


Freparatory Material - May Seminar 

The fol lowing i s  one of the a z t i c l e s  suggested as background 
mate?ial by Dr .  Spindler .  

RECZlrT THII,KINC OM CHRISTIAN BELIEFS 
Kission and Missions 

By the  Rt.Reverend Lessl ie  Mewbigin, Sel ly  Oak Colleges 

No major volume on mission o r  m i s s i o l o a  dominated t h e  period from 
1950 t o  1976 i n  the ~ a , y  t h a t  Hendrik Kraemer's CC&rj.s_t_i~-_Me_ssa_ge i n  a  
Non-Christian World - dominated the  scene f o r  the  period 1940 t o  1960. To 
discern  the  movements of thought one has t o  look a t  t h e  conference 
repor t s  and a t  the la rge  number of smaller  books wri t ten  t o  in te rp re t  
t h e i r  f ind ings  . 

A convenient s t a r t i n e p o i n t  i s  the conference convened by the  World 
Student Chr is t ian  Federation a t  Strasbourg i n  Ju ly  1960 on the  Life and 
Mission of the  Church. It was planned, mainly by D. T. Ni les  and 
Philippc Maury, as a 'Teaching Conference'. Those who planned it were 
the  products of the e r a  of 'B ib l i ca l  Theology'. They bel ieved t h a t  
there  was a c l e a r  and coherent missionary theology which could and must 
be communicated t o  the  r i s i n g  student generat ion.  

The c e n t r a l  themes of t h i s  missionary theology had been adumbrated 
at the iiorld Missionmy Conference at Vlillingen i n  1952. Mission is the 

work o f  t h e  t r i u n e  Cad. It i s  the  M_igs_io_-De_i George Vicedom's book of 
t h a t  t i t l e  (published i n  German i n  1959 and i n  Fhglish i n  1965) i s  a 

landmark of t h i s  period.  The mission i s  entrusted t o  the  Church and the  
Church a s  such i s  the  bea re r  of the mission - though, i t  must be added, 
ser ious  quest ions about the  adequacy o f  t h i s  church-centric missiology 

surfaced dur ing  the Willingen discussions.  Jo:iani~ss Blauw's b i b l i c a l  

study o f  The Y~Tissionary Mature of the Church_, wr i t ten  i n  1961, admirably 
expounds t h e  missiology developed i n  the 1 9 5 0 ~ ~  and D. T. N i l e ~  book 
UJon the @~t&. placed it i n  the  context of the  newly experienced r e a l i t y  
of one global  missionary fe1lows:lip. 

Eut t h e  Strasbourg meeting d i d  not conform t o  the expecta t ions  of 
i t s  planners.  The r i s i n g  generation was not w i l l i n g  t o  accept what had 
been prepared f o r  them. There w a s  a sharp r c j e c t i o n ,  mainly by those 
from Lkrope ard iiort:~ America, of the  acczpted forms of mission. m c  
concept o f  t h e  Missio @I. was not questioned: what was a t tacked w a s  i t s  
imprisonment i n  the i n s t i t u t i o n s  of the Church. Strasbourg sounded the 
most c : l a rac te r i s t i c  note o f  the coming decade by ce lebra t ing  the secu la r  
a s  tho f i e l d  of b d ' s  sav ing  work. Central  t o  the t h r u s t  o f  the  confe- 
rcnce was t h e  c a l l  t o  'move out of thc  t r a d i t i o n a l  Church s t r u c t u r e s  i n  
open, f l e x i b l e  and mobile groups ' ,  and t o  'bcgin r a d i c a l l y  t o  desacra l ize  



t he  Church' ( n ~ e  Student !&d& LIV (1-2) 1961, 81f .) . Hans Hockendijk, 
from whose address a t  Strasbourg these words a re  taken,  was one of the  
powerfil  voices  c a l l i n g  f o r  a  r ad ica l ly  secu la r  missiology dur ing the 
ensuing decade. The Missio - - - - - 3c i  - - concerned God's o f f e r  of shalom t o  t h e  
whole c r e a t i o n ,  and was by no means t o  be domesticated i n  the  Church. 
Mission was not a function of the Church: r a t h e r  the Church was a function 
of the  mission. In t h i s  view tile mission is t h e  grea ter  r e a l i t y ,  tho 
Church the  l e s s e r .  

The th-ologica l  problems which thc  1952 # i l . l i n p n  conference had 
recognized but  f a i l e d  t o  solve viere t o  dominate the  scene during the 
1 9 6 0 ~ ~  a d  it w a s  the  S t r w b o u r g  meeting which t h s t  them i n t o  the fore- 
ground of t h e  debate. The c e n t r a l  issue was t h a t  of the  r e l a t i o n  between 
' s a lva t ion  his tor?^' and world h l s to ry .  The dominant theology of the  1950s 
had p l x a d  i t s  emphasis on the  formcr: i n  the  centre of the  p ic turc  w a s  
the Church as the  bearer  of sa lva t ion .  In tile 1960s the  emphitsis was 
upon thc  l a t t e r ,  upon t h e  world as the  place whore ' God i s  at ~.rork', a d  
where the  Church must go t o  f ind  him and t o  co-opcrate with him. 'ihis 
w a s  supremely the  decade of t h e  secular .  

Of outs tanding importance was h n d t  van k e u m n ' s  book C k i s t i m i t y  
in-%-rld His tor2  (published i n  1965 by the  Ih tch  and B r i t i s h  Missionary 
Conferences with a commendation from Hcndrik Kraemer). This in te rp re ted  
world h i s t o r y  i n  terms of t h e  imgact of t h e  b i b l i c a l  message upon the  
' on toc ra t i c '  s o c i e t i e s  i n  which mcn l i v e  befor3 they meet t h e  Lord of 
History,  and i t  concluded with the claim t h a t  the  contemporary movement 
of secu la r i za t ion  is the  presont form of t h i s  impact. 'The technological  
revolut ion i s  the  evident and incscapabla form i n  which the  r.~hole world 
is now confronted with the  most recent  phase of Christian h i s t o r y .  In 
and through t h i s  form Chr i s t i an  h i s to ry  becomes world h i s t o r y . '  llle 
movcment of secu la r i za t ion  i s ,  however, ambiguous: i n  it both the  Lord 
and Satan a re  a t  work. n ~ c  Church's t a s k  i s  t o  ' s tand and interpret t h i s  

invading h i s t o r y  t o  those vrho are  s u f f e r i n g  i t '  ( O J ~ ~ L ~ ~ ,  408f .) . 
A s i m i l a r  optimism about the ro le  of secu la r i za t ion  i n  God's purpose 

f o r  r.rorld h i s t o r y  was cxprm>sscd i n  Harvey Cox's bus t -se l ler  The . - - - Sccular - - - - 
C@x (1965). Qnd i n  f a c t  thc  c i t y  w a s  tile context of a  grea t  deal  of 
miss io logica l  thinking i n  t h i s  period. The Church-centred missiology of 
thil: 1950s had inevi tably  r a i s c d  the  qucst ion o f  thu forms of t h e  Church's 
l i f e .  To be convinced on b i b l i c a l  and t h i o l o g i c a l  grounds t h a t  the  
Church not only has a  missionary t a s k  but i s  i t s e l f  the  form of Cbd's 
mission ( ' R s  tile Father sen t  mc' so send I you')  w a s  t o  be driven t o  
achowledge t h a t  congrigat ions ,as riic know them arc  not s t ruc tu red  f o r  
mission. They r o f l ~ c t  t h e  ascumptions of the  Christendom o r e  t h a t  the  
whole of s o c i e t y  is already baptized and thcruforc  withln the  Church. 
They i n v i t e  people t o  come out of the  world i n t o  the  Church: they do not  

themselves go i n to  the world .as those who arc  sent  by God. %c qucstlon 

of ' t h i  missionary structure of the c o n g r e g a t ~ o n ' ,  formulated at the end 
of the  1 9 5 0 ~ ~  w a s  probed i n  a s e r i e s  of s t u d i e s  pursued by the  ' h r l d  
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Council of Churches i n  t h e  years  1962 t o  1965. The r e s u l t i n g  repor t ,  
% Church f o r  Others ,(&nova 1967)' shows t h a t  the  o r i g i n a l  Church- 
cen t r i c  missiology which prompted the  s tudy had given way t o  a missiology 
whose focus of a t t e n t i o n  w a s  'God a t  work i n  the  secular  world'. 'Think- 
i n g  about tho  Church should a l w ~ s  begin by de f in ing  it as pa r t  of the  
world' (17) .  It i s  the  world, not the Church, which 'wr i t e s  the  agenda' 
(-23)' and the  Church is not t o  be concerned about inc reas ing  i t s  own 
members:iip (19) .  'Pa r t i c ipa t ion  in  God's mission is e n t e r i n g  i n t o  
par tnership  with God i n  h i s t o r y ,  because our knowledge of God i n  Christ 
compels u s  t o  affirm t h a t  Cod is working out  h i s  purpose i n  t h c  midst 

of thd world and its h i s t o r i c a l  pmcesses '  (14).  So 'What e l s e  can the  

Churches do than recogpize and proclaim what God i s  doing i n  the  world' - 
i n  the emancipation of coloured races ,  t h e  humanization of i n d u s t r i a l  

r e l a t i o n s ,  and so on? 

The North h c r i c a n  sec t ion  of the Missionary St ructure  Study ca r r i ed  
these  i n s i ~ h t s  fu r the r .  ' I f  mlssion is understood as God's working out 
h l s  purpose i n  c r sa t ion ,  the  Church does not have a  separa te  mission of 

its o m '  (75). Consequently mission w a s  seen as p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  secu la r  
programmes f o r  urban renewal, f o r  c i v i l  r i g h t s ,  f o r  community organiza- 
t i o n ,  e t c .  In t h i s  pcrspcctivo ' the Church i s  a  happening on the mad 

from one event t o  the  nex t '  (71) and t h e  events  arc events  i n  secular  
programmes f o r  human l i b e r a t i o n .  From thcse  convictions it w a s  a  
na tu ra l  move t o  the  massive programmes c a r r i e d  out i n  many p a r t s  of 
tho iiorld under the name of 'Urban I n d u s t r i a l  Mission', and so in to  the 
l i b e r a t i o n  thcologics c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of tho  following decade (see below). 
F r o m  the point  of view of t h i s  programme the  Church a s  an i n s t i t u t i o n  is 

only of per iphera l  i n t e r e s t .  A l i n e  of thought which had begun with t h e  
conviction t h a t  ' the Church is the  Mission',  had led  i n t o  a  missiology 
from r h i c h  the  C:mrch was p r a c t i c a l l y  el iminated.  

Tnc churchden t red  missiology of t h e  1950s :lad o t h e r  developments. 
Tne f i n a l  in teg ra t ion  of the  In ternat ional  Missionary Council and the 
World Council of Churc:lcs at New k l h i  i n  1961, and t h e  similar movements 
by which t h e  nat ional  missionary councils i n  &ope wn' r s l a t c d  t o  o r  

in tegra ted  with church bodies ,  ware organiza t ional  expmssions of the  

be l i e f  t h a t  mission i s  the  t a s k  of t h s  whole Church. This involmd a  
a?.anp i n  perspective easy t o  describe but d i f f i c u l t  t o  achieve. Mission 

had t o  be soon as having i t s  home-base cveryw:ien' (because the  Church is 
now a world-wide family) and its des t ina t ion  everywherz (because there  
i s  now no more 'Christendom'). 'Mission i n  S i z  Continents' w a s  a  @od 

slogan,  but what d id  it mean i n  p rac t i ce?  Roman Catholic missiology 
continued t o  i n s i s t  on a d i s t i n c t i o n  between 'mission lands '  and o thers .  
I n  face of t h e  famous phrase 'h Franca pays de Plission', t he  Professor 
of Missiology at the Propaganda Fidei Univers i ty  i n s i s t e d  t h a t  t h i s  is 

a  confusion between ' the r e a l  mission coun t r i e s '  and ' the  lands with a 

d c c l r i s t i a n i z e d  milieu where the  Church is s t i l l  geographically implanted' 

( & d r e w  V: Seumious O:Nii. I. i n  %e 'heologf-o_f_~h~-Christ  i an  FTorld Mission, 
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cd. C.H. Anderson,l961). In l i n e  with t h i s  o f f i c i a l  pos i t ion ,  the  
Secsnd Vatican Council promulgated two separa te  t e x t s ,  both  of iduch 

re fe r red  t o  the  mission of thc  Church t o  a l l  tho nat ions .  The famous 

Ikcree on the  Church proclaims in  i ts  opening words (~umen kn t ium)  the 

mission,-xy o r i en ta t ion  which contro ls  the  wl~ole. Here the  Church i t s e l f  

is  described in  missionary terms. But another Dccree (@-@tee def ines  

missions as ' those p a r t i c u l a r  undertakings by which thc  hera lds  of tlic 

Gospel arc sen t  out by t h c  Church a d  go f o r t h  in to  t h e  wholo world t o  

ca r ry  out the task  of preaching the Gospel and p l m t i n g  the  Church among 

peoples o r  groups who do n s t  yc t  bel icvc i n  Chr is t .  Thusc undertakings 

arc brought t o  completion by missionary a c t i v i t y  and arc csmmonly a x e r  

c iscd  i n  c e r t a i n  territories r c c o q i r e d  by thc  Holy Scc' (M..@& 1.6) .  
To use (na thcr  crudely) tilc l a ~ g u a g u  contemporaneously current  in  the  

World Council of Churches, mission i s  an a f f a i r  of six ccn t incn t s ,  but 

missions a re  directod t o  only  thrce .  

The World P!issionary Conference at Mcxioo City (1963) t r i e d  t o  give 

prec is ion  t o  the idea  of mission i n  s i x  cont inents .  In tcrms of s_tmruc,-. 
turn  .. . - t h i s  was s t i l l  a per iod  of church-centrod th inking at t h e  global 

level :  it was hard t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  missions from inter-church a id .  Many 

mission boards renamed t h c i r  missionaries as ' f r a t e r n a l  workers' ,  and 

'departments s f  mission and ecumenical r c l z t i o n s '  replaced t h c  old 

foreign mission boards. Only ncar the end of t h c  ducadc was the  's' 

removcd from the  Inte-mat ~0~nn1cv sf _Mis_simns_, but t h i s  was a 
bela ted  expression of t!~e dominant conccpt, t h a t  of thc  one global 
Missis I k i .  

In  t z r m s  of content ,  !lowever, the wholc cn tc rp r i sc  r c f l c c t e d  the  

p reva i l ing  oonviction t h a t  mission is cr,nccrncd with the  doing of God's 

will i n  t h c  socular  w r l d .  This w a ,  1 c t  it be rcmembercd, t l ~ c  f i r s t  

'Bvclopmcnt &cadet of t h e  Unitcd Nations, and f o r  many the  Church's 

involvomunt in  i.lorld mission w a s  justified only by i t s  contr ibut ion  t o  

'development1. '&vclopmentl was s t i l l  understood from t h e  perspective 

of tho r i c h  world. Nztions wcrc 'developing' i n  so f a r  as they  wem 
moving i n  t h c  d i rec t ion  a c t  by :.kstcrn Fhropc and North Bmerica. This 

l l n e  of thought rcachcd d e f i n i t i v e  expression at the Uppsala Assembly 

of 1966 which dcscribod missian as ' f o r  God's pcople everywhere' 

( including thosc  alrcady mcmburs of t h c  c l~urchcs)  and gave as tho 
c r i t c r i a  f o r  i v a l u a t i n e  missionary p r i o r i t i e s  thu following: 'Do they 
place t h e  Church alongside the  dofencclcss,  t h c  abused, t h e  forgot ten '  

thc  bored? Do thcy allow Chr is t ians  t o  c n t c r  t h c  concerns ? f  o thcrs  

t s  accept their issues  and t h e i r  s t r u c t u r e s  a s  vehic les  of involvement? 

Arc they t h e  bcs t  s i t u a t i o n s  f o r  discerning with o ther  mcn thc  s igns  

of t h ~  t imes ,  md  f o r  moving with h i s t s r y  towards the coming o f  the  

new ( ~ J a l a  R e ~ c r t ,  32). 

1966, t h e  year  of thc  Uppsala Asscmbly and of the  Pa r i s  student 

rovo lu t i sn ,  i s  a c o d  point  at which t o  bogin looking at t h e  new 



currents  of thought 1~11icll were t? d.~minatc thc  1970s. The 'counter 
cu l tu re t  w a s  t .3  challcngc the  domination of concepts of dcvelopment 

based on t h e  scicncc , technology and indus t ry  of the  wst . The secula- 
r i t y  fasllionable among theologians i n  the  1960s w a s  t o  be challenged 

by a grswing i n t e r e s t  - e s p e c i a l l y  among young people - i n  the  warld s f  
r e l ig ious  and mystical cxpcrience. Pentecostalism - l a r g e l y  i p o r e d  i n  
t h c  e a r l y  s t ages  of the  ecumenical movement - w a s  t o  cmergc as the  r e a l  
growing edgc s f  Christendom. Latin America w a s  t o  become the  source of 
a new missionary thes l?gy which m j c c t c d  development i n  fav,>ur s f  
revo1uti.m. And the  c s n s ~ . r v a t i v c  cvangcl ica l  missionary f o r c e s ,  
hitllert.3 remaining aloof fram the ecumenical movomcnt were t o  orgdnizc 
a powerful c h a l l e n s  ts  i t s  th inking and p rac t i ce .  

Wc mw take thc last movcmcnt f i r s t ,  A t  !4heaton, I l l i n o i s  i n  
1966 tllcre t sok place a Congrcss on the Church's Wsrldwide Mission 

organized j o i n t l y  by the  Evangelical h r e i g n  Mission &socia t io i l  and 
the  Interdonominational Foreign Mission A s s ~ c i a t i o n  - bodies l ink ing  
the  rplork of more than 11,000 f o r c i p  miss ionar ies .  The Dcclarat isn of 

the  Whcaton Congress, while aff irming a conservative evangel ica l  under- 

s tanding s f  missions, w a s  a l s o  a c a l l  t\j take  se r ious ly  and pen i t en t ly  

in to  considerat ion i ssues  such as un i ty  a ~ d  s o c i a l  responsibility which 
were being s t r e s sed  i n  ecumenical c i r c l c s .  f i r t h e r  w r l d  congresses 
i n  k r l i n  (1966) and Lausannc (1974) gave shapc and force t o  these 

dcvclopmcnts. Thc contra1  missiological  t h r u s t  of the  movement is well 

dxpressed i n  John S to t t :  Chr i s t i an  Missisn i n  t h e  Modern World --- (1975). 

Tkree d i s t i n c t  stands can be recognized wi th in  the  movement. 

( a )  b d  by Petcr Bcycrhaus ~f TUbinpn thc rc  is a vehemeilt 
polemic agains t  thc  missi<>lagy of Uppsala, claiming t h a t  it replaces 
the  preaching .>f the e v s r l a s t i n g  Gospcl by a programme of  humanizatisn. 
l%is is rapresented i n  the  'Frankfurt B c l a r a t i g n  on t h e  Fundamental 
Crisis of Missians' (1970) and i n  Bcycrhausts book of the  same year 

. . b a n i s i c n u l g :  e ~ c z ~ ~  H o f f n ~ n ~  der  kit? . - - - - - -. . - 
(b)  b d  by Ibnald McGavran s f  the f i l l e r  Theological Seminary, 

Pasadena, t h e  I n s t i t u t e  of Church Growth has inspi red  a strcam ? f  books 
i l l u s t r a t i n g ,  applying and developing the  t h e s i s  t h a t  enormous m u l t i -  
p l i c a t i ~ n  of c h u r c h ~ s  i s  poss ib le  and thcrcforl '  impcrativc provided 
t h a t  missions w i l l  abandon t h e i r  misplaced emphasis on ' pc r fco t ing l  

and pursue singli.-nindcdly the  goal of ' d i s c i p l i n g  the  pcoplcs'  as 
d i s t i n c t  e t h n i c  and c u l t u r a l  e n t i t i e s .  Among the  f o r t y  o r  more 
volumes coming from t h i s  source i n  the present  decade one may s e l e c t  
thc volume c a l l e d  @d_,-&-qd_&rch Growtk. ( 1973) , a Fes t schr i f t  
representa t ive  f the schaol  as a whole. 

( c )  From Latin America new and powerful v,sices are  be ing ra ised  
within the  conservative e v a n p l i c a l  c i r c l e s  c a l l i n g  f o r  a missiol3gy 
which gives a cen t ra l  placo t . ~  thc s t rugg le  f o r  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  
withsut muting the c a l l  f o r  personal conversion. Typical of t h i s  is 
Orlando Csstas: The ChkrpLand_ i t s  Missisn (1974). 



Thc challenge from t h e  consorvat ivc ovan&l ioa l  s i d e  has met with 
a se r ious  response from t h e  s i d c  of  t h e  World Council o f  Cliurchcs. 
The World Cnnfcronce on 'Sa lva t ion  Today' (Bangkok, 1972) w a s  p r imar i ly  
concerned t o  ce l eb ra t e  Cod's g i f t  of s a l v a t i o n  a s  a  p r e s e n t l y  exper- 
ienced r e a l i t y  i n  tho pe r sona l  l i f c ,  i n  c u l t u r o ,  and i n  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  
o rder .  Hsrc a l ready  we f i n d  sa lva t ion  b e i n g  understood as a decply 

r e l i g i o u s  experience as well as a p o l i t i c a l  one. And at t h e  F i f t h  
Assembly i n  Nairobi a s ta tement  w a s  accepted on Confessing Christ .- - - - - - - .- - - 
T&o which brou&t t o g e t h e r  i n  a e n u i n e  wholeness the  d i f f e r e n t  
C ~ D ~ ~ S C S  ~f  'evangelicals' on personal  convcrs ion ,  i f  'ecumonicals '  
on c u l t u r a l  and p o l i t i c a l  l i b e r a t i o n ,  and i f  Orthodox on t h e  witness 
of  tho e u c h a r i s t i c  community. 

It rras frsm a k t i n  American bishop t h a t  t h e  Assembly heard thc  
c a l l  t l  e h o l i s t i c  cvangulism rihich d i d  much t o  shape t h e  f i n a l  ropor t .  
It i s  ? r i m a r i l y  f r m  wi th in  the  k t i n  Pmcricm churchos t l l a t  t h e  

powerful movement known as 'L ibora t ion  Theology' has comc, though it 
has important  links with t h e  Black T h e o l s a  of Narth Amorica (SCC 

Jamcs Cono; Black meoliigy and Black Powerf 1969). Thc ' h c ~ l s g y  of 

Liberat ion accepts  most sf t h e  Marxist r rna lys i s  s f  t hc  economic and 
p s l i t i c a l  r c a l i t y  of today ,  and accepts  a l s o  tho  Marxist (and b i b l i c a l )  

i n s igh t  t h a t  theory  d ivorced  from p rax i s  can only  be i l l u s i o n .  Tnc 

w o r ~  of Juan b u i s  Segundn (~-Th~olo~-~?~r.-.&tism3 ,-f .a!?f~r-%Eani_ty~ 
( volumcs, 196&72, ihg. tr .  1973-74), and of  h s t a v o  &t iBrez  (4. 
T&eiil~?m '7f Liberation* 1971, Ehg. t r .  1973) have givcn powerful and 
luc id  s m r c s s i o n  t o  a Cathol ic  t h c c l c g ~  of  l i b c r a t i o n .  The most 

impi-issive work sn the  P ro tos t an t  s ido  is Jos6 Migucz B3nino (&W_lu- 

t i ~ ~ ~ . _ E ~ ~ 1 0 ~ _ c ~ m _ c ~ _ s f  - . )  1975) . From thi! same mi l icu  t h e  

educa t iona l  work of P a l o  f i e i r e  (soe P e d a m m  of fLe-Qppcssscd, 1972) 
exorc isse  a grswing influence a l l  over  t h e  world. H i s  fundamental 
axiom t h a t  a l l  education is c i t h o r  educa t i sn  f o r  oppression o r  educa- 

t i o n  f ? r  l i b e r a t i o n  has t h o  power t s  haunt no t  only those  concerned 
with formal educat ion but  a l l  (and t h i s  c e r t a i n l y  inoludes miss ionar ies )  
who m e  csnccrned w i t 1 1  a l t e r i n g  thc  attitudes s f  o the r s .  

L i b e r a t i s n  Theology i s  p r imar i ly  a Lat in  American p r s d u c t ,  but 
dcvolspments i n  Ehropean theology were p o i n t i n g  i n  a  s i m i l a r  d i r ec t ion .  
J a r e n  1 ~ : ~ l t m m ' s  Theology of Hspc (1965, Ehg. t r .  1967) had t h e  
~"lor ld mission of the  Church as i t s  point  of o r i e n t a t i ~ n  and i ts  
dyn,mio oxpression.  'The r e a l  point  of  rc fcronce  f a r  t h i  exposition 

=ad appropriat i .sn sf tho h i s t 7 r i c  Biblc w i tnuss ,  -and t h e  in? t h a t  
is t h e i r  m o t i v ~  and d r i v i n g  f; ,rce,  l i e s  i n  t h e  mission of  prescnt  

C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  and i n  t h e  u n i v e r s a l  f u t u r e  s f  G7d f ' > r  t h e  world f ~ ~ r  

a l l  men, tswards which t h i s  missim takes  pl,zcel ( o p h ,  &g. t r .  

283). In a  f u r t h c r  devcl>pmcnt s f  t h i s  f u t u r e  s r idn ted  C h r i s t o l o ~ ,  
Msltmann's Crucif ied Cod (1973, Zhg. t r .  1974) culminates i n  two 

-= 

chaptLrs  on t h c  psycholsg ica l  and p o l i t i c a l  l i b e r a t i o n  of m a n .  A 
debate i s  i n  prsgrcss  between Moltmann and Migucz Blnins which, while 
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it exp9si.s t h c i r  d i f f e r i n g  estimates of Marxism, oxprcsscs a l s o  t h e i r  

close agreement. 

Latin America i s  a l so  the  scene of t h e  g rea tes t  expansion of 
P e n t ~ c o s t a l i s m .  This too i s  a m-,vcmnt of l i b e r a t i o n  among oppressed 

people, though i ts  o f fe r  c f  l i b e r a t i o n  is i n  t h e  f i r s t  place inward 

and s p i r i t u a l  r a t h e r  than outward and p o l i t i c a l .  Pentecostal  lcadom,  
however, o f t e n  make c l e a r  t h c i r  s o l i d a r i t y  with the  s t rugg le  f o r  
p o l i t i c e l  l ibe ra t ion .  But W i n  iimeric,m Pentecostalism is only one 

segncnt ,f a  global movcment which embraces not only tho r a p i d l y  
growing P e n t e c ~ s t a l  churches and thc  burgconing charismatic movcment 
i n  the Catholic  and Protes tant  csmmunions , but a lso  t h e  v a s t  explosion 
of indepcndont churches i n  Africa and - t o  a  l e s s e r  extent  - i n  k i a .  
Here is ,  without p o s s i b i l i t y  of quest ion,  the  contemporary growing 

cdgc ~f t h e  Church. T,, a la rge  extent  it i s  a mztter of spontaneous 
expansion snd not of or,@nizcd missions on tho ninetecnth-century 
model. W . J .  Hc>llcnwcgcr1s standard work on .The P e n t e c o s t a l s  (1969, 
Ehg. tr. 1972) i s  i t s e l f  a  cdndcnsation s f  h i s  unpublished work in 
t en  volumos avai labl?  i n  eleven l i b r a r i e s  of Europe and North h c r i c a .  

k v i d  B a r r e t t ' s  Schism and Renewal in  Africa (1968) touches more than 
6,000 African Independent Church movements, and analyses t h e  dynamics 
of t h c i r  growth. There a re  numerous rnsnogrephs descr ib ing the  p w t h  
of individual  movemcnts. I f  Mission i s  c,?ncorned with tho  numerical 
growth of churches, then t h i s  is the a rca  o f  g rca tes t  s i ~ l i f i c a n c c  in 
t he  prcscnt  dccadc. 

Tho swing away from t h e  secu la r  miss io lsgies  af  t h e  1960s has 
brought a  g rea t ly  inc r i a sed  i n t e r e s t  i n  r e l i g i o u s  cxpcrionca and 
carrespondingly an i n c r e a s ~ d  c a e r n c s s  f o r  csntac t  and dialoguc with 

people of o the r  f a i t h s .  E1e c f f ~ c t  ( c e r t a i n l y  not tho in ton t ion)  of 

Krmcmcr's emph;;sis on the absolute uniqueness s f  tho Gsspel had been - 
in many cescs - t n  put a. s t o p  t o  thc  kind of in ter - fs i th  d i n l o e e  th2.t 
h ~ d  been common i n  the  first four d ~ c a d e s  of t h e  cantury. It w-s only 

slowly .and with h e s i t r l t i ~ m  thrlt tho d i a l o g x  w a s  resumed. Hallencrcut a  

( g w  fip~r.)nches t o  Men of Other FFaiths, 1970) chronicles t h e  s t o r y .  
hmorous public2"tiens f  tho  W r l d  Csuncil "f Churches (e .g. Lj-~ 
Faiths m d  t h e  h o n i c n l  Movement I 1975) and of the var ious  study 
cent res  .-r ,,und the  w ~ r l d  dur ing  the p?st  twenty yt?,vs, c a r r y  the  
s to ry  fh r the r .  ;it tho s m e  time a p w i n g  number of thoo log ims  

i n  the blest have c a l l e d  f o r  a  rc-c~~atninat ion of t r a d i t i ? n a l  a t t i t u d e s  

t o  tho world r e l ig ions .  The q u e s t h n s  r a i s e d  f o r  those responsible 
f a r  R c l i g i w s  Education i n  tho  mult i-fai th c i t i e s  of Ehglmd have 

powerfilly reinforced tho  2~sumption (&nora l ly  unuxamined) t h a t  

Chr i s t i an i ty  i s  one v a r i e t y  of the inclusive species ' r e l i g i o n ' .  
Undir prossure of the demand f o r  t ra ined teachers  of r e l i g i o n ,  the  

study , f  t h e s l o a  a a mrmat ive  d i s c i p l i n e  tends ti be replaced by 
the  stucly i f  world religions as var ied  m?nifastat ions ~f  man's innate 
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re l ig inusncss .  h t h i s  c o n t ~ x t  any a s s e r t i o n  o f  uniqueness and f i n a l i t y  
fo r  tho  Chr is t ian  v z r i c t y  i s  .>ut a f  s r d c r .  ind if - as with  K a r l  Rdmor - 
it i s  assumed t h a t  r o l i g i a n  is the  sphere df b d ' s  un ive r sa l  purpose of 
s a l v a t i m  f o r  mankind, it f,3llor.ls t h a t  thc  non-Christian r c l i g i o n s  axe 
thc  'normal' means ?f  s a l v a t i o n  f:>r the  peoples of the  Third World. Of 
the  growing f lood ?f books about world r e l i g i o n s  one may notc W i l f ~ d  
C a n t w l l  Smith's p c  Meaning and Wd of Rcl i~ion. . (1964) ,  John Hick's 

@d_nd.tJi..Unj_vcr_s.eeeof _Fai.hs ( 1973) and - on the  Roman Catholic  s ide  - 
K a r l  Rahncr's cssa,y on Chr is t  ianit~~t~-~on-Ckrist.i&R~_1i&o_n9. 
('Iheological h v c s t i @ t i o n s l  V o l .  V,  115134) .  Mith a q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  
and dcoply Christo--centric appraach M.M. Thomas i n  M ~ s . r l _ t h e  U n i v c r c  

of . . . - Fai ths  - - - . (1976) examines what i s  happening t o  the  world r e l i g i o n s  under 
t h e  impact of modernity from thc  point of view of the  concrete r c a l i t y  

of Jesus Chr is t  as b d  and Man. 

'It, draw these obsonrations t o  a  t i d y  conclusion i s  impossible. A 
m l t i p l o  debat0 @es on and w i l l  continuo. I am tcmptcd t o  end t h i s  

sumcy with anc personal observation.  It is a common and not  unjust  
c,mmcnt an t h c  miss iL~nary  th ink ing  of sn e a r l i e r  day t h a t  it uncon- 
sc ious ly  idon t l f i cd  the  Gospol with W s t e r n  c u l t u ~ ,  and t h a t  it thcre- 
fo re  t r ansmi t t ed  t s o  m c h  of the  l a t t e r  a long with the  former. Todajr 
it i s  commsn t o  f ind  w r i t a r s  wha assume t h a t  Chr i s t i an i ty  i s  jus t  thc  
r e l i g i o u s  aspect  of *stern cu l tu re  and the re fo re  a s so r t  t h a t  it should 
not bo exported. Prgfessor Jshn Macquarric - f a r  oxample - regards 
thd n l t i o n  of converting a l l  n?-tions t c  C h r i s t i a n i t y  as ' a  t h i n g  of t h e  

p a s t ' ,  and losks f3r7dCard t~ re l ig ious  p lura l i sm ra thor  than the  
u n i v ~ r s a l  accsptancc of t h o  Gospel u tho  'good and llealtlw s t a t e  of 

a f f a i r s '  . ( C l ~ r i s t i ~ @ ~ y  and C k r i s t i m D i v c r s i t ~  109) . What is 

perhaps m ? s t  nocdod now is  a cliscovory among Westcrn theo l sg ians  of 
thu ~ x t c i l t  t o  which they a rc  the  victims of syncretism. It w i l l  be 
the w.?rk elf thcslogians of t h c  'Ihird licrld t o  ro - s t a t c  t h e  uniqueiiuss 
and f i n a l i t y  of C h r i s t  i n  'corms which l i b c r a t e  Chr is t ian  theology from 
i ts  long imprisonment in  t h i  t:~,~u&t-forms of tho  Western world. 

x- 

Also recommended: 

"Towards a Dialogue of Life". A Statement on Ecumenism i n  t k e  Asian 
Context". The f i n a l  statement and rocommendations of t h e  F i r s t  Asian 

Congress of J e s u i t  Eamenis t s .  h the  preface  t h e  e d i t o r  s t a t e s :  "While 

a c c o p t i n g t h e  cont r ibut ion  of 'Westcrn ecwncnism' t o  t h e  cause of un i ty  

in Asia, it would a l so  prove u s e f i l  t o  r e f l e c t  on what the  Church i n  Asia 

could o f f e r  t o  tho Church Universal ;  in p a r t i c u l a r  what cont r ibut ion  
'Asian ccumenism' could makc t o  the  cause o f  t h a t  un i ty  of which the  

Church is sacrament". 

( @ C W ~ - N C  16, April  1977). 



The brochure "Ic christ ianisme conjugu6" ( " ~ h r i s t i a n i t ~  Conjugated") 

contains t h e  t e x t  nf the discourse Dr. Spindler gave on the  occasion of 

h i s  appointment as extraordinary professor of Missiologf and Ecwnenism a t  

Leiden. He is concerned with t h e  r e l a t i o n  between the  two terms "Mission" 

and "Emenism".  In the  f irst  p a r t  he describes t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  development 

o f  the two terms,  e spec ia l ly  as they werc enunciated at various inter- 

na t iona l  meetings. But i n  t h e  end a ser ious  controversy remained. In 

&gust 1951 the Central Council o f  the World Council . ~ f  Churches s ta ted:  
":ie must pay p a r t i c u l a r  a t t e n t i o n  t o  the confusion t h a t  has r e c e n t l y  r i s e n  

regarding the  term "emenism" .  We must insist t h a t  the term which, 
according t o  t h e  o r i g i n a l  Greek, means the  1.1ho1e inhabited world, i s  

cor rec t ly  used t o  describe the  t a s k  of the e n t i r e  Church t o  b r i n g  the whok 

Gospel t o  tho whole world. The wnrd, the re fo rc  , includes missionary wark 

as well as work f o r  uni ty  and it should not be used f o r  the l a t t e r  in 

opposi t ion t o  the former." However, one +<lo d i d  not accept t h i s  expli- 
ca t ion  of the  term was t he  Gonoral Secrctary of the  kbrld Council of 

Churches h imsel f ,  Dro Visser ' t Hooft. Only tm years  l a t e r  he again 

r c e t r i c t e d  t h e  term t o  the  work f o r  the u n i t y  o f  Christ ians.  Thus the  

confustion concerning the terms remained. 

Dr. Spindler  i s  of the  opinion t h a t  t h i s  tension is in i t s e l f  in- 

e v i t a b l e ,  s i n c e  mission i n  its very  essence r e f e r s  t o  m u l t i p l i c i t j  . - - - - - - . and 

ecumenism t o  un i ty .  He regards i t  qu i t e  normal t h a t  a Churbh in the 

process of d i f f u s i o n  s l~ou ld  undergo various developments, t h a t  is,  t h a t  

schisms and he res ies  should a r i s e .  The f a c t  a s  such cannot be avoided. 

In order  t o  overcome the  dilemma, he proposes a "conjugation" -f C h r i s -  

t i a n i t y .  

In the West we sa,y "I -- believe";  but does not  b e l i e f  begin with the  
"thou" - -  1 t h a t  i s ,  with Qd? lhld from I and thou m e  passes spontaneously 

- 

t o  the  t h i r d  pcrson, t h a t  is,  t o  the  o the r s .  Rmthermore: whcn we sa,y 

"We -. believe t h a t  docs not moan t h a t  i n  t h i s  "Wc" a l l  individuals  a r e  . . . - -. . - 
included and t h a t  a l l  indiv iduals  bel ievc nne and the  same th ing:  Why is . 

i t  not poss ib le  t o  include t h e  ' ' ~ l l _ e ~ "  i n  the  'Two?" The We and t h e  They 

lead  t o  d ia logue;  and in  dialogue we preserve t h e  hope t h a t  snme day we w i l l  

a r r i v e  a t  an a l l - inc lus ive  !dE, t h a t  is , t h a t  -~ Wc w i l l  a l l  e f  us - to*- be 

bearers  of t h e  whole Gospel t o  thc  liholc world. In t h i s  sense ,  according t 3  

Dr. Spindler , t h e  conjugation of Chr i s t i an i ty  is mother  word f n r  ccwnenism. 

( r e v i o ~ m d  by Fr. K a r l  Muller, svd) 

Scdos Doc. No 4/2918. 



MPIC: TOWARDS BN ECUMENICAL CONCEPT OF MISSION-Preparatory Material 

fo r  the May Seminar 

( D r .  M. Spindlaa,, the  speaker fo r  our May Seminar has been engaged 

as ass i s tan t  direotor of the project described below.) 

h t u a l  ~sd is tance :  &eryone is a Giver & ?jell' Eis b Reoeiver 

In 1969 the Inter-University I n s t i t u t e  for  Missiology and Enunenism 

in  Leyden, h o r n  i n  missionary c i rc les  i n  The Netherlands as I I M O ,  s t a r t ed  

a pmjeot  of research in to  the mutual assistance of churches i n  the world. 

The evaluation of t h i s  study prajeot has recently been completed. The 

protestant missiologist , Jansen Schoonhoven, has writ ten an extensive 

evaluative report about the  research work on four levels  of study: s c r i p  
t u r a l ,  historical+nissiological, sociological  and socio-missiological. 
The name of t h i s  report i s :  "lbtual  Brksistance nf Churohes in Missionary 

Perspective." It is available in  Tilburg fo r  the sum of ten  guilders. 

By w q , ~  of review and reconmendation we give here eight missionary 

propositions, d i s t i l l e d  from the book by h is  fe l lnwscholar  from Utrecht, 

Professor Van der Linde. 

PROPOSITION 1 A l l  churches, parishes, Christians, depend on the 

Lord, who is the Head of His Body and the Shepherd nf 

His people. Mission happens from each church, par ish and Christ ians,  

wherever in  the world. These three organic parts of Cod's mission 

have t o  serve each other ,  that  is, mutually, with t h e i r  g i f t s  and 

t a l e n t s  . 
PROPOSITION 2 Beginning with Paul, till around 1940, t h i s  mission 

took place from the West i n  the form of a planting 

of the  &stern Churoh. From 1940 till about 1970 we experience among 

the  overseas churches a growth towards independence. Western 
missionaries had h c t i o n e d  i n  the churches, i n  the  of f ices ,  the  

hospi ta ls ,  schools and univers i t i es  a s  managers and directors.  After 

1970 there are three  possibi l i t ies :  Western missionary societ ies  

remain dominant overseas because of personnel and h d s  which they 

send. Secondly, indigenous, independent churches ask that  western 

support be postponed o r  stopped. This is the beginning ~f the 

moratorium. Thirdly: the dependenoy on the Lord and S p i ~ i t  and on 

each other are pract ised i n  mutual assistance and i n  mature 
relationships . 



PROPOSITION 3 The Old Testament teaches tha t  no m a n  can e x i s t  by 

himself .  Man l i v e s  between the  Word of God and t h e  

response t h a t  comes from himself. Being human means: l i v i n g  in 

covenant,  in par tnership ,  i n  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  m e  New Testament gives 

examples of mutual dependence and ass is tance .  Compare, f o r  example, 

Acts 1 - 11 and t h e  journeys Paul made t o  ool leot  funds f o r  the  poor 

in Jerusalem. (1 Cor. 16, 2; 2 Cor. 8, 9; Ram. 15, 25.) 

PROPOSITION 4 Are t h e  churches and t h e i r  missionary s o c i e t i e s  i n  
t h e  r i c h  countr ies  of f i rope  and America r e a l l y  equal  

p a r t i e s  i f  you compare them t o  the  ohurches and t h e i r  mission in t h e  

d e s t i t u t e ,  o r  jus t  o r d i n a r i l y  poor Third World? For soc io log i s t s  i t  
i s  as c l e a r  as dayl ight  t h a t  wealth means power. And miss io logis ts  

say: D. not d i s c a r d  t h i s  problem too e a s i l y  as non-important. Look 
at the  unique r i c h e s  and treasures of each church-in-mission i n  t h e  

world. Some have money, others  s p e c i a l i s t s  and o t h e r s  f r e s h  new 

ideas .  

PROPOSITION 5 The r e a l  t r easures  of t h e  churches a r e  f a i t h ,  hope 
and love. These a r e  t h e  sources and they give 

i n s p i r a t i o n  f o r  t h e  proclamation of tho Gospo', f o r  order ing  t h e  
community and the  p r a c t i c a l  se rv ice  t o  each o the r .  Each church, 

p a r i s h  and C h r i s t i a n  can and should develop i t s  own " g e m "  of f a i t h ,  

hope and love,  and contr ibute  i t .  We should l e a r n  mutually t o  

d iscover  these  t r e a s u r e s  and contr ibut ions  of t h e  o t h e r s ,  t o  ap- 

p r e c i a t e  them and t o  use them as far as possible o r  t o  allow n u r -  

s e lves  t o  be insp i red  by them. 

PROPOSITION 6 We l i v e  i n  the  post-1970 e ra .  It is time t o  develop 

new, mature r e l a t ionsh ips  among ohurches :everywhere 

i n  t h e  world, which a re  ca l l ed  t o  render optimal s e r v i c e  in God's 

mission. This means: the  e s s e n t i a l  mutual cont r ibut ion  from one 

ohurch t o  the  o t h e r ,  from one mission t o  the  o t h e r ,  i s  rev iva l  in 

f a i t h ,  hope and love.  These express themselves i n  witness of words 

as  well as deeds. 

A p a t t e r n  of mutual expectat ions should be crea ted .  We can and may 

expect he lp  from each o ther .  kt s t r u c t u r a l  and organiza t ional  

measures should always bear the  hallmark of the  r e a l  t r easures  of 

t h e  church. Mutually the  sparks from t h e  one F i r e ,  Chr i s t ,  who w a s  

lit f o r  the  world, should be made v i s i b l e .  

No churches, par ishes  o r  c h r i s t i a n s  m s y  be kept i n  a s t a t u s  of 

u n i l a t e r a l  dependency and pass iv i ty .  That would be u t t e r l y  un- 
c h r i s t i a n .  &rope and America must convince themselves of the  f a c t  
t h a t  churches, pa r i shes ,  c h r i s t i a n s  i n  t h e i r  awn country and e lse-  

where, near  o r  f a r ,  each i n  h i s  own "mission country", a re  givers  



and senders as well  as, rece ivers .  Exchange of men and women i n  t h e  

s e r v i c e  of the Gaspel is necessary. Vther forms of exchange of 

insp i ra t ion  a re  poss ib le  and ought t o  be promoted. A passing on of 

p o m r  by economically wealthy churches and missionary s o c i e t i e s  t o  

poor ones ought t o  be promoted, because mutual s h a r i n g  of common 

power i n  personnel and i n  means i s  thoroughly c h r i s t i a n .  

PROPOSITION 7 Twenty-two c h r c h e s  from k i a ,  Africa and Ehgland 

have recent ly  formed a "World Council f o r  Mission". 

Together, and i n  mutual dependence, they want t o  search  f o r  ways 

t o  assist one another .  Each church, b i g  o r  smal l ,  w i l l  be able t o  

aot  both as giver  and as receiv6.r. Exis t ing  work which is use fu l  

and serves t h e  church (and soc ie ty )  has t o  remain. ht i n  mutual 

a s s i s t ance  new t a s k s  can be undertaken. 

PROPOSITION 8 One questicn: T h u l d  t h e r e  be occasion,  within our 
churches, t o  consider whether f a c t o r s  of power, money, 

experience and t r a d i t i o n ,  hamper our e f f o r t s  a t  mutual ass is tance  

by being a g iv ing as well a a rece iv ing  church? For each c h r i s t i a n ,  

comrmrnity and churrh it i s  t r u e  t h a t  the  ac t ive  expression of 

s a l v a t i o n  in giving is b e t t e r  then t h e  passive r o l e  of receiving. 

from: Saamhorig, November 1977. 

( t r a n s l a t e d  by Sr . Josephine Gosselink, scmm-t .) 

The above proposi t ions formed t h e  bas i s  of d iscuss ion at the  f i r s t  

r e p a r a t c r x  meeting f n r  the  May Seminar. The 25 Members present were asked P- _ _ - - - - - - - - . 
t o  ~ ~ s C U S E  t w o  quest ions:  how c l o s e l y  dc the  above proposi t ions represent  

your view of mission? a re  the re  some elements which have been overlooked 

and which should be added? In t h e  r e p o r t s  given some of the  fol lowing 

po in t s  were noted: today mutual a s s i s t ance  is an important aspect of 

mission and mission is nearly always a response t o  a c a l l  of the l o c a l  

church; some p a r t i c i p a n t s  were su rp r i sed  a t  the  emphasis made on the  

s h a r i n g  of wealth and personnel and thought " s h w i n g  cf  t h e  God News" 

deserved more s t r e s s .  Others asked; a r e  those not formally par t  of t h e  

l o c a l  church included i n  "churches, par ishes  and Christ ians?" Some members 

wondered i f  the proposi t ions did not  reoresent  t h a t  of a "sending" church 

-would a "receiv ing church" see it d i f f e r e n t l y ?  It was f e l t  t h a t  t h e  r o l e  

of t h e  Church w a s  not  jus t  t o  serve each o ther  hut t o  make Clwist known 

t o  o the r s .  m e r e  seemed t o  be more emphasis on s t r u c t u r e s  e.g. par ishes  

and l e s s  on C l r i s t i a n  communities. The emphasis t h e  r iches  of the 

receiving Ghurch w a s  appreciated. ?l~ese were j u s t  a  few of the  many ideas  

expressed. It w a s  pointed but t h a t  a review of t h e  Catholic  view of 

'lmission" would be use fu l .  



On 1 8 t h ~  Apri l ,  j4 Scdos members r ep resen t ing  26 congregations 
met t o  d i scuss  "New Problems fac ing  t h e  Central  bvernmcnt of 

Religious I n s t i t u t e s  h g a g c d  i n  Missionary i.ctivity". After  a  

b r i e f  in t roduct ion  by F1.. Ikvarkw, S.J., t h e  fal lowing paper 
w a s  prescnted by 3'1.. Caspar Caulfield,C.P. 

HELPIXG THE SUPERIOR GSNESfLL HELP MISSION3IE 

le sne  who has completed an inqui ry  amsng s ix teen  I n s t i t u t e s  as t o  
how, i n  t h e  wake sf Vatican Council I1 and t h e  Chapters f Renewal, 
a s s i s t ance  t o  missionaries  has been updatdd at t h e  l c v e l  of General 

Covernmcnt, I am asked ts o u t l i n e  b r i e f l y  t h e  f indings .  ( 1 )  

Concisely, t h c  areas where c h a n p  i s  t a k i n g  placc i s  i n  t h e  manner of 

reaching dec i s ions  affecting missionaries  i n  General Covcrnrncnt , a  new 

concept of  representa t ion  on t h e i r  behalf on t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  l e v e l ,  and 
a  r ccof l l i t i sn  o f  the  importance of b rea th ing  s p i r i t  a d  l i f e  i n t a  t h e  

Missions at a l l  leve ls :  i n t c r n a t i s n a l ,  r eg iona l  and loca l .  

Miss isnar ics  i n  t h e  n o - n ~ ~ ~ & g i y c ~  missionary (2) I n s t i t u t e s  
expressed t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  i n  t h e  p a s t ,  t h a t  dec is ions  a f f e c t i n g  them were 
o f t i n  ma& by Superiors who had l i t t l e  cxpcrience of  Missisns before 

being e l e c t e d  t o  f f i c c .  Tho Propa~anda Fide recogi ized  t h i s  and i n  the  
f i r s t  s i x t y  yea r s  of t h i s  century  encouraged Supcrior Cknerals t o  a t t a c h  

rnissionsrics t o  t h e i r  staffs who possessed t h e  r e q u i s i t e  s k i l l  and o ther  
s u i t a b l e  qualities t o  be of  counsel and hc lp  t o  t h e  Ckncral and h i s  

Council i n  !landling mission a f f a i r s  (3).  This t echn ica l  exper t  was named 
t h e  Secre tary  General f o r  Missisns;  an& t h e  o f f i c e  through whioh he 
funct i sned ,  t h e  Mission S e c r e t a r i a t .  

Vatican Council I1 bswcvor and e s p e c i a l l y  t h s  Motu P ropr i s  Ecclesiae..  
S ~ I I L ~  which implemcntcd i t s  @ a l s  i n  Missionary I n s t i t u t c s  expressed 
t h e  pr inc ip l ;  t h a t  "@vcrmcnt  should be such t h a t  chapters  m d  csuncils... 
express t h e  p ,wt i c ipa t i sn  and csncurn n f  a l l  t h e  members f o r  t h e  welfare 
of the  ~A~lolo c s ~ m m i t y . "  (4).  Missisnarics  r i g h t l y  t sok  tho  word " a l l "  t o  
include t:lcrn, and tho search  was on f ~ r  a  w a y  t 3  p a r t i c i p a t e  more a c t i v e l y  
i n  i l e c i s i x ~ s  i n  t h e i r  regard i n  t h e  Ckneral Govurnment. .'m,:ng many 

pr?p:jsals t h e  sne t h a t  f i n d s  f a v w  is t s  i i l v s l v ~  i n  docision making - 
where m i s s i ~ n  a f f a i r s  ,are concurncd - the  m i s s i m a r y  c l x d y  i n  Goneral 
Govzrnmcnt, by a s s i g i n g  t h e  l i s s i e n  Sec re ta ry  a votc ,  ?r d e l i b e r a t e  
voice ,  i n  t h e  Gcneral Council. Thus of 15 I n s t i t u t e s  r e p l y i n g  t s  t h i s  
point iil a  qucs t i , snnai rc ,  o ight  have upgraded t h i s  o f f i c i a l  t 3  member 

s h i p  and vo tc  i n  the  Ccneral C.mncil as an k s i s t a n t  ;r Consultor 
Gcncral (53, t h r e e  a ss ip  t h i s  o f f i c i a l  a  d e l i b e r a t e  voice i n  t h e  
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General Council but not a votc  (6 ) ;  and four  r e t a i n  the former concept 

unchaned ( 7 ) .  One m a y  describe t h i s  t rend as a  s i g n i f i c a n t  breakthrough 

i n  the c f f o r t  t o  involve missionaries i n  decis ion  making i n  t h e i r  regard. 

11. Representation- ----- -- 

1, socsnd a r e a  where t h e  r o l c  of Mission Secretary is undergoing 

expansion is i n  advocating t h i  i n t e r e s t s  of missionaries on the  intern* 

t i o n a l  l e v e l .  'This o f f i c i a l  has bccn u s u a l l y  t h e  personal envoy of the  
Superior Gcnoral t o  the  Sacrod C o n p g a t i o n  f o r  E v a n ~ l i z a t i o n ;  saving 
thc  r i g h t s  of Procurator Gcncrals. But i n  t h e  new l e g i s l a t i o n  s ince  
Vatican Council I1 he i s  viewed as tho c l h o l d c r  of t h e  r i g h t s  of mission- 

a r i e s  t o  be consulted before a l l  departments of tha Holy Sce c,incerncd 
with l i s s i o n s ;  and far beyond. The limits in which t h i s  extended charge- 
sh ip  i s  being conccivcd may be judged from t h e  following list: 

a )  _R~m_e, over and above t h e  S. Cong. f o r  Etran@lization, t o  thc  
o thdr  Sacred Conpcgations,  thc S e c r e t a r i a t s  (union o f  Christians, 
Non-Christians, Non Belicvcrs)  , tho  Commissions and Councils, 
but  s t r i c t l y  and only so far as t h e  business ?f  t h e  Missisns is 
conocrnot? ' ( ?) ; 

b) Qtcrnat iongLIbnor  :@ncies and P o n t i f i c a l  Mission :Lid 
Soc ic t i c s  ; 

c )  Other . - - - - 6 i s s b w ~  - - - - - I n s t L t u ~ ~  so as t o  a r r a n p  f r a t a r n a l  
collabora.tion among missionaries (9)  ; 

d) Ecumenical -- -. -1 as World Councll of Churches, Commission on World 

Elissicn and E v m g c l i z a t i ~ n ,  Commission on Living Fa i th  and 

Idcologics;  so as t o  promotd f r a t e r n a l  co-cxistence wlth the 

Separated Brethren (10) .  

 TIC reason f s r  t h i s  expandod advocacy r o l c  is easy t o  understand. 

Ele reproscnta t ive  of t h c  missicnnrics i n  Gcneral Govcrnmcnt s tands 
close t o  t h c  highest echelons of government i n  the Church, and t o  the 

world-wide organizat ions ~ i i ~ i c : ~  a i d  Missions. Here is where planning 

takes p lace ,  d o c i s i , ~ n s  a r c  mads, approvals arc given, Gnerous  f i n a n c i a l  
grants a r c  al locatod.  It i s  of supremc i n t c r c s t  t o  miss ionar ies  t h a t  
somaono kn?wled&eabla of t h e i r  points  of vicw, uphold t h e i r  interests a t  
t h i s  l c v e l .  

111. inimat ion- 

Inother  now f i e l d  of ~ p e r a t i o n  of t h e  m i s s i ~ n a r y  i n  @nera l  Covcrn- 

mont is t o  energize missionary ac t ion  a t  the  l cvc l  of thc  Gcncralate, 
r c g i s n a l l y  and even l o c a l l y .  Mission S e c r e t a r i a t s  are be ing conceived 

of now as Centers f o r  the  Q-namic r e v i t a l i z a t i o n  of thc  Missions of the  
I n s t i t u t e .  Much ref lexion by Chapters of renewal have i d e n t i f i e d  the  
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f a c t  t h a t  team work among missionary p u p s  involved coordinated act ion by 

sub-units of personnel who are  p r e t t y  much t i e d  down t o  l o c a l  s i t u a t i o n s .  

Such en te rp r i ses  too r f t e n  requ i re  permission of Superiors back home. 

After much discernment it was perceived t h a t  the  bes t  place t o  rest the  

lever  f o r  moving these divergent  groups t o  cooperation is on t h e  fulcrum 

of Gcneral Government. Such energizing t o  be s u c c e s s f i l  r equ i res  a l so  a 

r e a l i s t i o  awareness of condit ions i n  t h e  Missions, together  with time f o r  

planning and f a c i l i t i e s  f o r  mul t ip le  correspondence. The mission sec re ta ry  

and Secretary seemed t o  be s u i t e d  t o  t h i s ,  so  t h e  r o l e  of mission animator 

came t o  be assipped the re .  It might have seemed obvious; but with t h e  t i d e  

of s u b s i d i a r i t y  w i n g  so  s t rong ly  in the  opposi te  d i rec t ion  so  a s  t o  givo 

Superiors on every l eve l  sufficient a u t h o r i t y ,  it took a l o t  of ins is tence  

on the par t  of mission delegates t o  Chapters t o  hold t h a t  the  duty of 

animating missionaries t o  ac t ion  and col labora t ion  s t i l l  r e s t s  a t  the  top. 

One o r  two examples based on recent  l e g i s l a t i o n  can be given t o  show 

t h e  scope of t h i s  r o l e ,  and how its accomplishment is being envisioned. 

O.M.I. The Sec re ta r i a t  (of Missions) is a center  of animation, . - 
research ,  r e f l e c t i o n  and evaluat ion,  within Ceneral Government; where 

Conferences a re  held as rcunions 4 ho_c t o  s tudy c e r t a i n  problem; 

and where permanent o r  temporary Commissions a re  cons t i tu ted  a s  
needed by decision of t h e  @nera l  and Council. Local l e v e l s ,  and 

a lso  s p e c i a l i s t s ,  a re  t o  be involved i n  t h i s  s tudy.  

The Coordinator fo r  the  Missions takes p a r t  i n  conferences on the  

cont inenta l  l e v e l ,  and i n  o t h e r s  which a re  of s p e c i a l  importance t o  the  

Missions. He should be t h e  i n i t i a t o r  of a c t i o n  ( c a t a l i z z a t o r e  q u a l i f i c a t o )  

i n  the  adminis t ra t ion  ... t o  make it more a group of animation...than one 

which merely approves what r e q u i r e s  approbation. 
( h t t e r  of P. Mzrcello Zago O M I ,  

2/111/1975) 

Om Caq The Department which. . . t reats  with t h e  Sacred Corsgregation 

f o r  Evangelization mst...above a l l  give i n s p i r a t i o n  and dynamic d i rec t ion  

t o  the  miss ionar ies  by promoting among them re f l ex ion  on common problem 

throw& t h e  use  of ques t ionnai res ,  and an exhaust ive annual r e p o r t  on a 

s ing le  t o p i c  based on research ,  methodology and pas to ra l  p r a c t i c e .  

The S e c r e t a r i a t  of Liss ions  as  well as being a center  f o r  information 

and consu l t a t ion ,  is the  a e n c y  of coordinat ion,  insp i ra t ion  and dynamic 

v i t a l i za , t i cn ,  througk which thc 9rder makes f r u i t f u l  its missionary u n d e r  

takings.  

(Directorium pro Missionibus f 36; and 

1 n t c ~ i e w . w i t h  P. Halbert Buhlmann OFVI Cap, 

5/1v/1975). 



hough has been sa id  t o  show the kind of development whioh oonstitutee 
a "b reak thm~gh '~  in helping the  Superior General and b u n o i l  t o  discharge 

t h e i r  respons ib i l i t i es  towards missionaries; and whioh w i l l  serve t o  get 

a discussion s ta r ted .  The SEDOS member In s t i t u t e s  wi l l  be able no doubt 

t o  offer a moh wider panorama nf change. Before separating i n t o  dis- 

cussion groups, some f ina l  guidelines oan be offered. 

')Where a c l e r i ca l  or  l a y  Ins t i tu te  of men o r  women aooepts, in 

aooordanoe with i t s  own character,  . . .a function of collaboration 
(with Diocesan Bishops i n  mission lands),  the  Superior General 

of the In s t i t u t e  alone is competent t o  reoeive the Mandate.." 
Ins t r .  SCW "Some Rinc ip les" ,  24/11/19@, f 6). The place there- 

fore fo r  the  Official  and Offioe through which the Superior General 

exercises t h i s  responsibi l i ty  i s  in the Ceneralate. 

Focus more on what this duty implies, than on the number of persona 

needed t o  carry it out. Mission sending Inst i tu teo vary great ly  in 
s ize .  The question is, what should be done, not how many w i l l  it 

take t o  do it .  This follows. 

M q y  In s t i t u t e s  are complet ingtheir  prooess of renewal through 

General Chapters t o  be celebrated i n  the  next two years.  h p l e s  

of good leg is la t ion  whioh embodies the type of l'breakthmugh" under 

discussion w i l l  prove par t icu la r ly  helpful .  

Ncites : 

1 .) This Inquiry was made among the  non-exclusively missionary Ins t i tu tes  
of men, 23 i n  a l l ,  and each of which numbered more than 1,000 members. 
Sixteen Ins t i tu tes  sent de ta i led  rep l ies .  

2 .) Missionary Ins t i tu tes  divide into  okolusively ------ missionarrl and non- - 
exclusively .- - - - - - - m i s s i o n q .  - - - - - The former are those established under the 

S. Gong. f o r  Evangelization, or  which have half  of t h e i r  personnel 

i n  the Kissions . 'he l a t t e r  have heavy:commitments i n  the  non- 
missionary par ts  of the  world, but send a percentage of t h e i r  
personnel t o  the Missions. Among SECOS present membership (45 In- 

s t i t u t e s  i n  1978) about half  are exclusively missionary (membership 

approximately 36,800 of whom 26,833 are i n  the  Missions), and half 

are non-exclusively missionary (membership approximately 171,171 of 

whom 23,487 are i n  the Missions). 
3.) Evidence fo r  t h i s  w i l l  be found i n  the Mission Statutes approved by 

the SCPF. Vide X. Paventi Brev. Iuris Miss. (ed 1960) pp 71-77, 
where 20 such Statutes a re  l i s t ed .  

4.) Mo&u Ropr io  EGclesiac Sancfyg Paulus PP V I ,  6/~111/1966, II,18. 

5. )  O.P.; SDB; OSA; CNF; CSSR; OMI;  GM; OCD. 

6.) OFnl; O . C a r m ;  CP. 
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7.) OFM Cap; SCJ; SJ; SSCC. 

8.) on4 Capi (w. Wlhlmsnn in terv iew 5 / ~ / 1 9 7 5 ) .  OP; SCJi CP. 

9.) OFM ( ~ e ~ .  -- - - Const. - - -. 128, f 2 e t  Cap. C. Straord  Medellin f 4,3) ; ST; 
SXDIS member I n s t i t u t e s  undertake a lso  " t c  col labora te  a c t i v e l y  on 

projec ts  .'I S ta tu tes  Art. 20. 

10.) OFM (hg. - .- - Const - - - 128 f 3; e t  Medellin utts_~r_- f 4,e)  ; SJ @_o_b 

Descrip. -- -- 1974 Ary R &  Crol l ius  sJ) . 
The discussion groups r a i s e d  t h e  following points:  

1) The Role o f  the  Missicn Secretary 

&oup &After point ing out  t h e  d i f ferenoe between mission w n g r o g a t i a ~  

and wngregat ions  with missions ,various functions wcre noted f o r  t h e  

Missicn Secre tary  - r ep resen t ing  the  congregation in r e l a t i o n  t o  various 
organizz t icns  here in Rome, organizing Continental Conferences f o r  

missionaries i n  an area ,  s e r v i n g  the s p i r i t u a l  and mate r i a l  needs of 

the  mission personnel, animating the  congregation with reference t o  t h e  

mission work, doing rcsearch  on t h e  mission, e t c .  

S t r u c t u r a l  problems which wcre noted concerned t h e  need f o r  cont inui ty ,  

exper t i se ,  and a general knowled5 of a l l  t h e  congregation's missions. 

Ihe advantages of having such a person e l e c t e d  o r  appointed w.cc; 
discussed as well as his/her  influence ( o r  lack o f  it) on decision- 

making. 

&cup &In some I n s t i t u t e s  the  Mission Secre tary  m not a member of 

the  General Council. Rather he served a a resource person who pooled 

together  information, problems, e t c . ,  and thus  helped t h e  General 

Council i n  t h e  dccision making. It w a s  pointed out t h a t  t h i s  system 

had c e r t a i n  s t r u c t u r a l  problems such as t h e  r e l a t i o n  a f  t h e  Mission 

Secretary and the members i n  t h e  f i e l d  on t h e  one helid and the  Mission 
Secre tmy and t h e  a n o r a l  Council on t h e  o ther .  To &void t h i s ,  one of 

the  Council members is o f t e n  made the  Mission Secretary.  Some 

I n s t i t u t e s ,  e spec ia l ly  t h e  exclus ively  Missionary Ccngreg~t ions  have 

abolished t h e  o f f i c e  o f  t h e  Mission Secre tary  as they f e l t  a l l  t h e i r  

apos to la te  is of missionary nature. 

Though t h e  Mission Secretary has a place and c a r r i e s  out s e v e r a l  
h c t i o n s  y e t  the re  i s  t h e  problem of making h i s  r o l e  more i n t e l l i g i b l e  

and meaningful t o  the  members. 

Group C-In mission-sending i n s t i t u t e s  t h e r e  is a &enera1 tendency t o  

name a person a t  the s n e r a l a t o  l eve l  t o  handle the  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of 

animation, r e  those members who are missionaries i n  o the r  c u l t u r e s i  

there  is likewise an ind ica t ion  t h a t  t h e r e  is some d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  with 
t h e  various r o l e  descr ip t ions  given f o r  t h i s  t a s k ,  and t h a t  the re  is a 

good dea l  of searching going on at prosent t o  c l a r i f y  the  r o l e  des- 
c r ip t ion .  
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Some quest ions which arose f r o m  this r e a l i t y :  

- one mission-sending i n s t i t u t e  has suppressed the  mission secretary... 
would t h i s  be due t o  its i n t e r n a t i o n a l i t y ?  t o  its specificity in the  

educational  f i e l d ?  

-how maqy congregations have had mission s e c r e t a r i e s  and have suppressed 
t h i s  o f f i c e ?  Why? 

-what is t h e  re l a t ionsh ip  of t h e  Mission Secre tary  t o  the  Saored 

Congregation f o r  the  Evangelization o f  Peoples? 

Croup A-One non-missionary p u p  have removed the  d i s t i n c t i o n  between 

"mission and ' l n o n ~ s s i o n ' ~  t e r r i t o r y  - a l l  t h e  congregation is mission. 

Is our d i s t i n c t i o n  causing u s  t o  be l e s s  oonoernod with making l o o a l  

o h o h e s  of t h e  "mission oountrkes" missionary? 

&up &Several f e l t  t h e  problem: can we s t i l J  speak of t h e  Mission 

Lands? Should wc speak of t h e  "Mission o r  "Missions"? The problem in 
our oonter t  becomes acute because at p e s e n t  i n  most Congregations t h e  

majori ty of membcrs in formation a re  in t h e  "Mission Lands". Can ws 

solve  t h e  problem by speaking of "Younger Churches'l, "Mission in Six 

Continents", e t c  .? 

Ckoup &There is ,  eupec ia l ly  in mission-eending (as compared with 

missionary) i n s t i t u t e s ,  a tendency t o  r e j e c t  a s  "mission" on ly  c e r t a i n  

areas i n  o t h e r  pa r t s  of t h e  world. A l l  o f  t h e  membership consider  

themselves 'fmissionary'~ . 
There i s  l ikewise t h e  problem, general t o  a l l ,  t h a t  what were formerly 

r e fe r red  t o  as '~missionst7,  a r e  now "Ipcal  Churches". 

The terminology has changed with Evangelii  Nuntiandi. A ques t ion  was 
raised: how se r ious ly  do we take t h i s  document? 

( ~ r  other  cornmentar on terminology, see t h e  a r t i c l e  on "Recent Thinking 
on Chr is t ian  Beliefs" pp. 143 - 144.) 

3) Breakthroughs noted: 

-towards some spec i f i ca t ions  i n  regard t o  terminology ae r e a l i z e d  in 
pract  ioe: 

.missionary p r i e s t s  (missionary s o c i e t i e s )  a r e  no longer assigned 

t e r r i t o r i e s  by SCEP; now-after discussion with Bishops of b o a 1  
Churohes, t h e r e  is an e f f o r t  t o  send small  teams of 5-6 men t o  help 
tho Local Bishop. 

-miss ionary  congregations o f  women have tended t o  be more d e f i n i t e  
about t h e i r  p r i o r i t i e s :  e.g. f r o n t i e r  pos t s ,  plaoes where t h e  Churoh 

does not  e x i s t ;  where C h r i s t  i s  not h o r n :  where t h e  Church is l e a s t  

es tabl i shed.  
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-tendancy t o  use the  word " inser t ions"  t o  describe e f f o r t s  t o  be 

present t o  loca l  people, t o  share with them. 

-with reference t o  on-going formation more r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  was being 

taken by the  Central Government in organiz ing it on a Regional Level 

i n  Conjunction with t h e  Local Bhurch. 

FFlOM THE GENERAL DISCUSSION 

After t h e  r e p o r t s  of the  var ious  groups here read., Fr. Divarkar r a i s e d  t h e  

following question: 

What e l s e  do we f e e l  we need f o r  fo l lowup?  

There w a s  some discussion about the  need t o  c o l l e c t  documentation about 

t h e  ro le  o f  mission s e c r e t a r i a t s ;  and it w a s  noted tha t  SEXIS would have 

t h e  fol lowing kinds of information already: 

1. S t a t i s t i c s  of i n s t i t u t e s  re: loca t ion  of personnel 

2. Which i n s t i t u t e s  a r e  missionary and which a re  miss iondending 

3. Which i n s t i t u t e s  have a mission s e c r e t a r i a t  

We probably need t o  f ind  out those i n s t i t u t e s  which had mission 

s e c r e t a r i a t s  and suppressed them. 

k r t h e r  d iscuss ion concerning t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of a quest ionnaire r e su l t ed  

i n  the fol lowing as possible questions: 

-&at i s  ecclesial/post-oounciliar terminology re:  mission? 

-What is our organizat ional  terminology re: mission? 

-What is done i n  mission-sending conqega t ions  re: animation of 

missionaries;  formatioh f o r  those sent  i n  mission 
-What should be the cen t ra l  government's funct ion  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  mission? 

Recently received: 

- "L1 inculturazione d e l  rncssaggio evangeliaa" 

Fcde . - -. - e - Civ i l tb  - - - No 4 Apr i l ,  1978 

- "Eth ica l  Issues and t h e  k l t i - N a t i o n a l s  in Blueprint. - .- - Vol. X X X  
No 2 and 3 October and November 1977 

- "Vita e  a t t i v i t a  d e i  F r a t i  Missionari" - a s e t  o f  documents in  
preparat ion f o r  the  Plenary Council o f  t h e  Capuchin Fathers. 

- llCopte e lhsulmani i n  EgittoU- Nlgrizis~, No 7 Apri le ,  1978 

- "Soli tude and Community", by Henri Nouwen - l ec tu re  presented t o  t h e  
U.I.S.S=, 4 April ,  1978. 



b m  the  Mill H i l l  C o m i c a t i o n s  Ikpartment, we have received t h i s  amount 

of a mission i n  k p e .  

MISSIONARIES I N  EUROPE: PASTORAL AND SOCIAL WORK AMONG ASIANS I N  ENGLAND. 

Father Tom Geerdes (67) ,  a k t c h  M i l l  H i l l  missionary f o r  f o r t y  years 
i n  t h e  diooese of Rawalpindi, Pakistan,  worked i n  t h a t  area as f a r  as t h e  
North-&st F ron t i e r ,  bordering nn Afghanxrtan. In 1975 he deoided, f o r  

hea l th  reasons,  t o  return t o  &rope but not t o  r e t i r e .  Be h i s  hea l th  
improved, he f e l t  he could o f & r  t h e  service  of h i s  missionary experience 

t o  t h e  Birmingham Archdiocese where it could be put t o  good use .  There he 

ooordinates and shares i n  t h e  pas to ra l  and s o c i a l  welfare m r k  of Asian 

immigrants with h i s  Psian a s s i s t a n t ,  M r .  Pe ter  Frank, who emigrated t o  
h g l a n d  some 17 years  ago. M r .  Frank and h i s  family are from Jullundur 
and are well  known i n  Birmingham which, with i ts I+ mill ion inhab i t an t s ,  is 

a f t e r  London t h e  l a rges t  c i t y  i n  Ehgland. Together they v i s i t  Asians i n  

hosp i t a l s  and i n  t h e i r  homes and t r y  t o  b r i n g  about some sense of belonging 

among them and t o  in tegra te  them in to  the  l o c a l  community. Magy Bsians 

n a t u r a l l y  o l i n g  t o  t h e i r  o m  lan&age, c u l t u r e ,  food, dress  and f o m  of 

amusements; but some f e e l  estranged and keop at a dis tance  from t h e i r  

neighbourn. Father  Ckerdes and M r .  Frank publ ish  a monthly news c i r c u l a r  

f o r  them in t h e  Urdu, Arnjabi and Ehglish languages. It spreads even t o  
London and Yorkshire. khenever an appeal from a pa r i sh  reaches them, they 
w i l l  honour i n v i t a t i o n s ,  administer  baptisms, b l e s s  marriages and perform 
%era1 se rv ices  i n  Urdu o r  Funjabi. They a re  avai lable  t o  anyone of what- 
ever  f a i t h  within t h e  Asian population. Eut , as they ,say,  they w i l l  never 
form a par ish  within a par ish ,  r a t h e r  they encourage Asians t o  become pa r t  
o f  t h e  par ish  they l i v e  i n .  
Thei r  address is: The Asian Chaplaincy, Archdiooese o f  Birmingham, 

S t .  John's Church, 31 George S t r e e t ,  Balsa11 Heath, 

Birmingham BIZ 9 RG, Ehgland. 

(Also received: an account of "Antique: A Progressive Diocese i n  t h e  

Phil ippines" Sedos Doo. No. 1/778). 

"Christ ians and Muslims, as common bel ievers  i n  t h e  same Cad and 
common human family,  f ace  a common challenge fmm an unbelieving modern 

m r l d .  This should prompt aooperativc e f f o r t s  t o  p ro tec t  l i f e  uherever 

th rea tened ,  and t o  promote freedom, peace, jus t ioe  and equa l i ty  i n  t h e  
s p i r i t  out l ined i n  Vatican 11's Const i tu t ion  on the Church i n  the Modern 
!hrld." 
-from t h e  iqinter Issue o f  t h e  J o g . ~ a l  of EoFume_n~o_a~3~_d~e~ (Temple 
u n i v e r s i t y )  Philadelphia,  Pa 19122 USA - Vol. 14, No 11, "The l b o t r i n a l  

Basis Common t o  Chr is t ians  and Muslims and Different  Arcas of Convergenoc 
i n  Action" quoted in S g i r i t a n  - - - - - News, - - No 13 April ,  1978. 




