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Prepared for M1SS1ONaAFYy ministry iın 2Ist
Europe

Stefan Paas

RESUME
SEeE et I9 COMDaATrE UNE divorcee. presente et analyse

est largement ECONMNNU YJUEC I’Europe est devenue un  MD 1a reponse chretienne apporter termes "adapta-
< rr' de mission » Pourtant, Ia plupart des unlons tion, de conservatıon et d’innovation. reconsidere
d’Eglises n’ont DdS integre fait dans Ia formation theo- enfin quelle formation donne actuellement AUX Dds-
logique qu/elles dispensent leurs futurs Cet eurs dans et auı quelques Dropositions DOUT
article Dar efinir les d’un CC minIis- I’/ameäeliorer. Les doivent etre des etrangers dans
tere missionNnNaIlre » Ce ministere doit viser equıper les E culture occidentale, profondement enracCınes dans les
salnts Vu du sService. considere ensulte certaıns Ecritures, experimentes plan pratique, et meme de
traıts ypIques de ’Europe post-cChretienne söculari- Sservır de guides spirituels.

UMMARY SOTNE characteristics of post-Christian Or ‘secular’
Lurope which IS compared divorcee. The Christian

It IS widely Eelleve that Lurope has become “‘mission l1ESPOTISCS of adaptation, conservatıon and iInnovatiıon
field’ However, MOST denominations have noTt really Adre analysed. Finally, the Current trainıng of Dastors In this
processed his In the theological trainıng they gIive CONTexT IS reviewed and SOTNE suggestions for Improve-their future minısters. This article efines first what ment dre made. Ministers must he strangers ın estern
Missionary ministry” entails. It SEPESs the task of ministers culture, deeply rooted In the Scriptures, familiar ith
d equıpping the saınts ministry. Secondly, ıt reflects practice and spiritual guides.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG tet er einige Charakteristiken des nachchristlichen oder
‚säkularen’ Luropa, das mMiıt eıner geschiedenen Frau VeET-

E< Ist eıne weithin verbreitete UÜberzeugung, dass Luropa glichen wird, und analysiert die christlichen Antworten
Zr Missionsfeld’ geworden Ist. DITZ meılsten |)enomı- VOT Angleichung, Bewahrung un Neuerung. chliel$-
natıonen en jedoch diese Erkenntnis noch nicht In lich überprüft der Artike]l ın diesem Zusammenhang die
der theologischen Ausbildung setzt, die SIE ihren gegenwäartige Ausbildung VOTN eıtern und macht einıgeKünftigen Pastoren angedeihen lassen. |Dieser Artikel Verbesserungsvorschläge. Pastorale | eıter sollten nicht
definiert erstens, Was eınen ‚missionarischer Dienst’ In der westlichen Kultur, sondern stattdessen jef In der
ausmacht, und sieht die Aufgabe VOoO Pastoren darin, Schrift verwurzelt seIn. Auch sollten SIE mMıiıt praktischemdie eiligen Z Dienst auszurusten /welıtens etrach- | )ienst un geistlicher Leiterschaft seın

Introduction 15 OUrTr modern Ekuropean context” Jlogether these
three quest1Ons sharpen ur FOCUS the 1SsuE SrIn thıs artıcle ll SE OUuUt SOLTIIIC thoughts the M1SSIONALY theological educatıon for DaSstOrSs ıntheological traınıng of future miınısters in the COMN- 7 Ist Ekurope. Only after AaVe tried

[CY% of secular Europe.‘ hıs theme 15 ocated at the ALISWCT them, Can TW SOT1I1C outlınes of how
intersection of three ımportant quest10ns: }) What pastor S INaYy be prepare for theır task 1in today’s15 "mission’?, 2) What 15 minıstry?, AanN! 3) What Europe.
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What mMiss1ON? WEIC the focus of Chrıst OW work earth
AS he announced the COMMNS of the KıngdomSo what 15 M1ss1ON” Unfortunately, 18058 prob-

lems STaTi TE rıght Af: the OUTtTSET Mıssıon and feeding the UNgTrY, healıng the sıck, attend-
INS the PIISONCIS, prophesyıng agamstevangelısm today suffer trom ack of clarıty aM
INJUSTICC, reconcılıng broken relatiıonshı1ps.PUrDOSC We take SOMIC LiMe therefore

consıder what MCcCan DY 1551011 AaN! 15510 However, wıthout evangelısm there CAaH be
HC LIrul Christian 1551011 hıs W as the (C(IEd m1n15try (Is there also Ol IMNISS1IONALY I1N-

IStrY?) Is 1T somethıng do rSt AN: ftoremost of Jesus INCAarnNAate ıfe and that of the work
of the apostles It 15 the essentı1al Cr1ıtferı1ıOoOnN ofsomethıing ANVE 4 essentıal ıdentity mark of the that aMNıc the Name where 1LChurch? DDoes 1551011 happen CA11 IL
15 NOT known and INVITE 110  5 belıevers thebe ONnNe 1 kurope 4S well? [ Does 1551011 iınclude
COMMUNICY of Jesus dıscıples We CANNOLT talksOoc1a| USTICe advocaCcy should 1L be ımıted

evangelısm: CANNOT conduct these dıiscussı1onNs about the Kıngdom of God aV INCANINS-
ıf leave OULT the (JIIE- wh\ IC-ere Let Just lıst brief ST  TS that

SUM what belıeve about 1551011
sented thıs Kıngdom us

thıs that the entıre ıfe of the
1SS1O0N begıins wıth God whıi sends OUT hıs Church has IMISS1ONALY PUrDOSC dımen-
people 111 the world call hıs chosen d1scC1- S1011 But thıs plll' PDOSC Ca  3 be recognised MOST
pleshıp 2881 gather them LVof cClearly when the Church reaches OUuUT beyondhıs tollowers called worshıp God S11 VE 1CS W IGE ıfe and bears the GospelAaN! OVEe theır ne1ghbours an € ATC for the world Chrıstian 15 MOST visıble
God Ihe term INASS1LO De1 has often
been MıscoNstrued AN! 1L CAarTiCcs the burden

where 1T happens at the frontijer between faıth
AN! unbelhıef. AS ACT of costly 1CNeESS

of thousand definıtions Yet i 15 wonder- 1SS1ON local LVthat
term indıcate that [1115 15 primarıly ITS vVCeLY ıfe reflects the Gospel of the Kıng-the work of the Irınıty AN NOT T 1Ss1ıon dom Ihe medium 15 the INCSSASZC 1 the

15 rst a foremost the work of the words of Lesslıe Newbigın “Ihea
SOVCICI2EN God AN hıs love for hıs tiONn 15 the hermeneutıc of the Gospel As
urgıng hım elect call SAa”VC aAN! reconcıle SOOIN AS 1551011 15 CULT loose from lovıng,human beings In do NOLT bring All graceful m  Y tends become
absent Chriıst all abandoned world God 15 TOSTaAMM 1t LrUuNS the rısk of being under-
already ahead of us through hıs StOOd of methods effectiveness an
Holy Spirıt OWEeVer hostiıle an FeSsSISFaNT measurable results hıs 15 Wwhy the Church
OUTr WOr. INay be 15 essentially NOL alıen should OUfTfSOUFrCEe her task Dara-

1L 15 God world church OVEMECNTS CVCN ıf thoseeOd’s PI1Mary iINsStrumMeEe of 1551011 15 hıs LIONS (1 be Ar CETTAIB stages of the
Church Ihe Chrıstian Church CaNAOT be but ISSIONALY PFrOCCSS

INISS1ONALY church Its VC ıdentity 15 When understand what 1551011 15

rCPrEeSCNHNL an SIVC 1TNEeESss God the CICA- MUST NOLT lımıt 155101 COUNTFTrI1ES far AWAY.
COr AaN! ruler of the (Qur 1551011 15 What 15510171 15 15 NOL defined DYy Al address
WICNCSS ıng thıs good CWS5 of Od’s love geographical locatıon Sınce the carly
AS 1L has en revealed throughout the Bıble twentieth 1T has increasıngly een
but ultımately the on ıfe death recognısed that 1T 15 ımpossıble dıvıde the
AN! TeESLIrTTEeCTION of Jesus Chrıst Every word world °‘Chrıstian and C
CVCLY deed that bears 1CNESS thıs SLOFY of Europe 15 1551011 Held JUSL AS CVCLYV other
God workıng hıs the world 15 CONIUNENLT 15 the object of G0d’s 1551011 It
princıple IMISSIONALY DYy ICS VCLY INay be vC specıal 155101 fneld, ONNC wıth
We need both words and deeds do thıs ACT UMNIOUC histOry, but 15 princıpleofW1tnessmg 1Ss1ıoN 15 therefore wıder than finıshed. long A Christ has NOL
evangelısm It everything the rch has returned thıs 15 the Lime of God favour the
een called do the world AS TINCSS of day of salvatıon (2 Corinthians 2) When
Chriıst hıs O€es NOT ınvolve each 1d CVC Johann Hınrıch Wıiıchern the 19th CCNLUFYpossıble go0od deed but especılally those that German evangelıst ounded hıs Innere MaS-
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Darrell Guder, it 15 ımportant that the ChurchS1I0N (*home M1SS10N’) he sa1d: ‘Mıssıon 1ın CIUT

times ın thıs COUNLLY 15 nothıng but the COMN- provıdes ftorms of instruction OI spirıtual torma-
tinuatıon the resumption of what the Pot t10Nn help all ıts members ıdent1fy specıfic
mi1iss1ıONArIES had begun in Europe.” vocatıon, perhaps for specıfic per10d of time. For
Tramning tor 1sSsıon that comprises ur WEST- hım thıs 15 the only WaYy change STIrUCLUrES of
Crn culture 111 requıre that approach thıs (passıve) membershıp 1nto STIrUCLUres of missıon. *
frontıer 1n M1SS1ONALY rather than in pastoral Oome mınıstrıes, however, AL LMNOTIC essentıal

than others tor the ıfe of the Church an ICS M1S-
S10N. Wıthın the Reformed tradıtiıon, the °mi1n1ıs-
C of the Word’ has een recognısed 4S the COTC

What 15 ministry? MINIStrYy of the Church.*® hıs 15 NOTLT deny that
Agaın, 111 C keep thıs sect1on AS cCONnNcıse the Gospel should be embodıied that 1T MUSLT be
AS possible and Just what thınk about thıs, expressed 1ın deeds However, the Church Iıves DV
wıthout L[OO much argumentatıon. In o1ng thıs the Gospel, aM only under the guldance of the

111 be ınformed Dy OW. Reformed back- Word ofGod Can IT be constantly reformed. hıs 1S
ground, but belıeve that the followıng remarks essenti1al: ıf the Church 15 NOL continually exper1enC-
MaYy also be relevant tor evangelıcals wh. would ıng the lıfe-cChangıng of the Word, IT CANNOL
NOLT themselves wıthın thıs partıcular tradı- do 1SS10N. Ihere ATC everal WaYyS CXADICSS thıs
t10N. WAant make three points: 1) MINIStrYy MUST priority of the MINIStLY f the Word Retftormed
be distinguished from dıscıpleshıp, Z the MINIStFY churches aVE expressed E: amongst other thıngs,
of the Word 15 the MOST essentı1al MINIStLY of the ın the ordered offices: specıal MmMiNıStTrIES wıthout
Church, AaAn 3) the task of thıs partıcular MinNIStry whiıch church CANNOT nction properly.
1S equıp the Sa1lnts tor 1SS10N. Ihe MINIStFY of the Word OC€s NOLT eed be

Sometimes the word "minıstry' [1L11Call confined ONC sıngle PCISOLL. (n the C0fltrary‚ in
viırtually everything Chrıstian Oes 1ın hıs her EphesiansA f1ve instances of thıs “ofhice” ATC

ıfe of dıscıpleshıp. (Ihıs has CNn caused, partly, mentioned: apostles, prophets, evangelısts, DaS-
LOFrS AaN| teachers. In the Reformed tradıtıon theseDY ıdentifyıng IT exclusiıvely wıth the Greek diako-

nun.) But It everythıing, it (07& longer dımens1ı0ons aVE eGcen concentrated 1n the office
of the mınNıster of the Word, the pastor-teacher.I1NCAan anythıng special.” Mınıstry 15 NOT equıvalent

wıth general Chriıstian behavıour such AS worshi1p- But already Calvyın W dasS quıte clear about the tact
pIng, prayıng, evangelısıng, helping elderly people that for hım thıs W as of lıstenıng the
and Ihese AT all aspects of dıscıpleshıp, ut t1imes (NECESSLCAS temporum) aM actıng accord-
NOLT CVCLY dıscıple 15 miınıster. Mınıstry implıes ıngly. Ihe centralıty of the MINIStrYy of the Word
callıng, publıc recognıtıon AN appoıntment 15 Reformed doctfine: the solo pastor 15 nO  m+ It
for certaın task. Mınıiısters (1n the general seNSEC) 15 ımportant underlıne thıs For TMOTC than O(HIC

ATC people wıth specıal responsı1biulıty. Mınıstry [CasSOIl the MINIStLY of the Word in today’s 1SS10N-
depends the definıtion of oifts (cCharısmata ) Dy Church cshould be embodıied in LEAM, tel-
the Communıty of Chriıstians. lowshıp of aıthful [NCIN AaN! women, * wıth chared

1lo be clear about thıs havıng gıift of Pray- responsıbıilıties. 15

Ing serving evangelısıng INa y result in Anyhow, ftrom Ephesıians It aD PCATSs clearly
appoıntment Into MNIStrYy for thıs specıal task. what the function of thıs MiNIStrYy 15 °tOo CQUL

the Salnts for the work of minıStry' (V. 32 hısNOLT suggesting that MINIStLY 15 be eserved
for preachers, elders an deacons whatever that all the formally structured offices of the
call COQUTr tormal leadership. * It IMNaYy be vVC good Church (LE those who 2VE een appointed the
thıng recognIıseE publıchy that certaın members MINISELY of the Word) A4AS 1ssıon cCommunıty ATC

of the congregatıion ANe specı1al callıng wiıthın defined 1n of that M1SSION. 'IThe offices MUST
Or outsıde the Church aM officıally “send them be functional the Church’s 1ssıon AN! they
Out for thıs task Especıially people workıng 1ın Call be reorganısed ıf the mi1ıssıon of the Church
hıghly secular workplaces deserve support ıke thıs requires thıs. However, regardless of Its Organısa-
Lesslıe ewbıgın belıeved that thıs STrESS ON the t10N, the MINIStrY of the Word always has these five
callıng of ındıyıdual belhevers ın the publıc SOUaIC dimens1i0ns: It 15 apostolic, prophetic, evangelıs-
WAas characterıistic contrıbution of the Reformed Ing, pastoral AF instruct1ve. ive dımens1ı0ns
tradıtıon MI1SS1ONArY ecclesiology.“‘ According, ATC needed equıp the Church for 1SsS10nN.
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What 15 M1SSIONAFY ministry? r1es of Chrıistendom. 1ss1ıon W 3Aas somethıing that
happened far AWdYV, Out there’ It W as optionalSo what 15 "Miss1O0Nary minıstry”? As far 45 Can

SCC,;, thıs word Can IMNCcCAanN thıngs: “extra:: somethıng for specıal OCCAaS1ONS. In Uro
everybody WAas A Christıan, CVCN ıf he che neededIn general „ IT INAaYV I11Call CVCLIYV SPC further instruction 2801 formatıon. Church leader-c1al vocatıon 1ın the A1Cd of 1SS10N. Although

CVCLY Chrıistian 15 called be wıtness, SOTIIIC shıp W as conce1ved in of the pastoral CAFt
of ex1isting congregations but NOT 4S M1SSIONAFYChrıistians MaYV aV specıfic M1SSIONArY gifts

anı responsıbilıties. Of COUTSC, CABR thınk WaYV of being.‘® Today SCC thıs iınward focus
of church MINIStrYy revealed 1n the tendency ofof MIss1ONArIES anı evangelısts, but do denomıiınations CO  TE miınıster1al LESOUTCECSNOL eed St0p there. For example, the DYy merging congregat1ons AaN! deployıng miınısterschurch INaY recognıse that SOTIIC of her IMEeCM- 1n places where there 4A1 still enough Christianse whıi work iın educatıon, health CaICl, the

OVErNMECNLT, the AI V, busıiness the ATT:  /
avaılable support them hıs NOT only acceler-
ATes the decline, It 15 also the opposıte of 1SS1O0N-eed specıal traınıng aın spirıtual guldance

ın order make the MOST of theır wıtness A strategy‚ whıch would send miınısters where
they AaICc MOST needed where Chrıistian 15ın these circumstances. Sadly enough, INa y weakest !’ In the words of Lesslie Newbigın:churches fa1] badly 1ın thıs dIiICa

In specıfic , 'M1sSS1ONarYy MINIStLYy 15 Mınıster1al leadershıp for M1SS1ONArY CONSIC-
gatıon 111 requıre that the miıinıster 15 dırectlythe MINIStry of the Word 45 It functions 1ın

Its apostolıc, prophetic, evangelıstic, O- engaged ın the wartfare of the kıngdom agalnst
ral and instructıve dımens10ns, equ1p the the DOWCTS that the kingship.”*
people of G0od for 1ss10n. At the rısk of vCLY happy that today Cal SC SOMIC goodstatıng the obvıous, thıs 15 what makes thıs models of thıs fulfilment of the mMınısStry Gr the
minıstry TiCckK“. TIhere 15 such thıng 4A5 Word TIo mention tew examples OTE SC in
"de-missionary” MINIStLY of the Word Who- the Netherlands:
GVL SCS thıs mMiinIstry equıp the saınts More an ILLOTC mıiınısters, following the eadfor somethıng dıfferent than M1iss1ıoN 15 NOLT of INCN 1ıke 1ım Keller, embark the adven-minıstering the Word of God whoever ture of preaching miıssıonally. They reallythınks that °miss1i0n’ 15 optional 'EXtra:, NOLT Want minıster the Word in such WdY thatintrinsıcally connected wıth the MINIStLY of
the Dıvıne Word, 15 miıstaken. unbelievers, seekers an Christians

dAdITC challenged, Duilt an instructed (et:Ihe above INaYy sound bıt overdone. Surely, there Corinthijans 14)15 LLOTC than °“miıssion”? So INaLıy church eaders More an INOTC miınısters WAant be ınvolved
focus almost exclusıvely the needs and interests in evangelıstic work an reqHIrE substantıal
of belıevers, especıially 1n the relıg10Us department’ time from theır elders for thıs IThey refuse
of theır lıves. So Ian y CIINONS hardly ıf ever) be completely swallowed by the pastoral
CIlIlCOUNIeEr the quest10ons of unbelievers. So vVC needs of church members.
few miınısters of the Word dIC actıvely iınvolved NOW ofmiınısters who delıberately Join SCC-
1ın evangelısm an V other M1ss1ıON the church 15 plar clubs (sports, arts, busıness) remaın
called do So INa V church councıls Iımıt theır ınvolved ıIn secular professions (tent makıng,
PastOors severely wıth r CSPCCt the tiıme they AL bı-vocational pastoOrs) AS part of theır MI1S-
allowed spen on the street.. searchıng, for lost S1ONarYy MINISTTY. They do NOT WAant ock
sheep. OL SUSSCST that all these honourable themselves AWAY wıthın the safety of the
people fulfil theır fAice In dysfunctional WaYy: church walls

of fact: yYCS ven ıf thıs 15 the More an IMOTC miınısters dedıcate them-
default mode of OUr theology anı practice of the selves instructing, encouragıng an coach-
offices, and although ould blame ınd1ı- ıng small STOUDS of Chrıiıstians helpvidual miınısters for thıs inadequate tfulfiılment of them find theır WdY ıIn 0od’s kıngdom.theır task (systemi1Cc CIIOTS MUST NOTLT be blamed More an MOTC miınısters apply themselves
indıvıduals), nevertheless WC MUST that thıs the task of reviıtalısıng (T replantıng CONSIC-15 VCIV harmful dıstortion of the MiNIStry of the gat1ONs that A wıthered AWAaY.Word Here wrestle wıth the heritage of CeENTU- Church plantıng 15 increasingly becoming
TD EIT: 20:)
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respected OCccupatıon for Reformed PaS- post-Christian soclety 15 ON the OLIC hand Its deter-
LOrS An ASSESSMECNLT for future church plant- mMınatıon DY Christianıty; the other hand ıts
CIS ın the Netherlands (February WAas resistance It Lewıs HCC compared thıs

dıvorce: who has divorced her husbandattended DYy twelve theologıans, SOMNC

of them already workıng in the MNISETY, 15 NOLT Just unmarrıed She 15 in VC
others still lookıng torward It specıfic ‘post-marrıed’, determıined DYy 1L1al-

rage experi1enCces, yet currently NOLT arrıed ıNHumanly speakıng, Chrıstians 111 only be ınvolved
ın 1ssıon when theır miınNısters ead the WAY. VC Wa of future marrı1age.

Post-Chrıistian kuropean culture 15 the C -They MUST be challenged, encouraged, supported, YJUCHCC of long historıical eNCOUNTEr betweeninstructed ANSWET Od’s call love theır ne1gh- Christianıty and modernity.“ (Qut of thıs C1NCOUN-bour and take CaAaic of hıs creatlion. hıs MUST be
LEGET. HC ftorms of Chrıistianıity and secularıty Adone, Yrst AaN! foremost, by minısterıng the Word

of God them, communally an indıvıdually, DYy emerged, forms that AFC all tamılıar wıth. Let
us rst o0ok Ar modernıitYy. thınk all aNE SOILICgifted people who VE experienced the of

0d’s 1Sssıon 1n theır OW lıves. ıdea what 15 Dy that word. Here follow
lıst presented DV the soclologıst Yves Lambert.“*How do educate such miınısters in Ekurope He defines iınterrelated trends of modernıItYy:t  aV hat 15 the maın question in the remaın- the primacy of rCaSOT, the omnıpresence of

der of thıs artıcle. 111 Yor spend SOMIC words OIl technology (representing control AN! power), 59Europe, C(HET chared COIMHMEXT. indıvıdualısatıon aAM freedom,
mobuıty), S capıtalısm (market ıN CONSUMD-

Europe oday t10N), 6) functional dıifferentiatiıon (autonomY of
spheres of socıety) ın globalısatıon.Kurope 15 1sSs1ıonN field As V sa1d above, What about Christianity? Lambert AaN! otherthere 15 nothıng Strange unexpected ın thıs e- socı1al sclentIists mention four characterıistic effects’

IMENtE If God 15 M1SS1ONALY God, ıf the Church 15 of modernıty relıgıon: 1) decline, 2 ada_ptationM1ISS1ONAFY COomMMuUnNItY, the whole world 15 An
ll remaın 1ssıon Hheld untıl Jesus Aan! reinterpretation, conservatıon resSISTaANCE,

aın 4) innovatıon. In miss1iological mıghtthe kıngs of the earth throw down theır CTOWIS
SaVy that opt1ons recpr'‘ esCNL dıfferent dımen-

before hım Ihe CHYrFEN: secularısatıon of large S10NS of contextualisation. Or Chrıstianıty COM-
Parts of kurope 15 only remınder that there 111 textualıse ın the GCUrTreNE European culture It needs

be such thıng AS fully *missioNIsSEd’ SOCI1- adapt AaN be reinterpreted 1n order be
In fäct. the dıyısıon of the world Into *miıssıon understood. It needs res1ist ıN CONSCIVC ın order

felds’ aM °mMiıssıon bases’ has become obsolete.}” keep 1ts integrıty. It needs InnOovate AN: find
However, Europe 15 specıal M1SSION held (and L1ICW cultural torms 1n order transform socı1al ıfe

therefore specıal 1Ss1ıoN A4SE 4S well!). It has in the lıght of .0d’s (Bet notıice, ın
long hıstory of Chrıistendom. (Once church LECMN- parenthesıs, that MOSLT evangelıcal Chrıiıstians in
bership W das duty for CIt1ZzenNns in MOSLT kuropean observatıon ATC Detter in adaptatıon an resistance
countrıes. Long anı bloody rel1ıg10uUs W dI5S5 aVE than 1n innovatıon. We tend define adapted ıN
eecn fought ıIn Europe. Many of (JUT instıtutions CONservatıve ftorms of relıg10Nn d °real evangelıcaland laws CaLlLy the vestiges of OUT hrıstendom Opt1Ons, whıiıle tend be SUSPICIOUS towards
hiStOrY. ven today the maJor1ıty of the kuropeans InnOovatıve ftorms of relıg10n2. )
ATC formally church members AaN|! belıeve 1n “God’
(however defined). kurope 15 also large aM VCLY Modern relig10us in Europedıverse continent. In of relıgı0n It contaıns
SOMEC f the MOST relıg10Us countrıes 1ın the world How O€es thıs work in practice? If combıne
(lıke Poland AaN! Northern Ireland) but 1T 15 also the trends of modernıty wıth the four effects
OmMe the MOST ırrel1g10Us countrıes ON the face ON FCSPONSCS of relıg10n, twenty-eıght dıfferent
of the planet (lıke France AN! Sweden). relig10Us AaAn antı-rel1g10Us pathways of modern

In thıs artıcle tocus ON what miıght call kuropeans CMCTSC. Let gx1ve examples
the ‘post-Christian’ (Or secular) Darts of Europe.” ıllustrate thıs.
It 15 ST that tradıtional assumpt10ns of church ake the "primacy of reason’. Modernity has
leadership ATC challenged MOSTt Characteristic of developed rational, eviıdence-based WdYyS of
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speakıng an Argulns, GiIGHGE eIng the ultı- Chrıistians a stressed personal PICLY anı CXPC-
AFe example Revelatıon and rel1g10Us authorıty MIGEIEC Aat the CXÄDCNSC of lıturgy aN) SACFrAMIENTS

aVe become unrelable (NATGCEs of knowledge for Ihey aVEC elevated the priesthood of all belıevers
modern people Ihıs has resulted YrsSt of all the an downplayed the 1mportance of INSEITUCLONS
dechne of relıgıon (Chrıistianıty) SI1IGE Man y Fkuro- an authoriıtıies hen Chrıistians AVE also
PCAaNs telt that "”“CAaSON AıN relıgıon WEIC opposed trıied VESISE thıs trend Especıally the MOST
each other One of the MOST spokesmen CONSErVatıve of evangelıcal denomınatıons
of thıs today 15 the Englıshman Rıchard there 15 emphasıs obedience AT collective
Dawkıns Modern atheısm 15 CONSCYUCIICC of arrangements aM SUSDICION of iındıvıdual-
thıs ılthough only small of Europeans 1 But the Roman Catholıc Church LOO MaAaıntfaıns
Oa AI< 5%) ATC forthright atheısts 1CS V erıitical STANCE towards ındıyıdual relıg10nthıs W as5 NOL the only effect Chrıstianıty has Fınally, of INNOPDPALILO: INAaYy thınk of all
alsı tapted ıtself the APC of [CaSOIl It developed those 1L1ICW rel1g10Us PFraCLicCes today that cshow
WaY cshow the rationalıty of faıth (apologetics). increased of self- AaWaTrTEI1C8S5S5 an self- develop-Protestants partiıcular resisted an INYS- Ment Denominational mobiulıty, permancent seek-
LETVY, they applıed ratiıonal methods ı the Ing', do-ıt-yourself relıgion AN! CErL2aın torms of
of the Bıble an torth Thırdiy, Christians ave spiırıtualıty 2A1 these NC rel1g10Us trends.
vesisted the rule of LTCAasSON tor example the Dietis-
LIC OVEMENTS Pentecostalısm but also the

TOM 8 -PICSSULCS 1ıke these the typıcal pOSt-
Chrıstian Ekuropean Jandscape CMCISZCS hıs 15 the

Roman Catholıc emphasıs lıturgy an a- Held where today’'s Minısters of the Word aV
thıs per TAalNS underliınıng of the the people of God for 1551011 Yves 1am-

ON ratiıonal elements of faıth SLICSS 1ng ert features of thıs landscape Here
that Christianıity DCI definıtion NOL phılosophy nlv three of them New rel1g10Us forms

theory (Kıerkegaard) Fınally, modernıty has of modernıty ATC characterised DYytorced Chrıstians develop 11C forms ot Chrıs Ihıs-worldliness the domiınance of technolCaNICYy 1T has invıted Chriıstians find LICW.
OSY, MSIn an human control has ledratiıonal” CX  TCSS1ON5NS of theır relıgi0n. Wıthıin TOLT-

PSTAant Christianıity (and Islam) INaYy thınk of vVC strong imMMAanentT of MOST

Furopeans I£ relıgion 15 anythıng worth-AS typıcal modern ftorm of belıeving
W “evidence-based’ AS 1T were). But Deism ı15 another whıle 1T has ıtself the of

everyday ıfe hıs has affected Chrıiıstian-example In ratıiıonal world controlled DYy human
1T hard beheve personal GOod 4A5 ell Ihe 1mportance other-

worldly salvatıon has collapsed Generally,wh. 15 always close AT hand An prepared AaNSWEeTr
OUr PrayCrs Increasıngly, Europeans belıeve Christians tend be LMNOTC world affırmıng
ımpersonal God somethıng OUT there Roth C0l than world reJECLINS Ihey emphasıse the
be explaıned AS torms of findıng 11  S CONSCYQUCNCCS of faıth for thıs ıfe and speak
WaYS rel1g10USs ıfe 1CW rational less and less about the afterlıfe L
WOr CONSCYUCNCC of thıs worldlıness 15 the dısas-

second example 15 iındıvıdualısatıon and free- SOC1aL1iON between S11l AN! guiut aM 11C tate
dom Oodern people emphasıse theır ındıyıdual- after death (desoteri0log1satıon) whıch leads

such CXtTENT that they A saıd goodbye the collapse of the COHCCPt of S11l

collectıive arrangements INSTITULIONS and tradı- LNOTC thıs-worldly 1ntcrpr CcCTLat10N S1111 dıs-
tional authorities rel1210U0S otherwiıse Agaın EANGCES OLIC from God the ere and 110O AaAn

OLNC from benefiting from hısthıs has led the decline of Christianıity, because
INanıy people belıeved that they could only be free from being fully happy, from ommumcatmg

wıth the deep self. from findıng ecarthlyAN! responsıble iındıyıduals they TO wıth rel1-
S1012 It WAaSs imMaAatter of human dıgnıty become AN! harmonYy, an forth

athe1st secular humanıst But IT well- Self- spirıtualıty the desıre for reedom and
known fact that Chrıistianıtv has e ıtself. lıberty combıned wıth CMPDIMCISIN plu-

ralıstıic CN In unstable CL1VITOespeclally 1CS Protestant thıs B1

realıty Many analysts would CNn SaYy that the Ref- Ment surrounded Dy Man y alternatıve
W as ONC of the TSt ultural CADICSS1ONS opt10ns the belıeving, ındıyıdual looks for

of thıs 1LI1CW indıvıdualıty the West Protestant firm evidence that they ATC rıght after all hıs
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SUDPICINC spirıtual authorıty Can be the SOCICLY compared wıth much [NOTC tradıtional
self SOITILIC form of dıyvıne wıthın ven ıf an collectıive SOCICLY SOTII1IC AZO I hıs 15

external belıefs, SC} 1ptures, author1- IruN CVCN (Or especılally) ıf ould Sa V exactly
LICS ATC accepted, they MUST be legıtımated the SAa|N11C thıngs 4S CQUT theologıcal ANCESTOTFS

through personal CXPCI1ICNCEC., hıs applıes Thinkıng about IMISSIONALY minNıStry today,
MUSLT be of OUr OW ICSPONSCS moder-moralıty, tor example. One-half of the Furo-

SaV that the churches offer ANSWETIS NICY, We MUST be of the EXTCNL whiıch
spirıtual problems whıle only ONC thırd OUTL OW) anı belıef determıned DYy thıs-

belıeve thıs be Iru for moral socı1al AaN! worldlıness self- spirıtualıty aN! relatıvıty. We eed
reflect thıs aM ask ourselves what (JUH:famıly problems

Pluralısm missıology 15 adaptatıon what 15 actuallyrelatıvyvısm probabılism PDra$s-
Matfısm thıs 15 the CONSCYUCNCC of modern Christianised modernıtYy, aM what 15 healthy 11111

VaLıon We eed know where bend moder-trends such 45 the of eAGEIEC

the desıre for reedom (personal rel1g10Us NICY, where FESIST 1T an where design HE

cho1ce) democracy an globalısatıon (cCon- Chrıstian belıefs an pract1ces, INCOr poratmg the
Iru insıghts Ot modernı1ty. Ihe modern 15510fronting us wıth INanıy other worldviews)

They CNCOUFASZC pluralıstiıc relatıvıistıc ftorms d W d born OUutTt of strong CONVICLIO

of faıth OTr trends that Cassert the of the absolute truth of Christianıty combıned
Wırth PEXYFTrTEITNIE demythologısatıon wıth belief the absolute Superı10r 1fy of estern

thıs Can en complete “ıberaliısm (Sym- culture It 15 vC dıfAhcult for MOSLT modern Chrıis-
these CC  Nns wıth the SAaINlCcbolıst faıth Jesus resurrectio0n 15

symbol but NOLT hıstoric fact) Generally, force AS PICVIOUS SCNCFALLONS Consequently, SOMIC
authors today speak of p05t IN1ISSIONALY ASC Wemodern belıevers AUE seeker spirıtualıty"

C they dIiC devout Chrıiıstians they eed eed do 1551011 wıthın changed world AS

people whi A changedfor exploratıon CXperiımeNtation an
mobulıty. Wırth thıs mınd let us finally [urn the

When reflect thıs POS[ Chrıstian culture of IN1SS1ONALY educatıon of MN ıstLers of the Word
Europe today.INAaYy become of pıtfall Whenever

theologıans analyse modern culture they tend
OPPOSC theology (Or the Gospel’) culture Preparıng for miıiss1on?
AS ıf 1L WEEIC possible dıscuss these SCDaA- In what follows CO  F OI the tormal theo-
rately. hıs problem 15 reinforced DY the tendency logıcal Lr aInıng of pastor S Reformed SCIUNSof UTr SCIN1NATNICS AN! unıversitie: do theology the SCIUNGg know est In COUNLFY thıs UuSsSu-

exclusıvely DY books anı ectures We discuss COUT ally [N11Calls the completion of UN1VEFSILY degreeculture 4S ıf ATC unaftected Outsıders I'CPI‘CSCIIt- after four of study, Of COMHFSE there
aC1ıVes of PIC modern Past lookıng arı thıs fore1gn ATC INan y other WdYS study theology CVCHINStrıbe of p0$t Chriıstian Ekuropeans Consequently, classes Bıble schools an Sunday schoaols TEEF

develop M1sS1010gy OUut of C()UrTr cultural COIMN- and torth What about Sa y about theo-
anı “drop thıs M1SS1010@y 1NTLO OUr culture logıcal educatıon relates these LYPCS ofeducatıon

AS ıf from Platonıc world of Ideas AS ell generıically OWEVer OW. CXPCIECNCEOWEeVer eed SC that all OUrLr AdL1SWCIS AaIc l1es wıth UN1VeErS1ILYy> professional an dCd-
contextualısed ANSWCTS TIhey ATC NCZOTALONS wıth demic.**
modernıity. OUr theologıcal miıss10logıcal Does thıs PICDaIC students for 11115-

approaches of POSt Christian Europe AT examples S1ONaLY minıstry: Ihe missiologıst Wılbert Shenk
of adaptatiıon OnNn:  10 INNOVALION Regard- recalls that 1990) 2 1991 he conducted
CSs of whether AL of thıs PresCNLt ur severa|l estern COUNTFTrIES determiıne
analyses anı ANSWCCTIS late modern Furopeans 1) ıf there WEIC FOSFammMmMeCS whose object W dS the
ven ıf claım that OUr ANSWCTI'S MUST be exactly of I11SS10114a1711C65S5 the peoples of modern
the Sa|]mıec 4S those of OUr ANCESTOTFS Sa y dıffer- estern Culture: an ıf 2 what the currıculum
CNL thıngs because lıve completely dıfferent comprised Hıs conclusıon W3AS °1 advanced
CITrCUMSTANCES For speakıng of the COV- beyond the rst 25 Ihere WEeIC Occasıonal

sounds VCELY dıfferent ındıyıdualısed COUTSCS M1SS1010@Yy evangelısm be SUTC
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Dut nowhere W a5S there SIgn of complete It consıders M1SS1ON, an especıally CValN-

rethinkıng of the theological currıculum in gelısm, AS somethıing that 15 iındıspensıble
of the M1SSIONAFY identity of the church. in practice but NOT really interesting from d

Speakıng tor MY wn COUNTFY, the Netherlands, theological perspective:” Ihe evangelıstıc
there VE Ccen SOINC iımprovements S$Ince then. tradıtion, the other hand, has increasıngly
In MOST theology departments, especıially those een hıjacked DYy marketeers, sales
connected church denomıiınatıon, M1SSIONALY an church growth Ihere 15 deep
competencı1es aV GEn iıncluded in the profile of hıdden Sre between theologıians
future miıinısters. It 15 recognısed that miınıster of and evangelısts: they both NOW that theol-
the Word today 15 inevıtably d kınd of M1SS1ONALY An evangelısm ATIC NOT really iınterested
1n hıs Wn culture. hıs ınsıght has SOMINNC GX TE in each other. We IMaYy confess that good
ecen translated in the currıicula of unıversıtlies. Ihe theology 15 Orn ın M1SS1ON, OUTt of reflec-
Protestant Theological Unıiversıity, for example, has t10Nn the Gospel Crossıng 1G borderlıines,
iıncluded three M1SS1ONArY modules ın the but thıs ınsıght has hardly een processed in
traınıng of future DastOrs of the largest Protestant OUTr theology. Whoever has studıed Jonathan
church ın the Netherlands. the Theological Edwards knows that 1SS1O0N experiences
Universıty 1ın Kampen TE Reformed) offers Can produce VerY SE ONg theology. OdaYV the
ful] yCal (60 kuropean Credits) of miss1ı0logıcal SAamInec applıes in Ial y non-Western
traınıng which INaYy be ncluded in the three VCar But when CIUIT: students dIC really interested in
aster’s Study of future miınısters of the Word 4S theology, they OpPL for systematıcs bıblıcal
yYCaLl of specılalısatıon. studıes Mıss1iology evangelısm 15 for ‚Prac-

ut overall IT 15 still possıble become Dastor tiıt1ıoners’ for the less intellıgent perhaps?
1n NC of the Reformed (and MOST other) denom1- ack of exerc1se. hıs 15 partly due the
NAatCıONs In the Netherlands wıthout much MI1S- Christendom SYStCITI. Moaost theology profes-
sıologıcal traınıng of alıy substance. Even 110 the SOTS Ar een educated wıthın thıs paradıgm.
currıculum reflects that 1SS1O0N 1S for those who hıs that they AATE loads of experience

in the field of preaching (for Chrıstians, thatATC ınterested in It, tor specıal people, "practıical’
people but NOT for °real’ theologıans. 15 thıs S). pastoral work AN! church polıtıcs, but
stl] the Case” Let us consıder SOLIIIC CauscsS vC lıttle ın socı1al Justice advOCAaCY, leadıng

Alpha COUTSCS AaN! creatıve evangelısm. AsOld habıts dıe hard theological currıculum
that has een developed 1n centurıes ofhrıs- CONSCYQUCNCC, they speak wıth confidence

about atters that COMICEFN the ınner ıfe oftendom 15 NOLT lıkely change overnight. Tlo
Newbigın HC agaln: the church and hesitantly, abstractly AN! wıth-

OUurTt much inspıratıonal force about 1SS10N.® STEFAN PaAAS ®  but nowhere was there any sign of a complete  it considers mission, and especially evan-  rethinking of the theological curriculum in terms  gelism, as something that is indispensible  of the missionary identity of the church.  in practice but not really interesting from a  Speaking for my own country, the Netherlands,  theological perspective.”” The evangelistic  there have been some improvements since then.  tradition, on the other hand, has increasingly  In most theology departments, especially those  been hijacked by marketeers, sales managers  connected to a church denomination, missionary  and church growth gurus. There is a deep  competencies have been included in the profile of  hidden covenant here between theologians  future ministers. It is recognised that a minister of  and evangelists: they both know that theol-  the Word today is inevitably a kind of missionary  ogy and evangelism are not really interested  in his own culture. This insight has to some extent  in cach other. We may confess that all good  been translated in the curricula of universities. The  theology is born in mission, out of reflec-  Protestant Theological University, for example, has  tion on the Gospel crossing new borderlines,  included two or three missionary modules in the  but this insight has hardly been processed in  training of future pastors of the largest Protestant  our theology. Whoever has studied Jonathan  church in the Netherlands. And the Theological  Edwards knows that mission experiences  University in Kampen (Free Reformed) offers a  can produce very strong theology. Today the  full year (60 European Credits) of missiological  Ssame applies in Many non-Western contexts.  training which may be included in the three year  But when our students are really interested in  Master’s study of future ministers of the Word as a  theology, they opt for systematics or biblical  year of specialisation.  studies. Missiology or evangelism is for “prac-  But overall it is still possible to become a pastor  titioners’ — for the less intelligent perhaps?  in one of the Reformed (and most other) denomi-  A lack . of exercise.. This is partly due to the  natıons iın the Netherlands without much mis-  Christendom system. Most theology profes-  siological training of any substance. Even now the  sors have been educated within this paradigm.  curriculum reflects that mission is for those who  This means that they have loads of experience  in the field of preaching (for Christians, that  are interested in it, for special people, ‘practical’  people — but not for “real’ theologians. Why is this  is), pastoral work and church politics, but  still the case? Let us consider some causes:  very little in social justice advocacy, leading  Alpha courses and creative evangelism. As  1. Old habits die hard. A theological curriculum  that has been developed in centuries of Chris-  a consequence, they speak with confidence  about matters that concern the inner life of  tendom is not likely to change overnight. To  quote Newbigin once again:  the church and hesitantly, abstractly and with-  out much inspirational force about mission.  ... 1t seems clear that ministerial training as  But the same applies to the students. Even if  currently conceived is still... far too little  they have personal experience with mission,  oriented toward the missionary calling to  they lack the opportunity to reflect on these  claim the whole of public life for Christ  experiences in class. Their practice and their  and his kingdom.”  theology remain separated. The organisation  In other words, theology is something that is  of the curriculum reinforces this problem,  done within the Church, as far away from the  since our theological education is focused  world as possible. I sometimes wonder how  on books and classroom work. Doing social  many students take theology as their route,  research, being involved in, for example, lead-  just to be in a safe, predictable environment.  ing a Christianity Explored course or doing  And how many professors do they meet who  volunteer work in the Red Light district of  seem Just to reflect this position? Wonderful,  Amsterdam are not part of the curriculum.  faithful and learned people, but ‘hospitalised’  Thus, these practices will not become sources  to such an extent that they lack the compe-  of theological reflection or help students  tence to communicate with anyone outside  to develop a missionary spirituality. They  the walls of their seminary, let alone with  unbelievers.  remain enclosed in a predominantly middle  class, family-oriented, white, Christian envi-  A gap between mission and theology. Here  ronment, the cultural rules of which they  is a serious difficulty in Western theology:  have incorporated to such an extent that they  126° EJT 20:2IT clear that miıinıster1al traınıng AS But the SaJllıc applıes the students. vencurrently conce1ved 15 still far LOO hıttle they HVE personal experience wıth M1SS10N,orıented toward the M1ss1ONary callın they ack the opportunıty reflect theseclaım the Oole of publıc ıfe for Chrıst experlences ın class. Theır practice an theırand hıs kingdom.“° theology remaın separated. Ihe organısatıonIn other words, theology 15 something that 15 of the currıculum reinforces thıs problem,OoOne wıthın the Chürch:; far AWAV from the S$INCE OUur theological educatıon 15 ocused
WOTr A possıble. sometımes wonder how books AN: classroom work. Doiumng socı1al
INanYy students take theology AS5 theır r  D} rESCATCN, being, ınvolved 1n, for example, ead-
Just be 1n safe predictable envıronment. ng Chrıistianıty Fxplored COUTSC domnghow INan y professors do they MAGE wh. volunteer work in the Red Lıight dıstrıct of
SCCIN Just reflect thıs posıtıon? Wonderful,; Amsterdam ATC NOT part of the curriıculum.
althful aın earned people, but ‘'hospitalised’ Thus, these practices 111 NOT become OUTrcchs

such EXTENT that they ack the PC- of theological reflection help students
communıcate wıth ANVONC outsıde develop M1ssS1ONary spiırıtualıty. Theythe walls of theır sem1NarY, let alone wıth

unbelievers.
remaın enclosed ın predomiınantly mıddle
CJass, famıly-oriented, whıte, Christian eNVI-

Sap between 18SS10N and theology. Here roONMECNT, the cultural rules of whiıich they15 sSer10us dıffıculty in Western theology: aVe incorporated such A GCXICHt that thev
126 EJT 20:2
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easıly ıdentify 1L wıth ‘bıblical? Christianıty. culture 15 powerful all AN! SAaTfUl-

So there 15 double challenge e Hiırst rated wıth hıs Can be VC dıscour-
VC strong tradıtıon of ınward lookıng for CVCIV IN1SSIONAT Y, We MUST learn

SC through thıs mask of self- confidencetheological educatıon Second MUST find WaVS
understand and do 111 p08t Chrıstian How”? First an foremost through relatıon-

shıps wıth Chrıstians trom other parts ofpOSt MISSIONALY Aul of ITGT Ta
belıeve thıs leads us the followıng TFOSTAaMM the world especılally those parts that suffer

under estern Secondly, DYy forg-of theological educatıon today. In relatıonshı1ps wıth the margınal people
of OUTr OW. SOCIETY., For example reflect-

Programme of theological educatıon INS the of: traffickıng AaN! X slav-
C has helped SCC the dark sıde ofIn thıs last ecLIOnN ention five FOST. aMMAaLıC

Helds the theologıcal educatıon of pastor S Mın- the CILY where Iıve Amsterdam hıs 15

CILYV that 15 determıned DYy ONSUMPpLION1SsTers of the Word POSt Chrıistian Europe
be Everything negotiable there

be LOOM AL all for firm CONVICLIONStrangers L: IMSS1ONALY 15 guest NOLT about anythıng But ATr the SAaJiIllEe time thısthe of the house (cE uke 16) C1ty takes lot of DYy advert1s-hıs 15 C4S1ICT AaCCCDL when ATC SCNT
INS ICS Red Light Dıistrict. f do NOTforeign CONLINECENTS than Ur S We wh. develop the attıtude of commıtted N-

Ar indıgenous thıs culture LOO casıly accept SCIS OUr Wn culture, wıll endthe dubıous assumpnon that know 1L ICS

depths’ belıeve becomiıng has being absorbed DYy being revolted
DYy 1T that become SCCKIArANS 1SS1O0N-three dıfferent dımensıo0ns

accept1ng COUrTr margınalısatıon wıthout A CONSCIOUSNECSS entaıls that realıse
that all cultures dIC umanlosıng COUT love OUr post-Chrıstian {UuUaAa- of S1111 and None includıng the

Li0N I1AY teach us that Chrıstians L culture of Christendom apPpr' OX1MatLes the
truly AL OmMe the world Ihe fact that Kıngdom of God 29

Christian P3.StOI'S aVe lost theır ıN eeply vrooted the SCriptures Newbiıgın TICC
respectful INa Yy teach usSs somethıng saıd that CVCLY IN1SS1IONALCV MUST learn speakabout the wısdom of the Learnıng languages hıs TrSt language 15 the lan-

become beg1ins wıth ZUASZC of the Bıble and hıs second languageJoyfully accept1ng ur margınal 4A5 15 that of the culture where he 15 SCNT Ome
MINOFCICY secular Europe but wıthout L1iMe AYO W d$S deeply ımpressed when MICGT

Josıng, OUr love for God’ world We do NOT of Brazılian theology students When
eed control OUr SOCIETIES order Dutch theology professor asked them what
love OUr ne1ıghbours an PraYvy tor (IJUT would be theır theological’ the
OVErINMCNLIS Health Wealth Gospel that currently PCI-developıing CUF10S1ICYV for the unknown AD vades theır COUNLIY, SA W al of them iımmedi1-
rCJECLINS rash Judgements especılally those ately theır Bıbles (SO much for traıned
wh. A thrılled DY everythıng LICW A instincts!) When they opened them Sqd
those that AdIC abhorred DYy 1T tend Judge that all these Bıbles WEeETC of underlınıng
LOO quickly. I£ learn become N- anı colour It W as Obvıous that theır Bıbles
SCIS Ur OW) culture 11l be WEEIC theır tools NOL Just OUTCECS f afa
LNOTC ımpressed DYy ıICS complexity. We 111 After thıs had half our of dıscussıon
21CCCPt that the only WdY NOW 1L 15 that 15 Sa y the students VCLY gracefullybe ınvolved 1L an that 1L 111 take exchanged Bıble qUOLCS (sometimes VCLYbefore Gl  $ understand somewhat unexpected NCSs but vırtually always the
developiıng erıitical an resistance ponnt), compared Scripture wıth Scripture,
AQalNST the domınance of modernıty an made SOIIIC astonıshıngly WISC remarks
becoming helps IN NOL kverything showed that they WEIC peoplebe ımpressed LOO quickly Dy the modern hıghly traıned the Bıble NOLT JUSL AS
attıtude towards COQUT relıgıon estern DOox Aul of that Can be sed whatever
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each other 1Luberalısm AN fundamentalısmWdY 1ıke (usually manıpulate others)
but 45 WdY of communal readıng aımed AL both moOdern rel1g10U0S POS1IL1ONS an

often ind them 1 OUT OW. iımmediıate CI1V1-AyE chared challenges MUST admıt that
students rarely bring Bıbles theır classes GV 111 Ur z soul AD do

1551011 thıs culture be closeSomehow AVE learnt that quot1ng the
Bıble dırectly 111 A theologıcal unıver. 31ty 15 LOO 1L that fee] the relatıvıty and the plural-
sımple bordering ON NAaALVELY. Of COUTSC 15 1 IC wıthout losıng OUr hope an desıre
belıeve the Bıble aM do read 1L ındıvıdu- tor 0d’s XlorYy. We MUST be people of the
ally, ut ATC of hermeneutical dıf- paradox We MUST accept that 11l
ficultıes hıstorıical problems AN! the dangers completely understand COQUTL z culture an
of bıblıcısm that OMNNC of the thıngs OUTLr STUL- ICS effects us We MUST certaınly 8CCCPt
dents MaYy learn 15 UuS«Cc the Bıble that wıll control IT Especılally tor
solve practical problems 11 mxmstry. In TEeCETN evangelıcals thıs 15 hard lesson learn We

IV change thıs Whenever ıke CONSISTENCY; AaICc g00d 25 bulldıng log1-
dıiscuss theological ı155UC 1 class (Say, COIMNN- cal systems. We belıeve that CVCLYOLLC whose

ecclesiology secularısatıon) A, HOL CAaSTt 1TON MUSLT
ask students PICDAIC thıs at Oome DY automatıcally ZIVC WdY relatıyısm other

15501C5 4A5 ell But people of the paradoxlookıng from the Bıble that they
feel be relevant for thıs dıscussıon hen NOW how muddle through’ they ıke

thınk AN! work step DY step They seek COIN-Sal apart the rst of CVCLY
COUTISC dıscuss these together but they 21CCCPt that thıs 15 often

futıle search Oost Chriıstian IMISSIONAaTICS 111belıeve 1L 15L be of herme-
an hıstorıcal analysıs AaN! OMELHME always o0k for the hıgh ground but they

NSert remarks thıs 1NTIO OUTr discussıons NOW that ften AT wade through
but MUST forget that the Bıble has SW am pD>S CL there
een usSs rst transform us An NOLT Spirıtnal guudes In reCent SULVCY Dutch
ınform us people WLG asked whiıch 4SSOC1ATL10NS they
Acquainted wıth Drackıce As saıd above 1T had wıth spirıtualıty These 4ASSOC1AaL10NS
15 indıspensıble for theologıcal educatıon WEIC generally INa y modern people

INMETISC students INISS1ONALY AdTC lookıng for INOTC spirıtuality, for
They AaTCc OUTCCS tor theological reflection AN! of IMCANINS aAN! PDUrpOSC But when asked tor
ınvaluable Oppor TUNICICS learn become PCISONS aN! INSTEICULIONS they would

Ihey 1INV1TLE study the theır search tor spirıtualıty, hardly al yOLLC
Bıble together Ihey hel usSs be theolo- mentioned the church Churches dIC NOT SDIF-

of the Church They AIVC us credibilıty ıtual they ATC moralıstıic places dull teach-
when ddress others Chrıstians aM 1L1O11- IS doctrine ınstead of CXDCI1CNCE Much Cal

Chrıstians be sa1d about thıs do NOT Want SUgSSCSL
eople of paradox Every good book leader- that thıs Judgement 15 GOTTEET but belıeve
chı wıll tell us that paradox 15 1mportant that 15 NOT VE helpful become defen-

SIVC about thıs Ihe YrSt Chrıstians WEeEeTCıngredient of effectıve eaders They MUST be
capable of being close people Dut wıthout consıdered vVC peculıar and OmeLtLiImMe.:

being swallowed DYy them hıs 15 called dangerous people but they WEeTC K

self- dıfferentiatiıon should NOLT be d dull If people o0k AL the church AS place
dependent the approval of people for hıs where spiırıtualıty 15 extinguished do aV
z identity, but neıither should he be cold problem belheve that OUrTr culture of
an iındıfferent them Intımacy wıthout eeker spirıtualıty eed be the road
fear that 15 the quality of Godly where people ATC wısh that M1NISTLETrS of the
leader OWEVer belıeve that thıs SAaInıc Dıvıne Word would be SCCH AS5 those
qualıty also applıes us AS cultural beINgs strange ZUVS outsıde the Camp who SCCI11
Ost Chrıiıstian culture 15 paradoxıcal AL heart NOW how knock heaven doors
Modern trends an relıg10Us FCSPONSCS Spirıtual formatıon needs be iıncluded
them AT NOLT unıftorm they wıde COQUTr theologıcal currıcula both theory aAM
VarıcLYy of dırections often contradıcting Our students eed NOW how
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help people wh ask quest10ns 1ke °‘how COUrSe) but that the Church has mediatıng role
Can pray?”, “what wıll happen ıf become the WOT! representing the WOTL. God and

GOod the WOT)| Luther’s phrase W as aımed AatChrıstian?”, "Wwhy FCaNft control temper?”,
°how Can find LLOTC balance between the equalıty of belıevers: do NOLT need human
work and lıfe?? and “what Oces VOUF faıth mediators (priests) between God AN! However,

thıs does NOT xclude the PrCSCNCE of (specı1al) mıiın-AVE SaVy about famıly feuds?’?. Ihey eed istrıes ın the Church, and far know 1 uther
become sensiıit1ive the pathfinder spirıtu- took that approac either.

alıty of modern people r find WaVYS 11 Lesslıe Newbigın, The Gospel In Pluralıst OCLEbe the road wıth them. “We do NOL WaAant (Grand Rapıds CN  ans, 1989 229-25 1: $
ord GT VOUL faıtiy. DPaul wriıtes, “hut Miıchael Goheen, As the Father has SENT M, send-

Ing You J. Lesslıe Newbigin  $ INASSIONANY ecclestologywork wıth YOU for VYOUL JOY (2 Corinthijans
1:24) ( Zoetermeer: Boekencentrum, 2000 403-405

192 uder, Conversun, 176-180:; ct. Newbigın, Gospel,Ihese five Helds of attention ATC pıvotal ın the Za al
theological traınıng of OUr miınısters. hope that 13 uder, Conversuon, 1-1 AVIS, Minastry,they wıll inspıre us reform OUrTr miınıster1a] traın- Here do NOT iıntend take posıtıon the
ıng and contrıbute the formatıon of the CX ordınatıon of 15 perfectly possıble, 1ın
generation of SErVAanNTts of the 1vıne Word opınıon, have ordaıned and non-ordaılne: people

ın such A team Ihe MINIStIY of the Word INaVy
Dr Stefan Aa 15 Bavınck Professor ofChurch ınclude preaching ın Sunday worshiıp but also PaS-
Plantıng an Church Renewal AL the (Free torıng the elderly, evangelısıng OIl campıng sıte,

eadıng A Sunday school class, conducting AlphaUniversıity i Amsterdam) AıN) Lecturer ın Miıssı1- Course and torthology AL the Theologıcal Unıiversity Kampen. 15 Esp uder, Conversion, 164
m have certamly been eXcept10ns thıs rule In

Oftes the tradıtıon of the Reformatıon MaYy pomt Aat
John Calvın’s evangelıstic practice in France AT

Orıiginally thıs artıcle A dıscussıon for the Dutch eIOorme: Church In the 16th tuthe Ekuropean Conference 8 eiIiorme urches that applıed d kınd of "M1SS1ONarYy” membershıp(EuCRC) Z March 2011, ampen (the Neth- Iru!l  re Nevertheless, these M1SS1ONArYerlands). have only made mınor adaptatıons. WCIC SCCGIH NECCSSALY tempor aryv INCASUTCCS, aımed
1o keep the dıscussıon A sımple possıble, wıll Ar A “normalısatıon’ of the sıtuation, 16 A Chrıstian
NOT dıscuss the term evangelısatıon). take thıs realm where ON  M relıg10n Wa domıiınant. They WEEIC
INOTC less A equıvalent of “Miıssion) and thus NOLT consıdered permanent Structures, connected

A wıder CONCCDL than 'evangelısm'. wıth the VCc dentity of the Church
James Scherer, spel, Church <& Kıngdom: UL Newbigın, Gospel, 235-236
paratıve stud1es In world MULSSION he0l0gy Eugene: 18 Newbigın, Gospel, 2400
Wıpf Stock, 1987 35 kor IMNOTre dıscussıon, SCC Paas, 'Makıng"S® DPaul VIS, MIMNASTVY shaped by MUSSION London: In opınıon "post-Chrıistian’ 15 OT  C of the 1men-
101 ar 2005 S10NS of the multiıdımensı.onal word ‘secular’. dıs-
** TEW Kırk, What 15 MNLSSLON? 1 heologıcal Uuss thıs ın "Post-Chrıistıian, Post-Chrıstendom,
explorations London Darton, Longman 1odd, Post-Modern Europe: towards the interactiıon of
1999 21 m1ss10102y and the socı1al scıenCES’, Miıssıon tTudies
Scherer, Gospel, 281 fc
Darrell uder, The contınuıng CONDEFSION of the D ctually, thıs 15 LOO sımple. What call “Moder-
church ran Rapıds: Eerdmans, nıty” 15 Aat least partiy product of Christianıity.See tefan Paas A he makıng of mMiıssıoN field Dar- But for the S  <  ake of analysıs 111 GE ıf “Chriıst1-
adıgms ofevangelıstıc miıssıon ın Europe’, Exchange anıty” and 'modernıity” dIC STIreamMSs in
4] Fo kuropean hıstory.AvIs, Mınastry, 44ff. Ves ambe ‘Relıgion ın modernıty 11IC x1al

10 Luther’s emphasıs the "minıistry of all belıevers AYC secularısatıon LICW rel1g10USs forms?”, 0C10L-
IMaV be mentioned here NOT altogether SUTC 0G of Relıgion 60.5 (1999) 303-333
how explaın thıs notIonNn. 15 derıved, of COUTSC, 23 See aW  NS, The God delusıon London
ftrom DPeter 2 where the Church An ole 15 Bantam, 2006
called royal priesthood’. Here, the LeETTM does NOLT In the Netherlands there dIC CYpCS of unıversı-
SCCIMN ımply that CVCLY sıngle belıever 15 priest t1es: vocatıonal (Er. former polytechnıcs in the UK)
(thıs 1S, ın IMY Opınıon, NOT the ISsue of Peter’s dıs- and academuıc. Theologıans who have been raıned
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vocatıonal unıversıity reCe1IVve four VCAaLS (240 for Western ulture 1ın u  CV 00  erry et al
kuropean redits; BaTh) of educatıon of whıch eds.) Misstological educatıon fOr the twenty-first CEN-

ONC VCal CONSsIStS of specıalısatıon In, for example, the book, the Cırcle, and the sandals (Maryknoll
Orbıs Books,;, 120pastoral work evangelısm. However, eIiorme:

churches ın the Netherlands do NOT aCCCpt thıs Newbigın, Gospel, 231
LYpC of traınıng for theır mınısters. They hıre these CT Wıllıam raham, The Logıc of evangelısm
theologıans church workers: pastoral assıstants, Grand pıds Ekerdmans,
CO-paSLOTS, evangelısts, youth workers and the lıke, 28 Shenk, “Iramnıng,, 125
but NOT miınısters of the Word 1o become A} Shenk, Tramıng”, 125

3() ( Brian TFOC. Sıngıng the ethos 0  0 the placeordaıned minıster OC needs S1IX of academı1c
theologıcal traınıng (360 kuropean Credits; M Ih) of Chrıstian ethics In Scripture ran Rapıds: kerd-
ılbert Shenk, “CThe raınıng of Missiologists IMNaNs,
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