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Con  u  ity ! |l!. the ILYy OT PracticalV
O32  O32 m asked DY the organızers of the conference commMment uUDON
[ee DaDeTS IC| WOuld represent re methodologıical
proaches the subject-matter of raCclıca Theology The Of
hıs request Was that should ShOow Dossible that ese ınNeren
approaches complementary n such WaYy hat the Iın SPOL Of
OoNe approacC IS ılled In DYy the er SO hat In the end viewed from
Q theoretical standpoint bove the re approaches the UNnIty Of
the whole discipline would eCcome visıble differentiated unity
showing the WaY productive cooperation and organız divisiıon
OT ur for raCcliıca Theologians. NOW, C VE unhappy that —— 1
Cannot fulfill hıs task and that Cn MUSI disappoint such expectations
TIhe attempt combinıng the approaches In the given presentations
OT al placıng them n comprehensive conceptual iframework SEEeMSs
a 100 complicated as  eYVY represent In oppinion dıf-

ferent DrogramsSs for Practical Theology 15 A whole witn certaıin Impll-
catiıons for Theology % A whole rather han ınNeren me  Oological
approaches sSuch 0 for instance SOCIOlogical, Dsychological ÖT
Iınqguistic approaches.
In tnıs SNUaAliON, T Z Can only make remarks Of OWT), witn Occasıonal
reference hat Rıet Bons-Storm and en Heiting and amlıl
Menard have expounded MY remarks will CONGcerTT ree DOoINIS Irst,

understandiıng Of the ask and objective Of Practical Theology;
SECONOd, VIEW OT the unıty OT OUTrT discipline; Ir Varlous WaYyS @]
understanding the CONCept of contextuality, WNIC INnd IS anYy-
INg Dut univocal.

) vun z n | What Practical Theology?
My answer IS raCcliica 1Theology IS ntegral Dart Of the system Of
theological disciplines. ven though OINg Practical T1heology implıes
Nnowledge irom all theological disciplines, and ven though DrO-
uCe heories ourselves, Practical Theology IS Schleiermacher
Sald Q ecnNnnıca discipline, the CONGCeTT! Of WNIC| IS the ONgOING Im-
Drovement Of ecclesial actıvities Ihıs corresponds the
subject-matter Of ractıca Theology The unna and, al the Q
tıme, internally differentiat: subject Of raCclca Theology IS
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GONTEXTUALI AND UNITY

soclal SyYSiem, system OT actıvitıes, namely the church the sSystiem
Of ComMMUNICAtIioN OT the christian understanding Of realıty. Ihıs SYS-
iem COomprises ıNeren DOSItIONS ÖTr standpoints (all DrofessioNs and
Jobs In the church InCluding OSeEe OT lay people), Neren Situations OT
DraxXIis (worship, ucation, ra Care and oN) and different
media Ior cCommuniIcating the chrıistian understandiıng Of realıty Il
words, u  9 Dictures, Iturgy, orms OT Dehavılour). The actıvity }
the church, the maxımum iImprovement OT IC IS the Concern Of
Practical Theology, akes VarıouSs orms In tNıs system. Ihey are,
nowever, capable OT DrecIse classıfication according the crıterja of
'position', situation' and 'medium' full explanation AIs WOUId
ela  raie the morphology OT the ecclesıial system In ts present

O1 affaırs
SO answer the question „What IS raCcliıca eology”?“ obviousliy
combiınes Schleiermachers conception Theology as whole witn Q  .
systemiIc approac n the ıel of ra  ICa Theology
L_et add Me remarks for [NOTe DreCISION:

raCclica Theology has NOl only deal witn the actıvities In given
tradıtıonal sSituations ®)| communiIcation, but Iso wirth the arrangement
ÖOr rearrangement of sSsuch sıtuations and elr connection Ihıs IS the
maın GCGONMNCEeTN Of the subdiscipline OT cybernetics, negliected SUDdIS-
cipline IC ShNOuld DE revitalized

Reflecting uUuDO the church system n Oorder Improve the dl -
easpectific activities and the arrangement Of ecclesıial nteractions
OeSs not only DrESUPDOSE Nowledge from all er theological ISCI-
plınes Dut Iso implıes Nnowledge from the hnumananıties, expeclally
irom SOCIOIOgYy and DSyChology. erfe S, actually, 10 researc n the
1e Of humanıties and SOCIal SCIENCES IC CcOould De Judged useless
for Practical Theology Ihıs IS due the fact that, the one hand,
the Darticıpants and addressees f ecclesıial ComMMUNICAtioN Indı-
viQuals developing eır mind, attıtudes and orms Of behaviour In the
CONIiexXT OT modern ııte, and that, the er hand, the ecclesial SYS-
tiem AS  < CD whole IS interacting wIitN all the erSYSIEMS and INSINUTIONS
of society, Such As the SysStiem OT polıtical organıization, the system Oof
Jurisdiction, the system Of SCONOMY, the educatıiıonal system and

This IS another [64S0OT1 reinforce the approac Of cybernetics.
We sShould DaYy IMOTe the interaction of the ecclesial SYS-
iem wiırth all the SYSieEmMS and INSINUNONS In modern society.

FOr a precIse analysıs of thIsS interaction cf. lle! Herms, Ir In der Zeit, In
Herms, Kirche für die Welt, übingen 1995, 231-317.
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EnviIsagıng soclety and the Varıous NCUONS of the church In soclety,
= Should NOl merely complaın abOout secularization.*

il How the HV of Practical eO1l0gy S De CONCeIived

MY hypothesis IS The unity OT Practical Theology Can only mMean that
the objectives pursued n ts ınNeren subdilsciplines NOl only
contradictory Dut complementary.
Let outline the cContexti and the meanıng Oof hıs definıtion of the
unity Of raCilica| Theology DY SO  C Me remarks

The hypothesis IS er  er conceptual definition, NOl abstraction from
observations Of hat IS actually gOING In fact, IMaNYy Practical
Theologians isagree aDOUt the objectives OT eır endeavours, and
hat Ccalls the unity Of raClıca Theology Into question. Thus, V only

mark the Dattiefileld on WNIC| the struggle for the UNnIty OT
the discipline has take place, ıf ere IS De struggle.

The uniıty Of raCclıca Theology IS NOl achlıeved DYy the proclamation
Of Ne Daradıgm ÖTr DYy the predominance OT A particular methodo-
logical approac for instance pastora DSyCHOIlOogy NOT Ven DY

researc projecCts ÖTr DYy international conierences, although
the atier VE useful

Ihe unity of raCclıca Theology S cal int question nerther Dy
Dluralısm of methods and methodologies, NOoT DY hıgh egree @)|
speclalization, NO DYy tihe ntensification Of area-specific debates In ts
subdlsciplines. All thıs MaYy De < burden for the dialogue Of Practical
Theologians, Dut l has be olera The unity of raCclıca Theology
nNceived n Of Q SsystemiIc coordination Oof objectives and IMS
MUST De compatible with the Dluralıty Of speclalized methodologies
Corresponding eIr respective fields, with the dispute aDout Ner-

els Of actıon and with the developmen Of relatıvely ndepend-
debates In ts subdisciplines.

The central idea of systemiIc coordination Of objectives In the
area-specific heories corresponds the subject-matter OT Practical
theology hNıch E ZZ descernbed AS  o A sysiem Of ecclesial aCiıvnmes SO COoN-
tradıction In the IMS Of the respective heories amounts contradıc-
tion n the VETY actıvnıes wOould De desasterous for tihe wNnole

D FOr extensive developmen Of MY conception of ract! eO10GY
article „Was d  D die Praktische Theologie für die Einheilt der Theologie?“ In Pas-
toraltheologische Informationen (1993) vol 1 77-92



GONTEXTUALI AND UNITY

SOCIal Ssystem of the church And l WOUuUld dısturb the miınds Oof the
members Of the church who need A clear Conceptl of the dentity Of
christian farthn and lıte Such A ICUON IS given n ts extreme
form when the actiıvities a Dased Incompatıble ideas aDOut the
destiny OT humanıty ÖTr the character e)| the Christian's ıberation and

Iherefore system OT complementary objectives and, COTMIS@-
quentliy, the unity OT QUT discıipline Can only De established the ba-
SIS Q about the dentity Of chrıistian existence, dentity
IC though nolt DOSItING unıTorm Dicture of christian ııfe, MUST
the Same for [en and and old people, DOOT and riıch
people, Europeans and NTICaNns and Americans and
Is tnıs identity called into uestion OT, perhaps, ven endered IMpOS-
S! when We DaYy 10N the dıfference of cultural context? This
question leads OUr last ISSUE@e

I1 What do WE3 DV ‚contextuality”?
Ihe word „context/contextualıity“ IS element in the ordinary lan-

of English-speaking people, nol SO of German-speaking DEO-
ple The term has only ecently een INtrOCUC ınto DotN OUTr ordınary
and academıc language. In OWnN Writings Fr } used the term VE| se|-
dom though I7 Z>  I7 Z> consistently CONcCcern with the Dohenomena the
tierm stands for. The INTrOCUCUON OT the term and the consıstent de-
mand that a ShOould De A  <  IWa  C  a Of contextuality when OINg Theology
Ör raCcica Theology raıses the question nat the term really
Is ere SOMIE SOM f DrOGTaMm behind the term?
As far Aas K -  K - Can SCE, ere are al least ree WaYS OT USINg the term
‚context“ GT „contextuality“.$

IrS(, Gan [Nea and usually ANS that the christian INEGSSaAHE
Iıke anYy er MESSAGE has always een coniron and will al
times be COoNiron wıitn questions, needs and interesis IC|
EMETOE from lıTte experiences under Variıous and changıng con  10NS;
and thıs applıes soclal, Cultural and intellectual con  1I0NS An OUT-
standing example Of thıs IS the demand Of WhoO wanit KNOW
hat christian lıberation irom vıl and SIN and cnristian
for them We ncerned wiıth comparable questions In EVETYVY gOOd

SkIip the unproblematic USage Of context” which OCCUTS In the advice that WE
sShould always attenton the CONTIEXT Of sentience 1 MC wan  — grasp ItS DrO-
CISEe meanıng. In German VMarn einen Satz Nniıcht auSs seiınem Zusammen-
hang rei
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705 ASs weill ds In Systematic Theology and In Ethics Con-
textuality“ on thıs leve| ISo implies hat the christian and the theologıi-
cal discourse In the cChurch and Deyond tihe church TOCUSSES uUDOoN
certaın tOpICS IC We call „Schlüsselprobleme“ n German. As the
ree DaDETS have DOIN OuUl, „NOpe“, „Nberty and „JUStiCe ATe
Mese KeYy problems. Practical Theology IS primarıly nNcerned
with thıs kınd of „contextualıty“.

In another INaYy SqaYy .A „contextualıty“ refers the
C USe In OINg Theology In ts branches. In all OUr tudiıes

n Historical, Systematic and raCcClıca Theology, employ m
COnNCcepis and methods IC Are orked OUult outsıde Of Theology n
er SCIENCEeS and n Philosophy. In cCoNnjunction wiıth the evolution Of
extra-theologogıical thinkıng and researcn, QOUuTrT OWI Vi  u  ry and
conceptual network changes And that, of COUTSEe, nas QV  w tremendous
Impa' NOW WE and interpret the phenomena We Aare CoN-
cern with ere S, n fact, specific theological me all;
Theology has only smal number Of words OT OWT] WNIC only
make SE  m In reilgious language Qgame, words ıke „religion“,
„salvatiıon“, „SIN“, „creation Of the world“ and „prayer” Exactly SE
WOords have be permanentliy reinterpre DYy G of er words
DOrrowed from jJanguageM
This Oof „contextualıty“ Cal De derived irom the general
Of SIGNS orked OUut DY CGharles Wılliam Morris.* ere IS OT
SIGNS, IC| that EVETY SIgN and SEVETY SySiem Of SIGNS uC  Ca
only De unders DY reference er SIGNS and er SYSIEMS OT
SIONS. And that reV UuSs Iirom eINg trapped n QOUT OWT language
M It IS ODVIOUS that AIS of „contextualıty“ IS STIreSSE In
Dluralıstic soclety. (3 adop; the proposition of the Hrıtiısh onainan
AaCKSs that In thıs SNUalıon wWwe should all ecome bilingual®. We MuUStT
De able artıculate OUr OWT! beliıef SUMICI  Iy n Of QUT OWT In-
er IDIICAa| E1  u and We mMuUST develop another| for
the dialogue witn believers and non-believers, langua hat
enables EXDTESS shared meanıng and dıfrference

By the Way, on hıs Second leve! of „contextuality“, the Juxtaposition }
normatıviıty and contextualıty 0eS NOl make ere IS only
normatıvity for anYy speaker n contextualıty; whereas tihe IrS

arles NS, Foundations Of the Theo| Of Igns, In FOoundations f the Unity
CIeNCEe, Vvol n.2, DYy Neurath, Chicago on 1938
Gft aCKSs, Ihe Persistance f Faith eligion, Morality and Socilety In Secular
Age, nNndon



COAND UNITY
leve]| menion DOove that and aNnSWEeT, challenge
TESPONSE ere S ension between normatıvıty and

Ön A Ir jevel, „contextualıty“ MuUsStT De er! In CcoNNection
with the ISSU®e OT claıms In thıs respecCt contextualıty iten

tihe Samle AS relativity. Propostions and doctrines relative
certaın historical ÖT SOCIal coniexits They only appiy eır original

Ör siımılar CONIexIS Ihiıs iımmediately raıses the uestion, whether
OUTr chrıstian doctrine ÖT INESSAGE IS Iso relative 4J certaıin coniext
NOW, tNıIS De problem for Systematic Theology EeINgraCctliica ITheologians, We do NOT produce doctrines Dut heories,
els and rules Of actıon, and ese, f COUTSE, primarıly refer
gıven pecIfIC Of affaırs Of the ecclesial SySiem. So COUIld
leave the uestion OUur colleagues In Systematic Theology ] erfe
Werlre NOT the problem 10N bove the problem of the identityand nature Of christian existence all Ver the Wworld, IC IS the Dasıs
for OUTrT search for a f OD]  ives.
nstead OT extended dISCUSSION, OL Just want pomnt OUul ideas
IC We sShould ake into when attempting solve the
I0M of ntextualı n connection wıth the I10N OT truth
claıms Both ideas amount reformulation Of tihe relation of a-
IvIty and contextuality, namely the one hand In rms iden-
iny and variıety Of human commuUnItIeS and the er hand

of identity and varlety, continulty and discontinuity of the hris-
tıan Iıte SO plead, AIsS level, for SOlution OT the problem DY ts
replacement.
IrS What IS the coniexti OT christian rne ÖT message”? The dI-
tional and DrODET answer hıs I0N IS The christian doctrine
0es NOT reier particular hiıstorical context Dut the conditio hu-
Manad 15 such And thıs COommon I10N ÖTr unıtary coniext consists
In the fact that ere IS interaction Of DETSONS WNO Iindıviduallygifted and endowed wiırth ireedom, Teason and responsIbility.Every particular human communıty and all orms Oof sSocial ııte and,
consequently, all SOTS Of specific CONTIexis EMETGE from his oNe

conditio humana OTr ijundamental SNUAalion In er Wwords
God elle NOLT make several|l Orders Of creation Iıke the marriage,famlily, the COMmMmMon mal and Dut only one®© All the resti S
orked Oul, mproved ÖT damaged DY interacting DETSONS making a

CO FOr thıs understanding OT the opic „order Of creation“ SCE ılel Herms, Die re Vvon
der Cchöpfungsordnung, In Herms, Offenbarung und Glaube, übingen 1992,
431-456
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Of eır inıne reedom and eINng Qui In OINg er DYy the Holypir| r DYy er spirit. According ese ınNeren spirıts ÖT
interests, ere dıfferent WaYyS interpret the CcCOondıtio humana and

deal with t, Dut @)| them refer OoNe and the sSame fundamental
SNUalion contiext Thus, dentity and varıety comcide In NIS view./
Secondly, n VE last poINt, SWITIC Ver In Luther's VISION
f the dentity and variety, ntinul and discontinuity Of cnrıstian lıfe
OT, I1NOore recisely: the WaYy he nceived hat In Ogmatics IS
called the DIC of tihe rdO salutis.® Luther IS In favour Of ramaltıc
and dynamıic Oode! Of the rdo sSalutıs According nIS model, the
believers' lıfe IS insofar iıdentical and continuousiy the Same AaSs they
S D  anently nifronted wiıth the adıcal cCholice between
alternatiıves: rusting n od's gOoodness and ÖTr rusting In elr
OWN capabilıties and merits But, Ö the er hand, ese adıcal al-
ternatıves OGCCUTr In dıfferent iorm and roles ere Iıst al ISsts Dest a
growiIng Nnowledge Of and Increasing experience Of t
Ö  In the ONe hand, and, r the ©]  er, an unpredictable multtude OT
trıbulations and temptations. etaphorically Ing the eVvVIl lays
IMaNYy roles uUSINg ManYy MmMasks and aDPDEaATENCES, and SC 0eSs God
And that DrIngs variety and discontinulny Into the christian's lıte
thınk thıs ramaltıc model Of rdO salutis N compatible wit n all shapes
and features Of modernıity, because t IS oDen Varıous Ö
er sSIıde To help Deople n elr cChoice, eır multiple choice De-
iween tihe manyfold and adıcal alternatives IS the motive Of all QUT
theological work And SINCEe nothing IS IMOTe helpful than the Improve-
ment Of the ecclesial sSYsitem Of communiIcation, IS eb lot Of work

do for raCilica| Theology

A asked In ISCUSSION at the Berne conferenceer speaking Of the COondi!-
ÜO humana WOUld ro|  te „unhistorical thinking“. nstead Of —— —_  —— —_
WOUId Just Iıke reply that historical thinking implies the question HOwW and Why NIS-

and historical thinking possible Referring un versal conditio MU-
;—!'.'“'  J6 In formal IMS IIıke finıte freedom, responsabilı and interaclon-—

5  E nOT confounded wIitl substantal interpretation Of the CONdINO humana AS,
for Iinstance, the ristban Ine about tnhe nature estiny of humanity which, of
COUFSe, rooted In specific experience withın Istory
Different models Of Ord salutis have sketched and discussed Dy Manifred Mar-
Quarı DIie Vorstellung des „Ordo saluts' In inrer Funktion für die Lebensführung der
Jau!  en, In Marburger uch Theologie FOr OST

theory of the ordo Salutls (David Hollaz) See  SE ristoph Schwöbel,
ction and Kampen 1991, 1267


