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Normativitys Context In SOociological P  IV
What DIINGS Dractica theologiıans ask Q SOCIOlogist IOr the ntroduc-
10N the subject ] „Normatıiviıty and Gontext n raClica Theology“?
What Can heology earn from OCIOIl0gy, SCIENCE WNIC from
the ra|  10N Of enlightenment and the reactions ltl QV SCIENCE WNIC!
obviousiy arqgueSs „eISI eUuUs Non aretur“? SOoCiologists saıd
have -  ‚ar WIC| IeW Of soclety and thus ISO of religion. Aren't they the
moles Oof aıth and TuSst IC undermıne the SE7I15E Of obligation and
thus the irue foundatiıons Of hat practica theology relles uUDO le-
gitiımiıze ts claım normativity”? e SOCIOIOQYy IS the SCIENCE of
hat IS self-evidenI Deople, and questions thıs evidence DY
„Improper“ COMparısons and DY UuNCcOverIng the atent functions of De-
Ieis and SOCIologists, al least In tihe European ra  10N, a
fools who make things always MMOore complicated than they Adre C——————>  C——————>
have apologize Americans and er Dragmatısts for rouble-
SOTMTEe|TNEeSS and insiıstence that EhINGS dVIE NOT Ads Ihey d/e, Dut hat they
Are always soclally defined, IMaYy l DE DY practica theologıans ÖOr DY
SOCIOlogists ÖTr DY an Ise
ere IS öld ra  10N of soclological critique Of religion, Hut ( —— do NnOT
want bore YOU ıth nıstorıical retroSspecCtT. do NOT OU hat DrotesS-
tant heology following Schleiermacher has een able plea! ts

wıitn ntellectual ntegrity, also In the [[9] OT Z critique OT reilgioN;
and ven the atnNolıc church has agaın JoIn the S11a Of Current
debates SINCEe the Gounsil Of Vatıcan Moreover, OCIOl0gYy has een
orced abstaın irom arrogarıce DY IC l eenm!! elegate reilg-
I0n into the prehistory of modernıty from Auguste Oomie and Kar/
Marx Max er The critique of Ideology WNIC| Was early In-
irument of SOCIOIOQYy ImpoOSse ts superlilority ver er forms of
Nnowledge has finally een ISO directed toward SOCIOIOGYy self, fol-
IOWING Kar/ Mannheıms general questioning OT the iıdeologıical charac-
ier f human thınkıng. From the Derspective of the SOCIOIOGY of ’NOW-
edge 'oday ere IS INKING without Dresuppositions FrOO: n
SOCIal and cultural context and ts DAasıc beliefs ere IS O cognition
WNIC! Ga establısh ts OWN valıdıty eXceplt DY Ciırcular argumenits. And
thıs IS Iso the DOosition of the actual Dhilosophy of SCIENCEe The DOST-
modern WaY OT inking rTeNOUNCeEeSs tihe claım that A NOomMmOgeNeEOUS
form Of rationalıty IMaYy lead reasonable CONCIUSIONS Reasonabie
hought IS unabile the otalıty Of eINng Reason manıfests sel

187
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15 „transversal reason“ eisch) DYy combining ınNeren rationalı-
tıes and intellectual Derspectives wiıth respect d Ocalısed rame f
reference.! The background NAIS shıift irom modern rationalısm
DOost-modern pluralısm IS OT er development Of hat n
the last IMNY has commonIy een refered 2S DTrOCESS f
modernization.
ere IS 110 roa| wesiern SOCIOlogısts that
omınan eature Of modernization 1.e the far-rearching transfiorma-
tıon Of SOocIetIies whose pDaradıgm has een the European Iınk of E[1-
lıghtment, industrialiısation and democratisation IS tihe SUDSIiNUUON of
hierarchical dıfferentation and integration of soclety DYy A  eb 'horiızontal'
differentiation around SpeciIfic NCUONS Ihe omınan SOCIAa| CIU-
ration IS arger distinguish DYy simillarıties and dırerences n Ind!-
vidual S{alus, Dut rather DYy diferences Oof eCONOMIC, ıtical, Juridical,
reilgious, scientific, famlılıal, elC., functions ECONOMY, polity, |aw, rellg-
ION, SCIENCE, and the famlıly have evelop specific orms
municatiıon and fınd elr identity DYy ıNeren logics IC Adre formu-
lated DYy appropriate SCIENCES ere Adre uncontested In the
realm Of ese INSINUNONS and they shape the IMaNnYy OC Of EVS-
ryday lıte take for granted.
Rut ere Aare Iso CcCOoNTesS areas ISSU@eS of OUTr Dublıc and sSeMm-
DuDIlIc debates, for example, eCOIlogy, SOocIlal ustice, the
STalus of iImmigrants In soclety, and the Iimits Oof human
\ıfe ese Adre In IC interpretation IS conitesie! DY the ınNer-
ent I1OgICcs Of functional subsystems. IS preCIselYy the CIas. between
the underlying beliefs and mMmethods of ese OGICS WNIC: make the
facts of ıfe concerned be perceived DUuDIC problems. And ere
IS ultımate authorıty IC Cal SOIVe the CONTNCIS Are involved
n It IS only Dy patient debate and continual effort AdS well 15 DYy INnCre-
mental changes OT practice hat complex modern sSOcIleties SEENÖN
Ind gradual Improvements SUCN Droblems
It IS In thıs post-modern CONTEeXT that the rellgious Derspective IC|
had een elegated the inferiOor STaIlius OT irratiıonal hought and
practice DY the omınan rationalıstic paradıgm has egained respect
and Q Dlace n soclety But refigion IS MOTrE, n DpremoOdern times,

FOr ISCUSSION Of what CONSUüLUTIES pDost-modem socle' and thinking, S Olfgang
'eis. Dostmoderne Moderne. einneım 1988°:; Jean adgarıere:
O!  d de '’Europe CUu point de VUe de la philosophie SCIENCES de "espri
terraın difficile DOUT la tnheologie. In Associlation UrOo|  nne des 6ologiens
catholiques: 1a Novelle Europe l’Eglise e {a theologie. Parıs du Gerf,

rman translatıon In Hünermann Hg.) Das uropa
Herausforderungen für Theologie und Kırche 1 reiburg ı_ Br 1993, 2-6i
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the Ooverarching highest authorıity. represents rather partıcular DET-
spective others. Following Auguste omtite, heology had een
ron! DYy Dhilosophy ä the Of sciences, and In the DerIOd
IC he proclaım De the 'positive age’, SOCIOl0gYy WOU| eiNnrone
philosophy. But ere IS longer d OT SCIENCES E very SCIENCE
In sel In the gOood ÖTr bad COMPaAaNYy Of er sSciences, and trials
establısh superiority amount nothing [1107e than the Idiosyncrasy
and vanıty Of SOTe scientists. Ihe valıdıty OT Sayıng „philosophia
Cılla theologiae“, and ts exXxpress princIple OT omınan and auxIilary
SCIENCE have long een endered ODSOleie The dominant pattern IS
NO  S debate SCIeENCES of equal standıng Dut witN SpECIHC ralu-
6S; Dresuppositions and foundatıons WMNIC Adre rather heterognenous
and rooted n belefs that Can nerther De DIOVEN NOr efuted DY er.
Ihus Dhilosophical @l SOCIOIlogical critique OT religion will Sap ts
foundations 1107 ıll theology ÖT vern ecclesiastical authorı De able

supersede the CONCUrrent Interpretations. Ihe for ru
sShould l ıll exIist, ÖT al eas the quesi for reasonable CONSEeNSUS witn
respecCt ontes ISSUeS IS NO  s Bbound Specıfic CcCon  I10NS OT In-
terdisciplinary cCommuniIcation, and IS In tNıIS nnection that the
subject f „Normativity and Gonte IS systematically embedded
Ords have uneQquivocal meanıng, and pDerhaps a all assoclate
ıNeren meanıngs with ese KEY words of QUT coniference. Therefore

will 15 IrS step develop sSOoClological interpretation of the
{WO CONCEPIS IC IS cComplex enough that YOU IMaYy recognize YOUT
OW  — problems In nat CONTiexT In SeEeCOoN step UZE S reier DAasıc
problem Of established COoNtemporarYy relligion, 1.e tihe endangered
continulty Of Christian tradıtıon n the ConNntexi1 OT modern soclety ere
the Iframework OT normatıvity and CONTIEeXT DTOVES De nelpful
rucCiure the oroblem And inally S3 wilrll Suggest SOMEe CONSEQUENCES
TOllowINg Irom the contemplatiıon OT nıstorical and SOCIa|l XIS
INn Dractical theology

Conceptual ISSUe@S

'Normativity' IS term for IC In ManYy dictionaries Of CoOommon and
professional Janguage have Searcne n vaın IS VE abstract
idea, ven [NOre abstract han that INdICA: DY tihe term NoOoTrT'! WNIC!|
oday IS used Ads d Bbasıc CONCepPI n SOCIOIOgy. The author Of ihe re-
spective artıcle In the 19  S edıtion Of the nternational Encyclopedia OT
the Social Sciences DOINIS Out hat the 1930 10N dıd NOl include the
ierm nNorT| Thıs documents ts Norm\', especlally In the

f SOcIlal has ecome generalized and inclusive term
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for the IMNOTre specific .  CUSIOM , Tolkways', mores and 'law
The term nNormatıvity" then designates ihe Specific DrOpeTiY of
1.e hat IC makes Datierns, rules and standards vallı ÖOr obligatory.
IThe mode OT existence Of INMaYy be called valldıty Geltung
NOrmMmM IS vallı INnaSMuUuC 15 YyS obligatory character al eas
In -  A pecCIHIC contiext and under specific condıtions NOormMm IS gEN-
eralızed ar ÖT rule, SOCIal MOM ( generalized ar! ÖT rmule
for SOCIal

MyYy ScreenINg Of dictionariıes SNOW characteristic difference In the
interpretation of Detween the German and the Anglo-sSaxon
culture. Whereas In the German (and Cr ASSUMNe Iso n er continen-
tal) tradıtiıons the DeECITC mode OT valıdıty, the of oblıgation, IS
emphasızed, the behaviıoristic and utilıtarıan ral  10N f especlally tihe
ÄAmerican Culture uUSes the term maıinly n descrptive de-
SCNMIDEe for instance Datierns Of eNavıor. ÖOne distinguishes ere
sharply Detween and values, whereas ihe continental Uro-
DEaN tradıtion en SSE elr difference only In the level of general-
y TIhe normatıviıty of IS thus interpreted In the American
exT 15 stemming Iirom sSsomewhat outsıde the SIroNg eel-
IngS Of OT Delief-System, whereas the European ra  10N IS
emphazIısıng INOTe the coherence Of groups and values
SsystemıiIc DroperTtY Of obliıgation. —9 ın hat hıs dıfference has CO
wıth the sStronger Impa of longstandıng tradıtions In European Culture
and the remmMISCENCE f conNneren cCultural and SOCIAa|l Derspectives
IC COuld develop In the ndıvidualistic and voluntarıstic
American cCulture.
Disregardiıng ese dıfferences of emphasis we SNOuld keep in Iınd
the following dıistinction The normatıvity of OIM of d SysStem of

the character of ts SS of oDligation and has
distinguished from its context of valıdıty. The SEe{I7ISEe Of obligation IS al-
WaYysS rooted n CD  S Kınd OT Delıef Ihıs nelıef Can refer, ra|  10N,

expedienCy, authority, the legıtimacy OT d polıtical order, OT
specıific values. All ese reifl GOTMNMON understandıngs. One nas,
nNowever, add a SPECITC modern Datiern: the of oblıgation
MaYy siem irom tihe lelre fact hat iındıvidual has gıven NIS ÖT her
assent ODeYy certaın NOrTM Ihe Basıc helıef NCcerns here the
dentity Of the self ÖOÖne sShould NOT underestimate the Dindiıng charac-
ter Oof thıs self-obligation n Nıghiy ndıvidualized Culture. Ihe dentity
OT the self has ecome for IMaNYy Q kınd of ultımate value n QgUIdING
elr ııte Thıs shall De el0|  ra) alter.
Not Vell In tradıtional sSOcCIetIies did all appiıy everybody IT
© the Statlus of DErson WNO determiıned IC he ÖT she
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had Tollow AÄAnd f COUTS®e@e ere Was high varlability f DEe-
iween ıNeren Cultural settings. In modern societies the Of
valıdıty normally refers certaıin reailms OT functional dıfferentiation

has obey NIS Darenis, Dut only In the reaim Oof famlily, not n hat
OT Dbusıness ÖTr pOlIticS. ere remaın, OT COUTSEe, SOoMe rather general

Of Dersona CONduct IC appiy Mneren NCUONAa
(e.g „YOU shall nOotT steal“), Dut the Dulk of refer and get er

ONIy n specifi| NCUHONA COMNEeXT.
Ihıs sSiatement MaYy SOUNd provocatiıve IorDOf etNICcsS
morals ere hnas Inde een e  x SIrONg during the last
centuries establish the uniıversal valıdıty OT certaın m er DY
reference the cComMaAandments f GOd, tihe teachings OT church,

natural |awW, ÖT human rights. But l that l IS recisely tNıs
unıversal valıdıty IC| IS actually questioned NOT only with reference

specific but wıth reference the valıdıty OT hem-
selves. Unıversal valıdıty tnhat OrTM IS considered be an
obligatory STIandarn witN respect CVETY CONTEXT, that obliges
without qualification. Thıs presumption has een meeting GrowINng CrN-
HCIMS from "neren pomts of leWwW.
Ihe IrS MNCcEerNs the Cultural clas IC esults Iirom ihe groWINg
mobDilıty Of ple and informatıion throughout the Wworld, ÖTr [MOre geN-
erally from the groWwINg interdepencence Of erging international
soclety. Western Culture IC IS Im DY the values Of Mediterra-
Nean antıquity, the Christian creed and the ideas OT the enlightenment
IS confronted DY Imts-— OTr Dorders speak— OT acCCceplance.
Ihus has DrOven sel De I1ess unıversal han ts claım Take the
claım for human rights: S l expression Of Western imperlalısm ÖTr
the normatiıve Basıs OT world integration”? shall NOlL DUTSUE tNıs ISSUe@
here though t will De OT Daramount importance n the Century OMmMe

Rather shall focus another OT tihe problem IC IS inti-
mately ınked DOost-modernity, the DOIN OT eparture hıs INnQquiry

constituent traıt of pDost-modern CONSCIOUSNESS IS Q OT the
overcomplexity OT the world Whereas the modern CONSCIOUSNESS
shared the opes Of enlightenment hat human Teason WOU Ven-
tually DE able understand and manıpulate the world In tihe interes Of
humanlıty, DOsSt-modern INnKers Iıke Jean FrancoIls Lyotard, denounce
„la fın des grands ecıts“ ere Lyotard IS referring the end OT the

interpretations IC aımed al integrat VIEW OT the 'orld
and the self, IC QaVE history and ofNfered mora Justifica-
tion SOCIal movemenits The nexpected CONSEQUENCES OT echnical
DrOGTESS and tihe DETVETSE eifects OT well-meant Dolıtical actıons have
shaped the SEe7156 for the Iımıtations QUT NOowledge and for restric-
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tions In righteous actıons OUG OUT nowledge IS groWwINng al
Vel] faster DaCEe ecome hat hıs 0eSs not into
coherent rame Oof reference Dut Iverges ınto mulıplicıty Of differen-
1a frames OT reference of high Dut Im and sSsometimes ambiva-
lent plaustbility. Ihe multidimensionalıty @)| OUT nowledge, .  <  1S IL IS reD-
esented In the multiple Derspectives Of the ren SCIENCES,
transforms deeply OUr cognıtion OT realıty and Of normatıvıty AdS well
BAasıc GCOMMON understandıng IS nNnot that EINGS dre AdSs Ihey dre Dut
that they change under the different 10 of Varıous Derspectives n
WNIC: ONe Gar} consider them Thıs IS Of COUTS®E@ er STIroNGg challenge
CVETY iorm OT ra  10N and OQUTr intellectual orlientations toward the
world But l IS dıfficult Conitesi the act hat have lost COMMON
understanding OT hat Adre the DBasıc things In lıTte ere IS MOore d
COMmMON certalnty In nhat ake for granted.
10 Dbe SUTE, IT OTTe take actıon ÖfTe has iIgnore his diversity
Of meanıng and choose A sıngle rame Of reference An actıon rame
Of reiference S, Nowever, normally NOl CONgruenNt wıitn unıque SCIeN-
INC Derspective. IT refers rather experience wiırth SPECIHC Situations
IC s defined Ads sımılar the SUualıon hand Actions dre
D and UMe, ihey Adre 0C2 and particular, NOT unıversal. er

SUCCESS depends UDO: synthetic NOT UPO analytıc Jjudgments. Any
definıtion Of V  J SNUuUalıon and anYy actıon frame Of reference ÄAre len
Of cognıitive and normatıve jJudgments. Especlally decIisions Itn far-
reaching CONSEQUENCE need complex definıtion OT the SUalon
TIhey exhibit high cognitive complexity IC Iso refers Varıous
normative standards.®*
Turning OUTrT S@eCON! DAaSsSıc term contexfT, OTle nhas IrsS acknowl-
edge hat f IS VE general and elusiıve ierm Its orıgınal meanıng
denotes the connections M the ınNeren elements OT Q  J wrıitien
lext Ihe IS hat needs De aken ınto aCCOUnNtT for the inter-
pretation Of specıific Dart of ext But the term has NO  s een general-
ized for anYy hermeneutical problem, 100 rom the Derspective have
aken here, INaYy reier er the irames of reference dıf-
ferent functional AA  15 ÖTr the irames of localısed actıon
Ihe problem Of normativiıty and cContexti thus refers the ISSUE Of the
valıdıty Of Is ere general valıdıty IC Irom elr
normativity alone? ÖOr do De vallı only in Sspecific
{exi1is, and NOW hen Can a identify OSe contexts? From el SOCIOIO0Q!-
cal point of lew ere dre SIrONGg argumen(ts that the obligatory cha-

FOr expioration of these ISSUeS - uflmann Der Ruf na Verantwortung
RISIKO und Ethik In einer unüberschaubaren Welt reiburg \.Br Herder, 992
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racter of IS always condtrtional and that ese conditions form
the context ofer valıdıty.
Ihıs position clashes wıth the tradıtıona conception OT religion and S
|IIQI1OUS ere MaYy De In AıIs respecCt SOoOMe diıfferences OT
phasıs Detween Gatholicism and ınNeren stireams Of Protestant
hought, Dut Dasically ere IS V StronNg Of nıstorical dentity of
the Christian Gospel IC from theological DOoINt Of VIEW Iorms
the eSSEeNCE Of Christianity. To develop QUT Droblem er shall
INOVEe O  s the SeEeCoN Dart IC IS ncerned witn the endangeredra  10N Of Christiani In present Western Culture and Aus wirth
problem that MOST Of NOT only In intellectual Dut Iso In

eyxıstential WaY

2 TIhe endangered tradıtion OT Christianity In DOSt-MOd
culture

Ihe ICa CONTEeXT f OUT debate IS AdSssSumMme the omınan IM-
pression Of tihe eclining influence Of Christiani In the DrOCESS Of
modernization. eas n Western Europe Con  10NS MaYy er
Ssomewhat In er regions Of the world OoNne Can observe < l1gnıfi-
cant IOSs of plausIbility for Christian teachings, especlally In the form
they Adre present DY representatives f the churches nsofar ds the
churches insist specific mmands and prohibitions they meel with
growIng indifference and lack OT nsight This particularly irue
wiırth respecCt ISSUeS of individual moralıty, nolt ASs much with ISSUeS
of llective GONCcernNn ere ihe churches Adre expected „LO ruth

wer”, 1.ee acdmonIıIS polıticıans and statesmen Ga for the
DUublic To Dut t sharpiy the moral discourse OT the
churches IS considered be for others, Dut NOlT Tor oneselftf
ere IS g indıfferent accepiance OT reilgion IC IS eenm useful
1or soclety Dut NOl DiNndıng IOr OTI1e€ Own\n consSscIenNCeE And AIs ten-
ENCYy IS not restricted le with only I00Se connections elr
church but IS Iso OounL SIrONg believers $ ere IS evidencCe
that the tradıtiona Omogenen of reilgious orientations n certam
denominations IS WaNınd and MmMakes FOOM I0r piuralıty of highly IN-

FViIdence Oof these tendenciles X  g ’OoUvun!| In ManYy opinion pOolls In the last decades
E.g In the Inquiry amond all Gatholics preceding the German SynNOod Of 1971/75, 61%
deemed OST MpoO! that ‚The church shall Uurge politicians and Of ihe
'örld for Justice and Deace”, ereas only 20% deemed that -‚the church
Should about elr personal salvation“ See also E -X Kaufmann/ erbe!|

Uulenner Ethos und eligion DE Führungskräften. München Kindt-Verlag,
1986, 3
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dividualiz: pDalterns of reiligiosity. At the Same tiıme the Dublıc
SEeNSUS about religion IS reakıng u Whereas t seem aken for
granted throughout Europe that reilgion Was represented DYy the ES-
tablished Christian churches, ere IS NO  s growIng awareness OT the
dıfference between ecclesiastical Christendom and reilgion. The Dublic
debate IS IMOTe about '  Civiıl reiligion' ÖT NEewW reiligiOous movements and
aDOout the functions OT religıon han about the contient the churches
sian Ior.
We ODbserve similar developments In the Dublıc dIiSscourse about the
famlly: E Orms of gender relations and households eCcerive much
mMmMore attenuon than the tradıtional famıly IC IS eem De de-
creasıng n number OTr ven the WaYy extinction 10 De SUTC, ira-
dıtional Oorms @]! the famıly and IsSo Of church-relat reiigiosity InN-
clude still the arge majority Of the population, al eas In MOST UrOo-
DEaN countries But hey Are spoken OT AaS ıf they had NO ure, A  <  45 f
they were QV DassSıng form Of SOCIal ıTte As of act ere IS
ODVIOUS decrease In the SIrONG INKS M famıly and church In Jarge
Darts Oof the YVOUNGET generations.*“ ese In still SEENÖN De SIroNg
In MOST American denomıiınations and wWere Iso OT Daramount ImpoTr-

for the reilgiOus sSOCIlalısatıon In Europe. ere IS NO  s CD  er rather
Stirong correlatıiıon Detween the Wanıng of the tradıtiıonal famlıly
and the declne Of reilgious orlentation. At the Safle ıme Observe
Nne'  s orms Oof exıble ÖT Datchwo iıdentities without SIroNg CONVvICHONS
and wıth [NOTe opportunistic attıtudes concerning moral iSsues.°
ere IS, n SUTN), GroWINGg diffuseness about ISSUEeS of religion and
I0SS of influence of the churches the reiigious and moral orientati-
ONns of INAIVIOQUAaIS. Wiıthout gOINg Into er detaıils S __n nsıder hıs
SNUuallıon characterıstic Oof the Current relationship between reilg-
I0N and modern society.© And Krra 3 Suggesi! that the OpIC OT OUr conier-
NCe fOCUS and De nspired DY his challenging SITLUalon
What a  a have keiched IS ODVIOUS change OT the SOCIal cContex{t for
reilgiOUS soclalısation, and T wOould De CaSYyY add lıst Of er SOCIal
changes during the last decades IC dre intel  In with it the
growIng |  S Of television, the changıng Staius Of the
spreading of Hırth control and the establishmen O{ the welfare

FOr tne Gatholic In Germany d  N Tyrell: Katholizismus und Familie Institutio-
nalisierung und Deinstitutionalisierung. Kölner e/l  Ta für Soziologie ungd ‚OZI-
alpsychologie, nderheft Religion und ultur. Opladen 1993, 126-149
GT el aDı Of the Heart. Individualism and MMI  en In merican

de
| ıfe Berkeley: Univ Of Torniıa Press,

CT - Kautmann Religion und Modernität. übingen 198
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One COuld SNOW hat ese and er factors dıd alf the pOosition OT
churches IsSo In er especits OCIlal Services, for instance, IC|
are DYy churches COomIng IMOTre and IMOTEe under the DrESSUTES
OT DUuDlic guidance and epende uUDO public nds As d COoNsSe-

they lOSIng much Of eır former reilgious characteristics.
Ihe free accessibilı televısıon DrOGgTams allows Ne information
and values easıly tradıtional niexis Parents feel help-
I1ess agaınst the Impa OT [Nass media, SCNOO eacners and riends

eır cNhıladaren Moreover, the emancıpatıon Of forms av  ar
challenge tradıtional clericalısm Wıth ese and er changes In
the SOcCIal CONTIEeXT reilgiOuUS tradıtions SEeEeN/NM! OSe eır normatıvity In
soclety al large, and eır valıdıty IS restricted IMOTre and I1NOore SDE-
CifiCc, and especlally elder, grouDßS OT the populatıon.
Ihıs IS er SOCIOological Derspective. TIhe question IS open AS hat l

for theology, especlally for Dractica theology At IrS glance
ere only SEEN115 De hard cholices adaptatıon ÖT resistence, Iıberal-
ISm ÖT jundamentalısm, fıdelity ral  10N ÖTr modernization of arth
But al the time C KNOW that theological and reiligious Dpractice IS
far from CSsS;e hard cChoices IT SE@eEKS COompromIıses and solutions In
ambivalent Situations. Let DUl es.e multifarıous thoughts
and experiences Into the iframework f normatıviıty and

B L do NOl are define hat religious normatıvity precisely and
leave ODENT] ater debate BRut the hard choices CO have Just men-
10n fit easıly into the framework The Il  al DOSIONS maıntaın
the independence OT normatıvıty and SocIılal CONTeXT and are therefore
ncerned only wıtn the and values f Christiani In elr radı-
tional form OSNIONS IC| [INOTe ODEN the actual SNUAaUOonN
maıntaın that ere IS an essentlal relationship between normatıvity
and SOCIal context Thereifore In Order maıntaın the reievance
plausıbilı OT rıstan values and one has ap hem In the
Ig OT changıng situations. Whereas the IrsS DOosIition maıntains
unchangıng, eternal' valıdıty of the Christian Gospel, the SE@ECONd ®
the creative fifrumtfulness of the gospel precisely n ts pOossIbities
read irom NnNeren pDerspectives In ıNeren sOocIial Contiexis What IS
relevanıt n the Gospe! and NOW T becomes operatıve for the eiler-
ment ÖT salvatıon OT [MenNn Can therefore change and IS changıng aYy
We Gan term nhıIs Dosition AS 'modern' witn gOoOod reason, DeCause the
legitimacy Of change IS essentlal eature OT modern cukure./

Ihe rench ncyclopedia Unimversalıs (Parıs defines modernity „morale Ca-
nonique u changement”. See also Kaufmann, Religion Uund Modernität, IC 35ff
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ere are, Of9 DOoINTS Ior eriticısm In both DOoSItIONS Against the
tradıtional Dosition Gan SNOW that ere has In een ubstan-
1al change In the interpretation f the Gospel during history and hat
the normatıve COre Of Christiani has NOT always een defined n the
Sa WaY Against the modern position OoNne Can that T AaCKs the
criterıum of dentity ıf t wholly depends the acceptabilı In -  w
SOCIal CONiexT ÖOr Dut l [NOTre pomtediy oes the normativity OT the
Gospel remaın independent of ts actual relevance Ör 0eSs actual
relevance determine hat IS normatıve In it Kr In that NONe Of ese
From SOCIOI0gical pomt of 1ew the Christian Gospe! has een

DOSItIONS eflects hat the istOry of Christiani 0eSs eaC
ere IS for example, evidence nhat the Specıific hierarchical elements
of the atnolıc ra  I10N do NOl sSiem Irom ts Jewıish OrIgıns Dut fram
the oman element In Hellenism ® What Call Christiani IS hus e  ar
varıety Of Neren IncCulturations Of the Christian Gospel. TIhe Ocalled
history of Christiani refers the SCQUETICE f IinCulturations In VD
Specific regional contex(l, especlally In the realm OT the oman Datrıar-
chate ® The fascınating pomnt IS that the commMItMeENt the Christian
Gospe! ended wıithn the end of specific constellatiıon of ıts
SOCI/a! and cultural forms but always OUN!| Ne  S EXDrESSIONS and 'OllO-
WEeTS n Z Ne  S cCONTEeXT. And despite substantıal cChanges In eaching
and practice IS ODVIOUS ra|  10N Of identical elements 15 the
ll ıble and SOMIeEe SsSacraments Christianit has ts OWN identity
throughout the changes OT 16 Inculturation In ıNeren SOCIal
ere IS therefore gOOd [e4SOTN Dostulate that both, the idea
transcendent normativiıty and Of SOcCIal contex(l, IS needed under-
sian hat has happened Christianı In ts tradıtion hrough NIS-
LOry And In the Sarlle DrOMISING for QUT actual SItua-
tion reifl DotN normatıvity and ıf C ısh Ind
WaYyS f locatıng the Christian Gospel n the contiex{i1 of modernıty.

IrS glance one could AdsSsSumMme hat In the divisiıon OT labour amond
practica heology and SOCIOIOGY Tor the interpretation f normatıvity

WOUuld refer practica heology and for he interpretation OT
ext SOCIOIOGY. Wıth respecCt the relationship Of Christiani and
modernization the normatiıve interpretation OT Christiani

&  & GT Winger. Zum Kaliserzeitlichen LeIStungsS- und Rangdenken In S  — und Irche
In dell 'Academa Romanistica Constantiniana, Convegno Internaziıonale 1991

J1en lane, apolı, 3
el MN OVEerVIEW SC E -X ann, Cnhristentum UNnGd nstennelr In Gordan

(Ed.) Evangellum und Inkulturation 1992) Salzburger schulwochen
199 Graz ria, 1993, 101-128
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the Job of theologısts, and the interpretation Of the Of modern!-
zatıon that Of SOCIOlogıists. But nat about the relationships between
both? The real problem IS INdICAa) DYy the insignificant word and In
the ıtle Oof OUTrT conference. Although theologians INaYy De INOTe COMPDE-
ent ın respecCt Christiani and SOCIOIOgIStS witn respect MOd-
ernization, the debate NCGeEelrTIS precisely tihe relationship Of Doth
And, neırther theologians NOr SOCIOI0gists ZDe able speak about
without referring DotN SICdes of the relationship. TIhus NS ne: de-
Hate Ö  JMn levels the [NOTre elementary level SOCIOIOgISts have
understand Christianity, and theologiıans modernization; and EVETVYONE
must l understand the meanıng WNIC the er IS attrıbuting
DOotN ullding AIS Can hen INOVEe I1NO0Ore advanced
level @)| debate DYy exploring the relationship OT DBOotN
If spea about Modernization Ads QV Specific DTOCESS In Western
Civiliızation l IS still A debated question wnere Degın FOr long ıme
tihe threshold Oof the 7801|es with ts cumulatıon Of Cultural, niıcal,
polıtical and ECONOMIC changes Wa consıdered 15 Daramoun(t. Ome
hıstorlans back the 16tN and the CEeNtUTrYy ASs the end Oof tihe
Mıddie Ages 1 OoNe considers the Structural differentiation OT Varlıous
functions Aas the Core DTrOCESS of modernization Can raw ts OrI-
gIns back the CONIlı between the German Emperor and the Ro-
Man Pope about the investment of DISNOPS and n tihe
century. It Was DYy the concordat Of orms n 1122 that tihe ıNerence
OT the spirıtua and the secular became for the IrS time fırmly estab-
Ished and | the secularısation Of the nıtherto sacramental charac-
ler of imperial and monarchIcal rule. 10
TIhe Dapal revolution, ASs ugen Rosenstock-Huessy has termed the
'"Investiture Struggle’, began shortly iter the schism Of 10  m
IC the cleavage Detween Fast and West rom tnNıs {l-

e clear dıfference OT In the relationship Detween spirtua
and secular eaders In DotN Darts of Christianity ecame
Another trat OT modernization, 1.e indıyidualization, QOES Iso Dack
the CEeNlury. Ihen the hıtherto apocalyptic VISION OT the Last Judg-
ment „AaCQquired Ne  s sSignıfıcance In the West hrough the Daralle De-
lıef n g interm  late Judgmen UDO! indıvidual SOUls al the omen!

The Importance Oof tnhe Investiture Struggie for the developmen Of the esiern legal
tradıtion has emphazised DYy Berman, | aW and KHevolution ambridge Mass
Harvard Univ. Pr Parsons ds well IvVI Weber Oöverlooked the TesNO| Of
the and XIl CeNTLUrY, WNhOSe mportance IS also emphazised DYy B Nelson, Giviliza-
105 mplexes and Intercivilizational Fncounters. Sociological Analysis (1973)
79-105
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f eır eath“ TIhe VISION OT ygl ON of
punıshment Of indıvidual Christian Souls“ Oosiere the CoOoncern aDOUut
indıvidual salvation. !] Ihe developing Dractice OT Dprivate confessions
became institutionalized vehicle for self-consciousness. Ihe claım
for reedom Of CONSCIENCE hen became alter In the epoch Of reilgiOuUS
cCleavages the vanguard for human rights and for the separation
church and In the emerging American states ]
Functional diıfferentiation Of soclety and indıvidualization OT the Condı-
tions OT ııTte dre utually reenforcIng OC IC OOK place IrS
In the reaim f OSe medieval cıtıes IC became connected DY EX-
ensive rade— from England Northern aly rom ere the
Of mercantılızed uction spread and with l the of IMO-XNEY IC IS basıc condtıtion for ndividualized life.| Eventually the
restrictions polıtical rule DYy the constitutional and the
establishmen OT Civiıl soclety brought about OSE condıtions IC We
nsıder tOday Aas characteristic for modern indiıvidualism.
ere have been, hnowever, counteracting OC IC were
OIy In reilgiOous developments. Ihe uineran reformation
ıS well 15 the atnNolıc counter-reformation reenforced the UuNION Of
political and spirıtua W: and ljormed the ase for CIVIC and INCUS-
ral discipline. And wiırth the mergıing OT Neren contfessions In the
natiıonal STiales Of the 19tN CeNtUrY, coniessional orlientations and inst!-
utIons became Daramount for tihe Siruciures OT Driıvate lıfe Ihe result-
INg tensions the contfessions have stabılısed the reiligious
SOCIal orlientations f all Christian denomıiınations, especlally In GCOUTI-
trıes wıth Ixed populatıon. IS only fter orl War and SSDE-
clally SINCE the 9601les that tradıtiıonal Oorms OT reilgIiouUS ııfe SeEe7
rea| OwWwn MMOTre and INOre Ihe proportion OT NnONaTilla Deople
W: n MmMoOST Darts of Europe and ere IS Q SIroNg declne Of reilg-
IOUS Nnowledge and orlıentation M the YOUNGET generations ASs
weill
In VIEW l IS less the quantitative decline f church affıllatiıon WNIC|
siıgnalızes deep CrNSIS f reilgiOus ra  10N Dut the Observation that
the remaInıng church members mostly belong the tradıtional sStrata
OT the Dopulation. Forms Of reilgiOus Iıfe WNIC! CcOould De qualifi Q  15
specıific the modern condtitions OT lıTe Are [are and cattered hri-

11 Berman, IC 169
Cf. Morgan, Inventing the People. The HISEe Of Popular Sovereignty In England

merıca. New YOrK, London on 295ss
ST Simmel, Philosophie des Geldes, rn Duncker Humblot
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stianıty S{} has that IS able inculturate ISO under IMO-
ern conditions and n E& pOost-modern culture.

3 NnsequenCces forıeOology
s ere any INn the churches Dbe concern with hıs ISSUue?
—> In that l IS the specific task OT practical Neology dea| wiıth the
ISSUEe Of 1a00n Detween Christian 1I0N and the sSocial contexis
Of modernity But NOW Can his take place?
The Second Vatican Gounsil has een iImpressive attempt the
'aggiornamento' Of the AatNolıc ra  10N Although ere IS explickt
reference modernıty n ts ere Are ODVIOUS references WNIC!
relate the modern the acknowledgement Of the DINCI-
ple Of reilgiOous iIreedom n Dignitatis Humanae, ÖT the CONncern with the
relationship Of church and the wor| OT oday In tihe constitu-
tiıon Gaudium eft Spes. '“ Moreover the DAasıc tenels OT atNnolıc
thought have een adapted the challenges of modern ecumenıitical
theology, the relationship the written ıble 10N In the
CONSINUUHON about revelation Del erbum and the CONCept Oof the
church sel In Lumen Gentium the explictt DrOGgram Of ihe
counscıl develop a double interpretation OT the self-understanding Of
the atnolıic church, 1.e ad intra (as the atnolıc church self)
ad xira (as er churches and the world soclety al arge IThis
cliear distinction of the church as SYSIEmM n A wider SOCIAa} GON-
TeXT marked Ne)  S EDOQUE and eflects the SOCIOI0QGICAl interpretation
of MOdern society n of functional differentiation. !S
TIhe SWITIC Irom antı-modern normatıvism e contextual attıtude IS
partiıculariy arked In the Case Of the Vatiıcan Gounecil, Hut l has also
Drovoked SIroNg reactions. However the contextual Me 0eSs NOT
necessarily Mean that normatıve commıitments ave be andon

openly adapted the expectations of externa! cConNiexrt. ere
IMaYy De Iso critical the secular OnNtiexTi from the Chris-
1an Derspective. An mportant example for hiıs De the
DY John Mılbank eO0I00Y and S0oC/al EOTY Beyond Secular

CT Komonchak: atıcan and the NcOUNtTter between Gatholicism and bera-
ISM In Catholicism and LiDeralism Ontributons American Public Philosophy.

DYy Douglass and ollen! ‚ambridge: Univ Press, 76-99
rman anslatıon In Kaufmann/Zingerle, next footnote)
FOr = sessment of Vatican In the perspective OT modernization C  6E F.- KauUf-
mannı/ Zingerle 'all und Modernisierung. Historische, theologische und
SozZIologische Perspektiven. ader!  rn Öningh,
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Reason.}6 Ihis Study IS erudition Of theological dispute wiıth the
maın intellectual trends Of modernity and evelops Christian cial
Theory In the Ccontext of post-modern hought Mılbank objects anYy
1alıon between theological and modern secular hought, including
empirical OCIOI0QY, and Dre  S nstead DrODET Christian vVISION of
soclety n the ral  10N Of Augustines 'City f God' C Z Was Impressed DYy
the consistent argumentation Of the author IC IS the DOST
modern level Of meta-narratiıves. ern meta-narratiıves are, he AaSsS-
seris, perversion öf theology f for example, the sclentific explana-
I0N Öf nature and history IN the divine operation his level OoNe
nds holding God responsible for all the evils of his world Milbank
Shows In CONVINCING WaYy hat the meta-narrative ®)| SCIENCE, ech-
NnOlogy, and the IS the lı DOWET, and hat ere IS only ittle
step Irom the struggle for DOWET VOleNCE. He hen sks tIhe QUES-
tion What IS ihe better meta-narrative, iIhe ndividualistic ÖOr collectivis-
IC will DOWET Ör ihe ihe beliel hat men have been reated DYy a
OVING God and Aare invited search ogether I6r ihe perfection 6l
Ing? He öffers } StronNg in his WwOörk And althoug A
SOCIOlogist 1S relevance 1ö field emains, despite he act hat
6ONstttULe: A theological debate FOr {he ea öf INe City öf (3060 O
MAaInNs utopian ıf 1 IS NOT interpreted n the 6ontext öf actual SOCIEly.
Coming back agaın the ISSU® öf normativity ONe has acknoöwl-

edge hat mportant SOUTC® the valıdıty ®] within the
s6cularızed ndividualistic Gulture Öf post-modernity IS solf-
commiitment. This 06 NOl MMean hat the the ındiıvidual
6commits vallcdate are Anvented DYy hım une the Contrary the IM-
IVIQUAa IS normally unable create the he Ör she needs Ive
with. !7 nstead the indiıvidual selects tIhe he ll COomply ith
from the cultural StOCKk of his S0OC/al context. een the level ®)| the
OIe sOocCIety his STIOC IS much 100 Complex and the respective

are ften contradictory hat f WwOöuld b6 impossible 6ommit
hem all This IS the (60ason why the commMmiItment Gertarin IS

ften restricted particular This IS the Case the l1eve|l ®)|
Gulture which Organıses around characteristic functions as NAave
MENNON: earlier But als6 the 1evVel| öf BCGISIONS where

1 ilbank Th6e0l0ogy and Socijal Theory yon Secular Heason. ÖOxlord Black-
well, 199

17 10 a certain the artist ee exception AS the quality Öf | Aart de-
pends precisely 15 paci a sef[ Of rules Of eXxpression. Perhaps
this IS r6AaSs! why the 18 6115 DbecOome (after the enterpreneur and the DU-

dernität, |.C. 1911
reaucrat) the paradigmatic gure In late modernity Or Kaufmann, Religion und MO-
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action frame Of reference always implies the selection Öf specific

The relationship of normatıivity and context has reached Ne  S qualityn the DTOCESS of MmModernization. In traditiona sOocieties eTre Was
clear Cut soclal context IC Was evident contemporaries hat l
respresented reality DEeT Also the Christian Gospel operated ıth
evident normativity In christianized socleties parı of his sOcial and
Cultural Context eople Iso StO0d In ImMmm  jate and similar rela-
jonship eır COMmMOonN Context Although ere were StroNg differ-

of rank and statius f Was precisely Dy rank and STalus hat ira-
lıona soclety Was segregated into Varıous CONTEXIS Öf lıfe Modernıi-
zation IS DrOCesS n WNIC ESsE NomMOgeNeOUS Iorms ®] CONtexi
ea u and Bbecome substituted DYy the already NN functional
XIS Öf the GCONOTMVY, the polity, tihe family, eIc We live In IUNG-
j1onally differentiated UNIVerse Whöse unifying consists pre
Cisely n iIhe plurality öl DEerspeClives. Ihe 'whole' Ör “he world' has
Bbecome Overcomplex and heterogeneOuUs, and iIhe 36-Called POSTmodern 6ONSCcIOLUSNESS ın expression 6l his situation I6r ihe Irs
IMe In ihe DerspecCtive 6{ individuals his 6ondition öften @exXper|-
eNGced ambiquity. 19
rom SOCIOI0gIcA| perspective ere hOweVEer, additional DOoINt

make Ihe transförmation Irom A ranked SOoCIely A lunctionally
differentiated network öf national SOGCIeNEes also Q QroWiNGg O“
ganiızational complexity. In tradıtional SOCIeles Derson normally DO-
ONg unNIquE village, for instance, Or In Gities
Corporation. odern Organızations do NOl eMDrace ihe WNOI® Context
öf individual ıfe but the SpecCific form öf INCIusSION IS membership. That

hat specific rights and duties are bound the Stalius ®)| M>
bership IC IS normally NOl inNerne| Hut achlieved statlus Öf
Givil |aw IC IS eNde! \ retirement, Oxit Or dismissal. In Modern
SOCIety the 86C1la| Staius Öf VEerson 6consists In the gel Öf s Varıous
memberships. Fach organization has 165 OwWwnNn tIhe member has

cComply ıth This evidence 6i organizational IC are öf
ÖbVIOUS particular character and DYy the WaYy normally legitimated DYy
tIhe overarching IdeOlogy 6i a functional subsystem eNgraved in Our
habits and In ihe OMINAan CONCcepl öf normativily, ere IS Say äa
broken and altogether mediated relationship between individuals and
Ihe prominent ideas' öf OUur Culture. What NOrMAalive n Christi-

1 O ischer! Lange Nach der „PDO!  ernen“ Familie In Buba,
Schneider Famlilie. wischen gesellschaftlicher Prägung und ndividuellem
SIgn Opladen estdeutscher Verlag, (In print)
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Ta  10N IS Jonger self-eviden Dut reaches the ındıyıdual DYy Aıf-
ferent and heterogeneous channels. ÖOne channe! IS the teaching OT o  ‚er
reilgiO0us cCommunity IC DETSoN Delongs In the form Of [MeM-
bership, and AIs IS Just OoNe membership M others Another
channe!l IS the imm  jlate Contiexti J relevanıt DETSONS— Darents,
eacners and riends Ir OTIe N the Christian ral  10N implicHt In
OUTrT constiıtutions and general Culture, Doth mediated DYy sSchools DOoOks
and MMass edia Ihıs heterogeneilty of experiences IS the DAasıc fact
of sSoclalızation n moderniızed societies, and nas far-reaching CON-
Eg for the Impa of ecclesiastical actons The ecclesıijastical
rame of reference has eCcome C particular one IC IS INOTe ÖTr less
solated from irames f reference Thiıs IS tihe maın [e64s0on OT 16
UuUC ımpa

have SIOP here for easons Of tiıme will { SummMmarize Al -
gumen(t. Ihe condtıtions In IC Iıve oday In Western socleties
exnıbıt el hıgh egree Of security and predictabilt! attaıned De-
fore n NıStory OT mankınd Ihıs IS the result of OUTrT speclalisıng and
lengthening Of chaıns Of actiıon, CONCOMTaN ] functional dıfferen-
Jation Of OUTr SyStems Of meanıng and of the EMETGENCE the OrGgan\n-
ized forms Of division of labour. The result IS ONgOING growt OT
complexı n human SOcCIeties IC Iorces DETSOTIS ecome INdIVI-
uals, 1.e organıze eır OWTN lıTe DY developiIng eır OWN standards
Of selectivity and rules Of actıon Thıs happens generally NO DY Inven-
tion but DYy IMOTEe ÖT Iess CONSCIOUS selection M exIisting Stan-
ards and rules In the nstitutional and Cultural stock OT soclety
Christian tradıtions belong thıis StOCK n much broader than
they Gar be presen n reilgi0us commMUNICAtIıoN And reilgiOuUS
COomMMUNICAtION se has ecome DOUNd the NarTowW realm OT de-
nomınational OT ecclesiastical opportunities. The SOCIal CONTiEeXT Of the
ra  1I0N Of the Christian reed 4A5 well ds @)| Christian values and

has ecome mMore iragmented than Ver before To ecome
believer IS therefore IMNOore dıffiıcult han n tradıtional sOocIleties and
needs A complex DIrOCESS Of 'polythetic ljearnıng' (A Schutz). !9 To De-
COTMIEe . Delıever and De arthful follower OT the church
develop In Nes CONSCIOUSNESS cognitive and emotional orlıenta-
I0N IC organızes experience under the auspices Of central ele-

Of the Christian creed Tradıtions, lence and habıts Ö
longer enOugh, they end lOse significance and relevance The self-
commıtment the normatıvity of the Christian Gospe! IS therefore

( F.- ann, au und KOommMmunNIi eine SOZIOlogische Perspektive. In
Wiederkehr (= Der Glaubenssinn des Gottesvolkes Konkurrent oder Partner

des eNranm reiburg .Br. Herder,
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NECESSaIry condıition for ts valıdıty. The claım OT ecclesijastical authori-
tıes be the moral author! will under the condition OT modernity
gradually eCcome vVoIld
All thıs has witn the a  Ing SOCIAal CONTeXT Of Christianisation
The tradıtio n Of the Gospel has always Iso een el SOCIal DTrOCESS, Dut
thıs cCOould remaın UNCONSCIOUS ads far AS t has een self-evident But
oday ese sOocIal have eCcome Complex hat they ne

De aken into AaCCOUNT DY theologians, 100 Theology IS the reflexive
DOWET Of religion. In Oorld whose IS longer gıven Dut has
be OovLWn agaın and agaın INn ınNneren iframes Of reference hrough
reflection, the Of reilgion needs A ncrease re  10N 1S well

ven ıT the Basıc OT the Gospel sımple, and rellig-
OUS experience n ts COre IS something IC transcends the intrica-
CcIeSs Of all OUTr inquines, IMaYy SN old that the task of theol-

will eCcomMe ven INOTEe mportant And the quality of the eilDera-
tion DYy practica EOI00Y ll depend UDO: the capacıty unNK-
Ivity and cCONTEeXT. Ihe inculturation OT the Christian creed In the
Siruciures of modernıty IS Still unsolved challenge for all reilgiOus
commMuUnNItIeS
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