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Recovering the Missionary Memory: uss1an
Evangelicals in Search of Appropriate

Missiology
Johannes Reımer

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
alle missionarischen Bemühungen orientieren sich

Evangelisation und Mission In den | ändern der ehema- westlichen Vorstellungen und einoden ] welst
die Geschichte des ostslavischen Protestantismus Fas71.ligen Soviet Union hat ihre Dynamik verloren. | jefen

noch VOT einer Dekade assen VOT Menschen n die nierende eigene Entwicklungen auf, die angewandt auf
evangelistischen Veranstaltungen der Evangelikalen, die missionarische PraxIıs Im postsovietischen Kaum,

sind 5 heute MNMUrT vereinzelte Menschen, die [Nal) durchaus Potenzial aufweisen, | eben In die erlah-
mühsam alur gewinnt, In eınen entsprechenden mende Missionsarbeit der Evangelikalen auchen
Giottesdienst mitzukommen. Kritisch enkende [ US- 1as missionarische Denken der ater des ostslavischen
sischsprachige Evangelikale sind der Melnung, dass Protestantismus Ivan Prokhanov und van Voronaev
der ückgang des Interesses der Bevölkerung ird dieser Stelle als potenzielle Quelle un wichtigen
Evangelium VOT allem auf das Fehlen eıner adäqua- austerın eıner einheimischen ostslavischen Missiologie
ten indigenen Missiologie zurückzuführen ISt. Nahezu edacht.

. e  y.q

RESUME
methodes occidentales. N meme m  / ’histoire du

L’evangelisation et Ia MISSION dans les DaYS de ’EX- protestantisme slave oriental Al apparailtre qu’il e‘ast
Union-Sovietique pDerdu de dynamique. grandement developpe d’une mMmanlere Qquı I est DTODTE.
UNe dizaine d’annees, les SCT115 pressalent foules L’application des memes princCIpes F pratique MISSION-
dUX reunNlonNs d’evangelisation organisees ar les Eevan- naıre dans les regions autrefois slaves est certaınement
geliques. ujourd’hui, EsT devenu difficile de persuader susceptible d’insuffler 1IO0OUVEAaU ouffle l’activite
quelques individus assıster de telles renCcContires l es missiıONNaIre locale des evangeliques. l es ıdees MISSION-
evangeliques russophones qu! analysent Celite sıtuation naıres des peres du Drotestantisme slave oriental, Ivan
pensent YJUE l/affaiblissement de ’interet des Dopula- Prokhanov el van OroNnaeVvV pourraltent constituer,

dans UNe SUUTCGE rometteuse et Oonde-tions HOUT ’Evangile est dü principalement ’ahbsence
d’une reflexion missıOoNNaIre adequate. Ea plupart ment iımportant DOUT elaborer UNe missiologie clave OrI-
des missionNNaIres Sont inspires des iıdees el entale adaptee CS Dopulations.

y  q

UMMARY
efforts die ase estern iıdeas and methods All the

Evangelism and mMmiIssION In the cCountrıes of the former SaMme, the history of Fastern Slavic Protestantism dem-
Soviet Unıon have lOst their mMO jle about OnstTrates Its OW| fascinating development W  IC when

decade dSO AdS5Se$s5 of neople locked ınto evangelis- applied the MISSIONAaTY Dractice In the post-Slavic drCd,
tiCc meetings organized DYy Evangelicals, nowadays only certainiy has the notential| reathe Ne life into the

few individuals Cal ith difficulty he Dersuaded wanıng MIsSsSIONarYy work f the Fvangelicals. In thıs SIEU-
Join such SErvVICE Critically minded, Kussian speaking atıon, the MISSIONaTY philosophy f the athers of Fast-
-vangelicals maıntaın that the decreased Interes of the elT]) Slavic Protestantism, van Prokhanov and Ivan
population In the Gospe! IS mainly due the lack of Voronaev, IS considered potentia| SOUTCE and Iımportant

adequate indigenous mMissiology. Almost all mMissioNarYy foundation of indigenous Fast Slavic MiIssSIO10gy.
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The need for appropriate missi0ology (Stamulis 15 American Evangelical. ) Most of
the publications do NOT NCSaALC the creatıveMiıssıon ıIn post-Sovıet countrıes 15 slowing down;‘

the SrOWINg excıtement ofthe 1S Some dialogue wiıth other missiological approaches, but
hundreds of thousands of Evangelıicals AaVE left seek close relatiıonship their WI) tradıtion and

eOlogy. Wıth Misst0ologıa, edited by Alexandrthe ommonwealth of Independent State (CIS) Ginkel, the Russıan Orthodox Church producetor the West Ihe Evangelıcal churches which they
left behind AVC proved inadequate for the task 1tfs verYyY YSt textbook of missiology. “ Its authors

underline the fact that d genuinely Orthodox M1S-of 1SS1ON. Catherine Wanner, who studied the S1O10@Yy 111 only be possible if the church V-sıtuation in Ukrainian Churches, emphasizes the
disınterest and inabılity of these churches bring CIS5 the EeSst StOr1€es of ItSs OW. M1SSIONAFrY history.
theır M1SSIONAFY aCt1VIty INnto relatiıonshıp wiıth They wriıte: “What the Christians of OUur Ccountrıies

eed 15 healing of memorYy Dy collecting OUr WI1the sOc10-cultural sıtuation of the people around hıstory from LCOrN-apart pIeCES Into 11C ole513

them.* MTr LNOTC Evangelıcals AT becomıing
of the urgent eed for change Ihe for what Sure enough, Missiologıa and other publications of

Orthodox authors ave NOT yeL reached thıs self-Charles Kraft called “appropriate Christianity”® has
SCT SO4l IThe CT1SIS ofOrthodox 1SS1ON theory 15

started, and wiıth 1T COMNICS grOoWINg AWaTC11CSsS5 of
the eed for appropriate MI1sS1010gy. Michael NOT yCL>N Andrey Kuraev rightly under-

lines;? but the direction SCCMHNS properly chosen.
herenkov, A Russıan Baptıst miss1ologist, STAatces TIThe Orthodox approach Names the 1SSUES.
that the Slavıc Evangelıcal churches ave NOT yeL appropriate Evangelıcal M1SS1O010£Yy ın Ekastern
tormulated their missiological paradiıgm.“
hat OC€s NOT INCAaANMN that Russıan Evangelicals Europe ın general and Russıa In particular n 1 NOT

only ave ook back the revelatıon in the HolyaVe 110 ACCESS5 missiological lıterature the Scriptures establish PTrOPDCL biblical theology of
opposıte 15 the Casec During the Past LWENLY M1SS1ON, but also °‘collect ItSs WI)1 mission-historical
all 1Mpressive lıbrary of books an artıcles has memory’ 1in order define missiological theoryeen published In Russıan. But almost al] of these for today. Peter Penner 1S right when he STATLES °In
Ar translatıons of estern Or1gins.° number of order understand the PresCcnNt un PICDaIC for
COUTSCS in M1sSS10102y AI offered ıIn Bıble chools the future, need o0k AT the Dast history of
an semı1naAarıes N well AS online © Here LOO, how- MI1sSs1ON ın the FSU | Former Sovliet Union [
CVCTI; the models and curricula AT Western ./ thıs 111 AVEe include the whole of Christian

hıs staggering development ralses questiOons MI1SSION, In branches of the Christian Church
about the dominance of Western missiological Evangelical N ell 4S Orthodox and Roman
COTY. Russıan MI1sSsS1ON eaders SCCI1I be devel- Catholic, Lutheran (T Reformed An appropriate
opıng clearer understandıng ofthe mıxed blessing M1SSIO10&Y 15 the product of CONTINUOUS COMNVEIs
of estern M1SS1IONArY aSSIStanNCE and the obvious satıon between Scripture, discerning Wr

dependency of Russıan MmM1ssıonN ONn Western SUP- NItYy of believers an the socio-political CONTEGXT in
port.® result of thıs estern influence the which m1ssıon 15 eing Oone hıs cConversatıon 1S
Russıan Evangelıcal Church 15 NOT In Mt imbedded In history and ItSs varıcd developments.
do evangelism, the leader of the Russıan Baptıst Leavıng OUuTt the historical background of SCI1P-
Mıiıssıon Agency, Ruvım oloshin, claims * It 15 tural understandıng, of COMMUNItY development
hıgh time for them develop theır WI1 Russıan, and cultural change 11 ead the adoption of
OLr Aat least Slavıc, M1ssS1010gy. foreign ideas which AIC in principle unable

The PropONCNts of al independent M1SSIONALY touch the heart of g1ven people. appropriate
theory point recCent developments ıIn the Russıan Evangelıcal missiology for the Slavıc world MUST
Orthodox Church In the Evangelicals therefore FELlr ItSs historic mMI1sSs1ıON INCINOT Y. hıs
In the COUNTTFY, the Russıan Orthodox Church artıicle 11l consıder the potential.
has published only few OO miss10logy
which depend ON estern models, which
Vladımıir Fiodorov’s book Provoslapnaıa Miıss1ıa Evangelical 1Ssıon the Slavs
egodnıa ( Orthodox 1SS10N Today)“ 15 the indiıgenous MOWV!

adapted version, SINCE MOST of 1T sımply contaıns Evangelical MmM1ssıoNn the Slavs SCS back
the translatıon of aCO Stamulıs’s doctoral disser- Western‘/ AS ell 4S FKastern sources.'®$ For GE
tatı1on the MI1IsSs1ON of the TthOdOX Churches.!! turıes Russıa has invıted migrants settle in the
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COUNTFY. Many ofthem WCIC Protestants and SOINC, then this INCMOLV ıll aVe include CATre-
the German Mennonıites for INnstance, WCCEIC Bible- analysıs of the Western AS ell aASs the FEastern
believing Evangelıicals. Their role In the establish- OUTrCcecs of Evangelıical m1ssı1on history In Russıa

of genumne Ekastern European Evangelical and the CIS It 15 often frightening N how
MOVEMENT has SEn ell researched and estab- lıttle the CONLEMPOFAFY Evangelıcal mi1ssıon ead-
lished.!” But the unprecedented UCCECSsS of the ership 15 of the M1SSIONALY theory an PDFaCc-
Evangelicals In Russıa 15 predominantly the result tice of their forefathers. Ruvım oloshiın, Baptıst
ofdevelopments wiıithin the ıtself. Renewal
MOVEMENTS insıde the Russıan Orthodox Church

MI1ssıoNnN jeader, for Instance, describes the faıth of
Our forefathers’ 4S ‘bogoborcheskıi bolshevism’,

such 45 YStY, Pryguny, Molokan, Tolstovcy an milıtantly driven God-bolshevism..®' It would
others entered into M1SS1IONAFrY CONVversatıon be hard be negatıve than that. Hiıstory,wıth estern Evangelıical mi1grants an became however, PDFOVCS Voloshin and ike-minded peoplethe maın pool from which the VOUNS Evangelıcal IThe Evangelıical mM1ssıon in Russıa and ın

TCW ItfSs members.*© the early of the SOvIıiet Unıion Was NOT CODYBaptast, the periodical of the Russıan Baptıst of Western PrOtCSTLaNtTt missiological models; the
Union, reported about Molokan SrOUDS ıIn the Oopposıte be the Casc ANny historian of
Baku reg1on who ın 1908 practised believers’ bap- MmM1ss1ıoN 111 discover INanYy elements of all indig-t1ısm similar the Baptıst praxIıs between 1840 wiıth ItSs COW! orıginal settingsan 1850 OUuUTt of their COW) CONVICTIONS which they and beliefs.
had WON Dy readıng the Bible.*! certaın Wasıili)
Sotnikov brought thıs teaching the Oolga reg1o0n
where he baptısed number of Molokans in the The o1d church wıthout
Prisib. hıs Molokan WaSs known 4S “wather- m1ss10102y
Ing Molokan)’. The baptısm of the Molokan Nıkita The negatıve reception af theır OW MISSIONAFYVaNnOoOVvI Voronın by the Baptıst DastOr Martın history by Russian-speaking Evangelıical churches
Kalweit ON 70Oth August, 18067, 1ın Tiflıs Ibilısi) 15 SCCIHNS derive ItSs MOMENTUM from the immediate
officıally the birthday of the Baptist 1n SOovIlet Dast The church under SSUTC, COIMN-Russia.“* Voronıin, who later became the DastOor of tinuously persecuted church, Was unable debatethe Tiflis Baptıst CHUrCH, predominantly CVaANSC- develop ItSs WI1 M1SS1ONAarYy theology. Heinrichlised hıs WI1 Molokan people.** Ihe Molokan FOOT Klassen, who has carefully analyse MOST publica-of the Baptıst ın Russıa 1S Obvıous. t10NS of the Evangelıical Christian Baptısts of thesiımılar development 15 reported about the work of Sovılet BEHOd, ” the conclusıion that lıttlethe YSt Pentecostal mI1ssiONArIES of the Smorodıin
branch, the SO-Calle: ‘Evangelical Christians In the nothing has been wrıtten ON classıcal M1ss1ıonN

theology. he literature reveals deep voıd regard-apostolic spirit”.  I 24 Their mM1ssıON WasSs exceptionally Ing such 1SSUES 1ın ofhcial publications ıke Bratskısuccessful wherever they approached members of
the TIthOdOX renewal mMoOovements.*> Vestnak®® 0)8 ıIn underground literature .** assen

concludes: “ar ADPDCALS that evangelical churches ıIn1SS1ON an evangelism ın Russıa an the the Sovlet Union dıd NOT ave time and CHNCISV forUkraine 15 In the rst place Al indigenous story“®
and IT 1S, AdS Kuznetsova justly SaVS, “multifac- theological treatises OI the subject of missions. >

Leonnard Frank, who analysed the lıterature oftheeted movement)??/ wıth Its WI1 unprecedented Pentecostal churches VCT the per10d, COMICSorıginalıty, tracıng ItSs OrNgINS back Eastern 4S sımılar conclusion .°ell 4S Western SOUrCes .“S IT 15 the Fastern
SOUTrCEe IC provıdes the cruc1al conditions that TIhe absence of MI1SSION cOLlogy, however, O€s

NOT that there has een 110 MISSIONALY praxIıs.allow the MOVvVEMENT flourish.*” Ihe maJorıty
of the Evangelical leadershıp in nıneteenth-cen- ven Ar times of SE VGEIE persecution the church Was

LCUurYy Russıa Calllec from Molokan background, for wıtnessing Ifs faıth, but MOST through ItSs
alternative lıfestyle rather than through strateg1cINStanCceE; Ivan Prokhanov 1s only OC example.?

Prokhanov WAdS5, In al reESPCCIS, the spLvıtus VECEOT of evangelısm. hıs Wadas repeatedly noticed Dy athe-
the Evangelıical revıval In the Sovlet Unıon ın the 1ST authors. assen summMmMarıses hıs ndings AS fl

lows:YSt decades of the twentieth CENTUFY.
It the WdY towards appropriate mM1ss1010gy TIThe argest M1SS1ONArY Was perceived

the of M1SSIONArY INCMOTL V, lıe ın ealthy Christian famılies. Ihe famıly
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had be influenced, be changed an be Evangelical 1Sssıon theory in the
retrained ıIn order StOP the M1SS1ONArYy TNNCS- writings of the foundational fathers
SaASC he communılst gSOVErINMCNL certitied that Ihe Evangelical ın Russıa and the Sovlet
the Christians had Al actıve M1SS1ONArYy ( Olll- Unıion S: ISt and foremost, of M1SS1ON,mıtment. In the atheıists’ VIEW, mI1ssıonN WaSs NOT claıms Walter Sawatsky.*“ And thıs 15
understood AS proclamatıon EXDVESSLS verbıs ıIn CXTICHE the personal of SOITINC extraordi-
the rst place, ut 45 lıving changed liıfe.>/ Har y and WOMNICN whose lives ATC ell docu-

hıs 1S generally ITE for a]] Evangelicals ıIn the mented. They AdIC ItS foundational athers Let
SSR including the Pentecostals. Their phenom- us examıne of them, Ivan Prokhanov ftor the
enal growth 1$ less due mM1ssıon and evangelısm Baptıst WINg of the SovIlet Evangelicals an Ivan
than wıinnıng ther people OVCI; AS Leonnard Voronaev of the Pentecostal WINg
Frank Proves. ” Harsh persecution has NOT stopped

Ivan Prokhanovthe Evangelicals from eing generally 1SS1ION-
mıinded. Nıkol’skaia QUOLCS atheist observers who Ihe formatıon of the Evangelical mMI1ssıOoN HIOVE-

MEeENT ıIn Russıa and the Sovlet Union 1S ıIncomplaın that the “persecuted, wherever they had
een banned C developed theır M1Ss1ONary AaCtIV- reSPECL elated the work of Ivan StepanoOvIic
1ty an managed turn SOMIC of the CIt1ZzeNs Into Prokhanov 1935 Prokhanov ExXtTeN-
adherents of their faıth?. > sıvely different 1SS1ON 1SSUES that an analysıs

Wıth the change of relig10us policy during of hıs writings allows for detailed FrECONSITIrUC-
Gorbachev’s perestroika and the SroOWINg M1S- t10N -0)8!| hıs cology of mi1ssıon. PFCSUMIC that
S1IONALY ACCCSS5 of estern mi1ssıon agenc1es, the Ivan Prokhanov 15 the MOST ımportant Evangelıcal
absence of wrıitten ecology of miıssıon Was that A B! appropriate Evangelıcal M1SS1010&Yy
interpreted AS M1SS1ONArY 1gnorance. Ihe result 111 AaVe ICCOVCL,; modern hıstorl1ans such A4AS

Was rapı Oorlentatıon towards estern Bachinıin urgently ask CVCI1 the Russıan church AS

and tendency NCgaLE the M1SSIONArY history whole study Prokhanov’s insights, valuıng them
AS crucı1al tor Russıa’s search for future.“*of theır (OWI1 tradıtion. estern MI1SSIONATY

forces sımply the Ekastern church, offering Prokhanov’s »ıta has een published ın hıs WI)1

help 4S far AS the CVC could SS autobiography“*° AS ell AS 1n number of L1OMNO-

Uvercoming the CYI1SIS of Evangelical M1SS1O010ZYy graphs; ” the MOST extensive of which 1S the work
ıIn the (IS Dy I11CA115 of recoveriıng the M1SS1ONArY of Wılhelm Kahle.*/ He Was born Into an soclal-
INCINOL Y of the Church ll only be possible Dy ised in Molokan famıly, baptısed 1n Baptıst
Z01INg Dast the SOvIet TIhe Orthodox fore- CHUrCch. educated 1ın leadıng Russıan un1versIitYy,

ook INnto the centurıes of theıir histOry, the Technological Institute of St Petersburg, and
and rightly Evangelicals working towards all student of heology AT the Baptıst College In
appropriate M1sS10102y 11 ave examıne the Bristol an the Congregational Hampstead New
history of 1SS1O0N in theır countrIies ın general, College, England, AS ell 4S al the Faculty of
but primarıly the constitutive decades For the Protestant Theology Al the Universıity ofSorbonne
Evangelicals INAaY consider the per10d between In Parıs and the famous Faculty of Theology al
1A0 and 19530 AdS such time. ter Sawatsky the Berlin Humboldt Universıity. He took classes
has CVENn suggested callıng thıs per10d of SIXTY wıth the world famous hıstorian of M1SS1ON, Adaolf
the Golden Age for AaSTt Slavıc Evangelıicals.*” Harnack, and Was deeply interested In the refor-

It 1S, of COUISC, impossible describe the total- matıon of the Russıan Orthodox Church Due
1ty of such proposed research proJject ın artıcle thıs, Prokhanov iıdeally rCpreSCNLS the LYPC
iıke thıs I ll take time carefully examıne OUrTr of L-W Evangelıcal wh: TEW intensely from

hIStOry and chall NOT aCCCPL cshortcuts In both s1ides of the theological divıde. He calls
research. Here ll only provide examples of the Martın Luther and Charles purgeon hıs spirıtual
potential ofsuch VENTINTEG by concentrating OI1 an theological fathers, but LNOTC Jan Hus,
toundatıional leaders of the Evangelıcal the Czech reformer. He Was infiluenced by the
and theır theologies of 1SS1ON: Ivan rokhanov ussıte that he asked for hıs ordınatıon
for the Evangelıcal Chrıiıstian Baptıst Churches and by the ussıte brethren 1n 1924 ıIn oOrder estab-
Ivan Voronaev for the Pentecostal Christians of ısh lınk between the Hussıtes and the “Russıan
Evangelıcal Faıth reformatıion).
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rokhanov chared this excıtement for Hus wıth the centrality of love ın Yst, hich determiıines
Russıan intellectuals of the nıneteenth CENN- the foundation of Irue Christian spirıtuality and

CUTY. In Hus they Sa  S Slavıc reformatıon VOlICE the M1SSIONArY W of the Church. In letter
pleadıng NOT only for relig10us but also for sOoc1al Pashkov, Prokhanov reflects ON hıs CXDC-
and polıitical reformatıon In hıs countr y.“* Hus rience wıth the theological diversity of estern
WAaS all ımportant ngure of identihication CSDC- theologians an LTESUNMNECS that only the love of
clally AINONS the Slavophiles, Cven in Orthodox Christ Ca  - be the SOUTCEC of strength an ıfe for the
circles.?*” Prokhanov looked 1M from hıs Church. .° Prokhanov STates that tor hım the teach-

. Ad5 he hıs friend, Ings ofChrist rCDrESCHL the only WaVYV complete
Professor Marcinkovsky: “The ıfe of Jan Hus; this renewal of the indıvıdual aSs ell 4S the SOCIlety an
nghter for the Gospel, already fascınated 111C 1ın IMY the whole of humanity.”

Vears. thıs excıtement stayed wıth Ihe 1SS1ON of God 15 clearly correlated
hım throughout hıs ıte Prokhanov’s MI1sSS1010gy educating the people In 0d’s word and will
certainly O€s NOT reside wiıth Protestant models When the Church O€s NOLT preach the gospel an
only; in hıs search for Aall appropriate M1SS10102y, promote the readıng of word, the natıon,
he the Czech renewal MOVEMENT of the Christian Nnatıon, loses ItSs moral and SPIr-
Hussites.>' itual strength and cultural vitality.° The preach-

Prokhanov’s excıtement for Hus CONTFAaSTSs hıs ing of the gospel 15 central the 1SsS1ıON of the
EXPEHENEE wıth estern European Protestants. Church ©!
He tudied theology under Harnack and Otto Mıssıon ıIn Orthodox COUNLLYV iıke Russı1a,
Pfleiderer ın Berlin, read much Protestant the- according rokhanov perspective, 15 rof of
ology and became vVerY sceptical towards co the reform an revıival of the natıon. hıs clearly

which (ın hıs VICW) generates unbeliefs’ and includes ]] believers, al] members of the body of
church which SCPDaAraLCS iıtself from ItSs historical CHNSE INCIN and WOMICHN gender separation in

1n Orthodoxy and Catholicism .° Prokhanov the leadershıp of the Evangelıcal Christian Church
admıiıts, however, that hıs theological knowledge 15 NOT acceptable. In “Che Evangelical Call? they
15 lımited and uncompleted, due the shortness ask the Orthodox Church for inclusıve policy
of hıs studies an hıs insufhcient owledge of COM the role of WONMNICN 1ın the church an 1tSs M1S-
German and French.* Hıs interest 1in closer rela- s1i0n.°*
tıonships the historical kuropean Protestant 18SS1O0N 4S reformation 11Calls MOVINg
churches SICW, however, after he left the Baptıst towards the people, those In eed In hıs AUTO-
Or Alliance, disiıllusiıoned by the American bıography, rokhanov rCDOTFTS personal dream
Baptıst SUppOrL for the Evangelical Christian which defined hıs heology extend. In
MOVEMENT ıIn Russıa. In 19531 Jakob Kroecker, the thıs dream he Sa  Z Jesus returnıng the earth an
director of the mMI1ssıon unıon ‘Ligh ın the East“, throwıng gold CO1INS at the people. As he started
reported that Prokhanov had asked hım help collect them, they iımmediately passed hım and
establish formal]l relatiıonsh1ps wıth the Churches of flew ON the DOOTF and HeCdy. For Prokhanov
the eformation.°> thıs dream became lesson ftor ıfe hıs ıfe Was

artıcle O€s NOT offer enough OW for devoted the people ıIn eed
examıne Prokhanov’s theology of mI1ssıoNn In 1Ss1ıon A reformation of natıon becoming
depth; SOTMNNC characteristic insıghts INAY GLEIGOUH- natiıonwıde MOVECECMECNL 15 what Prokhanov a1mMs
dSC TNOTC elaborate studies ın the future How dıd for.©* It 15 task for believers In the COUNTTF Y,
Prokhanov VIECW mMiss1ion” including the members of the Orthodox State

Mıssıon 1S OT sımply task of the Church: Church Orthodox believer, CSPC-
but rather divine gift the Church.>° I$ 15 God, clally clergy, who the Lord. becomes
the trıune God, who 1S deeply concerned wiıth the lıving testimonYy for the reformation-in-process.®>

ofhıs WOFr. He 1S the CFPEAaLOT of the Church; Prokhanov repeatedly invıted Orthodox fellow
he 15 the prıime agcCnNt of transformatıon and Christians Joum forces ın winnıng Russıa back
renewal of people äl theır cultures. It 1S N1S spırıt tor Christ. In Bratskı TAstok he replies hıs CHTIE:
who mot1ivates for M1SS1ON, hıs Son who lays the the Orthodox M1SSIONAFrY Bogolyubov: “Chrıistians
foundation for mı1ssıon and hıs love which hould NOT quarrel wıth each other iın front of
hıs SLONS hand towards the needy world.>7 unbelieving Russıa. We cshould work hand ın an

Mıssıon requlres deep understandıng of 1ın the MINIStLY of preaching lıying ın Christ and
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morally renewıng OUr motherlan We 1INnvıte VOU cal CONVICtTONS and IT 15 NOTLT Al organised VveENTLuUure

cordially do so 766 In 199272 Prokhanov and of the ofhicıal church, but rather INOVEC-

the leadershıp of the Unıion of the Evangelıcal from elow, of people led by
Christians tormulated the famous ‘Evangelıcal individual Christians.”® Prokhanov hıs
Cal ı& INViItNg orthodox believers partıcı- (OOW) Evangelical Christian the time
Datc ıIn spirıtual reformatıiıon of Russıa. In 1925 of the apostles. Here LOO, the MOVvVveEemMeENnNT of God
another natiıonwıde appeal W ds launched 1ın whart started wiıth the lower classes of SOCIETY, reaching
Prokhanov called “Resurrection Cal InViIting all the whole of sOCI1ety through revival.””

1SsS1O0N 15 holistic ProkhanovChristians partıcıpate in holistic renewal of
faıth An culture In Russıia.®® hıs document 15 also wrIites:
ecumenıical In spırıt, but, AdS Puzynın rightly COIMN- We steadily believe that Christianity 15 NOT Just
7It less directly Largets the Russıan Orthodox word, but also works, NOT Just teaching, but also
Church.® Prokhanov SCCI115 lose hope of seeINS transformed ıfe Therefore the Evangelicalthe Russıan Orthodox Church reformed. 1SS1ON MOVEMENT 1ın Russıa MUST CXPDICSS iıtself NOT only15 al ecumenical of God It 15 NOT OnNne In ın preaching, but also in the creation of 11C

spırıt of sectarıanısm. Prokhanov STAates forms of SOCIO-ECONOMIC life /®
TIThe ree Evangelıical Church in Russıa has In hıs programmatıc artıcle “The New 0)4
nothing do wıth &CC Ir EXIStS ıIn the spırıt Evangelıcal Life. published 1n Chrıstianin,of ecumenıICIty. + 15 typical for SCECT claım Prokhanov mentiIons number of of 1ind1-salvatıon through belonging the SCECT only. vidual an sOCl1al, educatıonal and ECONOMIC ıfe ofIhe TE Evangelıcal Church OC€s NOT aCCCDL people which In hıs VIECW 11l ave be S-such LLarITOW view. ”® ftormed by the gospel.”” He claıms the transfor-
For Prokhanov salvatıon 15 offered In those matıon of people’s lıves, the cıtiıes and villages of

churches “which INaYy NOT be properly Organised . Russıa 4S the historic task for the mMI1ssıon ofbeliev-
The Evangelıcal Christians ll seek immedi- ers. ®0 He WAants SCC AT least half of all members
ate cooperation wıth all bodies of Christian faıth Russıan Academy of Science 4S comıng from
which AlICc interested 1ın the mM1ssıon of transforma- the Evangelical Christians.®‘ Christians will VE
1107  /2 be the better CIt1zens of Russı1a, wh: produceMıssıon D'  S Uunıty Chrıstians. better ECONOMIC results®* and Organıse their CCO-
Prokhanov MOST of hıs tryıng unıte NOMIC SETLAICHUTFES In gospel IMANNCI, that theythe different renewal Ovemen 1ın hıs COUNLLY become instruments of transformation. He
an he strongly believed In the transformative made plans for HC Gospel CItY, project hıch
W of Christian UNItY. in artıcle wrıtten in HEVECT started due the beginning Stalinist FCDICS-Bratskı Listok, he STAaTEeS SiO0Ns.° But mI1ssıon d ATQiE of socıal transforma-

he vangelıc MOVEMENT a1MmMsSs owards t1on Call be result of sOc1al revolution,
renewal of all relig10us ıfe of the Russıan but rather of “spirıtual revolution’ carrıed Out ıIn
people. If the MOVEMENT 1S IAl ItTSs task, all spiırıt of love and socı1al CaIcl, motivated by God
ItSs branches 1l aVEC unıte. 14 they do NOT himself.®* 1SS1OoN introduces Justice INtOo all DTIaC-
unıte, however, they 11 dry OUuUTt an turn Into cal relationships between people®> because Jesus
SCParatc and dıie spirıtually. When they has made Justice possible.
unite, they become Lr and ll effectively Ihe MmM1ssıoN of the Russıan Evangelical
influence the reform of all relig10us ıfe of the Church O€s NOT limit iıtself 1ts OWIN COUNTTF V,
Russıan people./? but rather accepts #the unıversal task become

Mıiıssıon 4S reformatıon, SaVS Prokhanov, WI1 All example an WItNESS of renewal the global
HE VGLr CODY the church 1ın ther countrıes, but ead church, especlally the Protestant churches of the
people In the natıon renewal|l and revival./* It West, INVIUNS them TeIHTN the apostolic
D'  S contextualisation. Mıssıon MUST be spiırıt of the orıginal Christianitvw® Soon after the
one In WdYy that 1S understandable ın the PCO- revolutıon an the 1ICW freedom of speech AT

relig10us aCt1VItY, Prokhanov an hıs Evangelicalple language.”” It l be carrıed utL the
people by spirıtually enewed individuals from the Christians mMI1ss1ONArIeESs NOT only number
people itself. Mıssıon 4S reformation Gl natıon of non-Russıan peoples insıde of Russı1a, but also
ODes HOL GEIHAICT from importing Western theologi- Indıa Al China .
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Ivyan Efimovich Voronaev cshed 1ght hıs praxIıs an the COrY beyond,
an 11l consıder SOMLICIhe second founding father of the Eastern Slavıc

Evangelicals 15 the ounder ofthe Slavıic Pentecostal 1SsS1OoN ın Voronaev’s CONception 15
„ Ivan Efimovich Voronaev 1885- m1I1ss1ıon. The triıune God 15 the inıtlator an maın
957 It Was hıis work an writings which formed ACTO Of miıss1on; 1t 15 he who calls and sends people

1into mission.?* He 1S the redeemer In Jesus, theand defined the MOVvVveEeMeENT theologically. Voronaev
Was Orn ıIn the Orenburg reg10n Aprıl 1 Christ; the Spirıt of God 15 the “Inıtlator, moOt1va-
1885 He converted Christ ın 1908 an almost tor an supervisor of world mission’.?  9 Wıthout

deeper theological discussıion Voronaev laysimmediately started preach the gospel In the
Baptıst churches of rkutsk un Krasnoyarsk. trinıtarıan foundatıon of M1SSION, something that
Persecution forced hım leave Russıa In PO1l: Was unusual In estern Protestant thinking of hıs
V1a Chına he moved the USA where he served time.
AW PastOor of Russıan speakiıng church 1ın San Involvement 1ın M1sSs1oN PIC  CS
Francisco.®® Between JO1) and 1915 Voronaev personal call of God and personal relationship.
tudied heology Aat the erkeley Theologica Voronaev himselft returned hıs OMe 1n

times of distress, leaving the SAVC haven ofthe USASemiıinary whıiıle still sServing hıs Baptıst church 4S

pPastOr and evangelist In Los Angeles (  -1  } Prayer 4S al immediate cCONversatıon between God
and then In Seattle (  -1  Ö where he mMmMetTt an hıs OC 15 the MOST ımportant MINIStrYy In

effective MI1SSION. In OC of hıs artıcles ON PFaycrErnest Wiılliams, OLNC of the promınent leaders of
Voronaev wrIıtes:the Assemblıies of (30d Wılliams introduced hım

Pentecostal cOlogy an praxis.”” In 1917 Take time for PLayCL. do NOT NOW of any other
Voronaev moved New York where he pastored aDIEt, IC brings INOTC ESSINS Into the ıfe

Russıan Baptıst church ntil 1919 the VCal 1ın of Christian than the mornıing PLayCL.
which he an LWECNLTY other members of the Baptıst ready DaY the price develop such habit,
church experienced the baptısm wıth the Spirıt an which 15 closely connected wıth VICtOrYy an
received the oift of spe  Ng in LONYUCS. On July fruutful spirıtual life??®
1919 they ftounded the rst Russıan Pentecostal For Voronaev mMI1ss1ıoNn and personal spirıtuality AUC
church In New York ?© number of other church interwoven; IT 15 the changed ıfe ofa PCISONM which
plants In the USA tollowed In the mıdst of thıs becomes al agent of change. It 15 the PCISON pPCI}
excıting MI1SS1ON, Voronaev received call from sonally ouched Dy God who 15 able touch the
God reiurn Russıa. VCal after foundıng the Iıves of others. Only Spirit-led mM1ss1ıoNn 15 worthy
Pentecostal church In New York, ON July ö 1920, be called m1ss1ıon. And the Spirıt €a hıs He
Voronaev an ther famılıies, the SaplySnych the people in the world
and Koltovı left for Constantinople In Turkey, Ihe Church 1S prime M1SSIONAFrY
heading for Odessa.?! (n August 1 1921 he F has [CaAaSOINN for exIistence CXCCDL the mı1ssıon of

God members of the Church dIC called MI1S-returned SOvIet Russıa N M1SSIONATY, after he
personally sensed clear prophetic call from the S1ION; Voronaev STAates “You be Christian
Lord.® In less than rTen he organısed and led without being missionarYy. ”” TIhe M1SSIONALY

M1SSIONArY„ which eached Church ollows the example of Christ?® whose
members In 400 churches by the VCal 1930, the ıfe W das marked by M1SS1ION, and consequently the
YCar of hıs imprisonment.”® Voronaev Was kılled by Church of Christ has be essentially 1SS1ON-
the Bolsheviks ın 1937 centred.

How did Voronaev V1ICW mission} He received Miıssıon ıIn Voronaev’s CONception a1ms
hıs theological educatıon In the USA and he föl:- towards evangelısm and cConversion of people
lowed the classıc Pentecostal teachings of the God Ihe a1mM of al m1ssıon 1S CONVversion of S1IN-
American Pentecostals. How dıd thıs affect hıs the- WE God and AS result transformation of ıfe
Ology of mI1ss1on” Was he different Prokhanov, ın ItSs totality.”” Whatever the Church does, IT has
the Westerniser the Evangelıcal fathers? ead people YISTt and fulfiılled ıfe in
Voronaev left us wriıitten M1SSIOL0gYy; he merely the Holy Spirıt. The transformed indiıviduals build

SOMC artıicles. Orthers reflected ON his mMIn- the NCW people of God, the Church of the elect
IStr y and teaching enough AF least PIODOSC and redeemed. hıs ea actıve church plant-
direction fought. number of crucı1al insıghts ing, which 1S 4S particıpation 1ın 0d’s divine
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act. 100 Ihe appoıntment of evangelists and church vention. They counted OI the miraculous work of
planters in the MOVEMENT clearly under- the Holy Spirıt in healing, wonders and S12NS. 110

lined this priorIity. At the rSt ofthe newly In fact PLaycCL for divıne healing became integral
ounded All-Ukrainian Unıion of Christians of the part of Pentecostal SEerVvICEeSs and 1Ss1ıoN work.!!!
Evangelıcal Faıth, of hıch Voronaev became the “CThe MINIStrYy of healıng Was considered AS Al

rst president, thirty male and five female unıon CEMPOWCIMCNL Of. proclamatıon AWN ell d NON-VeEeT-
207112evangelists WCIC commıssioned foster G+ bal proclamatıon DAr excellence.

lısm ın of the USSR.!9! More WCIC In the Voronaev strongly believed in 1Ss1ıon 4S
102CX organıised and strategically executed After

It 15 fascınating SCC how Voronaev devel- summarısıng the M1SSIONAFY work of Voronaev,
oped hıs mM1ss1ıoN work. While evangelısm an the SOvIet hıstorian Moskalenko STATLES “Voronaev

motivated rough conferences an traınedchurch plantiıng tormed the heart of what he
understood be the m1ssıon of God, he COINN- of hıs followers for MI1SsSION in relatıvely short
sc1ously combined evangelısm wıth socı1al FCSDON- period of time 1}5 For him mM1I1ssıon Was obvıously

the ISt priority an he organısed the M1sSsS1ON workS1bilıty, ensurıng culture of carıng COMMUNItTY.
Typical for 1m ATIC hıs SCII11O115 concerning the ofhıs church wıth sharp VIsSION and STrate-
ECONOMIC Ssıtuatıon In the COUNTTF V, in which he IC COmMpeteNCcE. In Evangelıst he
directly calls Christians invest their lıves 1n SCIV- It 15 the responsibility of member of the
Ing the hungry and the neECdYy. : Under hıs leader- church preach the gospel thıs preachingship the Pentecostalism 1 the Sovlet Lands MUST be done wiıth COUFaSZC and ın the of
served the spirıtual AN well AS material an socı1al the Holy Spirıt:needs of the people. Characteristic 15 the decision It 1S amazıng SCC how strategically he started hısof the Pentecostal churches In Western Ukraine,
Belarus anı Poland, statıng: Help needs be work, MOVINg rst the MOST respONSIVe people

AIMNONS the Molokan an Dukhoborzy. Throughgıven DOOTF people, who face famıne, sickness, hıs MINIStrYy IManıy Molokan und Dukhoborthıevery and whose houses AdIC burned OWN In
such the churches WCCIC 4S ASSIST imme- Christians accepted Pentecostal beliefs.!!© Soon hıs

church SICW In number and Ilowed hımdiately an wıithout anı Y delay. Ihe mater1al and other STrata of SOCIETY.socı1al MIinIıstry the needy of Voronaev’s newly
established churches Wds>, In the JjJudgment of the Mıssıon and evangelism PFESUDPOSC church

traıned for ItTS task. VOrOnaeVv, hımself theologicallySovIlet historian Mel’nik, decisive for the growth traıned, working hard establish M1SS1IONaFrYyof the Pentecostal churches .19 er Voronaev’s
leadership Pentecostal churches offered the people traınıng school but hıs VISION could NOT be real-

ised due the politica circumstances.  117 Frankaround them effective aSsSIstance Dy helping them DO1INtTS other tools fM1SS1IONArY traınıng such A
IU theır everyday lives In difhcult ECONOMIC

and political S1tUatiONS, INnCorporating them ın pu  1Cat1OnNs an CONSTCSSCS which Voronaev sed
what the SOvIiet hıstorian Klıbanov CAl theıir WIN extensively establish M1SSIONArY culture AN) ell

4S M1SS1IONArY understandıng ın hıs churches. 118
ell established socılal ‘famıily net  > 106 It 15 thıs
combinatıon of sOc1al] MinNIsStry and carıng tellow-
sh1ıp which determined their MI1SS1ONArY ME107 Recovering the mi1ss1ONary INCHOL Y

towards appropriate mi1ssS1010gyel’nık adds "Every famıly wıth mater1al eed
108 The Kast Slavic Evangelicals ave NOT developedCall COUNLTL help from Pentecostal church. 119 anAlthough the SOvIet regulatiıons stricthy prohiıb- adequate SYSTICM of theological traınıng

d CONSCYUCNCC they An 110 wriıitten MI1SS1010gy.ıted anı Y humanıtarıan a1d Dy the CHUrCh,; Mel’nık hıs O€s NOL, however, in opınıon, I11Call thatnonetheless summarıses: there WCIC 110 miss1iological foundatıiıons under-
Ihe humanıtarıan help of Pentecostals has girdıng theıir M1SS1ONaArYy praxIs. We ave examıned
HENVET. ended despite all prohibition. The the VO1lCES of of the forefathers of Kast Slavıc
diaconal MINIStrYy 1S the MOST effective evidence Protestantısm. Their Evangelical Protestant M1S-
of the work of the Holy Spirıt In Pentecostal siological aTrc evident. In hıs INSspiIrnnNg study,church 109 Puzynın 4SSUMNIECS that there Was especlally All

In offering sSOC1a] help Voronaev and hıs fol Anglo-Saxon revıvalıst influence ın their work!29
lowers directly combined human and divine inter- but the forefathers, especlally Prokhanov, far
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beyond the Protestant models the following their WI) churches.  124 During the last decade the
points: M1SS1ONArY excıtement of IManıy Slavıc Evangelıcal

clear trınıtarıan foundation of the Church Churches has lost ItSs MOMeEeNnNntum.  125 At the Samıc

an ItSs M1SSION, 121 which Was ıIn 1L1IC) WaY time the slamıc a WA has developed an CHNOTINOU

typIc ftor the Evangelical M1ss1010gy In the M1SS1ONarYy CHCISY. In the CIty of MOscow, for
Protestant West of the time example, the Muslım populatıon has W: 250

society-transforming framework of MI1S- times in the last ten vears. It 15 time regaın
SIONAFrY thinking, which Prokhanov calls ref- the lost M1SS1IONArY dynamıc of COUTr fathers. Maybe
Ormatıon, which Was absent in Pietistic and Orthodox missiologists ll pomnt the right WAdY.
Anglo-Saxon revıvalıst STOUDS. the Russıan Orthodox CHUurch, the devel-
Church-centred M1SSION, unlıke MOST of the OPMCNL of Its FeECEMN MI1ssıon theory ZOCS back
estern faıth MI1SSIONS of the peri0d. the decision of the Episcopalıan Or of the

clear of contextualısatıon an inde- Church In 1994 establish crıter1a for Russıan
pendence trom iımported models and search TthOdOX MI1SS1010gy; working presentedfor Al indigenous WAdY. IfSs results ın 1995 On this basıs the Current TEXTpneumatological dimension, especlally In
Voronaev’s teaching, but also ıIn Prokhanov’s of the “‘Conception of M1SSIONAFrY aCt1VIty of the
ıdea of “spirıtual revolution’, which ZOCS

Russıan TtAhOdOX Church? Was Minalısed and
passed by the Holy SYHOd. In 2009 the TSTtbeyond the classıc estern of MI1S-

S10N AT the tiıme textbook M1SS1010y from Russıan TthOdOX
perspective W as finalısed by the Mıiıssıon fhice ofThose and simılar CONVICTIONS reveal Eastern r  „ the church and published.:“ IThere AT C INanıYy QUCS-which INaYy A added the CHNOTINOUS WMHEGCSsSS

of the Evangelicals during the golden of ONSs that ( A be asked about the book, both from
theır mI1issıon between 1917 and 1929 Readıng scholarly and ftrom missiological perspective, A4AS

Andrey KuraeVv, OC ofthe authors, rightly STAates 129
the Slavıc Evangelical fathers, Was constantly
reminded of Davıd Bosch’s “ emerging postmod- In hıs estimatıon, the textbook 15 Al “eXpression of
CIM paradigm of mission).  > 122 but ofBosch’s the missiological poverty’ of the Church .9 Ihe

M1SS1ONArYy SEATEIHECHL of the Russıan Orthodoxthiırteen elements fan emerging ecumenıical PaLkd-
C.Hhurch SCCS MI1sSs1ON AdS MOVEMECNTLT of the Churchdiem - AIC PresCht ın the writıngs of the fathers.

They LOO speak of M1sSs1ıON 4S 0d’s M1SS1ON, of towards the world, wıth the GClAre aım change
Church wıth others, of mediating salvatıon, of ACTS an the world accordiıng the gospel of
of Justice, evangelısm an contextualisation, lıb- Jesus Christ.!+' Modern day Russıan Orthodox
eratıon and inculturation, of WItTNESS ACTS 61 hope M1sS1010£y derıves from the M1SS1ONAarYy praxIıs of
for natıon. For the athers m1ss1ıonN Was evidently the Church Fathers, but especlally from their WI)

MINIStrYy of the whole people of (36d 1O be SUrc; M1SS1ONALY hıstory ın the nıneteenth CCNLUFY, GTe
132there Was less talk about theology an ESsS inter- especlally from the Altaı an Japan M1SSIONS.

rel1g10us dialogue, but thıs Was direct result of O be SUTLC, the Orthodox ATC stil] far AWaAV from
their unıque settung. the SCTI xoal of formulatıng Aall appropriate mM1I1S-

Slavıc Evangelicals INaYy and cshould ook back S1O10&Yy for theır CONTEXT ut they ave started.
their heritage. 100 much M1sSS1010£Yy has eecn

OSt along the Sovliet path After of PEISCCU-
Wıthourt ouDbt, the Evangelicals cshould L1LOW

tollow an they INaYy do ın cCONVversatıon wıtht10N the Church has become INgrOoWn; It 15 PIC the TEthOdOX The rSsft possible Step 11 ObvIı-Occupled wiıth iınternal affaırs and the cultivatıon
of otherness, separatıng itself from the people ously be FECUVET the M1SSIONArY legaCcy of OUr

around them he VAastTt MaJority of the Evangelıical tradıtion.
churches C almost completely lost the holistic
understanding of m1ssıoN which their torefathers IIr Johannes Reimer W3AaS born an SICW 1n the
had Issues AIC still being raised, but they AL 110 former SOovlet Unıon. He SCIVCS d Professor of

Miss1010gy AT the Universıty of South Afrıca and theinternally Oocused. Ihe Evangelicals INaYy still Cailc
for the needy, but rsSt and foremost for they WI) Theologische Hochschule Ewersbach, Germany,
members:; they INaYy still CXPCCL 0d’s Spirıt and 15 president of the European Assoclatıon ftor
heal the sick, but ın the rst place the members ÖL Hıgher Learning and Research.
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