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UMMARY
Incarnatıon, the cCOoMMUNITArTIAN nature of al claimms

What has Jerusalem to do ith Google? The has of authori and the transformative force of the Gospe!lS TheITS OW heology and surfing the net IS theological AaCTIV- have [I1NAaS5S5IıVe ethical implications tor the
ILY Since theological neutrality does noTt EXIS even 200 News for the ınternet Drovides dynamic MOT-
the realm of technology, his article explores the WdY> atıve framework self-critical approac the USEC of
| IC| Christian heology shapes sustainable ethic technology, and Dpowerfu motıivatıon for those who Are
for approaching the responsibly The Trinity, the nvolved IT

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
die Inkarnation das gemeinschaftliche Wesen des (latU-

Was hat Jerusalem mMıt google tun?® [)as Internet hbens Behauptungen ZUrTr Autoritat und ZUr transformie-
hesitzt CISCENE Theologie und das Surfen Netz renden Kraft des Evangeliums en gewaltige Ische
ıst EeINe theologische Aktivität EJ)a E theologische Neu- Implikationen INDIIC auf das Interne |)ie „gute
tralität nicht gibt auch nicht | Kaum der Technologie Nachricht“ für das Interne: hietet dynamischen

normatıven Rahmen selbstkritischen nsatz Zuuntersucht dieser Artikel VVege auf denen christliche
Theologie INe tragfähige Fthik für den verantwortlichen Umgang MIt der Technik und CC kraftvolle Motivatıon
Umgang mMıt dem Internet gestalten kann | ıe Irınıtat für diejenigen die damit tun en

RESUME
Irınite eltl de Vn  nl I9a nature CoOomMMUNAUTaIre de

Quelle relation Jerusalem neut-elle VE Google? Ia fOl, ’autorite UU revient 1euU et parole, et 1a
L Internet DrODTE theologie et surfer SUr I9 toille est DUISSaNcE de transformation de |r Evangile, tOut cela des
Un IV theologique Fa neutralite theologique implications ethiques considerables DOUF rapport
EXISTEe DdS [MerNe dans lEe domaine des techniques Internet Fa < bonne nouvelle »} DOUT Internet Ournit

est Cel article aborde 1a de SaVOIT cadre normatif dynamique UuNne approche rıtiqu de
quelle ethique decoule de 1a theologie chretienne DOUT des techniques el un DUISSanNtTe motivatıon DOUT

responsable de Interne l es doctrines de Ia GCEUX Ul utilisent

How do Jerusalem and G00O le relate ONC that SAa111C culture Today, culture 15 also shaped DV
another? Ir the Bıble and Wıkıpedia? Brotherhood the JTechnological strıdes the Held of
AB chat Iınes? Sınce the davs when Tertullian WO11- TE  CAL10N IEUULLC usSs ask whart 15 the
dered how Jerusalem elated Athens CVECLY SCN- of the relatıonshıp ıf ALLV that 61 between the
eratıon should A asked sımılar HTIG Christian taıth and thıs LICW medıa AsSe culture
that had een modıhed reflect the CUT- hıs 1SSUIC ınvolves theology 4A5 tar AS the er-
FrCHt ADC At stake 15 the abılıtv of the Chrıiıstian taıth nNeTt has ICS z theology AS well; LimMme

sıgnıfıcant and wıth the ıIHTEFAHEeT, A theologıcal ACLION 15 PCI-
the culture of epoch A avOo1d being tormed wherebv WC profess A V1IS10O11 of the world
passıvelvy affected DY, OTr uncrıtically subscr1ibing which 15 centred absolutes I 15 Al  3 erTe
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sımply lav OUuUrtTt schematıc and selectıve COIMN- “blg brother who havıng also added the
PDarıson of the theologıes AS ell AS PrODOSC the DOWCTIS AT hıs dısposal controls AN! dırects
AaAl outlıne of internet ethıc 111 the wake of RN the SYSTCM letting hıs be only partıally
COMPar atıVC analysıs perceived DY those onlıne Also be recalled AaiIC

Internet theology 15 rather complıcated COIN- the CCONOMNC and financıal POWCLIS that be whiıch
which Can only be described Dy lıkewıse through the promote general

siımplıfıcatıons Christianity, 1L 15 Irınıtarıan CONSCNSUS homogenısed conformıiıst relıgıon
incarnatıonal an conducıve transformatıon of CONSUMECTISIE Whıle the 15 presently
Whiıle 15 clearly MOTC than thıs these charac- predominantly polytheistic, the pendulum keeps
FET1ISLICS do belong 1TS definıng ıdentity. Let us Monotheıism 15 still capable of
therefore consıder 11 SOILIC of the of ILr and ı15 far from resigned accept) the
COMIMDALISON outburst of multıplıcıty.

The challenge for ethıc of the hıes
the abılıty offer balanced Irınıtarıan appraisalIrımnıity and the interne of the task ahead whıiılst consıdering radıcally dıf-

Ihe Chrıistian doctrine of the Trınity fterent approaches the qQUESTIONS eINS posed
ug! pluralıty of Janguages, commumcatmg
subjects, CADICSSIVC codes, AN! Irınıtar-

Incarnatıon an the141l Chrıstianıty endorses AN! demands multıple
AS ell 4S varıcd forms of COMMUNICALION Some Chrıistianıtv. addıtiıon being Irınıtarıan also
Chrıistians ATC concerned wıth the POS- nges Jesus Christ inCcCarnatınon the Word
siıbilıtıes offered DY the ue theır inade- WAS made flesh AN: dwelt AMONY )) Ihe Second

assımılatıon ofAIrınıtarıan doctrine They ATC dam CATIIC the distressed world which the Fırst
therefore questionably attracted heretical VCI- dam had bequeathed hım He W as made

of Christianıty namely, monotheısm 111I111- CODC wıth created realıty debased DV S1111 AN!
agınatıvely conformıng ONOTONOU! I'CPCUthH becomıng fully integrated wıthın 1L acted towards
anı unıdırectional COMMUNICALION nstead Irını- ICS real transformatıon. rısti1anıty has always
Larıan doctrine realıty 1CS tundamental eCen questioned DYy forms of qnosts hıch
UNILY, hıs sıgnıfles that Janguages be 1NSs- AT PSSCHICE dıs-incarnated of Chriıstian-
latable 2881 communıcable wıthın themselves, that ıtself 'Ihe CONLrOVET: SV revolves around the COT-

ındıyıdual behavıour MUSLT be accounted tor and poral tactualness of 1iNCaAarnatıon how Jesus Chrıiıst
4A5 111all could be God AN! how God could bethat: Jastly, the prevauıng ethos of cCOMM  1CaL10N

should achere whıich safeguard dıgn1ty, the “begotten Son Ginosticısm tends Opt for
honesty AaN! PartıcCıpationN. Irınıtarıan doctrine C spirıtualıst of1  on Christ1-
Oes NOT CNCOUTASZC alıy CTT “de-regulatıon” of aNıCV depends instead the MYSLCFYV of the Son
omMm  297 but rather mandates that the ar 1l- full humanıtv. aAM therefore the incarnated
I8N medıia possıbıilıtıes be creatıvely mobilised physıcal humanıty of the dıscıples faıth Whiıle
promote God shalom ACTOSS5 the EeENTLITrE world the faıth 111 the Son of GOod iINCarnatktıon takes

agan cthought Can be SC constantly oscıl- diversifned cultural forms all of these manıfesta-
late from extollıng multıplicıty (polytheısm) LIONS ınclude skın bodıly ıN!
underscorıng UN1IGUCHCSS (monotheısm). Perhaps face tace OMMUNICALION

thıs regard the 15 CTE akın poly- Internet theology depends LLLIOTC the virtual”
theıst theology than monotheıst (M1IC Its devel- dımensıon than incarnated realıty Ihe NOTLION of
OpPMCNL coıncıdes wıth cultural uncture (the vırtual” transcends factual realıty; 1T 15 mode of
postmodern age) hıch 15 characterised DY SCCI11- eINg which CANNOL be traced back the suffering
ıngly rampant multıplıcıty AaN! UNFeCSPONSIVCNCSS ınherent ı corporal realıtv. do NOLT ımply DV thıs
towards anıV Unitarıan dıiscourse OWEVer thıs that the internet’s vırtualıty mechanıcally CQUALCS
15 only (MAC sıde of the of whiıch the other the gDOSÜC Nevertheless, falıng be
sıde CANNOT be concealed When ng AL the stimulated DYy robust iINCAarnatıonN theology, the
inNnTeEernNetr from A alternatıve VICVVPOII‘NI 11C SCCS 1INTeEernNeEeTt O€eSs betray all evıident ZNOSLLC PFrOPCNSITY.
arge UN1Lary where despıte the dıversıtıies In tact the of Chrıiıstian INCAarnNnatLıonN theol-
the str1ngs ATC pulled DV few ıf NOL onlv DV E allows tor the virtual” dımensıon eed onlv
PartYy. Sufhice 1T recall the dısquieting of the wıde5 possıbilıties tor long
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dıstance COMMUNICALION Praycer ACCPESS5 SPC- NıC1eES INaYy  6  , tor example be entered and exyıted T:
cialısed CI LLUIOHNIS ET Y ut the condıtıiıon that 1T 11l usually under dıfferent ıdentities I hıs befits

interactions which ATC ITMOTC “11 u1d’ and elusıveCINallls centred realıty throughout Should the
CNCOUTASC closed virtual SYStem which rather than “col1d” and bındıng lIo Christian-

15 both self- referentıal and based the “ nrtuüal- ne1ghbours who make 8 N LV
LtV” of CO  NS and navıgated ULLLVEILISCS then I1AaVv be connected uSs ftorms (Paul WasS

the FNOSLTIC temptanon aAM CENSUMNS de humanısıng NOLT personally acquaınted wıth al of the address-
effects become evident. C of hıs epistles havıngz earned about IManıy of

ethıc CANNOT Shy AWAV from them only DY hearsay) Yet those who ATC physı-
renewed world V1IS1ION based the INCArNaATION, cally Car Uus DY be consıdered
and MUST confront those virtualıty--iınfused theolo- part of OUTr LY. IThe gHOSUC rCJECLION of
D1CS which allow themselves be tragıcally fascı- 1N!  on ZOCS hand 111 hand wıth A temptat10n
nated by AaNıı Chriıstian and human gn0ses towards gHOSUC anthropology and. DYy the SAaMıC

token, ZNOSLIC eccles10l0gy. 'Ihe NOTLION of vıirtual
church reflects vırtual ı1n  on and equallyCommunity an the vırtual gospel Whıle Christianıty has the capabıl-Central Christianıty hıstory of salvatıon 15 the correlateywıth prox1m1ty MOST

shapıng of Ywhiıch 15 reconcıled wıth of the LiımMe (albeıt NOLT NECESSACULY) the 15
God AD ell ASs the world God partakes Ihe VC unable do
PrOJeCL of creatiıon W dS$5 based adaptıng ONC z FEthıcs 15 expected 1nvest1gate the MOLLVALLON!
personal ıdentity that of the IV(famıly, whıch ead people CONNECT vırtual form
tellow W 1 R dısruptive SOWIN the COMMUNI 4A5 well AN) the CNSUMS
S1111 has deraıled (but DYy 1ssOlved) the FCDCICUSS1ONS of thıs Vırtual SOCIETIES IL TOT the
MOMENTLTUM orıgınally ıntended favour COIMNN- frustrations caused Dy the dıstortions of socı1al real-

ıfe AN! redirected 1T towards OPPTICSSIVC 1CV. As such thev CAaNNOT be dısmıssed offhand
instabıilıty. Salvatıon works estTtore thıs shattered moral grounds but need be carefully consıdered
network of relatıonsh1ps whıle the PTrOS- wıth 1CW transformıng them COTILMIMNUNL-

PECL ofMlıfe under the banner of 11- LIES which despite theır dıversıtv. nNction AS part
cılıatıon Wıthout these “incarnated” relatıonsh1ps of corporal realıty

bınd us others ıtfe risks degradıng NLIO socı1al
SETHEILrEs which ATIC NOLT only ser10usly deficıent

Authorıity and the internebut potentially dangerous 4S ell Whıle the church
functions AS the LV ambıt DAr excellence Christian theology 15 innervated DV critical

where ONC 15 taught AaNCW how lıve wıth OIIC of authorıty On the CMIC hand 1L acknowledges
the authorıty of God AS Creator Provıder and theOW ne1ghbours other tangıble relatıonal ambıts

need ofr  : which lıkewise ALC CSSaALV Reconcıler of all realıtv. For thıs LTCAasSson Chrıistian
for =CXT  5 nclude famıly, cırcles of frıends, theology also rCCOQNIZCS the Bıble 4A5 the
colleagues 4ASSOC1AaLIVE bonds Cr Word that which 15 certihed DV OW. author-

peculharıty of the profile of theology (sola Scriptura ) CONSCQUCNCC of 1TS submıs-
S1011 dıvyıne authorıty, faıth also acknowledges15 that whıiıle CNCOUTASINS the general iısolatıon” of

each ındıvıdual 1L also fosters virtual” bandıng authoritatıve bases which derıve from the sphere
together of others who IMay be tound onlıne AL ALLY of created realıty Ihese ALC neıiıther dolısed 4A5

Liıme On the ()FIC an the works entirely worthvy of obedience L1OT den1grated and
towards loosen1ıng the LIES A ne1ghbourıng subsequently dıvested of theır legıtımate PrCcrosa-

TAEey ATC respected AS long AS thev do NOLTLV of real people hıs prıor: 1UISCS ONC S
OW. indıyvıdual iıdentıitv and allows for Al increased exceed theır WI)1 Iımıtatıons (n the other hand
reedom of choice whıch 15 110 uncoupled from Christianity provıdes antıbodies whıiıch FESIST the
the condıt1on1ıng, ınfiuence of the iındıvıdual’s 111Cal- degeneratiıon brought about whenever author-
nated ne1ghbouring relatiıonshı1ps On the other exceeds 1TS bounds of competence AN! claıms
hand 1L tacılıtates virtual relatıonsh1ıps ınd1ı- Jurısdıction VCT EYXYTFrFaNnEeEOUS THALLeTrs Submıissıon
ıduals 51 1CW munı typologıes 00° authorıtv aAM close SCFULNY of local bases
whıch ATC based along dıfferent sociologıcal Iınes of authorıty also supply the whiıch enable
ON dıfferent soc1alısatıon These COMMNMU- UuSs dıscern the STATUS of particular authoriıtvV ı111
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relatıon competing authorities. An internet ethıc necessıitates an approach whıch
It 15 conce1vable that the internet has profoundly 15 crıitical of what currently eX1IStS. Moral vigiılance

shaped A "theology of authorıty” of ItfSs OW In commıts us keeping, ourselves al arm'’’s Jength
WaV, 1T has Ca 1INnto question authoritatıve sche- trom the internet, res1ist being ucked Into ItSs
IMas of learnıng which WEEIC anchored ın tradıtıon An STaV sufficıently lucıd V1S-A-VIS ICS VIr-
an 1in the consolıdated ASSECTS hıch NOWIE  C tual culture and the MOVEMECNEFTS thereın. As brieflyoffers. Its subversive actıon (ın Ian y regards pOS1- sketched above, Chrıistian heology provıdes the
t1ve and agaınst ıdolatry) has led an authorıty PIrODCI AMOUNET of dıstancıng AS ell AS the tools
VacCUuum OL, LNOIC accurately, rarefactıon OL, 1eeded tor appropriately dıscrımınatıng when
still LOTEC accurately, PTOCCSS of authorıty indıvıd- asSSESSING, Varıo0ous S1tuations.
ualısatıon. Being ON the internet, HI I1LAYy Dypass ethıc also be guided DYy referentıial
ofhicıal authoritatıve frameworks while, 1n CUurn, models. When confronted wıth the internet PCHraisıng the 1ssue of when they should be applied dulum, SWINSINS AS It Oes between polytheıismInformatıion, dısplayed the internet, 15 2881 monotheısm, XNOSIS AN! fiction, ındıyıdualism

Dar wıth that presented DYy other media, wıth AN! virtualıty, Christianıty normatıve
screenıng standards in place other than each 1eW- grid tor dynamıc stabilıty, capable of standıng ItSs
ers  2 dıscret10Nary choi1ce. Chrıistian teachıng SCTS ground before the ebbs and OWS of the internet
much DV the authorıty of OUTICCS and PCISONS wıthout drownıng 1ın ItSs SUrSCS, Such EthIC: DYyCONVEYINS E CVCIMN though turther inspection 15 by eINg both personal and interpersonal, shareableruled OU!  m+ Whıle the internet 15 helpful an rectifiable, favours the pluralıty AT ACCOUNLT-when IT questionıng vested authorıty, the abılıty of the vstemrısk remaıns that ındıvıdual authorıty IMaV step in
d tyrannıcal (Cidol’)’ CT that the internet becomes Lastliv, the desirable ınternet ethıc wıll NOL COMNC

Into being through IN HICI abılıty discern thedevoid of sustaınable criıter1a ftor assurıng cred1bil- rıght COUTSC from wıthın varıety of S1tUat1ONs, L1LOT

DYy solely adopting normatıve models of reference.AnYy ethıcal dıscourse regardıng the internet 15
bound take Into Its reluctance submıt Ihe internet AWAaIts people (operatıng onlıne for

authorıtYy, which however chort of seeıng, varıety of purposes) who ATC capable ofC -

Ing and Incarnatıng the C  ood ECEWS  2 wıth LEauthorıty iıtself AS undue restraınt bound be turnıng the internet 1Nto accessible, dıgnıfiedeventually removed. By NECESSILY, chall always
find ourselves wıthın ruled DYy author AaN! responsıble world Ihese people, havıng ASS1IM-

ılated the basıc ftoundatıon of Irınıtarıan VIS1O0N,ICV of SOItS; whıch MUST be ciırcumscrı1bed and
accountable. WOU OPCI'Z)IC towards ertile synthesıs oft unıty

an multıplıcıty. Havıng experienced Jesus Christ’s
incarnatıon, thev would be willing factuallyEthics an the internet PrOmMOTC the good an rıght When returnıng
theır COMMUNITY, they ould testify that personal'Ihe Gospel 15 the g00d CWS hıch transforms

realıty. G0od’s deeds A NOT dırected AT destroy- relatıonsh1ps C414 be reconcıled. When onlıne, theır
authoritatiıveness would result trom theır submıs-ıng the world L1LOT creating 1T ALLCW, ut rather AL

transformıng 1It 1nto the NECW heaven ın earth S10N both the Word of GOod aAM the members of
Ihe dynamıcs of the Kıngdom a1mMs modıfy the vıirtual COMMUNItY.
what eXIStS (affected AS 1T 1$ DYy S1n) and alter
1T accordıng, Od’s renovatıon proJect. Chriıs- Bıbliıographyt1an ıfe makes ıf It conforms thıs PFOC-
CsS5 of transformatıon. Utherwise, IT 15 subservient 0J chultze, Habıtus Hıgh-Iec. Heart. INg Vır-

u0sLy In the Informatıon ÄAge ranı Rapıds Baker,eıther ıdolatrous practices OTr equaliy
pursult of utopla. When confronted wıth the NeL.  ‘; Cottin Bazın, PeVS UN ChrYIStHANISME vırtuel?
CL operatıng onlıne, Chrıstians CAaAaNNOT afford MNYEUX et defis d’Internet (Geneve: Or GF ıdes,sımply endorse crıticıse ir Becoming part of thıs
polarısed dıscourse, in eiıther the ftorm of adversary Altobell; Leonee{A morale yıflessa aul MONL-
„would AMOUNET mısunderstandıng EOY Internet ed etıca Roma: Citta Nuova,1ın childlıke WaAY Ne‘s  2 Christian call Do, what Spadaro, CONNESSLIONL. N u0ve forme cultura al

ethıc 15 the internet in need of? M d1 internet (Bologna: ardes,
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