desjoined from ardent desire
IDIICa hat WerlTe cCcommonIiy used DYy the church Support the
value Of ell  y WerTe IsSo used escrmnbe dSs hreats ell-
DAaCYy One ilrequently quoted exTi aDPDEaTrS In the Book Revelation
wnere the author Sspeaks Of the ONe hundred forty OUuSsan who have
een redeeme firom the earth

IT IS ese WNO have noTl defiled themselves ıth for they aAare
VIrQINS; ese follow the Lamb wnherever he QgOES. They have Dbeen —-

Tertullıan, O HIS Wiıfe ” Tertullian Treatises arriage and Remarriage, transi
Wılliam LeSalint. >5 ST (Westminster, ewman ress, 1956), Ihıs
reatlse Uxorem In Latın Was probabily Wwritten Detween and 206 hen
Tertullian Was OU 40Ö-' Cal Of aye and hen ne Was Sl clearly ‚Aatholıc. (8

Marrıage, according HIS here, IS nOoT Iinheren qgO0Od, Dut only COTN-
paratıvely er than Dburning
Tertullıan, "An F xhortatiıon Chastıity,” In Tertullian Treatises Marriage and
Remarriage,” hıs reatise (De Fxyhortatione Gastıtatis In atın) Was lıkely written
Detween 204 and 12 during time hen Tertullıan Was MOVINg toward the
Montanısts
IThomas ÄAcquınas, Summa Theologica, Vol / Fathers Of the English OMI-
Ican Province (New ork enziger Brothers, INC., 194 /7), uestlion 98, Article -
493-494
Ccquinas SaW hımself In agreement ıth ÄAugustine Ön ese Iideas, both seEINGg the
„ [01- of Innocence time hen (e64asocon Was In control: «  refore Augustine SayS
(De (IvV. Del XIV. We ust DE far Irom SuUppOSINg that offspring could nOT De De-

WIthout concupiIscence. All the bodily members wOoul have Deen equaliy
MOVEeI DYy the Will, Wwiıthout ardent ÖTr wanion incentive, ıtn Imness Of SOUul and
body Acquinas embellished hIs OWN DYy referring thıs and
explalnıng: “Ihıs IS hat Augustine a\ DYy the words quoted, IC| do nOT
exclude intensity Of pleasure Irom the staife Of InnOCeENCEe, Dut ardor OT desire and
restlessness Of the Ind Ccquinas imaged the age OT InnOocence, then, as state
In IC "fecundı WOoul have been without ust,  j and he appeale: Augustine In
makiıng hıs ase
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deemed from humankınd IrsS frults for God and the Lamb, and n
elr MOU e Was oun they Are Dlameless (Rev 14:4-5, NRSV

In A SOMEeWNAaA IMOTe equitable exXxT ifrom Paul's etter the Gorin-
tihlans, Paul Drescribes appropriate sSexual eNavıiıor

Now concerning the maters abou 1C| yOU It N ell for mMan
nOT 'OUC| woman. Rut Decause f Cases Of sSexXual iımmoralıty, each
mMan sSshould have hıs OW|  —_ ıTe and each her OW|  z husband
Gor. Ta=Z- —

YOU nsiıder that both Of WerlTe written during ımes Of
threat, OTIle Can iımagıine the ears hat IMaYy have aunted
authors and eır ComMUNItIES Ihe Book OT Revelation Was aPpPa-
rently writiten during . Deriod in IC Christians Were eIng SEC-

and nternal evıdenCe wiırthın Paul's GCorinthian etters indicates
consıderable ension and fragıilıty wiıthin the Corinthian Christian GCOTTI-
munıty. Both authors CNOSeEe STIress the Impending end tihe WOT|
and DOotN Dlaced SIS Iıte urnı SexXual SIN The aunting
ue  l IS WhY WeT®e chosen represent the dangers TaCINg
the CO  munity and the threat sSexXual ILYy Ihe CorreSsponding QUES-
10NS Aare What Iımitations Adre Dlaced human goodness DYy iden-
ITyINg ıT narrowlIy Ith SexXual abstinence and control, and hat
mitations Adre placed the churchn DY identifying the ene 556 Ith
the absence SeXxXual eXpression.

SINn and the W Power

Ihe relationship Detitween SIN and ine will IS another omınan
theologıical eme Oone hat hnas led exiensive warnings agaınst
the dangers OT and Dr alongsıde elaborate praise IOr the
virtues Of umlilıty, Datience, and sServanthood Ihe essential COTICcern
here IS hat though and the will W Cafll dev  INg
evils, and Ihough the virtues Of umlility, Datience and sSservanthood Can
uOorms goodness, virtues CannoTt represent gOOd-

Ness al ts Dest
Ihe NıIStOry Of Christianity abounds ıth examples SIN equated Ith

and pride, Dut IWO exemplars Can represen! the in thıs
One eiıghteenth CeNturYy Christian eader In England Was

John esley, oOunder OT tihe Methodist We  y COoNncern
Was not Ovun denomination, Dut the ep OT Christian
experlience. Wıth nat VISION, engaged In tNeOlogy
that called practical Ivinıity, and maıntaıned SIrONGg
the Detitween and human Sinfulness In makıng
nIsS Case, lrequent!y exhorted agaınst the dangers @)| uman poride,
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Ver] the pride of n  l oneself receptive In OoNne
Such DaSSaQC, he Saıd

(H)e that cometh UNTIO God Dy thıs 'al ust fIX MIS CYC sıngly nIS
OW!| Wickedness, hIS qgull and helplessness, WIthNOoUt havıng the eas
regard anYy Suppose good In hımself, any VI  ue ÖT righteousness
whatsoever. He Uust COM IMeTre Sinner, inwardly and outwardly,
self-destroyea and self-condemned, ringing nothing God Dbut UNngOd-
INess only, pleadıng nothing Of hıs OW|!  _ but SIN and misery.®

esiley Was Dersistent n Warnıng against the dangers claımıng {00
much credit for oneselrf and, thus, slıppın n ne’s relationship ıth
God
Frequentliy, Was X  l the dangers when
warned tihe Drofessors In the Methodist SOCcCIeties agaınst U-
sIasm ("the aug Of Dride") antınomlanısm (Whi iten Droceeds
irom enthusiasm), SINS OMISSION, and schism.* TIhe Drofessors were
0OSe pDeople who Dersonally Drofessed entire sanctification, and
esley orried spirıtual Dr led them Into er
dangers ÖT SINS Was seen at the roo1 IMaNnYy eviıls
In siımilar ashıon, the 1e cCentury theologıan
eınNno Niebunhr developed OrOUu theological exposition
pride the rOol uman SIN He made Case, that human
DEINgS Iıve In ension Detitween IU and reedom, and human SIN
IS effort ECSCaAaDC that ension People deny Inıtude hrough
and the wirll W  , they deny reedom through sensualıty, loSIng the
self A  In SOMEe Of the world's vitalities."10 But Niebuhr argued
hatl IS actually [1OTe aSsSıc han sensuality; In facCt, Ide, OTr hat
Paul describDes self-glio  rıfication, Can Sald give )MSEe SENISUA-

John esley, "Justification DYy alth,” In John esiey, ed Ibe Outler (New
Oork (Oxford University ress, 1964), 208 (fırst appearıing In Drın In cf Wes-
ley Jaın Account Of Christian Perfection,  “ In TIhe OrKS of John esiey, vol
(Grand Rapıds, ıch aker BOookK MOUSe, 19//), 366, 439:; esley, "Advice
Englishman,” OrKS, vol Xl, 185-186
John esley, "CGCautions and [DDirections Iven the realties Professors In the
Methodist Socleties,  N In John esiey, 208-305 Äccording Outler, ese
utions WerTrTe IrsS printea "tO CODC ıth both alse OCIinrnne (LE Sinliess'  ‚00 perfec-
10N and 'alse tlemper (LE self-righteousness).” (299) The content Was ater ab-
ndged and Iinto Farther Oughts Christan Perftecton and, ater, an
Account of Christian Perfecton esley opened the orıginal pamphlet Itn tnIs "first
advıce": Watc! and Dray continually agaılnst pride, agaılnst CVETY kınd and degree of
t G0d nhas casti It OUL, SEeEeE that It OÖTe It IS full dangerous desire
And yOU May SII back Into Its especlally ıf yYOU In y OU ATre In dan-
ET of T3 (299
eIinnNnoa| Niebuhr, The Nature and Destiny of Man vol O (New Ork Charles
Seceribner' Sons, 1964 1941), 17/8-179
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lity. ! Niebuhr Droceeded es Of pride DO-
WEeT, pride Of KNOowledge, and pride Of virtue, and he Sought "t0 relate
the IDIICa and distinctively Christian conception Of SIN and
sSeli-love the observable behavıour Of men sic)."12®
jeDunrs analysıs IS ase‘! assumption hat Deople sSuffer fifrom
100 much pride and self-love, rather han 100 ıttle Ihıs assumption IS
questionable when viewed iIrom tihe DerspecCtive of 1or whom
the INnadequacCy and self-hatred IS ften overwhelming, Vale-
rıe Salving and Sue Nelson Dunifee have both critiqued ı1ebuhr's
VIEW, arguIing hat are MOTre Ikely sSuffer iIrom 100 ıttie l
and self-Iov and Are MOTEe IKely Darticıpate n hat Dunifee calls
the SIN OT nidıng than the SIN Of pride. !$
ıe analysıs Of the SIN OT pride has another atal law irom fe-
minıst D  IV  , and hat IS NIS distinction Detitween indıvidual and
corporalte SIN In acknowledgın corporalte SIN, he the WaY for
thoroughgoing analysıs OT tihe vıl In SOCIlal Sirucliures, Dut NIS 1eW nas
another well According Niebuhr, SIN IS nol only In
indıvidual DETSONS, Dut t IS actually escalated In the form OT
pride, creating ension Detween indıvidual and morality.1* AC-
COordiıng Niebuhr, ıST INOTE 9 hypocritical, self-
centred and [1NOTre n the Dursult @)| Its ends han tihe IndIvI-
dual."1> Not only IS tihe the Dbearer Of evil, then, Dut t IS almost

the Dearer Of gOo0od Hereın lJes A problem, especlally for
whose womens COMMUNIIES are A Drimary SOUTCE Of ııfe, and iten
far MOTEe trustworthy than hat has een handed hem ÖT
distinctive Christian teaching (the autinorıtes Niebuhr most
ften appeals erenmn ISO les oroblem for the nstitutional church
Is the churcn eXIS oniy o  . SUpport f1or indıviduals In potentıal
goodness the church DOdY itself and Of the WNole creation withın

IDId., 186
IDId., 188
Valerıe Salving, uman Situation FemIinNıINe View,  “ In omanspirit Rısing: A
EeMNIS: RHeadgder n e/gion, ed aro| Christ and Judıth PIaskow New York
Harper Row 1979), 25-42:; and Sue Nelson Dunfee, Beyond ervanthood. SIS-
Hanılıly and the ! iıberation of omen nham, University ress Of America,
1989), eSD 105-130 Dunfee IS NO  s exploring the realıty that especlally

of color sometimes USe hidıng WaYy f Survival, Dut the attention Of thıs
earlıer DOOK IS ırecte: the USe of hıdıng ifram full sSe  00 rather
than chosen wiıthın oppressive sSOcla|l milıeu

IDId., 208-209; cf eınno Niebuhr ora Man and Immoral Sociely New ork
Charles Seribner'  S Sons, 1960,
Niebuhr, The Nature and Destiny of Man. vol |, 208
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f lıves”? tihe atter, hen the l  u and reformation Of the
church DOdY IS urgen!t.
The assoclatıon OT the wWill ıth and the assoclatıon Of
both ıth sensualıty IS ul COMMMON In tihe Christian tradıtion, and

Adre the OSEers In both Ihey AlTe iten the Deople Of the
SoCIety whose W and sensualıty Are MOST feared, and ihey are
ften the DeopleX CarTYy orth the values Of umlility and
Xxual Durty. Because have tradiıtionally had ıtt} DublIc DOWET
ÖT OT DersSonNa repudilating the wırll d
SIN undercuts womens claım ÖT DOWET In the Dublıc
realm and ENCOUTAYECS deny SOCIa| and Dersona W
altogether, when f Z volunteered In the Case noT preach. Because

have een tradıtionaliy assoclated ıtn SEeXUual desıire (Wwhic IS
overcome), r  udılatın sSexual expression SIN has een WaY

asil dispersSIioOns women’s wWorth, define clear boundarıies
around the womens DrODET Dlace In the home), and close

OUl male Circles OT leadership and influence.

SINn and 205

Another tradıtional understandı Of SIN IS ISo NOl VE complimentary
y and that IS the fl  tIon Of SIN Iıth CNa0OS and the COT-

responNdIng aSSOCIation In certaın times and Dlaces, Dut T Ccannot re-
Dresen! al ts Dest, especlally when Order IS en UuSed

EXCUSEe nol ordaın ÖT nol allow tnhem take certaın
roles In the church
In Christian tradıtion, SIN and Vıl have een assoclated Iıth
CcCNa0os and uncontrolle nalure, need ordered and brought
Into control Since Adfe commoniy assoclated ıth CNa0OS and
nalure, are the men SOTTIE raclal/ethnıc communitties, ihey 100
die identifled iorces controlled Susan Griffin makes SIrONGg
Cadse 1or the COMMOonN Iınkage In ntellectual and reilgious tradıtions

CrOÖS, naliure and and ihe GCOTICceErN hat all OT
se need controlled.16
Griffin arguecs hat tihe fear OT naiure and natura|l Iorces IS exXxpressed In
the metaphysıcal division Of and spirıt IS the foundatıion
@)| Christianity and also, D  y The Strong Christian N-
IngS agaınst natural|l DEAaUtTY, Dleasure and Sexual expression reinforce

Susan Griffin, Pornography and S/Jence (New Ork Harper KOW, 1981), 8-14; cf
Griffin omen and Nature (New ork Harper ROow 1978).
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tNIS mind-DOdYy Spiit, well ds the UFrGgeNCY OT control Ironically, d$Ss-
cetic tendencıies n Christianity contribute tihe rebellion hat IS EX-
pressed In D  Y Dut, In actuality, D  Y actualiy
the Same metaphysiıcs Christianity.
Griffin concludes, or all tihe old shapes Of rellgious asceticısm dre
echoed In obscenity. ÄAnd CVETY SVETYu CVETY OT
Dornographic feeling has ts orıgın In the church."!/
Griffin further reCOOQNIZES tihe MM distinction Deiween Culture and
naliure and the characterıstic DUFrDOSE OT Culture control nalure,
ence, nher SU "Culture's Revenge Against Nature She makes
the ase that uman contro|l VerT nature Corresponds with, and reıin-
iorces, male contro|l VeT She SdYyS, for example,

Ihe iıdea that the SIG of woman s body calls man Dack nIS OwWwn
anımal nalure, and that thıs anımal nature SQOOrN/’ estroys hım, elr-
berates throughout culture We find It In the OST ancıent SOUTCES In the
Bıblical STOTYy creation, discover Eve Wwho has spoken ıth SeT-
peni, seducıIng dam Into eating apple, the 'orxDıI  en TU of KNOW-
edge Through thıs seduction, the om  'ors tell u 'Eve Dbrought
eal Talce the worlce '18

TIhe reaction Such remnNders OT anımal naliure ISt cultural control,
inally culminates In the objectification Of The objec-

tifyıng IS S66/C)1 In Varlous orms D  y SUCNH ine
striıptease In women's DOdY IS revealed "flesh Under Culture's
control.”19
One Can I  Y IMaNYy further exemples OT tihe e  Y value COTI-
tro| VelT nalture, such Christian interpretations OT 0d's cCcommand
for Deople have "dominion" VerT nalure (Gen 1:28), OT the Dreach-
INg Christian mMISSIONATIES ENCOUTAHE IndIigenOUus DEeOplIes eyxern
contro| VerT eır tradıtional Itestyles (lfestyles hat Are closely
attuned ıth nature), ÖT thel In spirıtual disciplines self-
control
All the cCon  l OT contro| and nmaiure Order and CNa0os IS
problematı for Decause have tradıtionaliy IV n tihe
MOST chaotic realms OT lıfe rearıng CNılaren who are unpredictable,
cleaning houses hat gel dirty agaın, WOTrKING AdSs secretarıes and office
admınıstrators wnere vVe  l happens al ONCE, and orth Fur-
ermore, In MoOStT OT se  l  3 [1elN Are tradıtionaliy valued the

Griffin, Pornography and SH#ENCE, 1 cf 14-16

Ibıd 371
Ibiıd., 33; 4 1-46
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autnorıtıe ÖT hey hold the formal DOSItIONS of executive W rom
pomt OT VIEW, CcCNa0os needs be revalued, and goodness

Order needs reconcerived
In concludiıng hıs reconsideration SIN, Can ake claıms
SIN hat iurn SOMeEe tradıtio formulatıons insıde OUut We Can SdYy that
SIN IS refusSiNng receive the gifts and DIESSINGS that Adre given,
includiıng OUTrT sexualıty and W Further, SIN IS denyıing
CNa0Os and creativity, ÖT refusın make decisions In the Of
CNaOSs, hus V  l  l change In Ourselves and OUTrT nstitutions Sin,
then, Can described In the tradıtio |  u MISSING the mark-
-NOlT el ully nat Adre created Such, SIN IS WAaY of

n the that denies Hfe, and f includes Darticı-
Datıng In SOCIa|l STIrUu and sSOCIal movements that destroy ÖT deny
\ııTte In all descriptions OT definit! SIN N alıenatıon from GOoC
and the WOT'| MOVING agaınst relationship rather han D  ICIDA-
10N n relationship that IS Ife-sustalning.
When understandings OT SIN Are elated the Church, Aare
aCe Iıth the ComMuUnNITY called church will refuse eCcelrve the gifts
and blessings nat Are given denyıng sexualıty and
denyıng Deauty, denying the possibilities of contributing the repaır Of
the world (the Hebrew VISION Of tHkKkKun olam
Further, the church will seek deny ÖT CNa0os and creativity,
dynamıc well revealed DY the WaYy the church ften CIloses Out cNıladre

the Oone hand and CONITrOVETSY the One churchn nNnear
Will NOl allow under elv In worship DEeCAaAUSE tihey disrupt
the videotapıng. John Hull England reCognIzZES that MOTEe INdIVI-
dualıstic churches ften Ind A distractı! In worshıiıp Decause
NeYy disrupt individuals In el private CcComMUNION wIth God.20 The
difficuIty hat the C  arYy churcn has ıth CONITOV  Y IS ISO
weIll documented In tihe StOrIes Of 0)  l and congregations, and In
the CeNTIrTIS tendencies OT denomıiınations and global CNurcnes hat
seek control the beliefs and actıions ®)| elr Varıous rancnes | all
of WaYS, the church o0es mMISS the mark, and it In
the ase Study, destroyIng ÖT denying the ııTte of What IS
denied ultimately IS the community's relationship Ith God and ts DaT-
ticıpation n the WOTrK God

20 John Hull, What Yıvenits Christan Adults from earning London: SCM ress,
Z
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reconsidered

In I9 hıs ourmey ınto SIN, the DOoSsSIDIty hat gOo0OdNeSss IS tihe
esIis @)| SIN IS Il  ItIng, especlally T the definitions Of SIN drie Iimıted n
the WaYyS described above ÖOn the nand, Il Oorms
Of l  I SIN INAaYy Oorms OT human SENETYOY hat potentlally
embody human fullness muchn ihey embody SIN Perhaps, thıs
human ENETOY poINtS gO0OdNESS al ts Dest

SENSUAL WITH IHFE

Rather han CONCEIVING human goodness abstinence iIrom sensual
ÖT SexXual elatıonshIps, gOo0OQNESS af its Dest Car} De described SE67/7)}-
ualJ itNn the unıverse relate sensually ıth the unıverse IS

ee]| the tenderness and JOVY and nurt and Outrage hat relationships
ring IS attunea Nn the rhythms of nNne’s DOdY, itn rhythms
of earth, ıNn the rhythms and Movements of DEeODPIE and
DEINIS.
Perhaps hıIs IS conceptual leap hat [MOTEe naturally 1or
111e than for mMe  z As Gatharına Halkes has Sald

omen experience elr body dıfferently from Men They are [MOTE
ftamılıar ITn S, even IT only hrough eır experience OT elr ody's cy-
ıcal ehavıor:; but also fIfrom bearıng and nursing cnhıladren Men Aare
Öre ambivalent ıth regard eır bodies TIThe Integration OT Dody
and spirı/Ssoul 66| VETY IMICU for them.*]

FOor CONCEIVEe Of goodness In erms Of sensual relationships
IS affırmatıion OT DOody-awareness. IThe Cycles Of CD women’s DOdYy

De distracting irom normal SOCIal |  er|  96; the
Cycles ecome gift contriDuting attunemen!t, even attunement
Daın and heightened Dhysica and emotional sensitivity. Sensual re-
atiıng IS heightened.
Ihe conceptual leap toward valuıng sensual relationships IMaYy Iso be
larger for and men standıng wiıthin ine eiorme tradıtion than
for IN In [1OTEe sacramental tradıtıons sSsuch oman
Gatholicism
galin, IS helpful

21 Gatharına Halkes, New reaton Christan emmnism and the RBenewal of Ihe
arth (Louisville: Westminster/John KNOX 1991, 148

DD IbId., /8:; Halkes evelops thıs ase and also CITesS rınkman, Het Leven Als
en (Baarn: Ten Have, 1986),
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In ıth KHoman ‚athnolıc eOl0gy, IC| SawW In nature and In
the earthliy realıty references Immanence, and IC| preserved
and respected the earthliy, materıal realıty In ts sacraments, eforme:
eOl0gy always TrTembiles Defore naliure and symbols Of nature, as De-
fore dangerous fascınatıon IC| could adop V demonIc shape

Halkes Iurther EV: the idea that the separation OT nature and NIS-
LOTY IS unIque Reformations emphasıs, QgIVINg evidence In Rudolph

Gerhard Von Rad and others.29 Halkes represents critical
VOICEe wirthın the Christian tradıtion WNOSe diagnosIs IS remarkabily SI-
mıilar Susan Griffin's In regard the IV! tendencies In dI-
©  IZI culture and nature, In elevatıng Culture above nature, and
en aDOVve
Sensual relating ıth the unıverse IMaYy represen! goodness al ts Desi,
Dut f 0es nOT necessarıly represent pleasure al SVETY turning Sen-
sualıty Involves paln well Joy--the ull hnuman experience
and feeling In ner DOETM, Ive YOou Back,” JOY arjo, member the
ree Mn proclaıms that she reieases her fear for the sake Of fuller
IvINg, ven In tihe face Of and Daln She SaYS,

gıve yOU (MY fear back the JIe SO  Jers
Who burned down home, enea0Ce MYy cıldren,
raped and sodomized rotiners and sisters
Q give yOoUu Dback those Wwho STOle the
food Iroam OUT plates hen ere starving.“*

In gIvVING back her fear, ar]o claıms her wnailiever S6T[1-
Su al experience will COM

nOoT afraıd De
nOot afraıd re|01Ce...

——  —— NOl afraıd De ate:
NOl afrald DEe loved .25

Ihıs ODENESS described DYy JOYy requires discardıng lear, Dut nol
denyıng that IS fearful Here IS nol naıve9 Dut
actl Of COUTAHE COUTAHEC Iıve ully n SpI OT the Oppressive forces
hat abound
For the church Of the future OoPpeN sensualıty IS T6-
Clate the sensualıty OT the Sacramentits (ine and wıne and water),
ihe sensualıty Of human nteractions withın the communıty (the
hand Of fellowshIip, the KISS OT9 the COTMMMON meal), and the DTE -

D Halkes, 78-80
z4 Joy ar]o, Ive You Back," In lakıng Face, Makiıng ‚OUl, ed., Glorja nNnzaldua

(San rancıscCoO unt Lute öondatıon BOoOK, 1990), 151
25 Ibıd
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of GOod wıthın ese sensual experiences. Ihe KISS Of) for
example, IS sharıng Of ihe Dreath, ÖT Spirit, GOod
Further f the cChurch the future IS ODEN sensualıty, t Will
have feel — feel JOY and paln andy hunger and ull-
Ness Ihe fear Of sensual sharıng and wrenching emotions represents
the chu fear OT KNOWING the world In ts ullness and facıng the
questions hat the WOT DUIS Deifore Ihe VE raumas OT rellgi0US-
Cultural-political Wars In BOosnia, Northern Ireland, srael and Dbeyound
Are exacerbDate DY denıal OT ull sSensual experlience the unknown
and the depths Of fear hat hıde wirthın The WOTrK Of Dractical Neo-
IOQY will be eflect l and DrODOSE and
actıons hat enable tihe church ee]| and espond ihe WOT|

O000QNeSsSSs Power n Helationship
Ihe dangers In the SIN ÖT the Will W Ale dangers In-
herent In W hat IS used destroy ÖTr abuse relationships.
goodness IS defined In Of avolding SUCN TUCUÜV'! WI  INO Of
3 have VE imıted understanding OT gOo0ANeESS indeed
What f understand W ENETYY Of the unıverse, and
enCce, natural uman energy? Goodness aft ItS Dest, then, IS partı-
Cipation n the naturalWthat HS creatıon The challenge IS des-
UNgUIS that COoNirnDutieS ııTte irom W hat CONINDUTIES

the W hat nuriures whole relationships irom tihat
ythem
One Iımportan Derspective W Iirom er Heyward,
WNO describDes God _ DOWer In relation.” She grounds her theology
In asıc assumptions:

JThat the experience of relatlıon IS iundamental and CONSUÜiUUVE Of
uman EeINg; that It IS good and DOoWwerTul; and that f IS only wıthın thıs
experience It IS happening here and NO' that May ealıze that
Ihhe C:n relation {S God. 26

In God relate DOoweTrTully ıN the whole OT creation, and tihe rela-
10  I Ith God IS OTIE hat demands OT ihe EexXercIse @)| W
The work Of God IS one In OUT human WOTK, and od's
redemptive actıvity requires OUT Darticıpation. Heyward SaYy>S, "WNe CO-
operate Ith each er and Itn God In DrOCESS Of mutual redemp-
tion hat S, In the delverance DotNn God and u  Y irom

sabe|l er Heyward, The Redemption of God e0/00y of lutual Rejlations
Lanham, University ress Of America, 1982), 12
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evil."27 Heyward adds hat the Wwork OT esSUus IS reveal tine W Of
ustice and rg relation, for he "Can help SC the love the
W  , claım the USe the Dower. "28
Considering OUT world n SOMEeE Ccountriıes and Cultures Are
pressed DYy the abusive ÖT neglıgent USe OT W DY countries
and Cultures, Cannotl deny the ealıty ıewarnıings. ÖOn the

hand, considering hat Sallle world In IC IMaNYy Deoples Adlre
oppressed Decause el IS denied and where uman Hodies
and the natural WOT| are oppressed DEeCcaUuse they dre defined NEQaA-
tıvely (n need Of control), Cannot deny the hnope In Heyward's VI-
SION hat Deople will seek particıpate ully In n reiallon
The challenge gOo0OdNeESS al ts Dest IS nOol for the church deny ÖT
hıdey MOT Dri Dut Support relational DOWET and
pride TIhe challenge IS creaie SITUu and DrOCESSES hat Invıte
Dneople ınto Tull Darticıpationn. his IS VETY from working
maıntaın present SIrucCiures ÖT Dlace . Tew people Into KEYy DOSINONS

tokens Ihıs IS ISSION inclusiıveness that demands ull sharıng
W and responsIbility, weill full representation In all aspecCis

Of the chu lıfe DYy gender, [ACE, aAQUC, CIlass, cCulture, and SeXual
preference. Imagıine churcn where Deople Are encouraged give Of
themselves hrough ır unıque charısms elr uNIQquUeE giits and In-
eresis:;: iımagıne a churcn where the whole DOdYy withnesses the
Spirit Of GOod In the world.29 Such d I1eW 0eS NOl eliımınate the hierar-
Chy OT tihe church, Hut recCognIzZES hat ItS distinctiv role IS integration

leadiıng the whnole DOdyY, ıN tihe fullness OT Its diverse g! toward
unity.90
The further challenge 1or the churchn IS develop the abılıty descern
g0oodNneSSs al ITS Dest discern the eyxient IC W and
contribute \ıTe the |ıfe OT the individual, the Communıty, the
clety, the whole earth Ihe heart Of goodness, and the qguide for des-

27 Ibıd., In explaining the uman vocatıon, che S5SayS, Imply Decause are
uman, WE ATre able De cO-creative agents OT redemption. QOur vocatıon IS take
serlousiy the crealve character OT Who are--both In relatıon ONe another (hu
Ity) and the Of relatıon itself (God) (2)
IDıd
hıs Droposal IS VeTY siımıilar eonardo mode| Of the Church Sacrament Of
the Holy Spirit; he envisioOoNs the church communıty structured DYy charısm--the
ecNharısms gıven Dy God CVETY DETSON\N for the sake OT ulldıng the whole Of the
communıty eonardo Boff, Church Charısm and Oower (New ork: Grossroad
ess, 1988), 144-164

Ibıd 163-164 Roff calls thıs the charısm OT unity, IC| IS "responsible Tor harmonYy
the Many and diverse charısms  “ (1 O3)
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cerning goodness, IS love God Ith all YOUT neart and SOU| and INnd
and strength and love YOUT neighbor YOU Mark 12:28-34:;
Luke 10:25-28:; cf Matthew 22:34-40:; Deuteronomy 6:4-5; LEVITICUS
19:18 In SUCNH OVINGg, nOlT aVvOoIl W  9 Dut Darticıpate ully
n the W IO0ve

G0o0dCdNnNess Integrity
Rather than esCrIiDe uman gOo0odNeSS SCSCaPC irom CNaOS, Q00OO-
855 aft HS best Garn described integrity wholeness n WNIC
the ManYy exXxperenNCces of G0O0 and the WOT'| dre Into füll faD-
IIC n human ıfe Integrity IS not denyıng differences ÖT always IVING
pDeacetfully and harmoni0usliy, especlally noTl IVING In rıvial harmonYy
that subjugates the I1ess Dowertul the IMOTEe DowertTul IKEWISE, InN-
tegrity IS not V  l  I the realıtıes Of and 1 N nol tamıng
cNha0os
Integrity IS WI  7 C  ]  ’ and COMING deep appreciation of
differences. T0o Iıve ıth integrity IS aCccept and Iıve In relationship
ın diifterence the differences that exIist Detween G0d and ihe
WOTr Detitween human DEINIS and the rest OT creation,. DEOPIES
Of diverse Culures and lıTte sıtuations, and ven wiıthın Indıvıdual
Deople
In ihe future Of the church, integrity Will require undérstanding and
apprecılation OT difrference TIhe danger hat OoNne SOCIal will abuse
another IS real, however, and the dIiSCussıon OT AIsS danger IS [MOTEe
developed DYy femImnNıSsStsS-of-Color Gloria NnZ  ua makes ner dse
S  n  y when she descrIibes NOW femInıIStS iten deny racıal
difference and thereby deny the unıque ealıty OT femmnNnIsStS-Of-Color

'Diversity' and dıfference Are ambiguous defined dife-
rently DYy whiıtefemINIStS and femImısts-of-color. ften whiıtefemImnIStsS
ant miınımıze racıal IıNerence DYy takıng comfort In the fact that
are all and/or lesblans and suffer simılar sexual-gender ODPTCS-
SIONS. They are usually annoyed ıth the actualıty though nOT the GOTNM-

cept) Of 'dıfference,' ant blur raclal ıfference, ant smooth Ings
out--they Kem ant complete, totalızıng identity.>

Such effort IZ. ÖT absorb the identity OT others IS NOl g-
rty, but domimnatıon the future Of the church IS be Integrous,
will need earn ne  s WaYyS multicultural and diverse WaYS
that Adre nemther condescending NOT dominatıng, Dut WaYyS In IC|

31 nzaldua, n  Introductlion,  w akıng Face, Ng Soul, XX
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|ıve toward hat F lısabeth Schussler Fiorenza calls "discipleship Of
equals” and hat Russell Calls "houseNhold freedom. ."$?®
Integrity IS allowing disharmonYy OPET ISSUEeS Iar the ake of MOre
siıgnificant, INCIuUuSIVe harmony. elle 1or example, Was qu!
appYy ST{r discomfort ıth divine iImages SUucCN dSs Mother ÖT CG0d-
ess In Order hatter the Imıted and destructive D  l  | iImages
of God and Introduce people Into A iuller, IMOTEe Iıberating reality.
In DUublic speeches, ften argued hat ICoNnoclasm IS SoMmMetımes
ihe only WaY hatter oOppressive iIımages, esson she earned irom
ames GCone WNhO INSISTE: In Sayıng hat "G0od IS lack.” She Observed
hat Cone COuld nolt have opened Deople Iıberating Iımages DY the
INOTrTe INNOCUOUS "G0d IS DotN aC and white.”
Ihıs uggets also, hat Integrity IS allowing, Vern Stirring, CONWMIC: n
Order deal in significan ISSUES. ONMIC that confronts ITn SIG-
1l ISSUEeS IS A]Gonflict IS ONIYy dangerous when IT IS uUSed

AaVOIC SI  M ISSU@S ÖT when IS gnored and Deople refuse
deal Ith the realıtıes nat T DrINgsS the sSurface FOor tihe churcn of
the future Iıve constructively Iıth conftlıct IS challenge indeed, Dut
d challenge hat ENCOUTAYES the church face Into paın and discord
for the sake d [MOTre Just and OVING reconcıliation
Ihus, integrity IS ISO allowl. CNa0os O even wnen it IS rea-
teNINg) that tt ITIaYy give 3irtn something Ne  = a0o0s Can be
creatiıve and regenerative VE natural part uman existence In
fact, Turner ODServes that the eeiween SOCIal SIruCiure
and cComMMUNITAaS (Characterized DY mMorTe direct and Immediat rela-
tionships) IS natural Of human communities.$4 Integrity IS IIV-
INg ıNn natural rhythms, however UNGC!  Die they INMaYy
SOoMetimes e Integrity IS allowıng OUT churches OT the future IMNOVE

Elısabeth Schussler riorenza, Discipleship of Equals (New ork Grossroad ress,
and Letty Russell, Household of Freedom (Philadelphia: Westminster

Press, 198 7), CS 25-28
elle OrMon, TIhe JourneYy IS OomMe Boston: Beacon Press, 1985), 145 cf 120
146 on 5SayS, do nOoTl IOr the USE of God the lother ÖTr reiurn the
Goddess, eXcept for conoclastıc It May Dbe the only WaYy chatter the old
ale god iımage and reiurn patriarchal culture the Goddess along ıth the res-
oralıon and publıc expression Of WO  Yy self-Images OT believe the (G0G-
SS coul ultimately Dbecome the Sare kınd f To/e] the ale god has ecome But
In SseXIst culture and SEXIST religiıon the option for the Goddess MaYy De the only
the only Sange, redemptive Ove  — (145)
Victor Turner, The Rıtual TOCEeSS (Harmondsworth, England Penguin OOKS,
1969), 119-154
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through nısStory and shıift Dbetitween Siruciure and ComMMUNITAaS the
needs Of the church and WOT| change
In thıs femInNIStS IewWw Of gO0OQNESS integrify SIM and vVIl Are nOoTt
identified ıth ISOrder and CcCNa0OSs OT ıth INnı1ude Sin IS the attempt
elımınate IV CNa0OSs ÖT deny IU SIN | Closıng Out the influ-

wiılthın and around Ör efusing make deCcISIONS Aus
|CNa0Os ÖT seekIng ES5SCaDe irom 165 Creativily 0O0CNEeSsSSsS has

Iıth rECEIVINOG and |  l tihe momenits cCNa0os INTIO a Nne  s
fabrıc fabrıc that DYy the Of God IMaYy De IMOTeEe fılled ıth
goodness han the 0)]015 that went Deifore

Conclusions

In launching tNıIsS address ıtNn SSU6S TaCIng the church | Bosnia
Northern reland Israe|l and LOS Angeles name: only d few realıties
hat face the church the churcn aces the world TIhe inabilıty Of the
church address [aCcIısın wiıthın 16 Uur! and the WOT| ihe |
abilıty Of Christians make Ith Deoples OT Cultures and
reilgious tradıti1ons the inabilıty ine Christian cChurchn embrace
ully JaYy and esbilan DETSONS and the InaDilıty Of tihe church esolve
CONTMICIS without the violence OT combat are ie  nı the
need for practical theology Yy one DYy and f1or WNO Iıve
| the realıtıes.
In further launching his address INn A Dersona Case UdY, CZ ack-
nowledged SOMEe contradı  TYy affırmations that emerged irom ONe
Darticular moment Of DraXIS An EXDETIENCE OT connected
alongsiıde the ECXDETIENCE OT ] awareness OT tihe p —
WeEeT Of self | the face Of alongsiıde
awareTI1eS$s the sSubversive W Of when they SUTVIVEe
agaınst the Odds EXDETIENCGE inherıting irom ordinary Deople
rather than theologıcal OT Dastora glants and ESXDETIENCE of OUT
Christian eritage simultaneousiy cComforting gOo0Od 10r leanıng and
disruptive (a goad for leapıng Into SSUES that OUT ancesiors WOU
have |  l ÖT accepte Christian)
Ihe Dersona anguish IVING ıth the church and ENVISIONING
IS future | MMOTEe han the angulsh @)| few overly sensiıtiıve
l realıty Of the nstıtutional church and all Of TS NsSituluon nsttu-

where glass CEeIlINgs ıll XI for and DeOople OT Ccolor I
SUNUMNONS wnere ifrom the SI rural|l churcn the moOosSst sophıist!-
Caie theologıcal ul ÖT SEMINATY, Are ıll gnored denied
and sılenced and NsSUutulon I IC the VE Of uman
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exIiIstence (Including rıe OT SIN and SS) reinforce tihe
Dression.
SO nat OT the future OT the church? Perhaps the anguilsh OT IS
tself d glft Whether Adre insıde ÖT Outsıde the Church, conien-
ted ÖT angTYyY ihey raıse contradıctions tihey lıve day DY day eır
Ives Aare embroilled in C  V  y hat tradıtional formulations OT SIN
and goodness Are hopelessiy ainted, and have gOOd cCNhoce
Dut re-Iorm Tormulatıons and re-TIorm the church We have
choice Dut hope f1or and wWwork toward tikkun am (ihe repaır OT the
W  1d); the VE brokenness Of the earth, the brokenness Of OUT
uman munıty, the brokenness the Churchn OUt 1or ıDeration
and wholeness practical theology CannotT contribute tihe repalilr Of
the WOTr hen do nol need practical eOlogy.
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