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Values in OUFrFr Society Wıth Social, Historical
and Anthropological Aspects

de Bru1ine

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
als auch deren schlimmste nachchristliche Entstellungen

[ )ieser Artike]l ezieht sich auf die empirische, SOZI- arns Licht (Kuyper, (O’Donovan) DITz Moderne mıit
alwissenschaftliche Forschung und zeichnet zunächst ihrem en Selbstwertgefühl kommt eıner säkulari-

sıierten Eschatologie gleich, der rısten mMiıt Vorsichteın Bild der vorherrschenden Werte In der gegenwar-
tigen Gesellschaft Luropas. Auf dieser Grundlage erläu- egegnen sollten, damit SIE nicht diesem aufgeblähten
tert eın historisch-philosophischer nsatz (MaclIntyre) Optimismus eınen einseltigen Pessimismus nN-

setz‘! Vorherrschende Werte stellen sich als moralischden fragmentarischen un inkohärenten Charakter
dieses Bildes, wIıe ES sich aus dem nachchristlichen widersprüchlich heraus, wWwIe [T1All 7z.B individueller

Selbstverwirklichung, Freiheit, Toleranz, Gleichstellung,Zustand ergibt. Allerdings decken anthropologische freiem UnternehmertumÜberlegungen wıe Moralbiologie, Moralpsychologie, Privatsphäre, Demokratie,
kulturelle Anthropologie) einıge gemeIinsame und dau- un Mitgefühl sieht |J)er Artike|l endet mit möglichen

Ansätzen eıner christlichen un mit den esonde-erhafte moralische UÜberzeugungen der Menschheit auf.
Jese sollten rısten lehren, sich nıcht [1UT über den Tel] Herausforderungen für Christen, Was die Werte eıINes
Verfall eklagen, sondern auch offen seın für eınen (post-)modernen Luropa angeht. rısten sind dazu
möglichen Fortschritt. Darüberhinaus nn die theolo- berufen, Propheten seIn, und ZWAaTlT nicht UTr kri-
gische Analyse der (Post-)Moderne gleichzeitig sowochl Isıeren, sondern vielmehr die besonderen moralischen
die Hesten kulturellen Früchte der christlichen anrheı Systemblockaden UunsereT Gesellscha präzisieren.

RESUME distorsions Dost-Chretiennes 1es Dlus deplorables Kuyper,
’Donovan) La modernite, qui considere elle-meme
de manilere tres optimıiste, est un  > SOrTe d’eschatolo-partır de recherches empiriques SCIENCES sociales,

”auteur dresse tableau des valeurs dominantes gie s&cularisee et les chretiens devraient garder de
dans les sOCcIeteEes europeennes contemporaIlnes. (UJne repondre cel optimısme excessif DaTr pessimIsmMeE

unilateral. | es valeurs qu! prevalent paralssent morale-approche historico-philosophique (MaclIntyre) permet
d’en comprendre le caractere fragmente el incoherent ment ambigu6&s, mMm le DOUT des valeurs
[ le roduit de Ia condition post-chretienne. |JDes mMm Ia realisation de SOI individuelle, 19 liberte, E
considerations anthropologiques (de jologie morale, de tolerance, |’egalite, Ia preservation de Ia sphere privee, la
psychologie morale et d’anthropologie culturelle) laissent democratie, I9a re entreprise et Ia Compassion. auteur

considere diverses approches ethiques chretiennes DOS-cependant perceVvoIlr certaınes convictions Dartagees et
urables dans I’humanite. C ecı devrait conduire les chre- sibles, alnsı YJUEC des problemes specifiques auxquels 1es
tiens DdS cContenter de deplorer la decadence chretiens doivent faire face rapport AVEC les valeurs
de ( 65 SOCIETESsS maIıs AUSSI etre OUWV! I9a possibilite de ı’Europe post-) moderne. | es chretiens ont UNE VOCd-

d’un certaın progres. Fn OU  / UuNne analyse theologique tion prophetique, 11011 seulement DOUT critiquer maIls
de 19 (post-)modernite permet de detecter 19 'OIS les AUSSI DOUT Montrer precisement dans uelles Impasses
meilleurs fruuits culturels de Ia verite chretienne et leurs morales SOCIEtE s’est engagee.

s r

UMMARY contemporarYy European socletlies. uilding this,
historical-philosophical approac (MaclIntyre) explains

Drawing empirical social scientific research, this this picture’s fragmentary and incoherent character
article first presents picture of the dominant values In resulting from the post-Christian condition. However,
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anthropological Considerations (moral DIOology, mora| mıISM ith one-side DessimMISmM. Prevalent values turnpsyChology, cultural anthropology) UNCOVeEer SOTTIE shared OUutTt He morally ambiguous, AaSs IS shown In values suchand lasting mora| Convıctions In humanity, \{ should dASs individual self-realisation, freedom, tolerance, equal-teach Christians noTt only complain about decay Dbut Ity, DFIVaCY, democracy, free enterprise and Compassion.also tO e open [O the possibility of Further- The article concludes ith discussion of DOossible Chris-
INOTE, theological analysis of (post-)modernity detects
both the highest cultura! fruilts of the Christian truth and

tian ethical| approaches and specific challenges for TIS-
tians ith respect [O the values of post-) modern Europe.their MOST deplorable post-Christian distortions at the Christians are called be prophets, nOoTt only criticise

Sdairle time (Kuyper, O’Donovan) Modernity ith Its hut precisely Clarify the specific moral deadlocks ofnigh self-esteem IS secularised eschatology, which should OUur soclety.make Christians careful NnOT mMirror Its InTiate: opti-
e

Introduction ethicist Irutz RendtorffAT take anthropologi-
Some LECENT examples ll indıicate what cal In order CONNECT wıth non-theological
OUr soclety values: ethics. alternative would be the ecclesiological

ethics of the American ethicist Stanley Hauerwas,Dutch Christian police-officer Was severely
eriticısed after publishing LWeEeEeT 1ın which he who the particularity anı the CoOunter-

cultural character of the Christian narratıve.called the Amsterdam Gay Pride dirty happen-Ing;' Ihe British theologian Oliver O’Donovan LCD-
Members of the Italian parlıament from FreESCNTS the third poss1bility. TOom exclusively
Berlusconi’s PartLy engaged ın physıcal nght Christological startıng pomnt he has developed
because of sarcastıc remark from socı1al dem- CONCCDL In hich the knowledge of reality and his-
Öcrkat: LCOrY plays important role, resulting ın residual
Highly educated increasıngly g1ve possıbilıties for critical dialogue wıth non-Chris-

tian ethics. ad: fourth that 1$ COINMONtheir CaIrcers an Opt for motherhood;*
The FGGEHT novel, The GCurcle, Dy Dave Eggers INany evangelicals, such A4ASs the reformed
shows terrifying pıcture of OUur SOC1lety being Dutch ethicist Jochem Douma. Its focus 15
obsessed wıth socl1al media and webcams and the ethical bullding blocks contaıned In the
caught In towards hyper-transpar- and apply these today.*
ENCy;; O form plcture of OUur sOclety’s moralıty,
Some dYO, the Dutch neuro-sclentist iıck 11 uUusSsc the CONCCDL of C  values It 15 debat-
Waa declared: WAant decide the MOMENT able whether thıs CONCCDL 15 suitable for Christian
of death myself, SINCEe It Irrıtates that ethics? urıng the nıneteenth CCNLUFY, 1t entered
aVe NOT een able choose the MOMENT of my ethics from the CONTEXT of eCONOMICS. HeENceE.; It
birth.> could enhance today’s dangerous dominance of

eCONOMIC Categorıies In NON-eCONOMIC lıfe-spheres.will refurn these five examples later. his artı-
cle CONsISsSts of four parts.® After the introduction, For example, In ethics thıs 15 reflected ın the
ll build socı1al research 1n order PFresenNt approprliation of CXprEeSsSSIONS iıke °sSoc1al’? °moral

sketch of our soclety’s values. hen ıll interpret Capıtal. Besides, the CONCCDL of alue or1ıginates
that image from historical, anthropological 1in the Kantıan separatıon between moralıty and
and theological perspective. In conclusion, 111 knowledge of reality. Alongside the world of hard
TAaW SOMC ESSONS for Christian ethics. facts, WOTr. of subjective values Was

hıs artıcle W ds orıginally A confer- postulated. Values AIC CONSTIrUCTS wiıth elusive
CHCE alımed Y the development ofa Christian ethic and character, *' feature that became
for CONLCEMPOTF: ary Europe. How CONCEIVE of the INOTC manıfest wıth the Inversion of values
OUur sOoclety’s moral condıiıtion affects OUur choice that Nıetzsche W dsS able advocate !® Despitebetween possible FOUTfeEeSs for Christian ethics. Wıth these objections, however, the CONCCDL of values
the Dutch ethicist Gerrit de Krul]  1 distinguish 15 useful for OUur alms Already in iıtself It illustrates
three possible FrOuTtes for Christian ethics today, SOINC traıts of modern ethics, namely LIts subjectiv-and would ad fourth ONC Oof my own ‚/ The ISt 1SM and post-Christian zeal. !S Moreover, 1t forms1$ that Christian ethics could ftollow the German the central CONCCDL that soc1al and empiırical SC1-
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CLEG USC when exploring the moral of affairs realisatıon 15 reflected in the popularıty of the
ın societies.'* When consıder the integration of called “tour princıiples ethics’ of Beauchamp and
non-theologica findings indispensable for theo- Childress, which Was developed for the CONTLEXT of
logıical EtNICS; AS do, CANNOLT CSCADC interacting medical ethics ut 1S NOW advanced ın MOST fields
wiıth the CONCCDL of values. of professional ethics.®5 Beauchamp and Childress’

combination of the values of ULONOMY, benevo-
lence, non-maleficence an Justice uUurns 818 beThe moral situation of OUr soclety: neatly taılored towards Al ethic that er NOT PIC-impression in the lıght of social science scribe the personal choices of individuals ut only

We 1O L[urn A soclal-scientifically intftormed regulates an uarantees the CO-existence of such
eXposiıtion of the values ın ur SOCIELY. One of individuals.
the MOST promiıinent social-scientific research TOoOm Christian perspective could register
FOSTamMmMCS ın thıs Held 1S the European Values ra moral chifts and moral decline iın the
Project, which egan SULVCY European CIH- ftorm of hedonistic individualism an the-
T1a periodically In the seventies. It has PLO- panyıng diminishing weight of gyıven Institutions
duced dozens of studies and spread other an moral frameworks, such 4S churches, famılies
continents that 110 also wıtness World and tradıitional moral codes.*4 Another intrıgu-
Values Project. Interestingly, 1in Itfs early days, the Ing an perhaps problematic change Christians
projJect WasSs instigated bDy Christian socıial schol- the CONCCDL of conscience *> Rather than
ArSs wh; WEeIC concerned about the impending inner COINDASS rough which go0od an eviıl ALC

disappearance of traditional Christian values ıIn sensed an guilt 15 felt, CONsScCIENCE has turned LNOTITC

Europe."° MafTtter of TaCct, complaints about and HT, Into kınd of radar: pick Varlıous
the ack of Christian values aVve en voiıced Dy sıgnals from people ıIn OUTr surroundıings, an COIMNN-
SUCCESSIVE generations of Christians SInNCE the iIne these Into resulting direction. urıng this
Enlightenment.*/ Ihe they mention PDTIOCCSS AL driven by OUr longings
include sexual moralıty, abortion and euthanasia.!® OUuUr x00d relations wiıth those who AICc important
In TeECCeN: decades comparable moral uUNcCasSc has internally Ooriıented ethic of ouilt
spread non-Christians ASs ell They refer Into externally driıven ethics of shame. cting
hassles ıIn ne1iıghbourhoods; aggressive behaviıour iımmorally 15 often experienced and characterised
In schools, public and stadıums; 4S stupid rather than 4S SIN Nevertheless, guilt
increase of SCX and violence 1ın the media; weaken- continues play ItSs Part, NOT 1in the form of ne‘s  f
Ing decency; and EXCESSIVE gree COrporate personal burden but d something OC transfers
executives. !” Are complaints ıke these confirmed others. hıs 15 reflected ıIn the wıdespread ten-
Dy the facts? ENCY towards SCapegoatıng and iın encroaching

EKurope’s COTC alue today i be “ indı- culture of claıming an blamıng.
vidual self-realiızation’, value connected wıth the Yet; despite such probably worrying transı-
pursult of happiness.“” Ihe achievement of thıs t10NS, much CONtINULLY and ( Can be
4a1 has become the projJect of IMNMany lıves. ther noticed, while countrıes also dıiffer substantially
values, ften wıth older r  > take the features from each other.*® For example, volunteering has
of this 11C  S central narratıve. Values such 4S free- NOT really decreased.*/ On SOMNC themes, moral
dom, UtONOMY, equality, Justice, human rights, indıgnation has CVCN been strengthened rather
democracy an tolerance thus all become SEL V than weakened Here CO thınk of themes
AaNnts this gher a1mMm Meanwhile other early iıke anımal rights; rejection of discrimination, VIO-
modern values persIist, ike rationalıty, 3 lence an abuse; indignation about prostitution,
PFI1VaCY, aNnsSpareNCYy an relatıvisıng authority. drugs, oyrıdıng; about human rights, the
Communitarıan philosophers an socı1al sclentists enviıronment an food (biotechnology); an forms
In particular“ aVve predicted that socı1al values of dishonesty such 4S socı1al SECUFLY fraud and BAX
wiıll NOTLT be able urvıve the late-modern ind!i1- evasıon. Therefore, conclude that, from
vidualist narratıve. However, research pOoints 1in COChrıistian perspective, OUur sOClety’s values and
the Oopposıte ırection. Values iıke COMpass10N, moral condition AIC est characterised A4S ambiva-
solidarity, FrESPECL for lıfe, commıtment greater lent.®
x00d, and faıthfulness remaın In esteem 4S ever. *% In partiıcular the domain of famıly, relationshipsThe centrality of the STrESS individual self- and sexXuality SCIVCS iıllustrate this combinatıion
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of continulties and changes.“ Here radıical chifts Not because they find shelter 1n tradıtional moralave Occurred, ralsıng Ser10us COMNCETNS for INa YChristians. frameworks, but because they 4VE CeMTIC: CON-
Stressing, iındıividual self-realisation CeIve of motherhoo 4S possible mode of self-an the pursult of happiness aVe caused pr1- realisation.®3 Why 15 marriage making comebackvatısatıon of relationships into domain of free today? Not because It 15 honoured agaln 4S GCICcAa-individual choices, which leaves the COMMUNItYy tional sStructure, but because creating uniqueırrelevant. Sexualıty took 11C meanıngs such AS personal experience YOUr wedding day SuNts thethe eXpression of the romantıc UnIity between wide-spread longing for authentic self-expression.selves CVCN 4S basic human eed and [NCAans Why 15 volunteering CVCN INOTrC popular thanof enJoyment. ın ıfe has become an accepted decades aQ0? Not because ave departed fromchoice. New LyYPCS of partnershıp ave developed, C(UTr individualist orlıentation, ut because 1n Urforms ike cohabitation, ‘living together’, post-materilalist COMNTeXT for meanıngfulbeing “friends wıth benefits’, one-night stands, WaYyS spen! OUur increased time.** ven theself-chosen communal Structures, multiple Parcnt 11C sexual taboos do NOT mark renewal of tra-famılies and gaV marrı1age. Iraditional ole-defini- ditional moral standards. They cırcle around thet10ns between INECN an OMMMCN AVC faded AWAaY. central value of rESDECL for individualProducing children has become option. (n the As Foucault has articulated, sexual harassment 15

OIC hand technology 15 required make 1MpOS- NOT much considered problematic for Its sexua|]sıble pregnancıes possible, while the ther dimension but because It implies abuse of power.®°abortion has become honourable WdY CI In this liıght should interpret the moral ambiva-unwanted pregnancıles.
However, despite those IMOST

lence that noticed In OUur SOCIETY. hıs ambiva-
changes lence O€s NOT relativise the transıtıon towardsEuropeans stil] consider ‘family” be Sr ULMOST individual self-realisation but It eX1ISts wıthin thatimportance for their lives. Moreover, the ( context.®©

Clatiıon of marrıage has NOT really decreased, AS
cohabitation 15 INOTC an INOTC reinterpreted AN

kind of pre-marrlıage; In the words of Adrian Interpretation of society’s values
Thatcher, It 15 modern version of the tradıtional

3.1 Historical-philosophicalbetrothal.®° Further, wıthin relationships alithful
CSsSS still COUNTS d highly important an adultery We 1O turn the interpretation of this moral
4S unacceptable, notwıthstanding the aCCCPLANCE ambivalence from three perspectives: the historyof divorce anı of ser1alV. Mutual COM- of ideas, anthropology and theology.mMunıicatıon an togetherness AdIC CVCN valued INOTC Today less than d9O, ONC Canthan in the Dast Most couples still WAant children. bypass Alısdair MacIntyre’s proposal for under-For MOST cıtizens CVCN sexual hedonism (07 NOT standıng modern morality.“” hıs prominent phi-completely reduce sexuality of eNJOY- losopher has constructed historical narratıve that
MentT According MaJOrIty, IT stil] requiıres CONVINCINS interpretative frameworkmutual familiarity an confidence. We CVCN WIT- of OUur sOclety’s moral ambivalence. AccordingCSsSS the development of L1ICW taboos, perhaps 4S MacIntyre  9 the Enlightenment departed fromcounterbalance the prevalent sexual freedoms. the classical an Christian teleological framework.Wıth regar Incest, pedosexuality an sexual
harassment, moral attıtudes AÄVeC become less tol-

Wıthin that framework an phe-
NOMECNON possessed well-defined place where Itan 1O CVCN stricter than 1n MOST per1- should specıfic divine PUurpOsc. .00d Wasods of history. Researchers conclude that there what sulted this aım bad what contradıcted It15 CONVINCINS empirıcal SUpPPOFT for the ften In the mechanistic unıverse of modernity, whichrepeated complaints about ımpending break- denied religion public function, thisOWN of the family Or underlying general moral foundational framework collapsed that onlydecline 31 rootless moral fragments WeIC left Inıtially, theHowever, at second glance, such lasting tradı- CONSCQUCNCES of thiıs development remaınedtional moral AaCCENTS ADPDCAr be ounded L1CW hidden, because faıth ıIn God survıved 1ın theJustifications, which reflect the I1CW COTC values of priıvate sphere an MOST cCiıtizens shared Opt1-ur SOCIlety that Camne across.*%® Why do hıghly mist1ıc VIsSION of human goodness an the n-educated today return motherhood> tial of unıversal human [CAason However, wıth
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Nietzsche, God, goodness an rationalıty became has uncovered. Theretore; OUr historical-philo-
deconstructed, that the already PreSsSCNL hidden sophical interpretation has be supplemented

with anthropological insıghts. Here., in particularmoral eCcay became apparent. Only individuals
with their free choices could aSs possible UnIıt- L11IC ıke moral biology an moral psychology
Ing bodies for the IMNa Yy faces of moralıty. These offer INntrıguing insights, hıch Ca  3 be connected
individuals AT longer thought of 45 eing with earlier results of the LNOTIC traditional disc1ı-
gulded Dy universal [CaAaSQOIl but, the CONTLrAar V, pline of cultural anthropology. ÖOperating from
4S eing driıven Dy Ssubconsc10us and emotionally evolutionary perspective, they SUggCSL the EXISt-
defined preferences dominated Dy 11 towards CCC of moral CONSTLANTS in humanıty duriıng the
self-realisation. * NECCCSSAL V, thiıs x0al could CVCI COUTSC of ItSs development. C886 moral CONSTLANTS

be strived for AT the CXPCNSC of others. Ethics, tra- urvıve cultural chıfts and historical transıt1Ons,
ditionally directed towards x0o0d an evil, became A therefore also relig10us changes. Prominent

aM al the SAaMnıc tiıme controversial researchers ikeaesthetics, circling around authentic self-expres-
SION. 'Thıs enNn! reshapes individuals into COIN- Richard Dawkıns an Frans de Waal aVve V-

SULIMIICIS who select theır personal portions from the ered the development of moral traıts 1ın monkeys
and bees.i*40 According them 1ın theır ambitionINCMNU card ofethical possibilities. Ihey differ from

each ther an ack the instruments COMMUnNI- SULCVIVE, Organısms havıng originally een soli-
CTE about these differences iın meanıngful WAdY. Car y and selfish aV discovered the iımportance
Ethical debates thus change into discussions about of cooperating 1n LTMOTC complex SrOUDS Trom
procedures regulate unbridgeable rifts of Op1n- thıs the eed for moralıty anı Its develop-
10n Oday, far-reaching decisions about ending MeENT W as triggered. Social an x00d behaviour
severely disabled new-born lives AI made by faıth- OUuUTt be stimulated SINCE It contributes

profitable relatıons wiıth others. ven altruısm anfully followıng existing protocols and wıthout
exchange of genulinely ethical considerations. In forgiveness become explained 4S urviıval strategles
SUu: aclntyre typifies modern moralıty 4A5 vol- ın which Organısms adapt changıng CIrCUumM-

stances.*! For exampie, through long practice ofuntarıstic, emotivIıstiC, pluralistic, relatıvistic and
trapped in proceduralism. ven within the indi- faılures, humanıty has earned that forgiveness ıIn
vidual himself notice sphit. Given the INallıy the end produces IMOTC cohesion than retaliation
unconnected spheres iın OUur highly differentiated oe€es Likewise, return OUTr thiırd exampie;
modern SOCIETY, OUTrTr selection of °‘moral snacks’ hormones predispose CVG1I highly edu-
ften becomes Inconsıstent ıIn itself.>® 'IThe SAdI1l1Ec cated carıng behaviıour and thus influ-
PCISON}N both passiıonately advocate anımal ENNCcCE theır moral VIEWS an choices with reSpECL

theır CatceceIs Despite the NCW cultural narratıverights and consıder abortion be fully normal.
INaYy be go0od father ell ruthless 111a1ll- of indıyıdual self-realisatiıon, thiıs anthropological

agCcI aT the Sanı time Likewiıse, notice the reality 1S alıve an SrowıIng 1ın strength.*“ As far d

cultural anthropology 15 concerned, the earlier rel-aCCCPLANCEC of divorce together wıth He STrESS
marıtal ndelity. People who passionately defend at1VISt1C tendencıies of the discıpline aVe given WdY
democracy agalnst Islam, sometimes sympathise MMOIC sophisticated Conceptions.“” Cultural COIN-

wıth authorıitarıan leaders, who in fact could Lrasts at the surface turn OUuUtTt hıde corresponding
the enNn! of democracy. values at deeper level “* Ihe seemingly barbarıc

TOmM hıs analysıs of Western culture, aCcCIntyre practice of SOMIC Eskimo tribes, namely the kıllıng
himself arrıves al pessimIstIC conclusions. He of theır elderly, closer o0k contaıns the SATIIE

value that Westerners reESPECL. Within theır cul-CXPCCIS estern socletles collapse an 1Sap-
PCal 4S 11ICC WasSs the fate f ancıent Rome. In hıs tural framework, thıs practice ofkıllıng 15
VIEW, only return pre-modern moralıty an 1Improve the position of parents ın the hereafter. SO

IT 15 WdYy honour father aM mother *° Anotherretrieval of monastıc practices could muırn the tide
Others, however, ave taken thıs challenge an cultural anthropological inding CVCMN

display TMOTC hopeful attıtude . confirm ONC of the maın theses of Immanuel Kant
Generally speakıng humans In all cultures LIrust

Anthropological that SC later o1Ing g0o0d 1l be rewarded.
Ihe pessiımısm of MacIntyre, indeed, at least Notwithstandiıng deep conflicts about the CONTENT
one-sided when remember the moral CONtiNulN- of what 1S Z00d, this 15 the basıs of the basıc moral
t1es and the moral ambivalence that soclal research imperatıve, wıithout which human ıfe would be
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impossible, namely: gxo0od cshould be done.46 hıs Theological
unmasks Nietzsche’s deconstruction of g0o0d an TOmM this background of historical-philosophical
eviıl 4S UNCONVINCINS play ofwords. an anthropologica interpretation, NO

Another ımportant strand of CONLCEMPOFAFLY proceed towards theological hermeneutics ofur
research COMNCETNS the moral function of basıc sOCIety’s values an their ambivalence. The EXISt-
human emotIlons. raın research has V- GLI ofmoral CONSTLANTS Can be explained wıth and
ered that emotilons rather Nan TCasOonMN ATIC ecl- ounded the doctrines of creation, providence
S1VE ıIn makıng moral choices.?/ hıs relativizes and COMMON OrAcEe > Despite SIN, God emaıiıned
MacIntyre’s eriticısm of today’s emotivısm. aithful his world and A SOIMNC reformed COIMN-
Fashionable justifications of behaviour 4A5 feel- fessions state>?® ıt 15 precisely the SUFrVIVINS human
Ing xo0d NOT feeling g0o0d contaın Ar least of g0o0d and eviıl which WItNESSES that
grain of truth. Research CVCN that, SCH- reality. However, faiıthfulness 15 relational and
erally speaking, Christians who help their tellow personal thing, which entaıils that cshould NOT
humans remaın emotionally LNOTIC at distance CONCEIVE of thıs moral Continulty 4A5 self-evident
than others. possible explanation would be that and self-sufhcient realıty. ven anthropological
Dy basıng their AaCTS external divine commands, CONSTLANTS depend 0d’s continumg act1on,
Christians ın WdY spoil’ their primary emotional which 15 IC  S morniıng (Lam 5:22-25)
moral reactions.“® Ihe American philosopher According salm CrE4Iures ll dısın-
artha Nussbaum has one extensive work the LCgraLie 4S SCOOIN 4S spırıt Ihe dark
emotıon of Compassion.“” She AaCCCDLIS biologi- destructive periods of Europe’s post-Enlighten-
cal foundatıon for COMpassıon that 15 connected history only confirm thıs truth.

so-called °mMirror neurons’. When humans an Iraditional Roman-Catholıic A ell 45 often
SOTIIIC anımals ATC confronted wıth the sufferings Protestant ethics ave distinguished timeless
of other Organısms, they experience these AN) f fixed substructure of well-defined self-evident
they WEeEIC theır OW) Precisely that motivates them virtues an values that aATC universally shared

AaCT and help In thıs light, It 15 11O wonder However, SOTINIC of the radıical changes ın OUTr

that 4S Sa  S earlier socılal researchers could post-Christian world undermine such ASSUMID-
conclude that despite the centralıty of the alue 107 Especlally radıcal changes ıIn the domaın of
of individual self-realisation, soclal values VE NOLT marrıage an sexualıty show how supposedly unı1-
substantıially weakened versal values Call be completely reversed withıin

Contrary MacIntyre’s pESSIMISTIC outlook, few decades. Therefore.; 1ın hindsight should
these nds of anthropological indings ead IMa y acknowledge that INManıy of these ‘universal’? moral
CONTEMPOFCALY ethicısts optiımısm. TIThe truths simply reflected Chrıistianıty’s hıstory of
Australian philosopher Peter Sınger, ounder of cultural dominance. However, MUST be CAarc-

modern bioethics, has partly noticed the SAadL11E NOT Overreact an adopt the opposıte pOSIL-
moral ambivalence that aCIntyre uncovered, tıon of exclusiıvely historicist approach. Neither
but he interprets this ambivalence in completely aCIntyre L1LOT Hauerwas CSCADOCS that anger. hıs
contrarıan IHNANNET. Sınger considers ıt be the Overreaction O€es Justice the undenı1able fact
birth-pain of the eXt of humanıty’s moral that 0d’s providence Srants moral CONSTLANTS
evolution and he CVCN reJO1CES ın the fact that humanıty, which CVCIN SUrVIve INCISIve relig10us
Christianıity 1S 110 yıng off. hıs frees us transıt10ons. Which CONSTANTS these ll be CAaNNOT

acknowledge OUTLr kinship with anımals the hand be decided beforehand; thıs MUST be discovered
and the ther It offers the CONIEXE for genulIne rough combinatıion of revelation, tradition,

develop better versions of the gxo0d scientific research an EXPEMENCE. Because of the
life .0 dialectical interaction between cultural transıt1ons

Christian ethicists € A only be veLY critical of and anthropological CONSTANTS the resulting OUTt-
this kind of self-conscCIiOus atheist evolutionısm. COMNC ın particular peri10d of history specific
However, at the SAaILllE tiıme, the anthropological CONTE XT 11 ften be unpredictable an DrOVI-
substrate of such expectations should remind us of s1ional. However, whıle NOT forgetting this Caution,
the fact that despite WOrrısome moral EeCay ECVCN buillding OIl OUrTr PresCNt knowledge, Call SUSPCCL

post-Christian culture could display pomnts of which could be found For example the
moral CONtINULty and CVCN moral AS ell deep bond between mother and child remaıns ın
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force under providence an CANNOT be SUup has become influential force 1n Western SOCI-
pressed “Would mother E VAGTI: forget her child “ C thereby Causıng societal reflections of ItSs OW.

asks the prophet:” ven OUTr highly emancipated characteristics. However, modernıity’s departure
estern sOCcIleLYy reflects the moral implications of from God and the aCcCompanyıng privatisation f
thıs reality, as 15 cshown ın OUur third example, about the church aNe rendered these reflections rootless
educated OINCI1 Q1VINS CATCGIES and offering and distorted. Wıth these thoughts, Kuyper an

( )’Donovan offer satisfyıng theological interpreta-culturally acceptable Justificat1ions for It er
t10NS of the ambivalence that identified ın thecandidates tor the qualification of °moral constant’

arc humanıty’s od-giıven socıal Nature, which values of OUrTr society.°
DIOVCS itself despite individualist modern Lal tid- Buillding both Kuyper and O’Donovan,

tend SCC modernıty 4S claımiıng inner-t1VvES; reESPCCL for PFrOpCrLY, ıfe and honesty, albeit
iın sometıimes estranging cultural forms; COINDAS- worldly eschaton, ereby surpassıng the aban-
S1ON, which mobilises individualized estern one Christian eschatology. rom ItSs early days
people SuppOrt IN ass act10nNns of humanıtarıan till today from ege Fukuyama moder-
ald; the golden rule of mutualıty, which ın SOMC NItYy has considered iıtself the en of hiIstOry an
WaYV aPPCars be respected ın all soclet1€es; the the beginning of the empıre of freedom.° hıs
AaWaTrTe11CcSss$s that sexualıty contaıns A MYSLCIY, CVCMN end of human civılısatiıon would FEIUTN the
f thıs hides itself behind postmodern lost paradise humanıty. IThe tormer Christian
rhetoric about W transgressi1ONs; an the SCH- eschatology became historicised, that achieving
eral CONVICtION that. however defined, gxood has the end Ölhistory became SC d human proJect
be one be realised 1n thıs world No longer had LICW

world be awalted 4S divine oift Moreover,The Dutch theologian Abraham uyper has
proposed interesting rehinement of these doc- the bıblical eschatological a1mM of the full-grown,
trınes Of creatiOn, providence an COMMON ATaACe > independent free human in Christ became secular-
He distinguishes between general and PrOgrCS- ised In the modern claım of TONOMOU:! freedom
S1ve dimension within COMMMON Wırth and self-realisation.°® Interestingly, thıs Overest1-
the former God PFreVENTS us from fallıng C 10W matıon of modernity lothed iıtself 1n ftorms.
the bottom lıne of what COUNTS AaSs human, whiıle Not only wide-spread faıth in-but also
the latter SCIVCS grant of develop ItSs periodically emerging pessimIst1IC COUNLTLErparLt
MenT en creati1on, iın which inıtıal creational of complaints about immınent decline WwItNess
possibilities continually disclosed during the thıs inflated self-conception. 'T ’hıs should make us

unfolding of historYy. ccording Kuyper, thıs Cautlous in Joming viable complaints about moral
progressive COMMLMNMOIMN has een infiluenced decay both Christians and others because
substantıially, though indirectly, by the gospel. such complaıints could reflect UNCONSCIOUS
Since ItSs eniITAaNnCE 1n the Roman Empıre dependence modernity’s Overestimatıon of
revelatıon has become formatiıve factor for cul- itself an they would then only mıiırror CAdBSCI-

ated expectations ofprogress.°”tural hIStOrY. Especlally after the Reformation It
generated Many ultural frunts that AT least partly Socı1al scientifc research unexpectedly iıllus-
display Christian character. However, Aat the SAadlmllc trates thıs possible mechanism .° IThe CVCT higher
tıme, uyper allows for antıthesis that intensi- demands for quality In Consumeriı1st sOCIety ave
Hes 4S history ZOCS and the gospel proceeds. also affected so-called “post-materlalıst values)’.

ItSs parasıte, SIN indıissolubly ollows xo00d 'Thıs that OUrTr moral ıdeals LOO aV become
Ihe greater the x00d, the LMOIC devastatıng SIN caught 1ın perfectionist for quality.
wiıll be Agalnst thıs background, according MafTtter of fact, they SCCHN be higher than else-
uyper, modern Enlightenment culture 1splays where A0 earlier ın historYy. Precisely this could
breath-taking paradox, namely the COexXIstence of explain the increasıng discomfort an uneası-
the highest Christian frults sıde Dy sıde wiıth their CS5 that ar characterised estern socletles for
MOST deplorable spoiage. Both moral SOMINC decades If thıs analysıs 1s justified, orthodox
and moral degeneration reach climax.° Oliver Christians should also be prepared acknowl-
()’Donovan 1n sımılar direction, albeit edge the possibility that their repeated complaints
ıIn less speculatıve ATIHET. He analyses how the about moral decline 1n fact DaYy triıbute moder-
OMENTS of the Christ aVe defined the hıs- nıty’s eschatological narratıve. Thıs, ın Curn, could
torıcal identity of the church. hıs church 1ın turn challenge them Into IMNOTC open-minde: evalu-
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atıon of CONLEMPpOFrar moral ambivalence. ven while Aat the Samııc time aVe lost the connection
under the Presecnt conditions, fruits of Christianity between personal growth ın Christ an sharing ın

hıs an sacrıfıce.remaın interwoven wiıth OUr post-Christian SOCI1-
C For example, Kuyper stressed that only after Freedomthe separatiıon of church and with all Its

Sımilarly, reedom 15 rooted in 0d’s liıberatingaCCOompanyıng antı-Christian sentiments reedom
AGERS an flourishes under hıs authorıity, SINCE theof religion could develop.® Moreover, Charles

Taylor that only the (in itselfa- latter denies all other DOWCLIS authority of theır

ble) abandonment of framework of transcendent OW: However, wıithout God, freedom emancı-
itself from authority aASs such and thereforedıivine Justice has paved the WdY for the valuable

leaves behind gıven creational STIrUCTLUreESs that WEICan nowadays indispensable CONCCPL of inalıen-
MeAaNT be COUTr natural ıfe condition.°* hısable indiıvidual rights Taylor lıkewise

that today’s syncretistic revival of spirituality also becomes Clear: for example, in medical engineer-
includes the continued influence of the Christian ng that SUFrPaASSCS the bond between fertility and

heterosexual marrıage and tends “produce’ chil-tradıtıon and CVCMN offers He chances Its spiırıtu-
alıty an morality.®“ ren by of rtifcıal donor insemı1natıon

SCS reproductive technıques Srant offspring
Ambivalent values SaVY couples Besides, the ambivalence of modern

sSIng the preceding insights 4S kınd of lens, freedom becomes 1ın dialectics of TEVO-

dI C NO able interpret SOIIC values of OUr lution an authoritarıanısm, which has become
typical for modern socletles.SOCIETY. When evaluatıng each of these, 11

endeavour ULNICOVCL how they display both the Equalıty
legacy of the Christian truth and Its antı-Christian
distortion.

Likewise equality Caln be ounded UDOI OUur equal
pDOSIt1ONS before God, AS all CrCaLures, S1N-

Indıvyıduyual self-realısatıion CX an potential addresses for hıs salvation.°>
Ihus, equality should include the STIruCLUres IntoToday’s central value of indıvyidual self-realisation
which God has embedded COQUTL lives an low fororıginates ın genuinely Christian CONVICtTIONS.

Pannenberg has shown how much the CINCISCHNCC differences 1n ifts an callıngs. However, without
of the modern indıvidual WasSs rooted iın Bıblical the relation God understand Ar

ference whatsoever ANYVIMNOIC an neglect theand Christian AaCCENTIS, such 4ASs
0d’s love for each of hıs children. “plurıform’ character of human society.°° Besides,
Ihe fact that church member INaYy COIMN- contribute reaction mechanism, which

HLLn IHOIC becomes obsessed wıth differencestriıbute the whole wiıth specıfic oifts such CX that equality suffer agaln.Our growıing in Christ OUr ultimate
identity 1ın his future. Tolerance
Ihe development ofpersonhood in the wake of Clearly, tolerance bears the mark of the above-
the doctrine of the ITrinity. mentioned ambivalence.° Originally, this alue
Augustine’s exploration of the inner ife before depended uDO$M everyone’s personal responsibility

CYCS towards God A the acknowledgment that onlyLuther’s personal freedom and COIN- he will judge CONSCQYQUCNCC,clence OUuUr OW) jJudgments of others and leave [OOINN for
hıs modern ACCENT individuality has resulted VISIONS and practices that consıider be
1ın Ial y fruits. No longer do requıre DCISONS hıs 1S experienced 4A5 painful an CVCMN form of

adjust 1xed prescribed roles. ass SOCIlety suffering, 4A5 already 15 indicated by the word tol-
wıth Its unjustified hereditary privileges has Gcn Ral itself. However, wıthout thıs reference
e Ihe posıtion of has improved. God, tolerance finds L1CW ground ın OUr sOClety’s
ven Christians who remaın opposed OMO- denial of universal truth. Elaborating UDOIN plu-
sexual relatiıonsh1ips acknowledge the specific iıden- ralıst Ogma, It Into eman for indiffer-

an CiIrcumstances of homosexuals. However, CHEC ther lifestyles. At least implicıtly, feel
forgetting the rootedness ofsuch insights 1ın obliged aflırm OPIN1ONS ATl practices AS long
truth, ave turned self-realisatiıon into human AN they do NOT urt others. hıs 15 revealed ın OUTr

projJect, which has be accomplished In thıs lıfe, rst example about the policeman’s critical er-
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ANCCS the Amsterdam Gay Pride As mMatter Categorı1es for which depend God being all
of fact: he Was tolerant when measured Dy the old ın all Wiıthout God such ambitions ll umm OM

the kind of socılal dictatorshıp that Dave Eggersstandards, eXpressing his opınıon ut AL the SAamnıc

time leavıng LOOM for ther practices that felt paın has portrayed ın his novel The Circle, OUur fourth
hım However, the changed OgIC ofmodern example.

tolerance 15 NOL satıshed wıth such STANCE and Democracydemands the implıcıt approval of A SdAaYy lifestyle. hıs observatıon the alue of democ-Whiıle remaın free make different personal
choi1Cces, NOLT free publicly CXDI CS critical FaCY. Increasingly, historians ave uncovered the

Christian early modern Calvinist MedievalOPIN1ONS that would spoil the choices of others.
of estern democracy.”” ()’Donovan has

Prıvacy ECVE suggested that ItSs background could be
Originally, the alue of PI1VaCYy MEANT PrOteCL found ın the church ofPentecost, where the VO1ICES
personal ıfe ın ItfSs natural relationships and C- of slaves WEIC allowed partıcıpate ın the shared

conversatıon about 0d’s truth Reflecting thıs,LUrCeSs, such 4S famıly and work, from the supervisiıon
of the state.°©$ Humans aVe personal relationshiıp cıtızen received VO1lcCe 1in public eiıbera-
with (50d Aan! theır neighbours, ıIn which SOVELN- t10nNn about the COMMON x00d. However, without

aVC right intertere. Rooted ın thıs God, trust in truth an the expectation of chared
prıvate sphere, cıt1ızens participated in the devel- insights ave vanıshed. I ’hereiore, havıng VO1lCE
Op1Ing public sphere of upcoming natıon STatcs has degenerated iInto voting, which ar the Samnıc

However, without God, DI1VaCYy has chifted towards tiım adopted the character of exerc1sıng indıividual
the fencing off of self-enclosed an unpredictably ıllW The political 15 ften Just
authentic individuals. At the SAaMıc tıme, the public realise 4S much of He  P OW prıvate ambitions
sphere lost Its moral input an ordering towards 45 possible. Debates turn Into ritual exchanges

COMMOIN go00d It fostered SECTGI ambiıtion of umeNtSs, maınly almıng 1Impress audı-
interfere with private moralıty in order gUaACANL- and mo bilıise SUuppOrtL for thıs play
CC Its OW! safety. CONSCYUCMCC, public moral- wıthout the expectation CONVINCE and unite.”®
ILy progressively reshapes private choi1ces. At rst, Thus, modern politics contaıns SCIIN of violence
for IAaLLYy people, public tolerance for practices such that takes AWdY and CIvility. I: 15 NOT Dy
d abortion, voluntary euthanasıa and homosexual coincıdence that ver the last few decades politi-
marrıage could CO-eXISst wiıth less (or CVCIN non-) cal rhetoric has become TMOTC CXWWCHIEC, rude and
lıberal moralıty ın theıir priıvate lives. OW1InNg offensiıve. hıs sheds light OUTLr second example.
others OpL for euthanasıa, they would physical nıght in parlıament shocking, but
consıder such choice for themselves. However, It reveals the hidden violence 1in all post-Christian
In the long vu personal moralıty tends adapt politics. Ven Christians could fall DICY thıs

public tolerance, mechanısm hıich Call also be style, when they UuSsSsCcC forms ofWI and take
noticed in INalıy churches that started tolerate rather aggrESSIVE style achieve theır public COIN-

practices hıch they still officıally opposed at the an ambitions ın the COTHEXT of post-Chris-
Sanıc time  69 other CONSCQUCNCC becomes clear tı1an SOCIELY. The police-ofhicer 1ın OUTr Hirst example
in the manıiıfest INCONSIStENCY that has caught the had the right CXPICSS hıs opınıon indeed, but
private sphere. Lonely individuals AWVE developed hıs choice of words did NOT mutual under-

aesthetic longing realıise themselves an eed standıng and betrayed of public Christian
audiıence for that hıs seduces them Into vol- aggressionN.

ansSparCNCY, ASs 15 cshown iın the popular- Free enterpri1se an maxımısıng growthILy of I witter. result, the cherished domaın
of the individual has begun destroy itself. hıs comparable ambivalence Call be detected In PIC-
agaın 1S related third CONSCYUCMCC. ıthout vallıng ECONOMIC values iıke free enterprise and

MaxXImısıng growth. ese became possible onlydependency God the publıc domaın has
become obsessed with ItSs WI1 seCUNLtY. * It tfeels after OUr culture’s discovery ofeveryone’s freedom
obliged PrOteCL ıtself agalnst the unpredictable ACT under moral authority. They PICSUD-

posed g1ven moral framework an the acknowl-priıvate moralıty of free individuals Dy enforcıng
ftorms of total LFaANSPaAFCNCY. However, both total edgment ofthe fact that real happıness I1 only be
SECUFLY and total LaANSPAFCNCY eschatological found ın the world come.’® However, this Cal-
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lıer capitalısm under God degenerated into SC the COULAYC developed aCCCPL and ıf Ss-
arısed modern version of capıtaliısm that Str1Ves Sar GVEHN choose eat in the service of God
for indıvıidual happiness ıIn this lıfe, whiıle claıming an HC  3 Swaab’s boasting words of
freedom that 2 RAQPE Tom thıs, well-known SIgn of this typically Christian attıtude
deadlocks aVe resulted such 4S the Oopposıtion towards death
between capıtaliısm ATY collectivism, an between
SaVINg ATY spending. For example, early modern Tasks for Christian ethicsChristians Sa  < the virtue of frugality In the light
of Corinthians / hıch implied eschatological
restraint. Collecting had earthly General direction

that dıd NOT contradict the expectation of We FE briefly the challenge of developing
WOTr. come . ./* After the eclipse of this spirıtual Christian ethics for today’s sOCIlety and evalu-

framework, frugality first secularısed the Aate the four proposed directions. 'IThe anthropo-
DPDUrDOSC ofMaxXımısıng happiness 1n this world an logıcal approac of Irutz Rendtorff O€Ss Justice
later deteriorated Into post-World War H COMNSUNM- the observed moral CONSTLANTS and the implicit
erism. hıs consumerısm CVCN lost the patiıence Christian values of OUur late-modern SOCIETY.

waılt ın order realise COUT human desires However, It deals insufhciently wıith the adıcal
shıfts and distortions that noticed. result,näat SaVINg BAaVC WdYV practice of reckless bor-

roWw1ng, which nabled us Satıs OUr longings such ethics ll remaın vulnerable adapta-
iımmediately. t10on, corruption an dilution.

Ihe ecclestologıcal approach of StanleyCompassıon Hauerwas honours the decisive moral significanceTIhe value of COMpassıon reflects the historical VIC- of the particular of Christ and Its radical
COr Y of Christian love ıIn estern culture.’> TIhe antıthesis the prevallıng narratıve of estern
Roman world considered COmMpassıon N weak- culture. However, thıs approac 1gNOres the moral
c6cs5 hıs alue has nduced INalıy moral charac- CONSTLANTS and the hidden Christian GGE of IHNalıyteristics of our SOCIETY, ike Cal attention modern values. ITherefore It 15 unjustifably unwill-
the weak, moderation of criımınal Justice, humanı- Ing Car moral responsibility Ooday.satıon of WAar and CVCN readiness sacrıfiıce Ihe Chriıstological approac of Oliver
oneself for others. However, today, for example (Q)’Donovan combines the strengths of both
artha Nussbaum’s post-Christian re-interpreta- COChrist NOT only rules the Church, but also upholdst10N of COmpassıon Judges It be inappropriate and LTEL1CWS creation an has granted estern
when suffering 1S caused Dy someone’s OW) fault sOCIlety historical blessings that still EeITEC-
Moreover, while Christian COMpass1on refers pr1- t1ve Fırmly posıtionıng ourselves in the CONTEXT
marıly the sharıng of sufferings ıIn the CXpCCLA- of gospel Church, INay yeL CXPDECL God-
tiıon that SOONeTr later God n 11 help, modernist gıven contingent possibilities f communalıty and
COmpassıon a1mMs Al fixing these sufferings Dy OUT- moral Communıticatıon wıth pOost-  ristian fellow-
selves. As result, unresolvable problems an paın cıtizens. acIntyre’s f[ragments should NOT onlybecome unthinkable and unbearable. In ONC WdY be considered S1ZNS of impending decay but Dyanother, sufferings aVve be ended Here also hopeful demonstrations of divine
discern background the CONLEMPOFArYy Jus- patiıence an potential OCCASIONS for Christian
tillcation of euthanasia A aAGT of COMpassıon, contribution sOC1lety’s moral condıition. hus It
which sheds lıght the example, Swaab’s becomes iımportant Christian calling clarıfyambition rule VCT hıs (OW) death At rSst sıght, the INalıy deadlocks that result from OUur sOClety’ssuch claim of human Ver death post-Christian condıiıtion. Such clarıfıcatıon 15
sounds shockingly provocatıve”® but d Mafter included In the Church’s prophetic calling.of fact. 1t Can be interpreted d distorted reflec- The evangelıical biblical approach of Douma
tıon ofsomething genulmnely Christian In estern L[U11S the risk ofneglecting conceptual implicationsculture Christ’s triumph Ver death has indeed of 0d’s revelatiıon ın Christ and NOT engagıngchanged the tradıtional fear of death and the the specıfic ethical hermeneutics that today’s DOSL-fatalist attıtudes wiıith which illness Was accepted. Christian CONTEXT requires. However, ıIn the en
edical clence developed, 1C bravely COM- ethics od’s will AN) the third of
batted the DOWCLIS of iıllness an death Besides, the Lord’s Prayer indicates. Thıs will 15 evealed
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in word. eIng LOO preoccupled ıIn x her- > the acknowledgment of human rıghts, PDFrO-
meneutics wıth the presumably specılal character of agalnst socıal inequalıities, the crıtique of
OUTrTr CONTLEXT could result 1in yeL another version of colonialısm, the improved position of ®
modernıity’s historicised eschatology an p- the abolition of slavery, resistance agalnst racıal
tionalısm. Ven when WC acknowledge ItSs specific discriımınatıon and apartheıd, an takıng eNVIrON-
character, should NOLT forget that modernıiıty mental responsibilıty.
1S Just 7i of the Man y earthly ın which Rooted 1ın Christ, Christians should be DIC

ll has be one 4S IT 15 in heaven. pared NOT only critic1ıse OUr SOCIetYy when 1ICC-

word itself 15 able PaVC Its WaY through human CSSaALY but also recCelve what God still offers ın
lıves in anı y g1ven CONTEXT 1It Confronted wiıth the values iın OUrTr SOCIETY,

AVE be 1n the words of Peter watchful and
Specific challenges sober’” (J DPet 5:8)

SG A least ive LNOIC specific challenges that result
from I1LY analysıs of OUur sOCIlety’s values. Fırst, Dr 1 IA de Bruyne 15 professor of Ethics anı
Christians should NOT ODDOSC individualisation, 4S Spirituality Aat the Reformed Theological Universıity
they ften do.” but transform It Dy reconnecting iın mpen, Netherlands.
It Christ’s sacrıfıce. Whoever find hım
self should be prepared lose himself. Secondly, Endnotes
the values of freedom and challenge www.metronieuws.nl/binnenland/2014/08/Christian ethıcs acknowledge MOMENT of rela- tweet-politieman-geeft-noodzaak-gay-pride-aan
t1ve an creativity. OWINg ll | accessed 12022091
requıres maturıty 1n COhrist and rıpened exerclse www.telegraph.co.uk/finance/financlalcrı-
of the mınd of Christ Christians MUST learn s1s/885 1408 /Italian-MPs-in-fist-fight-over-
judge for themselves, albeit 4S communal aCt1VItY. pensions.htm] | accessed ı>
hıs 15 indispensable find ANSWCIS5 the maJor- en Va  s Galen, Veranderingen In velatıe- YE-
Ity of today’s ethıical questiOns, which after ZINSPONMUING DA  S Generatıe NAUVY Demografische

profielen DA  & 30-Jarıgen naar geslacht opleidings-NOT explicitly dealt wıth in the Bıble NIVEAU, Bevolkingsonderzoe Centraal BureauThırdly, Christians should NOT only crıtic1ıze
emoOtIVISM, but also incorporate the newly dis VOOTL de Statistiek, Julı 2014, at www.Cbs.nl/
covered central role of emotlons in their ethıcs. NR /rdonlyres/7D858527-3901-4BF/7-3EEE-

FA5D19977D81/0/008416BI201412.pdf
However, emotıon 15 tormed emotlıon and C911 [ aCceessed -02-2015].
taıns implicıt COgnıt1ons. Therefiore; cshould Dave kggers, The Cıuircle (New York Vıntage Books,
persist 1n publıchy exchangıng [C4SOINS for OUTr 2013
choices, especı  Vy after they AVEC een made. hıs www.uiltvrijewil.nu/index.php?id= 003 | accessed
11 SPt the for L1CW decisions and gulde theiır 06-02-20151.

I hıs artıcle 15 A4SE: ecture held AT the bien-emotional character.
Fourthly, the typical post-modern transı- nıal conference of the Fellowship of European

tıon from ethics aesthetics should remind us vangelıc Theologians in OUOrsay 11Car
arls in 2014of the aesthetical character of the Christian ıfe de unj£, “Eundamenteel thısch onderzoek

ıtself. eing antıcıpation f the lıfe-style of the vanaf 1980 in het perspectief Vanll de PFrOTtCSLANTSCKingdom, OUr pattern of ıfe wiıll NOT be exhausted eologıe. Eben overzicht’, ın Nederlands Theologisch
In choices between 700d and evıl onathan iydschrift 51.2 1997) 117/:1539; 132-1358
Edwards and Augustine aVe already SCCIL, (Dr Jochem Douma, Responsıble Conduct. Principles
lıves AlC destined reflect beauty 1n WdY of Christian Ethics (Phillıpsburg: Presbyterian

eformed, 2003); Jochem DDouma, The Tenthat pleases God himself. Like 1in paradıise, thıs call
ZOCS beyond the ethical.’® Commandments. Mannuynal for the Chriıstian Lafe

(Phillipsburg: Presbyterian eformed, 1996M,  , Christian ethics should welcome possible onathan Dancy, ‘Intuitionism’, ın Peter Singerfrults of the gospel that aDPDCAL be implied 1n (ed.); Companıon Ethics Oxford: aC  ©  öthe values of OUr SOCIELY. In the Dast, non-Chris-
ans rather than Chrıstians WE € ften the rst 411-419 417-419; posıtıve ATC C BAr

Bolt, Verwel], ]] M Vall Delden, Ethiek In
UlLNICOVCL certaın CONSCYUCNCCS of the gospel. hıs yaktıy} Assen Van Gorcum, 15 33-34,
has l the CdadsSC for example wiıth the aCCCPL- 36; Patrıck Nullens and Ronald Michener, The
A11CcC of democracy, the separatıon of church an Matrıx of Chriıstian Ethics. Integrating Phılosophy
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an 0V Theology ıIn Postmodern Context 18 For example H.J.G.Zandman, “The 1960’s long
(Colorado Springs Paternoster, 2010 131- hair.  ® flowers an morality mash: thical appraisal of

the Clas that helped shape today’s estern SOCI-148, 211-214; negatıve: David Cunningham,
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