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UMMARY
heology needs do better at ecclesiology: al| heology

This dArSUCs that theological writing needs agenda cshould hbe expressed ith awareness$s of the communal
for ıt have practical iImpact. Theology also needs Context. It will be testable both within the Church and In

clear confession and accentuate the transcendent. It public sphere, ın the marketplace”, In Mmattiers of ethical
debate and ın witnessing hope IC IS not Ilusory.needs d proclamation Isk confrontation. Evangelical!

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
ogie sollte der Wahrnehmung des Gemeinschafts-

|)Dieser Artikel argumentiert, dass theologisches Arbeiten kontextes ausgedrückt werden. SIe sollte sowohl iınnerhalb
eines Programmesa praktische Auswirkungen der Kirche als auch Im öffentliche Bereich nachprüfbar
en Theologie raucht auch eın klares Bekenntnis und seln, „auf dem Marktplatz“, In Angelegenheiten ethischer
sollte das Transzendente betonen. Evangelikale Theologie Debatten und Im Zeugnis für eıne Hoffnung, die nicht illu-

SsIıONÄär ISst.UuSs$S5 sich Im Bereich Ekklesiologie verbessern: lle Theo-

RESUMF
gelique hesoin de faire des progres matiere G' eC-

a these de ‘auteur est la sulvante Ia production ecrite clesiologie theologie doit formuler onction
theologique hbesoin de SavoIlr OU elle DOUT avoır du communautaıre. Elle devrait etre eprouvee
impact pratique. L3a theologie AaUuUSssı besoin d’integrer la OIS dans |‘Eglise et dans Ia sphere publique SUr

UuUNe confession claire et de ‘accent SUr Ia nNSs- Ia place du marche, DOUFT quıi les questions
cendance. (Comme proclamation, elle doit DdasS reculer d’ethique, et DOUT rendre temolgnage UNeE esperance
devant 1E NSque de la confrontation. la theologie evan- QqU! n es Dds Ilusoire.

It IT 15 dıfAcult reflect upOoN the path theology task.
has ollowed till NO 1t 15 CVen TNOTITC problem- ere 15 dıffıculty when questi1ons regard-
at1C reflect upON the VISION theology MUST a mg the future viabılıty of theology dAIC raısed. Are
In time of changes It 1S, however, S” there categorıes wıth whiıch V1IS1ON tfor the future
priate thınk that heology needs examıne of theology Caln be outlıned? ere 15 exceed-
whether 1T has specıfic goal aM whether that goal ıngly AMOUNT of quest10ns AN! unknowns.

Theology 15 NOT iımmuUne thıs complexıty;Can SeTt specıfic priorities aM characterıstıics. Such
task MUST take INnto ACCOUNLT the lIımıts aM CLIOIS hıde behind the difAculties of the task ar hand,

of the past but CANNOT CXPCCII be ıtself exempt however, ould be inappropriate. Modesty cshould
ftrom miıstakes. Evangelıcal theology, DYy definı- NOL efface the challenge. Ihe theologıcal task MUSLT

t10n, remaıns theologıa viatorum wıth all the Iımıts be ted Dy V1IS1ON, DY agenda well outlıned aM
thereın iımplıed. A nIs: however, chould NOLT iınhıbıt specıfic. Although 110 11C Calluthat these
reflection. It should, instead, PI'OITIOtC 1t but also objectıves wıll be successfully reached, the path Cal

AGT AS sober remınder those ınvolved 1n the st111 be outlıned.
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Theology wiıll eed be CONfesSINg t1on in 1500s, 15 certamnly the dıffculty of Italıan
evangelıcals rally around unıque confessionIn mılheu LNOTC an TINOTC marked DY the pluralıty

of the eXIStINg optl1ons, an thus DYy the of the Gospel. TIhe doctrinal dıfferences created
that all relig10uUs experiences be of equal uncertaınty an prevented those seckıng INCSSaSC

other than the Catholıic OILIC from hearıng volıcevalue, the evangelıcal faıth wıll eed keep hıgh
grade of passıon for the confession of Its values AN! that W ds truly unıvocal. Ihe sıtuatıon of Ooday 1S,

certaın WdVYV5S, NOLT unlıke that of the 1500s, andbelıefs. Ihe character of the Gospel ıtself
it. Theology 111 eed maılntaın Its confess- 4S such It requıres OIlC CG{MIIE wıth It

Ihe theology of the future wıll eedıng characteristic ındependently of the CONTLEXT in
which IT wıll find ıtself, GVn though wıth the DaSS-

the experience gaıned from intercultural„
such 4S the New Testament OC anı the NCSs of theıng of tıme the statıng character of theology tends

be watered OoOWN followıng per10ds. THUS; It wıll eed face these
1SSUES NOL N HOD sıtuatiOons, but 111 eedTo be confessing I11Calls being able Sa V ?  ves, buıld upbON the exXisting hıstorical herıitage. lo keepplace oneself the postmodern

through CONVICt1ONS that Cal underlıne PrODOS-
in mınd tradıtıon keep ar Day the danger
of misunderstandıngs and dıstortions. 1als an aQreCcMCNLIS. Ihe confession (profession)

of faıth 15 statıng act1on, actıon that defends walkıng in the of people, NOT merely fol-
Jowıng the path of indıvıdual, regardless of theItSs pos1it1Oons an O€es NOTLT hesıtate them respectabilıty of that PCISON. Certain StatementsDespite the complexıty of cCommunıcatıon, there 15 AN! assert10ns wıthstood the LEST of tiıme, attestingcertaınty about the (One ın whom OIC has belıeved the strength of that IMNCSSAHC. It would be Nalıvean thıs 15 declared wıthout fear. Ihe evangelıcalfaıth 1S, YSt of all, cho1ice for the glory of God Set forth ıgnorıng such treasures

TIo be confessing aVeC AaWAaTrTENCSS of1lo chose, however, IMCcans also that SOMIC thıngs
eed be excluded 1o be CONTLENT wıth confess- 8 E  I mandate. The evangelıcal faıth buck-

led easıly under the domiınant PICSSUTCS, NOr dıd ItIng ne’s  A faıth 1n posıtıve and being Vaguc let ıtself be squeezed INnto the Varıo0us molds whıchabout the wıth whiıch OC 15 1n disagreement, aV success1ively CCn ımposed uDON i Instead,15 insufficıent. To sımply alr ne’s  J belıef P it made commıtment before God Even ıf theanother 15 NOLT enough. 1lo affırm ne’s  2 faıth ımplıesthe commıtment that from whıch ONC dıffers
future wıll tend requıre, d condıtıon for legıt1-
mizatıon, dımınıshıng of the confessing characterWıthout thıs corollary, (MIC [UI1S the rısk of sımply softenıng of all the sharp IO A4AS makeconsolıdatıng the STance of accommodatıngz pOSI1- It INOTrC palatable the world of knowledge, CVAanN-t10Ns wıthout selection, wıth the exception of gelıcal theology wıll eed NOT contform suchthose posıt1ons whıch requıre exclusıvıty. TIhus, condıtıions. TIhe modesty of presentation CANNOTbe confessing INCAanls being able of Sd V 'nNay’ 1gnore the strength of CONVICt10NS.well Ihe confession of faıth has always ean tas Everywhere, S1ZNS of attempt S48 Fe-CONUCK-of clarıfıcation, and 4S such It MUST continue. ıng Europe Can be felt Islam, anı ItSs goal of Islamı-Ihe multıitude of pr OSPCCCS deter the zatıon OLLC hand, Roman Catholicısm AaN! ItSsunıvacal confession of faıth. 4A5 pluralıty constraıns commıtment re-evangelıze the continent theconfessing STatements But faıth 15 the takıng other. These phenomena wıll NOT lessen wıth timeNE'S  D, posıtıon 1n CONLEXT of dıffering and COIN- but wıll rather increase EVCN further Despite thıs,trastıng STatements It 15 alternatıve cho1ce Aan: actually CVCNH thanks it: OLlIC MUST make hısthe other Opt10nsS, affırmed In con wıth belıefs commıtment of faıth central part of hıs agenda.that SUC dıfferent Orlentation. hıs profession MUST be sımultaneously mılıtantIt could be surmısed that multıplicıty 15 specıf- an culturally sensIitive.

ıcally modern facet. 1lo the careful observer, how- TIhe spırıtual o1d of OUr times 1S NOT merelyCVCI, It 15 NOLT Primitive Chrıstianıty developed weakness; IT 15 paın caused Dy such 'o1d Ihere
1ın strongly pluralıstic CONTLEXT The confession 15 real paın, although ell hıdden. Man 15 broken
that Jesus 1S Lord WAS confession that contrasted an shattered. Hıs of loss 15 real. We AL WIt-
wıth other confessions. Ihe SaJmIlle 15 Iru! of the Ref- nessing CI1SIS, AS SUOINC values of the pastOrmatıon of the A ALT It a1sO represented AT en AWAV wıthout HC DE replacechoıice dıffering from the existing 1CSs Amon them On the hor1ızon, worrisome desert looms.
the CAasSsOons for the aılure of an Italıan Reforma- Now, evangelıcal theology MUST aAr be confess-
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ıng It MUST be confessing in desert that, paradox- machınery of tradıtional apologetics. Ihere needs
be AaWaTCI1CSs>S of the depth of the conflict.cally, VC uncomtortable when faced wıth

anı y well-defined proposal. 'Ihe opposıtıon the proclamatıon 1S, OW

Part of evangelıcal ıdentity 15 the under- days, MOTC subtle an refined. Ihe conflıict has
standıng, of ne’s  2 cultural COMNTEXT, both of 1ts riches ‚WaYys eeCcn rel1g10Us incbut today ıt appcars
AaN! ItSs contradıctions. Thıs allows for cClarıty about MOTC cshaded and shıfty, thus runnıng the risk of
what MCSSAZC needs be presented. 'Ihe S1tU9- being undetected. Ihe hostiulıty attacks the Manks
t10Nn in hıch OLlIC lıves 15 NOT inconsequential, OC NO longer the front. Christianıty ADPDCALS 4A5

needs be rooted 1ın that realıty, wıthout Josıng, OC the possı1ıble VO1CES, but the 15
sıght of He  Z vocatıon. commıtment under- WaYys of transcendent

Facıng relıg10s1ty made of faded andstandıng the CONTEXT where ONC 15 placed, COIMN-

mıtment characterized DY rısky creatiVitY, MUST be washed OUufT traıts an Cr SroW1INg tolerance; but
SeTt agalnst the comforting apathy AN! lazıness that also leery of anı V of rg1dity, _evar3gel_ical the-
push torCin repetition. ology MUST know whether 1t Cariıics forth ell

TO turther clarıfy, be professing defined gxoal whether iIt 15 WI1tnNess HICI

present MCSSASZC that ımplıes transcendence. lo option. hıs that It could CVCIN further [L1Aa[r-

Are keep the transcendent aspect of the 1L11C5- gyinalızed 1n thıs so-called pluralıstic SOCIELY, but It
SAHC 15 NOLTL given CCr in the evangelıcal miıiheu. also that It 111 be able eNJOYy reedom
Iranscendence cshould be understood 4S the foun- aAM i_ndcpendence_ truly unıque in

the domıiınant categones Cdatıon of the hope shaped DYy revelatıon rather than
sımply 45 the bypassıng of. immanence CT AS the ITheology wıll thus eed acquıre EL

statement ofhuman faılure. It 15 ınalıenable traıt of confrontatıon. Ihe conflict wıll DE, 4A5 Prev1-
of the revealed God God 15 truly God AN! CANNOT ously stated, rather subtle and refined because 1T
be confused wıth fake deıtıies. In world closed wıll ack the obvıous S1SNS of conflıct. Christianıity

all external interference, OIC needs Ar wıll be only OC the Malıy VO1CES but 1T 11l
God Naturalısm, subject1vism, An rela- eed be GVT ready PI‘CSCI'It the Ca4asSsOIls$s for Its

t1vısm OonNnTt swallow God He remaıns He hope AaN! IT 111 eed do knowıing the risks
Is 1o hım who knows Hım, CT better. who has represented DYy the media. FIEHCE, there wıll be

eed learn dialogue ın ‘secular’” AN! "prO-GEn known Dy Hım: It 15 happıness be Hıs WIt-
6cs5 in Hıs world fane’ MANNCI, free from the useless paınful detaıls

Preaching has always een StrONg poıint of iımposed Dy tradıtion.
healthy evangelıcal theology. However, the YJUCS- In ItSs form, commUNICAtIıON Can be delıcate but

It also needs be clear. The softness of the dıs-tion MUST be raısed ıf 1It cshouldn’t be MMOIC strongly
marked Dy the of who God 15 Ihe emphasıs COUTSC should NOT mellow 01811 the strength of ItSs

the study AN! exposıtıon of Scripture MUST convıctlons. hıs PICS  S  S full wıth the
hand 1n hand wıth renewed emphasıs the tran- CONTENLT of the confession AN! ralses the question
scendence ofHım whıe has spoken. The theologıan of the total assımılatıon of the MECSSASC ıtself.

authentic appropriation C  - communıcate ell15 NOLT the sclıentist who carefully anı wıth detach-
MenNtT handles vıal; rather, he 15 wıtness, deeply wıthın the CONTEXT in hıch It hıle being,
ınvolved ın the understandıng of Od’s actıng sufficıently creatıve.
wıthın hım an in the world It 1sn’t of Ihe confessing commıtment could be config-
discussıng and approvıng of red 4S secularızed, capable of iımpartıng the
immutabılıtv. ther. 1T 15 of knowıng that CONTteENT of faıth that tura relevancy that
evangelıcal £heology 15 truly permeated DYy often 15 lackıng, today. secularızed confession 15

NOT watering OWN of faıth, NOT subterfugeof the Almıghty.
1o be professing AVUE MESSAGE that Ccompromıse elımınate the of faıth ıtself.

It 15 show ICS relevancy. i comparedACCEDTS the vısk of confrontation. 1lo present AN!
defend A inseparable aSs PCCtS ] 40 be CONTENE wıth wıth tradıtiıonal confessi0on, It CA  —3 AaDDCATL A rısky
sımply statıng chıngs ISN T sufhicıent. er needs AN! provocatıve, due ItfSs proxXimity the COINN-

be the capacıty dialogue, although IT MUST FEXE ıtself. What MAATttFGES 15 that 1T 111 NOL SCr asıde
the dıstinctives of authentıic faıth Hhereiore. LEbe kept cClearly in mınd that the refusal of truth by

110 belıever has moral value an 15 NOLT sımply torms of presentation C:  D be thought oft alongsıde
intellectual, thus OC CANNOT hıde behind the the tradıtıional

EuroJTh 13272 105



PIETRO BOLOGNESI

Theology wıll need be communal focus exclusıvely upOoNn ındıvıduals, the Gospel
ehcıts communal dimensı1on. Due ıtssIrue theology has always en also communal

task Although It has en shaped DYy ICN of theologıcal work CaAaNNOT subsıst It 15 oblıvıocus
calıbre, It has een marooned Dy ındıvıdu- the eccles1astıcal elements. Ecclesiology CANNOT

merely be consıdered 4S I0cus of iıntellectualalıstıc categorIes. Ihe theology of the future wıll Nastıcs, but it needs be place of theologicaleed cultivate wıth greater attention VIS1ION experıimentatıion. theology that CAaMnnc be roadfor authentıc communal Iı It needs IC-
SETH: the narratıve of the evangelıcal confession tested the church DCWS 15 of lıttle alue Many
but wıth Qr cater commMUuNıtarıan AaWAaTrTeNCcss It wıll of the 1SSUES dealt wıth by theologıans ATC dıstant

lıght from the eccles1i1astıcal ıte These 1SSUESIMPIV, thus, the translatıon aAM the embodiıment of
SCCIN WAarm the theology professionals butlıfe project that 111 eed be the MOST real an

the MOST possıble, under the communal they completely bypass the people 1ın the churches.

aspect 4S well Isn’t thıs dıssonance for WOTTY? Is It CVCN

Ihe danger of the schısm between theology AN! allowable practice theology hıle keeping the
ıfe of the church at arm’s lenchurch 15 LOO pr CSCNHNT be SEeTt asıde carelessly. Ihe future needs theology capable of ınter-Ihe question of the S integration between the

theological task and eccles1astıical realıty arıses. mıinglıng wıth church lıfe, truly lıfe-bearıng inter-
Ome work al theology, SOINC work Ar church ıfe minglıng. TIhe STOTFV of evangelıcalısm 15 truly the
On OC sıde 15 Academıa hıle the other 15 the story of people, people that crossed centurıes

an cultures, lıving Its mandate. Ihe IrukPastorate. Scholars riıde OLIC sıde whıle SC- confession of faıth took also place through the solı-StS rıde the ther. Such dıyvısıons AdTIC ‚Pt-
able Fru!l evangelıcal projJect CANNOT adapt CarVy sacrıfıce of extraordınary ELTG of God, but the
these dıvıdes and MUSLT categorıcally ODDOSC them theology of the future eeds be interacting wıth

faıth experiences strongly communal in character.ese AT NOL IMNETC Nna1ıve sımplıfıcatıons, but S in the Past, an maybe CVCN INOTC OW2A-dıchotomuies anı AS such, they AaTC incompatıble days, there 15 thırst for of communıty andwıth LITrUuk evangelıcal belıef.
Theology has thus far en unable cClearly

thıs could be ONC of the OCCAS1O0NSs for the
Gospel. Ihıs that the future pertaıns COMN-delineate clear AN! evangelıcal Ecclesi0logy, but 1t fessing churches, churches that ATC able shapeneeds MOVC 1n thıs dırection. Although Varı0us an Iıve culturally relevant experiences. TIThe peopleattempts aVeC een made, It CANNOTLT be saıd that of the 15 made of real wıtnesses, iındı-somethıng well outlıned has een reached. TIhe dıf-

fering tradıtıons aVC taken SeL closer, but
viduals who AVe (T theır ties wıth the pseudo-
communıtıes 1n order CL together an lıveevangelıcal ecclesi10logy 15 still be eached alternatıve ıfe project ıthout thıs dımens10n,Evangelıcal theology rather stable 4S far AS ONC risks compromıiısıng the evangelıcal INCSSALC.the maJor classıcal locı dIC concerned, but d S for

Ecclesiology AaN! the doctrine of SACraments there
There needs be lıght of collective depthoffset the relıg10n of COompromıse, the og in theO€es NOT SC be satısfyıng COMNSCHNSUS 1lo the human heart, an the iındıyvıdualıstic pulls OnlyCONTLFAFY, the dıffering church eXper1enNCes SCCIN those wh. ave undergone real personal transfor-hınder the d1scuss10n, Dy ımposing upON 1T at- matıon ll are Sa y INOTEC hıs 1S, under certaın

1SfactOry categorIes.
It 15 work 1ın9 work that requıres AaSPCCLIS, unpopular and harsh WaY of talkıng,but It 15 also the only OLLC worthy of being heard

research and reflection. Although foar thıs locus ıt Dy world stunned DYy LOO INanYy words, LOO INalıy
Ca be argued that certaın of dıversıity inconsequentıal proJects, anı LOO INAalLy pseudo-
Can only PI'OII‘IOtC enriıchment, there ATC COINMON communıtıes. Ihe evangelıcal cCommunıty Canl take
po1ints that should be searched OUT anı hıghlıghted. leadıng role.
Ihe dıfferences should NOL cshadow unıty, but such Indıyıduals ATC NOLT interested 1ın knowıng that

COINMMNNOIN platform has NOT y€t een outlıned. the Gospel 15 Iru that Chriıst 15 God thev wısh
he VISION of the future needs take Into greater SC S11 of authenticıty an the evangelıcal doc-
unt the communal aspect AS the place where trıne wıll eed CÄDTICSS ıtself 1n da1uly lıves. Ihe
theology happens. Ihe confession of taıth O€s credıbilıty of the INCSSALC 15 NOT only AT stake the
NOL merely PICSUDDOSC people, ut 1T regards that existent1al level, but also the communal level
people. Although number of evangelıcals SC It 15 certamly NOT only engaged the ratiıonal
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speculatıve level One (078 NOT wısh Hean but actıon: the spirıt an the body, the mınd AN! the
eart It 15 manıfested 1n the tangıble aspects ofhfe;SC|  @ hıs wıll help unveıl the ypocrısy 1in

the churches an wıll ftorce them be less artıf1- wıthout eing caught in the dualısm of "spirıt-
ual "materjal;‘ dualısm that wrecks havoc wıthclally defined. If experience CAMNOL be consıdered

45 SOUTCEC of theological work, it doesn’t however realıty AN! paralyzes act1o0n.
iINCall that 1t 15 ırrelevant theological actıVvIıtY.

Depending the CONTECXL, eiıther reflection Theology wiıll need be CONnNcrVete
OT experience 4ASSUMMEC certaın noble aspectk, but
thıs 15 polarızatıon LOO nNnaıve be ser10usly. evangelıcal project that 15 theologically CaAtrc-.-

E Christian V1Is1ıON CANNOT conter nobıilıty MUST NOLT only be CONfeSSINA and communal in
ONC rather than the other. One qualifies the other „ but wıll also eed make ıtself be heard

pıetas 15 expression of sapıentua AN! both find ın real aM IMAaNNCTL. real confessing
communıty a1mMs AT the reconcılıatıon of all thıngstheır or1gın in the work of God in men’s vVes

Ihe communal mıilheu Can ffer opportunıities 1n Chrıst It 15 renewed and innovatıve la  ratorY,
overflowıng wıth> freshness, an realıty.tor INC1sıve testimOonY 45 well 45 proviıdıng

the CATX of the WwIıtnNesses wh. eed lıve OuUrT that 'Ihe domıiınant ıdea 15 that theology belongs
MECSSAHC. Ihe danger lıes in increasıngly refined the speculatıve Sspäere. In the est hypothesıs, ıt
work that faıls keep sufficıently ar bay people’s 15 thought AT somethıng internal the belıeving
problems theır S aAN! real pathologıes. Ihus, cCommunıtYy, somethıng that benefits those wh;

aVve had the privilege of being iınvolved in faıthVeCLY sophisticated products ATC offered which A,

devo1d of Fru!l connection the lıfe of the people exper1enCce, but somethıng really unrelated the
of lıfe It could ANSWCECI personal need,involved AN! devo1d of real relatıons wıth the daily

lıves of churches and sOCIetY. Ihe ıdea of educatıon but nothıng IMOTIC
Thıs 15 NOT healthy COI‘ICCPt of theology, CC1I-ıtself wıll eed be rethought ın of FIru

communal exper1ence, OLlC that wıll enable pın taınly NOT evangelıcal theology. Theology 15 healthy
doctrine in the that 1t teaches how lıve wellpoint, GCOTTECK aN! heal problems and defects.

In thıs lıght, It 15 surely VCLY appropriate eNVI- 1n .‚Od’s world It 15 healthy because it CONMNCUTI'S wıth
S10N OT cater rıtual aspect the believing COM- the well being of Ma  D Aherefore. nothıng Cal be

IMOTC than theology aiımed atT honorıngmunıty. commıtment enrıiıch CVCECIN vısıbly the
aspects of church lıfe C:  - help concret1ize the God iın all aspects ofex1istence. Ihe emphasıs placed

upbON contextualızatiıon, often heard. MUST aVveposıtion of the Chrıiıstian communıty in the world
Ihe church needs learn CXADICSS ıtself through result. What ıT 15 putting into
metaphors that CONVCY specıfic world-view. practice real seNSIEVILY pertaınıng the meanıng

Many evangelıcal ZFOUPS ould tee] uncomtfort- of Gospel the and publıc level Some
able before such hypothesıs, because they would would uUuSCc ere the term holıstıc, hıch 15 aCCEPL-
tend sSet asıde undervalue the visıble aspcct. able AS far 4S ıT 15 truly understandable.
It 15 obvıous that the Chrıstian taıth es NOT eed Ihe evangelıcal taıth EeES NOLTL dıvıde ıfe Into

the sacred realm aAM the profane ONC, 8(0)8 O€s itthe visıble aspect 1in order be consıdered tangı-
ble a Nevertheless, 1T O€Ss NOT IL1Call establısh degrees of sacredness thıngs. It C-

Crates al thıngs the revealed God God 15 NOT 1nthat there needs be opposıtıon of iınternal
VS external, invısıble VS visıble, rıte. Ihe feelıngs 1LLOT 1n rCasOIN, He 15 NOL present in anı y OC

ımagınary has 1tSs role in human hIStOrYy AI part of INal, regardless of how elevated that part
thınk of taıth devo1ıd of visıble aM practical ele- INay be He 15 either prcsent 1n all of INan NOLT AT

MentTtT CENCOUTASC dangerous truncated Ihe interactıon wıth culture, whiıch sometımes
Visıon of It, VIsS1ON iındıstiınct that IT CANNOLT be takes the shape oft conflıct, needs take place
ser10us1y taken into 2AECLOUE the whole SPCCtI'UI'H.

O talk amongst select about the aL-imagery that values riıtuals 15 NOL in
the spirıtual element of taıth Rather, It SUP- CS5 of God AN! about hıs salvatıon, eıther in the

cloisters of churches OTLr 1ın the lıyıng aN!1T AN! enriches It, makıng 1fs characterıistic
of wholeness LMNOTC It 15 thus spirıtual- hallways of respectable people 15 NOL enough. Bıb-
Ity of ıfe An tor lıfe, spirıtualıty that: due Iıcal salyvatıon has COSMIC dımensıon an INalıy
Its authenticıty, compacts 11 aS pCCtS of ıfe wıthout evangelıcals AL gui1lty of NOT carıng enough about
schısms separat1ons; personal pıety an world the world 1n ICS entiretYy. 1oo easıly ATIC pulpıt and
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teachıng desk, prayıng LOOIMNMN an workroom, NOLT Jay ın the poss1ıbilıty that e s  d ethical system
separated and the world 15 left handle Its OW) miıght wıth be Juxtapose thıs
affaırs DYy ıtself. that other SYSTeEM, but IT hıes in the accepting such

FKor long time 1L10 the UusSsc of Scripture 1n the CONVECrSCNCCS wıthout questioniıng theır Jegit1macy.
ethıcal field has een subject of reflection and It It 15 belıeve that the specıfics ofevangel-
15 useful continue do commuıtting thıs ıcal ethıcs lıe 1n SOMMIC general allusıon the de1ıty

few bıblıcal references. It that OINCfield But the evangelıcal VIS1ON demands transla-
8(0)8) of the bıblical teachıng. Sınce bıblıcal teachıng needs be CONTENT wıth setting the record straıght
15 NOL IMNETIC theoretical dıscourse that SECTS forth thıs that detaıl, whıle Jeavıng unevaluated the
crıter1a, but 15 dıscourse that takes the respons1- whole thought TrUCEUFE behind 1t
bılıty of declarıng ıtself, eed aM LMNOVC IThe sılence of evangelıcal theology also [UNS the
torth Not only TMOVC forth. but beyond. To riısk of producıng detachment between theology
be credıble, it MUST be 1n ItS STatements aM ethıcs. It that asıde ftrom maJor POSTU-
pertaınıng the 1Ssues that rouble the exX1istence latıons, sufficıent thought 15 NOT allotted these
of contem Orary human beings Ihus, real strıdes themes. It that ought, reflection, and the
Call be made despite all the risks ınvolved in such formulatıon of gxoals ATC rather lackıng, partıcu-

actı1on. larly in the fields where systematıc approach 15
Theologiıcal actı1ıon ımplıes, then, specıfic DVES: It that there 15 dıffıculty

ENCE the publıc marketplace. Many I the VO1CES formulatıng ALLY postulatıon that ZOCS beyond
broadcastıng the dıscomfort felt DYy OUT SOCIetY. the IHETE personal level On 1SSsUEeSs such AS bıoeth-
OC1010Yy speaks about it. do psychology aM ICS ECONOMICS, globalızatıon, the enviıronment, the
human sclenNcCES in general. But 15 that the- formulatıion unable beyond the level
ology 15 NOT human, AdS5 IT (JES NOT make 1fs VOol1ce of good personal advıce. On systematıc level,
heard hıs CAaNNOT be sımply blamed upDON the sımply carryıng the Catholı1c posıt10ns

CONTENT us Should be satıshed wıth thıs STanceiındıfference of the mediıia towards the evangelıcal
posit1Ons; rather, IT should be ımputed the 1Na- should aspıre more*?
bılıty of these pos1t10ns make themselves heard Maybe 0)3(° should ask whether IT 15 INOTC STra-

the publıc place kvangelıcal theology, how- teg1C be rather than Operate AT
CVCLI, MUST cultıvate the ambıition of being heard Cangent the ethical, socıal, and polıtical fields;
an being pr CSCHL 1n the publıc SQUAaLC, “Justice whether visıbilıty should be preferable ınfıltra-
15 turned back, and rıghteousness stands afar off; t10N. These methodologies Can AT VCLY relevant
for truth has stumbled 1n the publıc SQUaATCS, an sıde effects and thus requıre caretful evaluatıon.
uprıghtness CAaNNOLT ruth 15 Jackıng... (Is Besıides questlons of strateg1Cc D( needs
59:14-15 ESV) examıne whether there 15 specıfic evangelıcal'Ihe sılence the absence of evangelıcal theol- proposal make whether ıf 15 dıfferent from

1n the marketplace ımplıes ser1es of SC- the other eXisting HIC8S.

JUCHCCS. Ihe YrSt 15 AT the ethıcal eve (One 15 left Europe 15 experiencing labour-pa1ins PCIwıth the ıdea that the evangelıcal V1IS1ON 15 practI1- taınıng the bulldıng of 1ts polıtical 1rUuCHe AN!
cally iıdentical other world VIS1ONS. Regardıng thıs 1$ NOT small IMNAafter It 15 hard ıgnore the
bioethical 1SSUES an the UsCc of technologies, It precarı0us anı character of e  » COIN-
WOULU SCCIH that the evangelıcal posıtıon coıncıdes Victions such complıcated Matters On these
MOTC less wıth that of Roman Catholicısm. Is ISSUES, eed evaluate 4N ask ourselves ıf IT
such V1IS1ON sufficıent? Is IT poss1ıble that dıffering 15 acceptable sımply fee]l 111 AT CdaSCc wıth sımılar
theologıes sımply result 1n sımılar ethıc” Do CVall- partnershi1ps an Juxtapositions, ıf IT 15 sufficıent
gelıcals eed award the Catholıcs the field of WAarn about SOMINMC dangers OT ıf shouldn’t aspıreethıcs? Isn’t thıs Ser10us question tor evangelıcal reflection that leads formulations. H
theology? Fıther theology 15 consıdered 45 separable evangelıcal faıth 15 choiıice VT all of lıfe. ıT
from ethıcs anı thus allowıng for the thought that be dıffhcult SCT asıde thıs commıtment
GV startıng from dıfferent theologiıcal SVYSteEmM seeck proposals CVECI in these
there (: 7 be. AS5 result; SCH: of ethıcal belıefs that (Jur times ATC greatly intolerant of ALLY thıcal
AaTC basıcally the Saı Or, theology 15 consıdered imposıtion, but the future CANNOT be hought of
jJoıned ethıcs, thus Causıng people question of wıthout partıcular reflection In thıs field Evangelı-certaın de facto Juxtaposıt1ons. Ihe problem oes cal ethıcs CaNnnot be CONtTENT wıth the sımple role
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of being descriptive discıplıne. It needs ffer 1sn’t MOVINg onward 1n the dırection of unde-
gu that explain AN! motivate the specıfic fined an fadıng, breach; it 15 OoWwnıng hope based
Vvisıon 15 has received: it eeds be VC ınvolved inı foundatıon. Ihe evangelıcal commıtment
in offerıng solutions. 15 NOTLT satısfıed DYy ephemeral proJjecti0ons. It 15 ted Dy

Ihe evangelıcal sılence, manıfested in the ack of the past an iıt 15 that each time the Gospel
proposals for MMa Lters of publıc interest, 15 preached, lıyved, an offered, the Holy Spirıt Can

HSE ıt operate change.in the end, lends legit1macy the State AS legisla-
LOr ın all Helds IThe State ıts agenda Today, there 15 CY1S1S of values, of knowledge,

1SSUE wıthout CVCLI, 0)8 hardly CVCL, encounter- AN! ofhope. Ihe early Christians sed each
other sayıng Maranatha. It W as WaY of statıngng the evangelıcal thought. It that the latter
the essenti1als of the taıth Centered Chriıst aMO€s NOT OW. goals of Its z aMı 15 CONTENT wıth

gener1C references the Judeo-Chrıistian elements Hıs promıise, everything inds agaln the ASSUTANCE

in the realıty AL hand Only when certaın mM1Ssap- of hope. Chrıiıstians WCEIC called ‘"gıve. TrCAason

for the hope‘ (1 Det 3:15) They had Vis1ıON thatplicatıons A quıite obvıious, then ttie shudder
of dıspleasure 15 el but in the maJorıty cr went well beyond theır supposed strength.
C  . the State 15 eft Jegislate wıthout havıng Ihere 15 eed e-C around the essenti1al,
WOILTY about proactive ınterventlons. ‘lookıng NIOoO Jesus’ (Heb _2:2) today LO  O IThere

15 eed proclaım the only hope. modestAncıent paganısm DaAVC the State the right
Jegislate all 8.SPCCtS of lıfe Ihe State then took style Oes NOLTL pr CeVveCNL certaın boldness We dIC

the rıght define rıght from But Priımi- NOL speakıng about lofty task, 1L1OT HAIGEC recıta-
t1ve Chrıistianıty paganısm, rejecting SPC- t10N of thought that 15 short of gu  S It 15

project worth lıving an resurrecting for. hıs 15cıfıcally Caesar’s demands uDON the indıvıdual, the
man’s on| worthwhıiıle ex1istence. It Call be Iıyed 1nchurch, educatıon, anı famıly, and proclaımıng the

right of God the whole of realıty. humıilıty but also in the that 15 for today
aAM for eternity.OdaYy, ıt 15 obvıous that, ın order shape rootless theology, non-specific, aM devoı1d ofNECW soclety where atheısts, agnoOSt1CS, Catholics

a! Evangelıcals Call lıve together, the State CAL VIS1ON, 15 useless. Ihere 15 eed for u-

only push the iındıvıdual cıtızen keep hıs rel1- flaged theology, whıch blends 1n wıth weıghtless
academıc endeavors that CaIr’Yy weıght wıth SOCI1-7100 creed wıthın the confines of hıs prıvate lıfe

TIThe State 15 in charge S1X days week, whıle the C In the of globalızatıon, wıth Its
Churches take GCÄTLTE of the remaınıng O1l  e hıs of Babel, evangelıcal theology CANNOLT be satısfhıed
cshould lessen the conflıcts and cshould promote wıth platıtudes about love, tolerance aAM spiırıtual-

ItY. FEıther 1T ll redıiscover in the Gospel’s Uun1que-coexX1istence for extremely heterogencous ZrOUPS of
people. TrOoOom the viewpomnt of evangelıcal theol- CS the leaven that C  3 be brought torth 4S truly

iIt 15 hard SUPPOIT the UuCCCSS5 of such unıversal, OL 1T 111 NOT AVE anythıng ofter.
undertakıng.

Ihe question 15 NOT whether the State cshould © Notes
cshould NOT MOVC along these lınes. The question
1S whether evangelıcal theology DUFSUCS goal 1n ıfed@lıbero. It.

1sh LO an Joel Rınn helping LO prepare thı1sthıs feld TOM evangelıcal poıint of VIeEW, be
CONfEANT wıth passıve resistance OT intervene publicatıon.
only when the bIg cho1ces AaVEe already ecen mad

unacceptable.
Evangelıcal theology MUST be pI'CSCIII 1ın the

publıc marketplace, o1Vve Its contrıbution the
redrawıng of the CIty MapD 1o merely hıt-chat
about the WOTr realıty 4S 1T 15 O€es NOT make much

16 are a Vis1ıON 15 possıble. It 15
NOT Just wısh for> It 15 the AWAaTCeINCSs$S

of eing the bearers of unıque specıficıty. 4O be
evangelıcal that 1It CANNOLT be otherwiıse anı
that the Gospel CANNOT be cheapened.

[T1H6E theology DUFSUCS V1IS1ION of LIrUu hope. I®
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