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Introductory remarks IO developmen Of the problem
FOTr MaNnYy theologians, especlally In the German the
relationship of the theological discipline the Dractice Of the Gospel
In society IS OoNe Of goal-orient theory Ihıs theory IS primarıly
based the interpretation OT IS depended actıvity Of aD-
plication determined DY others Ihıs activity Of application SC
Of secondary naliure for ine narrowed theory OT practice. In AIs mode|
practical theology, especlally, however, homiletics and the ınNeren
Darts of reilgiOus UuUCalıon IS something Iıke ONEC-WAaY STreel „Trom
the texi the sermon”, „TIrrom the TeXT the instruction el“, „Irom
tihe lext the situation“ ÖT „TIrom the Gospe! ıfe“ IThat SVETY theory,
Iso the discipline of exegesis, 0eS have essential Dresuppostitions n
the Dractice, here In the lıved practice of religion In er certain soclety
and besides tNIS IS dependent theological and hıstorical IS
blended OUut Just AdSs Q  er re  10N of the pOossIble undesIr' CONSEe-
QUENCES Of the given theoretical aspeCIis In nıs In also
about thne uncountabile wounded sSouls of Deople, WwNOo WE al-
lowed GgroW Decause the respecCt (Nachachtung) of aCcis
did NOT allow it

AIs theology n all Of s disciplines needs De asked S$S-
pDeclally In the German speaking countries ıf she hold
the tradıtional hierarchies OT inking OT 1! she Should not seek Ne
els Of cooperation between the disciplines, Dut ISo between the-

and practice. FOr OUT OopIC hıs IS the problem HOw Ga the EXe-
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getical dealiıng with the sıtuations OT origin ] faıth and ts IrsS
witnesses, dependent especlally historical and philological eth-
odSs, and c  Ö  n hıghly speclalized handiıcraft-knowledge OT the CtI-
cal-theological disciplines, IC depends IsSo the work of SOCIal
scıientiısts n the Ivities Of the church In soclety, NOw q SsEe ei-
Torts De placı In relationship wıth oNnNe another asSsSure that the
Gospel IS ear In ts Tu and the eople of oda
socletal arc SE n eır

The Ime has GCGOTMNIe tackle hıs problem In comprehensive WaYy{Ihıs ANS that We have ask equaliy fter the „object“ of the GOos-
pe! AISsS IS NOl only an exegetical question and iter the I6 n
the contiex71 of elr environment, whom hıs Gospel IS directed
thıs IS NOT Just practical-theological problem Let [Ne spea IrS
the developmen Of thıs problem
When We look al the 'orms of cCooperation Detween ICa INeOIOgYyand sScIentifIc exegesis during the Dasıi iltyy o nole that theyShOow clearly the ıNeren CONCepis OT the iındıvidual presuppostitions of
the disciıplines and the NCUONS ONe 1SSUME®EeS of the er. XeM-
pDlary nature 0 for German Theology the developments n reilgiOus
uCatlıon The special Dosition f religious UCAallon between the
church and the seCular soclety makes SOTTIe things mMOore
han n er discıplines. Up the SIixties tihe German reilgious edu-
catıon Was determiıned DYy form OT ‚Bıble interpretation“, WNIC|H
orked Dayıng NO attention the esults OT the exegetical discipline

had al that ıme reached mportant Stories wWwere told,
oNne asked hat the Texi would want ell Ihat IC| experi-
nced Was SumMMeEed u n Dy Gritical questions for IN-
Stance In the CONTiexXT of „mythically“ influenced texis We eg!
Ihıs Was change al the oment when al the end OT the fifties the
general awareness OT soclety started De ulded DY the nsight hat
the CONSCIOUSNESS OT ru and realıty Of the majority ‚also of tihe cnıil-
ren and yOU dıd 110 onger wiırth that Of the IDIISa| storıes
Now tihe importance of the Ible for ach had Shown,
without Ignoring the interpretive DrOCESS Dbased the esults of hIS-
orıcal eriticısm. FOr IMaNYy teachers In the church and school| thıs de-
velopment meant E  J Iıberation Irom elr notoric bad conscience, hav-
INg ell eır pupils something AdSs TU IC they doubted them-
selves IT Iso hat t Was NECESSATY nat they In diıferen-
1a nNowledge of SCcCIENHUTIC exXxeges!is. LOOKING Dack We Can SaYy hat
hıs turnıng Of reilgiOuUS UCAalıon scientific exXegesis e IONg
Overdue contribution for the enlightenment of the lewısh-Christian
ra  1I0N Many arthiful eacners experienced, however, IMNOTe ÖTr ess

arth dıflficulties What Wa tnıs enlightenment S for the
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ııfe and actıon Of elr Dupils? Ihıs UuEe€STION | n ihe SIXtIeS IrS VD
coalıtiıon between the hermeneutic OT Rudolf Bultmann, INOore GOGCU-
rately the „existential interpretation“ of IDIICa (EeXIS, and OT
IIgiO0US ucators They evelop: diıdactic of the 15 „a ach-
INg eaC understandıng“, IC depended the hermeneutic
15 11a eaching Oof understanding“, Aas Was ONe In exXegesis. Thıs
didactıc OT the Iıble Was nsofar SUCCeSSTul In hat t Was agaın and
agaın DOosSsIbIE MNg aDOout dialogue Detween the selfunderstand-
INg given n the ex1 OT IDIICa author and Of today's yOU and elr
questions dealing witn self, world and God IT apparently dıd NOl SUG-
ceed nclude the Iıte-world, the normal day and the problems Of tihe
pupils into adequate consideration Of eır WOrK Something siımılar
happened n VIEW of the integration Of developmental- psychological
nowledge, especlally the selection Of the Of instruction
for the ınNeren age groupS Was concerned As '  er eaction hiıs
SITUAallo and Iso Dased the socıletal condıtions the SO-Called
problem-orient instruction Was evelop Thıs Was er clarıfy
the relevance @]| the raı  10N Ver agaınst the rea|l questions Of the
Dupils FOor tnıs Nne'  s form OT instruction the IDIICA and the SCI-
entific eXegesIis Welre only insofar Of interesi1Ü1, hey DromiIised
contribute toward the SOlution Of problems In the here
1IOW The question Wäas longer T IDIICA {exXT Was mportant
theological grounds for d  x transmissIion, Hut f l promised contribute
something the solution OT an actual problem
F3 CannotT into MoOore detaıl nere As OMNe Gafll SCEe, exXxegesis Was 10  s

longer iımportant for reilgious uCalı Ihıs Was agaın change
the oment when l ecame INMOTe and INOTe hat t Was

NOl enough make AWa  C  U Of problems and work them ıth the
help Of the Christian ra  10 Dut hat Iso ne‘ consıder that

have lace problem and conflıcts, VEl T aıll Were NOl In
the ıble experiences mention IC CcOould De helpful hıs stage”?
Ihıs me NO  s that everyday experliences, IC apparently exısted
In the ıble, wWelTe be reconstructed and enewed In elementary
eCUONS ıth the help OT the creatıve and the inspiring DOWET ®)| reilg
IOUS la But were Was in the exegetical SCIENCE the pDariner,
who cOould DICK u hıIs MNMEeW question and WNO COuld deal witn IDIICA!

n still another WaYy han wıth tihe categories ®)| historical Criti-
cism? YThiıs question remained unanswered.and | the ÖMNe
hand rontal critique OT the exegetical discipline DY the practical
theologiıans and DY SOTNIE exegeles inkıng anheal the er nand,
T | attempis DY non-exegeiles and eXe deal witn Of
the ÖOld and New ıth NewW questions.
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Let Ir I00K at the critique „Hıstorical ertticısm IS bank-
rupt...Bıble-criticiısm IS NOL bankrupt, Decause they had lost OSe
thıngs about IC they could have Saıld something....; she IS Dankrupt
Decause she Cannot ulfıli the task, WNIC MOST representatives O ASs
her task To inte scripture In Ssuch WaY that the Dasi ecomes
alıve and e possIbiılıtıes OT Dersona and societal change made
clear for the present.” Wınk, Bıbelauslegung als Interaktion,

IDIICA| Interpretation 25 Interaction Apparentliy the Drogram
Of „world-understanding through hıstory“, IC In theology held arth
and reilgion methodically In the historical Immanence for almost
hundred’ had al SNOW the relevance of that WNIC ©
hıstoricaliy witnessed In er words, hıs nat the emancIıpa-
LOTY DrOGTaM Of the iıberal midale Class, IC Dlaced the of farıth
categorically ınto the Dasıli, Was n danger O0OSEe the Gospel for 10-
day The reiigiOus ucator IngO Baldermann DUIS Tl hıs WaY 99l IS

that hat sirange om witn the IıDle, which...ın the Prot-
estant realm...was ICU strongly, COuld only GrOW the
ground OT such incapable C Of the ıble When the expectation IS
lacking hat In the USse f tnıs Still something L.I. and decIsiıve
Can De learned, Why sShould the SE@[T11017 and instruction, week fter
week,...wrestlie wıtn INICU texts

2 XEg  ı developments
FOor a few 1IOW the ScCIENHUTIC interpretation Of Scripture SNOWS
IrS esults and side glances given the problems of the Dractice Of
the Gospel. Besides the work of erd eIıssen (Bıblıscher Glaube n
evolutionärer IC 1984 (Bıblica farıth In evolutionary VIEW); Ar-
gumenite für eınen kritischen Glauben, 1978 (Arguments for Q critical
farth); Psychologische Aspekte Daulınıscher eologıie, Öttingen
1983 (Psychological aspeCIis of Pauline theology), where he attempis

unıte humanıtarıan-scientific and theologıcal attempis understand
In an integrated model, $ Z mention the hermeneutic Of the New esta-
ment DYy Klaus Berger, IC wırth the Basıc „TO inter-
prei NOl the world from the Gospel, nOol SC the world dS e OT
application for general orm Kept n Scripture, Dut disclose the
Gospe'l from the SNUAalıon IS, ISO from the sSOocIial situation),
diıscover the meanıng Of the Gospel irom thıs Dasıs aNneW, ÖT allow l

oDeN ıtself.“(19) Thıs needs be noticed However, We sShould NOL
Just starti DYy the DressIing experiences f rea  , As Berger9
Dut wiırth the everyday experience Of OUTr hearers n the of a
sSecular soclety, and that NOl without Nnowledge Of the work Ads one
DYy Oelner „Ausliegun des Alltags Der ag der Auslegung“
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ranktTu 1989 (Interpretation Of the weekday Ihe weekday Of In-
terpretation).
He WOUuUld [1Ö  s De the Dlace mention hıs er authors, who
working ınNneren ne'  S approaches understand the e, e-
sentatives Of Dsycho-analytical interpretation with ınNeren empha-
seS, materialistic interpreters, Iınquistic interpreters and protagonists
OT e SOCalled interactional eading, only mention SoMe ere IS
ıme And NOow about the aesthetic-reception originating In ihe SCIENCE
OT Iıterature, wiıth CONVINCING arguments makes of the
act that ach interpreter includes himself and NIS/ her lıte-Story Into
the DrOCESS Of interpretation and ‚fılls“ the exT De interpreted wıitn
his/her experiences and ıth l CONSIiKUTIES l anew?
Besides SOoOMe iragmentary INIS I3 dıd NOl iınd In tihe exegetical era-
liure much OT discussion dealiıng wıitn the possIbilıties and ımıts Of
interpretations mentioned. finısh NIS Dart with the ıtation OUT OT [6-
cent publicatiıon OonNne DY ern colleague Ulriıch LUZ and nublıs
DYy Fortress-Press Matthew n History. Interpretation, Influence and
EfecCt, Minneapolıs 1994
„Historical-critical reSsearCc therefore only had emancıpative char-

and elp: contribute the u  Yy OT the rational human
subject, Dut it could nOolT help establısh the fundamental theological
question Of ruth Ihıs IS IN| the Basıc problem Of istorI!-
cal-critical exegesis, the esults OT IC Can be SEE67[] In ts
theological and eyxıistential insignıficance. Ihe historical-ceritical me
oday has IOst ven hıs emancıIpatıve character, and that IS the ınal
reason WNY has Decome meaningless for us.“(11)
Ihus far bad |_ UZ hen trıes skeicn D  x Tew Derspectives for NEeW

readıng OT the ıble Ihıs makes A practitioner CUTIOUS and lets uUuSs

hope nat T will lead Ne quality f cooperation Detween exegesis
and practical theology Beiore Will SaYy MOTe tNIS, let ake Q  er

QUIC I00K al hat IC carefully Iıke reier d the sSeIuUNdeTrT-
standıng of practical theology

3 And Practical Theology?
ere cannot task skeich the history Of orıgın Of the ScIeN-
INC discipline f practica theology, NOl ven tartıng with the ıme afl-
iter the econ Orl War will only De possible, In few trokes
Dlace before outline Of that IC IS presently ntended DY raC-
iıcal Theology Practical Theology, ıth all OT 16 subdisciplines and
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because of the competition Oof Driorty between Churchly partıal SYyS-
tems, needs Ooday De construed ASs „ODEN SYS (P.C.Bloth) Its
character .  c  45 „SUumM total“, OUuUt of VE ıNeren diIscIplines and fıelds of
action, she needs n° seek and discern from the relation today's @-
IIQIOUS and SOCIal Dluralıstic conitex(li, IC modern 'adıfferentiation
NCeEe ts constitutional ase and Still S.“(109) The otal 'sum' Of the
practica|l theological disciplines refers lO, thıs Gal}) SaYy, NOl IrS OT
all wiırth histOry, ä for instance IS the Case OT exegesis, but n COOD-
eratıon with ınNeren humanıtarıan and SOcCIal SCIENCES wiıth DTES-
ent-day sSOcIetal actıon OT the „Church“ Thereby she examınes and
DrojecCts IsSo condltions DYy IC commMmuUNICAtion science, DSyChHOIlogy,
aestethics and others Aare theologıically received and analysed and
formed NIO present Iıte-forms Of the Christian reilgion. nalysis
construction Of actıon ıre the challenge.
As oractical heology she IS eferred the otal ocietal ıel and De-
yond nstitutional Doundarıes Of the ıNeren Churches, Ö WAIC agaın
and agaın „Churc In theologıcal SET7I15  Q Can OCCUT. As reilgious edu-
cation practica theology Iorces the church face the questions and
attempis understand alth and reiligion Iso from ts DsyCchological
and SOCIOIlogical function and ransmıt theology selectively. AÄAnd T IS
here hat the questions arıses IC DOSSIDIE els Of cCooperation
between exXxegesIis and reilgiOous UuCalıon ShOould De akKen, KNOWING
Of the and ıNeren secCular SCIENCES IC they are also
dependent.

A Difficulties and oDsti of cooperation between CX @-
gesissıy

rom OUr outline OT ıble didactics Of the pasti INY and the
sketich OT the scientific interpretation of the Ible, dSs well AS of the
aSsSks Of raCiica| Theology, ere Are besides DOoSsIDIE Derspectives
OT cooperation, IC lıke I100|  > In HIS last section,
IsSo several dıfficulties
IrS —— Iıke reier the already put Into apostrophies, the clarıty
aDOout the relationship Of the ıble and the Dractice Of the Gospel and
ts sımulatıng |  gu  y IC IS especilally disturDINg ere, where WE
have do ıth complex questions. What 0eSs the ften used phrase
[MNean ua XT needs De spoken Into a certaın siıtuation“? Apparently
here IS eve  INg simplification. What 0eSs {eXT [1ecan here? IC|
interpretation ASUu 165 considered? ere 0eSs one assume the
tertium comparationis between „‚text and situation“? What IS meant DY
sıtuation? LOOKING l closely ve  INg IS unclear and probably
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Dlaces Defore mırror @]! unreflected practice. As f sShould
ransmıt ÖT ComMmmMUNICaAtEe texts! What needs be ransm IS NOl
the tEeX(—, Dut Ü7 3 right, the Gospel, IC needs seek language
Ver iNe and IC under CiIrcumstances COould De changed
through nNOoly exis

Ihe S@eCOoN! Miculty C nolte In nat the Scripture sScIENCEe 15 A rule
eaves ihe socletal of ts esults er disciplines Ör NCeEe

the practitioners and avolds the dISCUSSION ıth tihe lalty OT ven the
pra  ıtioners. Ihıs eads hen the atal coexistence, WNIC! NS-
1an Gremmels had Domted already n the early seventilies:
„‚SCclentific speclalısts eCI O COorrect and alse interpretation Of
Scripture, whiıle practica speclaliısts are NOl all touched DY eCI
about Correct and alse organısation OT church ures.“
Another ifficulty for Successtful cooperation IL SC In the fact hat
X seldom ask wıth clear categories for the ontent OT experi-
NCe OT IDIICAa| Siatemenits and hey O NOL interested face EX-
Dlicıt SOCIlal-scıience and theological-responsible discussion wiıtn DrES-
ent Ife-reality Drerequisite for nes OWT understandıng. Thıs IS irue
nspite OT the MOV mentioned, IC examıned previously.
nstead Of ljearnıng IMOTE, ONe faıls recognize the Importance Of the
present scientific-methodological questions and AIS In Dart wıtn d
Dseudotheological fervour

5 erspectives for an actual cooperation Detween exegesis
and reilgiOuSs education

cooperation between exXegesis and practical heology IS, ds
Iice Deifore, always ISO determined DY .  ‚ar SpecCifiCc history Of heology
and DY sSOocıeta|l condltions, especlally n the Area Of the relationship
between religion and the world
Before d DromISING and Ssuccesstful cooperation between the IWO dis-
ciplines t IS important one IS OT thıs condıtion Ihıs for
both cooperating disciplines, that ney sShould, for example, Iso real-
IZe IC relationships theological and non-theological SCI-

are clear and IC Adre not The STualon IS n NO WaYy S hat
exXxegesIis S NLY heology and oractia heology IS Overloa!| DYy
secular sCcIeENCES.
Let start with the possIbilities IC| fter clearıng Of the meaning
OT er SCIENCES for nes OWI Ol would speal for A cooperation,
for example, DY the interpretation of Scripture. Such Q cooperative In-
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terpretation Can nol De exhausted n that the lexti ®)| the Dasi S pasi
be made understandable for today, eeds make aWare that

ihe presen!t experience of realıty and nsıght of faıth IS important
prerequisite for the interpretation and eeds ncluded in the SX  D
getical work FOr thıs ere IS needed ne  X the known histori-
cal-crntical InSIirume whole arrangement! OT er approaches the
IDIICAa radıtion, IC| needs De actıyated It will Iso be NEGCESSATY

COorrecti the relationship Of authority havıng een developed through
the centurıes between the SOCalled and the larty Of interpreta-
tıon In thıs nnection Fa Iıke mention ın IrS place the esireable
dialogue between scIentIfIc exegesIis and the present experience Of
the lalty already tested In the SOCal interactional read-
Ing, Dut Iso n DIDIILO-drama and ın svmbol-didactics for } time
eSI: IS ISO Jaı dialogue Detitween scıientific exegesis and interpre-
tıve methods f non-theological Sciences. I-— —- —F S Inkıng here @)| the
methods of in-depth-psychology, Iınqguistics of different INndSs eic In
such lalogues NOl only creatiıve capabiılıties COUuUld De sel free Dut
IsSo the dISCOVeETY IS possible that ıNeren interaction forms In the
contexti f exegesIis Can lead SUrprISING insights In the of
understandıng. Ihıs z have especlally experienced In connection witn
dırerent responsible Orms used wiıth VOU and adults In religiOous
uCatlıon In the work wiıth the ıble In er words thıs WOuld [116e2
that the content and relationship dimension In the DrOCESS Of nterpret-
ING {exis IS distinguıshed, Dut Iso related ONe another
Another chance for sensıble cooperation between religious educCa-
10N and scIentific exegesis 1es In the well known fact that NOl only the
IDIICa iexi has certaın Siıtz Im Leben“, that S, certaın SNUalUon of
origın wıth specific Inı OT CommMUNICAtTIVE actıon In the CONTEeXT with
the constitution and change of rea Dut IsSo oday’s hearıng and @-
fecting the ıble IS tıed without OU ne-historical, sosietal and
cultural presuppostitions.
The WOTrK wıth ral  10N In the New esiame! IS for that IC

impressive example. Ihus ere IS In the Wwritings ]! the New
Testament nowhere an „exXegesIis“, for example, EexXIs OUt f the radı-
tıon sraels used for themselves and witn the understanding nat DYy
DUTE explanation OT such IexIis ONe CcOould present the „MOly“ and nIS
eternal will BYy such „eXegeses” the ral  10N and the SMNUualıon Of SIN-
gle DETSONS and GgrOuPDS - related In eb  er recIprocal interpretive DTOG-
ESS Thıs refernng ral  10N IS NOT eNOUg for establishing D
theological statement ra|  1I0N gaıns meanıngfulness and DINdING
OrCcCe for the present only when l elps understand present experI-
ENIce of reaS and In thıs DTrOCESS tself eINg understood aneW,
under Circumstances Can ISo criticaliy changed.
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Aier ıehl, religious educator n Öttingen, siates „Present rele-
of IDIICa ra  10N IS NOl primarıly gıven DY scientific WOTK, Dut

made pDossIible and experience In hat becomes real In present
Iıte-relationships Of Christiani and tihe church In that DETrSONS,
groupS and INSUTLUNONS In eır ar behavıour and actıon USe today
IDIICa ra  10N and his IS responsIble In the Ccontexti OT
el only hen critical Ln Decomes DOossIble In eman-
CIpatory intention'.“
rom thıs gaın CONSEQUENCGES IOr future cooperation:

As system ] reliatiıon for the interpretation @)| IDIICA| ral  10N the
question CONCeENNING the CONSINUNON and change OT realıty hrough
CommMuUnNICAtıve actıon IS recommended IOr exegesis and IOr reilgiOUS
UuUCatlıon Thereby IDIICa theology hrough exXegesIis gains nsofar -
fundamental iImportance 15 mentions the Dasıc dıfficulties In the In-
IVICUA SYSiem OT relatıon Iirom the pDasti and presen!t in tihe horizon Of
human experience. Fr alll inking here OT Dresuppositions and SES-
QUENCES OT dominatıion, tihe question Of OT OT suffer-
Ing, Oof Vıl and the acceptance OT Qquilt; about enthusıjastic JOY and
thankfulness...and hen aDOUu orms OT SsOolving CONTICIS, the change OT
things, ne'  s beginnings, orms Of resistance eic

The mManılTo and more-dimensionalıty OT cooperation Dbetween
exXxegesis, IC eflects the IDIICa tradıtion In the context Of present-
day experiences OT realıty, and reilgiOous UCAallo IC uUSses DIE-
sentday experiences OT ealıty In instruction ach ıme NewW ıtn the
questions Of tradıtions, NOW she aCces it n discussion wıtn today's
questions, hiıs eINg continues ask

The sclientific exXegesis has eb  4J far greater horizon In such er COODETA-
10N Ihe dominatıion Of the historical-eritical me NOl Aas yel ade-
quately reilecie! AS its prerequisites and CO  e 3 IS elatıv-
ized and the ask of further methodical clearıng OT yel unusual inter-
pretive orms of interdisciplinary WOTrK IS eINg tackled That IS Neither
exegesis, MNOT religiOus ucCatıon Can remaın ihe Sarlle fter tihe dıa-
IOQue xXxegesiIis will contribute withın the rame o{ the keiched reCIp-
rocal DrOCESS OT understandiıng between tradıtion and realıty, hat the
agonIzIng realıty IS eINg changed and she will also n VIEW Oof today’s
alth- and realıty experience MNn about objective eriticısm ra|  10N,
for example, will question the socletally selfunderstood Cculture of
obedience n the ÖOld and New Testaments

Religious UCAatıon, whose ask f IS analyse and CO!| LIO-
ay'’s practice OT the Gospe!l In instructional learnıng M SSES, will
NOT only work wIitNn OT UCAatlıon and ICAaCTlIC, DSyChOlogy
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and OCIOIOQY, Dut will Iso ASSUuMe quesStions IC about
hrough the 116 work wiıth the Ible Therefore the ure ere
Ccannot S  er questionless church Dractice IC| legitimatices sel
hrough the Cıtatlıon of pleasiıng of the ıble hrough sSocietal
heorlıes Aas 1l Can longer XI uncondtrtional valıdıty of X  l
sSiatements Both WOUld S the necessity for fundamental change
f the ComMmMUNICAtIVE dimension Of practice and theory Of the church
and theology all evels
We have arrıved al the end of QOUr consıderations and ask IOr Dracti-
Cal WaYyS for change of realıty.
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