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RESUME c’est UNe cromMmMuUunNnauUte NnNnıe dans
Dans dernıer demiı-sıecle, la theologıe l’adoratıon; ıl est enfin socıal.
protestante s’est DasS preoccupee Il regne SOouvent certaın flou
du salut fant qu experıence collectıve. suJet de QUE O0OUS devons consıderer
Plusı:eurs facteurs font qu’ıl est dıffıcıle faısant partıe du salut,
de vOoLr QUEC l’Eglıse un contrıiıbution - partıculıer DOUFr quı la
aface (LU.: problemes du monde, guerıson. L’Eglise doıt determıner dans

partıculıer celu: de Ia souffrance. De quelle INesure Ia guerıson O05 est
plus A des malentendus concernant accordee deJa maıntenant et dans quelle
Ia nature du salut, rapport UVec la Mesure elle est eNncCcCoOore R venır est la
composıtıon de l’eglıse et l’experıience exemple de la ensıion entre les deux
personnelle. pöles deJjä et DasS eENCOTe, Z  est Ural dans

Malgre l’ımportance qu occupe ‘Ze salıt" noOotLre ULie personnelle et dans la ULe
SOC1L1adans le MmOUVLeEmMEN evangelıque, A

PeU d’'ınteret DOUr formulatıon Enfın le salıut de l’Eglise devraıt etre
theologıque. On contente de repeter bıenfait DOUTF la socıete general.

L’Eglise est ‘{la commMunaute OU l’on ledes ıdees LOUTeEeSs faıtes. T/alıenatıon
humaıne est AUSSL collective. prıvılege de connaitre le monde tel qu ıl

Le salut est d’abord ınterıeur, dans est  B Barth) Et de DOUVOLF [u:
l’experience personnelle GUE 0145 Mmessage de salut En annoncan le
faısons maıntenant, MAaLS ımensıon salut, l’Eglise o1t DaS ınsıster SUur les

OUTTA etre verıfee QUE dans aul- guerısons ındıvıduelles, S1 le
delä; A est ensulte manıfeste dans le salut delıvraıt les Croyanıits de
comportement, quı ımplıque un sou1 ‚ rance. Ile doıt app UNe
nouvelle ıntegratıon la communaute; solutıon eschatologıque monde qul

troisıieme Ilieu A est ecelesıal: L’Eglise souffre de PDasS Lrouver de sens
l’exıstence.est plus qu’une collectıon d’indıvidus,

USAMMENFASSUNG Problem des Leıdens. Darüberhinaus
Protestantiısche T’heologıe der etzten g1bt Mıßverständnisse ber das Wesen
fünfzıg JJahre hat dıe Erlösung als der Erlösung, sowochl ın Bezug auf dıe
korporatıve Erfahrung wen1ıg bedacht. Zusammensetzung der Kırche als uch
Verschıedene Faktoren iragen der Lın Bezug auf dıe ındıviduelle Erfahrung.
Schwierigkeit beı, dıe Kırche als relevant Ungeachtet des hohen Stellenwerts UVO.
ın Bezug auf dıe Probleme der Welt 'Erlösung'’ ın evangelıkalen reıisen wırd
sehen, 1es gılt ınsbesondere für das der T’heologıe derselben wenlıg Interesse
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entgegengebracht, stattdessen wırd oft der Zukunft überlassen werden muß.
bereıts fixıerten Vorstellungen Somiıt ıllustrıert Heılung eın allgemeınes

Prınzıp der Erlösung: War schon Jetzt”festgehalten. Menschliche Entfremdung
ber NOC  A nıcht‘ ın vollkommenergeschıeht uch korporatıv.

Erlösung ıst a) ınnerlıch, als Weirse. Das gılt sowochl ım persönlıchen
persönlıche Erfahrung ın der Gegenwart, als uch L7MN gesellschaftlıchen Bereıich.

Schlıeßlich sollte dıe Erlösung derobwohl dıes nUur eschatologisch verıfızıert
werden kann; b) verhaltensbezogen, S1Le Gemeuinde der Gesellschaft als anzes
ımplızıert eıne eue Integration ın dıe Nutzen bringen. Dıiıe Kırche ıst ‘“dıe

Gemeinschaft, ın der eiınem gegebenGemeinschaft; C) gemeındebezogen: dıe ıst, dıe Welt kennen, WLeEe S1Le ıstKırche ıst mehr als eıiıne Versammlung, Barth), und den eıinen der anderenS1Le ıst Gemeinschaft ın der Anbetung; soterıologıschen INWELS geben BeLid) gesellschaftlıch. allen Hınweısen auf Erlösung darf dıeherrscht Unklarheit darüber, Was Kırche sıch nıcht auf ındıvıduelle
als Bestandteıil der Erlösung Heılungen konzentrıeren, als ob dıe
beansprucht werden kann, ınsbesondere Erlösung alles eıd der Gläubıgen
WwWenn Heılung geht Dıiıe Kırche beseıtıgte. Stattdessen so[llte ıhre Antwort
muß erkennen, welches Manß Heılung auf dıe Erfahrung der Sınnlosıigkeit ın
Jetzt beansprucht werden annn und IW0as der Welt eschatologısch se1ın.

he recognıtıion that 1ın the last half- denotatiıve and cognıtıve eSoNamllce. for
Century Protestant north-atlantic the contemporary Chrıistian which AT

theolog1ans have tended tOo thınk LOO arguably absent from the term ekklesıa ın
much 1ın terms of indıyıdual salvatıon, the New Testament Text and the PTre-
and LOO lıttle about salvatıon corporate supposıtıon pools of the first authors an
experıence 1S NO commonplace. As readers of the New Testament. Although
CONSCHUECNC of partıcular eccles10logy the scholar 1sS ell intellectually
Roman OCatholiec and Orthodox theolo- that the term ekklesıa o0es nolt ave ıts
]1ans by contrast have een Ve much referent dıstinctive kınd of bulldıng OT,

of the corporate aspect of salvatıon iındeed, an Yy buıldıng aT all,; the fact 1s that
aT least insofar ıt relates tO partıcular ıts Englısh Janguage counterpar °church’
1e W of Church. does frequently denote buılldıng and

However, thıs observatıon of ıtself for IManYy people the term Car-
iıdentifies OI! of Ser1es of questions that
must be resolved. The fact 1S that the tıtle

rıes largely negatıve connotatıons.
There 1Ss second potential problem 1n

of the 1S multıply ambıguous; the that the Greek term ekklesıa 1sS the reS-
respectıve sıgnıfıcances of the terms ular target of theolog1ans wh wıthout
church, salvatıon an corporate expert- malıce AaTrTe nonetheless occasıonally guilty
eNnCe, must be examıned. of the etymologiıcal fallacy. Escapıng the

denotatıve they define ekklesıia 1ın
The Church terms of called-out people, and then,

swiıftly, congregatıon, called out, SCD-
As Stephen Neıll has concısely expressed arated from, the rest of soclety. In fact the
ıt ekklesıa remaıns whether ın CONgresga-

tıon dıspersed ın ıts non-eccles1alThe Church 1S nOot appendage LO the soclety.Gospel; thırd problem, allıed to both of theıt 1S ıtself part of the Gospel.* precedıing problems, les 1ın the emMergeNCEThe term church, however, has both of the historic state-related churches.
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Wıth pedigree which miıght take and EVEeN powerful comment TLO offer
back LO Constantıne, and wıt varıety of the human experıence. 'To quote Edward

Norman’s Reith Lectures of 1978specılal relationshıps LO theır respective
governments, they represent aspect of T’he Christian relıgıon has lost the
the church which 0€eSs nNnOot aPPCar LO be an Iso the confidence, LO define the
anywhere reflected 1ın the New Testa- of publıc debate, EeVEeN 1ın moral
ment’s admıiıttedly hesıtant characterısa- questions. Instead, ıt, ollows the defin1-
tıon of the ekklesıia.? tıons made by others. Almost ON 110

fourth problem 18 the problem of looks to the Church for soc1al teachıng,popular perception: the church 1S5 DPOPDU- though 1n the T'hird World relıgıon still
larly perceived ırrelevance, PIC- has soclal role. KEven the fears of
cısely at tıme when there 15 impendıng global chaos annıhıllatıioninecreased WAarenes that the ex1istential do NOL ehlicıt relıg10us respONs«es, ONCE
experıence of lıfe demands soter1010gy.
Society 1ın the western world still accords the iıntımatıons of cataclysm would ave

the church SOTNE eAasSurTe of relevance 1ın one The contemporary debate about
world reso0urCces, over-populatıon,the rıtes of passage, although the nuclear catastrophe, 18 accordıng LO the

relıg10us aspects of these rıtes 1Ss steadıly
beıng devalued 1ın biırth and marrılage, ıf analyses of secular thinkers-although

the Churches Lag along, offerıngatill retaınıng ımportance at. death eCU- relıg10us g10SS LO precısely the Samine
lar socıety Iso recogn1ıses the relevance of ıdeas. No 0)81 ıstens 24the church al tımes of suffering,
especlally at tımes of INass suffering, but One urgent task for the church 1s tO
then largely tO decry the Chrıstian construct meanıngful theodicy hıch
relıg10us gloss Ca be both intellig1ıble LO and accepted by

It 18 Dy clear that theNof the people who do genumnely seek LO 1eS$S-

human suffering today 1sS AIı greater CUl God from unrıghteousness the 0)81

than ıt has een 1ın other per10ds of hand and absurdıty the other, between
human hıstory. Iutarch’s aCcount of the the Scylla of wiıllıng the suffering and the
human sacrıfices of Carthage fills the Charybdıs of being unwiıllıng tO prevent
human eart wıt despaır of the SAarmne ıf 'The sımplıstıc characterısatıon of G0d
qualıity that engendered by the current beıng omnıpresent (Psalm 139), Omn1s-
INAasSsSacTes 1ın Serbıla Rwanda: cı1ent (yet cannot know what know, the

The Carthagınılans WerTeEe wont LO slaugh- knowledge that S17 has separated
ter theır OW. hıldren af, the foot of from hım), an omn1ıpotent mMuUusSt gıve WaY

before the all-but unıversal waiıl of suffer-
altars Those wh: had children would ıng that SOCS irom the earth, NO nOt
buy SOINE lıttle ONes from DOOTF folk, an
slaughter these 0)8l o0es wıth lambs merely go1ng tO heaven but trans-

bırds 'T’he mother would be present al miıtted throughout the earth and heard 1ın
almost home.,. waıl that sks for

the sacrıfıce, shedding Lear 107r
answer at the SaIinle tıme it for-

utterıng 9roan Nevertheless at the mulates ıts aCcCusatory questıion: ‘How Ca
ase of the statue, the whole Was
filled wıt. fAute players anı drummers, (30d of love allow ıer

hıs formulatıon of the problem 1S of
that the crlies an SCTEAINS of the ıtself NnAaıve: the problem 1S5 that of

vıctıms should not be heard.® omnıpotent God who 1S intrinsically g0o0d
But faced wıth the problem of human allowıng eviıl, evıl for which there 1S
sufferıng and the inadequate explana- sufficıent consequent go0od which mıght
tıons offered by moOost Chrıstians, lay Justify the substantıve evıl.?
ordaıned, OUTr socıety longer turns to The term church has further problem

attached LO ıt 1ın that there 1s5 generalthe church for explanatıon. hrıs-
tıanıty 1S5 longer perceived tO be hol- agreement wh 15 the insıde an
istic, VvVervV properly havıng meanıngful who, ıf an yvOoNnec aT all, the outsıde. On
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the OTl hand there AaTe those who bunld places soter10logy ın the forefront. of ıts
credal wall around the communıty, al praxıs there 1S5 VerYy lıttle iınterest shown
least ımplyıng that all wh afırm the ın the theology ıtself and certaınly
ereed ATe insıde. On the other hand there agreement how the erucıfixion of
aAare those wh perceıve Christianity not Chrıst effects salvatıon. 'T ‘hıs 18, perhaps,

bounded get, but relatıonal set, not surprısıng sSiınce the hiıstoric ereeds of
communıty determıned by ıts relatiıonshıp the Church offer authoriıtatıve expla-
tO OChrıist. The problem here 1S5 not merely natıon beyond indıcatıng that Chrıist
0)81 of the ıdentıity of the communıty, but Came ‘“tor INe  } an salvatıon., and
of the nature of salvatıon. the COINN- leavıng the reader LO make connect.ion
munıiıty 1S ın an Y at al Saved between that an the afırmation of hıs

erucıfixion.®communıty, OT, put another WAaY, ıf INeN-

bershiıp of the communıty 1sS 1ın SOINE 'The term salvatıon Carrıes Varlı0ous
salvıfıc, then the bounded communıty implıcatıons ın the plethora of relıg10ns
INaV well be expected to ffer SOINeE avaılable for study. Kor Islam, of9
greater eEASUurTe of ethıcal homogeneıty the term 1S almost ırrelevancy:
than the centred set, thıs 1ın turn i£ 0es not normally use the word ‘salva-AaPDPCATS TLO AaSSUuIIMNNe that homogeneıty of
ethıcs 15 somehow of the eSSEeNCE of salva- ON still less regeneratıon), though ıts
tıon. The problem for those wh: hold tOo saınts and mystiıcs NOW full ell the

mysterl1es of ınward evıl, an ıts day-to-the Concept of bounded communıty 1S5 day devotions echo the plea for refugethat boundary far ıdentihed encloses
hıgh, consıstently observed and homo- ir bıds INne fear the Judgement, alk

SECNECOUS ethıcal System. humbly, rely upoN conform LO the
duties of dın an be Cast, wıthout alıYyfinally have the problem of anguılshed INQqUIFrY, uDOIL the cCompassıonhat miıght be SEPEEIM biblical hyperbole, of God.‘the persıstent use ın scrıpture of the

prophetic present. Sweeping generalısa- In the Tradıtional Relıgions salvatıon has
tıons AT expressed whıiıch, taken lıterally, usually meant delıverance from SOINEe CUrTr-
Aare clearly untrue: VOU WEeTeEe washed, rent experıence of dissonance rather than
VOu WeTeEe sanctıiıhed (1 Corinthijans 6:11): from SOINE antıcıpated future Judgement.

ıf anı y 0)81 1sS 1n Chriıst, he 1S e Indeed, .John Mbıiıti has indicated wıth
creatıon: the old has passed AaWAaY, behold, regard LO Afrıcan TIradıtional Relıgion
the 1813 has COINeE 2 Corinthlans O:17). there 1S5 rarely anı Concept of DOST-
We know that OU: old gelf W as erucıfhed mortem Judgement OT, indeed, of anı yıth hım that the sınful body miıght be eschatological framework alt all.®
destroyed, an miıght longer be Christianıity, by contrast, places ıts
enslaved tLO S1N Romans 6:6), thanks understandıng of the ONSCQHUCNHNCES of ıts
be tO God that Vou who WerTe NCcCce slaves soter10l0gy somewhere 1ın the forefront of
of S1N have become obedıient irom the its theology, an consc1lously relates ıts
heart LO the standard of teaching tOo which ecclesio0logy and pneumatology LO ıt.
vYou WerTe commıiıtted, an havıng een get Inevıtabily, however, soter10logy has devel-
free from S1N, have become slaves of oped along lines 1n great eAasSsure deter-
rıghteousness’ Romans 6:17) such mıned by the presupposıtions brought to
WerTe LIrue of all members of the Christian the supposedly authoriıtative EXTSs by
communıty, the ıdentity of that COI1- their exegetes. 'To use the termınology of
munıty ould be wonderfully clarıfied. the hermeneutics of readıng developBut ıt 15 NnOot readıng hıch enables to find

1ın text hat eXpect wısh tO find,
Salvation but hıch effectıively prevents irom

finding anythıng else.? The CONSCHUECNC 1S
It 1s certaınly remarkable that although that 1ın general those wh. started ifrom
contemporary evangelıcal Chrıstianıty indıyıdualıistic premi1ses Came to indıyvıdu-
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alıstıic understandıngs of salvatıon, an of salvatıon, interpreted 1ın terms of
those who looked for ecclesi1astical authentic restoratıon of communıty
locus for salvatıon found ıt. effected 1ın and through the church,

oOmMe few WeTe INOTEe successful. ‚.JJohn restoratıon hıch LO heal ın SOINE

Macqauarrıe began the substantıve part of ECAÄAsSUurTe both the personal, internal ONtoO-
hıs Princıples of OChrıstıian Theology*“ by logical alıenatıon that 15 the outcome of
consıderıng ‘Human Ex1istence’ (chapter S and the anomMLeEe socjetal alıenatıon
three) and W as able LO develop satısfy- whiıich follows from 1ıt, S1V1INg ex1ısten-
ıng an comprehensıve analysıs of the t1ıal experıence of restoratıon LO those
human predicament 1ın terms of the wıthın the communıty, an evıdence that

alıenatıon could be healed LO thosepolarıtıes of human exıstence, the CONCepLT
of LIrue humanıty, and the aliıenations1il outsıde.
which result from the aılure tO resolve
the tensıons 1ın the OIl OT, consequently, tO
realıse the other The PTOCECSS of alıenatıon Corporate Experience
(for ıt. 1S5 PTOCESS and nOot statıc condi- Salvatıon has ıts beginnıngs 1ın the salva-
tıon) MaVy objectıively (and not merely Out tıon of the indıvıdual, but 1n ıts fullest
of theoretical hamartiology) be ıdenti- 1S INOTE than the I1NeTe aggregate of
Hed personally, ıth inward orlenta-

ın socjetal the salvatıon experJıences of the ındı-
tıon, and horizontally, viduals. We miıght wısh LO 1dentify four
orlentatıon. Agaın LO quote Macqauarrıe: aspects tO salvatıon, the Airst beıing funda-

mental and ınterıal, the others beingvery soclety acknowledges its injustices derıvatıve.anı imperfections, anı indıvıdual,
when pressed, acknowledges hıs OW. diıs- 'The 0)81 objectıve soteri0ologıcal realıty
order an hıs share ın the wıder 1S personal. 'hıs 1s the irreducıble M1N1-
disorder.!? INU. the indıspensable SOUTCEe of all else,

the salvıfiıc work of the Spirıt effected,
the foundatıon of theThe personal fracture 1S5 essentially Oonto- somehow,

logıcal, ıdentifhed by Hegel*® ın terms of Passıon.
indıvıdual’s dissociated condıtion. 'T’he use of the adjective ‘objective’ here

From the standpoıint of Chrıistian theology 15 admıttedly OPpCNH tO objection. There 1S
ıt 1s encapsulated ın aul’s formulatıon 1ın WaY ın which thıs ‘objective’ event Ca
Romans 1:5: 94 .14 Martın Heıdegger be verıfed other than through the SUu
would SPE thıs ontologıcal alıenatıon Jectıve confirmatıon of the indıyıdual COIMN-
ırremedıable, permanent eature of ındı- cerned, agaın through the subjectıve
vidual human ex1ıstence. observatıon of the ındivıdual’s subsequent

Durkheim used the SAarImne CoOnNCcept of behavıour, perhaps compared an COIl-
alıenatıon LO refer tO the loss of COIl- rasted wıth the behavıour observed
munıty, LO deser1ibe unnatural soc1al before the ‘objective’ event In princıple, of
condıtion characterised by rampant

hıs 1s uUuNTre-
COUT'SC, the realıty of the event ı11 be

indıvıdualısm, anom.e. verihable eschatologically, an thıs COIMN-
deemed humanıty, pluralıty consıstıing firms OU. suspıcıon that the valıdıty of
of nothıng INOTeE than pluralıty of uUu1Lre- Chrıistianıty 1sS inescapably and iırretriev-
lated monads. It 185 the PUurposCc of hrıs- ably ocated 1ın ıts eschatology.tıan salvatıon to repaır the ontologıcal
fracture and LO TEeINOVE the anom.e INOVE Ver v quickly LO the
through I1NOTeE fundamental, but eNN- second aspect of salvatıon, behavıoural.
tially subjectiıve proCeSS of reconcihation?® 'T’he salvıfıc work of the Spirıt ın

iındıivıdual 18 character1ı1sed by the meta-tO God, resolution of thırd aspect of
alıenatıon, alıenatıon (Godward. phor of NEW bırth, and thıs suggests that

We NO turn LO INOTEe detaıjled COIN- the work inıtıates growth phenomenon,
sıderatıon of the Chrıstian understandıng the objective fact of 1E ereatıon being
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subjectively experıenced by the Ne LOO lıttle, when Christianity MaVy become
Christijan. 'Thıs 1S ell characterı1sed by eıther trıvial iırrelevant both On the
the Orthodox Church understandıng of other hand IMNaVy claım LOO much, when
salvatıon theosıs. 'The experıence itself the church becomes confused because
1s ındıvıdual, varıable and equ1vocal: COIN- hat 1s claımed 1s not 1ın fact g]ven. 'The
versıon experıences AT COINIMNON wıthın CONSCHUECNC:! then 1S5 deception disıllu-
the general phenomenon of relig10n,*6© an S10N. In the contemporary church healıng
the partıcular eXpress10ns of conversıon 1S focal 1SSUe, and ıt 1S ecclesıal
are not unıque LO alı OT relıgıon. rather than personal aspect of salvatıon

However, the bıblıcal understandıng of SINCE ıt appears to ınvolve others besiıde
salvatıon oes SUPPOSE that the former the patıent.*‘
anom.Le wiıll be replaced by reconcılıatiıon It 1sS clearly ımportant that the hrıs-
wıth oneself, wıth the communıty, an tian communıty should ıdentify what
wıth God, leadıng LO truly human eX1S- eEAasSurTe of healıng MaVy be experıenced
tence. cCo-operatıve iıntegration iınto the NO an what 1S5 left 1n the eschatological
communıty 1ın which the CONCETNS of future There 18, for example, the search
others ATre gıven precedence OVeTr personal for the ıdeal church experliencing all that

1S expected result of the Hirst the age of the Spirıt miıght be expected to
aspect. hıs 111e behaviour ıtself has LWO yıeld, whıiıle there 1S5 Iso the placıd

acceptance of church which o0es notelements LO it; the Hirst 1S spontaneous
expressıon of the Ne creatıon, and the aspıre LO being ıdeal On the 0)81 hand
second 15 the expressıon through sSeres there 18 the expectatıon that for the hrıs-
of choices of hat 1S5 cognıtıvely under- tıan a]] ll be well, and the other hand

hat amounts tOo den1al of the IM1IT-stood of the work of the Spirıt It 1s here
that encounter the supportive the aculous. On the OI and there 1s5 ProS-
Suppressıve infiuence of the Christian perıty theology!® anı the other hand
communıty which INaYy radıcally modiıfy radıcal humanısm. The fact 1S5 that 1ın
these LWwO elements of Chrıstian beha- tO Praver offered for healıng

SOINE ATe healed but MOST AT not.V10uUr, the 0)]81 hand lımıting the work
of the dıyvıne Spirıt and the other hand It 1s everywhere acknowledged that
lımıting the cognıtıively directed 111 of INe  b and of faıth, prayed for Dy
the uman spırıt 'T’he result 1S homo- INe  - and of faıth, ATe nonetheless

not healed. John Wımber hımself recordsSECENECOUS but diluted ethıical code accept-
able tO the communıty, but, at least hıs OW. request for healıng Praver ın 1985
inıtıally, confusıng and disappointing for but confesses:
the Ne Christian. wısh could wrıte that al S tıme

We have already entered the thırd completely healed, that longer ave
physıcal problems. But 1f dıd, would beaspect of salvatiıon, ecclesıal. har.!?The church should be INOTeEe than

congregatıon: ıt. should be communıty, 'The expectatıon of healıng 1sS founded
an ıt 1s communıty whether ıt 1S the healıng miıinıstry of Jesus an hıs
gathered together for worshıp d1s- immediıate followers, an there 1s hlıttle
persed iınto the wıder communıty for wiıt- doubht that through hıstory inexplicable
1EeSS The problem, then, 1S to eEeNSUuUTrTeEe that healıngs have occurred*% In World and
ın ıts wıtness the church should proclaım Church Schillebeeckx detaiıls the Cure of
neıther less than 1107 INOTEe than the o00d the leg of Pıeter de Rudder 1ın which
News. part of the patıent'’s shınbone W as

'T’he Christian communıty 15 provıded regenerated ın seconds. 9wıth teachers and ıt 1S5 ımportant that the Schillebeeckx makes clear doctor
teachers identify behalf of the COIN- biologist z do INOTeEe than examıne such
gregatıon hat IMay be claımed part of Case an aBTree that the CUTe 1S5 inexplıca-salvatıon. On the ÖOM hand INaVy claım ble, but cCannot Pass Judgement doctor
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bıologıst whether not (30d has 15 both 110 and not yet 'The Kıngdom
0oes break through 1n healıng, but themiraculously intervened.21

Siınce mıraculous healıng oes totalıty of the healıng of the natıons, and
there ATe those who demand that OUurTr EVEIl of the healıng of the church, 1S not
soteriological ormulatıons should allow yet.“> the SAaIlle 15 tIru of the healıng
for SOTNE regularıty 1ın healıng. problem of OUT personalıty deficıiencles: Chrıstjans
ere 1S5 that have tended to look for AT not unıformly perfected al conversıon.
hat mathematiıcıans desecribe the 'The salvıfıc work of Chrıiıst 1S deseribed 1n
NECESSATYV and sufficıent condıtıon for Ephesıans 1ın terms of socjetal healıng:
intercessory Praver tO recelve posıtıve specıfically the admıtted ‘divıdiıng all of

Such CONCEePTS faıth an pıety hostilıty" 1S5 broken OoOWN and 1e COIN-
Are often posited creatıng the NEeECESS- munıty 1sS created. 'The term mesotoichon
ar Y and sufficıent condıtion. However, 1S hapax but the meanıng 1S5 quıte clear:
aul Helm comments: whatever barrıers WerTrTe there between

Jew and Gentile are, for the Christıian, aTLO have any prospec of being answered,
petiıtıonary Prayer must be warranted by least potentaally removed. thıs

necessarıly has ONSCQHUCHNCE for an YyGod, al least by being permitted. Prayer actual Christian communıty. As Markusto God, al an Yy tıme, under alnıy condıtıon, Barth CXPTCSSECS ıtabout anythıng, 18 not natural human
rıght What exactly the cırcumstances At thıs poınt Paul 0es not discuss the
ATre ın which Prayvyer LO God 18 warranted poss1bılıty, desirabilıty, necessity of the
by hım would be matter for consıdera- saınts operatıng tO wreck anı TEINOVE the
tıon 1ın INOTe detaıled an thorough barrıer. He wants tO proclaım INOTe
treatment of Prayer than Are able LO an! less than even created, fact

out 1ın the present study.“% accomplıshed Dy ‚.Jesus Christ ONCE an
Helm g0O€CS tO cCOomMMent perceptively for all All later ımperatıves demandıng

reconcılıatıon stand uponN the basıs of thıs
fact_.26

the temptatıon LO Sseparate the actıon of
prayıng from the matrıx of er actıons The confident assertions of Chrıstian

unıty made 1ın chapter four are, ıt9an events 1n which it. 1S set, an tO
ounded Paul’s perception of hatspeculate about ‘the of prayer’ ı1n

isolation.%$ OChrıiıst has objectıvely and hıstorıcally
one the fundamental barrıers

Thıs 1s ell sald. Put EVEeN I1NOTE bluntly, between Jew an Gentile AaTre gOoNe and
.John Wımber, havıng spen much tıme 1n SOoNEC not by aCT af: the uman wiıll but
attempting LO produce LAXONOMY of heal-
ing PraVver, lets fall Ver y sımple by divıne actıon then ımportant 11566-

formulatıon: qUENCES follow:

secret LO healıng Prayvyer 1s that ıt. therefore, prısoner for the Lord, beg
VoOu tO lead lıfe worthy of the callıng LO

from God havıng already ouched OUTr hıiıch yVOUu have een called, wıth all
spiırıts; ıt. 1sS agreement wıth God about lowliness an meekness, wiıt patıence,hıs wiıl1.24 forbearıng 0)81 another 1ın love, LO

Thus, far physıcal healıng 155 COI- maıntaın the unıty of the Spiırıt 1ın the
cerned the good EWS must be kept wıthın bond of
lımıts prescr1ıbed by scrıpture and valı- T'here 1S ON body and OTl!| Spiırıtdated by praxıs. Just yYou WerTrTe called LO the OIl! hope

The example of physıcal healıng 1S that belongs LO VOUr call,
taken only iıllustratıve of INOTEe SCN- ON Lord, 0)81 faıth, ONe baptısm,
eral princıple relatıng tOo personal sal- 0)81 God anı Father of all
vatıon wıthın the ONTEeXT of the church, wh\ 18 above all an through al an 1ın
well-established princıple that salvatıon all (Ephesıans 4:1—6)
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In hat MmMaYy be ıtself symbolıc*‘ aul usSes has arıstocratic, that 1S, clerical an
the word one tımes, but MOST eccles]ijastical flavour; ıt. distingu1shes the
sıgnıfıcantly 1n hıs references tO OIl Lord, (mass of the) ‘saınts’ from the (superı1or
0)81  0> faıth an ON baptısm (incıdentally class of the) officers of the church
wıthout explanatory copula verbal clergy 1S5 110 distinect from the laıty.“*
form, Sımply declamatory). Barth
commMmMments: The problem here 1S that the church has

evolved iınto hierarchically structured
The three Greek combıned ın thıs institution and 1s consequently an 1n
exclamatıon Aare masculıne, femınıne, an classıcal terms, longer goal orıented
neuter respectively. Wıth each the form of sodalıty but ex1ıstence orı1ented
the Greek numeral ne 18 approprlately modalıty.**
changed. The flamboyant rıng of the COT- Barth hımself g1ves four 1TEAaASONS for
respondıng (heıs, M1G, hen) Call- preservıng the essentiial unıty of the
nOot be reproduced 1ın English.*$ saınts 1ın the interpretatıon of thıs eruc1al

passage*® an somewhat defiantly entitlesWhat arth terms ‘*the flamboyant rıng” 1S5 hıs ‘Comment "T’he Church ıthoutLO be understood 1ın terms of lıterary Laymen an Priests’.96 Arguably ıt 18 1ınrhetoriec: the repetıtıon, strıkıng Eeven ın
translatıon, 1S there toO TYTAaW attention tO large CasSsurTe the exıstence of thıs dichot-

expressıon of Christian fundamentals, ‚02801 1ın the church that 1S responsıble for
turnıng the church ınto modalıty: thefact hıch 1s5 confirmed by the later clergy has vested interest 1ın preservıngcredal statements of the church hıch

(interestingly ın Teverse order) WEeTe
the church viable institution, an 1s

eventually produced. hesıtant to rısk prophetic miınıstry
hıch might result 1ın alıenatıion from the'The culmınates ın the refer-
SOUTCES of power.®‘ Robın Gamble putsENCE LO ONe G(od and Father of all, wh ıtLS above all and through all and ın all, the

rhetorıical underlinıng?? makıng ıt clear The church, especlally the Church of
that have here eruc1al Sta 1ın the England, 18 expert al producıng g0o0d-
on-goıng paraclesıs.*“ Here 1ın (:0d 15 the taste prophecy, and remaınıng °coo|
AaW ESOINE ground of ÖOuUu. expected unıty under the collar We wrıte etters LO the
AaW ESOINE the OT} and because of the qualıity OUr MPs, ave
maJesty of God, but the other hand ratıonal debates ın OU Diıocesan Synods,
AaWESOTNE because of the responsı1ıbıilıty an everything 1s one 1ın the best of
devolvıng the church properly LO reflect Englısh usıng artıculate an erudıte
through ıts indıyıdual humilıty and ıts arguments. Our attacks AT cushioned
corporate unıty hat (God ın Christ an wıth cautıous qualıfications, dıplomatic
through the Spirıt has made possıble. decency an apologetic alr.
Schnackenburg CXDTESSCS ıt neatly: The prophets of Israel WerTe obedient LO

Only ıth the look toO the 0)81 God an God, concerned for the exploıited, an
Father of al] o0es the enumeratıon of apologetic LO one.93
unıty-motifs reach ıts peak.®* The fourth aspect of salvatıon

The lesson for today’s fragmented church socıetal.
needs formal explicatıion. In thıs mat- Salvatıon 1S LO be found by socıety
ter, aTt least, AT not saved.°* wıthın the Chrıistian communıty, but aTt

But Ephesıans 4°‘19 takes OU. crıt1que the Samle tıme the Christian communıty 1s
of the church stil] further 1s the gifting of tO brıng salvatıon LO those who AarTrTe the
the church that firstly the ‘saınts’ outsıde. COUTSE those who ATe the
might be equıpped, and secondly that outsıde would not use soteri1o0logıcal Cat-
the work of the mınıstry (by sub-set of egorıes TtO deser1be theır of COIN-
the fiırst) miıght forward? 'T’hıs fusıon, but al the present tıme and ın
iınterpretatıon Europe ıt 1S clear that the general aban-
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donment of faıth commıtment has left vet it. 1S clear that Chrıistianıty
calls for the subordıinatıon of personal andpeople wıthout SECUTE ase for ethıcs

and ıth heightened experiıence of alıen- natıonal c  rıghts tO CONCETN for the needs
atıon. The problem 1S made the INOTE of others: Eof each of YOoU look nOt only fO
intractable and poıgnant by the discovery hıs OW ınterests, but Iso the ınterests
that there tO be vantage poınt of others, (Phılıpplans It
from which V1ECW of the world Ca be that ıf thıs principle of relatıonshıps
obtaıned which wiıll ın SOINE allow between Chrıstjans could be inculcated
the viewer tO ınterpret the world ACTOSS the Chrıstian communıty then ıt.

Karl ! Barth has succıinctly expressed the mıght Iso be extended beyond that COIN-

relatıonshıp between the church and the munıty. It MUST surely be matter for
world ın WaVYVY that provıdes basıs for CONCETN that the church 1S not PCeTSUA-
the salvatıon of socıety: sıvely demonstratıng thıs COMNCET'MN for oth-

eTrTSs wıthın iıts OW communıty, andThe true ommunıty of ‚Jesus Chrıst 15
aPPCAaAIS tLO have agenda that relatesthe fellowshıp 1ın hıch ıt 1Ss g]ven LO 0)81

LO NOW the world ıt is.99 obvıously tO that of the Kuropean Com-
munıiıty, offers commentary the

From wıthın the Christian communıty, polıcıes of the present polıtical partıes
then, ıt should, accordiıng to Barth, be owards the Communıity.
possıble LO u the world, ıdentiıfy ıts Here ıt 1S interesting tO consıder the
problems wıth SOINE ECAaASUTe of objec- Soc1al Creed proposed by the Federal
tıvıty, and al least tOo offer SOINE soter10- Councıl of Churches of Christ ın Amerıca
logıcal comment. INOTE than SIXty agOo, 1ın 1932 The

It 15 interesting that the search for Creed spoke of subordıinatıng speculatıon
New World Order entered ınto by .JJohn and the profit mot1ive LO the creatıve and
Foster Dulles, Amerıcan Secretary of co-operatıve spırıt, control of the eredit an
State ın the (incıdentally the only monetary Systems an the ecCconNOMI1C PFrO-

CESsSES for the COININOIN g0o0d There W asrelıg10us leader of anı sıgnıfiıcance EeVeTr LO
become Secretary of State*9), W as begun reference to mMınımMuUumM lıyvıing wWage and
1n the polıtical ontext of the old League Just and faır share for the worker 1n the
of Natıons but encountered ultımate dıs- products of industry an agrıculture. Soc1jal
ıllusıon. OWever when Dulles encountered insurance W as there LOO, collective bargaın-
Christians engaged ın the SAamImne search he ing, protection öf the famıly by sıngle
transferred hıs actıyıtıes there ın the standard of purıty, and protection of the
expectatıon that he ould be able to indıyıdual and socıety whole irom
infÄiuence secular polıtıcıans through the traffic ın iıntoxıcants and habıtformıng
powerful ONCENSU an detaıled proJec- drugs Problems of the future WEeTe antıcı-
tıons of the church.“} Dulles had discovered pated there W as call for Justice for all,
that fundamental reform of the world and co-operatıon racıal, eCcOoNOMI1C
polıtical could nOot be brought about and relıg10us The ecreed W as pacıf-

ist 1ın iıntent, an looked for the rıght tLO freewıthout objective and selfless ethical
foundatıiıon. He wanted to SEe en! LO speech, free assembly and free press.“®“
WAar, en! tO the 1V1sS10Ns ın Europe, Most of that ereed could be afırmed by
111e Unıited States of KEurope, wıt. Chrıstjans today an yet there aPPCAaArs to
central government, ın Man y WaYsSs antıcı- be INOVE LO place such ecreed before,
patıng current proposals for European Sa Y, the World Councıl of Churches. The
Community. By contrast the current PTrO- question LO be asked 15 whether Ca

posals have theır foundatıon not ethıical recognıse such ereed inductively
but eCcOoNOMI1C crıter1a, and these erıter1a do adduced from Scripture 1ın much the SAaTINle

nothıng to resolve popular and essentıally WaY WEeTe tradıtional creeds, and
selfish perceptions ofnatıonal ıdentity, the whether such ereed ought to be OS-
proposals inevıtably faıl tO gaın genuıne nısed 0)81 aspect of contemporary
popular leadershıp Support soter1010gy.
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Diıisease, illness, death form part of word that NOW 185 not verbum ırae,
broader 1SSUe, the 1SSue of the general word of 9 for all I1Ne  . who Aare

meanıngless of lıfe**, the absence of an Yy sıncere, but verbum mıserıcordiae,
obv]ıous correlatıon between the ethıcal word of iınfinıte mercy.“*‘
qualıity of lıfe lıved and the experıences Urisıs of Belıef, Hodder anı Stoughton,of anomıe, of alıenatıon, of dukkha* 1n

1984, p.258that lıfe How 1S thıs tO be explaıned tO the See especlally Jürgen oltmann dis-Chriıstıan, and EVEIN INOTE toO those wh AT
outsıde the church, ın that socıety which cuss10n of the problem ın The Church Lın

the Power of the Spiırıt, SCM, 1977salvatıon experıence ought LO affect? pp.3171; "The Aate Church an the
One COTNINOMN to percei1ved Sects’

meanınglessness 1S tO poıint LO ‚Jesus Quoted by de Vaux Studıes ın OlLd
Testament Sacrıfıce, Universıity of aleshavıng shared ıt ıth al the CrO0Ss.46

Thıs 0es nOL, ın fact resolve the problem, Press, Cardıff, 1964, 75—84
ıt merely deepens I6 Nor 1S5 the problem of Edward Norman, Christianity and the
dukkha resolved by Tare healıngs. KFor the Or rder, OUP, 1979, p.4

See Davıd Hume’s analysıs hıs Dıa-problem 1S5 rooted ın ıts unıversalıty. It 1S logues Concerning Natural Relıgion,not enough for iındıyıdual Christian especlally arry Whıiıtney, What (are they
EeVven STrOUuUp of Chriıistjans LO have theır Sayıng about G(Gjod and UL Paulist Press,dukkha resolved ıf thıs leaves the suffer- 1989, chapter
Ings of the rest of the world unexplaıned. Jo  S Melntyre, T’he ape of Soteriology,
Indeed thıs 1s precıisely the direction ar. 19992 cIntyre offers
taken by those who are erıtical of claıms outline of hıirteen ma)Jor competing mod-
made of divıne iıntervention the mMı1Ccro els, each ostens1bly explaınıng the mech-

anısm of salvatıon (chapterscale when macro-suffering remaıns unNnNre- ‘Abd al-Tafahum, ‘Doctrine’ erTyheved. 'To put ıt Ve bluntly, hat 1S the
sıgnıfıcance of ON  D Case of the healıng of (ed), elıgıon ın the ıddle KEast, vol Z

CUP, 1969, p.401one Cancer OVeTrT agaınst the of John 1t1, Afrıcan Relıgions and Phılos-
innocents 1n Rwanda? ophy, Heiınemann, 1969, p.161'T’he Chrıstian communıty MUST nNnOot See Thiselton, New Horızons ın Herme-
claım salvatıon that ere and 110 neutıcs, Harper 1ns, 1992, ch:13, "CThe
includes the resolution of al paıns for Hermeneutics ofea the Context. of
belhievers. It that the Chrıstian Literary eo and avı Gunn an!

of salvatıon 1n terms of the resol- Danna Fewell, Narratıve ın the Hebrew
Bıble, OUP, 1993, especlally ch Strat-utiıon of meanınglessness must focus egıes for Readıng" ch 9, ‘Readers anıagaın the eschatological: lookıng for esponsı1bilıty".the redemptıion of the world and the SCM, 1966

revelatıon of the Justice of God the COINN- 11 Ibıd., p.62munıty lıves ın wıt ıtself, patıent Ibıd., p.61
1ın ıts shared palıns and comforted by the 13 Hegel’s oONcept W as en by Marx, de-
Holy Spiırıt. Agaın tO quote ı1dealısed, elated to socıetal alıen-
Schillebeeckx: atıon, an! especlally LO the alıenatıon of

humanıty relatiıon TLO ıts work. See, for
In human dıalogue, 1ın hıch Our example, Oompson, eds),
humanıty 18 always at stake, hat 185 Socıiologıcal Perspectuves, Penguin, 1941,
ultımately al 1SsSue, then, 1s thıs basıc ch. 4(d), S  rl Marx, ‘Alıenate OUTr
question— Passase 1C DSaVve rıse LO diametrically

pposed ınterpretatıions al the Keswiıckhas E humanıty, together ıth man’s Convention SUCCESS1IVE > Dr TNeEesSsabılıty LO g1Vve, ın freedom, meanıng LO Kevan insıstıng that the experlence Wäaslıfe, ıtself the last word, 1s E uman
word, even though ı$ MaYy be absolute

that of the unbeliever, Dr Graham Scroggie
that ıt. Was the experıence of the belıever,nNO’, 1n the long only penultımate where moment’'s, reflection 11l sShow

word, that only God has the last word, that ıt. 15 the COININON experlıence of all
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15 The locus classıcus of the doctrine 1S, of 3() chnackenburg, commentıng the DAas-
COUTSC, Corinthlans} Sase, for g00d 1TEe4AS0O0N rejects the currently
‘“Conversıon 15 unıversal phenomenon popular designatıon ‘paraenesI1s’: T’he
€ mMaYy be documente ın non-relig10us Eipıstle O the Ephesians, an arell relig10us experlence’:
Smalley, artıcle ‘Convers1on’, 1ın FYer- 1991, 161

371 Ibıid., 166
QUSON, Wright eds), New Diıctionary 30 Our condemnation 15 not merely because ofof Theology, 1988 See Iso Martın

OUTr dıversıty: R Schnackenburg FOCS LO(070]  an, 1SS1O0N and Conversion, OUP,
1994 show, OUT unıty 15 LO be reiflecie 1ın
ote the partıcular Case of ‚.JJames D:14. dıversıty of the gıfting of the church phe-

S1ans —16 Our condemnatıon 1S5 thepart of per1ıcope 1C requıres Ve.
areful exeges1s. absence of tapeiınophrosynes, prautetos,
See Kenneth Copeland, T’he Laws of Pros- makrothymıa anı agape (Eph 42 from
perıty, Copeland Publications, 19774 and OUrTr relationships.
Prosperıty eoL0O£Y, Relig10us an Theo- 33 Barth El 749
logıcal udent’s Fellowship, 1993 o  re T’he Eleventh Commandment,
‚Jo  S iımber, Power Healıng, Hodder an 1981, 1567 an Orlando Costas,Stoughton, 1986, 162 rıtten 1985 T’he Church and ıts Miıssıon, TIyndale,the sıtuatıon Was unchange 1994, 1974, 168when ıt. WAas known that ımber WAas Iso
suffering from CAanNncdceT. Clearly thıs COINN- Ibıd., 480

36 See Iso Alan Kreider’s ontrıbution O_ment 15 nOoL intended 4s an Yy er1itic1sm of ıshıng the al Paul Beasley-MurrayJohn ımber, but ıt 15 warnıng LO ose
wh: ould beyond ımber’s OW: eaCcNn- (ed), Anyone for Ordination? Marc, 1993
ıng ınvoke generalised principle of 377 See obın Gamble, T’he Irrelevant Church,
healıng 1n erms of uman al Monarch, 1991, ch E “ he Prophetic

Church’20 Although a4as ıth er paranormal phe-
381OINEeNa ere has een mı1ısrepresentatıon Ibıd., 14A41

exaggeratıon. For example, although 30 5  r/ Barth, Church Dogmaklıcs, 1V/3,
examples of glossolalıa ATe COINIMON, 769
T1SEe vırtually a]] relıg10ns, the phe- 40 Ferrell (ed), 'The American ecretarıes
NOINENON of xenolalıa has nOot een COTNM- of ate an eır Dıplomacy, Vol L,TMEe: Max Turner, ‘Spiritual Gifts Then Koster ulles Cooper, 196/7/,an Now  \  9 VOxX Evangelıca, (1985), 41 ohn Foster Dulles T’he oad LO Power,

21 Schillebeeckx, Or and Church, ee Tee Press, 1982, p. 187
and Ward, 1971, 255 The readıng Lrategy COINIMNON LO EeVAal-

gelıcals wh: fear ‘“oc1ı1al gospel’ SsOINE-T’he Provıdence of God, 1993, p. 154 thıng antıthetical LO ‘spırıtu gospel‘2 Ibıd
Power Healıng, Hodder Stoughton, nables them LO DAass OVeTr SsOINE remark-
19806, p.214 able soclal PrOV1S10NS evıdent scr1ıpture.

25 See the invaluable compendium edıte Dy 1dO0ws pens10ns by the church (1
‚.John Goldingay, 1E2NS, Wonders and Heal- o 9—1 AT Ve relevant
ıng, 1989, book gıven partıcular example!
PO1ZNANCY by the ean from 9 43 T’he Federal Councıl ulletin, 16,
shortly fter ıts publication, of ma)]or anuaryCONTIrFr1DULOTr Dr oger Cowley, outstand-
ıng Ethiopic Scholar.

See 1SS1LON and Meaniınglessness,
26 SPCK, 1990'T’heor1l  ( ‚phesians7 Double- 45 One of TEee terms sed Buddhısm LOday, 197/4, p.269, an! SCEC, especılally, hıs characterise the uman ex1ıstence. Dukkhathe possible connotatıons of

the wal erm1inology for eW1S readers, 15 the general unsatısfactoriness of lıfe
pp.283I1£. See, for examples, Gillian Crow, of the

D Russ1ıan Orthodox Church, ‘Only thearkus Barth, Ephesıians 4— 6, 463
28 Ibıd., 429 Condemn (+0d the Independent,
29 Longacre, The Grammar of Dıs- aturday 11 June,

COUTSE, Plenum Press, 1983, 20 Or'| and Church, 185
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