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tıon LO RA Wa agalınst touchıng an vyvone (Say, the
hıs 1S 1n princıple dıfferent from the demon-possessed) agaınst overdoing the

consıderations all engage ın all the time. prayer ministry! Rather ıt (ın the lıght
of the contexX agaınst superficıLallyWhom AT tOo invıte preacher?— as callıng an ordaınıng unfıt elders iınto m1n-

guest lecturer?— as ass0oclate professor? 1Sstry. Because ın o1ng S'  E you/1l make
Wıth whom would feel SECUTE Jolınıng yourself responsıble for elr S1NS.

Camıpus mıiss1ions? Wıth whıich pub- sunesthıein not meanıng the modern us1-
lıshıng houses would release thıs an ESS lunch, probably (ın view!) nOoL EeVEeN

that book together? Is hıs ers theır meanıng the fellowshıp of the ucharıst,
1eW baptısm problem? On SCX before but rather the AaW SOINlE denotatıon of the

eatıng ogether ın almost anı Y ulture 1nmarrıage? On the Lord’s Supper? On the
hıstory eXcept the Western that yVou Call-ESSEIICE of atonement? On the 1ItS of the
not eal ıth VOUTr 9 an YOUu chareSpirıt? On the minıstry of healıng? On the

Bıble’s inerrancy? On perdıtıon annıhl- the fate and doings of VOUT meal mate The

latıon? 1SsSue 1S agaın that Vou should nNnOLT, cshare In
the SINS of the heretic, but keep yourselfAskıng such quest1ions 15 exactly ‘the PUTe

costly love of church discipline”. One maJor In Danısh ıt. mMay only be pronounced ıth
dıfficulty 1S, however, that EeVEel askıng eel.

15 often being mısunderstood CONMN- Strictly speakıng thıs o0es nOL. deal ıth
demnatıon of others for unbelıef, because the belıef 1n resurrection, but the fact of

ave een nurtured wıth ecumenı1cal resurrection. But cannot read the ontext
otherwiıse than countıng belief ın the Ur -chiches about fellowshıp an partnershı1ıp rection Cornerstone In Chrıstjian COIl-ıth all hrıstlans, matter the degree vıctiıon.

of doectrinal discrepancy. thıs 1S5 nOot Thıs does nOot, (apart from ere
wıthout reasoll, of COUTSEe ese chliches distinguıish between heresy and schısm.
Iso CXPTCSS sound attıtude of repent- ctually it should!—but I’m avoıdıng 1t. for
AaNCce, because ın all the centurıes before 1e4S0OIl thatl become clear.
the ecumenıcal movement an Yy doetrinal LO the true unıty of the Church ıt. 1S5

enough LO aASTCC concern1ıng the doectrinediscrepancy has een the for fanatı-
of the Gospel and the admınıstratıon ofec1sm and condemnatıon. Still, superfi- the Sacraments. Nor 1s it. NECESSATY thatCal cliches only they leave wıth lıttle

abılıty LO distinguıish between dıfferent lev- human tradıtions, that 1S, rıtes Ceremo-
nlıes, instituted by INECI, should be CVEels of dıversıty and dıfferent levels of part- where alı As Paul SayS., One faıth, ONe

nershıp hıs 1S because they do not s<olve Baptısm, ONeEe (10d an! Father of all, eitc
anythıng; they jJust ıt Eph 4,

10 Personally ave exper1enced ON paınful
sıtuatıon where TOtLNers (influenced DyNever wıthout scruples theologıan from another country) felt forced

Who (  ; work hıs WaY through such A W @- LO wıthdraw from an y spiırıtual fellowshıp
ıth the rest of u EVEeNN refusıng DTaYVSOMMEeE top1Cs an face such responsı1bıilıty ogether ıth UuS-— s1nce ere WeTe doectr1-wıth total self-confidence? strongly belıeve nal (minor'!) dıfferences between u  9 and

that healthy Christian Ca do ıth- they WerTe convınced that they therefore
out SCVEITE scruples, both when it LO COU not OW themselves LO DTaYy wıth
how tOo dıstinguısh properly, and when ıt Much LO eır astonıshment S for-

LO one’s OW: doctrinal posıtıon. eıgn eolog1an at the end of the day Iso
efused LO Pray ıth them, SINCE they also

Oootnotes held shıghtly dıfferent Op1nN10Ns.

Carson: "T’he Gagging of God,
Zondervan, Michigan 1996, D3

Carson 19906, 16
Tim 2:8

As understand thıs warnıng, ıt. does not.
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and orıgınal contrıbution LO OUuUTr understandıng of thıs maJor epıstle and ıts contemporary relevance.
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of the cholars, Dastors, anı students (LT, Are all NO MmAassıvely LO Tony Thıiselton for
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ifivangelicals and the KRoman Catholic Church
SIince Vatıcan I1
Kva Iiıkale und dıe römisch-katholische Kırche
seıt de weılen Vatıkanum
Les evange Uues et glıse catholıque deputs
Vatıcan

de Chırıco

RESUME dıalogue et faıt reference Fro1s
documents Le dıalogue evangelıque-

(CJet essal analyse les reactıons catholıque Su. la 1ssıon }}

evangelıques catholıcısme d’apres qul SILLUL la deeclaratıon de Lausanne et
Vatıcan Dans Ia premıere partıe, Evangelıı nuntiandı >} exte etudıe les
’auteur presente le ravaıl de Frois points d’‘'ınteret COMINMNUN Aans le domaıne
theologıens, dont les orıentatıions Sont de la 1ssıon << Perspectives evangelıque
globalement consıderees SUr le catholıcısme D de ’Allıance

Evangelıque Mondıale, document quLevangelıques. Pour Gerrıit Berkouwer,
la question erucıale quı separe les exprıme l’espoitr de rapprochements futurs,
catholıques et les evangelıques es:  t plus MAaLSs econsıdere QUEC les lıgnes de separatıon
la doctrine de Ia grace, MALS la question SONLT LOUJOUFS ıen place el le document

amerıcaıin Evangelıques et catholıquesecclesiologıque et pneumatologıque 117
appelle WCUMENISME realıste D ensemble et SO  z prolongement
Pour Davıd Wells, le ecatholıcısme d’apres FO don du salut J} (GOS KCT I1I), quı
Vatıcan est dıivise euUuX branches, affırme etre UunNne AvAanNncCEeE ımportante Ders

UunNnNe comprehensıon COMINUÜUNE du salut.tradıtionalıste et progressiste, quı
SoNnLT Juxtapnposees laıssant d’ımportantes L’auteur evalue enfin les dıfferentes
questions theologıques SAnNns reponse. Wells optıons etudıees. Il presente le dıalogue
DFODOSE une approche prudente et UNe necessıte, MALS qu ıl

faut evıter les dangers 0DDOSES duattentıve. Hebert Carson est plus reserve
DOUF [uL, le catholıieisme reste retranchement et de l’aspıratıon ’unıte.
essentiellement trıdentın.

La deuxıeme partıe est consacree

USAMMENFASSUNG forderte eıne realıstısche Okumene). Davıd
Wells S(L den römıschen Katholızısmus
ach dem zweıten Vatiıkanum ın eıneDer Artıkel dıskutiert evangelıkale

Reaktıonen zu römıschen Katholızısmus tradıtionelle und eıiıne progressıwe Lınıe
ach dem zweıten Vatıkanum. Im ersitien aufgespalten, dıe derart nebeneinander
eıl werden dıe Beıträge UVO.  e rel standen, Aass wıichtıige theologıische

Fargen unbeantwortet blıeben. WellsTheologen betrachtet, deren Posıtıonen
als relatıv repräsentatıv ınnerhal des unterstutzte eine abwartende Haltung.
Evangelıkalısmus gelten. Gerrıit Herbert Carson nahm eıne vorsichtıgere
Berkouwer Sa den entscheidenden Punkt Haltung Lın der Überzeugung eın, der
zwıschen römıschen Katholıken und römısche Katholızısmus sel weıterhıin
Evangelıkalen DO  > der Lehre UVO  s der wesentlıich trıdentinısch.
Gnade auf ekklesiologısch- Der zuwelte eıl dıskutıiert eıne Phase des
pneumatologısche Fragen’ übergehen und Dıalogs Uunter erwels aufrel Dokumente
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(englısche Orıginaltıtel LN der englıschen und Kathaolıken gemeınsam) miıt enm
Zusammenfassung): ‘Der evangelıkal— Folgedokument ‘Die abe des Heils;,
römısch-katholıische Dıalog Missıon,, das deutliche Fortschrıitte auf dem Wege
der em Lausanner Verpflichtung Nn eiınem gemeınsamen Verständnıis der
Evangelı nuntiandı folgte nd Aspekte Lehre UVO Heıl propagıerte.
gemeınsamen Interesses Lın der 1sSsıon Der Autor bewertet abschlıenlend dıe
untersuchte; das Dokument KEvangelıkale Optionen der rel untersuchten
Z römısch-katholischen Kırche) der Posıtıonen. Er verteidıigt Dıialog als
WLF, das Hoffnung auf weltere notwendıg£, denkt aber, Ass dıeser dıe
Annäherung ausdrückte, ber dıe gegensätzlıchen Gefahren DO  S Abgrenzung
trennenden Lıinıen als ach IU LE DOr und Einheitsbestrebungen vermeıden
deutlıch vorhanden sah; und das mußn
amerıkanısche Dokument Evangelıkale

Vatıcan I1 (1962-1965) 1S wıdely regarded evangelıcal AaWaTrTeNess ofthe Catholie ıden-
ONe of the MOST. sıgnıfıcant events of the tıty

Twentieth CENTUFY. Besıde the immense
11 Gerrit Berkouwerınfluence exerted Catholie theology and

lıfe, the Councıl which has brought agg1lo0r-
namento’ LO the Roman church, has Iso represents sıgnıfıcant locus of
stirred evangelıcals LO 'aggıornamento’ In Berkouwer’s work dogmaticıan. Aparttheir perceptıon and evaluatıon of Roman from the three specıfıic books devoted LO 16Catholieism (henceforth RC) Following Even hıs eighteen volume SeEer1es of ‘Studies
Vatıcan IL, deeply entrenched PFeECONCCD- In Dogmatics’ bears wıtness TLO hıs cConstant
tıons whiıich had accompanıed centurıes an ın-depth interaction ıth Catholic the-
of confess1onal CONtroversy and polemical Ol0ogZy which J: long per10 of tiıme
attıtudes WEeTe questioned DYy reinV1gor- both precedıing an followıng Vatıcan I1 AÄAs
ated Catholie1ism which forced non-Cath- far the Councıl 1S concerned, Berkouwer
olıcs LO reposıtıon theır stance owards had first-hand experlıence officıal
ıt. The hıstory of the last forty observer behalf of the ‘(‚ereformeerde
1S the STOTY of how the challenge LO Kerken’ whıich gave Nn1se LO the wrıtingethınk Evangelıcal-Catholic relatıonsh1ıps of hıs book The Second Vatıcan Councıl
has een worked Out DYy evangelıcals ın and the New Catholicism EVEeN thoughthe lıght of the LLEW phase ınaugurate al the proceedings of the Councıl wWerTrTe st1l1
the Councıl an presents the opportunıty 1n pProgress and the LWO maın eccles10-
LO reflect the erıterı1a of the evangelıcal logıcal documents (‘Lumen (Jentium: and
iınvolvement In the ques for unıty INn the G(Gaudıum et Spes’) had nNnOot vet een
present-day ecumenıcal SCeENATIO. approved.

According LO Berkouwer, Vatıcan 11 1S
Evangelical Evaluations of heavıly iındebted 1ın ıts motivatıons an OYT1-

atıcan entatıons LO the ‘Nouvelle theologıe) which
he had already surveyed 1ın hıs 1958 book

'The task of SUrveyıng the varıety of EVAaN- Recent Developments Lın Roman Catholıc
gelıcal resSpoONSeEeS LO the Councıl clearly Thought In thıs respect, the Councıl miıght
S0OEeS beyond the of thıs section whiıich be thought of being the caut.ıous accept-111 be ımıted TLO three theologians which AanNCce, even ıth tensıons and conflıects, DYyave dealt ıth ıt qaT length an 1n detaiıl. the ofhfic1al Church of the agenda proposeThe choi1Cce, though certaınly selective an by the 1EW theolog1ans which had een
somewhat arbıtrary, 1S perhaps indicatıve opposed Dy the Cur1a ın prev1ousofdıfferent evangelıcal readıngs of Vatican The NeW Catholieism’ that Berkouwer
11 which have 1n turn contrıbute TO NEW eNV1sages stems Iirom the decısiıve ımput
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of the ‘N ew theology wıth ıts call LO °res- pointed Out the progressıive eros1ion of ıts
theologıcal profile an has pleaded forsourcement’, that 15 reapprecıatıon of bıb-

lıcal an patrıstıc SOUT'CEC5S, and ‘agg10rna- urgen FreCOVeELY of the of (:0d the
mento’, attıtude marked by ODECN- bıblıcal (10d It has LO be remembered, how-
eSsSs$s owards inner renewal an ne  < WAaYS GVeL; that 1n the Seventies, Wells WAas Olle

of relatıng ıth the world In Berkouwer’s of the few evangelıcal theolog1ans 9TapP-
v1eW, contemporary Catholice1ism 15 exper1- plıng ıth Roman Catholie1ism ın the aliter-
encıng NEeW interpretatıve phase‘’ of ıts math of the Counscıl. In later9Wells’
ıdentıty though the outcome of such PFOC- focus has progressiıvely turned LO another
eESS 15 rather unpredictable. What aAaPPEATS field of research, namely Evangelıcalısm
LO hım MOST ımportant ATe the Nne  S itself, and thıs INOVE has left sıgnıfıcant
emphases endorsed by the Councıl the Sap I evangelıcal reflection
eccles1al self-awareness and ecclesiologıcal Out of a ]] of Wells’ works R  ’
self-understandıng ofthe Catholıiec Church. Revolutıon ın Rome® ell epıtomı1ses
The insıstence the c  pılgrım Church‘’ evangelıcal of puzzlement before the

the eschatologıical congregatıon of the ‘aggıornamento’ proposed by the Counscıl.
The maın thrust of hıs readıng of thepeople of G0od introduces dynamıc ele-

ment 1n the tradıtıonally statıc and 1er- Councıl 1s the observatıon that Vatıcan I1
archıical perception of the Church whıich SOINE strategıc poınts LO endorse
has bearıng (1) the reinterpretatıion ‘mutually incompatıble theologıes’,* OlNle
of the Cyprlanıc dietum “eXFra. ecclesıam conservatıve, the other progressıve, ONeEe

restatıng tradıtion, the other pushıngnulla salus’, (2 the recognıtıon of other
churches outsıde of Rome, (3) the OIl- beyond tradıtion. These LWO conflıcting
sıderatıon of the unchangeabiılıty of dogma tendencıles Canl be found everywhere ın the
an (4) the role of magısterl1al authorıty. concıllar EXTS (partıcularly In the CAase of
If hıs pre-Vatıcan I1 Conflıct ıth Rome ‘De1 Verbum: an “Lumen Gentium) and

contrıbute LO shapıng of ıts overall theol-centred the gulf between catholıc and
protestant theologıes concern1ıng the doc- O marked by unmıstakably Catholhie
trıne of STraCle, hıs ost-Vatıcan L1 New ‘both-and’ pattern. Confronted wıth the
Catholıcısm revolves around The eccles]1- ınherent stereophony ıf nNnOot cacophony of
astical-pneumatologıcal 1ssue’ C: L17, Vatıcan IL, that the Councıl
ıth partıcular reference LO the nature of has practised the ‘'Juxtaposiıtion of ideas’ 1ın
the guarantee of the of the pırı such WAaVYV that the reception an inter-
1ın the Church. Of COUTSEC, Berkouwer 1S pretatıon of the final redaction of the doc-
fully these NEW emphases do nOot uments Can be traced both along tradı-
replace old ONeSs but ATe sımply added LO tional lınes ell along INOTeE 1INnNnNnoO-

vatıve ONes Before such dısplay of catho-the tradıtional Roman Catholiec outlook,
thus makıng the ecumenıcal agenda ıth he dıalectics, the maın problem In comıng
Rome easıer the ONe hand but INOTE LO ST1PS ıth 15 hermeneutical ONEC,
nuanced ONe the other Before such namely which interpretatıon 1S correct”?,
Sscenarı10, Berkouwer calls for reahstıic °how do interpret”? (32-33), which 1S5 all

liınked LO the 1SSue of magıster1a]l authority:ecumenicıty’ 250)— an ecumenı1cıty whiıich
would past polemical attıtudes ‘who speaks for Rome today? 10) From
whıiıle waltıng further developments wıthın the outlook of Vatıcan 1L, Rome aD PDCAIS

LO have ‘divided m1ınd’ the titles of
the chapters of Revolutıon Lın Rome clearly

Davıd ShOWS: ‘Authority: ınward outward”?,
G(0d ın the earthly heavenly eIty 7

In recent ’ Davıd Wells has een ‘Christianıity: broad definı-
undertakıng trenchant crıt1ique of dıf- tion?”, ‘the Church the people the
fuse trends wıthın contemporary Amerıcan pope?'. In Wells’ 0OpP1IN10N, the Councıl DTrO-
Evangelıcalısm. Shapıng hıs analysıs ın vokes nothıing but gefT, of questions that

110y of substantıal works,“ has remaın unanswered but CAannoL be left
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unanswered. The book testihes to the EVAall- Stan EVEeN when he iınteracts wıth dıffer-
gelıcal perplexıty 1n cComıng LO terms ıth ent. phases of recent Catholic hıstory and
the complexıty of the Catholiec mındset. theology Whereas Berkouwer an Wells
The 1SSue, though, 1S whether the problem sShOow degree of suspens1on of jJudgement
hes ıth the Catholıic idıosyncratıic outlook In dealıng ıth the event and the outcome

ıth the defectiveness of the evangel- of the Councıl, Carson reads ıt ın erms of
1cal epistemologıcal apparatus In dealıng the semper eadem) thesıs, that 15 the theo-
ıth In other words, hat the evangel- logical structure of MaYy ave changed
ical Wells perce1lves ‘divided m1nd’, the In ıts linguistic coverıng but not 1n ıts fun-
Catholic theolog1an would admıre the damental orJentatıon. According LO hım, ın
‘“Catholıc mı1ınd’ capable of bypassıng the spıte of all appearance suggesting dıffer-
apodıctic tendencıes of heretical thought ently, post-Vatıcan 11 has 1ın WaYV
by reducıng them tO partıcular emphases modıfi1ed ıts trıdentine, antı-Reformatıon
inserted ınto wıder whole Moreover, stance for the sımple Te4sons that, fiırstly,
the state of filux that Wells eNvısages In ıt has not. formally and openly abandoned it
post-Vatıcan I1 Catholie1sm INaYy not be and, secondly, the 1E W teachıng Ca  e be fully

harmon1ısed ıth the old wıthout subvert-emporary Compromıse between contrast-
ıng forces waltıng for final solution but Ing ıf eferring LO the 1991 Catechiısm but
rather the Catholie stable yet dynamıc analogous comment could be extended
pattern whiıich enables the system LO hold LO the ocuments of the Second Vatıcan
together dıfferent elements whıch other Councıl), Carson observes that The tone
theologıcal ori1entatıons consıder tO be INay be frıendlier, an the presentatıon
incompatıble. Before the interpretatıve INOTE acceptable LO late twentieth-century
CTUX of Vatıcan IL, propounds for readers, vet the decrees of Trent AT st111
the V1IEW that the Councıl depicts tem- there’, partıcularly far transubstan-
TV and transıent balance which 111 tıatıon, Justificatıon DYy faıth and ga-
eventually lead LO the affırmatıon of Olle LOTFY AT concerned.‘ The inevıtable conclu-
DAarty OVeLr the other sımılar ‘waıt-and- S10N of such readıng 15 that ıf Rome 1S
sSee approach pursued Dy Berkouwer 1S semper eadem, the evangelıcal approach
Iso advocated Dy Wells for whom, after to 11 be 'semper eadem) ell It
Vatıcan 1L, ‘the stereotype of Catholıc 1S apparen that Carson’s analysıs lacks
theology held by Manı y evangelıcals has al] ecumenıcal subtleties an IMNaYy Iso
een rendered obsolete and iırrelevant’ an SEETIN overtly flattened V1eW of hıghly
Evangelıicals AT 1n eed LO costrue complex realıty but hıs basıc arguments,
NEeW apologetic’ 1n theır understandıng of surely 1n eed of refinement, Cannot hbe
Catholiceism.® easıly diısmıssed. In fact, they AaASSUMe the

foundatıonal role of the Councıl of ren
Herbert Carson far the shape of catholıc dogma 1S

concerned an they indıcate the practical
In order LO gaın wıder perspectiıve unchangeabıilıty of hat has een preVvIl-
the evangelıcal interpretatiıons Vatıcan ously stated DYy the magısterıum, 1n spıte
IL, braef comment INay be made of theologıical development which augment
TINOTE popular attempts LO a4aSSess trends ıt but whiıich 0es nNnOot reform ıt.
wıthın contemporary Catholicısm. In the
British , Herbert Carson’s wrıtiıngs S®eAso(NS of dialogue

ell represent the less academıc
In the alilterma: of the Second Vatıcanbut strongly apologetic WaYV of theolog1ızıng

which 1S one 1n SOTNE evangelıcal ciırcles Councıl (1962-1965) and the Berlın
which AT chiefly motivated DYy evangelıs- Congress 1ssıon (1966), the prevıously
tıc concerns.® Hıs 00 Cathohe1ism scant an suspicl1ously framed relatıon-
6a be consıdered sıngle, revised and sh1ps between Cathohes and Evangelıcals
updated work whose maın interpretatıve rece1ved ne  < impulse. 'The connectjons
TUS an theologıcal er1ıt1que remaın COIN- between ese LWO events Alte nNnOot. rect,
28 EuroJTh 10:1
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of COUTSEC, 1ın the that ONe 1S5 nOot the (83), especlally the role of the belıeving
of the other an 1Ce’but both communıty ın the task of bıblıcal inter-

stem from parallel red1scovery of zeal pretatıon, the sıignıfıcance of the work of
for evangelısm. hıs sımılar M1SS10NAary Chrıst, the doectrine of SIN and marı1o0logy
agenda enabled both constituencles LO find On the whole, while the theological weıight
po1ınts of CO  NCEe, al least shared of ERCDOM 1S relatıve an 1n eed of
9 ın theır attempt LO implement INOTe sustaıned effort, ıt nonetheless
the Nne  S v1isıon for 1SsS10n. However, ıt eflects the search for methodology of
took another decade before the first results dialogue based mutual respect and COIN-
of the changed cliımate began LO become mıtment LO recıprocal lıstenıng. The first-
visıble 1n DE W owards dialogue frunt of the Nne  < SCAaSoN WAas emerg1ing
between divided Christjans devoted LO the attıtude which 1S progressively becomıng
M1SS10NATY less hostile an INOTe constructive.

ERCDOM The dialogue between and
the Pontifical Councıiıl for Promoting

The colincıdence between the publıcatıon Christian nıty
of the ‘Lausanne Covenant’ (1974) and
aul VI’s apostolic exhortatıon ‘kvangelı Another sStream of iınteractiıon between
Nunt:andı (1975) 18, In fact, the proxımate Evangelıcals and Cathohes after Vatıcan

I1 has INOTE offic1al profile ın that 1t.of plıoneer1ıng inıt.ıatıve motivated
by the COINIMMNON interest 1ın mıssıon and has involved representatıves of the World
almed al osteriıng theologıcal dıialogue Evangelıcal Fellowshıp an the Pontifical
the 1SsSue. Between 1977 an 1984, ın fact, Councıl for the Promotiıon of Chrıistian
Catholic an Evangelıcal representatıves nıty It has tO borne 1ın mınd that

15 not part of the agenda untiıl themet for thıs unoffhcıal dialogue whose ECU-
menı1cal goal W as LO provıde inter-con- 1978 Seventh General Assembly held In
fess1onal forum for SeEr10uUs mi1ss1ologıcal Hoddesdon (UK) On that 0CCAaSl1on, the
debate. signıfıcant role Was played DYy of LWO Catholıic observers an
John Stott an Basıl Meekıng who EVEN- theır greeting from the platform

st1r Iın the Assembly an sparkedtually drafted an publıshed report of
the debate OVeTr the 1SSue of hat EVall-“"The Evangelıcal-Roman Catholic Dıalogue

1ss1o0n’ CDOM).® The repo 1S gelıcal approac owards post-Vatıcan 11
faıthful record of the ıdeas shared’ 41) 1n Catholice1ism should be followed.? After the
which briefexposıtıon of both posıt1ons 15 1978 Assembly, appoınts of ask

HKorce 1ın 1980 whiıich recelves mandate LOfollowed DV the indıcatıon of poınts of 1sa-
greements ell of agreements. study afresh Roman Catholıiec theology and
In rather descrıptive fashıon, ERCDOM practıce and LO produce document whiıich
starts wıth "T'he nature of m1ıss1ıo0n’ and would provıde evangelıcal analysıs of
ends ıth "The possıbılıtıes of COININON whıiıle consolıdatıing evangelıcal unıty

In fact, the 1986 ‘Evangelıcal Perspectivewıtness’, passıng through the unavoıdable
sectıon regardıng “CThe church and the 90OS- Roman Catholieism’! represents the
pel’ where the dıfference between evangel- first and perhaps the only) authorıtatıve
1cals and catholics Out INOTeEe clearly. evangelıcal statement after Vatıcan I1 and
The partıes involved recogn1ıse that ‘deep reflects standard yet persisting evangel-

1cal OVeLr foundatıonal aspectstruths unıte’ (82-83) and, far certaın
fundamental doctrines AT concerned, their of Cathol1ec doectrine such marı10lo0gy,
understandıng 1S ““dentical Ve. S1IM- authorıty In the church, the PAaPDaClcY and
1lar‘ 88) LO the po1ın of admıtting that infallıbılıty, Justificatıon, sacramentalısm
the walls of century-old separatıon nOot an the eucharıst. Whiıle the document

welcomes the NEW phase that Cathohe1ismreach heaven‘’ 81) In faırness, ERCDOM
o0es not hıde the realıty of the continulmng 1s5 exper1encCcıng and hopes Iın further steps
divisıon ‘real and mportant convıctions’ partıcularly brought about Dy the bıblıcal
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movement, the charısmatıc movement and term effects AT st1il] ın progress, reference
the ase communıtıes, ıt Iso reıterates has TO be made tO another independent 1N1-

ıatıve which has the USA ıts distinettradıtional, clear-cut evangelıcal crıt1que.
The dıyıdıng lıne between evangelıcals anı S0C10-cultural background. ‘'Evangelıcals
catholics 111 be ın place untiıl reforma- an Catholics Together‘’ 1S the tıtle
tıon accordıng LO the Word of (z00 takes of document released In 1994 but Iso
place In the Church of Rome.!! strong the ame of 0N-g0o1Ng informal dialogue
reformed flavour 1ın the basıc argumenta- whose partıcıpants AT Christians who
tiıons of the ‘Perspective' has een noted ATre confessionally diviıded but who chare
EeVen ıIn the Catholie camp. “ sımılar CONCETNS for the fallıng apart of

Deemed LO be the end of DPFrOCESS, the the Chrıistian ethos of Amerıcan Ssoclety
document has become the springboard for under the attack of relatıvıstıc trends of
subsequent Born out of inter- thought.*“ In thıs violent °“culture war’,
nal CONtroVversy, it has turned tO be the evangelıcals and catholıcs fınd themselves
hirst. step of 0ON-g01Ng dıalogical ınıt1- fighting the Samme conservatıve sıde an
atıve. In fäct, after havıng rece1ved the discover EW kınd ofpossıble reapproach-
somewhat resentful reaction LO ıt by the ment, an ecumen1ısm of the trenches’.5
Pontifical Councıl for Promoting Christian The CONVETSCHNCE, however, 15 NOt sSımply
Unıity, both WEF an the Councıl decıded COMMMON V1eW soclal 1SsSu@es but 1S5 saı1d
to establısh theologıcal dialogue focussed LO be theologıically rooted allıance‘’. Thus,

prımary matters of mutual interest. So the ECT section ‘We Contend Together’
far, LWO conversatıons ave en place whiıich 1S entred ‘cultur WwWar 1SSuUeS,
ıIn 1993 an 1997 the former Iın Venice 1S precede by the sect1ion ‘We Affırm

Justification, Scripture and ITradıtion”, Together’ where basıc confess1ıon of faıth
the latter 1ın Jerusalem “CThe Nature 1S reported hıs 1S followed DYy the DFO-
an 1ss1ıon of the Church’.* Leavıng LO grammatıc sectiıon ‘We Wıtness Together‘’
ONe sıde provısıonal assessment of these where COTININON commıtment LO Chrıstian
efforts that would eXcess1ıvely inflate the m1ıssıon 1S envısaged, entaıuıng the goal
aDeT, such dıalogue shows the wıllıng- of non-proselytizatiıon between professing
eESSs of both partıes tO lısten LO ONe another Christians 'The e-Together’ pattern 1S
presenting the respective V1IEeWS. So far, pervasıve 1ın KT and contaıns the indıica-
part from the growth of mutua|l respect, tıon of sıgnıfıcant ohıft 1n the evangelı-
the prevaılıng 1mpress10on 1S that sub- cal perception of R  9 qaTt least the INOTeEe
stantıal theologıcal ground has een bro- evangelıcally inclined sectıon of ıt, which
ken wıth regards tO possıble ecumenı1cal the document 0es not argue for theolog1-
developments 1r ave there een s1gn1[- cally but Sımply presents matter of
1cant changes 1n the evangelıcal lınes of fact waıltıng for further explorations In
appraısal inherıited irom the evangelıcal terms of provıdıng the theologıcal warrant
ınterpretations ofVatıcan I1 of such INOVEe

oth result of the contınuatıion
ECT and of dialogue an LO SOMME

evangelıcal er1ıt1ic1sm, the ECT archıtects
Attention has een gıven far LO released another statement In 1997 “T’he
unofhcıal Ser1es of conversatıons wıth 1ft. of Salvatıion’, OS) whose a1ım WAas
m1ss10ologıcal thrust an LO intended LO elucıdate the theological CON-
the role of the far the WOTrId- notatıons of the unıty referred LO ın
wıde evangelıcal encounter ıth 1S The filial connect.ıon ıth KF 15 stressed
concerned. Dıalogue LO be the NEW when G(OS 1S somet1mes called EC'T 11
element, practically unknown ıIn pre-Vatı- GOS 1S COUTASCOUS attempt LO eNSAgE
Ca  b I1 tımes, ın the complex relatıonshıps the divisıve theological 1SSue between
between kKvangelıcals an Cathohes In Evangelicals an Catholıics, certaınly the
S prelımınaryuofthe SEASON Inau- most eruc1a|l OINle historically: Justificatıon
gurated 1ın the Seventıjes an whose long- DYy faıth Rather boldly, GOS states the
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breakthrough: ‘for the fiırst tıme ın 450 the past As 1ıt has een indıcated, SOMEe of
the MOST, insıghtful evangelıcal observers9Evangelıcal Protestants an Roman
of the Cathol1ıc after the Councıl (1.eCatholhlics have publıcly agreed LO COIMN-

INON understandıng of salvatıon.. hıs Gerrıit Berkouwer an Davıd Wells) ave
announcement sounds trıumphalıstıic an expressed degree of perplexıty 1n theır
indıcates that the Sarmne SOTT ÖT pragmatıc understandıng of hat W Aas go1nNg The

old erıtical apparatus seemed LO be insuf-ecumen1ısm resulting 1ın ECT I has OPECI-
ated 1n ECT 11 ell In Sproul’s ficıent obsolete before such evolvıng
words, the document ‘proclaıms LOO much SCENATIO. After INOTeEe than thırty ’
LOO «00n .1 As the whole PTFOCCSS demon- today’s question 15 whether that ‘suspen-
strates, has become testing 1SSUe for S10N of Judgement’' which WAas thought

LO be has contrıbuted LO muchEvangelıicals ıth signıficant ıimplıcatıons
far the evangelıcal changıng CONVIC- of the present-day evangelıcal dısarray

tions 1ın confronting 1t. AT concerned. anı has EVEN become the typıcal EVAall-

gelical ımpasse In comıng to terms ıth
Prerequisıtes for dialogue*® Cathol1ice1sm oth resentful res1istance

based cliches from the past and und1ıs-
The brijef OVEerV1eW ofthe developments fol- cernıng maınly nurtured by °cul-
lowıng Vatıcan 1{1 an the Berlhin/Lausanne ture Wwar lead LO standıng-still.
CONSgTreESSCS hiıghlighting the interaction Yet, the ‘wait-and-see’ approach cannot be
between Evangelıcals and Catholics sustaıned indefinıtely. Evangelıcals eed

pertinen framework LO ınterpre hısworld-wıde scale has underlıned the 1MpOor-
LAnce of 0OSe events 1ın the formatıon of needs LO reflect theır theologıcal ıdentity
Ne  S atmosphere of mutual and ell being able LO QaCCOUNLT for the
recıiprocal interest. On the whole, the sıtu- multıfaceted, yet unıtary, realıty of In
atıon 1S extremely flu1d and the fact that the absence of solıdly evangelıcal theo-

logıical interpretatıve model, KvangelıcalsEvangelıicals dıffer 1ın theır evaluatıon of
thıs trend, irom cheer opposıtıon LO full 111 continue LO be astonıshed Dy SOINeE of
SUppOort ıth al chades of posıti1ons ın the iInner developments wıthın Cathohliceism
between, 15 instance of the inner dıver- which do not. change ıts fundamental STErUC-
SIty wıthın Evangelıcalısm which 15 observ- ture: they May even be drıyven LO re-polısh

theır ageıng ertical apparatus which 15able 1ın other ell In approach-
ıng Catholicısm, Evangelıcals reveal SOTNE@- NO  S rather outdated. The elaboratıon of
thıng of elr deeper selves, theır dıffer- such evangelıcal hermeneutıical model

an pecuharıtıes. Besıiıde general COINN- should ENCOUTASE Aa SWEeTS LO the sımple vet
sıderatıons, there 1S eruc1ılal Tea whiıich erucial quest1ions involvıng the basıc world-

V1eW of RC, ıts goals, ıts methods, ıts V1s10n.ave LO be explored 1n order TO avo1d
the rısk of either absorbing uncrıtically hıs 15 task for evangelıcal theology
the maınlıne ecumenı1cal optıon cConcern1ing which Ca  . Jonger by delayed The WaY
unıty of uncrıtically adopting dıistinctly ın whiıich Evangelıcals ‘feel’ Cathoheism
antı-Catholic attıtude. ese LWO d1SpoSsI1- heavıly depends the WAaYV they under-

stand hat ıt 1s an hat 1S at staketıons aAaPpPPCAaLl LO be the eas]1est optıons but
AT both radıcally wantıng 1ın terms of the- wıthın iıt On the present ecumenıcal9
ologıcal insıght and ecumenı1cal prospects. Evangelıcalısm anı AT the LWO rel1-

Vatıcan 11 has brought ‘aggıornamento' g10US constituencles wıthın hrıstendom
LO the Catholic church. The word o0eSs which, much INOTe than others, ATe show-
not denote reformatıon 1ın the evangelıcal Ing S1ZNS of actıyısm an renewal. The

but neıther 15 ıt merely polıtical Scylla and Carybdıs of the sıtuation AT

an lınguistic devıce almed qaT concealıng indıfference, the ONe hand, and unıty,
unchangıng realıty. It 1S instead the the er Dıalogue, frank dialogue should

Catholiec WaYy of respondıng LO the eed be sought wherever possıble. And ıt must
be the kınd of lalogue which 0eSs not COI-of SOINE kınd of renewal wıithout alterıng

the fundamental structure inherıted from ceal implıcıt ecumenıcal assumpt1ons and
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15 drıyen by the evangelıcal commıtment Evangelıcal Perspective (Grand Rapıds:
LO love one’s neighbour an LO wıtness LO er Book
the STAaCE of (+0d to the world 4 ERT (1987)

Cassıdy, ‘Keumeniı1cal Challenges for
the Future Catholiec Perspective’, T’heOtes Priınceton Semıinary Bulletin 18:1 (1997)

T’he Second Vatıcan Councıl, er refif- 13
erTrences thıs book 311 be indiıcated ıIn the

The proceedings WeTe publiıshed ın R1
Da (1997) and 23:1 (1999), respectively.maın body of the The ECT LEeXT. and SOTINE accompanyıngNo ACce for ru. (Grand Rapıds CSSaVS Can be OoUuUnNn:! 1ın Colson—R

kerdmans (30d 1n the Wasteland Neuhaus e  S Evangelıcals an Catholıcs
(Grand apıds-Leıicester: Eerdmans-IVP Together. Toward (Common 1sSsıon

Loosıng Our Vırtue (Leicester Dallas Word
15 George, ‘“Catholics an Evangelıcals In

e  S, Revolut:on ıUn Rome (Downers the trenches/’, Chrıstianity Oday (May 16,
Girove: T’he book has een 16-17
defined ‘the w1ısest and moOost cogently T’he GOS Lext, Call be found 1ın Christianity
and compactly argue ommentary (on Oday Dec S,
post-Vatıcan 11 Catholicısm wrıtten by IC Sproul, ‘What ECT 11{ 1gnores. The

evangelıcal': cf. Armstrong, “ ’he inseparable ınk between ımputatıon and
Evangelıca Moment”? In Armstrong the gospel’, odern Reformatıon (Sep
(ed.), Roman Catholıcısm Evangelıcal 21 Further LO GOS, both vangel-
Protestants Analyze What Dıivıdes an ical er1tics and supporters of ECT ave
Unıtes Us 1cago 00dy Press sıgne the 1999 concıillatory document “U’he
319-320, 11 er sıgnıfıcant wrıtings Gospel of ‚Jesus Christ. Evangelıcal
by Ar  D “Tradıtion Meeting aCe Celebration’, Chrıstianıity Oday Jun 14,
for Catholic and Evangelıcal Theology”?', 51-56 ave explore 1ın INOTe detail
Christian Scholar’s Revıew (1975) 50-61:; the EBCT PTFOCEeSS 1n the artıcle ‘From ECT
‘Recent Theology ın undry- LO JIC v1a GOS Kvangelıcal unıty V1S-A-VIS
Johnson e  s Tensıions ıUn Contemporary Roman Catholicısm Evangelıca. Revıieuw of
T’heology 1CAgO: 00dy Press eology (forthcomıng).

18 In thıs section, only OUC certaın26861-324; T’he Prophetic T’heology of George
LIyrreil hico ChNholars Press poıints wıthout ınvestigatıng them al
Revolutıon ın Kome, and 91 engt WKOr INTFOdUCLOTY statement

e  S, ‘Change and ecay Roman Style’, which presents proposa for systemi1c
Chrıistianity Oday ep 6-8 approach, SEeE the Appendix which CON-

Roman Catholıcısm Oday London sıder being ntegral part of the
Dawn Twilight? UCY of

Contemporary (Leicester
T’he al of the Vatıcan (Darlıngton:
kKvangelıcal Press Appendix
T’he Faıith Vatıcan, 13

and Meeking e  } T’he
Evangelıcal-Roman Catholıc zalogue

STILULO dı Formazione Kvangelica
Documentazione and the1SSı0Nn (Grand Rapıds: Exeter talıan Kvangelical AllianceEerdmans: aternoster Quotations Evangelıcal Approach Towardsirom ıt. 111 be reporte 1ın the maın text.

(S1. Howard, T’he Dream that would Understanding Roman Catholicalısm
noTt Dıie. The ır an GrowtnN of the In the ollowıng Vatıcan 11 2-6.
WEF Kxeter Paternoster Kvangelıcals ave shown renewed interest.
130-136 and Fuller, People of the 1n Roman Cathoheism. On internatıonal
Mandate T’he OorYy of the WEF (Carlıiısle eve thıs interest has led LO serl1es of
Paternoster 1OB-T2T meetings the eme of Mıssıon, “T’he

10 Publıshed 1n Evangelıca Revieu) of Evangelıcal-Roman Catholic Dıalogue
T’heology 10:4 (1986) 34.3-364 and 1 1ssıon 1977-1984’, an has opened the WaYV
(1987) (8-94 ell by Schrotenboer for onNgomıng dıalogue between The or
(ed.), Roman Catholıiciısm Contemporary Evangelıcal WYellowship an the Pontifical
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Councıl for Promoting Christian nıty catholhicıty. In the Roman atLnNolıc under-
the themes of Justification, crıpture an standıng catholıcıty has to do siımultaneously
Tradıtion Venice an the Church wıth unıty an totalıty 'T’he basıc premi1se
(Jerusalem In 1986 the OFTr 1S that multiplicıty should be brought ınto
Evangelıcal Fellowship Iso publıshed unıty The Church 1S SEeEe1 express1on,
ımportan document Catholic1ism enti1- guarantor and promoter of true unıty
tled, ‘An Evangelıcal Perspective Roman As long the institutional structure a
Catholicism’. In the United States INOTe CONN- thıs unıty remaıns intact, 1y
troversı1al documents ave een drawn ıng Ca an must find ıts OoOme somewhere
such A  ’ ‘Evangelıcals an Catholics ogether‘ 1n the ngdom of Cathohecism.
(1994) and "T’he 1ft of Salvatıon) (1997/)
Nı quıte recen  y ıt COU. be saıd that the (ven the fundamental presupposıtıion an
verall evangelıcal evaluatıon of Catholicism the maın objective of Catholıcısm, the method

chosen for ıts realısatıon 15 that of ıntegra-WAas invarıably eritical. oday thıs 15 longer tıon. Roman Catholiceism 15 master al 1INCOTr-true In Man y ere AT clear S1ZENS of poratıng ınto ıts system elements 1C ATeei1inıte change ın the WaYV INan y Evangelıcals
perceıve the atholıc Church 'T ’he COMINONMN

not. only dıfferent but contrastıng an PeTI-
understandıng has o1ven WaYy LO comprehen- haps EVEel incompatıble. The essentıal er1te-
S10N which 15 less certaın and en confus- T10N 1S5 not that of evangelıcal PUr1UYy chrıs-

tıan authenticıty but that of progressıveIng. T’he ollowıng document 1S intended LO be inclusıon the ınsertion of the artıcular ıntoontrıbution LO the evangelıcal understand-
Ing of Cathohecism an the erıter1a 16 broader perspectıve A0 elımınates ıts
should be sed when relatıng LO it. specıficıty DYy dissolvıing it 1n the SErVICE of

uniıversalıty
The nature of Catholiciısm The strategv behind Catholicism

Roman Catholicism 15 complex realıty. In today’s rel1iz10us ıt 15 vıdent<gylobal V1eW of Catholıcısm, must take ınto that Catholic1ism has very clear pr  caccount its doctrıine, culture, and ıts inst1- In ıts pursult of catholicıty. 'Thıs 1S partıcu-utlıons It 1S rel1igx10us worldview 1C.
has een promote throughout hıstory by the arly noticeable 1ın ıts ecumenı1cal trategy fol-
eccles1astical instiıtution whose centire 15 ın OW1ng the Second Vatıcan Councıl CVCeIYy

opportunıty LO advance thıs has eenRome. Although ere 15 consıderable dıver- se1zed upOI 'The appare S1ZNS of INng-Sıty ın ıts forms of express1on, Catholic1ism
15 asıc  V unıtary realıty whose under- ess for dialogue an! avaıllabılıty for inter-

Iyıng tenets Ca be discerned. Any analysıs actıon ıth evangelıcals should make them
1C o0es not take 1ın LO aCcount the fact ask hemselves whether the fınal goal of

the atholıc church 15 not In actual fact thethat Catholic1ism 1sS system fall PTeCYV LO extensıon 1tSs OW synthesıs LO ncludesuperficı an fragmented understandıng
of the phenomenon. the evangelıcals’ ideals wıthın ıts OW. hor1-

ZO11S5 'Thıs trategYy, however, oes nOoLt only
Cathoheism startıng poın 15 the Thomıist nclude evangelıcals, but, Iso xtends LO al]

conception ofthe relatıonshıp between ‘nature’ relıg10ns an all rel1g10us bodies around the
WOT.an ‘grace’ ınto which 15 engrafte the

ıdea of the Church as the extensıon of the important part of thıs trategy hasIncarnatıon of the Son of God Both of ese
themes Ca  — be presented wıth subtle diver- een the proclamatıon of the Vear 2000 As

Sıty and wıth anı y number of interpretatıve Holy Year, improperly called “Jubilee’ VYear.
The beginnıng of the Ne mıllennıum 15varıatıons, but Dy vırtue of the fact. that even ın which the atholıc Church has eaV-they form Catholiceism  s iıdeologıc frame- ıly invested an carefully prepare for 'Thework, they wıll Ways be found LO be present.

This basıc orj1entatıon 1n ıts presupposıtions Vcar 2000, Holy Year, 1S5 event

explaıns why Roman Catholicism has 1C. learly reveals the multifaceted nature
of contemporary Cathohe1ism 'The Vatıcan’sof the tragedy of S1n, en! LO NCOUTASEC “Jubilee’ shows VerYyY Jearly hat the OM1-optımıstıc V1IECW ofman’s abılıties, SEES aal- ant tendencıes wıthın Cathohecism ATeEe todayvatıon PTFOCESS ın 1C nature 15 made

INOTEe perfect an Justifies the Church’s role an ıts or term goals 1n the direction of
mediıiator between INa an (G0d catholicıty.

The X10 objectıve of Catholicism 1S5
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Evangelıcal Diversity wıth respect to an the ermeneutic princıple 1C should
Catholicism be sed 1ın interpreting the dynamıcs wıthın

the Roman atholıc Church On the basısIn seekıng LO COINeEe LO better understand- of the sola, solus, the dıstance which SCD-Ing ofCatholicısm, evangelıcals must examıne
theır OW: ıdentity: PTrODeTr understandıng

arates contemporary Catholic1ism from the
Evangelıca aı 1S less than ıt Was al theof Catholhcism Iso mplıes PrODELr under- tiıme of the Protestant Reformation In fact,standıng of the evangelıcal faıth clear pOS1- er the 1rs an Second Vatıcan Councıils,tıon regardıng the OINle requıres clear pOSI1-

tıon regardıng the other CGCatholiceism continues LO ad LO Scripture the
authorıty of tradıtion an magısterı1a. each-

Although ere ATe INanı V dıifferences Ing; LO T1IS ıt, has the Church
between Catholiceism an the evangelıcalaı extensıon of the Incarnation:; LO STACE ıt

has the necessıty of the enellts whichal Varıo0ous levels they ATe all inter-connecting
an: 1ın the last analysıs sStTem from radıc  V COINE through the sacramental office of the
dıfferent basıc orjıentatıon. It 155 dıfference church: LO aı ıt has the necess1ity
1C. CAannoOo sımply be explained 1n psycho- of go0d works for salvatıon: LO the worshı1p
logıcal, hıstorical CuUIiLUra. terms, L110OT' oes of God ıt has the veneratıon of host
ıt. derıve irom dıfferent doectrinal emphases ofer figures 1C detract from the WOT-
16 COU. somehow be complementary The sh1ıp of the only true God When compared LO
dıfference 1Ss al the eve of the presupposı1- Roman Catholicism al the tiıme of rent, the
t10NS, and thıs necessarıly influences an cContras concern1ıng the ımportant 1Ssues 15
etermınes both the objectives an the eth- much less sharply defined oday, but basıc
ods of the LWO Confess1ions. change has en place The exclusıyveness of

the evangelıcalal concern1ıng the essentıalThe doectrinal agreement between Cathohes elements of the spe must be SEeEeNan! Kvangelıicals,1E15 expressed ın COTN- alternatıive LO the Catholiec proposa. of al110M adherence LO the Creeds an Councıls
of the 1rs 1ı1ve centurıes, 15 not adequate encompassıng catholicity.
basıs 1C. LO SaV that there 15 aAgree- 14 The current flurry of actıvıty wıthın CON-
ment, concernıng the essentiıals of the spe. Lemporary Catholicism the return LO the
Moreover, developments In the atholıc 1  © lıturgıcal renewal, the valorısatıon of
Church urıng the ollowıng centurıes gyıve the alıty, the charısmatic movement, etc.)
rıse LO the SUSpPICION that thıs adherence INaYVy oes not indıcate, 1ın an of ıtself, that ere
be INOTe orma than substantıal 'Thıs type of 1S hope for reformatıon 1n the Catholie
observatıon mI1g Iso be iru of the ce- church 1ın evangelıcal i+ wıll only be
ments between Kvangelıcals an Catholics as ese developments make changes Iın the
when ıt. thıical an soclal 1ssues. structural elements underlyıng the nature
ere 1S5 sımılarıty ofperspective 16 has
ıts TrOOLS 1n Common Grace an the influence

of Catholicısm, not expandıng ıt. urther but
purıfying 1t 1ın the 1g of Word, that10° Chrıistianıty has gener  V exercised 1ın they Ca  - ave ruly eformıng function. In

the COUTSEe of hıstory. S1ince theology an eth- today ScCenar10, these movements, a  oug.1CSs cannot be separated, however, ıt. 15 not
poss1ıble LO SaVy that ere 18 COININON eth1ı- interesting, SEEeIN LO promote the project of

Catholicıty rather than that of reformatıon.cal understanding the underlying theolo-
1eS Are essentially ılieren As ere 1S elationships wıth Catholics
basıc agreement concern1ıng the foundatiıions
of the Sspel, EeVEeNnNn when ıt. LO thıcal 12 What 1S true of the Catholiec Church

doctrinal an instıtutional realıty 1S notes-questions where ere MMaYy be sımılarıties, sarıly true ofındıvıdual Catholics (G0d’s STACEese affınıties ATeEe INOTEe orma than sub- 1s al work 1ın INe  - an who, althoughSTAantilıa they IMaVYy consıder hemselves Catholics, trust
The bıblical eachıng re-discovered urıng ın (30d alone, an seek LO develop personalthe 16th Century eformation regardıng the relatıonshıp wıth hım, read the Scripturese  S|  ola, solus’ the eruclal pomint of the spe an lead Tıstlıan Lıfe ese people, how-

1S5 OTALX which evangelıcal understand- Cverl, must be encouraged LO 17 throughıng consıders LO be non-negotiable’. crıpture the 1ssue of whether their al 155 compatıblealone, T1S alone, Grace alone, al alone, wıth membershiıp of the Catholiec Church.
LO God alone be S10TrY, ese together consti1- They must be helped LO examıne crıticallyLute the erıtera for the study of Catholicism resıidual atholıc elements 1ın theır ınkıng
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In the lıght of Word all evangelıstic actıvıty, al OoOMe abroad,
13 In the fulfilment of the cultura mandate ın 1C ere 15 co-operatıon between

CGatholics an Evangelicals, must be ser10uslyere MaYy be oments of interaction 1ın 16 re-examıned. al wıtness LO the Rısenere 1S co-operatıon an unıted actıon One must be g1ven LO al I1  — anbetween Evangelıcals an Catholıics, Aas 1n
fact. INaYy be poss1 between Evangelıcals everywhere quıte apar from elr relıg10us
an people ıth er relıg10us orjentatıons affıhatıon
and ideologıes Where COININON values ATeEe Roman Catholiceism 15 realıty äC
al SLAa Iın ethıcal, socılal, cultural an! polıti- mMusSst be ser10usly tudıiıed an examıned. The
cal 1SsueS, forms of co-bellıgerence AT LO be basıc dıfference between Cathohecism an the
encouraged. ese NECESSATY an inevıtable Evangelıcalal 15 1e4sSOI for Evangelıcalsforms of co-operatıon, however, must not be LO 1gnore the internal developments wıthın
perceived ecumenı1cal inıtiatıves, 191028 must
they be construed mplyıng the of Catholiıcısm, LO cultıvate arrogan attı-

OCcLrına. ONSENSU:
tude, LO be excess1vely polemic As much
Aas 1S poss1ı OPECN, ran an CONSLIFrUC-

The fulfilment of the m1ssS1onary mandate tıve interactıon ıth Catholic1sm should be
demands that ıts m1ss1ı0NaAarıes COINE from the sought, especı  V when ıt the basıc

or1entatıon of the Lwo Confess10ons. EFivencommunıty of behevers who ATeEe unıted ın
COININONMN confess1ıon ofal regardıng all the thıs sıtuatıon, hat 15 curren  A called ‘dia-
fundamental aspects of the Gospel, CSDEC- ogue should not be consıdered as ECU-

C1 the eruc1al poınts 1C COMNCETI the menı1cal actıvıty, but sımply expressıon
‘sold, solus’ of the eiormatıon. In thıs of the desıre LO understan: an LO wıtness.

INTERNATIONAL BIBLICAL COMMENTARY SERIES

OLD
T'he latest addıtıons to thıs popular and hıghly regarded cCommentary ser1es, based

the New International ers10n. Careful section-by-section exposıtıion wıth the key
terms aN! phrases highliıghted and wıth Hebrew translıterated. ach commentary

includes scrıpture an subject indıces and select bıblıography. Competitively-priced
commentarıes, great help LO Jlay people, students an pastors lookıng for sımple, clear

exposıtıion of these Old Testament books
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