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1 TIhe special CcConi! Oof the eminist approach IO theology
Ihe Wıith Passıon and Compassion. M orn Women 0INgTheology' sShows uSs NOW the emnıs theology UreW
M ordinary church-women Of all INndS of churches In the Third
or IKEeWISE@e n the Netherlands the emnıs approacC heology
GrewW OUl OT ihe grasSsroOoIs, gIVING birth the oman and Faith-

Ihe oman and arth-movement started n the seventies,
when Ö several Dlaces In the Netherlands OT Varıous
churches umed Owards ach er alk aDbout eır Irustrations
CONCeErNING the theology and the Dractice Of the church Women (:195
Ognized In ach er eır painful CONcCcern hOow Can eCcOMe DOSSI-
bile DUut farth into words and actions, grounded In ÖUT Darticular EX-
Derience Aas WOTTIE In thıs society? HOw Can OUT faıth ecome really
redeeming and lıberating for In QUTr women-condltions, diverse 0y
they IMaYy be? Several oren gap between the promise OT @-
emption and lIıberation the hand, and the actual SNUalon Of
marginalızation and exploltation Of gOINg insıcde and OutsI-
de the churches r  O  n the er the multiple margınalızation OT
of color, the femIinization of sSexual violence inside and OUuUt-
side the home, the bannıng from ministry and priest : esEe
GrOUDS e3AC aDout ach O}  er, and oun ach er the oman
and arıth-movement Dborn Ihe ıble C read together with
women'’s SevyYES the EYES OT In Variıous situations. New vista’s
unfolded, & had be orked hrough, e WaYyS Of believing
found®.
Ihe of the emnıs approac In heology IS everyday-lıfe,

where IVING eır Iıves under Variıous CoN!  10NS, ManYy OT
hem NnOtL officlally traıned In tNeOlOogy, experience eır lack Of Iıbera-

"45SS/0N and Gompassion FThird World Women Doing 60/0GY, Virginia Frabella
Mercy Amba Oduyoye eds., IS Maryknoll, New YOrK, 198

D Gf L ieve Iroch „Ihe eMINIS' vement In and the Edge of Mne CnAnurches In ine
etmerlanı! from Consciousness-ralsing Womenchur: In Journal Of eMmMINIS'
tudies In Religion, vol 5, Q, 198 113 128 Foka Brouwer‘: Fen 3  30  IO Va 267)

enand, Dienstencentrum, LeUusden, 1991 Riet ns-Storm Jana Vernool]j
Weging. OnderzoekKk de organisatie Va de rouw-en-Geloofbeweging n
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tion, ask questions Dased arth 15 IS Iıved Irom day day, and
artıculate heology n eır OWN vVOICeS, longing for ıfe abundant, -  .  15
DromIsed DYy the Divine.
Ihıs CONTEXT the 10N Of normativity. Many A member OT

the oman and arıth-movement Was looked sternly n the SVES when
she old her minıster about her ne'  = INSIGAtSs n aıth and theology „But
YOU Adre NOl allowed ın In AIs WaYy”, she Was told$

SO NOW did she have thınk? What IS tihe NOr for theological
thinkıng and WNnNO has the DOWET determine the norm

2 The IS

emnıs IS somebody Wwho IS Of the critical hlatus between
Woman  ' hat IS the lemale other' ä INSUTUNON and representation,
mMirroring mens ears and desıres and real-lıtfe women?. eal-lıfe

Adre multiplicıty of dıfferences: raCce, Class, aQge, sSexual rnen-
tatıon, EIcC eal-ltfe experience elr sexual embodiımen and
elr normal' roles In everyday-lıfe and have connected hat
SITUuaie and women-based Nnowledge. IC has tihne pOossIbilt
EMDOWET hnem, IT they ake the COUTAGE raıiıse elr VOICe Ihıs
KNOowledge inspires hem practice politics Of resistance They start

spea n eır OWT! VOICEe, constructing & idea Of normativity.
Ihıs Drings hem n conflict wiıth the assumptions OT the Datrarchal De-
lıef-system. The nflıct IS usually Tought the rational level IS r  SC  Ö  )
lerce Nowever DeCcause ar deep seated longing In [Nel for
De Woman', and the fear lose control| about the definition Of ITruth
and Normativiıty covertly ue| the dISCUSSIONS.
Ihe emnıs Derspective OUTr SYES for the DBasıc ures Of

the Delief-systems that qguide QUT IOr Owledge, practical-

Hiet ns-Storm „‚Maar ZÖ Mag Je nıet denken! ver rulmte richting In en femI-
nistische benadering theologie geloven“ („But yYOU C nOoT IOWE! Ink that
way! ADOut OO and direction In 'emInIs: proach eOI0gYy and In Riet
NS-  'Orm, ‚ONIe DIJ!  erhuls, Kroes Eva Ouwehand Rumte 87 Ccht-
INd. Vrouwen zoekK Naar vee! Dbetekenend geloof, Boekencentrum, s-Gravenhage,
1990 371
Rosi Braidotti „Sexual INerence noMmadıc pOoll project“ In VOoICINng Identity.
Women and Relgious radılons n Europe, eCOTrds Of the FIMM Bı-annual ntTer-

Of the European Society Of Women In Theological esear! LouVvaln, Belgium,
19923
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theological Nnowledge ncluded The emnıs Derspective IS Darti of
epistemological analysıs, arguing hat SOCIOl0gIical and Ideologica
analysıs Oof OUTrT WaYyS Of KNOWING IS NEGESSATY. An intriınsıc Dart of
EVETYVY scholarly endeavour IS understand the relationships
Detween ideas and SIruCiures Oof hought the nand, and SOCIal
Contex{is the other>
Rhoda Linton SUMS SOMEe characterıstics ®@)| the emnıs

the actıve central fOCUS/ subject (Italıcs DY Linton);
cooperative actiıvity IS the predominan MOdUS operandı;
ere IS Q eCcognIzed need for ıberation Irom the oppression OT
the quo®.

Feminism IS q with < polıtical agenda; t els and Inspires
el DOlitics Of resistance oppression and Q Hractice Of analysıs Of
DOWET and the Iıberation Of margıinalized and Ooppress DET-
SoNs

hat the emnıs approac mMırrors the assumptions Of DOST-
modernity, but in c eritical WaY ere IS S CracC| n the mMırror. Ihıs
Crac| the aWareNnNess Of the danger Of otal relativity.

ÖOn tihe D hand femmısm Gafll De understood 15 sıde effect Of
modernity modernıity YaVE 1.e 0SEe, WNO wOould be willing

identify witn reasonable [1en}n the In Of themselves
subjects. emmnnıISIS aspıre however De subjects In eIr OWN right,
TryYING ul arguments based In elr OWN Coniexis Ihe emın!ı!
approac ASSUMES hat OUr WaYyS Of inking and KNOWING gende-
red. „'Gender' In emnıs theory fulfıls primarely the function OT chal-
lenging tihe universalistic endenCcy Oof anqgua and OT the SYSiEMS OT
Nnowledge and scientific discourse al argeu As Adrıenne Rıch Al-
qgued A  > central notion OT tihe emn! Siance IS nat nowledge IS
arked DYy d  4J specific Ocatıon In and ıme The primary ocatıon
IS the DOdY, 1.e the morphologıical and political Of the embodied

KHobert reiter Bouwen eigen theologie. (elo0lsverstaan binnen
plaatseljke culturele utch translation Of Constructing e0I09gieS),
elll|N: 101
Rhoda nton Toward emInıs Research n (3ender/ Body/ Knowiedge.
eEMICNIS! Reconstructions of Being and Knowing, Alıson M.Jaggar and usan rdo
eds., Rutgers University Press, New TUNSWI NJ, 199 2176
ROos!ı! Braidotti „What's WTONG with gender?“ n eeCcHONS Theology and nder,
Okkelien van Dijk-Hemmes and Atalya Brenner, KOK aros, Kampen,
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subject®. Another eature of the emnıs approac IS the acknow-
ledgemen hat the question Oof ru and the Ig Normativity IS al-
WaYyS ISO d question OT DOWET. WwhOo has authorı define the DE-
rımeters f rTu and Normatıivity, and who has not? Ön thıs pomnt
Michel Foucault estroy OUTrT innocence®: the quest for u IS
battle Detween the domınant dISCOUTSEe of reasonable mMmen, that IS
predominantly WINeE, rather affiuant, and highiy educated IMEN, and
the margınal dISCOUTSES OT all se, WNO MISS OSeEe features Of Ted-
SONableness
ÖOn the er hand, femInIısm, OT modernıity, Ga only GrOW n

clımate Of DOostmodernIty. When hıtherto marginalızed discourses
lıke the emnıs dISCOUTrSe raise eır OWN VOICeS and claım credibil-
ty, and when OTIe realizes hat the Urge Ior DOWET and security IS an
mportant factor when settling tihe dispute between the discourses,
hen suddenly OT gradually nes SYCS a open 1or tihe shattering
knowledge that ere Car One NOowaDile Truth, who gıves
the unıversal MOTIM, NOl Vell for Christianity Ör Practical ITheology
emnıs who long SIaYy cnhnsuan De they In ihe church Or

In the university Can only De e3r! IT Ir margına dISCOUTrSe De-
Dartner-in-equality OT tihe discourse, hat u ıll ecently COould

ASSUTTIE t Wäas omınan
FemInIsts Adre however the utmost relativity that Teatures In

Dostmodernıty. 1 ere IManYy equal dISCOUTSES, ach wıth elr
OWN truth, hat O0eS OTIe have |ıve DY, hat IS ere aspire?

3 The search for V concept of truth S NONOUFrS IV  HY In
equality

We need Concepl Of truth, hat IS Dbased In womens OWT! discourses
andX Dut nat Iso gives C  ar Basıs for dialogue wıitn er
dISCOUTSES. Women's Dartiıcular truth' into eINg when
analyse eır margınalızation. truth' Gafl De unders av the ultı-
maite value, becoming the DOoImMNt Of orlientation Ol nes meanıng-giving

all ne’s experiences. Iherefore TU IS contextual. Takıng Ver
ruth irom another context1/ another discourse lıve In nflıct
and paın In the attle Detween nes OW  —_ ru and the IMpOS ruth
of domiınant dISCOUTSE. Ihıs palnful conflict IS CONfUSING and VE

Adriıenne Hl  3 read, and Poe: Prose 19/9 on
mpany, New York/ LONCON, 1986 212

® ıchel FOoucault L'ordre du QISCOUFS, Paris, 1971
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tirıng. ÖOne needs allıes really fınd Out where nes wn Tu |ıes,
and analyse the relationship of thıs TU the IMpOSed ru of
omınan discourse.
ogether witn Susan Ihıstlethwaite KT opt IOr the truth-concept Of SO-

Journer Truth, A Afrıcan American WwNO 15 olave Tought for
the Iıberation Of slaves, especlally for the Nobody has privile-
ged the WaY things really are ,  v ontological reality'9. SO-
Journer-tru COuld De the ru Of the road Owards Iıberation irom
oppression and alıenation, hrough changing Jandscapes, changıng
niexis IS an avowed truth, where one stands ‚ (o]g Dut Tor the Ime
eINg But thıs DeIng' has be aken In ts lle meanıng. FOr Me T

realizıng who Ö IS and where S, hat the timate value
IS lıves DY, and NOw the condtitions n his place alf nes CXDE-
rience Of lıfe abundan In God/dess Marne ÖOne IS alone n
place ere ] er wellers An AWareNneSsSSs of where one IS In-
cludes Iso AaWaTeEeTIESS Of relations with others n that place,
the relations of DOWET that eyxIist In that Dlace ruth for the ıme DeINg'
ea11$S5 Oof the values al Siake n ‚er certaın ıme and place,
KNOWING where ne’s z itımate COoMMMIImMMEN lıes, and Iso practic-
INg ese commTMeEeNtsSs Wıth Adrıenne Rıch E —_3 InN| ru depends
the decısıon
WIith whom do YVOU beleve YOUT lot IS cast?
From where oes VOUur strengt: ‚OINeZ

u has do witn Surviıval Of onesell, tested agaınst the Survıval Of
the Ihıs particular, situated TU has De brought into 1alo-
UE witn er truths from er dISCOUTSES, forming ONgOING dıa-
logue about hat COuld be VD ar! truth, and hus d shared Ma-
Ivity Ihıs dialogue IS NOT intellectua exercIse, Dut OT SUT-
Vvival In solidarıty. IS 3 Of ethical decisions, a Of e3arn-
INg Ive with difference-in-equality.

Od/dess 3 normativity
BRut where IS God/dess In thıs normativity”?
Who IS God/dess?

10 Susan Istletmwal' SeX, raCes, and Chnstan emMNSM n Hack and White,
Geoffrey apı LOonNdoOnN, 199

11 rienne Rich Ources. Ihe Heyeck Press, Caliıfornia, 1983
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We do NOl really KNOW We have only VE 1as androcentric AC-
Of nat Deople experienced Aas Od's voilce, word n

eır ntiextis We have USse Q hermeneutic of SUSPICION Ö
onNIızed DeCause the Deople who made tihe Canons nNUu-
IMan, and all Me  > The Iıte-experience f In eır Varlous
ditions diıd NnOT have A VOICEe In hıs DrOCESS. er and between the
androcenirIic Datrarchal Of ıble and tradıtion a have only the
whisperings OT genuine IONgIngs for IıDberation, for healing of Droken-
NESS, for dırections In V lıfe full Of cholices and contingencies. We IIS-
ien OS! VOICEeS critically and earn irom hem where We Can

Garn earn Ifrom the ıT In OUTr Varlıous condltions,
adressed 15 WNO In InSpIrıng WAaY, acknowledging OUTr

Darticular and its hazards that reaien OUTr SUrvival-with-
dignıty MY 'measurIing rod”, for the Of ru and lıfe, In
ÖT outside the tradıtion, IS Can they De earl AS IıDerating, challeng-
Ing, and INSpINNG for also, n el varıed Ccircumstances? ÖOr
Adfe senl, only negatıvely represented ÖOr violently destroy-

Ihıs Iso hat heology primarely witn OSe with whom F3
sShare the need for specıfic ıberation „Ihe theologıan must ben
here IS normatıvity, R.B-S) „engaged In dialogue OT ıfe', NOT only
ıth the r) WNO Adre mostl!yg Dut IsSo wIitNn er reilgiOoUS
and cultural tradıtions“, wriıtes Iırgıinıa Fabella, emnıs theologıan
Irom the Philippines. Ihıs that the longing for full and Just nNu-
manıty, DYy of Iıberation, and assocIıa: SINCEe ıme immemoOTIal
wıtn the Gochead f Jewısn and Christian tradıtions, Garn De 16COQO-
nızed In IONgINgS and elr artıculations In creeds and rtes Of er (@-
|IQIOUS and Cultural traditions!®. Behind hiıs lıes the assumption,
assumption OT aıth and IOngıng, nat for the Divıne of the Iıble worTrTIien
and mmen Are of the SsSame iIımportance, have the Salrlle subject-quality
and responsIbility, and II-W called artıculate eır longings and ideas
about the Divine In theology and Iıturgy, ust ASs 116e used do
Ihe jJeadıng iımage IS soclety, where men and 1] Of ıNeren

COIOT, ethnictty, class, age and SeXual orlientation Ca  < lıve ogether
wiıthout oppression and marginalization: < eal soclety, celebrating
dıfference-In-equality. ve  INg F7 N -  F7 N - SdYy ÖT dO, n Dersona and n

aCcademıc ııTe, has De weighed In the Ig Of HIS ljeading Iımage:

irginia Fabella:“A Common Methodology for Diverse Christologies”?“ In WItn Passion
and Compassion. Third World Women Doing eOI00Y, Virginia Fabella and Mercy
mba Oduyoye eds., IS BOOKS, Maryknoll, 1989 115
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Q cCommunıty OT diıference In equality Ihen SEIVe the u
God/dess truth, SaYy In faıth

Ä feminist approach IO bracticalV
Thiıs normativity gives uSs the Darameters the normativity In practice,

irom A emnıs perspective. raClica| heology for o
IS the quest for heories answerIing the question: NOW Can DETSONS n
elr specific sSituations (DEINg male, jemale, Of a certaın ethnicıty,
COlOT, CIass, eic eiC.) Ive elr lıves dSs arthful DETSONS In thıs WOrlId,
experiencIng the lıberation God/dess DromISES and the challenge
S/He Oolers lıve according Her/Hıs longings, n critical orlientation

the christian tra'  10N, developiıng hıs tradıtion further?
The Dasıs Oof SVETY theOlogy, practical heology ncluded, IS solidarıty
witn DETSONS who |ıve n Darticular CONIeXxT @)| lack Oof Iıberation f m g
practica theology n tihe Netherlands, Urrn  Urrn have starti wit n listening.

that ere IS much wIisSNTul INKINg about Iıstening and empathy
M Dractica theologlians. ITranscultural and transsexual empathy
IS VE hard obtaın TIhe er wiıll always De the er, EVE f We
sShare culture and SCX Dıfferences, ISo amongst and
amongst INEN, have De acknowledged. In OUT patrarchal culture
ManYy DETSONS WNO feel subordinated, M tihem MaNnYy lıve
In culture OT silenced. elr experiences Cannot De recorded
DY the usual empirical methods Gareful ıstenIng has have the
tıon of earn soldarıity. Ön the Dasıs OT AIS careful and ODEN Isten-
INg the Varıous Dractices will De changed, ne'  s data EMETGE from
women'’s lıfe-experience, hıtherto NOl processed AS Dart ®)| omıınan
IC theological thınkıng. Preaching ıll change, Care,
christian ucation, urgy, DECAUSE, IrS OT all, the language used wıll
change. New questions asked, [1e€ AaNSWEeTS have be
The fOoCcus of Yractica NeOl0gy IS fa lıved In ntext‘ {Ihıs Ta

Ive! In context‘ IS mixture Of al eas IWO things:
the IM Of fa thought through', 1.e theologıies, @ In
christian education, Sunday SCNOOI, SErMONS, eic Many
hear ese theologiıes ASs f they C artıcula: In oreign lan-
QUagES Ihıs gives IManYy OT hem eeling OT alıenatıon and de-

alr
the OUC Of tihe Holy Spirit, the Divine-in-action-and-commu-
nıcation, who womens heart for the longing Ior ıDberation OT
the Darticular Oppressing forces hat destroy eır experience OT
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lıte abundan Ihıs OUuC has be honoured It gıves EVETYVY
the rg De Iıstene: AasSs Q eological

278


