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When It W aSs Yrst announced that the theme of the Wa secular SOCIELY: and, of COUISC, 15 the good
2004 FEFET conference W d be “publıc theol- of Chrıstian Communıty whıch, C SCC5S5 the
OZY INalıy miıght AA wondered: what 15 that?” absence of paın AS5 NOLT always desırable, NOL always
IThe conference SAVC SOMIC of us the chance good for all human beings.
ind OUu  rm It 1S, dıscovered, theology whıch (a) What QV earned then trom the conter-
speaks urt of the wısdom of the bıble AN! Chris- CII Just past? Well, that publıc theology 15 DIOD-
t1an theology an EXPELICHNEE about 588 do erly part of evangelıcal Chrıiıstian theology. Ihe
wıth publıc lite: MaAattiers whiıch touch all Cıtızens, gospel 15 NOT apolıtıcal MNOT 15 IT polıtıcal but rather
AN! (b) dırects ıtself be heard DYy PCISONS and "super-polıtical”: summarıse Olıver U’Donovan,
instıtutions outsıde the church. Fach of these tasks the ‘polıtıical energıies’ of the C “YHWH mlk”

SeL subsumed in (but NOT cancelled OUuUL DY) “JesusItSs challenges. (a) ınvolves the
marshallıng of the counsel of bıblıcal theology and 15 FOR1I) 1n the New lestament. Ihe DaPCcLS 1n
the church’s collected wısdom AaDV 1ssue (E:2.; thıs volume ATC eloquent test1mOnYy thıs (Jur
"War”) AaN! applyıng the appropriate hermeneut1- closer Iınks wıth the kuropean Evangelıcal Allı-
cal ‘“ens that 1T 15 theology suntable for the A11CC 1n planned theological consıderatiıon of
modern day. (bD) requires that the church’s Vvolce 15 the kuropean Constıitution (tO take place Spring
both understandable by the polıtıcıan, the V  ® W as ın consıderable Dart forged through thıs
the cıvıl CSrVant (not in al y of the Janguages of conference and Its preparatıon. art of the trouble
Zıu0n’), aAM that 1T declares whiıich A1LC 15 that Christians, VCS evangelıcals, disagree
SOMNIC degree acceptable Dy those who do NOT aCCCDL themselves, Ooften these "publıc" 1SSUES
the claıms of GOod 1ın Christ. (war, wealth dıstrıbution, human rıghts ın Varlı0us

(One approach thıs last in the 1950s aspCCLs, Cfe. ). So then, who 15 AARZS the standıng
W dsS$ speak of *‘mıddle aAX10MS’ princıples ftor represent us An what dIC they emphasıse?
polıcy tormatıon whıch WCIC inspıred DYy Chrıstian Well, whoever they ATC An whatever thev belıeve
teachıng aM V er connected the other sıde wıth aV OC 1SSUE, Evangelıcals 111 1n general tend
unıversally accepted mora|l nOot10oNs. hıs approach be both harder AN! softer. (Qurs 15 NO all CAaS y
has een blasted ftrom 11C angle 4S Chrıiıstians moralısıng, but hard questionıng Sr secular pOS1-

t10NSs 1n of what they DIrESUDDOSC and whatSC theır spokespersons LOO Often OWN the
Chrıstian MCSSASC for the sake of formıng Partner- they ımply 1ın f actıon an behavıour 1n the
shı1ps 1n the publıc realm. hıs SCL face of holy Creator. aMn also afırmatıon 1ın
when denomınatıons C Prescht COTILLMMOINN the of repeatedly confirmıng the MCSSAHC of
Christian VO1CE: the dıstınctıve ıdeas dAd1IC reduced ‚Od’s IMCICY in hrıst hıs 15 OQOUrTr ftramework: NOT

veLry lıttle CVEn before they AVEe ZOL beyond the Just °the Lordshiıp of Chrıst" urt the Savıng
walls ofthe churches. It has also eecn attacked from VT all creation for those wh call 0)8!| hım
another angle: 1n other words, ATC there ALLV such that 15 the MCSSAYC of the (iross. So perhaps 1t 15
‘unıversally accepted moral notions (ın the words OT inappropriate that chal] 1ın the NECXT, 2006
of acIntyre, Whose Justice? Whıiıch Ratıonal- conference, take place in Prague (4-5 ugust,
ıty ?): 2006), consıder the theme of Reconcıliation the

Another WdY 15 tollow A thıck strand ın the (ross of Chrıiıst aMn al the dıfference 1T makes.
Roman Catholı1Cc tradıtıon, speak of *‘the COINMOIN Please AaCCCDL thıs AS Al (early) InVvıtatı1on, (J)1I1 behalf

of the FEEI commıttee!Z0O! 11C problem PrC 15 that the church needs
cshow how the practice of A princıple 1n the ıfe

of the hurch 15 ındeed good for IS z members
before 11 15 stand chance o eing accepted DYy
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