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Hope for Furope
Esperance DOUTF l’Europe

D Hoffnung für Europa
ONFERENCE REPORT. Gerald Bray, Cambridge

faıtes de hıen des annees deRESUME souffrance, 24187 qU € ans e de
La onzıeme conference hisannuellede l’Assocıa- l’independance nouvellem On TI acquise (et DUr -
fion Europeenne de T’heologıens Evangelıques LOLS NO desiree). montre U € [’esperance

/ieu cCenlire A ehen chretienne on - Ia rFesurrection de
Altenkirche Allem agne, du aout Christ ela appelle accom plissem ent final,

PNCOTEe venır Mais NOUS DAr exem ple1996 1,es DAFLIETDANLS OnT le privilege
d’entendre, AT es Tes represen- ans Ia com m union fraternelle o{ ans e
Aants de FroLs DAYS europeens tres dıfferents. LO du Seigneur des anticıpations Importantes de

cet Aavenır.Dasteur emmıng£ Kofod-Svendsen, quL faıt
partıe du gouvernement danoıs, OUS entre- Enfin, erge Sannıkov, d’Odessa UkRraine,
Lenu de SOTL experıence polıtıque dıt COML- apporte SC}  S eclaırage Su Ia manıere dont les
ment ı1 eNvVvISASLE, fant GUE chretıen, ’avenır chretiens evangelıques font face double erl-
de Ia demuocratıe ef de "Unı:on Europeenne. I1 Lage [aısse DUar Le coMMUNISME T DUar l’ortho-
ranpele qQUE les valeurs partagees Pr les DUYS doxıie orıentale, alors Q ÜLS cherchent
d’Europe, le respect de la dıgnite de Ia construıLre un sSocıete nouvelle SUr les ruLınes de
’ Ia solıdarıte socıale et Ia demuocratıe CX- UUnıon Sovietıque. Les Eiglıises d’Orient ONnLTt
elle-meme, etaıent ues echrıistianısme. Il souffert de l’herıtage laısse Dr l’hesychıasme
soulıgne L’ımportance de Ia doctrine du SAUCer- byzantın, qul separe radıcalement L’esperance

chretienne et l’activite humaıne monde. LeOCe de TOUS [es croyants of InsIiste RT le fait
UE IA OU les Eglises ONnT confie des FESPONS- comMMUNISME CD emplır ”ıded !’absence
abilites CL [aics, es ONT ım pact DE le une esperance chretienne authentique. est
eveloppem enl SOCILal. uvıtal de ultıver Ce esperance Urn eDOoque

Ba AOULt Fazekas, de SLovaquie, SOUMLS Ia Mmarquee DUar beaucoup de desesperance.
reflexıon theologıque de Ia conference les eXDETL-

ZUSAMMENFASS UNG
Er tellte die Behauptung auf, daß die INn
Europa gültigen Werte, wıe der Respekt VOr der

Die e IM zweijährigen [urnus stattfin- LE des Menschen, die ozialfürsorge SOWIE
deren Konferenz “Gemeinsch aft die Dem okratiıie S CLDSt, dem Christentum

e2uropdisch evangelikaler heologen ) } (Geel) zuzuschreiben seren Er hob die Bedeutung der
wurde VO. E August 7996 IM N eues D re vVo "Priestertum er Gläubigen Ö  her-
ben-Zentrum IN Altenkirchen (Deutschlan DO  — und betonte mıf Nachdruck, daß dıe
abgehalten. Die Konferenz hatte das besondere Kırchen dort, SLe den Laıen Verantwortung
Vorrecht, unter ıhren Rednern rel Repräsen- zugestanden haben, eiınen hbhedeutenden Beıtrag
fanten (LULS sehr unterschiedlichen europäisch- D: sozıalen Entwicklung geleistet haben

Ländern haben Pastor Flemming Dr Ludovuıit Fazekas (Slowakısche RepuDOlik)
Kofod-Svendsen, 21n früheres Miıtglied des rachte dıe Erfahrung vieler Jahre des Leidens
aänıschen Kabinetts, legte auf der Grundlage SOWLE der (und oeher ungesuchten) Eıgen-
seıiıner Erfahrung des polıtischen Lebens ın staatlıchkeit ın dıe theologıische Reflexıon der
Dänemark ar WLe als Chrıst dıie Zukunft der Konferenz 21n Er zeıgte auf, daß dıe christliche
Dem okratie und der Europdischen IYnion sieht Hoffnung ın Chrısti Auferstehung gegründet
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ST dıe auf o1ne och zukünftıge Vollendung un der östlichen rthodoxie konfrontiert sSınd.
Die Ööstlıche Christenheit Iıtt untier der ErbD-verweıst. och dıese Zukunft ıst auf bedeutende

Weıse vorTweßS£SeNOMMENTL, z B ın der chrıst- schaft des byzantinıschen Hesychasmus mıt
lichen Gemeinschaft und ım Abendmahl seıner strıkten Irennung vO chriıistlicher

Schließlich verhalf Dr Sergel Sannıkouv AaAUsSs offnung und menschlıcher ARtivıität Der
Odessa (UkRraıine) der Konferenz einem Hın- Kommunismus honnte dıeses Vakıuum füllen,

das durch den angel echter christlicherblıck, wWwWLe evangelıkale Chrısten heı dem Ver-
such, (L den Trümmern der früheren offnung entstanden 99010R In eıiıner Sıituation,
Sowjetunion eıne CLE Gesellschaft bılden, dıe UONn vzel Verzweiflung gepragt WT, War zes
m1t dem doppelten rbe des Kommunismus unabdıngbar.

he eleventh biennıal Conference of the the former Sovıet Uhmhion. EKastern Christi-
Federatıon 5% Kuropean Evangeliıcal anıty has suffered from the legacy of Byz-

Theolog1ans (FEEBET) W as held aTt the Neues- antıne hesychasm, wıth ıts diıvorce
Leben-Zentrum ın Altenkirchen Ger- between Christian hope an human actıv-
many) from LO August 1996 The Ity. Communısm Was able LO fill thıs VaC-
conference W as especlally prıviıleged LO 18568 efit by the absence öf genuıne
ave n its speakers three CS Christian hope. It W as vıtal LO cultivate thıs
sentatıves ofvery dıifferent European COUI1- In sıtuatıiıon where there W as much Ae-
trıes. Pastor Flemmiıng Kofod-Svendsen, Spaır.
former member of the Danısh cabıinet,
spoke from hıs experıence ofpolıtical ıfe 1ın Pastor Kofod-Svendsen spoke OLllows
Denmark, an of how he, (Chrıstian, In cts read hOow the Gospel reached
SEES the future of democracy an the Eiuro- Kurope. From Church history know
DEa Union. He argued that the ahared how Christianıty advanced from COUNIFY LO
values In Europe, such respect for the COUNLTTY. We Iso know hat huge SOC10-DO-
dign1ıty QT the persONN, soclal Gars, and de- ıtıcal CONSECYUECNCES Christianıty had 1n the
INOCFAaCY iıtself, Ar attrıbutable LO Christi- dıfferent European countrıes an I1
anıty. He stressed the ımportance of the 1ts peoples. If the gospel had nOot reached
doctrine of the ‘priesthood of a || belıevers’, Kurope an penetrated the different Euro-
an urged that where churches have Al- Pean countrı1es, would have had quitelowed respons1bilıty LO the Jalty they have dıfferent hıstory.
had ımpact soc1al development. It 1S nOot task explaın hat Christi1-

Dr Ludovıt Fazekas, from ovakıa, anıty has meant for Europe. But
brought the experlence of INaInlıYy of Lr y LO learn from history regardıng the
sufferıng, el! of EW and somewhat future of Kurope. T’he first question ask
undesiıred) statehood LO the Conference’s 18 What 1S5 the ıdent1ity * Europe? If
theologıcal reflection. He showed how o0k al culture, 1T 1S rıghtly saıld that
Christian hope 15 rooted In Chrıist’s ‚UT - Kurope 1S character1ısed by cultural mul
rect1on. 'T'hıs still polınts forward LO future tiplicıty. Here Kurope stands 1ın sharp COI-
consummatıon. But that future 1s antıcı- Tas LO the USA T’he LTeAsSON 1S the different
pated ; 381 ımportan WaVYSs, for example, 1n hıstorıical background. hope the multi-
the Christian communıty an in the Lord’s plicıty of European culture 111 continue ı77
Supper. Denmark, Sweden, Germany etc., an Iso

Fınally, Dr Sergel Sannıkov, from Odessa In different reg10ns wıthin these countrıes.
raıne SaVE the Conference insıght What then wıl1l keep EKuropean ıdentity
ınto the WaY Evangelical Christians Aare together? think it 1S ıimportant that
facıng the double legacy of Communısm have kınd of spırıtual fellowship. When
anı of Eastern Orthodoxy, they qeek LO Lr y LO look for the basıs of Kuropean 1lden-
build NnNe soclety OUuUt of the wreckage of LY, find 1T 1 ONM word Christlanıiıty.
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Hope for Europe

When look al Kuropean values, everything he ch sa1ıld an did
find the Samle thıngs everywhere: belief 1n Indeed, have only few examples
personal responsı1bility, love of freedom, 1C sShow that confessing Christilans

have taken actıve part 1n workıng forsolidarıty ıth the POOT, eic T’hese AT val-
ues which are COININOIN an natural part demoeratiıc reforms. We have them, but ıt
of OUTL V1eW of soclety. But ]] these values 15 easlıer LO find confessing Christians who
ave theır rOOLTS ıIn Christianity. And think WeTIe agaınst demoecratıc reforms. thınk
that without the inspıratıon ofChrıistlanıty the role 1G Christianıty has played 1
these values wiıll fall ınto decay be de- the development of democracy has een
rajled. maınly due LO ıimportan cultural impulses
at look INOTe thoroughly at the notıon which ave arısen from Christian preach-

af democracy. What role has Christianıty ng and teaching. In particular might
played I1} the development of 1 mentıon beliefs about human worth, PE -
sentatıve democracy? a first empha- sonal respons1bilıty, mMültieuklturalsm;
S1ZEe that country’s form ofgovernment 1S charıty, the belief that a 11 people
nOot dıvıne arrangement. Hıstory has should have Inımum level of educatıon,
known the MOST varıed forms of SOVELNN- an the belief that has rıght LO
ment. T’here have een those who have help an Care in danger, distress, suffering
trıed LO sShOow that partıcular form of an illness.
government 1S prescribed DYy the Bible 'he Perhaps the MOST ımportant thıing 1S the
Emperor Napoleon, for example, made impulse owards soclal Care it developed
catechisms In which he stressed the eSsS- 1n estern countrıes. COM DAL'E thıs
s1ty of obedience TO the Emperor. Ie the sıtuatıon ıNn countrıes where

In thıs CEeNTUrYy several people ave trıed Christianıty has NOL prepared the STrOUNd,
LO sShOow that democracy 15 the form r DOV- wıll find that the Care which know
ernment which corresponds MOST. closely LO 1n estern countrıes 1S NT oıven automMat-
the 111 of (God Of partıcular iınterest here 1cally matter of COUTSE
1S the attempt made by the famous theolo- Next would underline that although the
]an ar| Barth He sald that Scrıipture Christian Church has een organısed In
o1ves basıs for solvıing soclal and politi- hıerarchical WaYy for centurı1es, SOINE of the
cal problems, VenNn though these ansSWerIrs MOST ımportant theologıcal thinkıng of the
Aare not oun directly 1n the 1D11Ca EeXTtIs reformer Martın Luther econcerned hıs
Barth draws analogy between the teachıng about laymen. Kvery pPersONM wh
Church and the STAatLe From thıs he trıes LO 1S baptızed an belleves 1n ‚Jesus Chrıist 1S

that democracy 1S the right form of pastor ı1th the rıght preach an make
government. But ıt 1s5 net. the PUrPpPOse ofthe decisions In the Church. We call ıt the
Bıble LO 1 ve CONCreieEe instructions how priesthood of a|] believers. In INany Protes-
LO organıse the form of government. Lant churches an church- organısatıons

Even though the Bıble o0es nOot Sa V that duriıng the past LWO centurlıes thıs teachıng
democracy 15 the form of rule 1C best about laymen has had influ-
corresponds LO the 111 of God, there 1S CLNCE, and ıt has ereated lınks wıth the
ou that Christianıty has een of great polıtıcal üght for demoeratic reforms an
ımportance for ıts development. demands from the people LO partıcıpate 1n
back LO the New Testament SE that the dec1ıs1ıo0n makıng of rıght
early Church Was fellowshiıp of indıvyıdu- In the Calvınıst tradıtion there CON-
als The maın thıng Was NOLT the ullding gregatıons whıch Were totally iınde-
the hierarchy. ere W as ONne body, but ıt pendent. T’hese, beliıeve, created
Was made of INanYy parts (1 Cor understandıng of mınor1ty rıghts. And
Each DEIFSON Was known LO (z0od the Father when yYOoUu have understandıng ofMINOTr-
Dy HNAaAINE, each Was accountable LO hıs her 1ty riıghts, understandıng of the 1mMpor-
Creator, along wıth the rest ofmankınd, for 8.I1CQ f free chooals ollows It 1S5 ın
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Gerald Bray gna e LEecountrıes ith independent church Ira- being swamped by econNOMI1C refugees long
dıtıon that find free schools. Denmark before then We need LO help Eastern
1S the only Lutheran OUNLIFYy wıth long Kurope for the Same Teason that the West
tradıtiıon offree schools, thanks LO the work ermans had LO help the ast ermans.
of Grundtvig, the famous pastor, poet and 'The rıse of tiny neo-Nazı STOUD 1 the
polıtıcıan. former ast Germany 15 directly related LO

Among Lutherans it has een COININON LO the of ımm1grants from Poland. If
SEress obedience LO the Authorities, wiıith ecCcoNOMI1C refugees arrıve ın Poland from
changes LO the exıstıng System. We know 1t the former Sovıet Union, the former Pres:i-
1n Denmark ifrom the orthodox per10d ıIn dent Lech Walesa told the Uninon: ‘We 111
OUu Church history, when had abso- have LO Dass them straight LO you
Hate monarchy. In the last CENTLUTY, when We who Ar Christians should, above all,
had hinkıng about free constitutions 1n remember OUr fellow Chrıstians 1ın these
Denmark, had examples ofpastors, who countrıes. For have prayed for
wWere conservatıve 1n both the theological their reedom Now, surely 1n AansSWer LO OUr
an the political of the word, who Prayers, there 1S reedom of relig10n rıght
wanted LO keep the exısting set-up. AaCTOSS Europe for the first tıme In history-

and indeed far the Pacıfic COas ofGenerally C2A  3 SaVy that where there
has een Church hıerarchy ıth9 Russ]ıja. We should do hat Ü  ® LO help
an where laypeople had VELY hlıttle SPIr1- establiısh eCcONOMI1C ase LO undergird
tual organısatıonal influence, Christian- thıs polıitical and relig10us Treedom. We
ıty has had Irttde ımportance have the divıdend, an VenNn ıthe a1ıd
soclal-political development an ProOSreESSs Iso COSTS fractıon INOTeEe 1ın VAT,, 1t 1S
1n Kurope. On the other hand, when yoOu investment 1n an reedom which
ave spırıtually mature laypeople wıith INaYy be able LO make agaln.
spıirıtual responsı1ıbility, and where the Ifwe o0k al the former Communiıst COUI-

bıshops and the pastors emphasıse the trıes, realıse that they do not want O be
SsSeEeEII ‘"ex-Communist countrıes’. T’hepriesthood of al| believers and Are willıng

LO g1ve laypeople respons1bıilıty, there Hungarıans have remınded that they
Chrıistianıty has had great ımportance 1n ATre ancıent Kuropean natıon ‘who spen
the soclal-political development of the four hundred defending yOUu agaınst
countrıes concerned. the Turks’. Prague W as famous Kuropean

behlleve 1n democracy, should do CIty when INa y of OU. cıtıes WelIe TNeTIe
a1] 6428  - LO it In 1939; the COUT- villages Poland Was great natıon when
trıes ofestern Kurope WerTre ready LO LO Russ]1a had een heard of. Hıgh
War LO free Poland Half CelN- OU. agenda for the Inter-Government (Zon
LUrY later, that freedom has een achleved. ference Ver the Next Tew therefore,
AMEtz task NO 155 LO do all (  ; LO EeENSUTE should be the econOoM1C of DL
that democracy lasts INOTe than ten Near neighbours, an preparatıon for their
In central Kurope an Russ]a. If ook aT. membership of the Kuropean Union.
the key countrıes iın central Kurope, Po- Ifthe Kuropean peoples avo1d natıon-
land, the zeCc epublic and Hungary, alısm an create unıon of free and emo-
they have together population of m1|1- cratıc STAates ase the values of
lion compared ıth the Un1lon’s 34() m1|1- Christianıity, then thınk Kurope 111 have
lıon, that task alone should stretch ımportant role LO play 1n the future A{
xo0d deal less than the Marshall Plan the moment, unfortunately, See the beg1in-
estretched the United States. Nnıng of several tendenciles towards natıon-

Not only 111 there be rısk of dietator- alısm, intolerance an xenophobia.
sh1p 1ın those countrıes In ıve years’ tıme ATre LO avo1ld these SKS. need the spirıt
ıf such help 15 NOT proviıded, but Iso there of the Councıl al Jerusalem, where mudtı-
wiıll be rea| rısk of estern Europe’s racıa|l thinkıng W as created.
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Hope for Europe

In OPIMNIOLL the European Union establish EMPILE of But he might
gıft LO Europe Yet admıt that there Aare COINeEe the DULSEC of the Servant of the
Manı y weaknesses i We need INOTe de- Lord, who 1es for the S1NSs of people,
MOCLACY, INOTeEe INOTeEe willingness Son of Man, who transforms the

chare both wıth the former Communiıst kingdoms of1ıld hbeasts © In Jewıish Apoca-
world and ıth the T’'hird World In thıs lyptic thıs figure aDPDeaArs INOTe an INOTe
s1Luatıon have to ethıink an reformu- often But here the COMMINS of the Mess]jah
ate OLr teaching about the priesthood of Was made dependent obedience LO the
al believers hıs the best WaY to create Law 1C made thıs hope vVerYyv IMCer-

NnNe generatıon of Christians working LAIN
ıth polıtical challenges and 15S5U€eS$S In the the word elpıs (hope) Ca  ® refer
and at the SaIne Liıme hınkıng bıblıcally LO Tus God LO the object of thıs

Lrust, but ıt has ıts basıs ] °the hıstorical
manıfestatiıon of od ] the resurreectionTakıng the challenge thınk bzOlıcally

about Fhe questiion of hope today world of) Christ’ He W as proclaımed W11-
Dr Fazekas addressed the Conference ner CN 1ım 16) ‘In the uUur-
ıEn the followıing reflection rectıon of Jesus the VICLOFLY of (God the
The foundatı]ıon f the hope the the person of hıs Son for the X01010| of INa has
Exodus from Egypt an the COvenant the een WO  — already Of COUTSEe Easter only
ord made Sıiınal wıth Israel, LO which foretaste of OUu  — hope but the Easter
he has added the . This hope SOCS LestımonY thıs future already present
together ich the confidence that the Lord T’he battle Ver Practically s eakıng,

faıthful Ar StronNg enough LO fulfil the the adversary) check-mate al t hasa
It embraces land, health, famıly, paradoxıcal character because ıt ı NOLt the

protection and resurrection.  2 “"Chis hope hero but the TUuCI1IIIeEe:! One who W as be-
MUST NOT be condemned ego1ist1ic and trayed bDy InNe  ®} an forsaken by (10d himself
earthly, because 1t relates LO the Lord the (Mk 31 Mt 46) who has WO  - It Iso
orantıng God ”® In addıtlon, hope COIMN- paradoxical because the battle has een
nected ıth the loyalty of the natıon. T'he WO  ® but NOLT vet the War In the meantiıme
prophets who preached hope apar from MUST endure the unresolved CAÄISCHNCLIES
the obedience of Israel Were found LO be ofthe present and waıt for the L1ıme when
false 1:he Lrue prophets proclaımed  S deliv- ‚Jesus 111 become Lord nOoLt only de JUTE
ETAaNce through judgement’.“ Hope ı the but de facto Iso

relates not only LO Israel but Iso LO the T’he beginnıng of od’s Kıngdom Was
nNnAatL1IıONsS T’hey 111 COMe tO 107 an SIVEN ‚Jesus ICS cCOoNSuMMAaLTtTIıION lıes the

worsh1p the Lord they 111 become (i0d future But SOIMNE realms 1ts antıcıpatıon
people ilke Israel It centripetal IN1S- has already dawned T’he INa  ® who LeCs$-
S1017 but thıs hope 0o0es EX1sST oncıled LO (iod Ne creatıon whom

After IEs CONquest 5E the and Israel put the V1 of ‚Jesus ‘] makıng EYy-
ICS hope 1Ts king He kingship fuüunc- thing Ne has already een antıcıpated
t1ıoned for SOINeEe Liıme but then at the end Rev 21 cf “"The old has SONE the LE W
ofthe monarchical per10d the Lord sa1ld c has COINE Cor 179 Christian love Iso

zı DaVC yYyOou kıng, neı1 value which ‘ remaıns’ (menel Cor
wrath took hım aWay.‘6 Under the hard 1:3) beyond the lımıt ofhistory, an 1t.3
87 of history, Israel began LO waıt for 'eternity 1 temporality’.“*4 Christian COIN-
deliverer He might be prophet 1lke MUNI1TYy Iso antıcıpatıon of the
Moses the prophet ElıJah But INOTEe and chatologıcal gathering LO ‚Jesus For both of
IMOFe; Israel started ooking for these terms the Apostle uses the SaIne word
anoınted king along the Iınes of Nathan’ Heb Me egkataleıpontes fen y_propheecy.‘ Thıs Messjah WOU be Orn nNasSOogsen heauton 2'EhK Hyper fes
C s1t the throne of Davıd an hemon eEDISYNALOLSEN C auton) In OUrTr WOT' -
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sh1p antıcıpate the heavenly worshıp: totalıty an 1n al respeCcts 111 COM LO
shalom the ‘normal condıtions’ ÖT theirOur confess1i0on Öf the ordshı1ıp of Christ 1S

the future confess.ıion of the unıverse (Ph Father’s home.
I 'T ’he Lord’s Supper 15 antıcıpatıon

of the wedding of the amb Rev 19 Mt In recent a  2 S50Me phılosophers Aave
tried. FO grapple ı the problems of the

‚Jesus sent hıs disciples out iınto the world modern wWoOr. Dy DTOCESS of what they call
wıth the instruections: NO ingdom of “‘deconstruction.. hAıs approach, whıch LS
God 15 NEear. Heal the sick, ralse the dead, NnO generally known DOostmodernısm,
cleanse those who have leprosy, drıve Out Dr Fazekas erıitieised OoLLOows
demons’ (Mt 10:70) With CVETYV restoratıon Postmodern er1iıtiıcs COTINE wıth the notıon of
Sl INa  n 1ın body, soul and spırıt, sround 15 °deconstruecetion). We oat 1n stream of
taken from Satan and Jesus 1s proved LO be scıentific, technical, philosophical, political
the tLrue Lord 'T he substantiation of the an theologıcal constructions. We Ca  _ ES$S-
‘Great Commi1iss1ıion’ authority 1ın CaDe the danger of totalızatıon only ıf
heaven an earth has een g1ven LO me’, deconstruect them 5 In fact, not only the
Mt 18{1) makes ıt clear that their m1ıssıon extreme of totalıtarıan regımes, but all af-
155 real CONqQqUES O1 the earth for the 1E W firmatıions about great news’ which claım
Lord of the world } 1 H6 fırst Christians, tO be absolute MUST be rejected. A War

jJust after theır baptısm 71 the Spirit, the whole has LO be declared 1n order that
promptly dıd such ‘unspirıtual’ thing the indiıvidual INaY NOT be regımented from
LO adopt communalısm 1n relation LO outsıide.
terjal xo0ds (Acts an ome old SETUC- From thıs it ollows logically that POST-
tures remaıned, but they WEeI’e SOOTIN made modernısm DULTS ıts hope In pluralısm. As
obsolete 1n the Church ÖOnesimus Was Lochman has shown, Immanuel Kant
olave soclally but al the Samnle tıme he W as opened NECEW path 1n the eighteenth
Iso ‘hbeloved brother‘’ 1n the ord (Pm CENTLUrY ıth hıs 1dea ö ego1sm Velr
16) Masters and slaves Were made equal agaınst pluralısm. He distinguıished log1
by the fact that both of them had the Samne cal ego1st who 0es NnOot need the OPINIONS
ord 1n heaven (Ep 6:9) of others, aesthetic ego1lst who 1S satıs-

. here 1S confusıon 1n theology Ver fied wıth hıs OW aste, moral ego1st who
apocalyptic. It 1S pre-Christian current wants hat 1S useful LO hım He pluralıst
which nOot only “‘uncovered’ the sıtuatıon thinks that of 1S OIl zl
(mostly 1n ymbols), but Iso trıed LO make INany an independent citizen.  20 'T’hıs

'Tallway tımetable’ for the future The princıple Was successfully applied 1n the
used it but made ‘antı apocalyptic Ca- western democracies an postmodern1ısm
lypse’ far tıme scheduling Was COINMN- extends the princıple of pluralıty LO the
cerned. (zod remaıns sovereıgn! OSse who CONSEQuenNtT relativıism of T1ie worldview.
1gnore these facts have created the puzzle “We understand postmodern1ısm STATte
of Millenialısm:; those who do not fre- ofadıcal pluralıty. ITruth; righteousness,
quently fall into the trap of eschatophobia. humanıty wiıll appear next tıme 1n the plu
Our hope 15 not ıwhen but that ‚Jesus 15 ral »21 ome postmoderniısts TUS 1ın the
COmM1INg agaın. T’he meanıng of hıs parousıa mMO Anything DOCS .. communal| aIl-
1S that he who 15 Lord de Jure a then isatıon Just solidarıity wıth the less able
become Lord O1 the Unıiverse de TACLO: an 15 NOt

clalısts. 297g2uired. It 15 o of SOINeEe SPDE-
111 gıve hıs Church the absolute satısfac-
t1ıon of reignıng wıth hım After the res- Jacques Derrıda entertaıns the iıdea of
urrectiıon of the dead he wıll jJudge all the Apocalypse.“* He affırms that modern-
beings an put final en LO Satan and al 15SM trıed LO W1N absolute superl1or1ty Dy /

evıl He 111 ead hıs Church iınto the Kıng- of the utlook of the Apocalypse the
dom of God, 81 1 hıs people 1n theır unveıling of the en:! Postmodernism Says
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that there 15 such en the enNn! of the ZUSLUS. There 1S hope for 1f do not
celass struggle, of philosophy, of God, of SEeE that somebody WAas vindıcated by the
subjects, of the WOT Derrida Wwants tO Spirıt’ an WO  b the by Z1V1INg hıs life

for others. He has become the Lord of thethıs Dy uUsS1ng the Apocalypse of John
iıtself. “T'’he Apocalypse’, he SaVYs, 1S Unıverse first of a ]] de Jure an finally de
empty broadcastıng, broadcastıng with- facto Hıs resurrectıion CannOot be erased.

T’here 1s hope for those wh SEE theOut MeESSascC. There 15 last jJjudgement,
there 1S truth T’he Apocalypse 18 the solution 1n “polytheısm”. T’hat 15 step
unveilıing of the unveilıng. T’he Apocalypse backward iınto the pre-Chrıistian er  <& ‚Jesus
Was nOt, 15 NnOt an 111 NOLT be Apocalypse has WO  ; the battle for 1l mankınd He who
now”? Not NO NOr Ver.  + Of COUFSC, rejects that victory SCOTNMNS hıs OW lıfe
must cons1ıder that Derrida wants LO decon- We have shown that atheısm, especlally
SEruct the complexity of the CONCcEPTL 1ın ıts political LOr created VaCuumn

‘Apocalypse’.“ Otherwise ONe (D“  } perce1lve 1C sucks everythıng wıth the label
ıth VeNn mınımal theologıcal owledge of ;Spirıt.. Postmodernism Says that thıs 1S
that he has turned the Apocalypse al .John acceptable because there 15 difference
upside oWwWwn I 1S precisely ‘°the book about between the gods. verybody should ave
the end/’. hıs OW: ıdol True, do nNnOLt want LO force

Postmodernism SsSEees IMNanYy faults of mod- faıth an yOoNE. But from OUu perspectıve
ernısm VE clearly and ıt advances e mMuUust SaYy that there 15 hope 1ın thıs
solutions. One of them 15 pluralısm. It SEeEeS V1eW of spirıtualıty. In OUFr tımes Aare
that the deology of totalızatıon Wäas pern1- agaın concerned wıth the gnostıc spırıtual-
C10US, especlally when the partıcular infor- Ity of the first CENTUFY,3 Was preach-
matıon Was connected hrough political ıng the seductiıve teaching: Physe:

LO ‘sclentific worldview/, which had SOzOomenOL saved DYy nature. According LO
LO be accepted under the threat of punısh- this WaY of thinking, ave In U spırıt
ment In thıs, postmodern1sm 1S rıght But the spark of eternal ı1fe I4 1S under the

CAaNNOL Jump firom OI extIreme LO the ashes but Ca  b be inflamed an become
other ıfe 1ın socı1ety 15 lıfe ıIn organısm. SOUT’Ce ofNn for We IMUST reject thıs
In thıs organısm MUST Stress the dıffer- idea because experıence DrFrOVES that 1t oes

I3 the partıcular members, but nNOLt work It 15 the Sarmne ıf INa  _ WerTre LO
Iso the unıty of the ole TIrue, modern- Cr y LO reach the INOONMN Dy usıng hıs legs LO
1SMmM In 1ts INalıy forms stressed kınd of ]Jump No! God has prepared for
unıty which led LO much violence. We Aare ‘rocket’ 1ın his Spaırıt: who takes a|] wh
individuals 7: have OU. God-g1iven differ- Are weak but who have entered iınto the ıfe

But Are Iso members of f the Spirıt of (iod (Ro S14
ganısm. To spo1l the organısm In the Name
of pluralısm WOU be fatal The Care of the Finally, the Conference WasSs addressed Oy
ole cannot be sımply the of SOINEe Dr Sannıkov, who0 outlined SOM.e of Fhe
experts. It 15 matter for al] its members. WUYS ın whıch secular hope had tried. an

Postmodern1ism SEES VeOrY ell that the faıled ın the Sovıet Unıon, an A0 Evan-
truth Cannot be expressed by single word gelıcal Christians (LTe called respond
The truth 15 many-sıded and many-col- the CFISLS ZC ıts collapse has ereated:
oured. We in the Church must Iso See that T’he en: of the found Christian the-
the truth 1S LOO oreat for OU.  — ımıted V1- ology standing before the challenge of
S10N. It 1S dangerous LO make partıicular EW realıty. “LEhe Berlin all had collapsed
truth iınto unıversal truth Thıs Was the an western Christianity SUu!  enly d1scov-
WaYV chosen by all the heresıi]es. Of COUFISEC, ered that the huge and hıitherto unexplored
this 0es NOT INean that INaYy o0k for the WOT behind the all W as nNnOot only m1S-
solution ın relatıvısm. De SustiOus o  e est S10 1e but 1ıt Iso contaıned efined
dısputandum, but the truth 15 INOTe than theqlogical culture wıth deep rOOLTS an S
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OW unıque character. the Old Testament these Varıous CONCEPTS
hıs theologıical culture, belonging LO the hope and ove Aare frequently

Evangelıical churches of Eastern Europe, 1S pressed 1ın words which COMeEe from COM-
st111 only weakly reflected 1n published INO  ; rOOLT ' ’hıs Samne combination Ca  > be

observed 1n Greek är Latın ellter1als. It 1S, INOTe than anythıng else,
theology of practıice opposed LO theory, T’herefore hope, being the foundatıon for
and O2  n be summed Dy usıng the CXPrES- the ex1ıstence of the personality, partıcu-
S107N f early Christilans: ‘We don’t ENSASEC Jarly manıfests ıtself 1n the lıfe, practice
In mental exerc1ıses, jJust l1ve 'The and theology of relig10us CONSCIOUSNESS.
church In the West has een awaıltıng thıs But for people lıving in post-Commu-
rch dynamıc realıty of theologıical exper1- nıst soclety, the cCategory of hope has
ENCeEe for long tiıme. speclal meanıng. In comparıson wıth West-

Kor an DEISOINL ‘'hope 15 basıc CONCEPT ern soclety, a]| those lıving Fa 0181 countrıes
of ex1ıstence. Human beings CAannot live lıve by hope. 'T’his 1sS true nNnOLt only of Evan-
wiıithout hope. It 1S5 NOLT for nothing that gelıcal Christlans, Russjan 0dOX
SaV ‘hope 1es last of a]1? Psychologists Catholics and other believers, but of 110O1-
confirm that ıf INa  } WerTe deprived of relig10us people ell What exactly do

have 1n mınd here?hope, hıs lıfe would COM LO en regard-
less of whether not that occurred 1n First of all, the ast has always set ıtself
actual fact Hope, 15 ell known, deter- par by its emphasıis meditation, IN YVS-
mınes personalıty LO be hat 1t 15 an 15 ıts t1ıcısm an transcendence ın ıts approach LO
distinguıishing eature. Erich Fromm Ade- life an by ıts eschatological expectatıon of
fines II OMO SDETANS, Person who beautiful, myster10us and unknowable
hopes, an attempts LO c<show that 6O hope ‘tomorrow’ than the INOTe practical West
15 the basıc condiıtlıon for being human The estern CONSCIOUSNESS, ase: Ro
being.?“ But only relig10us ontent makes INa  ® business miındedness, strıctness and
hope the clear and sUure basıs of ex1istence. order, Was always INOTe susceptible LO 5O-
For unbelieving INa  — hope 1S5 connected day’s problems. his has een evıdent 1 al
LO the instinct for self-preservation because spheres of the development ofestern and
ıf 15 based the values, the motıvatıng Eastern ciıviılızations.
actors an TresOurce of thıs mater1al ıfe T’he victory of hesychasm 1ın Byzantıum,
alone. irrel1ig10us INa  = Ca  ® depend which Was 'automatıcally’ transplanted LO
himself, other people, the laws of KRuss]la, curtaıjled the development NOt ON1y
nature, but he understands verYvy ell the of scholastiec an ratiıonal theology In (:
limıtations of the subject an object Öf hıs countrıes for INa y » but tragıcallyhope. Hope wıthout relıg10n 15 In ESSENCE influenced the development of soclo-politi-'horızontalk: 1lle at the Same tiıme the cal relatiıonships and slowed OoOWN the de
eschatological hope of the Old Testament velopment of capıtalısm and market
prophets, havıng become the personal hope relationships, because 1t concentrated the
of Christilan. 1S the ‘vertıical’” idea of attention of the indıv1idual an socıetysalvatıon. the eschatological hope of the COomı1ng kıng

FKor the Christlan, Christ crucıified, r1sen dom of (30d tearın hım aWAaV from the
an ascended iınto heaven forerunner reality of this life ® estern theology, ın
for a1] in the Kıngdom of Heaven 15 the the form ö1 it developed by medieval 1K
object of hope which ‘“enters the inner erS, SaVEC less attention LO hope 1n the
SaNCLUary behind the curtaın’ an kıingdom of (GGod than the apophatıcısm of
chor for the soul, IN an secure’ Heb the Kast, but it dıd NOt divorce thıs hope
6:19) T’hat that hope for the Y1S- from concretfe effort and practical actıvıty.
tıan 1S speclal 1Irm foundatıon for faıth It 15 sufficıent, In this regard, LO recall the
which manıfests ıtselfın love (1 Cor 13) progressive actıvıty of the Franciscans an
It 1S wonder that 1n the Hebrew text of other Mendicant orders.
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T’he heirs of the eastern emphasıs On the other hand, the SCONOINY 15
meditatıon Were the Marxısts an! CSPC- shattered that people, havıng lost al In
clally the Marxısts of Kuss]la, who 1ın the poss1ibilıty of finding stahle solution
distorted MIrTOr reflected the dreams of an al tiımes ven experl1encıng ıteral feel-
the people for the comıng of the Kıngdom Ings of starvatıon, lıve wıth the hope of
of Heaven I1 their teachıing the ereatıon ıracle. For example, when turn the Lap
of arthly paradıse here an NO an at iın the kıtchen Ca  . be SUre

a1iYy CcCOst. T’hey wanted LO ul kingdom whether water 111 flow from it NnNOt
of hope wıth violence an bloodshed, redis- Picking the telephone recelver, Ca  b

trıbuting the wealth of the COUNEFrYy they be SUTe that 111 hear dıal tone,
themselves Sa fit Marx elleve that waking 1n the mornıng Gr  b be
hıghly industrjialızed soclety could be SUure that the SaIimne government system 111
transformed iınto humanıstic on in be 1n place In the evenıng when LO bed
which the goal of all soc1lal effort would be And 1t has een for 1ve ın ]]
INa  > an nOot things an Russ]1an u_ of ıfe T’hıs 15 the iıdeal envıronment for
nısts ecıded LO NX thıs QOut In practice. lıfe ot hope. Here 1n practice 0)8l C  } dis-

In actual FaCL. COoMMUNI1ISM, EVEeN though whether NOLT despailr becomes the
1t rejected theism and relig10n, Was al ıts stimulus for hope.
ase rel1gz10us an sacral. T’he dream of But the hope of Christians who know
bulldıng commMuUunNnıst socjıety where all theıir Lord 15 something quıte different. It
would be well for became the 15 akın LO the hope of Abraham, IC 1S
drıving force motıvatıng the use of V1O- Aase! the unwaverıng revelatıon of (30d
lence. Hope ın "shinıng future’ became Gen - Therefore the Kvangelıcal
artıfıcıal substitute for genuıne Christian churches 1n post-communıst countrıes
hope. ** Of COUI'SC, thıs hope could nNOTt ead have always aser1ıbed great ımportance,
LO anythıng eXceDLt disappointment an dis- an Ven INOTe today, LO the under-
ıllusiıonment, because ın ıts EeSSEeNCE ı W as standıng of the ‘inerrant)’. For f
objectless an utoplan 1n nature, yet NEeV- the foundatıon of 1D11Ca Inerrancy 1S de-
ertheless it entered into the CONSCIOUSNESS stroyed, then Christian hope 111 become
of the INasses tO such degree that today ıt nothing better than ephemeral u_
1S VELY Cas Y for the INOST sımple of aVETraSE nıst utopıla. But havıng COINE through
cıtızens LO comprehend eschatological of persecutıon an ridicule aCCOUNT of
hope, despite the fact that m the aftermath theıir SSUTAanNnC 1n the Inerrancy of the Bı1-
of the disappoıntment wıth commuUn]ısm 1t ble, Christians of the former Sovı]et Unıon
1S XL Y diffieult LO believe that such hope Are equıpped LO offer theır socıety better
could possibly xısSt Consequently the 011 Hope’ Heb (:19) 'T ‘’hıs 15 NOt the hope of
for the development ar theology of hope the Old Testament which promised S00d-
1n post-communiıst countrıes W as quıte Ness an blessing 1 the and Gen 4  ’ | D
ell prepared beforehand. 2872138 Dt etc.), but this 1S5 real hope

But there 1S another aspect LO thıs prob- 1ın the resurrection of the dead (2 Cor L:
lem The contemporary political condiıtion ın the Just Judgment of God 159 an
of ()art soclety 15 eadıng almost LO 1n the eternal Kıngdom of Heaven 2 Peter
despair and 1s forcing them LO live by hope. LAT) ven though here earth, ave
In the polıtıcal of almost COUN- INOTe goodness and blessing than people
Lr y of the former Soviıet Unmnmon real who Aare ofthıs WOT. (Mt 9:28-29) Takıng
centrıstıic 1S evıdent 4 ( 15 capable a]] this into consıderation earthly suffer-
OT balancıng the polarızed polıtıcal forces Ing, deprivations and ack Are accepted
and of keeping soc]lety from the extreme of from the Lord LO old bellever
limitless reedom and ‘anything goes’ for the etern1ty whiıich 15 ahead (1 Peter

1:6-9)from the opposıte Eextreme of authoritarı-
anısm an dictatorshiıp. Such understanding of the foundatıon
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Ps ig Jer 1218 ‚JJob 13:15 E instance ofand object of hope for Christianity 1n pOST- resurrection 15 OUN! 1n Dn {1a5ommunıst soclety which hes beyond the

boundarıes of ıfe thıs earth NONe the Bardtke,Hoffnung, RGG ILL, 416
3-16; Is 2:6-21 @:3 Bardtke, H,less 1 ves direction LO that life; 1t leads LO 416

cleansıng from SIN and sanctificatıon @ Jn Is 2 1E 19-25 In addıtion, the future Mes.
sıah ll be 1g. for the Gentiles, that yOUu IMNaYy88 1n people together through love

ol 14550 produces maturıty ın the mı1ıdst r1ng salvatıon tO the ends of the earth‘, Is
49  ©Xofsufferıng Rom 1-5), strengthens 1n the Sam S:5IE: Ps 1 8:8: 146:3; Hos 13:10

unflinching achıevement of goals Heb Dt 1E:18: Sam 1A49
6:11) an INcreases ]JOYVY Rom 5i1-2) and Is Yıl-4d; 14:9; Dn T3C© B>» 0O6 (50d kıngdom COU. oNly OMMe when Israel W asboldness (2 Cor 3:12-1:8) It 15 hope which
SErTVES the foundatıon for fruntful labour completely obedient LO the u  Law Hoffmann ın

1n od’s harvest field CI Cor Dictionary ÖL INT T’heology, Z 1986, 221
10 Rom 4°18) Cor 9:10; Peter 3:16 Rom 8:24; &%)

T’herefore theological hope for pOosSt-com- 1 1ıtus Z U Heb 6:158
munıst soc]ıety 0es NnOot rest theoreti1- Conzelmann, Hoffnung, 1n RGG 114 1959,

4158cal ase made of the pPphilosophical 42reasonıng of Moltmann Bloch, but the Barth. ogmaltı. L Grundriss, 194 7, 1272
13 auffer, Die T’heologıe des NTS, 1945, 120divıne SOUICE, the Biıble the Irre- ‘Love 1S5 the antıcıpation of the perfection of the

proachable revelatıon of God, and the ingdom of God, 16 oes NOt eed an y
immutable realıty 1: lıfe, which had change.’, Souk, ad Epistoly Kolosenskym.,

194 7, 77 OoOme SaVYy that the term menel has LOsnatched AW aV from the Church al | possible
hope 1ın ıfe here earth Therefore (L be understood ONLy 1n relatıon LO charısmatic

phenomena, Conzelmann, Der erste F LEEvangelıcal movement discovered Moaolt- dıe Korinther, 1969, but the Context
mann’s ideas for iıtself at the beginnıng of shows clearly the eschatologıical ıne: 1n pDart,
the thirty yecar per10d leadıng tO the perfection (v. In part, ully (vV. 13) Ur

Wendland, Diıe Briıefe dıe Korıinther, 1954,S7 an PUL them into practıce bDy {1rmly
placıng theıir hope 1n Christ. 107 ( Carson, Showing the SPDIrIk, 198/7,

15 0 aDPEATS then that faıth, hope and 1ove.The experıence f history and the lıfe these three, remaın. T’hey eternal, €.  d-experlı1ence of INanYy indıyıdual people est1- ent virtues.‘
1es LO the advantage f Christianity Ver 15 It 15 ıke the deed f Abraham, who bought SOIMieE

other relig10ns Ven from the posıtıon of property for url sıte before the CONques of
humanıstıec c.vilızatıon, 1.ee from the point the land (Gn 23:4)

16 Out of couple of erses In Rev 2() the oleO1 1eW of the development of eCONOMI1CS theory of the ıllennium W as developed, and
an technology. In addıtion, Evangelıca the prophecies about the Ne  S earth WeTIe

pressed into thıs fiframework. But how do geLlChristianıty offers AaASSUuramnce of salvatıon
the r1g. LO pDut them here, NOt ın Re DAathrough the indwellın wıtness of the Holy

Spurit: Christ sald, a Came that they miıght The ogreat puzzle 15 whether the parousıa wıll
befiore after the Millennium., andhave lıfe, and have 1t LO the Maill- (Jn whether the rapture of the Church 111 be before

In thıs and only ın thıs Hes hope for the after the parousıa when 111 the Petrine
con{flagration (B Pe 3: 10{2.) happen? aSTee wıthcountrıes of the post-communı1st WOT

Therefore OUr present task 1S LO develop Carson that one should dıstinguish be:
anı LO put OWN 1n wrıtten form the theol- ween hıstorıic premillenarıanısm dispensa:

tional premiıllenarıanısm. 'T’he latter 1S much
f hope* 1C ex1ists In OUu churches ILLOIEe g1ven LO dates But LO tiıme-schedulıng,

a al the Sarne tiıme LO continue actıvely the dıiffers substantlally irom Jewish Cd-
yptic, must NOoLt sSee the maın INECSsSasc ofLO labour LO spread the X00d NEeWs of hope

for ‘the tiıme 1sS near’ Rev }  9 T7
eschatology tiıme-scheduling.

ome theolog1ans 1in that 1n the Millennıium
empire of Inecondıtions 111 be

Notes establıshed CH Fritzsche, IV, 419) and
thev evaluate 1T VE posıtıvely. But such
evaluatıon ar exegetical foundatıon.etr Pokorny, 0OSse Vesell, T’he Perspective of

LL (ın Czech), 1991, 13{ff. 18 Derrida, quoted by Lochman,
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19 Lyotard, Was ıst postmodern?, quoted by ndıivıidual DETISONM and for the Church As ole

chman, See Moltmann, eology of Hope, New AMOTE.
() Anthropologıe ın pragmatischer Hinsıiıcht, 1964; elıgıon, Revolutzon an the Future, New

quoted Dy Lochman, 677 York, 1969, eic
31Z Wolfgang elsch, Unsere postmoderne Moderne, For INOTeEe detaıled discussıon of these ideas, sSece

1994, 19 Vladımir 0SS. T’he Mystical T’heology OF the
DA Ölle, CIt.; quoted ın Lochman, Eastern Church, London, 1957 and CAMEe-

In hıs book Avnokalypse, Graz-Wien, 1985 INaNN, T’he Hıstorical oad of Eastern rtho-
According LO Welsch, CIt 65f. doxy

3°25 Ibıd The TIG influence of Christianity, and CSDE-
26 ‘We MUST usSse aTt least LWO words ir want TO C1 of Protestantism, the development of

speak the truth accurately’, Köberle, Diıe market relatıonships 1C has guaranteed the
Rechtfertigung und Heılıgung, 1929, 2892 steady Progress of Western countrıes W as clearly
Max er 1n elsch, cıt 1092f. SL-HO demonstrated Dy Max er 1n hıs classıcal
opposıte of the ratıonalısm of the ethical kınd f works, T’he Protestant Ethic an the Spirıt of
ıfe 15 thıs polytheism OQur task 15 LO traın 1n Capıitalısm and T’he Economiıic Ethics of World
polytheısm, ın spıte of the wıshes of monothe- Kelıgıions.
15M 33 See Anton1ıo SOos1nN, Portrety suvJatykh, 1-2, Mi-

28 TIC Fromm., Revolut:zon of Hope In this work lano, 198 7/
the well-known psychologıst defines analy- analysıs of Marxist theory from thıs poınt of
ses 1n eitfal the phenomenon of ope’, V1eW W as made DYy the well-known Russ1ian phı1-
ShoOows that hope 15 the maın condıtion of eing. losopher orky, 1n hıs last wOork, Oshibkı genıl
+ 15 internal readıness, IC hıle under samıye opDasnıye The Miıstakes of (renıus (ATre
ensı0n ST1 15 characterısed DYy undiıssipated, the Most Dangerous), Moskva, 1995 More than
internal actıveness.’ (p 228) else, ıt. WAas Ernst Q who, In Das

2Q ese terms WerTe sed by Leo AaecC 1ın Judaısm Prıinzıp Hoffnung, trıed LO infuse Marxısm wıth
an Chrıstianıity developed Dy Teilhard de the princıple of hope

35Chardın 1n T’he Future of Man On the role of despair, cf. Kıerkegaard, Sıck-
3() T’he super1or1ty of Christian hope Was redis- NLess UNLO ea

covered ın OUr time Dy Jürgen Moltmann who 36 T’he Christian Callıng ın Fhe odern OT Pa-
relıed the works of Ernst OC (e.g. Das per No al the I’heologıcal Consultation of the
Prinzip offnung others who eiende: the OTr Kvangelıcal Fellowshıip, 09-14 DL 1996
COMMNMMON Chrıistian understandıng of hope the al an Hope for the Future.
maın drıving force of ıfe and thought for the
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