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This dissertation examines s&atements on economics : .
~ and world development" in the proceedings and reports of
the World Conference: on Church and Society, Geneva 1966 and
< the Fourth Assembly oflthe World Council of Churches\

v /' Uppsala 1968 " The goal is to undgrstand the reports of

; . Geneva and Uppsala in the light of the genesis and struc-
tﬁre of these “two meetings’and to evaluste and critique the
/methods they used to relate economic analyses and conclu-

» ' sions &m themes.ahd statemerits of Christian theology. The
el ' dissertation divides into three sections and each looks _for ,

o changes and continuity between Geneva and: Uppsala. Section

b J ¢

’ * I studies the structure and comprehensiveness of the\é%gn- )
omic,discussions. Section II investigates the theological

positions explicit or implicit in the responses recommended

. ! to Qhristians. Section III considers the methods used in
‘ . . _ , « ( ; . .
. producing reports and drawing conclusions, . e

The thesis concludes that Geneva was historically

/
‘significant as.a cbnsciousness-raising event and that its
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? report 'is a(pastoyél document -exhortifig Christian concern
i X . 2 :

€

for h%Fen-oonaiiions in the countries of’the Southern and

o

P ‘ Eesterggﬁeﬁiepheres, Uppsala, - in spit

of its heavy North
_y ) ) h‘w

Lo omic development possibilities. Ambigui ies in economic ..

e and lack of methodological precision hampered the reports"

ability to argue- and communica%e effectively. .
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. INTRODUCTION

. v e -,
f »

'
. -
LI »

This thesis examines statements and policies con- >

‘cerning economics and "world development" that were form-

ulated at two significant events of the World Councildo}
4 ( ! : ¢
Churches: the World Conference on Church and ‘Society held

at Geneva, Switzerland; July i2&26, 1966 and the Fourth- ) -
Assembly of the WOrld Council held at Uppsala, Sweden.

* July bL-20, 1968 I look for changes that occurred in the’

-way the reports of the two events discpssed the 1ssues and .{ )

try to identify some of the factors that influenced these N

changes. As a gtructural framework for the thesis, my @ .

¢ -task is divided into three sections and in each section I

“. ' discuss and compare the Geneva Conference and the Uppsala

r
4 * ‘
' .
s LY

~ - .-

-

. 1 hroughout thls,th981s I use the words "development, "

- “develoiﬁng. and "developed" in relation t¢ countries and
regions ‘of the'world, In section 2.2.1 (below) I-discuss the
meaning of the term "development“ in greater detail;and there
I"note that 'this meaning shifts throughout World Councll ’

. documents. This change is-often a cause for ambiguity and :
‘misleadfing.igplications and conBequently; it.is important to. «
remembgr that wherever the term is'used its meaning must be- . -
made clear, Unless I indicate ‘otherwise I do not use the '
words '\developed," “developlng or "devel@pment” to imply a.

. qualftative progression-of -any .sort. Rather, I employ the * —°
.most general defihition of "development” as set down by the
economists Meier and Baldwin, "Economic development is a ; C
process whereby an economy's real natienal income  increases e
over a long period of time."™ G. M. Meier and R, E Baldwin,
Economic Development (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., -
1959), p. 2.2 Lo S -
o R 3 : , ’

»
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Assembly. Section I examines the reports of the two events

-

‘\\\\ .and asks how the authors viewed the world economic problems;

*

Section';l-looks at the,responses the authors recommended

- tﬁatgﬁhristians make to.these problems, Section III dis-
'cusses the methods used in produolng.the reports and draw-
ing,conclu81ons. g ‘ |
My overall aim in this thesis is not 81mp1y to ¢

analyse and catalogue material from the Geneva Conference,

:;Q , the Uppsala Assembly and. from the secondary literature
: e - " q
9 ;/) ‘ 'wrltten about them. Rather, I evaluate and crltique the
’ l\ coritent and’ method of the two events and their reports in )

the hope of prov1d1ng directly or 1nd1rectly some direc-

oo A tion for future ecumenlcal dlsou881ons in soclal ethics. . >

. To my knowledge a study of: Geneva and Uppsala that examines

ot , ’

. economio issdes with thls aim in view has not been pre- )

viously undertaken.’

- - -
e . Py

0 1 Hlstorlcal Backggound to the’ WCC o

" ' The World Council of Churches, as’ 1t currently

<

exists, is the product of a union of three international

" - .
RN SN -
P A [ PARAY . J / °

O Christiah movements: Life and Work, Faith and Order, and

%q o . the Internatlonal M1331onary Counc1l. Although the hig-

J “I,

L
‘tory of Protestant ecumenical activ1ty reaches ‘back more

’ than four centuries, one can polht. as does Edward Duff,

to three historical factors that 1nf1uenced the rise of

*
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. and Europe. Such figures as Nathan So¢

these three ﬁe#ementé.z (F) By the end of the,niheteenth
century missionary activity {n‘the'ségtherﬁ.aﬂd Eastern
Hemispheres had Spérkedaff?ieion of international Christian-
ity among Protestant deéominations engaged in mission and
evangelization pregrams. The road towards seeing this o«
vision realized inrélved cooperation amoﬁg these denomina-

tions. Consequently, in 1910 the World Mfsqignary/Ccngress

was staged“in Edinburgh, Scotland, to discuss the forms‘that

this’cooperefion might’take. (2) In 1895 the World Student
Christian Federatlon (abbrev1ated WSCF) was formed as an
attempt on an 1nternat1onal scale to organlze and prepare
Christian youth for the task of" world miSS1on and evangel-
ization. The WSCF therefore had its roots in the Protegtant
missionary act1v1ty and continued to turn out/ieaders and ‘
ideas for thls ecumenical movemeént. (3) Chrlstianisoc1al

movements arose as a late nineteenth centur& reaction

against what was felt to be a/preyailing tendency towards

‘over-privatization of religi;n and neglect of sociii////////i

responsibility among some Protestant Christia the U.S.

Tblom and Walter

~

2For'a historical introductien to four centuries of
Christian ecumenical activity, see R. Rouse and S. C. Neill,

eds., A Histo of the Ecumenical Mgovement, 1517-1948, 2nd
ed. (Philadelphia: The Westminster Press, 1927;. The
following background to FO, LW andYIMC is drawn from

E. Duff, T Social Thought of the World Council of’
Churches‘i%%%don: Longmans, Green and d Co., 19535, pPp. 19-27.

oy

v

{

P



Rauschenbusch were leaders 1n these social movements é/;

thelr activities 1nfluenced the organiZatig;hof various

. v,

»regional American and European Christian church councils
(e.g., the U,S. Federal Council of Churches of—Christ in
1908) Several of these councils met‘iﬁ'l§l9 near the

Qegue as the World Alliance for’ Promoting International
Friendshlp through the Chukches, ‘ ‘

+
&

At Edinburgh in 1910 the World Missionary Congress

focused on “uniti of action"” in mission and eévangelization

“activities and consequently,' the participants agreed ta

b&pass doctrinal differences. The Edinourgh*Conferepce led

to the formation, in 1921, of a permanent~councillfor the’,
\\1\dlscussion of issues related ‘to Christian missiom and )
evangellsm, the Internétloéal Mlssionary Council (abbre-

-

v1ated IMC) .7 ¢

2~

Meanwhlle the -World Alliance fo; Promoting Inter-
natfonal Friendship through the Churches was planning a *
conference to discuds the broader qoestlons of Christian
participation in social activity. This conrerence took.
place'at Stockholm in 1925 as the UniversaI;Chrietlan Con=-
ference on Life and Work and here.wes born the Life and

‘Work movemeht (abbreviated Lw) Life and Work retained the

focus on "unity of action" from the Edlnburgh Conference

"and continued to stay away from questions concerning
! ~
doctrinal differences among the churches. However, Bishop

¥

Charles H. Brent of the Philxpplnes was unhappy about

~




Edinburgh's reluhxance to discuss doctrinal issueg.

thus initiated efforts 1o call ﬁogether "all Chri tians who
confess Lord Jesus Christ as God and Saviour” to a\confer-
ence that would examine questions concerning the fait ;apd‘
constitution of‘the Church: In 1927-the first World Con-

®
‘ ference on Falth and Order was staged at Lausanne and here

‘the Fa;th and Order movement (abbreviated FP0) was born.
Both Faith and Order and Life and Work held a second
conference in 1937 (Faith and Order s.at Edinburgh and Life
and WOrk s at Oxford). By thls time both movements had
‘realized that the questions of hristian s001al responsi-
bility and Ch;istian theology and ecclesiology could not be
. discussed in isolation. So, in 1938 a meetiag %etween the
'}yo was held inhUtrecht and. here p}ans were drafted for the
two grouﬁs to merge into a single World Council, After a
delay necessitated by the outbreak of World War'II. the
World-Council was officially gonstituted in Amster&am in
1948 at the First Assembly of the World Council of Churches
(abbrev1ated wee), Withlh the new Council the two original
movements retained their respective areas of concern as the
Commission® for Faith and Order and the Department of Church

.and Society;3 Apart ¥rom the  four subsequent World Council '

Assemblies (at @&anston 1954, New Delhi 1961, UppeaIa 1968 -
; ' g , ;

and Nairobi 1975) each group has continued to sfage itsfbwn

i

.
v

~ *

" 3Ibid., pp. 28-40.-
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meetings and conferences (Faith and_ Ordeqli at Lund'l952,
Montreal 1963 and” Louvain 1971 and Church and Society s at ’ ‘
Geneva 1966). b - ' "

-‘\whlle\these two groups were developing structures of
c00perat;on the International Missionary Qoqncil continued
to hold conferences® at 'Jerusalem 1928, Madras 1938, Whitby

-

1947, Willingen'1952 and Ghana 1957. % While the IMC main-

tained_indlrect contacts with FO and LW, it was not untll

19#8 at’' the First WCC Assembly that direct collaboration
‘began. 'Section IV of the Amsterdam Asgembly, "The Church
‘ and International Disorder" was the work -of the newly

formed WCC Comm1ss1on of the Churches on Internatlonal

Affairs (abbreviated CCIA), the joint efforts of the WCC

and the IMC':6 In 1957 at the Chana Conference plans were .

laid for the IMC to merge with the WCC and in 1961 at fhe

New Delhi Assembly the merger became officiall’

0.2 Background to_the Social Thought of the WCC -

Since this thesis will be concerned with economic

matters and the Geneva Conference. a brief introduction is .

“

e

. uR McAfee froWn, The Ecumenical Revol tion (Garden
City, New York: Anchor-Image Book, Doubleday & Cqmpany.
Inc.,, 1969), pp. 416-17.

5Tbid.
6

Duff, p. 28,

7Brown, PP, u16-173
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"1n ordern regardlng ‘the issues that have commanded the atten- ¥

tlon of the Life ﬁnd Work arm of the World Council since

1 25, . Lo

The theme of the/Unlversal Christian Conference on
3

Llfe and Work at Stockholm, 1925, was/"The Church's

Regponsibility for the Total Llfg of Mankind. 8 The Con-

ference sought to emphasize Chrlstlan social responsibllity “

as a corrective for a growing trend towards pious indivi-
dualism; the participanti‘foched on'qﬁestﬂons concerning
the nature of 3001a1arespon81b111ty in theg llght of
Chrlstlan faith in the "Klngdom of God.% A debate arose as

to whether the immanence (Rauschenbusch) or transcendence

_(Barth)-of,God's kingdom should provide/the foundation for'

Christian social action,- The Conference soon discovered

[

that it lackéd the time and resources té properly inves-
tigate the theologlcal bases for social ethlcal state~-
ments.9 The Conf!rence concluded by: . (1) emphasizing the

state as guarantor of the social order. (2) affirminé that

- the appllcatlon of~Ghristian ideals and pr1nc1ples must be

f-rf

left up to 'individual consc;ences? and (3) realizing that

' far more attention would have to be paid to the tneoiog;cal

8Duff, po 280 . ' . )

a

9A. Dumas, "Evolution in the Social Ethic of  the
Ecumenical Council Since 1965\ in Thq Manipulated Man, .
Concilium no, 65, ed., F. . Bdcklp (N w;%ork: Herder and

~Herder, 1971), pp. 109-110.

»
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‘,'a' o At. the Oxfbrd Conference onuChurch, Community and

A

.

domlnant methodology up to' the 19#8 Assembly and beyond,

questions behlnd soclal issues.l? . I
&

State 1n L93? the partic1pants explored various wavs of .

haw to relate -Christian’ theology to socialéethics..~Three

positions were put forward. gil) A group .from the

'Stockholm Conference -affirmed that biblically rived

p;;nciples and ideals must inform the decisions o

*1ndiv1dual~Chrlst1an consciences. (2) Karl Barth and

v

Emlf‘Brunner challenged the view that rules and programmes

could govern authentlc’Chrlstlan activ1ty and proposed .

-

instead an ethic of 1nsp1ratlonabasedfupon\tne 1ndividual's
' ) . T
« existential response to éod's‘call. j(BI

provided a third alternative an ethic of justice defived

-

from the commandment to love. Ji H. 01dham introducedv%he

concept of "mxddle axioms" as guldellnes that twould

" -operate w1th1n Temple 8. aiternatlve to mediate between the -
>

ultimate. Chrlstian notrms and the prOX1mate sltuatlons.
Adlthough the Conference could not resolve the debate among
fhe three'aitérnatives the third prevailed, as‘fhe Council's
11

'u At the first WorldsCouncil Assembly at Amsterdam in .

L

- 10p, Bock, In Search of a Responsible Societ
Philadel hia: The Westminster Press, 1974), .p. 33i '
) %
Duff p.*31; P, Abrecht, "Th® Social Thinking of the -

wOrld Council of Churches," Ecumenlcal Review 17 (1965):
2he-LlLy 7

OO |

Abrecht, pp. 244-46; Beck, pp. 36-38..
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. 1,.that~no soclal order could be 1d?ntified with the Kingdom

" attempt to describe a social order based on a Christian

' on the "apartheid", policy in South Africa, the Korean war,

brgught the Councll into close touch with the people‘ ,
liv1ng through many of these crises.lzl ‘ i,.
) * At thé Second Assembly ln Evanston, U.S.A., in 1954 ‘ﬁA
the Council bedame éwareaof the Christian churches emerg- ) %§'
‘,‘ihg in Africa, Asia ahd‘Latin'America'end begah to appre- .?%
ciate the difficulties of drafting stetemehts and policies i%

1948 the eagt-west communism¥capitelism debate prevailed

through the discussionSa The participants stressed that

neither polltical-economic system could be absolutized and
of.God: Thegtheme "The Responsible Society" emerged as an -

philosophy of man., This soc1e§y would seek to maintaln a

balance of fteedpm,’ justice and order. . In theyyeers ¢

following Amsterdam the international crises surrounding ‘f
. the "cold war" ahd the rise of n w. nations presented the

«

WCC with a real test of its: abll ty to reason through

social ethlcal 1ssues.\ ‘The Counc;l.made publlc statements‘

the ‘beginning of the nuclear'érms-race, the\yerlin block-
ade, Soviet activity in Eastern Europe and the establish-
ment of a pegple's republic in China. In addition the

refﬁgee aid programs of the various agencies of the WCCu

]
-
a0 LE

voon '
A ) '

2Bock, pp. bl-42; Duff, pp. 117-18, 4o-5k.
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1 that would adequately represent éhelr perspec%i?es lp 3The,
% _ | ' Central Comélttee realized that much background lnforma- : \
; q tion was needed on the sqgial, polltical and economic
detaiae'surroundiﬁgxgge\living conditions of peoples in ?he
Southern and Eastern Hemispheres and so they authorized the s
‘Department of Church and Society to begin a Study on Rapid :
Social Change. After six years and an Inte:national .t

Ecumenical Study Conference in Thessalonica, Greece} in

"1959 the Study concludFd that new polltical and soc1al sys-
tems were needed to take the place of older colonial sys-

o
1

- : »

4/f—\\\‘\_‘ tems that were breaklng down and that these new systems .
!
|
{
§
!
]

/

,/'

would have to support 31gnif1cant soc1al, economlc and
pglltical changes, ’The report focused on the blases and
limitations’ of exidting wdrld‘etrﬁétefes that hindered
these changes.lu o §bl‘\‘ . )
‘By 1961 and the  Third Assembly at New Delhl. “the WCCv

O

had accepted twenty-three new member churches. most of
e =~ * ‘ -
3 . these from the South and the East. The IMC, which pre- -

viously had been the main. point of contact between the WCC

and the yeunger churches, merged with the WCC with the

45 *
. result that the 1961 Assemdly occasioned the Council's

£irst exposure to the growing polarity between the

"advaneed industrial nations" and ihe Jthird,world" nation@.'\

s ;3Bock. p.”42; bpff. PP. 59-60, ’ ’ i /

¢ luBOCk. pp- }4'3"4)""- Vi o ) &

s . : B

L ]

’

, .
i
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, The addition of the Ruésian. Roumanien. Bulgarian\%na
Polish Orthodox Churches to the membership roles served to
///§;\i6gical persﬂ?ctgkes;A

within the WOrld Council and the preseqce of Roman Gathéiic“

“further broeden “the variety Bf 't

A,
observers at the Assembly marked the beginning of a program

of cog;eration between the WCC (especially the Commission,
forqii}th and Order) and the RCC; a’proéram that would
significéntiyfincrease the opportunities for mutual / p -
1nf1uence.15 - ’ ’ 7 . / o

At New Delh; th representatives of the new,geo-
graphlcal and theolog1 al perspec%ives could not* come to

" any agreement - on the t eological foundatlons for gfocial

~ethics and consequently, the tradltlonal North Atlantic
ecumenical p081tions revailed through the dlscu331ons.
thereby preventing the Assembly from adequately deallng

with the problems that faced two-thirds of the world.l6 '

. The Centnal Committee'recogq}zed this problem and author-
ized ,the Department .of Church and Society to erganize the
Geneva Coriference. Unlike’ the Rapid Social Change‘Stﬁdy

4

and the Thessalonica Cpnference. Geneva was a World Con-

ference on the scale of an Assembly in ‘which experts in

t .
-

)

15Ibld.. p. 453 Dumas, pe 111 V, T, Istavridis, .
"The Orthodox Churches in the Ecumenical Movement 1948«

1968," in The Ecumenical Advance, A History of the

Ecumenica;ﬁ Movement, vol, 2, lQEé-lQEB. ed., H. E, Fey

(PhiladelpRiat The Westminster Press,- 1970), p. 305.
l6Dumas. p. 111. . - o ]

b
(]
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theology from the four co ers\of the orld gathered in {

=2

a puﬁilc forum 1n dn attempt to formulate Some guidelines

for Christian social ethical thought and actipn.;

\ Geneva

~

conperned Wlth the issues raised at Geneva-and for the
first timel

Atlantic ¢

the North- outh debate between “the wealthy. North

untries and the poorer Sbu?iegn and Eastern

Hemisphere countries| took precedence over the communism-

cgpitalismﬁdebate.l7 .

’v

Geneva gave rfise to three further events.

1968 at Zagur\ekb near Moscow the WCC Depar tlents of Faith

_and Order and Church and Society held a cohsultation on

ecumenipal social ethical method. The following month the

Vatican Commission Justice and Peace and the WCC JOintly

-

formed an exploratory Committee on Sbc1ety. Development and

Peace (abbreviated SODEPAX) and staged\a Conference on

,- World ?neperation for Development in Beirut _Lebanon. .And

in: 1965 Paul Ramsey published Who Speaksy-for the Church°

\

(]

-

.
% °

7
-

17 Ipid., pp. 111-124 Bock, pp. 46-7.
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as a crltique of thewGeneva Conference 8 method.18

In the ?
o light of these three factors the \ourth WCC Aseembly at
Uppsala 1n July, 1968 accepted the Genevsg report and com=- h
mended it to the Council's member churches, 7 However, v o ‘
Aﬁppsala's pwn section reports contained subtle changes in |
perspective and method. changes that marked a further step

N 4 1 Y

Kz along t the~course that had been~charted by Geneva,

-

I have chosen to examlne “the Geneva Conference -and .

|

the Uppsala Assembly because together they represent sig- : v‘ )
Ve . ‘

|

,niflcant fmoments in WCC SOClal thought. They begin\an

ecumehical social ethic that is truly ‘global in sqope and

\ ‘I

provide a’ forum within which maadr methodologlcal.quest10n§

have been raised. explored and de ated. The analysis that y

. follows is both an attempt g% understand and appreclate .
a - -
the two events within fhElrrhlStprl al contexts ' and to
[ . . - .
/ point to areasjhere changes and imp oveients in the «con-

.|
text ahd metho of WCC social thought\ might better serve. _ ‘
the continued efforts of the World Gou cil. : | 1

s, ,/' 3

. Abingdon Press, 1967) (hereafter cited as Ramsey). \
. \_ \\\ . A

18P. Ramsey, Who S eaks For_ the Chu hq (Nashville:, . ff 1
2 T
i

- 19Bock,'pp.‘48-49.
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. CHAPTER 1 U
o N -I ' ' A ‘ N '. ) ’ / -
.. GENEVA:. ECONOMJC GRONTH IN "ABVANCED" AND '
| "DENELOPING" COUNTRIES

i . N . [3
N ’ )
€

l 0 Intrgductlon S ’ S .
N . .

"

r The World Conference‘gn Church and Soq1ety at Geneva.

1966- was an effort on the part of lay Chrlstlan ‘experts in
< g - ’,

economles, politics, and’ the 3001g1 sc1ences “to address con-

temporary wbrld pfoblems fbeh a technical perSﬁec;ive-énd to

- present a report to the World Council of Churches simmariz-

»

ing their assessments and conclusidns. This chapter

examines the worﬁd-econbmic’pfoblems as: they were summar-

ized.in'the'Conferencé'S’répoft Géneva, 1966. The effort

wfllibe to: (1) present the 1mporfhnt in51ghts and contri-

Y

butions of Geneva, 1966 on econgmic matggrsJ (2) crithge

Geneva, 1966 s assessment by %Eentlﬂying°the report’ s

1mpliclt responses to the follow1ng three questions:
(1) What are the-possibilities for effectlng
‘ solutions? - - ‘
(2) ‘Who are the responslble agents? (i.e. who «
can' solve the problems?),
_(3) .What is the mode of solution? (e.g. reason-
th able discourse, natural évolution, revolu-
'tion)o N L . N ) e

L8 -

(3) Draw some ‘conclusions regarding ahbiguities, metho&-‘

o%ogicel problems,.theelogiEalﬁand ethical‘implications.




There will be no attempt here to enter into the

<
]

. ) ‘ I >
debate among the proponents of the -various economic the-

or;es of dev:iopment. The attempt will® be rather to iden-

- -~

tify the various alternative positions in the debate, to »
b u
reveal what 'is at-stake in each, to clarlfy the ethYTeal '

1mp11catlons of the various positions. and to sugg&st ways .‘§~;

T~y

in whlch the Geneva Conference might have more clearly dis-
r \ .

dussed the 1ssues asjtheologlcal and ethical\ggcsglons. -

N . T
~ B . et

1.1 Thé Insights and Contributions of "Geneva, 1966"

.
) . ! o . ! ”
]

-
“

'l}l.if Economic Growth'
. : W
One of the four section reports pf,Genegg;,1966 was

devoted entirely to economic questions, The focus of
Section I "Economic Develogment in a WOrld Perspectlve” was

the issue of ' qconomlc growth" or economlc developmentn\\\‘\

The two terms “growth” and "development” were used inter-"

changeably tﬁrouéhout the report to refer to the overall

increase of wealth accrued to a nation or region as the

result of_increasing technology and/o; earning capabil-
ties) ' "Growth" was ' generally ased in reference to

2

A .
countries that have already achieved some measure of LN

ec%ndmic advancement, anq:"deveiopment" was often used in.

3

‘discussing countries or regions that have yet to achieve

a North American or Western~Eurogpan level of overall ﬁér

. - U
’ Ca o "

' ‘ \

[ TP
y D T A Lﬂ.f, e
{; R ..‘v,l ,;-' ,.,.,,

R




1 3’ -

‘capita wealth,’ ' _ . -
'In general, economic growth was understood to be

'

desirable. N

&3

Economic growth means increéase of income. in termg/df ?

goods and services, more freedom from t011 and drudg-
ery, and continually expanding ogportun for men
to use their skills in new ways., A

e

ﬁoWever. it was clearlyAundeﬁifgpd/%hat this'érqwtﬁ ig
neither inevitable nor w;zh/ﬁt ixs destructlve 31de effects.
The tendencies jtoward preoccupation with materlal wealth and
;enslavemgnt to the economy were recognized as two of the

3

pitfalls along the road to g;owth. In discussing the
"advanced countries,” the authors were more careful in
~differentiating between econgmic growth and the various

\JLother elePents required infeffecting overall human well-
being. Without such other objectives as full employment,
distribution of ipcome,,price s&aﬁility. balance of payments

equilibrium, freedom of-pepsonalAcﬁoice. improvement in the

— 1w°r1d Conference on Chufch and Society, Geneva, 1966,

Chrlstlans in the Technical and Social Revolutions of our -

*+» Time, World Conference on Church and Society, Geneva, July

) 12-26. 1966, Official Report, with a Description of the Con-
ference by M. M. Thomas and Paul Abrecht (Geneva: WCC. -

1967), 55/1I, 66/45, 6, 7 (hereafter cited as Geneva, 1966).
Throughout this thesis, documents whose paragraphs are

numbered will be cited in the following way. Both the page
number and the paragraph: number will be noted and the two

numbers will be separated by an obligue stroke, % Geneva,
1966, page 55, paragraph 1l is notated Geneva, 196 55/11,

!

21bid.., 53/b. R

Omia., 53/4, 137/71, k6. “ v
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quality of life, dand a limitatjon of the insecurity and

violence that often accompanies rapid economic change.'the

PN U

4 o phenomenoﬁ\of growth itself cannot be an accurate measure

Yo of a healthy economy.u .However, throughout the report 1t

: was assumed that a growing or developing economy was the

‘necessary cdgyext\within which the various elements requfred

for human well-being were secured. In treating "developing

3 L countries” it was assumed that economic development was the
¥ : . oo Do L '
¥ : key means in ach1ev1ng'better living ®onditions .for people.

S ’ Economic development is essentlally a process of change
3 whose fundamental aim is to improve the living cén-
, ditiogs of all the people in a country. Such chdnge is
~ brougitt “about by measures.to increase productivity,
Tl S usually through increased investment, sustained over a
. period of time, From the Christian viewpoint this

\\ . change is part of the effort to create a truly just
social order

It should be noted that a major assumption.underlies this

particular perspective on economic growth., The assumption

is that economic growth is neceséary but not sufficient for
. securing human Well-being. I will argue (see 1.2 below)

. - that it ig not a unanimous consensus among economists -that

a econeﬁic growth is .one such necessity. The debate among
" ' " . "growth" and "no-growth" ecgnomiste will be discussed'in
the section which considers the'question of "possible solu-

tions,” but let me observe at this point that the authors of

L “Ibid., 55/11, o -

" S1bid., 66/45.
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.Gengfa, 1966 have taken a stand on economic growth; a stand
that will tend to preclude consideration of certain alter-

natives in the economic analysis.

<
T

1,1.2 The “Human" as Criterion® = . L
. Economic growth and development is discussed through-.

_eput the report in the wider context of a concern for a world
whoge referent is man. Technology and economic advancement
are to be welcomed "as a gift from God" and must be made "to
.serve human purposes. The human must gserve as the cri-

° terion for assessing the means and effects of economlc
growth, and economic development must be seen as a part of
man's .efforts to.creafe a "truly just social order." Tech-
-nologlcal progress finds its value only lnasmuch as it
serves to eradicate human want and mlsery from the face of
the earth 6

Thig wider context of concern serves to situate ,
.correctly world economic problems as ethical and theological
concerns, Furthermore, there is a deliberate effort on the

part.of the authors of Geneva. 1966 t¥ welcome the advances

: of‘technology and economics and to regard them as God's
gifts. .In this regard Edward Duff has drawn attention to
'the‘simllarities between the documents of the Second Vatican

Counc11, particularly Gaudium et spes, and Geneva, 1966 He

.

6bia., s2/1, 53/3_.' 66/45, 80/101, 137/71.

!.
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ractivity.

1.1.3 Growth and Economic Systems

. economy, and socialist centrally pla

' . —'19 -

points to Gaudium et spes, no. 64, To show that in ghé

i

Vatican II document technology is a\rightfui locus of human

7

activity. In fact, there is a two-fold parallel between

Geneva, 1966 and Gaudium et spes. -Both documents affirm

that the Christian's legitimate concérn is human activity"

. in the world and both espouse the human as the norm of man's

8 Tnis thedlogical perspective precludes'any‘

.overly personalized Christian éthio which does not admit

that economic, political and social issues are also

religious issues. In other words, the authors of Geneva,

s~

L ‘ S
1966 regognized at the outset that when and where human ‘

well-being is at stake economic issues are ethical and

theological issues, -

kY

The authors 6f Geneva, 1966 succeeded in quickly pré-

B} 't e » -
clwding any uncritical identification of Christianity with

any one particulaq“economic‘model. All three alternative

—~

economic syétgms'(free market, welfaz: state with mixed

ed economy) were found

to be compatible with Christian faith And capable .of

’

|

- 7E. Duff, "The Common Christian Concern,"” ih Tech«
nology and Social Justice, ed. R, H, Pregtop (Valley Forge:
Judson Press, 1971), pp. 65-6 (hereafter this volume of
collected essays will be cited as Preston). -

8Vatiéan II, Gaudium et spes, in Vatiéan Council fI.
d. A, Flannery (C
1

975), nos. 2, 3, 12, .35. ..ﬁ
/ . .

.
. d
AY . s 0
. . ‘e

3 2 I

N

ollegeville, Minn.: The Liturgical Press,

»
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accommodating rapid e2onomic growth and a wide distribution

of income. All three were seen as means to an ‘end rather

than ends in themselves and all three must have man as the

-

- 'ultimate'referent and criterion for ecceptability.9 The

% .
effect of this conclusion was: (1) to defuse the debate

1

‘between the‘Eestern communist cbuntrieé and the Western

>

capitalist countriee (discouraging the identificatiqon of
[ ] 3 ¢

socialist and Marxist theories with some diabolical
oppenent to Christianity), and (2) to refocus attention on:
\V the 31gn1f1cant1y more important gap between the wealthy
+ + North Atlantic countrles and the "third world" countrles,
; largely characterized by poverty. As Samuel Parmar pqlnts
L out, the Geneva €onference was the first occasion-for an
ecumenical conference tg escape from under the heavy limit-.
atlonsdof a Western theological and’ec om1c perspective.
\\\\\\\\The variegated. group assembled at Geneva succeeded by
. and large in posing the problems of the 'third world' -
. as seen, experienced and understood by them and not '
as these might appear to people from i{mexternal
‘ vantage point. We see development not ‘wmerely as
increased production through a process that generates
larger resources_but a struggle for .economic equality,
' ’ new property relations and the elimination of exploit-
/ 4 ation nationally and internationally.l0
The fact that one of the three sub-sections of the first

Section report was devoted entirely to aspects of economic

Vo
H

.

-+ 9géneva; 1966, 57/15 ff., 58/_18.
104 '

\ $. L. Parmar, "Réflections of a Lay Economist
2 ..\ From a Developing COuFtry," in Preston, pp. 127 8. § -

‘ .
- 1]
) . . > 4 {
. . .
~ - ~ - . . .
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development as it relates to developing countries bears wit-.

ness to new .found concern fer countries in the Southern ,

“

Hemisphere.
N André Dumas attributes this new emphasis to the pres -
sence of representetives from Latfn America at the Geneva ‘ '

] .
-~ '

Conference. He suggests that Europe. North America, Africa, -

Asia and Oceania were too busy wading through the complexi-
ties of their own,pértlcular problems to gain any sense of
~«perspect1ve. It took Latln Amerlca to 1dent1fy the con-

quest of poverty and sufferlng w1th God's activity in Jesus

PR RS

Chri-st.11 The result was an dppoftunity for Christians to

take a. second look at world economic relations and to break

‘A

JURp———L

. out of an outmoded capitalism-communism ‘'economic debate.

b
\ v

(It 1s lnterestlng to note that most of the issues dls-
cussed'at Geneva had %een dlscussed in greater depth in

secular economic cxrcles from as early as the beginnlng of
{
the 1950 8, As Samuel Parmar points out, we must not for-

.get that we are latecomers to the development scene).12

1.1.4 The "Advanced" Countries

Since the "advanced" countries have already achieved
Q

¢
&

\ et Ly E -

Dumas, pp. 112—13.‘

12Parmar, p. 128.
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a certain potential for providing the material conditions

required for Human well-being, the discussions relating to-

" advanced countries focused on issues whose impiicﬁtions and

effects mili?gzg/agaiﬁst the realization of this poteﬁtialm

T - B
I have grouped these issues into three general categoriies,

~

"1,1.4,1. Consumption ‘ .
‘The authors dfé;enefh. 1966 recognized that with

“

- high naf;onal income comes economic power and the_ethical

choice as to how to spénd this income wisely. They, con-
sidered it a consensus among economists that expenditure of
this income on arms was not necessary to sustain the econ-
omy. The authors wer; aware that-the mode of consumption
is a collective decision invoiving both those in power and
private consumers, and that there ‘is therefore a'religiods
énd an ethical imperative forrﬁll to consider the needs of
the:poor and the developing coﬁntriés in\g:ciding4hqy to
consume.l3 \ 4
. 1.1.4,2 Distripution , ' /

I have included in the general phenomenon of dis-
tributign sﬁch'things as inflation, unemploymgpt, waéte.

incomg-level-disparity and welfare, ‘Distribution was

viewed generally.as the prob;gﬁ/bf getting existing wealth

An goods, éervices aﬁd income opportunities to the who%f,

population in such a fasni:é that gn adequate life style

.

-
[L Y

IBG;;eva, 1966, 59-60/23
-\
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is méde possiﬁle for all,

jl

»
&
-

Inflation was considered a dis-

tribution problem:in the temporal sense since current

privileged groups are benefitting at the’ expénse of otnzfg :

in future decades. ‘The authors of Geneva; 1966 seemed to

feel that the key'to solving the distribution problems lies

I

in the rightﬂincohe and price policies and that this must

'be mainly a concern for governments.

14

A

1.1.4.3 Working and Li?ihg Conditions

L

Working and living conditions include such things as

the interaction between workers' and employers' organiza-

.

tions, working conditions and job satisfaction, problems

r

' created by automation, thé sociological effects of tech-

nological change, and the social stresses of urban and

affluent societies. The focus throughout Geneva, 1966 was '

on collective cooperation towards the general welfare of

all, concern fof the.worker as an individual, participation

in decision-making, and encouraging a sense of mutual :
' . [\ .

y.l5 The authors discussed briefly the prob-

[

lems that might be involyed in transf%rring industries from

‘ @

'deveioped countries to developing regions.

They felt that

the whole community, including iﬁdividuals involved in . |

their respective industries, governments and social and

labour organizations would have t0 cooperate

4 1pid., 60-2/27-32.

151bid., 62-4/34, 38-40, 65/bk.. .

!

v

to confront

.
—
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l'q‘, these problems.. The churches are challenged-to help in

creating the sense of mutual responsibility needed for this

combined effort.‘l6 . ' £

There is an awareness in this section th;t social %pd
ethical values and a pervading sense of "hyper-
acquisitiveness" might be the human‘eleﬁenté in the economic
and sozial phenomeng related to working and lijing con-
ditions i; affluent societies. But it is not clear whether

the authors consider these as underlyihg dauses or as

effects of socio-economic conditions.l7

1.1.5 "Develoﬁing“‘Countries

—
v

The economic¢ problems discussed in relation to.
. "developing; countries were problems encountered in the
mobilization of technological, industrial, agricuptural,

economic, soclal and political factors towards increased

N

rated economic growth and development., .The issues were
grouped under three generai/headings.

l1.1.5.1 Motivations

The authors of Geneva, 1966 recognized that.a people's
_will to accept chanée.‘;heir desire to share in sacrifices,
their prévailing attitudes toward work and material posses-

&

" sions, tribal or class }oyalties.‘and'excessive nationalism

-

61vid., 6u4/39-k0, 65/uh,

. ibia), 6sme, e, T

[
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were ma jor factors in securing a pattern of economic :

[ Qe s tuain 37 50

e Sk 3
<

development, For the %‘irs.t time the report focused directly *

on the human cognitive structures that are required before

development towards conditions "of human well-being -could

proceed. Here the Christian concern for the needs of man

and the biblical, record of man"s responses to God's“call for

social change are seen as essential contributing elements in

. .
g o R L L I N o it o
. B

the formation o!“the attltudes, bellefs and motivations
required for the development of just social condltions.]'?
1l.1.5.2 Resources

The authors of Geneva 1966 focuSed on both physical

-and human resources and considered the indigenous structures

which inhibit the development of these resources. In
' e

developlng physical resdurces they saw that patterns of

land holdlrig. habits in consumption, sa;ings and dlstrlbu-
tion of capital and attitudes towards industrial labour con-
ditixons.;;revail,ed as obstacles to development.19,~ The ques- .
tion as to whether to mechanize or to promote "labour-
intensive" manufacturing presented an apparent impasse in

the efforts to balance the utilization of both human and

physical resources., Only‘ highly mechanized industries can
produce goods at a low .enough' cost per unit to compete on
. world. markets, but mechanization of iﬁduétry'leaves high .

/

181p34., 66-7/48-50. - ~

191p1d., 68/52, 69/58, 70/59-60.
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_percentages’ of the population_une'mployed. 'I;he alternative,
highly "labour-intensive" operations, utiliip laréer per- .
centages of the labour force but yield goods ‘whose selling
prices are too high to be ‘competitive., And combinations of -
mechanized and "labour-infehsive” industries in single

. . R .. 3
countries or regions result in considerable disparity ’\

~tribufion of capital.?? An increase 'in the amount of

foreign aid. was recggnized as a necessary contribution to
the problem of -capital availability although there was no

attempt to explore how this capital might be used to simul-

taneously develop human and physical resources.21

N L3

The problem of buman resources was viewed as a prob- "

" lem of education, overbopulati’é’n, u;‘banization and the

imbalance of population concentration. It was ‘considered

-

throughout that an increase in communication and educdation
could effect certiin solutions to the problems of human
resource development and that the responsibility rests in

¢ .
the hands of the d’eveloping countries themselves.22

. l 1.5.3 Institutions -

3

The conference members considered natjional and 1nter-

%
‘national economic structures to be inhibiting elements in

N I

207p14, , 68-9/53-6.

v
4

f %

' & L Ibid. ) 70-4/82-78.
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the development of poor countries., International patterns
of land ownership, inif§rnational economic and trade
'policies, national and international agreements for price

and quota stabilization, and lack of general economic inte-

(Y

gration within a nation were recognized as‘ phenomena that '

1

often m%ii?ate against the economic and industrial growth
of nations. "It was generally considered that a growth in
international awareness and the mobilization of polltlcal
will to legislate internationally the appropriate correct-

ive measures would secure acceptable alterations to these

+

. intérnational struc;'tures.23 Thexe was no awarehess among
} . » -
the pages of G eneVa, 1966 that perhaps the perpetuation of
. these structures mlght be deeply rooted in the very life- .

N

style and self-understanding of -the people of developed
~

countries and that they are built into the’ very structures
— . i

of contemporary economic analysis, These perspectives were

presented in the preparatory volume, Econbmic Growth in -

World Perspectlve, but they did not find their way into

the report Gereva, 1966, 2k ' .

1.1.6 World Ecopémic Relations ) y T

- '

- ~ The authors of Geneva, 1266“di§éussed the issue of

-

231bid., 76+7/88-91, 79/96.

. s . N A
th. Theobald, "New Possibilities in Modern Technol-

ogy," in Economic Growth in World Perspective, ed, D. Munby L
"~ (New ¥ork: Association Press, 1966), pp. 161-2. (hereafter '
. > this volume of collected essays will be cited as Munby).’

o=
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world economic relations in the contexf of an optimistic

-view of techno}ogical possibility. "Technological progress

gives mankind the possibility of eradicating want and

misery frqm the face of the earth.” The problem ag viewed

by the authors. was that there exists inequalities between

Q

rich and poor countries and that. grbwth of responsibility,

¢

14

. economic cooperation now have a "moral imperative in order

. transcendence of a ”limited gself-interest” and 1nternational

that these inequalities can be eradicated. 25 The elements

in this situation of inequality were described as four-fold:

V
s

" (1)
(2)

" (3)

&

I
-

)

High productiv1ty and its effécts in advanced °

countriqgi.1 .

Poverty ahd economic dependence of non- . .

industrialized countries.

The difference in power and independent

decision-making capabilities between the

two and thée resulting dominance/dependeQQe P

situation., '

The, failure Zo devise structures which .-

facilitate ragid economic and social .

deyelopment o\ , '
.Y g

The solution was envisioned. as aﬂ""impositioni' ‘of "supi‘a’- s ',

nationa; approacheS" upon national efforts Such that:

£33

(1) a new trade balance -is found, (2) resources of develop=

"~

ing countries are utiliaed. (3) aid pOliCleS assist capital

L flow.

'ture, education,.trade ahd services are developed, N

(4) developing countries industrialize,’ (5) agricul-

| . -
(6) world economic and trade patierns are restructured, and'

} 4

-
. . \

o

i T ‘ .(\\ ;
. ’ v S .
25Genevg, 1266 80/101. . ™ : T} B .-
261bid., 80-1/102 S B
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(7 developing countries gain gréater political power. and‘

o

influence, The principle bottlenecks tb this solution

T
J ~ scheme were sé/\\as the ”trade,gap:\ﬁtge\p\\r bargaining

L)
4 S

| ) I . power of developing countrie in internationil markets),

L . / ’ the'ueo-coi;nial attitude/df developed co tries (thé view

@ : . that developing nations are simply suppliers of ‘raw

o

materials and markets for finished goods), the poor qualrty

of 1nternatlona1 ald (tied aid and bilateral aid rather

than unliitiﬁal or internationvp ‘aid), the ‘inefficient use

:
b L ‘ of aid by corrupt local governmenys and institutions, and

7

the lack of continuity in education/training programs
~ 1

following technical assistance.27
- , N .
} ~ The solutions were. generally seen to involve the

sending of aid, international legislation, a commor world

'? _ 4 goal and plan, education, and the acceptance of *temporary
- \ 4

. dislocation"” and "possible suffering" for groups in

. ¢ N Y

developed countries. The churches are therefore exhorted

) ‘ " to present an ethlc of altruism and justice 'which would

. < make 1nte11155ple this dislocation and possible suffer1ng.28
! <
. ' Such a picture might lead one to ask why solutions

-
.

such as these had not been already attempted There is a

s

S lack of w 1llingness throughout Geneva, 1966 to carefully

. ’\ o examine the.effects of“such a "fundamental restrueturing of

L

/k . ! .
271pid., 81-2/103-4, 106-9, 84/113, 137-8/71a, 7lc,
?71e. ' . , T

281vid., 84-5/119, 86/12k.
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the world economy" and{ the authors were relyctant to con-
sider that perhaps the current international p011t1c1ans ‘
were not 51mply selfish, ignorant or unlnterested in the
plight of developing countries. The next séction of this
chapter assembles the underlying assumptions, unasked ques-
tlons and unexplored possibilities of Geneva, 1966. I |
attémpt to reveal the p0851ble alternatives and the ethical
implications .which were left unexplored or were preWRuded

by G¥neva, 1966,

”

1.2 Critiqud of'Gehe!éJ 1966 's” Assessment

1.2.1 The Possibilities For Effecting Solutions

e

_— The question concerning the poésibilitieskfor effect-
P : . . ) .
ing solutions to worlq economic problems .is one which asks

"do we -have the knowledge and the tools to solve the prob-

. lems?” and "what are the costs?" The range of possible

-

responses to thése questions can be mssembled in the follow-

ing fashion:’ . . . r/

(1) The problems are soluble and the solution is ‘to
the economic advantage of all, .

(2) The problems| are soluble with temporary moderate
hardships. * '

(3) The-problems are soluble w1th per?anentympgerate

. " hardshipss :

(4)- The problems are soluble with much temfporary *
human suffering.

(5). The problems are soluble only with a permanent

) reversal of the roles of developlng and advanced

. countries.’

{6) The problems are insoluble because of lack of

knowledge or’ techniques.

¢ . . -

~

el x

:Th;;point of the issue here is that if there is a serious

1
1

£

A
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possibilify that alternatives (5) or (6) might be true, then
the whole ethical character of the question becomes changed.
It is one thing to ask (as did Gene;raI 1266) that a North'l
Anerican child forsake his or her electric toothbrush so a
Latin American child could eat.29 It is quite another to
‘ask the two children permanently to change places or to
implement programs that might reenlt in both of then
starving. ",

. Geneva, 1966, for the m°§t part, viewed the possiole“;.

lutions as alternatives (1) or (2), The probleno of econ-
omic growth were considered solnble "..: through sustained -
research and the energetic pursuit of material progress, »30
Tt was acknowle‘ged that the pitfalls along e:e rdad to “
growth (the loss of real values, damage to personalities,
enslavement to economic pvocesses) could be met by the “
churches' actions to "... awaken the conscience of "those who
are working in and for the economy."31 The decisions as to

",
how to consuiie wisely in advanced countries were considered

.

real ethical decisions that can move the direction of

society towards a more even world distribution of wealth,

andg:ﬁe churches were exhorted to help influence these

gfpi ions, Governments' income and price policies were

.

291pid., 191/10
3°Ibid.. 53/b.

311bid..,5§/6a7.
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considered capable of 7£fecting solutions to the problems

of inflation, distribution and'weifafe and  the human hard-’

[e]

ship encountered in the periods of technological and
industrial transitions were considered moderate, short- .

lived and qndurable.32 - -

-
1

In developing countries many of the problems were

A
considered soluble with education, and with new advance-
ments in education techniques the problems could now be

LY

solved Mbre:rapidly.33 The authors of geneva.'l936 con;

sidered inter-governmental agencies and organizations to be
a viable means for effectiqg a proper trapsfer of inter- -
national aid, and good national and international.planntng'-
was seen as "one of the most powerful means of achieving
-economic development,"” wWith technological progress man
possesses "... the poséibility of eradicating want and
misery from t@e facp 6f the eérth." The oﬁly ingredient
missing, in the eyes of the authors ;f Geneva, 1966, is
‘wgrowth of responsibility.® The imposition of "... supra-
national approaéhes upon national efforts" was considered
quite ﬁossible aﬁd the "temporary dislocatidn and possible
Juffering for a large number of péoble” isgthe price for

"the fundamental restructuring of the world ecbhomy."3u '

{

!

321pia., 60/25-6, 62/32, 64/39-4o.
I1vid., 70-1/63-4. . . - o .

- -, 31pid., 75-6/84-6, 79-80/100-1, 81/10L4, 86/12h. -

~



This optimistic consideration of poséileity did not
come out of a/;acuum. A faith in “enldghtened‘éelf- ‘
interest"” prevailed throughout the articles in the . pre-
paratory volume ME_QK-‘ The American delégate Roy Blough
‘held that "Fortunately the economic goals of hiéher produc-
tion, distributional justice and freedom of choice ére
largely consistent with one another.” He felt that in the
" occasional cirivmstances where national policies of differ-
ent countries conflict, iﬁternational agericies can act
correctively.35 The Nigerian S. A, Aluko maintained %hat ' -
‘the attitude that people ggg’improve their own coqditions
is the iey to economic growth in developing countries. .
External factors such as technical personnel, aid, and trade
policies are only secondary to the indigengus elements_.36
A.\é. Espiritu from the Philippines considered the sacri-
fice in effecting ecoﬁomic‘growth a short-term sacrifice in |
the light of long-term goals, and P. Kuin of the -Netherlands
held that distribution of goods.can be achieved either by

increased national income or by radicalgchange in
S

Y

3SR. Blough, "World Economic Policy and Planning. An g
American Perspective,™ in Munby, pp. 252, 263-4, ) i

368. A. Aluko, "The Dynamics of Economic Growth in
the Developing Countries,” in Munby¥, pp. 65-6,  79-80.

4
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distribution.37.

Some of the authors in Munby were more cautious in
identifying the lgvel on which the proilem must be
approached.‘ M. Sﬁhiya looked to the value‘'systems in chang-
ing cultuf%l demographi%hpatterns as obstacles to cgpital
formation and R. Preston récommended a change in attitdﬁes

38

and a willingness to make social ad justments. However,
underlying these recommendations is a prevailingﬂsensé that
values and attitudes are changeable by people themselves
with iittle or only moderate difficulty.

The perspective of-Charles Elliott (U.K.) presented

a departure from the general tone of the'preparatory docu-

. menfs. He revealed the possibility of a much deeper 1a§ue.

It is an illusion that growth can be had cheaply or
that economic growth and development is a painless
and pleasurable experience. From this it follows
that if economists, and more particularly Christian
economists, put a high priority jon economic growth
they should be clear ‘that they arb advocating the
payment of high costs,39

Participants at Geneva, critics of the WCC, and independent-

’

37A C. Esplritu, "Economlc Dependence and Independ-
ence as Seen From Southeast Asia," .in Munby, p. 20U;
P. Kuin, "Economic Growth and Welfare in the Industrialized
West," in Munby, pp. 36-7. ,

-

i

38M. Sumiya, "Social and Political Factors in
Developing Societies,” in Munby, pp. 97-8: R. Preston,
"Christians and Economic Growth," in Mundby, p. 1l17.

~

390. Elliott; "Ethical Issues in the Dynamic of
Economic Development,” in Munby, p. 338.

>

4
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economists have si;EQ criticized the tendency to undergtate
the costs of development, éamuel Pa;marL a2 participant at
Genava, disapproved of the Conference's overémphasis on the
"welfare state" and "welfare worl&“ approach to qeve;opment
and tﬁe "enlightened self-interest" standpoint toward solu-
tions that it implies, ﬂhile he viewed -proposals for a
world tax for development and mulﬁilatefali;ation of foreiép
.aid as helpful, he cons&dered them grossly inadequate to
_deal with the fundamental ﬁrob@ems of development.uo
D. Widener suggests that the trans-national effects on North

‘American workers resulting from total economic reconstruc-

tion might be something mére than moderate and transitional

" and that perhaps "total enslavement of populations in

advanced and backward nations" might be the only way of

effecting rapid global development.‘b’1

The point here is not/tF argue that one economic

.-model or theory is or is not/correct but to note that there

is serious disagreement.and that all the possible alter-
natives mist be taken into account if the issue is to be

{ . .
treated as an ethical or theological one. The Club of Rome

has presented an economic evaluation which doncludes that-

~N

<

A3

40psrmar, pp. 137-8. S

~ulD. Widener, "Gospel of Revolution; an Analysig of

Official Documents of the World Council of Churches Issued
at the 1966 World Conference on Church and Society,"
Christianity Today i1 (February 19, 1967): 501-2.. .~

. ?
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¥
global development is neither possible nor desirﬁble in/the
light of long—term conditions for human s.m:'vival.u2 In a

less pessihistic but nonetheiess hafsh analysis, D. Goulet

'concludes his analysis with the following statement:

(7 Development processes are both cruel and necessary.
They are necessary because all societies must come
to terms with new aspirations and irresistable
social forces, Yet the choices they face are cruel
because ‘development benefits are obtained only at a
great price and because, on balance, it is far from

-—~certain that achieving development's benefits makes

//f men happier or freer., Moreoyer development has
always been and remains a rsh process., Yet the
options faced by today's low-income countries are
even more cruel,:

The position expressed at Geneva then regarding the
possibility and the stakes in economic gfow£h~represents

!

"~ only one.of the various alternatives in the debate. he
! “ i

implications of this narrow perspective will be consideXed

more carefully in the third section of this chapter,

' NN
1.2.2 The Responsible Agents

. The question as to who can (and thefeforeéfught to)

dact in solving development problems calls forth range of

five possible resﬁonsesx

N

.

42

and J. R, Aronso White Plains,

A
.

w E. Schllesser. "The Cludb of Rome Model,"” in The

Y. International Arts

Economic Growth ontroversy,; eds. N% Weintraub, E. Schwartz

and Science Press, Inc., 1973), pp

AN

228- 9

u3D Goulet, The Cruel Choice: A New Concept in the
“Theory of ﬂevelopment ZNew York: AtHeneum, 1971), p. . 326,

4
.
3

-
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(1) §Atitician§ must act by legislating and negotiat-
at the nationdal and international level.
(2) Corporate executives, trade union leaders and
" leaders of pressure groups must change corporate
patterns of production, trade and investment,
(3) Local residents°must participate in changlng con-
ditions in their own countries,
* (4)7 The international population must collectively
participate in effecting changes across inter-
© national boundaries.
(5) The real problems are rooted in trans-national .
structures, values, and attitudes that are
largely beyond the control of anyone.

Generally Geneva , 1966 considered that the responsi-

bility for solving growth and development problems rested
with: (1) governments, (2) corporatlons, and (3) loqal ¢
residents:"There was some considerétion that (&) the habits
of people f;om.advanced countries might pfesent obstacles to
development in Latin Agerica or Asia, however, there was
little feeling that (55 the responsibility for solutions
might ultimately lie outside any of these persons or groups.
The point here is ‘that exhortations to specific ethical
‘actions are at best irrelevant and 'at worst dangefouS'wpeﬁl
directed towards agents who are largely incapable of .
responding., - ' *
. The authors of Geneva, 1966 considered governments in
advanced countries capable of stabilizing inflation, distri-

bution and welfare. They held that mutual cooperation among

business leaders, union aﬁﬁ ipressure group leadérs, workers,

and consumers was necessary for resolving problems of
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cohsumption. work, and liviqg condimions.uu In develdping
L? countries the attitudes of the‘looal residents and the

patterns of education, population, and land ownérship oo

g et

required both the efforts of local govermments and the par- : |
ticipation of citiZens. Capita; and resources Qevelopment

required aid from foreign governmenfs and corporations and

RS - N

patterns of international trade required the cooperation of

; % ! internafional governments and corporat'1o°ns.b'5 On the inter-
t'% ‘nationél scaig governments and corporatioﬁé are seen as
% responsible:fon effecting solutions to trade, aid, exchange
; brobléms and to the problems of neo-oolonialismfand corrup-

L6 .

tion in government. In the "Conclusions and Recommenda~-

-

»
} \ - tions" to the report of Section I the authors of Geneva,

\\\\ . igéé recognized "attitudes and motivations of people,”
| "unsuitable economic power struotures." "vested interests,”
', and” "the present structure of world economic relations” as
\ signiflc nt elements in the problems, and the churches were
R urged to assist in changlng these patterns.u7 "But the way

in which the solutions were proposed (changes in land
'? <

A

Bl oneva, 1966, 60/26, 62/32, 65/bk. - .

“5Ib1d.. 66-7/48, 69/58, 70-3/62-75, 74-5/79-B1,
75-6/84-5,'77/90.

A .. N
“6Ibid.. 81-3/}ou; 186, 109, 112. ,
. lj’? v ] - ' |
“f1vid., 90-1/147-8, 151. . 3
-~ F'] ‘
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ownership, efficient use and development of resources;
transfer of capital, skill and knowledgg. changes in trade

pattérné, international taxation schemes,’education)

reveals a fundamental belief that the problems_ére largely -

in the hands of politicians aﬁd corporate’executives who
' .

must be mobilized by the political process.us‘-
' One of .the preparatory\doéuments could have provided
some support in broadening the scope for identifying the
' responsible agents or factors. Robert Theobald (U.S.A.)
pointed to the structural flaw inherent in tﬁe scarcity-
-'basgd} free market economic system of advanced countries as
the major source of the development problem. He'argued
that only by breaking the job-income ling and recogniz;ng‘
everyone's right'fo an income could the proper mode of
- international eéoﬁomic growth and distribution be allowed

to emerge.u9 The ﬁafriers to this solution are the valués.

- institutions, philosophies that make us cling to this out- -

moded économic model. .
The barrier to a better society ... ho longer lies - )
primarily in the economic sphere .... The barrier ‘

lies in our-unwillingness _to recon31der the shib- )
boleths by whlch we live,50

Likew1se, André Dumas has since pointed to Geneva, 1966's
tendency to 6V@remphasize the techhfiical aspects of the

i

: ‘ ' ' " a
ua g

Ibid., 90-2/1k7, 150-1, 15k, 156.
Y9Theobald, p. 162.
SOIbidop po 1710 . )
e . o
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problem% akd fo peglect the problem of thei ideological

grounding.

yt}eneva g weakness was perhaps that it oncentrated
almost exclusively on economic, political and inter-
national problems without sufficierftly|exploring the
.void left by superficial. ideologies as|by_technol-
ogies lacking'ideologies to nourish thgm.,1L

" [
Char -es West 1dent1f1es ,the sourceé of the development prob-

lems as a "dynamlc of evil" which operates in modern tech-

nology which "cannot be identified as a conspiracy of evil

P

men,"

It is rather the resultant of the fear ul and self-
intérested decisions of many holders of some power,
none of whom are forced to take public responsi- o
‘bility for the whole implications of their aets
which pollute our air and waters, accelerate the
. arms race,-degenerate culture in the mass media,
and allow our cities to decay\ 52 ,

v

In this view the problem is the essentlal theologlcal prdb-

lem of idolatry and cannot be dealt with by qconomlc. I

| . :

political and international manipulation or leglslatlon.
© \ -

The scope of the problem is geen as trans-national and is
rooted in the behaviour patterns of cgltupqs.L»This is the . ' !

(5) alternative that Geneva, 1966 failed to ¢

s8ider

seriously.

.1‘ / )
" 1.2,3 The Mode of Sdlution

There afe three general alternatives~

/ 3“ v
- B L
5 Dumas, p. 117. - | e
\ : N
52¢. ¢, West. "Status Quo, Evolution r Revolution?" N
in Preston. p. .338. . - TN
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possible types of soluticns: . .

la

"+ (1) Natural evolution. :
- (2) Rational persuasion. - : - ' *
. (3) Revolution. - . . Y

(1) "Natural evolution” reccgnizes the‘existing structures
f g ~\§‘! " as the context within which solutions can be effected..
Things llke tarlff legislations“ increased aid and” indus-
trlallzatlon would be examples .of Solutions by natural
\ g evc%u@10n.~ . ’/‘ : P : "
(2) "Rational persuasion" }ecogniies that a restru;turiné

i

of national anﬁ international economic, soclal and polltical -

B R e I R L,

patterns is requlred. But it holds that the.processes of

interndtional and national political ‘and economic bargain-

.
.
s TP
o e
E

. ing and discussion are capable of yielding these structural
o ' changes.

, - 3

(3) “Revolutlon" admits that nothlng less than violent

i
|
i - revolution on a 3mall or grand scale cdn effect the neces-
! sary structural changes. ' *

- - In spite of the fact that the other Sectlon reports _

\ ‘ of Geneva, 1966 recognlzed revolutlon as a serious pos- . o

$ ’

A

‘ , 8ibility for consideration in effecting structural trans;
formations, the report of Section I ‘only con31dered natural
evolutlon and rational persuasion in its discussxons.53

The fact that Section I recommended collective cooperation

y - ‘and responsibllity in decision-maklnﬁk\mobilizatlon of .

¢ . ' >

v C A .o,
536eneva. 1966, 105-6/36-453, 206/41e-, BN ,
. ! - oot - \ ) ) N , o
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are not required as modes of solutions.5u C. Mendes de

S - k2 -

)

\

political will, negotlatlng pric ’ aid, ‘and income policies,
motivatlng the labour force, edu tion, and encouraging an

. ethic of altruism reflects an as ption that revolutions

—

Almeida criticizes the evolutlonary mode of change and

maintains that the changes needed 1n colonlal structures in

Latin America requlre something more than "the mere -addi-
tion of ‘hew variables whlch would create gradual, dhaﬁge
si%ply by 1nteract10n and comblnatlon. He argues that the
nature of °the structural ambivalence” of lLatin American

society is such that it requires consideration of the ques-

- tion of revolutidn,>> Similarly, Charles West identifies

“necessary for any social change for the better.5

g

the elements of violence and revolution.in the range of

possibilities required to effect cnange. He maintains that
. . ‘ T—
both "small changes and piecemeal reforms" and "one bdsTc

»

upheaval tha_7 will liberate’ mankind and solve the problem

4 social jhstlce“ are valn hopes." H;s proposal is that
othing less than the theologlcal revolutlo of metanoia

Justi icatlon is required to effect the "fundamental

remunciation of self-centred rights and powers that ie”“*’
6

-

. <

' 5"’Ibid.. 60/26, 65/44, 80/101, 66-7/48, 77/90. 62/32,
70/61 69/58, 66/46, 70-2/62 8, 86/121;

550 M. dg Almeida; "The Structural Ambivalence of
Latln America," in Preston, p. 363. .

56West. P. 39u ’

/
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"~The authors of Section I of Geneva, 1966 should have

learned from Section II thaf revdlution'had to be con-

"

sidered as a serious alternative for economic s%rﬁctural
change.57 Whether the ethlcal debate can embrace revolu-
tion as an acceptable alternative or, whether it must be

positively rejectea, the/;;;é%gtxgnary mode of transition

is a "real"” alternative tha£ must be dealt with.

' N\
1.3 Conclusion '

(A
{

_The authors of Section I of Geneva, 1966 considered

k]

economic growth a desirable pherniomenon, although not with-

out its ambigﬁous implications. The discussion of growth

‘was understood in the wider context of a legitimate

, / - .

Christian concern for activity in the world and an affirma-
o . 7 . ' ]

tion of the human as the norm apnd criterion for this -

activit&. It was recognized that growth cannot be identi-

-"fied with any one particular economic model and the central

1§sues of economic development ponc rn the gap between the

North Atlantic advanced countries and the poorer Southern

.The advanced countries were characterized by p%ob—

lems relating to consumption patterns, distribution of

goode, services and income opportunities, a eonditions' of

work and life. Developing countries were seen to

57Geneve. 1966, 104-6/36-45,
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experience problems motivating the population,/developing
resources and modifying institutions for the mobilization
of forces conducive to increased rates of growth. At the

Ll

\‘k;international level trade structures, neo-colonial atti-
tudes, quality and quantity of aid gnd trans-national
cooperation were viewed as the critical issues, |

| The economists studying the issue of grow%h hold a
\wide‘range‘of‘views regarding the possibilities for effect-;
ing solutions to growth problems. The most pessimisfic
consiéer the ﬁrdblems/insolpb}e while others allow possibdle
solytions accompanied by high costs. The authors of

" Geneva, 1966 were optimistic in their estimatién of pos-
sible sqlutions; When the costs of growth were mentioned
. they were considered to be hoderate and short-term, Con;
sequently, the focus throughout was on generating awareness
of the problems and the will to r pond.
N In 1dent1fy1ng the responsiﬁl

e -agents the authors of

‘Genéva, 1966 exhibited a similar optlmlsm. They generally"

cogzldered politicians and’corporate leaders, in coopetra-
tion with local residents, capable of reSpoﬁqing to the
problems. In fact, a less hopeful analysis on the part of:
others suggests that perhapé the problems may be rooted in.
_trans-national values, attitudes, and structures which ane‘nf
now largely beyond the control of any agent or group. |

'Geneva's analysis and conclusions did not consider this

[
3

alternative seriously.
' /
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| Among the three possible modes of solutions: natpral
evolutlon (tariff legislatlons, aid €%c.), rational per;
suas;on (changing of siructures through the international
political process) and re?olution. the authors of Section I

considered only the first, two., Section II of the Geneva

document presented theqpossibilﬁ%y of revolution as a real

Christign alternative where other alternatives default.
However, the/authors of the first section, devoted to econ-
omics, didinot inclﬁde these considerations within the range
of possibillies.

~

" From ethical point ‘of view, an analysis of the

problems that precludes or excludes possible alternate

‘assessments can 6nly yield flawed conclusiohs and recom-

‘mendations fdr action. From the p01nt of view of Chrlstian

£

_theology, an incomplete consideration of the data could -

result in an over-hast; identification of God's work in the -
worlq with a partieular econemic assessment., Whereas an
optimistic reading of the data tends to 1ead‘<he quickly
into conclusiens and exhortations for specific‘action.'a
less hopeful analysis often leads to a more carefully form-h~

ulated invitation to respond. Perhaps the examination of

‘the scenario :! possibilities might lead one to ask, as

ﬁoes André Dumas, whether the Christian social ethic must

start only from socio-economic analyses.58 The implications

[

~

58pumas, p. 117.

\ T~ . . ' ¢ ¢ - ’
- ) . -~



of this question, though, must Jbe considered more ‘thb}oughly
later in the treatment of methodology.
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: . CHAPTER 2. :
// ] )

UPPSAIA: DEVELOPMENT AND STRUCTURAL CHANGE

1

. . 2.0 Introduction |  ‘ , T
| Two'years after the Geneva Conferénce-the WOrld
Council held its Fourth General Assembly at Uppsala, Sweden.
Two significant consultations had been staged in the interim
(at Beirut,‘Lebénon-and Zagorsk near Moscaw) to congider the
methods and recommendations of Geneva and a.considerable |
'émount of secopdary literatufe had been generated both
praising and briticizing.the Conference. The largest:of all
“*WCC Aséemblies, Uppsala faced the decision to either acéépt
the Geneva report and infégrate its recommendations into the
general poiicies and procedures of the World Council or to

. shift attentian away from the issues raised by the Confer-
: ence with‘a qLalified acceptance or a tacit rejection of the -

report; Upbsala both accepted Geneva, 1266 and made the

concerns of the 1966 Conference its own.

~

2.1  Econdmic ﬁiscussioné in "Uppsala, 1968"
ry

Economic issues in the Uppsala Assembly report are
v concentrated in the report ofﬁSection III, "World Economic

and Social Development.” However, r%lated issues are also.

- b7 4
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; in focus,

to be found in Section IV and in several of the reports pre-
sented to the Assembly by various WCC agencies, In this
. chapter I begin with Section IIT and then review points

~

where the other reports contained new elements o shift

LY

The report of Section III has,five parts. The first,

"The Christian Concern for Development," introduces the
" central wbrld economic irobiem as ",.. the groés inquél:
' ities bet‘fen the peoples of different nations and differ-
. ent continents ...," and then establishes the the&logical

basis for Christian concern.1 The second part "The

Dynamics of Development” recéﬁmends-to the churches theﬁ
report of the Geneva Conference, the encyc}iqél Populoruﬁ
pro%gessio and the report of the SODEPAX exploratory Céﬁi

v ' | ~ ference at Beirut, April 1968, as detailed analyses of

PO

world social ank economic conditions. ~ This baft then out-'. -
//ﬁ\\\lines gsome of the recent problems that had been encéountered -
'in the quest for development and states that a new focus (a

focus on world institutional and structural changes) must

set the agenda for continued study and action.2 Part III,

3

"Political Conditions of World Development,” outlines some

lwdrld'Qouncil of Churches Fourth Assembly, Uppsala,
1968, The Uppsala Report 1968, official Report of the -
Fougth Assembly of the WCC, Upgsala, July 4-20, 1968,
N, Go ’

ed, ..
odall {Geneva: WCC, 1968), 45/1 (hereaffer referf"é"?im;v'~
to as Uppsala, 1968). ‘ :
3N , )
N . ?1bid,, 46-7/5-13. o .- .
AN

P
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" of the structural changes that will have to occur in
developing nations, developed nations, interﬂational
ﬁolitical structures and public opinion in order‘for real
progress in development to occur.3 . Part IV, "Some Human
Issues' in Development,” establishes. that the ways and means
of development must always focus on human well-being and
proceeds to outline three human ‘elements that deserve con-
sidefation: discrimination, food an® population, and
employment.“ Finally, Part V, "The Task of Christians,
Churches and the World Counhcil of Churches,"” outizgés\the
‘pastoral-éducational, sefvice. prophefic-critical and
political tasks of churches and ‘goes on to describe the
particular tasks of the wEE‘Qnd the wa&s in which’individual
rChristidns can make'contributioqg to world development.5

If becémes clear in the report of Section III that
the improvement of economic and social conditions of people
in‘t;e Southern and Eastern Hemispheres of the world was
thé singular focus of the economic questions discussed at .
Uppsala. The message of tpe Uppsala Assembly asserts that
the whole attention of the Assembly was directed towards

the problems of international social justice:

-

3Tvid., 47-9/14-19.

“Toid,, 49-51/20-28,

?ibid.. 51-5/29-48.
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We heard the cry of those who long for peace: of the

hungry and exploited who demand bread and justice;

of the victims of discrimination who claim human s
dignity; and of the gncre ing millions who seek for '
the meaning of life, N a‘ ‘ .

~

And again:

The ever widening ’gap vetween the rich and the poor,
fostered by armament expenditure, is the crucial
point of dec181on today. ’

The point here is that whi}e the Geneva Confpreﬁce discussed
__%E;’many and varied internal economic problems of richer
countries (e.g. unemploymentféiapour ;elationé. inflation, ¥
coﬁsumption, social conditions) the Uppsala Assembly only ‘
considered the economies of wealthy cquntgfes as’ they
directly affected the poorer countrigs and regions. The

paragraph entitled "Developed Nations” in the third part of

the.ieport of Section III is solely concerned with describ- N

ing the changes that must occur in wealthy nations in order
| to allow pooyer regions to increase their share of the ' -
L world's wealth, : o 3\

; _ ' ' Changes are needed in the existing political climate ¢
- of all these developed countries to orientate.

| national policies to world developmegt as a moral '
? o ‘apd political priority of our times, . o
| ) . The twofold concapt of economic growth and development
éIpid®, p. 5. .

‘/ "mvid., p. 5. o - *
: ~ ! ' [ ~ N
| ‘ . a2
| \ 7 Smia., s8/17. ~ o :
t \ N k 3

L : - L
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employed at the Geneva Conference is shortened in Uppsala,
1968 +to highlightkonly'the conditions of. the world‘*s poorer

-

nations.,
| The\effect of this s@&ig in focus was to narrow con-

. 'siderably the fapge of questions addresséd in Section III

of thé\ﬁRRZiia ;port. The second sub-section, "The

R

Dynamics of\ Devel pment,“ treats the failure of the first
Development ﬁ%cade and the wealthy nations' reduction in
financial and structural asg}stance to the poorer nations.
The authors attribute this féi\ ure to the overly optimistic
assumption that Jfansfer of ca§\¥ 1 and techniques would
automatiocally generate self-sustaining-economic growth,

They conclude éhat social, econoﬁic and politicgl changes

to governments aﬁa institutions in poorer countries,
patterns of production, investmeﬁt, consumption and aid in
riéher nations and structures of international trade,
investment and aid must all undergo §3gnificant changes in
ordef ‘for poor nations and regions to begin to see permanent
improvements in human conditions.9 The balance of Section

» /

5w i expan?s on this assessment and discusses the Christian's
response, )

Thg authors take the ‘position that the responsibility
for these:structural changes in both rich and poor cégntries
lies in the hands of the political leaders and institutions.

9 ) 3 i .
‘ _ |

L3
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However, they recognize that changes in the,K political st‘ruc-
tures may have to occur in order to effect change conducive
"~ to economic growth in poor regions.

To create the essential conditions of development,
developing countries need to reshape their political
structures in ways which will enable them to mobilize
the mass of the people to participate in political
and economic 1ife, to utilize efficiently all aids
for the implementation of a national plan for develop-
ment and to enter as partners in the_competitive con-
ditioris in the international market,l0 '

And also:

Changes are needed in the existing political climate
of all these developed countries® to orientate
national policies to world developmeYt as a moral
and political priority of our times. 1

These changes may at times require the use of violent, revo-
‘lution (although violence is recognized as morally a§nbigu-
ous) and where widespread illiteracy and lgck of adequate
social consciousness prevails power may have to be concen-
trated 1n the hands of a few for a.short timé until a full
democrai’;ic‘ structure can be aLchieve;l.:"2 Economic issues’ | ,

here are seen to be integrﬁily related to political patterns

and structures, International changes in trade and aid con-

~ditions are the measures that the economically powerful

nations must take to allow the \poor nations to participate -

N

01p14., 47,15,
N1pi4,, 48/17,

121b;.d*;‘, 48 /15-16.

—
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in world "marke‘t:s.13 ‘ And the mobilization of global av(iaie-

. ness among people of ithe poor and the rich countries alike ’

is recognized as a cial step in génerating the political

 bressure required for significant 1n‘te ational structural

change.lu 1 o ' ‘ (/ ~N

The authors of Section III proceed to identify sSome
9‘% the conditions in economic injustice, They recognize’
that injustice is often sustained by religlous, ,rac:.al and
cultural discrimination and also that the development pro-
cess itself often ihcreas}esdiscrimination. In the report,
hunger:. the ;eve\r-expanding popuié.ti,on. and .the pro_blexﬁs \o,f:

unemployment ahd underemployment are central "features in

gloval social and economic prc;blems.I5 The concern through-

-

out this aspect of the discussion is to emphasize that “the
process of development is not withdéut ambiguities and that i
it must have as its-. object the 1mprovement of condltions

for human well-being.

. /
The ‘area of focus then throughout Section LII is

suffered by peoples in the SoutHern and Eastet Hemispheres .i““j .61

This ihjus"t’:ice is a. cause for concern because ‘;..,. we have

[N . +

I

131via., 48-9/18,

‘ lh‘lbid' ’ h?/l9.
Y1bia., so/24-6, - -
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"For

the,fiESS}cal ability to eradicate want and misery."16
the Tirst time we know g;at éll mén could share in the
proper use of the world's résourceé."l?

~Section IV of the Uppsala Report, "Powards Justice
anleeaée in International Affairs," discusses economic
matters as they relate fo the problem of justice and world -
order, Tht authors add nothing to the descript{on}bf the
'pnoglem. They restate the need for accelerated growth in
poor nations, igfernational structural changes among wealthy

nations and changes in international consciousness and will,

The "Report of the Assembly Committee on Church and Sociéty“

added that there is no agreement as to what kinds of struc-

v

tural chénges could effect the accelerated development of

>

poorer nations,

In spite/of the general agreement on the above men- ¢
tioned statement /that radical changes in institu-
tions and structures must occur in developed and
*developing countries and in the jnternational
economy/ therg is no clear understanding on the
nature offth#se changes, thgir implications, and,
_the means tf achieve them,l -

3

The report therefore proceeded to recommend a two~step

! 9 . N
study program which would try to answer this challenge..
Similarly, this report recommended a study program to ’
. - , &

A

omiq,, 6/10. ;-
7 1pid., U5/, | '
Ve " ' /,/ ‘ .
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1nvestigate the possibilities and problems in relatirig
. technological adVancements to world development. 19 And a .
section of the Church and Society report asked about the

$

roie,of law in international politicall%nd)economic

»

cooperation. The report recommended that a dialogue

Vi

between theologians, jurists, political scientists and
others investigate the problem of law in(allyita related -
eomplexities.zo , CEJ}' o L ' ’ a
’ The "Report of the Agsembly Committee on the Division
- > of Inter Church Aid Refugee and World Servrce“ (abbreviated
) _ DICARWS) included some 1ntere§%ing recommendations in thelr
s ) suggested criteria for development pro jects, Two of the
F} T o criteria reflected a preferenee for progects that involvedr
. support . of local initiatives for soclal change. And four
'of the criteria involved recommendations that new develop—
ment pro;ects be carr&ed out in cooperation with existing

l * - a [
\

local proaects, government efforts, and projects involv1ng

' o " other religions and community groups.21 Jhe effect of

o - theae six ‘eriteria. is to emphasize that economic, and social.

- development is a process whﬁch requires mobilization'of

- local, small-scale community resources (human and material)

! 191514, ._' pp, 24k4-5,

; : zorbidop p- 243.0

»
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~and which demands cooperatiop among all peoples and groups

. in a given region or community.

& : .o, %
.

@x
2.2 Changes in Economic Discussions Erom ‘.- N

Geneva” to Uppgala SS N

) » v
L 2.2, 1 Development and the Poor Nations

The first and most obv1ous change. between Genev ' ‘

[}

/1966 and Uppsala, 196 was the ‘more, narréwed focus in the

economic data. While Geneva, 1966 was structured such that

one-third of the material 1n Section I was devoted toc

) examiﬁing internal economic problems of the wealthy natioés.

Section III of Uppsala, 196 focused entlrely on the ques -~
-‘tion of development in poor nat10ns.22 It is clear that
the authors took serlously the questions of Dr, J. M,

-Lochman ahd Dr. Eugene Carson Blake concerning the task %;
Sectipn III: “Will it say anything that will help us truly

~ to identify ourselves with the poor and the handicapped,

the 'also rans' and those who are discriminated against°”23

The 1nfluence 'of bdth the preparatory draft docu-
ﬁfnts and the report of the Beirut Conference are visible

¥

here,. In the Drafts for Sections "a paragraph in the third

-

section‘summarizes ;he toplc.of concern, .

P

2see 2,1 avode. . i \ ' .

[ Y
1
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As a result, world development lags, great human needs
remain unmet, the menace of famine and hunger grdws,

and tensions between regloris increase, Despite the

obvious need:for world solidarity and the interest of
‘all reglions in world cooperation, differences between
the living conditions of men in the developed and in
the developing countries are becoming even greater.zy

In the report of the Beirut Conference the offigial

statement lists seven priorities for political action that
~should head the agendas olideveloped cjuntries. All seven

of these items are actions desigred tq/accelerate the econ-

. L. .
omic and social advancement of poorer nations.25 Perhaps
the overall effect of the Geneva Conference was more

~;"strongly felt durinékthe two, years following the Conference

than during the discussions of Geneva's Section I, In any

' case, the concern for the internal economic préblems of the

moré'wealthy.nations seems to'have been permanently dropped
from ‘the ecumenical agenda following Geneva. | . S
An issue connected with this change in focus is the .

‘ question of the meaning ‘of the term "development.” In
c £ . o
Section -I of Geneva, 1966 the tbrm "development" was used .

2l"World Counicil of Churchest*Executive Comﬁittee.

Drafts for Sections, Prepared for the Fourth ‘Agsembly of .the
WCC (Geneva: WCC, 1968), 52/2 (hereafter cited as Uppsala
Drafte). : ' . '

25coriterence on World Cooperation for Development,
Beirut, Lebanon, April 21-27, 1968, World Development, The
Challenge to the Churches, Sponsored by the Exploratory
Committee on Society, Development and Peace. The 0fficial
" Report to the WOrld'Couggil of Churchés and the Pontifical

Commission Justice and Peace, with a Foreword and a Summary
of recommendations (Geneva: SODEPAX, 1968), pp. 10-11
(hereafter cited as Beirut, 1968). : |

3 (AN . . o
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in connection with the term "growth” %p& both terms had a
pre&ominantly technical meaning. They were used to describe

the process in which both the wealthy and the poor nations

m increased their Gross Natiohal Product as a result of
~ihcrea§iﬁg production capabilities. At Uppsala the Assembly
participants dropped the concern for growth in wealthy

T
nations and directed their attention to the_ fact that the
poor nations are not progressing in their efforts to erad-

icate poverty and to provide an adequate standard of living

 for the majofity. It is significant that Section III in
‘ Uggséla, 1968 igtroduces the term "development” by‘boihting

to the fﬁilure of the first Development Decade and the -
reduced commitment among wealth{\nations toﬁards the cause
of thé‘world's poor.26 The term' "development" began to
refer tdﬂsbmething more than the statistical rise in an
gconomy's*regl national income., It became an umbrella con-
cept that‘embraéed the social and economic factors surround-
ing conditions of world poverty and the political, aspira;
tions of new nations seeking to break the bonds of "oppres-
sive" structures. The authors of Sec¢tion III.began to look
at developmgnt as a value-laden human'pg@ﬁomenon that must '
constitute the opject of social, political and economic
measures among poor nations.'wealthy nations and inter-\

national structﬁres. ( A

3

2 ﬁggala, 1968, 56/6, é. j

~
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The authors were aware -that development has its

ampiguities and that it must always serve human well-being.

~

However, they tended to use the term to ;efer to a human
state thaj God has ordained for all men and that men must
strive to realize. |

The churcheg should use their resources for God's pur- .
pose of abundant life for all men. They should
-explore how international foundations could be set up
through which endowments and other.church funds may be
responsibly invested for development.

A problem arises when the meaning of the term

*development” begins to become value-laden. Asllong‘as the

" term has a statistical or a technical meaning and its value
inahuman and mheological terms remains clearly ambiguous.
it is acceptable to refer to countries of the world as

_ "developed" and “developing.” However, when Professor S.
L. Parmar quotes the encyclical ?f Pope Paul VI, Populo rum

+/”’f ! , progressio, and states that "Development is the new rame

. for peace."28 and whén the authors of Section III refer to

world development as a "moral and political: priorlty of our

" times," then it becomes confusing and misleading to divide

the nations of the World into the categories "developed"

~

and “developing as if one-third of the human race has

P ‘ achieved something towards which the balance of the world

a)

271vid., 49/20-1.

S - . 2Brpid., s2/3M. :
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must continue to str_'ive.29

2.2,2 Revolution

The second s;gnificant change| from Geneva to Uppsala
was thé serious consideration of revolution as an alter-
native mode of resolving economic'problemst Develooing
countries are urged to build "political structures‘éuitable

to national development” and this requires "revolutionary

changes in sociaf>§§%uctures.”~ While "revolution is not.to
i

be identified with violence," the authors of Section III
admit that revolutionary change may take a violent form when
existing ruling groups ... '

are oppressive or indifferent to the aspirations of the-
people, are ... supported by foreign interests, and _
seek to resist all changes by the use of coercive or
violent measures, including "law and order" which may
itself be a form of violence,.30

It appears that here again we can see the influence
5

of the whole Geneva Conference ‘being fglt on ecumenical
thinking, an influence that did not find 1ts way into the
conclusions and recommendations of Section I of the Geneva

1

Conference itself. THe Dﬁﬁfts for Seotions prepared foy

29Ibld.. p., 42, cf. also Paul VI, Populo;gm
rogressio, in Renewing the arth, eds, D, J., O'Brien and
T/ A. Shannon (Garden Clty, Y.: Image Books, a Division

of Doubleday & Company, Inc., 1977). p. 3403 Upgsalag 126 .
L8/17.

30For a more thorough analysis of the problems'
encountered in defining the term "development," see ‘R. D, N\

Dickenson, Line and Plumpmet ‘Phe Churches and Development
(Genevas . WCC, 1968), ‘pp. 42-3. However, Dickenson con-

tinues to refer to} countries as "developing” and "developed."

R
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the Uppsala Assembly refleét a consideration of revolution,

But the possibility should not be excluded that, in
this dilemma, it may be an expression of Christian
responsibility to take revolutionary action rather
than to acquiesce in the indefinite continuation of

an oppressive status quo.3l

Similarly, the Beirut Conference considered that violence

may be the last resort in situations where all ®ther alter-
. )

natives have failed to yield justice.
All our efforts must be directed to change without
violence. But if injustice is so embedded in the
status quo and its supporters refuse to permit change,
then as a last resort men's conscience may lead them

in full and clear sighted responsibility without hate
or rancour to engage in violent revolution.3

-After the Geneva Conference, ecumenical tﬁinkers came to
{ﬁnderstand more clearly that economics is inextricably

related to pdiitics.

2.2.3 Perspective and Scope

I have argued (%yap.fi/abovg) that the Geneva Con-
ference ove;looked the possibility that_intgrnational econ~
omic pggblems may be sustained by trans-national values,
attitudes and structurés‘that lie beyond the control of
political and corporate leaders, I will also argue kdhap.
5 below) that the hmethodological problem pehind this over-
sight was ‘Section I's (Geneva's) preoccupation with the’

technicalities of economic issues. Section III of the

#luppsala Drafts, 57/18.
3Zpetrut, 1968, 20/17.
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Uppsala report made some progress in this regard. The
authors recognized that part of the structural problem at

the root of economic injustice was lack of perspective and

. scope. Christians who are aware of their responsibilities

towards their geographically immediate neighbours do not
perceive that their Christian commitment to neighbour
extends to all people of the world. .

& few [Thristian§7 have discovered that we now live
ing world in which people in need in all parts of the
worl¥ are our neighbours for whom we bear responsi-
bility.33
Similarly. the paragraph entitled "Public Opinion": admits

that central to the problem in mobilizing political
a

‘machinery for change are the prevailing social structures
‘and patterns of thinking that ligﬁt the growth of aware-

- ness.

Social structures and thinking often impede the

evolution of ﬁn enl tened, positive attitude to

develbpment

: "

Here the authors are on_ the verge of conside#ing the prob-
lem of "ethos"; the philosophical, social, eoonomic and
political factors that shape and limit the growth of cer-
tain attitudes and values, However. they gd ho farther

than to state that some such social structures“ exist as

obstacdles to the mobilization of consciousness. Thg
Y .

+

3yppsala, 1968, 45/3. . .

M1vid., b9/197
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0

authors do not begin to consider that &he analysis of how

/

structures and institutions operate to determine’the shape‘

and content of values might be critical to deférmining how
to mobilize global public opinion., It is true thatis
Christians and churcﬁes must speak and act to increase
awareness and generate political pressure on behalf ;f the
poor in the world., But Christians must ai;o strive to be
/,efféctive in their actions and this means looking at the
‘human and insti%utional structures that stand in the waxjgf
hearins. . . - —
h Richard Dickenson/s'essay prepared on behalf of the -
- . : | WEC agency SASP (Specialized Assiétance for Social Projec;s),
: entitled Line and Plummet, could have added much to
ppsala‘'s Section III in this regard. After outlining the
factors in the globaihgituation of économic disparity and

preparing an operational definition of development,

Dickenson asks about the liabilities that the‘churches ms+t
~ ' overcome if their efforts on gehélf'of the poorer nations
can be effective, The theological tendency towards over-
spiritualization and over-individualization among w;sterg
Christians; the identification ‘of Christian churches with
the coﬁservﬁtive elements in North Atlantic countrigs, the
overwhelming concentration of Christians (particular;y
Protestants, 90 percent) in North America and Europe, the
" shortage of material and human resources and the oréanizaf

\
N tional obstacles to effectively ‘coordinated action are among
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the factorsfbickenson‘cites.35 This-analysis must now be

extended to adoress the social and economic factors in ’ .
North America and Eqrope that stand in the way of "con-
scientization”: the socidl impact of a scarcity-based\
-economic system, the value-creating activity of_advertis-

ing and the communications media, tpefip@gpilizing effect

of gﬁilt and loss of self-respect, and the lack of adequate

-
*

communal structures in western urban society (structures of
community that are essential to the formation ‘and !usﬂain-
ing of attitudes conducive to global cooperation), These

are all elements that operate as barriers to the education

and service activ1ties of Christians and therefore must be

y considered important in an overall social action strategy.

f o 2,3 Continuity Between Geneva and Uppsala

| 2.3.1 Optimistic Assessment’ofeCostS'
B ) ; \ ‘
i~' In spite of Uppsala Section III's emphasis that the

: + first Development Decade was a "decade of disillusionment"

S

. and that "the_optimism of the early“sixties'has given way
[ to recrimination and frusfration," the report retains

- . ’
. Geneya's assessment that development is posgible at-only -\\\

36

‘u moderate costs. Thsgauthors of Section II1I examine the ' - \\\ﬁ

l cause of the failure of the first Development Decade and

)
‘ . B \

I 35pickenson, pp. 53-60. .

36yppsals, 1968, 46/6, 10.
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conclude that: N

‘ . Both developed and developing natlons entered inter-
national economic cooperation with wrong pre- :
suppositions. They assumed that a mere transfer of
capital and techniques gould automatically generate

~—self-sustained growth, 3

The solution to the problem of feedihg the poor lies in a
new technical analysis of the problem, én analysis that
places more emphasis on institutional and structural change,

- _But effective world development requires radical changes
in institutions and structures—at-three levels: n
developing countries, within developed cotntries, and in
the international economy. Precisely because such
structural changes have not been promoted, we find that
as a community of nations we are unable to do the good
we would and efforts for internatlonal cooperatlon tend
to be paralyzed.38

The Section report opens ﬁy stating that: "fgr the
first time we know that all mén could share in the proper
use of the world's i‘esources."39 This knowledge fésts on
an assessment of current technologicallcapabilities. "All
this /the failure of the first Development Decade/ -is
happening when we have the technical ability to eradicaté

Lo

& . -want and misery."” The production of food for all in the,

~ world is considered a soluble problem. "New. advances in

L

? . ) 37 Ibid. ’ 46/11. * -t
- Prvia,, u6/11,
39Ibido ] ""’5/10 -~

9 YO1pid,, u46/10. : - S )
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agriculture hold the promise of freedom from hunger."ul The

"key to the problem of getting this new technology to operate
on behalf of the poor is the mobilization of political
action,

Since the struggle against world poverty and promotion .
of ‘development involve government policies and changes
in economic, social and legal institutions of nations,
the creation of the political instruments of develop-
ment becomes Iimportant. Since mankind is politically
organized in nation-states, these instruments have to
——————————— be related to the politics of sovereign nations.

Therefore the authors of Section III recommend the following
activities: . ) _ N

the developed nations must also structure their aid
and trade policies so that these do not become
instruments of their own political, ideﬂlogical and
security interests, narrowly conceived;“3

Collective international action to improve conditions
conducive to development is called for; e.g. creation
of supra-national structures to deal with regional
and world economic‘planniﬁﬁ involving the stabiliza-
tion of the world market; )
Nowhere in the report of gection ITII do the authors con-
sider the possibility that the re-orientation of North
Atlantic #rade structures to accommodate developing nations
might do serious damage to the economic and social
AN _
.. ! . \g
Ibid., 50/2L,

L1

Y2 1pid., 47/1b.

Y3 rpia., 48/17.

uulbido‘, he/ls.‘ ' ) Olh ) ‘. .

N
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—8tructures. which sustain and nourish present day technology:

technology that may:be crucial for the development of poorer

nations. The point here is that ig—terms of the standards

7 ; set by the developed countries, the "abundant life for all
men” may be an impossibility at this point in history. )

The best that the authors' of Section III do in terms

of recognizing that development may.be a "Cruel Cloice" is
wh5

to admit: "The death of the old may'cause pain to some.

Throughout the balance of the report the authors make no
TN

mention whatsoéver of the costs involved in transforming

world structures in favour of the world's poor. They can

_ freely recommend that churches in industrialized countries
A Y

influence their governments:
to conclude agreements stabilizing and supportlng at
an acceptable level the prices of vulnérable primary
productsy and providing preferentlal access to
developed markets for the 2anufactured products of
the developing countries, ¥ .

They do not considef that this could very well mean large

scale unemployment among textile workers in North America

and Europe or a rapid increase in the cost of food . I am

not trying to advocdte that theé% measures not be adopted,
| but want simply to point out that the world economic system

gits in a delicate balance and that the recommendation of

!

certain measures without counting their costs is either

) “51vid., b5/b.

461bia., 53/38.2. c, | | . \
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naive or highly irresponsible.*

2w3.2‘~0rganizational aﬁdilnstitutiongl Strﬁbtures

‘ The."structures"‘co 'de;ed in Section III of N
Uppsala, 1968 are still Geneva's organizational‘énd‘}nsti-

_tutional structures; structures thit are "out thére" and
that are in the hands of political and-corporate;leadezé.
In.developing countries the politiéa{ﬂstruc%hres are con-
sidered to b; governmenés and ruling grou%s and sociai"
structures are conditions like illi%eracy, lack of adequate

social censciousness and oppressive power groups.u7 Among

developed countries the structures are government legislat-

ing bodies, aid and trafie bolicies. economic blockades §pd
n

~ — , L8
international trade agencies and institutions, 3n1y
paragraph 19 do the authors OZ Section III begin to ¢con-

sider.tpought structures and . ttitudes rooted in larger"'

philoséphic‘and cultural trends., However, they do not
follow on this line of questioningx rather the authors _
return to "powerful political lobbies," "trade unibns," and

“political parties” as the structures that influence aware-

ness and action.49

T
e

>

“n.{4ygmm%§@ As I indicated in Chapter I flie problem with this
\‘f :n;" s ‘*{;A:Z,T% ~ .

.
g

47 1vid., 47-8/15-16.
- bBrpid., 48-9/17-18.

- ¥9mia,, s9/19.
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view of structures is that-it leads to a simplistic view of
who is responsible or. who is capable of affectiné solu-- .
tions. _The Uppsala authors urge Chris tians to “....promote
' soc1a1 polic1es in which technological¢revolution will
redress the balance between the poor and the rich rather

- than merely make the rich richer.“so Tﬁey tend to play

down the deeper problem of human valuinéiand’éocial "etnos?.

They assume that it is quite possible.for'largg gro;ps of
Nortﬁ American Christians to step~outside of their his-
torical, cultursl and social mil}eu and apply technical
formulae for political pressure on .their governing bodigs
and 1nstitutiOns: and that all this could happen w1thout
severe consequences. The struetures of Section III of

Uppsala, 1968 were still ‘economic and sociolbgical tech- .

nicalities., They were not vet 1ntense1y human realities, , e

\“ 2.4 Conclﬁsion , - P ' .

r ’ Economic issues in Uppsala. 1968 were concentrated
-

e in Section III but were also discussea in Secgion Iv and

in’ various Assembly . committeeureports. Throughout theréﬁ .
was an exclusive focus on issues related to developing
o  countries, Section ITI began by emphaSinhg the failure '
" of the first SN Development Decade and continued by high- . ; ..
lighting world economic injustice% ' The,authors stressed -
e f," i . 2 -
: : . C e _—

5%1pid., s51/28. _ e e
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that significant economic structural change is reqSired on
can

the‘part of rlch and poor nations before developm

dccur. However, the report of the Church and Society

_Assembly Commlttee admitted that there was no agreement as

to what these structural changes might enta%;. The Uppsala

authars recognized that economic issues were inextricably

’relafed to pqlities, and the DICARWS Assembly Committee.
°'preéented pfoject criteria that emphasized local projects

* .and cooperation with existing efforts.

‘ There were some significant changes from the Geneva

. report., The exclusive focus on developing countries and

the lack of any consideration for the internal economic
probléms of wealthy nations reflected an influence from the

dfeft documents and Beirut, ;268 and revealed continuity

with a trajectory expressed by the general concern of -

“%eneva. 1966 Although Geneva's Section I did consider

~ developed countries, the general thrust of the Geneva. Con-

ference was to identify Christian concern with the "two-

. thirds world" (see Chap. S below) and this efifect was felt

in’ Uppsala s -Sectiom III. The effect of this narrowed

© focus was to change the meaning of the word "development "

The word began to include social and political factors as.

e

well as economic. ‘and it was used to‘referﬂ}o a value-laden
human phenomenon related to Christien,faith. This: caused a
problem since the guthors continued to refer to, "developed”

;an‘developing”'countrieh. The effect.-was to suggea% that

4

8
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‘* gsome North Atlantic countries hhd achieved a desirabl
g L

And although Uppsala's Section III d d not ‘investigate the
values and symbols that inform and suswaln social struc-

\thlngs deserve cons

tures, its authors did admit that such
sideration.. This in itself marked progression from Geneva,
. Uppsala, 126 Section III oontinued with Geneva's
optimistic assessment of the costs of deveiopment measures.
The structures were 8till ruling groups, trade pollcies and
aid measures that were largely in the hands of corporate
and political 1eaders. The proposed solutions still ‘
involved manipulation of things that were presumed to be in
the: hands of men, The. authors continped to overlook the
values, pstterns and symbols that make social and economic
]structures resistant to change. ) =

‘e
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CHAPTER 3

THE "TASKS" OF CrIRISTIANS, CHURCHES AND IHE '
. ] CHURCH IN GENEVA, 19 i

LI
S
. -

4

3 0 Introduction

-

The qupstion of the Christian S response to world

¥

economic problems has a t%chnlcal and a theologlcal com- =»,u'

ponent. The technical component (the possibilities, means, * -

costs and.modes of solutioné) has alréady been treated in

Chapter I (above). The theologlcal component 1nqdires into

~ i

- the relatlonshlp between actlons that implement these” solu-

term "tasks." | R T il
-.72 J

.

tions and Christian faith, This is essentially a question
as to the meaning of the theélogical concept "mission.” =« ..

v
However, because 2? tpe various culturw& and hlstorical con-
W
notations attaohed to the term "m1ssL$n" I w1ll use in 1ts
place the term "tasks, } . L R

‘In this chapter I examine genevg. 126 in an effort

o . .
- b . . P
rig : . . '
- 3
e S

leor a discussion of the historical cba es in the - .
meaning of thesterm "mission," see M. A. Fahey, "The .
Mission of the Church: To Divinize or Hﬁmanlzeb“ Pro-
ceedin Catholicc Theological Society of America 31

976): 51-69, particularly wpp. 53-57. Dr. Fahey.
suggests that to avoid implying an exagg@rated parallel
between trinitarian missions and ecciesial missiond we o
should drop the w¢rd "mission” and uge M its place the et

. \

N

B L A et o SRS TR S QAR
r’h“')‘&" ?‘," cies vy Ty L ;m‘*“ ¢

A S




—

LA

N

- 73 -

to identify how the authors understood this.concept :"tasks"

as it applies to individual and corporate Christian action

\énd’to the Church as a whole. Throughout, I will dis- \

'hmegbefship criteria of the Worl

- "The Church, the Churches and the Catholic Church,"

‘tinguish between the term "Church" with a capital "C" and

? nd

"churches” with a small "c. By the former I mean the

Church as the whole people of Go‘. including both the phen-
omenal or visible (institutional) churches of history and
the noumenal or invisible (escha alogical) community of

salvation whose‘shape.and membership never yield to iden-

tification or conceptualization. Attributes and tasks

that are applicable to the Church, in this sensé. must. be
sufficientky universa%izable as
sions of the Church and therefore must be compatible with
the full range of themes 'in Christian theology. By the
term "churches” I mean the particular; ?radltionally

that v},oQJ‘.d satisfy the

Council of Churches\ .

‘ n ¢ ;
structured egclesial communitie

e
“ [
Lo \..A +

’ N Y 3
¥z : R DI

- 2phe.English text of Geneva, 1966 makes a similar
distinction between "Church” rge "C") and."€hurches"

meaning.of either term. |

~,3Thismdistihctiqn between the phenoménal and
noumenal aspects of the Church is drawn from A. Dulles,

Theological Studies 33 (1972). I use this terminology
not because I think these two aspects unrelated or dis-

tinct. I am+not accepting the "dualist” view of the =
Church. (Neither dges.Dulles jaccept this view). Rather,

I want to.emphasize that Church is more than the collec-
tion of historical churchés. See also Fahey, pp. 57-61.

N L, W

T\
‘,}\

o be true of both dimen- -~
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"”hurches.“'{n this second sense, are not to be confused

sy

with the varlous types of spontaneous communal organiza-

tions which elther sustain Christians in fellowship and

worship (but would not conform to the WCC membership
L] ’l

criteria) or which serve social, economic or political

functions ‘and projects.

3.1 The Tasks

‘The authors of the Geneva Conference report gener-
L ally gps;ate'on three levels., (1) They present tech-
nical, factual background material in sn effort to clarify
the_economic, pqlitical and ‘social ‘questions. (2) They

B ' formulate generzl recompendstisns for individual and cor-
porate Christian action in the social sector. (3) They

" attempt to carry out‘some of their own recommendations by

_ addressing particular issues with condemnations and solu-

. tiong. The stafements made on the second level are gener-
, ally understood to be statements of Christian ethics and
’\ecclesio}oéy and this chapter will concern itself with

4

them . . . ’ o .

>

) ' 3.1. l The Tasks of Christians

. 'It has been observed Ppat throughout the Geneva

e

4

. . ' - d¥cument there was little awareness of the methodological
and theological basis for the conclusions\snd recommenda-

tions. Edward Duff remarks: "There was little evidence

d that the perspectives supplied in one of the background

K " EE
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~

volumes of thé Conference, Chrisézah Social Etﬁics ina -

Changing World, were widely employed to focus discussion."

He quegtions whether the daily Scripture readings were
enough to provide a sound theological basis for the Con-
ferencg{s debatgs.u Similarly, Paul Ramsey, in defen&ing
his critique of the Conference against the attacks of

R. L. Shinn and J, C.,Bennett,_recpmmeﬁgs that the Con-

_— ference's statements be more strongly based in Christian

theology and that they be methodologically more séunh.s

Nonetheless, the Conference's view of the

Christian's task in the world is remarkably'consistent

throughout the report. It is based on a positive view -of
“ the ﬁhenomenon. "secularization,” | '

Secularization is a process whereby man becomes freed
.o from the presuppositions of metaphysical and rellglous
. ideology and attempts to understand and live in the
“we - ' v various realms of the world on their own terms. In
contrast with the society in which a particular

. religious ideology sets limits to a genuine search

‘ for truth, the secular society not only permits the
. . diversity of religious ideas but also ‘encourages the

pursuit of a sincere and open ungerstanding of the

factual reality of the universe, C. .

~

This view is shared by Hans Kliing and others and it sets

the scene for a view of "World" in.which religions and

-

( g Duff, "The World Conference on Church and
Coe Society:" Thought 42 (September 1967): 33, - e

5P Ramsey "Paul Ramsey Replies," Christian%ix
s . and Crisis 27 (Nov, 27,. 1967): 282, ]

Geneval 1966, 158/1M. cf, also 199/14. /
' ]



~ contributors to the discussion.on "secularization," see
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religious institutions are not aej/ovéifagainst the "World" .
or distinct from it but as elements within it.’

~p

The secular society is not founded on a religious. base
that”cannot be challenged, but rather religious insti-
‘tutions and ideas_are one among many components of the
social structure.B . '

What\follows then (not so much in order of the report's )
ST P '

pagination bat.in the structured sequence of ideas) is an '

affirmation that the "secular” activity of the "World" -is A

good and worthwhile, , X BN BN
These advances [rbchnology and economic organization/
lead to a growth in éddotriomic productlvity and are to
be welcomed as a gift from God who gives new owers
to men dnd requires their use for the commog/gpod 9

The second working group whpse goal it was to prepare a

rgpprt on "Theqlogical Issues in Sopial Ethics" made the {

astute observation that "nature ... has reference to the
~ - ' ' . . . -

7x. King, On Being a Christian,. trans.  E. Quinn ' B )
(London: Collins, 1977), pp. 26-7. For a list of the -

Kung's note 1, p. 607. - .
. .

Geneva, 1966, 158/15. To admit this view of ' I
"gecularization" is not to accept a total relativization :
of religious ideas and institutions. ..As Kling suggests,
"the questions of Z%hristiag] theolosy do not touch merely
a part of what men arg and do.. They touch the most :
fundamental aspect of all that men are and do. From this
- one aspect theology examines all the strata of human life
~and action; from the one basic aspect everything can find

expression. from this aspect the theologian must/face all
questions,” Kiung, pp. 87-8. Christian thought is neither
an authoritarian paradigm that governs and limits other
areas of thought, nor is it simply one area of thought
among all others,

L]
.

dieneva, 1966, 52/17 cf. also 53/5, 97/n.°15u/1. . oL
188/1, 19'37—&"‘]’9_3. ‘ . . ' RN

¢
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4

realm of the psycho-physical phenomena of the world, in

. - W10 o
which God in his grace and judgement acts, This

observation has since bgen restated by J, B. Metz who notes
that the "World" is not simply “mother nature” but the

human, historical world in which man. both acts. and which he

11

changes. This precludes a false distinction between

nature as God's good creation and man's action as fallen or -.
corrupt. In the face of the tendency to become over-

optimistic about human "secular" activity the report

expressed a stirong awareness ¢f theambiguity ef-tech-

nological, economfc, social and political change.

If this obedience /%o, God/ is to be realized, the
choices and changes presented to mgn by these new
forces//technological and economic/ must be kept
under critical review, for left uncontrolled they
accentuate the existing unbalance between rich and
poor countries (and indeed within them), which is
.a scandal and offence to God and men. Technology
must be made to serve human purposes and not be
allowed to overwhelm them,l2

Inthe light of this view of "World" the first task
or rqle of the Christian, acting both .individually and

corporately. is to participate fﬁlly in the life of the

world. "Christians have been called by God to fui?\l a

3

mission in the world, OOQ obedience to this call means
.’ /

L]

aa
~

101pi4., 196/3; of. also 196-7/3-7,

i

llJ. B, Metz, Theology of the' WOrld trans,
W. Glen-Doepel (New York: Seabary Press 1973). PP. 33- 5

ceneva. 1966, 52/11 of. also 97/& 154/1 3,
188- 9/2 6.

)

t
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full pafticipation’in the life of the world. This means
that througﬁ pa;ticipatioﬁ of all Christians in théir
respéctive occupgtions, thq‘Cﬁhrch acts in the contemporary
economic and social tssues. 3 It} is the Christian}s func- ’
tlon as "steward" to utilize technology in service of his
fellow man and to witﬂess to his faith -through individual

14

“and corporate activity on behalf of his brethren. The .

¢riterion fq? this action is the "human." The Christian
must seek tQ preserve what is trﬁiy human'and to utilize

economic and social tools to realize fuller possibilitieé
of hﬁhan life.l5 As we have seen in dhapter I, this view

of the world and of Christian activity is remarkably close
16

to that of the Vatican II text, Gaudium et spes.

The second dimension of the Christian's task in the

-

o

world is critical and catalyticl ‘The Christian is called
to bring about social chanﬁe 17 the interest of justice,

He must no%'only,speak out’‘againat injustice ﬁut must also
act in the light of his faith. In many cases to refuse or

neglect to act is tacitly to perpetuate conditions or °

gtructures that cause injustices throughout the world.

- There are no illusions/;f an overly "persénalized"

i Y . 3
- ;- -

. 31pia.; 110/66; cf. also 113/77, 114/79, 57/16,
194/22, R . ‘ . -

14

Ibid., 189/5, 207/1.. . .

A\l

via., 53/3.
" 16Vatican II, é#ﬁdium et éges. pars. -2, 3, 12anh:_35.

A

4
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ﬁto act creatively and he is called upon to act and speak

“unanimity in the whole Church.

‘fﬁ power of their responsibilities as human beings and

'\Pncritical identification of man's social activ1;y with

-~

é w , '
- 79 - N\ )

i

Christian ethic that neglects social 1118.17 Neither are

-~

there illusions that the Christian proclamation can be

identi{}ed with any one mode of social commitment or any
18

one social, economic or ideological system. The ' '

[§}

Christian must ‘draw upon the resources of theology, ‘ \&sf

biblical .study and the social sciences for in81ghts on how

individually and corporately on issﬁes where there is no S,
In fact it-is/through these
actions and words “that the wisdom and experienbe of the

whole Church is advanced, 19 Chrigtians must inform those

must work to coordinate_pxisting structures in the interests
of human well-being.zo The second working group concerned
with "Theologlcal Issues in Social Ethies" made it clear

that social responsiblllty can in no way allow an -~

o

»

God's work in the world.?l Y

. The conclusions drawn by the workiﬁg grdups were -

I

o !

7Geneva 1966, 148/2,,49/6, 53/3. 110/66, 116- 7/%6
143/90 175/85-8, 200-1/20-1, 202/25. =

”

lBIbid., 57/16, 203/28 * .

.

- 19Ib1d., 111/67, 113/7ug;, 201/23.

%olbid.. 53/3, 117/89, 201/22, -

»

2l1pia., 201/21.
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. 3.1.2 The Tasks of Christian Churches, Communiti¥s

'report suggests that churches have the regponsibility of

" using the best scientific knowledge_to render their own

"one of the many forms of corporaté'or institutional organ-

2 80 -

generally intgg%éted.intd the statements made Byfthe four
section reports.’ Though little ef?g;t wésrmade ta providé
theological justifiéation for the statements, few of the
claims made in regard‘to thg tasks 01-Christians éould be

seriously challenged by contemporary theologians.
’ A
~ )

and Organizations ,

The tasks of Christian churches, communities.‘organ-
izations and the World Council of Churches was ;I;3§i<$;
wq}l presented as‘the_foregakng. The authors of the Coﬁ;
ference report understood that in order to be effective in

their tasks Christians need to become organized for action

and for mutual support and education. The churches as

institutions have the primary task Qf,preparing Christians
for their involvement in their respective occupations.

Newly formed structures in the scientific and technological

comhunities must be the vehicle for this involvement. The

structures most effective., The existing churches are only'

]

izations available to Christians.2? . )
- (

The/TIF¥t mode of assistance that Christian groups

can give is informative, They, have the task of organizing,
, h 4

‘ 221pid., 87/129, 88/136, 194/22, 207-8/6.

N «

L]
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‘ studying. researching and dialoguing on technical issues, S

-

using experts from various flelds-in order to 1nform

-~

Christians of their responsibllitles and of the issues that

demand their ,attention‘.z:’ There is an overwhelming weight

-t

-,{.E’f impgrtance throughout the report placed on this need for *+
“* informing Chriétians of the technical.details of world U

~

4 - iSsues. The Christian commitment must be related to the

problems of world social justice and it is' the job of the
Christian churches, communities a&nd organizations to pro- . ¢ AN

'_" vide the education in theological, economic, poiitical and

) : . 24

. ‘sobial affafrs thay will emable Christians to live out this
. < ‘
.- comm1t3ent. There is no attempt to'claim, here, that !

Christian groups must bear the sole responsibility for . all (| f

’ : . I

E edpc.a.tion nor that Chris_tiéﬁs should duplicate research '

; that is being don{mnizations. Christian a

E/‘ ‘ efforts should supplement existing research and relate- the

§ world issues to Christian faith with a vie€ towards action.

! k) They can clarify the place of ‘écience and technology‘iﬁ the

wider political and e‘hical'sphei’e and can provide str%ngtky - f /
| . and inspiration for Christians.25 ‘ Grﬁubs are urged to ‘ // ' [

L. ’\z& study the methodology of social ethics and to study the -

RN EAN - .. ‘ \ )

i}( | ! ~r23 o ol .

Ibid., 58/19, 6/128, 87 132 38/133 126/19,

147/101, 1hl-5/92-3, 177, 96, 194/2 05/ 38 ko, 206/u1 -3,
208/7e, 210/11. 'ﬁ k

. Z“Ibld.. é8/135 6, 13&768 150/119, 159/13.

-351b1d.. 52/2 86-7/128-9: B9-90/143, 189/6 B

\ n \
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‘ T history of the churches actions in the public sector with

a view towards more accurately determinlng the potentials

3 and roles of corporate Christian action in pubdbliec life.26

* N N s s L . .

/f; What is present in all of these recommendations is

¢ ’

) '+ an awareness. that: (1) the Christian commitment démands
. : social action, (2) compeﬁent and responsible;statements and -

actions cannot be made without a thorough and complete

]
i

knowledge .0f the facts and the »issues, and (3) part of the
" Christian respons1bility is to individually and -collect~

v

ively acquire and proliferate awarenesgkof the facts and

o *““‘\~—-\a~hJssues on economic and social questlons. However. there
v appears in places, the assumption that there are uniquely:
“Ghrisfian“ ‘attitudes or responses to the problems and that
it is the duty of the ghurches to formulate them.27 EThis

2 suggests a lacK of clarity in methodology and a lack ‘of

b~

\' - awareness as %o what the relationship Mmight he between the’ ;/

Christian gospel and social ethics. As Paul Ramse points

. g
) - out, nonhere is/there an attempt to answer the question:
. :\\‘_\‘\\\\\\QWhat re the essential 1ngredienxs of Christian’ *J

Ve w28 :
. : res 31billty° .
( \j ' N L7 ¢ ’

., The second dimen810n of the tasks of Christian '
. chur(:he.st communities and organizatlons i&ythat of . .
. L - =~ , ) | @ . . y ‘ o
 2®mbia., 89/139, 183/127, 205/38, 20/9/71\ 210/11.- *
S T, 185/13te, | ‘;ﬁgg B A
[ ;' . ' . ) ’ .o N - " ' ’\‘
e T zgﬁamsex. p. 13, 4 e , , oo
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- for thg powerless. 29 However. this prophetic-critical task

called 1o do more than® j t condemn opprnssion.and injus-

“~ .83 ; _ L

o - N \‘

inrorming the congg}ences of nati\ha und spe:king prophct- ‘ﬂ%
1ca11y in the name or justice and huuan rights. with a bLna

must extend beyonp words into action ~Zhristans nrc

/
«adce, they must gst involved in the strugxle for changt 30
*his involvement can take the form of dialogue with non- .

’hristians. working in developing countries tawards econ-

omiz erw*h. recruiting skilled men and women ror work in ~
developing “ountries. con,ributing money to developing 3
. countries, working to build an intarnational community that.

_could constitute an alternative to the current arms race,

or using existzng power and-infiqence on governments in f l;“.

3l

favour of justice, Whatever the measures,wthe Confer-

. ¢ .. [
ence report recognizes that cooperation with existing

and kt suggests that perhaps 5

groups will ge egsential’,
> =vhristian orgnnizations could coprdﬁnate the exchange of ) N|
/information among,othpr groups worHrng for juatige and 4 ) .

!

| righ%s.jz "As internatfonal communities whose allegiances

- \

\ —\ \

2 2%eneva . 1366, 5877, 91/150, 89/136 b0, 175/85,
19u/2, z%ﬁ?ii“"““b

Su/R, 88/1 34, 9l/lu9 50, 129/31‘ 175/85 R,
1ﬂu/131 205/36 206/u3. 210/11

O1vid.,
176/“9 17“/100

31Ib1d 206/L43, 210/11, ea/lau, 91/L50.'129/31.
176-7/89, 9. - : .

r [N

321p1d., 87/132, RR/13b4, 194/2u, 208/7d, 210/11. -
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\‘»\pxtend across intornafiohal boundaries, the Chrisé;}n.

churches could work to dbuild up confidince betwoen dovelop-

 and support the individual 1in his daily tasks in the world ~

. these new structures will continue to grow out of situa-

and consfgtently expressed. They reveal a lack of -differ-.

‘ ™ .
¢ChurcR and specific tasks in relation to specific ‘issues

To-8 }
’ N\

ing and devd\bped nations and between groups with cdhflict-
\1ng ideolog;es. The churches have the -task of providing an
example to the world that "an association of free people for,‘
a common goal can operate etfectively and rehponsihly -33
1 ?he tasks of Christian churches, conmunities and - A
orgnnizations s?Qms to be\gollvrelated to thq tasks of |

Christians The community's pastoral function is to inrorm

and its prophetic-critical runction is to effectively
' v

express and orgnnize’th( individual’'s résponsible actions

/

o

for charige” in the social sector. . Many differing structures

may be required to adequately perform t?ese functions and .
“ )

L
tions where and when .they ﬁré\pggﬁed.3

P . o
. .

3.1.3 The Tasks of the Church I .
. : \ 4

~

The tasks and roles of the Church are"less carefully

- N ) /
- /
/
SR 4 0 s il 1 = AW IIND  ET Snine e gh NEAIOs /‘ JN
‘e

.

.

. )
2l

»
©

entiation between tasks that can be attributed to the wholé

that are performed by iqdiiidﬁal Christian groups. In . f%
: . T 1 . N

'3 A ’ . . .5

- - . I . - 7 ' . ;q
\jBLbid.. R6/128, /7/120, 126/19, 147/10, 159/19. . g
rvid., R9/136, 208-9/7g. . .i ,

d ~
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places the authdr? of the -Geneva report use ‘the term Church

correctz;\ ”he Ch%rch s task is to bc that community-in
~

toﬁZQtablish agd majintain relationships across«lines‘oA

conflict, and cannot’be identified with any .one social,

36

ecoﬁomic or ideological system. It acts most cfﬁectively
throuzh the participation of laymen dn their reapact&we
occupations ‘and does not act as 'Church' when individual.

Christiana‘participate directly in political_iire.37"-fﬁe-

"Church,is called to produce a éhénge in motivation aﬁong

peoples and-governmentS*ofrtgg world ;nd ta awaken and
renew the social Fonacience &gghgci;t¥~jg All of these
kaaks'correspond to the ker&gmaiic. Biaconic'and.ﬁrophetic
dimensions of the Church’'s "mission” in tbe world, and
they can all be attributed to the whole ”hurch\SZ ' :
7 the Church

‘ However. at times the authors refer 2o

']& ' ' '

LA

P ] ) ¢ . "
‘ - 351v1d., $2/2. $§/10. 122/1, 1%0/112, 1R2/120,
123-6, 202/26. - o, L .
Ivid., §7/16; 192/120, 123-6. .
370y p | '
Ivid., s3/3, 112/71, 113/74, 194/22, . .
: T % ‘ , .
P rvid., 533, 2770, , SRR
39 1vid., 1ﬂo/112. o o
. W

o
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when they are actually 1nv1t1n¢ churches or Christian organ-,

I

- tzations %o cdrtain partlcular modes of action in thp public

rd

suctor. \The Church is asked to taka a stand wh,n human e

digni#y and fellowshkp dre cloarly violated b TﬁL authors,
here are rererring to 1nstances that are of sufflcient

gravity as to. require a stdtement by institutionil churchqs.

¢

theolqgiaqf. or the 1or1d Council of Churcheq. Tho Church

mus t re-organize to a&ﬂreaa human needs at all levels.“l .

“Again, the ‘reference hare is ‘to the existing étructures of

ins{itutiona churches. In a-series of’texts clearly refer-;

-~

ring to the tasks of churches in the sociai sector, the

~

Church s exhorted to "encourage its members. -re?ind,its'

members” and "to assume responsibilitiea. b2 Any recom- i
mendations that hope to be, carried. out should be addressed

13

to the peison or persons for whom they are intended.

Issuing a request to as elusgye an entity as the Church is

td

a sure’ way of seeing it ignored The Church is askgd tg'

L]

study. to speak Gﬁt against nuclear war, to consult with
experts in the social sclences and to refrain from withs |
drawing fellawship from those who engage 1n civil dis-

Y

obedience. The authors ask Christians and Church to S

. “O1bid., 203-5/31, o .
“l1pid., 181/147, 207-8/6, 7g.
N\ ‘ . )

“21vid., 89/5, ¥12/72, 113/76, 203/31, 308/7f.
: w | 2%
'y

v ‘ 2
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or’'a recommended action with the Church precludes- the .

. ’ .
. ) . ) .
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cooperate wL&h"n@péChriatians for the promotion Of'QECiAI
. "o ' ~ o

u} < - R . . . "g

<,

’hile it~ ‘can be said that in instances where.Chris- - "
2 . * /-

tians act indivi¢ually and corporately there.also the Church R

[ ]
acts. tt is lnerficient and ipcgrrect to ascribe tasks to

the Church at large when they are meant tor specific
”hristian groups. *here aaf emerging many diffenent forms -

i
of Christian and Christian-relateé groups. each with a ) g.
, '

~specific*series of capabilities‘ ihenreach acts. it cbuld':

rightly be said that the Church»is acving. however the

I3

varigus tasks of the whole ”hurch,could never_be ascrtbed

—

!
to any one group. - 7T o ’ w;¥

1.8 Eg_;__ggg_x_gi”ritdc_ggs of Geneva . PR p ) .
t . There are three maﬂor problems with an uncritie;l use &’

of the‘term “hurch ;he identificatfon of a statement

possibk;ity of alternative statements or actions and -
creates the illusion that -there is a distfnctly ;"hris
position - In economic,. social or political issues 0 world
'complexity there must be rooft for a plurality of view-~

points simply because we lack understanding of the tech- o oo
nical and human &imensions of the(problems T'he Feneva * l

report lis insistent on this plurality. ba (2 ) The -

o . " - . 0. " ) ) e
“Irvia., 118-9/§5-105, 129/31, 181/117¢, 115/R2,
11R/9h T

. '
T s S s, s s
.\

7
-
.

.
-t

Ibid ' 115/82 203/31.
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: . L
indiscriminagg attributing of rosponsibilities to the Church
"encourﬁges ‘a " They” mqntality which blurs ‘the truth as to

‘and by ﬁndicating that alternatives do exist.. 45

-88- *’, < Lo . .0

who is doing whq&\and encoutrages the shuffling off of per-

. sonal and c0tporate responsibilities. (3) 1In oraer to gain

credibility and effecgiveness at this particular time in .
history ”hristians and Christian re}ated organitations must ‘
make every effort to dissociate themselves from an author— v
ftarfan aqd monolithic image of Christian institutions, an

image that is.now largely obsolete. Thef,saﬁ do thi‘\by

carefully’identifyingkthé author(s) of statements or .-

'actioﬁs by identifying the authordty behind" the autﬁor(s) . : -

(

T~

' Paul Ramsey s.efiticisms of Gen f;J:fe largely

’

directed at problems ?bsultihg from the Zonf ignce 8 misuse »
- a - y

‘'of the -term "Church.“ (hen Séction III states that it ig a

déélaratﬂon of the ”hurch\that "war .is contrary to the will - s

** ¥

'of God,™ this Suggests there is'a unanimous consensus in

Zhristian theology. 46 In fact fss Ramgey points oun. thij///’ -

is simply a, reference to a statement made Jk the LJ94R

-

Assemblv at Amsterdam and in no way does it express.a

L
7rwahe recommendation K

"hristian theological conclusipn.

that the ﬁhurch speak out on matters of legisiatiom_ahere -

<

<

= — ) : : . SR -
- : & &
Ls, - - .
¥ .%’See algo Ramsey, p. 3. )
o . - DA
16 . ) ' ‘ o . . )
Geneva, 1966, 129/31. . , -
67 i

Ramsey, p. 106-ff. . [, .‘ ~ )

- - . . "
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basié human relations are involved. suggests that there is

- .
a speclal 8tatus Or correctness that ”hurch statements .~
o un i
have., Her¢, reference to,thq Church ‘instead of Christian

~

grégps creates a faulty persbectivo., The report suggests !
that 'the Thureh should be concerned about.the noed for
responsibAe parenthood as a means of promoting, the Well- st
beirg of the family. especially the health. of mothers.' b9
f'Aqaln. the whole Church ts identified with' a particular per-
"spective on birth control an’ issug ‘about whic% there is no
theological consensus. And a task that c0uld have been
recommended for particular ,hristian gxoups 1n a way that ) ,
embraced plurality, is attribuxed to the whole Church. .. )
—~ven in ca®ses where more care is taken“in the use of“
the termd "Church" and church. Paul Ramsey takes issue
‘with the repor s »endency to address specific issues with Co?

specific recommendations. He suggests that church,confer-

P

., ences av01d this type ‘of pronouncement as a "final corrup-.
: ’ g ‘

ti o.,the social teachings of world Chrisoipnitj."‘o He .

would do well though to take his own advice and direct his

Iy - . _\. '-_ . .
criticism at_the "moral species” of these pronouncamentd.sl T

« - .
- ‘ , )

cegeva, 1966, 112/72 . .
N\ S T
bgrbid.' 168/61 . “f\ \ \\ ]

. 0 I . ‘& T

T SER‘afns’ev, B k&.‘ " > \

" 5ltpid., p. s2.
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" These kinds of statemonts‘pre not veyond the tasks %r o 5
Zhristian groups In fact, such~groupa should¥* not shun’ o

.. the phenomenon Secularization. an affirmation of the

13

s
v

% - that so.far as humanly possible in their deldber- °

3.3 Concludion

responée to econob%c and socxol problems is'presented con-

taking specific Btances if prepared competently. State- .

man&gimust be firmly basad kn ”hristian theology and pro- '

) ceed according to a clearly detinad methodology They mus?t

_do justico te all of the details and consequences of the - .

’

social political and economic situatioa and be foruulated . ;

in a way thdt acknowledges altornatives and idontiries o

s
. 1 )
.

Authorehip and relative aothority. As Bamsey suggosts:

Sven ir'these counclls do not officially represent R ‘ :
their participating denominations, we“need to know- . . -~ .

ations and pronouncements they nevertheless are in ' ‘ -i
‘a real sense trying to be the church speaking. 52 - SR

. . 1. i
‘. ' I R ' _? !

’ ’ “ T [N vo» E
" Throughout ngevg, 1966 the tasks pf Fhristians in- i

[
+ stimicilions o

sistently. “hese/tasks are based upon a ravourable view of.

> 4

[ESRsURT g

‘a

- . *3

intrinsic value of "World," an understanding that "dorld"
v e

is the- histori al world gf men, and a recognition of the - '

C e gy
‘

ambiguity of technological advancement. The Zhristian s

“tasks require participgtion ‘in the: life'of “the world &s-
oteward' of Tod's creation and thé criterion fer actfon is -

human well-being. Cpristians mus{ spgok and oct crgtically ‘

against iﬁjustico. drawing uoon all the résources of

L ~ 3 LS

T
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‘theology-and the social sciencos. and uust take care not to .

identify gny one poaikion or theory with God 's activity in

2 v [ . L

the ﬁorld B

The authors pred%nted the tasks of’ Christian -

churches. communities and organizationa as the mobilizatlion

L4 -

of individual ”hristians into effective groups. This . .

4

| effective me*/ljzation can begin with the tragitional -,

.¥~chhrches buf wili’require the formation of new structures

«

for ébmmunity and for economic, social and political action,
' ”hristian groups have the- task of informing indivi uals on
r«®neologica;. social, economic and political matte 4 in
--order to generate awareness and provide background e ‘ 8:
“tion; Thhs will require coogpration with existing groups.
.Christian‘groups also act to\infarm global ccnsciousness
and to change con\utions of human suffering at, all levéls.'
There was a tendency in elaces for the authét® to ?ncfitic—
ellk presume some uniquely "Christian® attitides or
responses to social and economic problens ‘
~%he 7eneva authors were less successrul Kn thei//

n_piﬁces,phey

al action td’

v

presentatiqn of the tasks of Epe ?purch.
referred'specifie'mod%s of social and peait

. ‘the whole Church rather than recpmmendzng them tq_specific
Christian groups, The effect of this wXs to cre?te the
illu%ion of some uniquely-fChristian- position on social
yssueé, to confuse the truth as to who does and shquld

hct and to perpetuate an alieﬁeting nonollthic 1mage oﬂ ‘ﬂ

.
*
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Christian M ¢ When thare is ng/(_inity in the whole

T Church Gn social i;aues no pos.ition can be ldentified - with \
the Church at large. - Rather, speqific aocia; taska.nm_i

- PFOJOC‘XG \cavr/l/be prgs'ent'ed és tﬁe 're'qunsi‘bility of par-

v
I ! » - ° - ¥

ticular Chriatidn,churcf\em\ éomnim‘os or organizations

. and as ong as these are methodologically sound a.nd well
’ based i social '« political and economic data. they are -
A legitimte tasks. T o . '
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7 e _"TASKS"- IN "UPPSAJA, 1968" -
o~ ‘ | I \ <
4.0 Introductfon’ ) K .

Secilon. I of.Uppsala, 1968, "The Holy spxrn and the

at ol'ici.ty of the Church,” considers ‘the theol’ogical

. grounding for the tasks of the C "’hurch and Sgetion 1. '

' elaborates these tasks in relation to economics and world
develocment% In this chapter I examlne Sectiqns I and III
in an ei‘fort to piece together the theologioagl argument-

afion behind Uopsala s presentation of? tasks, and "to sum-

4% °
. ‘harize the ways 1n whi-ch U}éa was bpth similar and

t
L d

different from Geneva. .' i
}*.l""T'k" in "Uppsala 68" '
~ The authors of Sect}on III of Ugggt;:;g. 12"65 de'v‘i':'ted ,
Itwen'.ty out of férty-eight'paragraﬁhs io discussing the ways
that Chri:stians. churi;hes and the 'dorl-d‘ Counéil of Chprches |
can respond to. the problema‘ of world 'economic and social
: jus'.ti-c::e (sub-section ¥ of Section III). The structure of ’
these paragraphs reveals that considerable ,’ca;e was taken ]
to differentiate a&xong'taské applicaﬁlé ton “hristians, to

v ' church‘es. to the WCC and to theologlans.,

»




1&11 Structuro‘ .7 "f:-,
There are oight parts to sub-oqction V. In the first

"two paragraphs tho authors affirm that aocial actior is a

1

task .properly apﬁlicablo to ‘the. whole Church This task

&/ requires cooperation among Christians from all churchos ;nh "

*witri men of goo.d~ will eyoryyhore whdtevor their religious
‘or non-religiohh ’affi-liatiopa.z The second, third, fourth
ar}d‘ﬂtth 'parts outline the various tasks of,;h; churches
("The Pastoral and.Zducational Task," *The Service Task.“k
""‘he Prophetic and critical Task” and “The Political Task.™"
"“hese clearly address’ the member chquches ot“i the VCC and
the ..nglish text usges the word ° chutch" with .a. small * ."3
The sixth part devotes three short paragraphs to outlining
somb particular contributions that thé World Council of

o .,hurches can make. One. ofL these amphasizes that "economic

- and social developmont“ should be made’ a priority consider- J

ation in mstmcturing the i(ZC. The seventh outlines nine
¢ ‘dimensions of the individual Christian's task and”the
eighth and final part contains fiv:ﬁhhom. pat@graphs.

. sddressed to "the theologiéns.s The authors stress that the
s v .

. 1ng_salg , 1968, 51/29,
 2Toid.,, 51/29-30.1
3Ibid,.‘5}-3/31-9:
+ Broga., §3-0/80-2,

SIbid., S4/43. - ﬁ . \
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currqnt tachnological revolution prosents a radically new -

hiatorical situation that muat be the rocus ot current 3

thcolbg‘cal attention.6
S

LS

'b 1. 2 TheOTasks of Christians .. ] ' '.-
Thelgféiground tc the tasks of Christians begins in

tho opening paragraphs of Sectiork ITI." The authors estab-
1ish the basis on which they will build their proposals for.

,Christians' individual and corporate actiom, They begin by
affirming the unity of mankindi the fact that all peoples -

of the earth share the rigntg tobthb wofld'q resources and

. that we have become aware of human conditions in all

corners of the wonld and must therpfore live in the light '

’

‘of a new. global Vision of man.

" Ve live in a new, worlﬂfﬁ?rexciting prOspects. FPor the
first time in history we_ can see the oneness of man-

. kind as a reality. {or the first time we know that
all men could share in the proper use of the world's
resources, The new technological possibilities turn
what were dreams into realities., Just as today we
have, the knowledge about .the conditions of men
throughaut the earth, and the means, &e are without
exc%se . '

- .

This theme Z#pnity of mankind' was a major prevailing theme
\thggyghout the whole Uppaala Agsembly. The Message of the

Nﬂbembly (the short concluding statement made on ‘behalf of
‘ Q

Pl J

v " s e

6Ibid.. SL-5/LL-8, . - T

71bid., 4%/1; see alsd Duff in Preston, P. 59,
"The Uppsala report made its case for Christlan involve- -
ment in the problems4%§ dovelopment by invoking the one-

ness of mankind,” = S

L F

h]

/ ..»P . vl . ) \
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" all the Uppsale perticipants) breeeete the’?olloqﬁns as the

v . -

tirst resolution: .
All men have become neighbours to qne gnother. Torn by .
diversities and tensions, we do not 'yet know how to 4
".1ive together. But God makes new. Christ wants his ©

¢

‘ “nurch to foreshadow a renewed human ‘community.

Therefore we.’hristians will manifest our unity
in Christ by entering into full fellowship with those
of- other races, classes, age, religious and political
convictions, in the place where we live. Especially ;
we shall seek to overcome racism wherever it appears.8 b

The opening sermon preached by Reverend D. 7. Niles on the
0

morning of ’hursday. July & (the‘first day of the Assembly) ::iq

.
" e S R

: emphasized that the Assembly s main theme, ~8Behold I make

all things.new (Rev. 2115- &) is a Divine promise thats
addresses all, of mankind.9 Professor J. M, Lochman. the

]
uheirman of Section III in his introductory remarks to the

section. considered the global scope of economic and social '
issuee to be a primary concern of the WCC, . R
Facing the probilem of 'world economic and sociel jus-
‘tice we are confronted with a central ecumenical : ~
problem of .our times, ‘ecumenical in. the broadest ' ‘/
-gecular sense, that- rsé odncern ng the oikoumene of ’
fr this inhabited earth. -

.

. -
B Wb o el WO o E bt e

' The affirmation that alf men are qhe cerries"ﬁ ,

specigl,respoheibility now~§hatﬁmen"possess the eechnology‘ : , v

. » - . e
o .

' - - -
13 N . .

/ - . N

RU ] v J'Eég. p‘ 5- ¢ , »

- " . P
9D “T. Viles. ‘Opening Sermon,” in Unity of Map-
kind, speeches from the Fourth Assenmbly of the 9CC, )

‘Uppsala, 196F, ed. A, H. van den Heuvel (Geneva: HCC

1969), pp. 7 _(This dollection of Speeches is here-

after cited as Uggdalax Upitx of Mank;nd) o Coe S

-,
> >

1%92:_; .196t p. 39, | o

"+ 4 . e
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to eradicate misery on the earth.ll The fact that all are
\\\ oo created in God's image .and that Christ died for all. pre-
' sants Christians’with the special task of utilizing this

& .. - technology _..l torovarqqme a provingial. narrow sense of

"solidarity and to create a sense of participation in a

world-wide responsible society yith'justiFe'for all,"+?
The Chris iar"s'action must address the :current world |,
'soqj;l problems, that are‘(in the.authors‘ view) partly/ihe
result of -various nations reluctance to considef’this

. wider gLobal perapective.13 The Christian must therefore.~

Y
\; . ‘ ';) strive to reduce the inequalities 1n the world that are the-

‘result of tﬁis overly narrow scope of justice and he/she
must<”:.. participate in the struggle of millions of people
for greater social justice and for world deve10pment. lul
v The Christign can act hopefully against human

exploitation and 1njustice because he belieVes that God has

. N AR 1 A e
.

™ "' g entered the world in ”hrist that He has been victorious . -~
over the structures of evil. and that ...’”His Kingdom is »* .
v ‘ coming with his judgement and mercy.” 15 . *
o . Umd., us/1, 46/10, 50/28.
lkfj,/ . , ¢ . ' 4 ) \ . ) _“ i
B . ' X lszoid. , 4543, . - . ST .
) . ’ : \ ¢ ‘. . 5
Dryia., s5/3. e . !
. -, , , 3
, luIbido ' bS/bo o - A . . : !
1514, us/2, . . ‘/
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The basis then for Christian action in the world, as'*

outlined in the first four parigraphs oﬂ Uppsala, 1968,

" Section III, can chematized as folldws: P

b
(1) A1l men(are one (all are created\in God's image;
ed in Christ),

(2) Technology now éiI3;E—EE—TE_iaiﬁéﬁs“thts—giabal
vision of man and enables us to eradicate human
suffering.

(3) The current social and economic suffering in'the
world must, therefore, not be allowed to con-
>+ tinue, . . )
.{4) Christians' tasks are: prophetic (raise global
. awareness of the responsibilities implicit in
this technological vision and possibiiity) and
" diaconic (act to eradicate human suffering and
injustice),
() Christians can be hopeful in their actions
' because the world has ‘been redeemed and the
Kingdon is at hand. L '

-

Paragraph L3 of Section III proceeds to outline nine
ways in which Christians can act out their prophetic amc
- dlaconic responsibilitieé These, nine ways can be summar-

tzed as follows: know the facts: pray: engage in dialogue

.. and join with others in groups; urge eductational author-

ities to include development in curricula; become' involved
"in communal projects; exert political pressure; volunteer

self—tagétion: consider developmént projects in career:

16 ' >~

cholices; make a personal commitment, These nine items

o

serve as examples and they make no claim to being exhaus-
- .
tive. Theologically, there is little in these nifle

'examples that would constituté material for heated debate,

-

v o. \ -

~ léIbid . su/B3. S

YV et f—_—— e

B T

o b M
N
‘.

N
s - .
Fe e i ey



~

»

\- 99 - “
\ ' ~ : o - .
Technically, however, the economist éould cﬁhllenge the’

autRors? assessment that development, as 1t%1s described &

.

this report, must be the best and most effective program

//

for combatting the needs of the world's poor. It is clear

here that the authors are uging the word;'aévelopmentﬂ as

LY

a theological térm rather than a fechnical,term. Ho&eve{,
the confusion caused by the alternate tgchninal and the-
oiogical meanings of the word causes problems 1n‘inter%re-
tation ksee"Chapter 2 above) prob;ems thnt could have been

avoided with a more careful cQ?ice of ‘words.
4

-

-

S &
The nine paragraphs which consider the tasks of

L.1.3 mhe Tasks of Churches

‘xhurches are g8u7dly concerned with mobilizing vhristian
consciousness and action at the locaI level, in the light
of this n?w global vision of numan welfgre. The:authors
discuss the churthes' tasks under four headings: “The
Pastoral and Sducdional Task,” "The Service Task,” "The
Frophetic and Critical Tnsk;_and "The Political Task" and
once again the "unity of mankind” is the central point of.
emphasis. The authors state tnat "all men".%re heirs to

the world's respurces and that Christians must help to

direct the ecéXLmic. social and ‘political efforts of every
i

N region and nation towards the well- -being of people in all

corners of the globe. ‘ e o -

E
+
-

v
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Churthes are called, in their preaching and teaching,
including theological education, to et forth the bib-
lical view of the God-given ogneness df mankind and to
point out its concrete implications flor the world-wide
solidarity of man and the stewardship\of the resources

. of the earth.l? .
The churches should use their resources for God's pur- .
pose of abundant life for all men:la

They /thelchurches/ should espégially consider how the
present economic structures in which national sover- ,
eignity plays a decisive role cfn be transformed into

a structure in which decisions affecting the welfare
of all are takenaat the international level,

The authors of Section III xant to emphasize that
participation of "hristians at the local level in projects
that utilize the talents and rgggurces of local communitres'v
must be the route towards effecting global changeé. This
means that it must be up to the local Christian “communities
to translate the“general tasks of education, éervice, pro-

phetic criticism and political involvement into concrete |

- pro jects and programs.

Each church should determine and apply the concrete .
implications of these recommendations based on an
analysis of its local, regional and national situ- 4
ation.20 g .

However, Christians are ufged to sacrifice their own con-

veniences in their programs for global human welfare and’

1) * P 1

17 1p1d., s51/71.
1R 1p1d., "52/34,
19044, , 52/36. SRR .

2oIb1d., 51/31.
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to add new projects without deleting existing ones,

Every church should make avajilable fdr develoﬁment aid

such proportion of its regular income as would entail

sacrifice, this amount to be in addition to amounts
\\ ‘spent on mission and other programmes,2l . ,

The pastoral and educational task of churches
includes seiting {ortﬁ the theoldgical and biblical bases
of social activity. determining approp}iate’actions in the
various concrete situations.and teachidg people how to be
polifi ily effective -in accomplishing their desired aims
and goa s.22 The service task of e churches aniudgs

-

mobilizing human and material gesoqrceé for projects that

assist the poorer countries in their efforts towards econ-

omic and social development.23 The prophetic and critical
N a 7
task requires Christian churches to review critically and
. . .

promote necessary changes in ecclesiastical, industrial."

. $

governmental and international structures according to the

\

extent that they serve.the interests.of global human well-

24

being. And the.political task of.churches involves the

corporate ﬁarticipatipn of Christians in various political

processes in order to exert influence in favour of poorer '47/—

//
C2l1pid., s2/33.

221p44., s1/91.
231pid., 52/32-4.

2b1p1d., 52/35-7.
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2

countries. 25 In outlining the political task of churches , "~

, the authors Become quite explicit and recommend specific . "

policy changes. These recommendations include the. measures
contakned in the Charter of Algiers. the international
stabiiization of the price of primary products, tariff
agreements that give preference in Vorth Ktlantic markets

" to the manufactured products of the ggyeloplng countries.4

and the recommendations regardégg ?he’UN second Development -

26 ,Aaain, the authors might have been wiser to

Decade.
state clearly that these meéasures are examples of possible
courses of action and that caref%; analysis dﬂéht reveal

alternate programs and measures-wolthy of Christian commitQ 9

A

ment. . . .
Throughout the discussions‘of the taské‘of churches

it is not élway§ clear whether the authors of Section III
are referring to the iocqi church as the tradit{;nally :
. structuged ecclesial'communi’y or whether they are using ’

"church” to mean the various groups of -hristians that

might spontaneously organize and mobilize for particular :

politicadl or soclial actions. On tae one hand, the authgrs §
. o - I

state that churches should integrate instruczion on social .

and political responsibility into their pﬂbaching. teaching ' w;j‘

[ . f M Y

2S1vid., 52-3/38-9,
261n14., 52-3/38.2. 0 , : .

o
v . < '
\
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1nstit6tidna1ﬁphur%h nembershipS‘in pdlitical party meets .

' ditional. ecclesial institutions should gather together to

) suggest that the (4) alternative is probably what the

and theolo%icaf’ﬁducatigﬁ;27 Herq. the reference is‘clearly

»

td” the local institutional church. However, in a;othar place .

« . . 4 ) .

the authors recommend that:. ' C .

The churches 5hould: ¢ ‘
() help to ensure that.all political parties make\
development. g priority in their programmes;
(2) wurge and influence the governments of indus-
_ trialized countries: - o8
YL a) to undertake development megsures, .... etc, ‘

"It is not clear here whether the authors are asking that:

A1) cbfrgymensand women act as delegated répresentatifes of
ings and .in government . legislatiVe houses and pressure -
groups: or (2) clergymen apd women should extoll from the

pulpit the virtues of particular political candidates or

L4
ST R i M i OO

urge the support of certain proposed legislative neasures; 3
Y

q

or (3) laypersons should represent particular institutional
. g 1 .

. .
3
X ou NI e Sl

) " .
churcéﬁg at politjcal party activities and encourage certain
' @

political policles and measures among the congregation; or-—— —

i W,'

(4) groups of Christians from within and among various tra-

N
e
Q

exchange views on political issues and act corpérately as
”hristian ci*izens in an effért to modify political party

S . c s
policies and influence legislative measures. , I would

-

o s RCuastlh o

L)

27 1pid., 51/71." . o ' .

2 o

2% vid., 52/9R, ' wo oo
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authors had in mind, In all probability. the authors are

“‘

hoping that any groups of Christians (or anyone at all for
that matter) might Qe motivated to work either with or

independent of vtraditional ecclesidl. structures to organize

.groups of people for pblitical activity on behalf of the

i ML the members of the ACC are "churches,

P

L

world's poor. The authors are using the wgrd church here

because they are speaking through the structure of the

L4

dorld ;ouncil of Churches as the voice of an Assembly to -

.. . ’ X
the members, ‘Because of the constitutional makeup of the

.29

The fuse of *the word/ “church” 'is then a legal ‘term
N,

related to° the consti ut onal makeup of “he VOrld -ouncil
and-not a- theologicgl ?erm. The authot% are not attribut-
ing a politicaI’tashdfo ‘the instltutionally structured
ecclesial communities per ge. Ratwer.‘uhiy are attridut-
ing the.politichl“task“to groups of Christians organized
for effective a;tion in society.. The authors address
fchurches”‘as constituted members of the 4-C in order that
through thé "churches” Christians will be made aware of
the*r po}itical tasks. .i , C ' 3 -

The distinction between the legal and theological

-ugsage of the word "church” ;s important pecause it draws

attention to the fact that different types of tasks will

fequire the efforts of different types of organizations.

29”Constitution and ?ules of the dorld CounciI of
Zhurches,” in Uppsala, 196Q. pp. L66-7, L71-2,

W i
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‘social and economit.problems will require new t 8 of
L e~prot ] quire_ ypes o
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ot 1 ‘ .
The traditional churches can often function as a cl@hring - )
house for.;ﬂformation. encoutﬂéement and for human and . ﬁ\
material resources, howev?£ new tagks rela%ﬁd to poiitical: -‘ ;

Christian groups that mﬁst be tailored both to the tasks - s T

any to the bhar{sms of the local members. - ) ¢ . 4
Thé authors of Sectien #II then would‘haée béen wise
to have chosen their language ;ore carefully. The present_i
terminplogy is coﬁfhs%pg and mbsle%?ing,‘éﬁggestiqga -
return to clericalization or ecclesiastical domination of

local politlcs. Anile consxdering the theological concept p

of "taSks” in relation *o corporate and coummnal uhris ian

.
~ e T g

activity the authors of Section ILT might haVe‘followeﬂ

Geneva's ethple‘éﬁ&>challépged the "churches" as WCC:

) .
§

members to ehbourage the dggslgyment of new stryctures and

7 el e o S

organiza»ions at the local, national and international

levels; structures in which ”hristtans can act out their
. . 4.
commitment to the world's poor. )

I L R o

4,1,4 The Tasks of the Church ’

' Th; au}horg were much more‘car;rul in@théir use of
the term “Church.” In fact she word "Church (with a . \
capital C") only appears twice throughout the entire'
report of Section III (except of course when 1t is used as’
a part of a praper name, e,g. Roman Catholic "hurch, or . o

Aorld: Conference on Chunch and Society). In both cases

' LS
the authors are attributing: to.the whole Church tasks
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/these statements are describing the univergel scope of the

world on pehalf of all mankind The authors are presuppos-. ’

'ing the intrinsic value of the "World” .when théy affirm: i

- 106 -

/

-

that are sufficiently universal in sccpe as to demand par-

/

ticipétion. in some measure, of all Christians.

‘The Church mﬁé% actively prodbxe the redistrgiutlon of -
power, without discrimination of any kind, that all

meri, women and young peogle may participate in the *
benefits of development,

The Church is called to work.for a world-wide respons- |
ible gpciety and to summon men and nations to repent-

ance, )

Leaving aside for the moment a discussion of the content of

the tefﬂs ‘aeveiopment' and responsible 50piety,1 both of {

-

uhurcb s diaconic ‘task., Paragraph>29 goes on to edbhasize
that at this’ ‘ime 1n history, the fulfilment of this task

+ . S 3

requires WwCC- cooperation with’ -

.+ . the Roman Catholic Church, with other non-member
churches, with non-church organizations, adherents
of other religions, men of no religion, indeed with
men of good will everywhere.

The task of the Zhurch here is a task in and with the nhole i

"To be complacent in the face of the world's need is to be
guilty of practical heresy."32 And the Church stands
alongs ide “men of good will everywhere?. in addressing the

needs of the world. . : | - %

” .
¢ “ . > H
.

NO1pid., 50/213.
M18id., 51/29.

R1pid., 51/29.

.
¢ «
] . (8
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©. At the back of these statements lies eomething of ™

Geneva, 1966 .8 position on secularization.' "world" and .

4 .
"stewardship” (see Chaptar 3.1.1 above). However, 'the « .

authors of Section III made no effort to exploqe.the the-
s Yy ’

g ological intricacies of the “Church-World"” problem, This

P U

%2> was the task of Sections T and II at Uppsala. And the’
problehs encbuntered in both Sections were, enbugh‘to\écate
th&authors of Section II1 away from everything but a few
‘suﬁerficial introductory,remarks on "Church and World. 33

. AIthough the par}icipants of Section I spent much

% time wrestling with the Qrthodox-?fotestant divergencies on .

- the "visibility"” and thé "invisibility” of the Church's !g ‘
“"cdatholicity,” they did manage to set some of the the- - '
ological gfoundwork for Section III's discussion of.iaskswju
The "World" is described as the world of men and is the o

»

place of God' S, dhtivity. Christian activity in the yorld

is 9o?peration with this Divine action aﬁd'is the;efgéy' . .
. goad.35 The Spirit of God equips the Church to act in L

favéur of the "enriochment of human life; and towards .the

"renewal and unity of mankigd."36 And the "secularization”

Y
I

r.* ' 33John deller comments that procedural difficulties
' .and a lack of consensus on the alm of the Section almost .
brought Section ¥ discussions o a hgltzvcf ib}d.. p. 20,

. Mt rvid., pe 9. | R D
351bid,, 12/b,

¥ 1vid., 14/8.

V then g B O s e RS 7 AP ool b e g MY
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> . .
of the wdr&d presupposes that the world can make its own
intrinsically valuable contributions to the unity of man-

,kind.37 These statements affirm the intrinsic merit of
f?orld.' the theological notion of “stewardship,” the cri-

terion of the "human™ as norm for social activity and a

positive attitude towards secularization. , As in Section_

111, the text of Section 1 discusses these issues in the

context of 'an overall emphasiSton the question of unity in

the Church and among men.38 ”“

2

AN
L.1, 5 The Tasks of the World Council of Churches

® .

The, tasks of the World Council of Churches and the
tssfs of theologians are the last two considerations in
Section iiii The #CC ‘is an international agency througn
Whic@fﬁﬁ?istians can codperate aith other Christians and

’ . :
with gbn-religious agencies to assist in Felping the

r

\ Worlde poor. “

he World Council of Churches must continue ‘and
increase its cdoperation with United Nations
agencies in the fleld of development.

I
t

~
Ly

3

385ee nere ibid., 12/2-3. The fact that the title
of the®first Section report is "The Holy Spirit and, the
Catholicity of the Church” and that four of the
report's subtitles are TThe Quest for Diwgrsity.' "The
Quest for Continulty,” "The Quest for the~Unity of the
‘thole Church® and "The Quest for the Unity of Mankind"
{ndicates clearly the locus of concern in the Section.

S e I

e

T e e e ot
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A

_ the World Council of Churches and the Roman
; . Catholic Church, acting togeéether, should enlist

development .39

This ;task is clearly stated. in principle,

stituti

Al

(1)
s
(i1)
(111)
(iv)
(v)

(vi)

(‘vii)

¢

on. . \
'"9\ e

The functions of the Norld Council shall be:

fhe influence of all Christians and men of good
will in the world to diminish expenditures on \
- armaments and. to ttansfer the resultqing eavinga .

in the ~'.'ICC"5 con-

to carry on the work of the world movements for
Faith and Order and Life and York and of .the

International Misslionary Councili

to facilitate common action by the churches;

to promote cooperation in study:

to promote the growth of ecumenical and missiomry
consciousness in the members of all churches;
to support the churches in their world wide

missionary and evangelistic task:

to egtablish and maintalh relations wigh
national and regional councils, world con-
fessional bodies and other ecumenical organ-

fzations; F

to call world conferences on specific sub})
as occasion may require, such conferences be

ng

empowered to publish thelr own'findings.

The tasks of the WCC theh are derived from the cor-.

t : - ‘porate tasks of Christians and as an international agency

a rather

estatement that the WCC

than as a representative of it,

+

the WCC serves ,ae a veh‘icle'\fver Christian action and study
Section III's

“cooperate,” "enlist the influence.

of all Christlans and men of goodwill‘ and restructure

1tself with an orientation towards development (the tez"n

4 @

M 1vid., 53/60-1:

uoIbld... 'po %?: ' .‘

"development™ beirig used here not in its technical danse

4




>

PN

.repert . was -the introduction of a“new focus for the

AHV . '.' ‘ .
; ,q « : - 1.10‘-. Tl
but as a theological term) is therefore a.statement ywith a

solid theological foundation in the corporate and individual

' w

*

tasks of ”hristians.

3

4.1.6 Theologianx ‘ .
Q Theologians are urged to study the impact of technoiogy

on the theological meaning of human and social justice.

The authors urge that theologians carry out this study in

dialogue with people in qdministration..industry and tech-

nology at all levels.ul L T },‘
"L,2 Changes -- Genewgﬁto nnpsala . : ' -

a

4,2, 1 A More Careful use of the Term *Church”

The first significant change between Geneva and

a

'Uppsala was in the way thesauthors . used the term "Church,”
. dhile gnevg, 136§ tendéd to assoclate Speciric tasks o

'related to concrete {ssues (ith the whole'z”hurch." Section

~

A
171 of ggp g . 1965 was hesitant to use the word Church-at

all. The, result was that there was less of a tendency Ain-

"‘l.

Uppsala, 126§ to agsocliate particular programs with some

uniquely "Christien social or economic policy.

» -

o

uzzorheumtyormnxmd . ] S

The second change that occurred in the UppBala,

LI
a -

-~ u'lrbid.' '5“—5/%—8,' - R - ) i
. N . It . . - . '

S

.t



clearly ‘dentify whethép'the authors were discussing
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consideration of “tasks.” “The unity of mankind® -was the .

theologicai basie for Christian social responsibilify

"#hile Uppsal , 1268 continued to refer to 'the concepts

"gtewardship,™ secularization." 'human. and "Kingdom of
God® {conbébts that were discussed more widely in Genpeva,
1966) the focus of attentidn at the fourth Aesemoly was the
question of unity. This focus proQided the cqntent for the‘}
report of Section I and set the theological framework for
the discussion of tasks in Section III,

R

v
&

u.2.3‘ *he Careful Differentiation of Tasks -
. The authors of Section ITIT at Uppsala took greater

care to clarify to whom they addressed their presentation

- of the ®"tasks."” The title of the fi’th sub-g8ection in the

report of Section III clearli differentiates among tasks
aoplicable to Zhristians, churches and xhe YCC\‘\Qeggthe

sub-titles and the terminology uged in the paragraphs

general theological tagks applicable to the whole Church
or whether they were presenting the\particular tasks of

churches, Christians,ae individuals, theologlans or the

World Council. - ‘ ! . B 0

-~
N
-

L,2.4 The Uncritical Use of the Term :ehurch"
. The authors of Sect‘on IIT of Uppsala, ;2 ﬂ used
the wotd,K "church” whenever they designated a task that

required local communah;*orgnnized action, The problem E

-

o ) .
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with this usage is that it tends to'obscdre the fect that

=112 -
¢

p —

—

differant tasks require the mobilization of dirferent ‘ ' o
types of Ghristian organizations and that the traditional

'
ecclesial structures are often not the bdest vehicles for

corporate Christian;activity., Inta duC document the term 7
"churches™ is a legal term designating constituted WCC |
members, Alternates for this term should be used in a .
theological presentation of "tasks” so that,{he authors
avoid making confusing and iisleading i@pligafions when
they recommpnd corporate Christian political involvement. ,

The authors {f the Geneva report were clear that .

new Christian structures and organizations will be required

" to /address social fasks: and they tended to be more critical .

than the authors of Qppsalg. 1968 in their use of the term

"church,” At Uppsala the word "church”™ was used to ’

designate any kind of Chr%stian group mobilized for social

e

“action, - - ‘ BN

4,7 Continuity -- Geneya and Uﬁpsg;a

- The guthors of Section III of Uppsala, 2§§ drew =

upon the_theolpgicel concepts of stewardship and the

’ "human‘ as criteria for Christian EOncern with development:

In the report of Section I the authors reflected in therr

-(' ¥

theological basis for ,hristian social action, a rositive
attitude toward “secularizatien.' a respect for the
intrinsic yafhe of the "Yorld™ and a hope in the coming

\ '
b ' ‘ 5 v
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“Kingdgﬁ of God.;a These wérﬁ the theological congepts that

were at the centre of Geneva, 1966's presentation of taseks.
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CHAPTER 5 ° ‘

GENEVA: STRUCTURE AND METHOD IN AN ECUMENICAL CONFERENCE

5.0 Introduction

Tﬁé word "method” can refer to two asbeqts of an
ecumenical conference. . The first usage refers tO‘the me thod
employed in organizing the&conference and producing the
'inal report. This includes the concept. mandate.a.he
criteria for the selection 'of participants, the-schedule of
events and the steps involved in the pr;ducgion and redac-
tion of the reports. The second usage relates to the method
of theological and phiiosophical reasoning use& in arriving

at the conclusions and recommendations of the final report,

¢ -

_Qﬁis includes the technical models and theories employed,

[ 4
the - modes of moral reasoning, “he theological criteria
appealed to and the l;teréry éenre and structure of the

report, Here I.doc not attempt %o preésent an exhaustive

study in considering either aspect of method, Rather, I try‘

+

/
g to:identify ways in which the concep: and. structure of the

Geneva Conference affected the content of the final report,

Seneva, 1966, and the wayé in whidh.thealiierary. the-
\ -
ological and philosophic method employed jn Section I shaped

the\authors' selection of'data‘and formulation of conclu-

sions and recommendations. 1' -

i) - 116 - . ' A\
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5.1 St}udture=of the Génevﬁ Conference

[

4
3
[y Al 4

S.1.1 Concépt o
‘ The‘Geneva.Conference was conceived at the Paris
7' meeting of the <¥CC bentral Co&mittee in 1962 as the third
in a line of ecumenical world conferences concerhed prim- ©

1 qu.Universal

'arily with questions of Church an& Society.
“hristian Zonference on Ll}e Epd Aork in Stockholm, 1925,
and the WYorld Ponfereﬁ&e on Church, Community and 3tate in
\fx’ord 1937, were the efforts of Life and York, the move-
. ~ment that nould merge with Paith and Order at Amsuerdam ir
1948 <o form the’ ﬂorld Zouncil of Thurches. The Geneva
" Conference followed on the WCC Départmedt of Church and
Society's sii yearvs%udy of the Common Zhristian Respons-
4bility towards Areas of fapdd Social Change, The focus
- in this %fudy was the current séQiél: ?olixical and econ-
omic changes taking place in Asia, Africa and la*i
America. Initiated at the Evansfon Assembly in 188L, the
Raﬁid‘Sécial Zhange préject culminated‘in an International
3cumeni§al Study an?erence at Thessaloniva, Zreece in
1959.2 The analysis and conclusions ?f the study and of the
Conference are- contained in three voiumesz the official
report of the Thessalonica Conference, Dilemmas angy

Cpportunities: Christian action in Rapid Social Change

Pl - hia
(referred to Mere as "hessalonica, 1959), F. Adrech®, K The

1ﬁg£ va, 1066, p. 2 .
“Ibid., p. 6. . ° o :

©
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“

. called 'the Geneva Conference the "climax” o
. e

b ’ - - 116 - : -‘

. - t

Church and R2apid Social Change and £, de Vries, Man in
Rapid Social Changg.a"i& is no coincidence tha% Paul

Abrecht, one of" the priﬁe movers in the Rapid Social Change

project, would become the Organizing Secretary and prih-

¢ '
i

. j T
cipal architect of the Geneva Zonference. ARog@r tehl has

this' WCC study
on Rapid Social Chanéé:u

The Geneva Conference was originally conceived at

. . o
member church delegates to speak on behalf of the WCC to
the churches and to the world.5

The time has now come to look at the problemd of
soclety in. the modern world from the perspective

of God's call to man, and thus help tb develop a
body of theological and ethical insights which

will assist the ehgrches in' their witness in con- -
temporary history. -

{

3‘.wlCC, Jep't, of Church and Society, International-
SEcumenical 3tudyvy Conference, Thessalonica, Sreece, 1959,
2ilemmas and Opportunities: CZhristian Action in Rapid
Social Thange, feport of an Internatlonal Zcumenlcal Study
Conference, Thessalonica, Greece (Jeneva: WCC, 1959);
F, Abrecht, The Churches and Rapid Social Change (sardesn.
City, N. Y,: Doubdbleday & Company, Inc., 1961):; Z, de Yries, -
Man in Rapid S8cial Thange (Garden City, N, Y,:. Doubleday
and Conmpany, Inc., 1961), (The report of the Thessalonica

2¢9),

‘Conference is hereafter cited as Thessalonica, 1959

H «
~ -

fRoger ﬂghl. quoted in 2, L. Patiin, "Zollision,"”
frontier 10 (1967): 29,

qﬂ
-Zeneva, 1966, rp. 2-9,

£
“Minutes and leborts of the Tixteentkh Meeting of th

Central Committee, YCZ, Farls, sug, 7-16, 1962, p. 1L1,

cited in Geneva, 1066, p. 8. .

»
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_gpeak to the churches and to the world, to one in which

S - 117 - ‘ .
’ ®» | ‘ (R
However, at the Central Committee meeting in Enugu, Nigeria

1n*January. 1965, the plans for the Conference were modi-
|
fied to allow a greater focus on technica) issues-and to

question how changgg/in“the contemporary world might affect

the mgde/df/éﬂ;istian diséipleshlp. Consequently, the cqn-

cept of the Conference shifted from oné in which‘En‘.'
J ” T
assémbly'of~ecclesi§stips would begin with theology and

representatives from the ‘human, social, technical and the-

clogical sciences would speak to the 4CC., According to the
revised concept the participants wéuld explore the real-
ities of the contemporar& world, try to understand thelr
impact on human relationships ard question their impli%?-
tions fof hristian action in an effort to 1n§orm ﬁheﬁNCC

7

and the churghes, The Geneva Handbook, a booklet prepared

for the partfcipants' use duri the Conference, emphasized
the exploratory nature of the :j:}§rence. (1) The Zon-
ference would act in an "advisory®” capacity to the WCT,

(2) It would be a "dialogue” between %heoldgians and lay
oersons to examine theological and ethical criteria for

Christign social concern. (3;’ 1t would “study”™ the meajf

for achleving world economic and social justice. (4) It§

!

7seneva, 1066, pp.. 8-9, - v

P
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. report would "encourage continning»debg;e and'diséﬁssion."q

.

A5 M. B, Gaine put it: »

The whole' conference was planned in the coptext of a
dialogue between the Churches and the WMorld:" here
it was the turn of the.dorld to speak to the Zhurches,?

)
-

5.1,2 Mandate,

At Enugu the Central Committee charged the Geneva‘

13

- Conference with the following task:

To dbring together representatives of the human sclences
and those involved in developirig new forms of society
C . in the contemporary world, as well as theologlans:

(1) to examine the following realities in the con-
temporary world and their implications for human
relationships; '

- the accelerated technological d?ve}opment of ®

.our times < 7

» the liberatfon of peaples from various kinds of

dominance together with their new expectations:

"of a fuller life: : )

- the grow\ng division between the rich and the

poor couryies; ‘

- thé conflicting interests and consequen: power

struggles of the nations in an increasingly

: ‘interdependent world.,

(2) to recognize the way in which these revolutionary
changes have affetted and continue to affect the:
“hristian discipleship'in the moderr world, 3

(3) to consider in the light of such recognition,. the

. " bearing af the Christian gospel on socials thought

. and a3tion: '
~ - to formulate, for
“

consideration by the Churches“""

LI

’ 8'Norld Conference on Church and Society, 5§gdboo§.
“Jorld Conference on Church and Soclet July 12-26, 19
(Geneva: A%., 1966), Pp. L-5 (hereafter cited as Geneva
Handbook): ‘ ) :

b 9%, B. 3aine, "The Christian in Society,” Tablet ¥
/Tondon/ 221 (April 8, 1967): 382,

. . -

Y - .
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proposals for the strengthening and renewal of
their ministry by soclety; .
- to. help the World Council of Churches in form-
‘ulating golicies which will give expression to
a Christian concern for human solidarity, jus-
tice and freedom in a world of revolutioflary
change.10

The posture throughout the Zonference, in the opinion of o

/ »
Zdward Duff, was ".,,., one of listening and learning."ll
And ‘thi8 was precisely what the.Central Committee's state-
ment of pu?pqse called for. The mation at the presentation
of each .report was: ‘
N that this report be recexved for inclusion in the
general conference report; and, that its conclusions
be adopted by the conference and transmitted to e
Jorld Zouncil of Churches and its member churches ’for
their study, consideration and appropriate action.l12,
The fact that the Central Committee formulated “he
" Conference's mandate as one of "bringing together,” “exam-
ining,” “recognizing,” "considering” and "helping®reveals
a key insight on their part. ' It is my conclusion that they
realized the time had come for-a shift in the thinking pf'
the vYorld Zouncil and in the consciousness of the members,
The Rapid 3jocial “hange 5tudy had revealed an urgent need

for greater interest in the economic welfare of people in

-the southern:.and eastern corners of the globe. _The

lo"inutes and Reports of »he uighteent* weeting of

the uentral committee, WZZ, Znu .zg:ia. Jan., 12-21,

} Z<, pp. R2- 3. cited in Geneva, s, pp. 92-G.
11 fe 4p ™
Juff, in ‘hgugh + Do 20. -
12, '

Lbid .

[P PR R W . g
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N
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Thessalonica Conference had pointed to the breakdown of old

' social'systems in Asia, Africa and lLatin Americ& and to\the

{

emerging need for new political and social systems and new
structures of world cooperat;oﬁ to support rapid sqcial

change aad developqent.l3 The report identified theologicalj
;hemes that should sh;pe world Christian %xtifudes towards
these phenomehﬁ. The notion of stewardshlp and the cri-

terioﬁiff the "human” were recognized as biblically based

"warrants for "hristian concern and action in the’ inveresg

of emerging nations. And cautions against sanctioning
. \ .
particular rates and modes of development, against illu-

sions of utopian idealism, and against overly materialistic

preoccupations were understood to be attitudes that were
. ‘ 9 L
1 * :

soundly based in Christian theology.

The true color and shage of the conditions in the

Southern and Zastern Hemispheres might not hﬂve emerged in

a conference after the style of a general assembly where -
ecclesiastics would be charged with issuing a :heologically
based'stafement to the world on behdlf of the Chrisgian
Churches. “he New DJelhi General Assembly in 1961 had
followeg on'thg Thessalonica Conference, But in spite of

a direct exposure to new “third world” member churches (23

-

!
.]'BBOCX. ppo b3-ul )
14

. Thessaloﬁlca, 1959, pp. 70-6, summarized in
Abrecht, pp.-Jl42-4,

. . N -
. - . .
LY . . 3
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of the new member Churches at New Delhi were'from develop-

ing countries) 15 and the merger of the International
Missionary Council with the ACC (the IMu had previously
been the central point of contact between the youngfr

2,16

churches and the work of the .C: New Delhi was unable

to cope with the real: issues that faced the e erging

nations.17 Jt appears that the WCC Central Committee feared

that tRis experlence migﬁt be duplicated. The Chairman and

the Organizing Secretary for the Geneva Conference, M. M,
G .

Thomas énd Paul Abrecht, in the Introduction to 5Geneva,

1966, summarize the reaaoné for rejecting a conference in ]

s

the style of a General Assembly,

>

b1r3t. this me thod electing delegates fappointment -

by the member chur / would weight the Conference
too heavily in the direction of ecclesiastical leader-
ship: second, delegate quotas based on the strength of
member churches throughout the world would not repre-
sent the significance of the different regions in a
world-wide discussion of social questions. third,.
Tonference made up in’ this way ‘would not have the

®

a\ . -

)
1585ck, p. 45, . ) I .

16Lb1da - ' R

‘ /
17André Dumas argues that the two central 1séues

facing Geneva were: (1) Christian gartiéipatiqn in-econ-
omic and social revolutions, and (2) the norms and moral

‘choicesxin technical and social revolutions. Me concludes

that beéause the New Delhi Assenbly was preoccupied with
the themes Kingdom of God, Church and State and the
theologlical basis for Chriatian social responsibdbility, it
could not adequately cope with these central issues,
Dumas, p. 111, 'y v

L

y d
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‘andfproclaiming. In accordance with the revised mandate,
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freedom to obtain the pioneering and creative thinking
on the Church's responsibility ig soclety which the
original mandate had envisaged.l

A

_The World Council of Churches sought to expoge lts

v membership and the world to tQ? voice of the emcrging

nations so that ”hristian theology in the North A*lantic
countries could begin to consider, on a large scale. ‘the

Christian warrants expre:sed in the Thessalonica report.

' The forum then had to be one of questioning. listening, . con—

sidering and discussing rather than concluding, pronouncigg.
'

" the Gepneva Sonference established this.forum by, inviting a

-

confrontation among economic models. political theories.

social analyses and theological positions. /

5.1;3 Selection of Participants ~\

The final selection of participants was made in the
light of the Central Committea 8 revised vision of the
Conference's: purpose, Of the 420 participsnts. 189 were
layperaons who were not professional theologians, 158 were
theologians. 30 werse youth participsnts and 53 nere -
observers or guests. Of the lsy persons;, 7% were employed
in positions as political leaders, civil servants, bdbusi- |
nessmen, industrialists, workers or trade union leaders
while §2 were academically orieﬁted‘profossionals (econ=- .

. . L)
omists, social scientists, natural sclentists, professional

A

1805!\0\@.‘126 s Po 9.
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" and the freedom required té ... exarine new positions on

T\M. 3. ;aine concluded in April. 1967, that the Geneﬁa

. . 1
Geneva,” christianity ngay 1

| 2123 -
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persgons). 0f the 33° cfrlcial con}erence‘garticipénts. 57°
percent or 191 were from North America, Zurgpe, Australia -’
or Néw Zealand wH;;e 147 were from latin Americcﬂ Africa,

Agia and ‘he "iddle uasgz *he partlcfpaﬁts were selected

by the VC rom parels of namés nominated by the churches

fénd ‘these selected names werd then approved by the churches

and. National ouncils. The occupétidnal distribution of

partltinants in"avour of technically specialized lay"///
persoﬁs. and the regional distridution which favoured a

$trong representation from the Southern and Egstern Hemis-

pheﬁcq assured thatfthe Conference would have the expertise

¢

w20

Christian social ethics and to suggest néﬁ pcssibilities. gy

It is" no accident .that three of the articles .pub~
llshed *n ‘he vake of the conference'%ear the titles

w21

"Liberal ;enera’ions Zlash in Geneva, ”Revqluclonary‘

”hallenge,uo ihurch and *heology and"‘Collision."z3

- - -4 ) . ) o
k . .

3 \
¢

‘ . -201pid., pi S..- A

21..

4, S. Mooheyhanm, - Generations Clash-in

19, 1966): 42=-3.

« -
- 4

22, Spaull, “Revolutionary Challenge to Zhurch amd
Theology,” Trinceton Seminary Bull e:lﬁ\éo C¢tober 1966‘x
25"320 '

~23Patljn. pp. 29-32, ' e L ‘ ;

" 1%esge {ig\xres Qere‘compiled 'frox‘n,‘:veneva, _lgéé. P. TO.
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Conference organizing committee had recognized a growing
gap between the social thinking of the Christian churches
in afff;;hx societies and in the developing countries.

They deliberately engineered a confrontavion between
these diverging points of view. Many of the Western
participants were startled to discover the readinesg
with whi some of the representatives from the
developln) countries were prepared %to justify or even
demand revolution as the only Christian reﬁponse in
the circumstances™of their own countries.

The revised concept of thé Geneva Conference, the

\ .
statement of purpose ?Eg)the selection of participants are

three key structural elemg;ts that contributed to what

would perhaps be the most impdrtant feature of the Geneva

i

Z“oriference: the Conference's public .statement that North

Atlantic Christian consciousness nmust be concerned with the

.

human conditions in the Southern and Zastern Hemispheres,

S.1.,4+ Scéhedule 0 Zvents

-
The schedule of Geneva Clonference events was in

keeping nith its conception as an experience of listening
and learning. 0f the 14 days and 33 two-hour sessions of
Seetiqgﬁ and ass}mblies. the first 10 days and 24 sessgons

° ( R
(73 pe?tgnt of the session hours) were devoted to plenary

addresses .and section meetings in which the themes of the
\ - .

-onference wise presented, d{scussed, debated, formulated,
. e

revised and assembled into preliminary draft reporis.

Only on ?riday,,iyly 22nd, 1966, the eleventh day of the

[N \‘\

2k ”aine. p. 292,

-t

+ B it oty
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Conference, were draft reports presented in plenary for . )

final debate and revision.?> “hile some critics have ‘
claimed that the lack of prepared draft documents seriously

hindered the progréss of the Confeérence, the organizers

sl Bt

decided against this procedure in order to allow the -

greatest freedom for discussion in the sections.26 Moo Mo s

Pyt

-
Al AR

Thomas and Paul Abrecht consider thiq to ve been a good
decision as it pérmiqted the discussions‘gglidebates of the, "
Conference (rather than preconceptions or positions,foim-
ulatsd in n;epar;d documents) to shape the final reports.27

The dialogical quality of the ‘Conference w#as built

-

into the schedule.of events. In most of the Flenary

Session adaresses; presentations by ﬁari&cipants from North

.
ek BTG e e

Atlantic countries were céupled‘with preseq}ations orI' -
responses by ;xper%s frgm the Séuthern a;h Zastern Hemis-
phere. The ad?ress of Professor André Philip (Prance) was

" followed by comments ‘rom Df4 Radl’Prebisch (Argentina) and

¥r. 'Bola Ige (Nigeria). 'The.speech of Bishop Sarkissian

T OBl D g kit G 5 A ?

~

(Lebanon) received gomments from P;pféssor Richard Shaull L
(USA) and Archpriest Borovoi (USSR). Reverend Zmilio '
)

Castro (Uruguay), Jr. fduardo ¥ondlane (Tanzania), Or. J.’

.

»*. Lochman {(Zzechoslovakia) ard Zr. . 7. Blake ("SA) eachs

25 . *
Geneva Handbook, pp. 10-11,
{

Al ! R . ) . S
‘ZGGeneval 1066, p. 29, ) - — .

[

3,27See here Geneva, 1966, pp. 28-9. .

-
-
O -
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presented addresses on Church and Soclety in one morning's

'Plenary Session. And M., Jean Rey (Belgium) and General

Simatupang (Indonesia) delivered presentations on Govern-

2%

men? and Soci€ty. The effect of this schedule on the

discussions in Section I was to encoﬁrage a lively exchange
of views on such toplics as the aﬁplichtion of technology ¢

)

deQelop ment, the relative merits of differing econqnic

_Systems, their advantages for encouraging rapid growth, and

- the elements in Iinternational economic relations.29 :

N¥hile positions on issues diffe;ed conziderabr}
among particlipants, there was little occasion fof digcus-~
sion to move away from the central issues of thé r‘o'x-r‘ez'enc;-:.
The first four Plenary Sessions established the‘,onference s
centr;f‘concern for’ revolutionary changes *aking glace in
the world and their impact on new nations. The topics of
thege sesslions were: “Potentialities of Scientific and
éechnologipal Revolutions,”™ "Folitical and Zconomic
Jynamics of Newly/éwakened’?eoples.;:‘The Search for a lNew
Zthos for Vew Societies” and "Th hallenge an® Relevance \\
of Theology to- the Social Revolutions of Our Time.” ¥rhe
topics for these Plenary‘Sessions were selected to ald and
dirth the discussion; in the ;ections and the working

*

groups so that the participants might "... see their work

2qaene§a'ﬁandbogg. pp. 12-20,

9’Jeneva, 1966, p. 29,

N .
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in the total context of contemporary social realities.
The Conference particlpants were divided into four’
Sections of approximately 100 members each of which met in

13 two-hour sessions, . Their topics and agendas were chosen

at the planning committee meeting in Oxford in :eptember.

1965. and were circulated for comments and' suggestions
during the following months. In April, 1966, ull partici-

\ ' [
pants were sent notice of their Section assignments and the

.

relevant readings in the preparatory wvolufies. The agendas.
were altered slightly in the early plenary sessions.31 The
four Sections topics were as follows:

(1) Zconomic JDevelopment in Jorld Perspective,
(2) The Nature and Function of the 3State in a
Revolutionary Age.

(3) Structures of International Zooperation --
Living Together in Feace in a Pluralistic
Yorld Soclety,.

(4) Man and Community in Changing Societies.

~

[Ny

Z. L, Patijn hds criticized the discussions in the

3
§

Sections for beihé'ovérloaded. not always to the poimt,

peor in use of terminology (e.g. "revolution,”, "power”),

poorly structured and too anti-American. HXowever, he does

conclude that Zeneva provided an occasion for the awareness

32

of problems of social fustice. His observations here

’

’

Orpid., p. 11,
.
N1vid,, p. 29, \

32patijn, pp. 29-32.
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éﬁ cterize the effect that the schedule of events had on
he Sec=ion and Plenary discussions, The lack of p;epaned
draft documents, the sheer bulk of data covered in the
‘agendas, the. strudture 6¢ confrontation within which
addré%seé were presented and received, and the controversial
nature of the Conference's madn theme all served to make
impossible the formulation of careful conseﬁsus statemenisf
on specifically defined issues. Rafﬁer. the effect was to
focus attén’.ion on QSSue‘s of international soclal, j.usticé
and to bring to the fore the many and various positions and
theories which try to make sense of the data. D

The Flenary Session whose theme was *that of 3Section
I, "Zconomic Relations 3etween DJeveloped and Béveloping

"

Nations,” illustrates the way in which debate exparded on

internafionalleconomics. ?rofessorg J. Tinbergen
(Netherlands) and 7. Kurien (India) made the presentations
and Professors R. Blough (USA), Claudlo Villiman (Uruguay)
and G, 3lardone (Prance) responded with comments., Frofessor
Tinbergen discussed the possibility of development in poorer
cdnntfkes and affirmed the moral responsibilities of Western
nations to assist this development. Or. Kurien went or from
this presgntation and treated world tradé.systems and the
means for the tranrsfer of resources. Professor 3lough

/
countered the two speakers' positions with some’critiE;Sﬁé-

—

expressed by American businessmen, They feel thaf/zﬁternal

problemg in many poorer countries render foreign.aid

1
i

PR
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ineffective and often constitute the most formidable .
obstacles to thHe mobdilization of existing resources.
Professor Yillimarn stressed the 1mportan&e of the po}itical
element in econonicxdevelopment and emphasized the-digtinc-
the econonic ai?s of Africa, Asia ana Lat;n America., And.
Jr. 3lardone highlighted the elements in world trade struc-
tures which serve to increase the dependence of developing
. countries on developed countries, Zach sreaker's concern
was with a different aspect within the complex field of
issues and so there was ‘little occasion for éoﬁsensus
statements %o emerge., However, the focus of attention
throughout <he discussions was on.world economic develop-
_ment ssues as they relate to the countries of Jthe Southern

33

and Zastern Hemispheres,
{ The fact that the three working groups (whose task
it was to consider some of the overarching‘}ssues of the
Coﬁfe}ence) hgd to find their 6wn time %o meet in between
the closely scheduled i%ems on the Zonference agerda, did
nothing to promote a congistent methodological and <he-
ological basis for the discussions., The thfee groups con-
sisted of twenty members esach, drawn ?{on the general .
membership, and they sought to assess:

{1) The potentialities of the scientific and

technological revolutions:

(2) 'The general theological basis for the reports
and the themes;

335ee Geneva, 1966, pp. 29-31.
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() The nature d direction of Christian action
in society.gg ‘ 4Q“—“\\

The second working group whose goal, in anotkgr tinme
and place, might have been to provide an overall metbbd-
ological coherence sought rather to summarize'methoq- ""‘\\ o
ologizhl and theological problems encountered throu t ‘
e Conférence and to suggest areas for further study and )
investi"a:ation.35 The only methodologicél and theological ,

guidance offered in the structure of the Conference was the

datly, forty-five minute, workshop and bible~-study sessions:

Even.the preparatory volume. christian Social Ethics ir a :

”hanging dorld, devoted speci’icallj to methodological and

theological concerns, did little to establish a sound IS

methodological basis for the discussions.’® 1. 3. Cairle

suggests that the p preparatory vqumes were not made avail-' -

able to the Tonference participants early enough for thenm }
!

to hdve been effective/in influencing discussions.37 ¥

- The organization of the Conference's schedule .

© . J%ure, in Thought, p. 32. | -

!

i

{

i
! 1
35” nev 1966, p. 195. Working Sroup "3" outlined , g
its task as 7... praparing a report on the theological con- C
cerns raised in the meeting.” The Yorking Group summarized . 3
and commented’ on the lssues raised rather than setting out
material to gulde the Conference. .

365uee, “in. Though b 37, . : o

~ o . . ' -
*?Galng. p. 382, . ) * .
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X
orepared for a meeting that would be charaéteriped by ques-

tioniég. exploration, investigation and‘confrontation. The
amount of time allotted to discussion and p?eparation pf
rgports, the lack of prepared drafts, the arrangement of
"°d1VeE¥ing positions pfésented in Flenary addresses, the
concentration on the theme of revolution in the initi;l

Plenary 3essions, the dynamics of the Section discussions

and the lack of methodological and theological guldance all
served to diminish the possibili%ﬁ;s for careful consensus

and to oren further debate and discussion,

5.1.5 Productién of the Report of Section I
The material for the Section réporté was ,assembled:
from the Flenary Sessions and Section geet%ngs Setween
‘ Nednesday, July 13’and Thursday, July 21, Between Friday

_July 22 and Monday, July 25 (the last working day of the

Conference) the first drafts of the reports were presented
to the Plenary by Section 'rapporteurs.“' Rgcommendatkons
for changes, aéditions ané deletions were then forwarded
by partiéipants from the generai Conference membersghip.
The drafts were amended in the light -of thg changes agreed
:pon by the Conference and were th;n re-submitted to the
editorial committee for publication'id thé final report.

( As was ¥ndicated above, the Conféfque planning committee

had decided agaigst ;he preparation of preliminary draf+

reports begguse of *he expense involved ir convening the .

3

4 . , -

¥
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expegxts required. Even the preparation of the Section
agendas prdvoked su&h cohsiderable debate in the planning
'committee meetings that the members agreed to forego bring-
ing together the large group of e}perts that wo;l& be
é;quired fgr preparing the*drafts.38

The edi%orial. committee for Section I, "Sconomic
Development in Yorld Ferspective,” was chalired by Egberé

I3 .
dé Vried and he was assisted in preparing the Section

report by Jenys Munby, S. . Aluko and I, T, Kurien, Of

the 1R contributors to the preparatory volunme,

Growth .in Jorid Ferspective (referred to here as\“unby) 16

were present at the Conference and most were active in the

' discussion of Section 1.39 At the Oxford planning committee

meeting in September, 19695, it was recommended that <he
theme of Section I be considered in three parts:

(1) The changing economic pattern of the advanced
countries;

{2) Problems of economic growth in the develooing
countries; .

(1) The restructuring of the xorld economy for
development and welfare.

N

This threefold structure generally corresponds to the

arrangement of the articles in the preparatory-volume,

. . /_-—-—'\ :' '

38693‘9"31 1966I ‘pp‘ 28"9-
. 39'See Genevsa, lgéé; Appendices I and II and p. 29.

“O1y14., pp. 29-30. |

R g,
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| ﬁgﬂﬁx.él And the final report of Segtiog\§\naintained this
same organizatién. The fact that much of the.discussions

in the Section were shaped by the contributors to thké pr

paratory volume may account'for this similar and for the
b

rel;tive claritf and consistency of the repsrt. C, L.

Patijn has remarked that the document ranks amoﬁé the best
of the pr&duqts of the 30nference.u2
The time available for preparing Section reports did

not allow the resolution of conflicting positions but only

L

the collectioﬁ of the divergen: oints. Roger Shinn

has praised the general bodyfég/ijzaigaYénance reports for
not attempting to conceal theéw sagreements that arose in
'discussions. However, he does criticize some of the con-

clusions of Geneva, 1966 as more the product of fatigue and

group dynamics than of authentic consensus, The pressure
~ that arose inthe struggles to meet the deadlines figured
\ Jheavily in many of the conclusions, especially in 5ection
- II, and Profeisor_Shinn suggests that many of that Section's -
formulations can éhly be'understood‘ip the light of the

| , _ .

A}

9 o . '
' ulSee ¥undby, pp. 13-17. After a, general introduction
. to the various aspects of the problem vf "economic growth}”"
* Farts II, XIJT and' IV of Munby adidress issues that conc
* advanced cohntries. developing countries and world relations,
respectively,

) t‘ZSee Fatijin, p. 31 and Geneva, 1966, p. 31,
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group’'s dynamics, 9 ~

The fact that most of those who made significant
contributions to the f}nal report of Section I were tech-
nically oriented laymen, partially‘accounta fo;'the K
de-emphasis of theology in th% fepgrt. waever. the econ-
omists did not find much material from the theologians and,
ethicists that would .be of heip to them. At one point, -
5enys Munby, in responding to Professor Richard\shaull.l
asked the theologians for some methodolog}cal guidelines
for determining when God is at work and when the devil is
at work in the dynamic forces of society.uu The events-of
the Conference were the dnly sources of material input for
the editor; of the Section reports and the Conference
yielded few conclusions, theological or otherwise.

The impaét‘of the Conference at large on the report
of Section I can'be observed in the amendments that were ,
made-io the first draft of the report after it ﬁas'pre:
sented and discussed ln-plena;y“July 22. The changes db.
not reflect any attempt to sharpen the focus of the report’'s’
conclusions or to tighten up the method of argumentatioh.A;
Rather, they are the addition of further perspectives and 3'

issues to a report which was already multifaceted and
hY

Y

-

-

“3n, L. Shinn, “Paul Ramsey's Challenge to . -
Ecumenical Ethics,” Chrigtignity and Crisjs 27 (0ect. 30,
1967): 244, ' ‘ . .

M‘Gemeva, 1966, p. 27.
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open-endga. Threezof the amendgents represent attempts to -
point out that the current pattern of land ;w ership in

some #eveloping countries constitutes an.obstacle to the
proper ‘development of human and material res urc%s.hs Oneé

amendment expressed the point ‘that some meas res\of insur-

ance to protect private %nvestmeﬂ! should be| provided by

o

countries that wish to encourage inflow of privat

capital.ué 'Pive amendments added to the repprt iﬁsist that

Christians participate in existing development progranms

rather than {nstituting. their own.u7 Zvidently some par- -
ticipantsofelt that the‘draff report ‘“was récqmmending too
many new church projects and they wanted to épgtioh agiinst
a teﬁdency towards an.overclericalization of development.
activities, GOne amendment, the ?ddition of tﬁ; biblical

and theological material to paragraph Sovof éh? report, °
iliustrates well the peripherg} concern for‘th%ology among

’ \

uS"Report of Section I, *'Economic and §o\ia1 Develop-
ment in Yorld Perspective', Corrections and’ Amendments to
the Text as Mimeographed after the Flenary 3ession of July
22, 1966," Mimeographed Report from the World Conference on
" Church and Society, Geneva, 1966, pars. 150, 91, 151,
(Note: the paragrgph numbers’ cited in this mimeographed
report do not corréspond to the paragraph numbe of
Section I in the final report as published in Geneva, 1966.
The corresEonding paragraph numbers in Section I of Genevs,
1966 are 147, A9 -and- 148, respectively), . .

uéIbid.. par. l25e, corresponding %o 85/120e in
Geneva, 1966, ‘-

u?Ibid..‘pars\ 152, 35, 67, 103a and 13, correspond-
ing to 91/149, 62/34, 71/65, 79/99 and 88/13L in Geneéva, .
21966. ' :

.
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the pafticipdnts of Section 1.“? Paragraph 50'is the only

o R R
.

\-l t ' ‘ . - ’ -“136 -

-

LTS ]

. one in‘the whole_teno{t of Section I that attcnpts to.

t v -explore the relationship between the Bible and ec;nomic

isgues, And it wag an addendum to the dratt report after

i?- . the presentation in plenary. - C .

| The process involved in the production of the report

. of Section I significantly arfeqted the shape of the final ' -
prodnct. The lack df preparatory drafts, the in{luence of~

" the .preparatory volume, g;a%&. the lack of time for system-
atic réfinenent*of conclusions and the lack of énrluence | . 'f
from participants trained in theological and ethical method- g

' olozy all helped to form the final character of the raport.
L4
- é

’ 5.1,6‘I3gmmary_.
5 The posture of the Geneva “onferencs.was one of

< listening and learﬁing rather than pronquncing. Its con- '
’ . cern was with the technical and concrete aspects of isBues

related to the human conditions in the Southern and Eesxern
S 3 .

I IO D IR e g o
> #
i

Hemispheres and its intent was to make the statement that

Christians in all corners of tne globe, and particul;rly in

the richer societies, must be concefned with improving

1 i
.these human conditions. The structural feafhres of  the

13

' Conference were such tﬁat the final report of Section I

would not contain a catef and critical summary analysis u

]
>

- ue ) , . ‘ ' '
Ivid., par. 51, correspondink to 67/50 in’gﬁagxg,

~
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of the economic  issues ard would not procéed to a concise
4

recommenda*ion of 1ndivLQual and corporate responses that

dbuld be grounded in Christian theology. Rather, the Con-\

:

ference's structure determined that the event w6§%3\;e an

9
inconclusive, consciousness-raising event on a globa

scale. This was in fact the effect that the Conference had

and it appears that this was the effect that the organizers

A

“had intended, < » T A

¢

3

-
-

5.2 Lite ’ ?heologicgi and Philosog%ical
Method in Sectlon of Geneva, 1%

5.2.16 Literary Genre

L4

v I have established in the discussions above -that the

.Geneva ~dnference was essentially a consciousness-raising
’ {

event, JIts aim and stated purpose were:

(1) to examine ... realities in the contemporary
world and their 1mplicétions for human . .
,/( ) relationships ....
2

to recognize the way which these revolution-
ary changes have a cted and continued~ to
affect the vhristian disc/pleship in the modern’
world;

(3) to consider in the light of such recognition,
‘ ‘:ﬂ bearing of the Christian Gospel on social
ought and actiom: &
. = to formulate for consideration by the Churches -
I proposals for the strengthening and renewal of
’ their ministry Yy socliety; :
- to help the World Councll of Churches in form-
‘ulating policies which will give expression to
a Christian concern for human solidarity, jus-
tice and freedom in a world of revolutionary
change L9 . . o

¢

“9Minutes of the Central Committee, Enugu, 1965,
pp. 82-3, clted In Geneva, 1966, pp. B-9.

!
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The Conference was authorized to speak to the churches and
the 4CC in an advisory capacity and it appears that the Con-
ference was an attempt to communicate to Christians of the

North Atlantic countries ‘the urgency of the prodlems raised

. in the "eporf o’ the dCC study on Rapld 3Social Change,

Thessaldnica, lgﬁgT/W\X ‘ ‘
The structure of the events of the Conference

8 o
suggests that the organizers trieq\to encourage confront-
ations among Christians from diffeggnt corners of the globe
on economic} political, socia;‘and theological issues so
that information might be generated to aid actiqn and
reflections. The primary intent of the final report then .
would not haQe been to present a careful and authoritatlve
ethical or theological discourse on specific issues. The
Conference had not the time, *he schedule nor the authore-
1zation to draft such a document. Rather, the report is a
pasto'al document exhorting "hrist an concern for con-
ditions of human suffering in the world, describing in

general terms thle economicr\social and political aspects of

the situations and attempting to formulate some Christian

' theological criteria by which action can be. judged and

responses sought, It is important that this distinction

Between an ethical discourse ‘and an exhortation to morality

~be drawn, shile an ethical discourse may have as its pur-

pose the careful analysis of issues and ethical principles,s

* or perhaps the examination of valueg or symbols that inform

o«
[ .

»
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moral‘judgemeﬁts. or even the advocacy of a pﬁfkicular
position on an issue, an exhortation fo'mbrality is Qn
attempt to raise éSnsciousness of general patterns of events
that demand human attentlon.soa The hope is that moral dis- -
course, night begin among a wider group of people and that
informed moral action might result. 'BOth types of décu-

. ‘ments will include some conclusions and will recommend
responses to issues. ‘Yhen they do both must argue com-
petentiy and:with a thorough analysis of the pésitions'and 0
data. However, the single element that differed;iateé an
ethical discourse from an exhoftation to morality is Fhe
intent. The formér intends to present a fruitful analysis

so that a particular methad or directiorn of discourse and
action might result. The latter intends to present an e
analysis so that discourse and gctionﬂmight begin or
increase; Inevitabdbly, an exhor%ation tocmorality includes
sugrgestions as o how one might act Rorally, However, this
is instrumental to the priméry intent: to encourage and

motivate reflection and action.

5OThis threefold categorization of types of ethical
discourses is based on my summary of the six articles pub-
lished in The Jourmal of Religious Zthics 5 (Spring 1977).
The authors are responding to Ralph Potiler's article. “The
Logic of MNoral Argument,” in Toward a Discipline of Soecial
=£hi§§v ed. P, Deats (Boston: 3oston Universlity Cress,

1972 FPP. 92-114, While Potter views social ethics to be
the analysis of issues, focusing on the mode of ethical
reasoning, the respondents variously: (1) agree with Potter
with conditions and.reservations (Childress), (2) suggest a (
focus on ethos and social theory (Stassen, Yinter-Pitcher,
'~Verett) or (3) recommend advocacy on issues (Hough, Soach).

-
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The langugge of Section I, "Econqgmic Development iq
a Aorld Perspective™ in geggzg, 1966 ié the language of a ﬁ
pastoral exhortation to morality. Following the general
description of the economic conditions in advanced aﬁd
developing countries, the document introduces the churches"',
and Cﬁristians' tasks‘yixh the fésﬁowing phrases: “The

churches

cerned ...,

witness ....‘51

'‘Economic Rel%tions” and in the "Conclusions and Recommend-
ations” of Section I, Christians aré urged to study and
mobilize for corporate action: "The churches should’
mindister ...,” "¥e, therefore, suggest that the World
Couhcil of Churches ...,cghould undertake a professional
‘and technical study of the issues raised above ,,.," "...
the churches are sharply challenged (..," "The Churches
everywhefe should understand ...,” "The Churches in the
developing countries;should bear witness ...."52 The

effort' throughout the document is primarily to identify‘

Christian concern with world economic issues and encourage

o

¥

Slieneva, 1966, 53/5, 61/29, 61/30, 65/ts, 71/66,
?6/8?. * ’ ’

521v1d., 87/129, 87/132, 89/137, 90/147, 91/149.
P - .
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continued study and action among the Christian churches.

2

The introductory remarks to the Conference report, the

e

“"Message of the Conference,” describes the effect of the
Confereénce on the participants: ",.. we nge’com; to a new

awareness ...,"” "we have been reminded ...,,” "... our
. e, N A

attention has been focused eees” "oe. Our discussions have
revealeds..;.‘ "... we have been led to perceive ...."53
The document is presented to Christians and churches of the
world with the following words:

In keeping with the spirit of this Conference, our
final word to the Churches must e a call to -
repentence,.and to the recognition of God's judge-
ment upon us, and of the reality of the new humanity
in Jesus Christ offered to us all. It is also an
urgent appeal for more effective and vigorous action,
as an expression of our witpnegs tc the Gospel in the
world in which we are living, We realize that this
is a difficult task and requires a long and arduous
struggle, But we pray for strength, sustalned by the
promise of our Lord:_ "Be of good cheer: I have .
overcome the world.,” :

This 1s clearly the language of a pastoral dscument.
The relationship between the empirical data and the recom-
mendations and conclusions cf.éection I must né; be’ .
examined to see whether)thg exhortation to reflecstion, dis-

course and actibn is based on sound criteria.

S

- 3Irvia., s/, 2, 3, 49/7.
, |
5%1vid., 50/9.

v
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5. 2 2 Structure of Section I .

. \

Section I of Geneva, 1966 has four structural parts.

Thgﬂfﬁrg}/establishes a theological basis for Christian’
concern with economic questions and describes some of the

criteria against which Christians can evaluate events in

' order to understand and act correctively, This part is

largely a unit in the text and is the introduction, pp. 52-
55. paragraphs 1 through 10. Throughout the text are\élso
?cattered.further paragraphs and parts of paragraphs which
either elabo;ate on the theological material presented in
the ,introduction or restate’it in é new context (e.g. 67/50,

80/101, 89/138-“0).55 The theological concept of "steward-

Fhip' (though the term is not expressly used at the bégin-

|

ning of Section I) establishes the validity of Christian
concern for ecanomic matters,
These advances /echnological and -economig/ lead to a
growth in economic productivity and are to be welcomed
as a gift from God, who gives new powers to men and
requires their use for the common good, 56 : .
-
¥en are "stewards” of God's creation and it is the

Christian®'s responsibility to direct aspects of human

endeavour towards the wise use of the things that God has

&

“

Ss?he notation here follows the format that I have
used throughout the notes.~ Geneva, 1966, page 67, para-
graph 50 is notated 67/50.

56

Ibid., 52/1,
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created, The criterion of the “human" is the bench mark

against which Christians must evaluate economic and social
changes in order to properly exercise their responsibility
as “stewards.; And the "responsible societj‘ is the social
dimension of this criterion, God's\sélf-revelatlon‘in the

person of Jesus Christ, as presented\in the New Testament
" p ] \

is the source of our knowledge of what it means to be human,

and it is the responéibility'of all Christians to work.so
that human well-being is maximized in all possible situ-
a;ions (see §lso Chapter c3 above).57 o )
" The second and,third.structur?l parts of Section I
are‘not separated throughout the text., The second pre-
sents economic data and describes Ahe Eonditions of world

poverty., The-third is the explicit or implicit application’

of theological criteria (from part one) to the economic

analyses to ident%fy the issues as worthy of Chrﬁstian con=-
cern and 'to digcuss possible solutioﬂs or policies that
would be consistent with these criteria. These two com-
ponent pérts are generaily presented together as each
aspeéi of the world economic patterns are discussed, and
they are concentrated in parggraphs 11 <hrough 127 of
Section.I (pages 55 through 80). An example of parts two
and three can be seen in paragraph 79 (page 74), The

authors state that the world's population will expand and

PN

57 Ibid., $2-3/257.
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will require a fourfold increase in food over the next three
decades, The applfcation of the Christi&n criterion of the
“human” requires that everyone cooperate so that this food
be made available to all persons and requires that the mode
of supplying food must seek to preserve human dignity ‘

The fourth structural part of 3Section I is the pre-
sentation of the tasks of Christians and churches in - ‘
response to the conditions#s descrived. This part largely
occupies paragraphs 128 through to the last paragraph, 159 )
(pages 86-93) and has already been discussed in Chapter 3

A7)
above, The difference between parts three and four lie in d

the degree'cf séecificity. While part “hree applies the-
o}cgical criteria to speci;checonomic duespions and
patterns, parf fcur discusses more general kjinds of
responses thathhristians can make (e.g. education, service,
prophetic criticism).

The general structure of lSection I of Geneva, 1966

can be schematized as follows: " .

52/1-55/10 Part -l ’

- establishes -theological basis for Christian concern e
with economics.

- outlines some criteria for evaluation and response.

55/11 R6/127 ©Parts 2 and 3
- describes world econonmic pauterns.
- applies “hristian criteria %o ecorcmic patterns

B6/128-92/159 Part & . .
- outlines tasks of Christians and churches

It is clear that the bulk of Section I (72 percent

of the material) is devoted to presenting and anaiyzing
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economic data. The intent at every point is to draw out
the correlation between the economic data and human well-
being in order to stress that the,data is worthy of global
Christian concern and that policies must -seek to méximizé
human well-being. In the‘effort to stress that human ;ell-
being was at stake the authors of Section I tended to
equaﬁe the economic data with_the human problems rather
than to look-béyondfthe econohics to social structures and
ideologlies that sustaih and perpetuate the economic con- |

ditions. An example can be seen in paragraph 27 (page 60,
Geneva, 1966). : . : N

(1) Presentation of economic analysis

Economic growth means rising incomes for almost

» all social groups but very few soclieties manage
to combine rapid growth with stable prices., The
process of industrial bdargaining, with leap-
frogging wage claims, seems to give rise inevit-.-
ably to an increase in nmoney income greater than
the rise in national productivity,

{2) Identification of human problem

Privileged groups manage to keep ahead in the
race and berefit accordingly, tut everyone may
guffer in the long run. '

(3) Recommendation of a possible response that
maximizes human well-being

The working out of policies which will avoid

' .inflation without undue interference in the-
normal process of industrial bdargalining is a -
ma jor challenge in most highly industrialized
countries,

‘ .
The humar’problem is the suffering *that results when .

P4
people consume more than they produce. Xather than exambn-

1n& the value systems that grow out of and tend %o sustain

a consumer-orientep economic system, the authors identified
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‘an increase in money income'gréater than the rise.in
national productivity as the cause of human suffering and
therefore reconsiended “"policies which will avoid inflation”
as the solution.ﬂﬁ. ~ ‘ '

The literary genre of Section I and the structure of
the report contribute to the report’'s optimistic conclu-
sions and recommendations. $he repo;t's intent was to

raise Christian consciousness and it did so by identifying

« economic issues as questions of global human well-being,

It was structured so that 72 percent of the report discussed
y -

the econonic dataJand applied Christian theological criteria .

to draw out the human concerns, The authors tended to
equate the human problems witg the external data, This led
to an inability to look past the data to the questions of
value, symbol and ethos_which reflect economic structures,
question them and make' them resistant to change. As a
result %the authors tended to limlit themselves <o congider-
ing conclusions and recommendations that.were simplistic
and optimistic in their estimation of possibilities for

change.
:et?;‘

5.2.3 Theological Sr%teria
The report of Section I of Geneva, 1966 appealed to

‘theological criteria to support a  "middle axioms™ approach

to world econdmic problems‘and possibilities. This

arproach is a characteristic 6¢ Yorld Zouncil sqcial

) o
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thought and originated at the Oxford Conference in 1937.
J. H. Oldham presented middle axioms as intermediate cri-
teria between ulfimgte Christian norms (e.g. love thy
neighbour as thyself) and the concrete situation. Such grﬂ;
teria as 'noﬁ discrimination™ or "stewardship over world
resources” were set forward at Oxford as benchmarks against
whiéh situations should be measured and as guidelines for
responsible éc;ion.58 In this study I do not explicitly

. critiqqe the middle axioms methad. 3ather, I examine the
symbols and general norms tjat operate as a bagis for the
middle axioms and attempt %o und;rstand the way in which

the authors handled the relationship between the general
christian norms, the middle axioms and the concrete situ-
ation. The efforé\will be to show that the authors dreé
upon theolégical themes whose content had not been systgm-
atically differentiated with the effect that tﬁese themes
allowed and” Influenced an éptimistic&readiné of the develqp-

ment alternatives. ' 0 ~ -
As I ou;lined in 5.,2.2 (above) the authors appealed.

to the concept of "stewardship” as the theological bdasis —

for Thristian concern :ith economic_matters.59 They then

presented the crneept of "human® as the criterion for

58See Bock, pp. 138, 62. ' >

593ee p. 142 (above); see also Geneva, 1966, 77/89,
914151. i '

‘/—4

/

°



e e e -

R,

- 148 -

social change, This criterion derives from the Christian

’

belief that God has revealed the true nature of\;man and God

3

in the persgnjof Jesus Christ. The WCC concept "respomsibdble

S

society" is considered Here to embrace this "human” cri-
terion, alth!ugh the ;uthors do not make it clear whether
the responsible soclety” is the ideal "huxnan" socliety
towards which we can only strive or whether it is the real-
izable reality that seeks to approach and only partially
manifest the embodiment ;:r the "human” ideal. ° In‘other
ivorlds. it is not clear whether the “responsible socie.ty" is

60 A footnote at

the Zhristian ideal or the proximate norm,
the bottom of i)ar\‘agmph 2 of Section I makes cl'é’ar that

there was no agreeﬁzent in the Conference as té the nmeaning
of‘.“humanity in Zhrist,” However, in the 'rntroducti::n"\to

authors do highlight some of the elements 'in

the relationships that could have been helpful had they
considered the theéological implications more carefully.

The Church|is called. to be a “fellowship* that

v 52/2, Pop a more clarified
understanding oX thp meaning of the term "responsibdle
society,” see H.“27 Wendland, “"The Theology of .the

Responsible Society,” in Chtistian Zthics in Changi

wSee

“Yorld, ed. J, C, Bennett (New JYork: gsoclation ess,’
19887, pp. 135-52 (hereafter this collection of essays will:

be cited as Bennett). Wendland makes clear that the
"regsponsible soc ety is secular and historical and that it
does not have an “ultimate character.” t is not a bdbridge

Christian Society.” The authors of Section I of Geneva,
966 weére not clear on this relationship between the
ultimate and proximate norms. .

\(Er transition to the "Kingdom of God"” nor is it the
1
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ohould "... witness to what mnn's entire political and ' \

social i:io—sho?ld exptess.'él‘ The words "witness” and

" express connote a symbolizing activity here and suggesy

" that the activities of "fellowship" and political and
gocial life” stand in relation to the Christian ideal as a
partial participation in.the ideal and as a pointer towards
i, T thinx,thaf‘the terminology was chosen carefully b&

the authors here and,tﬁif‘theip\inggny was to express this

\»\ ¢

éymoolic relationship between the Church's action and the
finai realization"eof Kojinonia in the Kingdom. ,Throughout
the whole "Introduction™ to Section I "the authors stressed
"this incomplete and symbolic character of Christian par-
ti;ipagion in development.r Christians are askeduto "seek
to realize Séilor responsibilities ...," fto express the
solidarity 4f mankind ..+," "assist in the enormous

task ...," " face uncertainties. ,..,” "act on imperfect
'{nformation ..." and "learn from experience."62 The authors
are clear that c ently the efforés-towprds'development'
-can only parfially succeed in securiﬁk anything. like a
"nesponsible society.” However, ihe question still'remains=
Wha} are the authors hoping for? Are they hoping that_the'
incomplete ano partiai success: that Christians might

“ achieve in developing the World is itself a partial

) Ty
6lGenevg, 1966, s2/2.

621p1a., 53/3:
, \
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‘cannot currently identify?‘c§j7analysis of the balance of
a

eschaton.

Kk

. . .5:7 o . ,

‘ -‘150’- ) r ; .
manifest;tion of the 'Kiﬁgdom of God?" Are fho}khbping
that God will then reward ﬁan'é effnrts in the’éschaton by
perfecting . our work and completing world Development?” 0?///
are th\y clear “that the Kingdom of God might be of a wholly

" different order. transcending the responsiﬁle society {per-

haps-often in conflict with development) sharing elements

with the responsible society but elements that perﬁapsawe

the document, I think. reve that the authors confused

the Christian symbol ‘Kingdom of God” with the middle axiom

*

responsible society. and thearesult wae’that they tended

to hope for a perfection of a developed world 1n the )
63.

The first point wheré the confusiof between the King- .

dom of God and the responsible society can be seen is in

8 - 8
63Cen'tral to any efforts to formulate a" " heology of

Development” must be the considerationm of the various
Christian approaches to “poverty." * Por. one such study, se¢
N, Greinacher and A. Muller, eds., The Poor;gnd the Church,
Cong%lium seties No. 104 (New York: The Seabury rress,
1977). The article by A, Muller, "The Poor and the Church:
A Synthesis,” pp. 112-117, makes a distinctiom between
poverty as physical deprivation and misery.and poverty "“as
the emptiness that would be filled by God."™ !Niller notes
-that there must be two very different types of responses:
towards these two types of poverty but that neither type of
response can have as its end wealth as an alternative to '
poverty or a welfare ideolo as a solution to eradicating

. poverty. The Christian attitude towards .poverty, in all

cases, demands solidarity with the poor and.when their
poverty is of the first type, this means both cooperation
in relieving the conditions of misery and sharing in
poverty in order that the poor may learn poverty of the

‘second tyvpe.

.
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paragraph 10 of Section I (gg 55, _gngan_lﬂéé)

' We do not know how far the radical ethic of the Kingdom
of God can be realized on earth, -We do know that God

s appears to have set no limits. to what may be achieved
by our géheration, if we understdnd our own problems
aright and desire to obexfin our c!rcumstances. .

The structure ‘of this statement creates a’ parallel

*

o between "radical ethic of the Kingdom of God” and what may

be acnieved by our generation. While there 18 no explicit

"otatement that the foqmer is equal to the latter, the intent.

of the authors 13 to present an,empirical observation about
‘current economic achievements that sheds light of the ques-
tioh raised about the Kingdom of Cod. The effect is to ,

sugges?t that current technologica&\and economic achievements

| are a. partlal disclosure of what the Kingdom of God looks

like. According to the statement, what we really don t -

i

,know about the Kingdom is simply how far dd is prepared t%

S let us go “in ‘developing the wdrld into the Kingdom,

Another structural parallel in paragraphs 137-140
(pg. R9) creates a similar effect:

«e. 1t followd that they /the churches/ are. called to
proclaim thatie
~ . - God has created and redeémed the whole world. This

implfes a more just distribution not only of wealth
but also of health, education, security, housing -
and opportunity. :

- Natiéns and governments are true to Jod's calling
only if they cooperate in tRe search for this more

. : ) equitable allocation. . In So far as they hinder or

.are indifferent to it, they risk not only social

R and pdlitical disruption but also the judgment of

God.
- A diminution of national sovereignty on the basis of
mutual concessions and equal.rights may be necessary
in order to execute policies frdmed %o accomplish
this re-allocation., :

Q

=
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.48 an uncourageous attempt to conceal the fact that :§° r
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& -
In this case the use of .the word '1mpliea; appears

-

.Conference members had neither the }ime nor the expertise |

to explore the exact relationship between redemption and a
just social order. Conseqqently. irternational cooperation
in efréctihg a "more equitable allocation™ is eg;ectively
equated with "a more just distribution ... of wealth ...

health, education, security, %ousing and opportunity”. and

both stand in relation to creation and redemption as some

par£ia1 manifestation of the perfection of the world, -It
did not occur -to the authors ¥hgt the redemption of the .
world migﬁthpossibly mean {:gggéé_gggg and transcendencge of
a preoccupation with material wealth and security and that
efforts to improve another's well-being may have a; thelir

primary end not the attainment of wealth but solidarity in

. poverty. which is true fellowship in the Spirit. In other

words.‘the authors of Section I of geneva. 1966 did nogﬁ@onQ
sider the possibility that the truyy underdeveloped'
nations of the world in terms of ‘the "human” that is (in
some way) disclosed in*the,person of Jesus Christ, might

be the wealthy nations of the North Atlantic and not the
materially poor countries_of‘the South and- the East. The
poin% h;re is not to suggest that wealth and davelopment

are un-Christian but that ‘the current age stands in true

eschatological tensibn with the Kingdom of God and the

'ﬁature‘of the K{Egdom is not fully known, If the concept,

I
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responsible society, is to be consistent with the whole of
Christian theology, its relationship to Eschatology, Cre-
ation, Redemption, Church, World, Kingdom, Foverty and
Nealth must be clearly and, systematically differentiated.
Until this is done the conqept will simply serve to provide,

theological justification for a prevailing ideology (in
] 6“

spite of all cautions and warnings to the cpntrary).
" Throughout the report of ‘Section I the undifferen-

‘tiated relationshiﬁ between the "Kingdom of God"™ and the

"responsible society” tended to allow the authors to

addregs the issues in the economic analysis with the optim-

istié hope that developing th < - as an essential con-

stitutive element in Christian discipleship. \

Christians must reject policles which involve more
than the inescapable minimum of unemployment and the
waste of human and other resources ,..
Churches can also encour%ge the formation by develop-
ing nations of regional economic groupings soc they
"may offer larger markets and provide a better .
balanced economic spectrum than may be possible for
‘a single nation,
Only when the churches themselves understand ‘ehe
issues at stake in development and economic restruc-
turing will they be able to discharge faithfullg
their duty to leaven the lump of world society.®5

N. S. Mooneyham noted this theological prob&em as a

characteristic-hot only of the Geneva Conference but indeed

~

w

quSee GCeneva, 1966, 5%/16,f : .

651b1d., 61/28, 79/92, B8/133.
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of much discourse within thg‘ecumenical movement,

But if the conference could be commendeéd for its ideal-
ism and forgiven for its lack of spiriual depth, it
could hardly be excused for its incredible -- but char-
acteristically ecumenical ~- naiveté when dealing with
human nature. It placed an enormous amount of faith in
the sog%al scientists to bring the Kingdom of God on
earth,

Here Hoqneyham touches on all four of the flaws in economic
-discusgions of the Geneva Conference..

(1) A naive optimism in assessing possibilities for
development. ° . '

(2) A preoccupation with the technical dimensions
of the problems. -

(3) An inadbility to penetrate to the human dimen-
sion of the ethical questions.

(4) - An unclear theological basis for a "middle
axioms™ approach. .

~

Edward Duff suggests that perhaps a structural flaw in the
Aorld Council of Churches and an overly restrictive mandate

for Paith and Order might have been a reason for the dearth

of theological inpﬁtz

““Because of a curious restriction of the, functylon of the
Jorld Council's Jepartment of Faith and Order to ques-
tions of church unity, the Conference on Church and
Society was abandoned to 1its ‘own theological resources

. with the result that some had the impression that
Theokogg was marginal %to the urgent issues being dis-
cussed, 5? ~

|
A ’
N ’

” The report of the CCIA (Commission of ‘the Churches

on Internat}onal Affairs) which was submitted to the Yeneva

»

66

L

570utf, in Thought, p. 33.

Mooneyham, p. 43, ‘ - g
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Conference. could have provided some gulddnce in handling
the ecclesiological problems at the root of social ethical
method. =Zarly in the report the authors raised questions,
about the relationships among God, the World, Cosmos,
Secular History, Incarnation and Redemption. They stressed
'that clarity in the appeal to‘eschatology was a‘neceséar&
starting point for a Christian response to social issues.
Christians fall into foolish errors when they make a

piecemeal approach te, the Kingdom, and identify sin-
infected improveﬁ??ﬁ%yin the human condition with
i

bringing in the K om. 6

Unfortunately, this aspect of the CCIA report exerted little
' influence on the discussions of Section I, Even the second
working grOu; of the Gerieva Conference concerned qith
-"Theological Isgues in Social Ethics” was clear that judge-
ment and destruction stand between world development and the
Kingdon of God and that the work of building the human
socfety is a “work of sober reg%}sm.(undertaken in cénstant
awareness of the destructive pow;r of human selfisﬁneés.'69

; .
However, these insights did not get incorporated into the

methodological basi¥® for the discussions of Section I,

) £ )
68wcc. Commission of the Churches on International
 Affairs (2CIA), "The Struggle for Jorld Community and its
Zthical Implications,” a Report Frepared for the World Con-
ference on Church and Socliety on Behalf of th® officers of
the WCZ, =CIA, by Dr. R. M, Pagley, Study Zncounter 2

(1966)1 26-70

6‘9, ! 2
Geneva,’ 1966, 201/21-27,
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In the preparatory volume, Christian Social Ethics

"in a Changing World (referred to as Bennett) we can see a

possible reason for the methodologicﬁl confusion., Most of
the contributing authors were concerned with establishing
the validity of Christian involvement in social, political

and ecgnomic natters, They sought to regggiate an overly -

individualistic approach to Christianity that relegated

social concern to "secular” disciplines. Hans-Yerner
3artsch attacked the traditional Lutheran separation of
Church and State in an effort to establish‘a bibiical basis
for social ethics.’C . Richard Shaull sought a biblical and
theological basis for social revol&;ion.71 Nicos HNissiotils
affirmed the unity éf Nature and Graée and of Cﬁ;rch and
dorld in an efforf to est;blish that social ethics is the ‘
Orthodox Zhristian's faithful particlipation in God’'s

activity in theiworld.72 3ruce Reed affirmed the 3idble’s

A“explicit concern for social ethics while Roger Mehl argued

ghat post-biblical reflection on the Kingdom of God and

v

7OH. 4. Bartsch, "A New Theological Approach te
Christian Sgcial Zthics,” in Bennett, pp. 59-77.

713. Shaull, 'Revolutionari Change in Theological
-43. : .

Ferspective,” in Bennett, pp. 23

Orthodox Theology,"” in Bennett, pp. 78-10
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. . ?
eschatology must yield norms for Christian social activity.73
#illiam lLazareth sought. to fethink the lutheran position on
the “two realms” in order to re-establish ‘social concern as

7% The questions

a legitimate parf of Lutheran thought,
that the authors in Bennett were addressing were not prim-
arily the “how™ of Christian social ethics but the fact

\

that social-ethics cgn and must be Christian. Throughout

the volume some authors frequently made appeals to the

Kingdom of God as some sort of norm for social ethics (Mehl,

Shaull, Lazafgth) and others spoke of social action as
requiring.?he'd15cernment of and/or participation in Géd's
creative and redemptive work in the world (3artsch, Sha%ll.
Nissiotis.'ﬁeed. Lazareth), Only H. C. Yendland specific-
ally addressed' the problem of the ‘elationéhip between the
responsible society concept and the Kingdom of'God.75 The-.
authors in Bephett were copcerned wifh the same set of

1

‘questions that the Genevagébnference was designed to con-
' v
front. The result was that other questions (those which

seek to carefﬁlly articulate the way in which Christian

- faith statements relate to the method and content of
* }

. 738, Reed, "Biblical Social Ethics: An Evangelical
View,” in Bennett, pp. 105-8; R. Mehl, "The Basis of
Christian.Social Ethics,” in Bennett, pp. LL-S8,

, 7“w. H, Lazaretﬂ. “Luther's *‘Two Kingdoms®' Ethtc K
Reconsidered,” in Bennett, pp. 1l19-31, -

' ?SWen¢land. pp. 135-52.

®
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ethics) were set aside., The more urgent ‘task of éffirming
Christians"' responsibility for social affairs presented a
immediate challenge. While 3ennett may not have directly
influenced Section I of Geneva, 1966, it illustrates the
prevailing questions that ecumenical theologians and
ethicists were asking. And these were the questions that
shaped the concept, the structure and the content of the
Geneva. Conference.

/

’”~

5.2.4 Geneva aé& Paul Ramsey

Faul Ramsey in his book Who Speaks for the Church?
criticizes the method employed~in\the discussions and the
f£ihal report of the Geneva Conference. Ramsey's criticism
is perhaps the most significant leveled against‘the World
Conference. His critiqué applies to much of the prevaliling
ecunenical discﬁssfons En global political issues in the
mid-sixties as well as to the Geneva Conference, His argu-
ments focus especially on'stafements concerning the

American Vietnam military involvement and the problem of

" nuclear warfare, Ramsey argues that the method used in

arriving at and in formulating specific poliéy recommend -

]

ations has three major flaws:

(1) It leads to a lack of clarity as to who is

76

speaking and to whom. Although the Conference's

N ?6R_§E§Qlt p. 13.

o Mo phngin stevt

o kol G AR T S
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discussions reveal diverging views on both problems and
solutions conclusions tend to be viewed, in the public eye,
as some sort of specificﬁlly Christian response to the
problem. When there is ambiguity no such,illusion can be

?77?

allowed. According to Ramsey the Church cannot become

simply.one more participanf\in a debate in which the experts
78 N e e =TT

disagree.
.(2) The competent formulation of specific responsesf
to concrete issues demands a degree of technical specific-
ity that is beyond the resources and self-understanding of
the Church. Currently ecumenical statemgnts are either
balanced pairs of condemnations of both sides in an issue
or they are specific condemnations of one side with the .
added recommendation that political leaders search for less
grim solutions., Ramsey argues tha} the férmer amounts to
no more than a pious exhortation against sin and.the latter
is an irresponsible judgement that the existing action is “
nq?}in fact the least grim solution. To speak responsibly
requirés a full analysis of the issues in all their tech-
niéil'complexity ahd this Ramsey discards as beyond the
task of the 'Church?’? . “ N\

°
v Q

a?

77Ibido| pc 3"‘0 ) . ' ‘ g ‘ - /

78Ibid., p. 31.

o g

791vid., pp. 29, bb, \
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(3) The procedure which seeks to propose speclfic
responses to particular issues avoids ‘entirely the ques-
tion: “What are the_esaential ingredients of Christian
respangibility?~ &0

Ramsey's first criticism is directed at the mode of
addregsing issues that tends t; identify certain policies

with Christian falith, I have shown that ‘the authors of

ooction I of Geneva. 1966 were selective in their consider-

ation of alternatives in the development debate and that

their ecclesiological assumptions influenced their choice
of\considered algérnatives. ﬂThe r;sult was an uncritical
identification of optimistic poli;igs with Christian faith.
Ramsey's criticism here is warranted. However, it is
warranted not becaus; the Conference pariicipants were the
Church wrongly participating in a technicai:debate. Rather,
it is warranted because the theologicél and technical argu-
ments and analyses were flawed,

Ramsey's second c¢riticism raises the question of the
‘tasks of Christians, churches and the Church, He argues
that the only competent -route towards addrgsaing issues lis
clogsed to the WCC because the WCC ‘speaks for the Church and
the Church‘has neither’ the ;esources nor is it.mandated to

be thorough in this regard. In fact the World Council of
Churches' is not the Church nor is it a g¢hurch. The wca\is

AO1pid., p. 13.

\ x,
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an international Christian agency whose tasks properly
belong to the tasks of Christians, .As such it is quite
permissible for the WCC to engage in study and research on
technical matters, drawing on tﬁb resources of Christians
around the world whose work brings them clos; to the real-:
ities of the issues. While Ramsey is correct in criticis-
ing that many statements of the Geneva Conference were
incompetent, he cannot conclude that the formulation of com-
petent statements is beyond the' tasks of the ¥CC, He must
insigt that it is the mode of formulating séatements that

is at issue and not the right to address issueg. Ramsey's

assessment of the tasks of the WCC precludes the possi-
bility of statements and reports wﬁose purpose is to pre-
senf technical data in an effort to raise lhristlan con-
sciousness., This must be an incorrect assessment. Educa-
tion is éﬁdoub;edly among the pastofal respénsibilities of
both churches and Christlans. .

As I have shown in section 5.2.3 (above), Ramsey's

third criticism is surely a good one. A thorough the-

ological reflection on the relationship between "Church,”,
'World'\ﬁhd the "Kingdom) may yield conclusions tha*t would
alter our perspectives on “"developed” and ‘deveIOpigg"

codntries. It is clear from the discussions above that a

a~—

preoccupation with the technical aspects of issues tended
to blind the authors of Section I to the deeper human

elemeﬁta in the issues. In this sense Ramsey is correct in

a

‘ ’ ’ -y



- 162 -

Y -
- !

_advising against‘k preoccupation with "issues.” However,

]
his criticism cannot‘imply a total avoldance of the tech-

nical dimension of world queékions. Apart from famijdarity
. with both technical and thé human cémplexities of any situ-
atiqn Christian 1ndi;idyala and groups are unqualified to
offer a pudblic response, )
‘ Ramsey's critique then has twq'ﬁarts: the first,
ecclesiological and the second, social ethical, Thg eccle-
siological part of his critique excludes from the tasks of
the WCC the t;éﬁﬁical analysis of issues_and the formulation
’of responses. This critique is based on'a faulty identifi-}/
cation of the WCC with the Church and this is theologically |
unjustifiable.. The second is a critique of the soclial
ethical mefhod used by the WCC and employed at the Geneva
Conference; a method which is preoccupied with technical
data and tends'uﬁcritically to allow theological prefer-
ences to infiuence the agalysis of the data. This must be
a justifiable critique. However, in making this critique Al
one must not be allowed to overlook the historical value of
the Geneva Conference 8 a consciousness-raising event.

Ramsey's book tends to reduce Geneva, 1966 to its "ethical

discourse” component and to faoyget that its literary genre

4

was an "exhortation to morality.”

5.2 Conclusion . ’ )

In this chapter 1 have examined two -aspects of

z
A
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me?hod with respect to the Geneva Conference., The first was
the structure of the Conference itself; the concept of the
- Conferenc;..its mandate, the means of selecting participants,
the schedﬁle of events and the steps involved in produci;g |
the final report of Section I. My conclusion 1n.thié first')ﬁ
'// part was that a proper understanding of the report requires
\ ' the acknowledgement that Genova\wa;.conceive&. pianngd and
executed not as an attempt to conclusively analyse tech-
nical issues, but as an effort to raise global Christian
consciousness towards human conditions in the Southern and
Eastern Hemispheres. This conclusion is based on five
observations., (1) The Conference's concept was changed/py
~ the WCC--Gentral Committee to accommodate aﬂhexploratpry
_posture. The influence of the ideas andﬁthe persoﬁnel of
the ACC Rapid Socia> Change Study suggests that the Geneva
.“ Conference organiié;s wanted the content of this study
explored in a global forum. (2) The mandate of <he Geneva
= | Conference was to speak to the WCC and the churches' rather
: than for them. Igig/alig;}d~more freedqm~for exploratdry
analysis and-cohf}ontétionﬂ (3) The participants were
selected by the organizers‘rather than Bypthe member
'churches.. The geographical and occupational distribution 7
J#ﬁgﬂk of participants was such that a'confroﬁtation amoﬁg tech- '
nical efﬁé?ts from the four corners of the globe was
inevitablé, (4) The schedule of events allocated the bulk

orlgqssicn'hours to exploration and discussion. The

".A‘ ) , ) d



~ theological criteria employed in- the discuss

‘with the problems. They became preoccupied witn technical-

. The ﬁesult was an optimistic choice of alternatives in the

) development analyeis and a naive aesessment of the possible'l
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schedule allowed little time for methodological precision‘

<

and the topics stressed revolution ae the Conference 8 main

theme. This invited heated discussion. The preparation of

the final report of Section I pllowed litgle time or occa%
sion for ényéhing other than the collection’of vefious
positions and theories on‘North-South'economic reiations.
. The second aspect to Geneva's method cons.idered the.
theological, philosaphical end literary method employed in

the report of Section I. The literary genre of the report,

Geneva.‘1966 the gtructure of the~repor% of Fection i. the
{ins and ghe . -

methodological eriticisms raised. by Paul Ramsey all point ‘

to three conclusions. (1) Geneva, 1966 is a pastoral

exhortation %o moraiity rather than an ethical discOurse.

Its intentlon is 1n keeping with the concept of zhe o0n-

. 2
ference; to raise Christian consciousness towards conditions .

of human welfare in the Southern and Zastern Hemispheres 8o’

that reflecg}on. study and action might follow. In the

5

effort to describe the economic aspects of the human prob-

&
-

‘e
lems the authors tended to identify the economic analyaes -
[ 18

ities and neglected the problem of motivating human will

solutiona. (2) The report of Section 1 employed a middle

axioma' approach to the social questions and drew upon thene

.
- : . * .
(4] : C
- - 4 . )
a oy -
v, e w
. * . t
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"An fnability “to Qirraruntiate clearly the rclailonsbips

‘séclety‘-and the concrete econoric .analyses led to a tend-
.ency to ldentlfy specific positions on world development
" ‘with God's ongoing manifestation of the Kingdom in the

Qnalysig.'ls poaaihlé because it is ng's will., (3) Paul '

Rhmzey's\criticism d' the Gcniva"Conference has two parts

e

« , R B
- [
.8 b . 1 ? .

'3
- 165 o<

notlons of ""stewardship” and the “human®” and the reapon-

alble sociaty as basis for concern nlth ))tld development,

among the eschatological "Kingiom of God,” the “responsible

o

world., This reinforced a selective and optimistic con-
sldprntioq of developﬁnnt‘altergatlves based on a naive -

~

. N J A3 13
hope that world development, according to their terms of

to it. (a) He criticizes the Conference for addressing
specltic technical igsues and lnslsts that this mus't be
beyond the task of the WCC. This is based on Ramsey's .
qncrlticalnldentltlcatién of the taaks ‘of the WCC with the O
tasks of the Church and cannot be justified theologically.
(b) Ramsey attacks the Conrerence s social ethical method;

a uethod which is preoccupled with technicalltles and tends

1 »

to allow thgological blases to 1nfluence the analysis, e

Thla criticism corresponds to the c¢onclusions of this study;
Qowééér. tn my judgbmqnt. this must not be allowed to '
odscure iha“npprQni§tion of .the historical value‘?§ thé,

Geneva Conference as a conscliousneds-raising event.

+
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UPPSALA ¢ UCTURE A 0D -~ U

= ~ 3

6.1 The Structure .of the Uppsala Assembly ‘
Uppsala and Geneva were both sinilar and dirfcrent.

¢ Although structurally different from Gemv"a. Uppbala sharcd

rGeneva 8 prooccupation with social, political ar nomic¢
justice and sought to arouse global Christian concern on ) j
behalr opreople of the Southern and Easternjgomispheres.
Like Geneva the stmctural features of Uppsala made it
iﬁpoasiblc for the Assembly to do anythling other than to
, point out directions for Christian concern, action and
- study and these same sffuctural features prohibited any °
ﬁind of detailed economic, sociqlbgical. politicalv

R il,nalyses. :
. ‘ / . o ;
‘,Q 1.1 Concept ; . - T
The conﬂtitutional daflnition of a ACC Asgembdly out-

. ")

A linas lta runctions: _ ) . ' N

LakaWRWAS H2 e

Tha Jorld Council ghall discharge its functions"
through the following bodles:
, i) an Assembly which shall be the pringipel
‘ authority in the Council, and shall X .
" . ordinsrily meet every five years., The . -\
Assendly shall be composed of official ) o

R . . . .
’ \ « N .

Os
)
E 4
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- representatives of the churches or groups
of churches adhering to it and directly
appointed by them.l

While an Assembly is the "principal authority in the
Council” and therefore a “legislative body," thesauthority
that an Asaemﬁi} has is still limited to the const;tutional
authority of the World Councii“itselr,

The World Council shall orfcr counsel and provide
opportunity of united action in matters of common
interest. o

It may take action on behalf of constituent churches
in such matters as one or more of them may commit to
it.,

It shall have authority to call regional and world
conferences on specific subjects as occasion may
require, ,

The World Council shall not legislate  for the
churches; - nor shall it act for them in any manner
except as indicated above or as may hereafter be
spec}fl&d by the constituent churches.2 -

So even though the Uppsala Assembly is a Aagislative body

it has power to legislate very little other thah “counsel,”
» :

“conferences” and specific projects on behalf of meqber

churches. s

4

As stated at the first WCC Asgembly in Amsterdan,

o

\ , , i
19“R ! ’ q

While it is certainly undesirable that the Council
should issue such pronouncements orten. and on\ many
‘subjects, there yigl certainly be a ‘clear obliga-
tion for the Council to speak out‘when vital issues

o

- “w pp. L67-7,

2Ibidup P 1'67 " ¢ "‘ ‘ “

P

Rl E L VTN SRS



- e

‘ot the Yorld Counci

e
,
. s . v N
N - > . !
- to
‘e
> ) - 168 - ¢
LY r3 - ’ -

. o F'

concerning all churches and the whole world are at
stake, A But such statements will have no authority
save thgt which they carry by their. own truth and

wisdon. .

Statements of an Assembly are 'received"aad;'f
“approved” for circulation in the churches ;ather;than
'adopte&?f “This ﬁeans that the contents of an Assembly
report invite comment discussion and dction rather than
endorsement or obedience.u An Assembly is an occasion f@r

I

Christian representatives from varioua theological. geo-

. )

graphical and cultural backgrounds to enter into dialogue

with eachvather and seek some basis for agreement on press- .

ing theological, soclial, politica) and economic themes and.

Y ’

‘isgues. The effort is always to gsee world -issues through

the eyes of Christian faith and to ask whether within this

faith égn be found a responsento issues that might be con- ,
| ) .. :

sistent witg'the various traditions, The Section reports;,
‘&)‘. Fa t

8!

of the Uppsala Assembly then are a Series of consensus

statements (or statements of nonrconsenéus) following upon

two weeks of discussion. They are ‘an attempt to De as‘
thorough and conclusive as »ho time, ‘the participants and

the issues permit. When an Assemhly membership 1su}§rggly.

. w . .
.
5
t y 4 *
3 .
. . '

«

e e
Jwcc, Pirst Absembly,
%gg}gn. the Amsterdam Assemdbly Serles, 5 vols, (lew. York:
arper and 3rothers, 19“9). Vol, Vi
‘of Churches, O

L

-
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homogeneous, when the issues are clear and when the time is
ample, the report ia.conclusivg. When membership is diver-
sified, when the issues new and complex and the time short,
the repo;t is open-end;d and exploratory. 4 |
* Like Geneva then the Uppsala Assembly was acting in
an advisory capacity to the member churches of the WCC. As
. A.\Vissgr't Hoofg étated in his address. to the July §
General §esgion of the’AQaembly. the succegg or failure of
the Asseiﬁiy'rests on its capaci%y "... to speak a helpful
word 6n the ... question of the task of tﬁé Cﬁgrcﬁ in éhe
world.'5 The Assembly speaks ‘for the member churches only
insofar as the member ch&tches make the statements an&
recommendations of the Agsembly their own and incorporate
them into their Bwﬁ‘wprship. study and action programs,

Y

&

6.112; Backgrouhd

“N\

<

The WCC publication. New Delhi to Uppsala, outlines

A
asix 3ignificant areas 1n which the ACC changed in the seven
"years since 1961. (l) By 1§63 nearly all the churches of

theiagétefn Ofthodéx tradition had become member churches
of. the CC, Their'presence introduced a new and foreign
voice to the dialogue process and begnn "... the necessary

nd

corrective to the ﬂestern ethos atill dominant in WCC
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* Promotion of Christian Unity (1960) bégan a process of

clogser touch with the Sougherp‘and Eastern Hemispheres of

. twanty-three new churches from Africa, Asia and Latin

l- 170 - | »

circies.'6 (2): The organization of regional ecumenical
bod%fs in East Asla, Africa, the Near East, Europe and
Latin America put channels ‘of communication at the service
of fhe NCC and made the World Council aware of’the specific
praﬁlems expe}ienced in the various geographical areas.7
(3) Th7 presence of ACC observers at the Second Vatican

Council and the creation of the Vatican Secretariat for the

<{;zzdboration between the World Council and the Roman
olic Church whose: impact was felt in many phases of WCC
operat*on.8 (4) The integration of the .International
Missignary Council into the WCC in 1961 put the WCC in

the world and opened up the membership of the WCC to

Aperic;.9' The effect of this new influence was to raise
T B
new questions on the meaning of "miskion” and “evangelism"

o
.

2\R:WCC Central Committee, New Delhi to Ugﬁg&%a. 1261-
1968, Report of the Central Committee to the

Assembly 0T the WCC (Genevax HCC. 1968), p. 7° (hereafé%r
cited as lHew Del to U L

71bid., pp. 7. 11. . ’

% Ivid.; pp. 7-%, 12-113, - )

;ppesls, 1968, p. 279,

. ’l\
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in an increasingly secularized world. 0. (5) The increased
activity of the various WCC committees, studies, confer-
ences, commissions and divisions in concrete and practlcaL
international action moved the WCC closer to thé heart-gr
current sqciglJLnd political problems and provided inform-
atlon and perspecfives for Central and Executive éommittee
statements.ll' (6) The input of new theological perspec-
tives from th# new member churches as well as the question-
ing of the traditional positions in the major W#CC confes-:
sions, reopened debate on such central theoloéical issues

!

as appeal to the Scriptures, relatioéship between Zhurch
and World and'thg questign of 5hurch unity.lz
Together the effect of these six factors waavto

challenge the traditional ecumenical formulations, increase
the numSer and variety of éocial. political and theological
positions within the Jorld. Council and chus'Fhe,attentlon
of the WCC on issues ‘of social justice particularly din_the
countries of the J{two-thirds worla.’ A good illustration
of thé impact of these’factors is the history'bf Section II

of the Uppsala report, "Renewal in Mission." As a result

of théiactivities of the newly-formed Division of World

e

\loﬁew Jelhi to Upggg-g. p. 8.
11 " ’
Ibid.' po 8. . . )

12yp1d., . 9. ' .
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Mission and Evangelism (DWME), (successor to the old Intef-
national Misqignary'Confeqence) the und!ratanding of the
word "mission”" had begun to change from an older,
"vertical"” emphasié on evangelization and conversion (i.e.
membership'in traditional Zhristian churches), toa
“horizontal” emphasis on soclal activjty as 'Witneés in Six
Continents.'13 This shift in meaning was evident in the
preparatory draft for Secfidn II. The draft document pfe-
séntedﬁjmission”'as God's activity for thﬂ “renewal of’

mankind,® an activity to which all men are called.lu

{ -

"Mission” occurs at points of tensioniyh ‘human affdirs.

These are the glaces of o portunity for today, the
unregsolved religious, social ‘and political problems,
the situations which deprive men of the hope of !
renewal and cry out for the good news of the new : :
humanity.l5 ‘

And the route to "mission” is now “dlalogue.”

It is only by dialogue that, in an increasinfly . %
pluralistic world, Christians can affirm theilr
common humanity with men of other faiths .... In |

%///’“ encounter with loslems and Hindus, Marxists and

humanists, Christians are learning to look for ‘ ] ;
the basis of a common understanding 8f man, wgich
will lead to a fuller apprehension of truth, i

13'vlCC Fourth Aggembly, Uppsala. All Things New,

s preparatory booklet for the Fourth Assembly of the WCC, _\§;*

Uppsala, Sweden, July 4-20, 1968 (Geneva: 4WCC, 1968),
p. 43 (hereafter cited as Uggsalg: All Things New).

1% ppeala Drafts, 28/1.
., 307, - .o

161v14., 30/9. )

=
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The ef_"fect of this draft document on suome‘ in the
European and North American ecumenﬂl.comnitigs was to
elicit a cry of proteét. No less than four alternate docu- B

" ments were hurriedly draf‘ted by va}ious ecumenical groups |
and a west coast gmerican group mo‘bilvized a publicity prc;-
gram to promote the tradlitional forms of Protestant
evangelization. Two of the altermate draft documents made
it to the WCC Central Committee in time to be considered at
the Uppsala Asse;:xblyz the draft ‘prepared by a group of
Scandinavian Lutherans and a document prepared by a German

~ working "group. The criticism raised by the protest groups
was that the or%giml draft so emphasi;.ed the "ser\,rice". |
aspect of."mission" that it completely neglected the
preaching of the. Gospel.l7 The debate between the
"vertical™ and "horizontal™ theological positions continued
through the events of theyUppaala r‘{ssembiy and can be seen
in the final report of Section II,

Robert McAfee Brown notes that Section III of
Uppsala, 1968 with its emphasis on social and economic

issues and the human conditions in develo~9\ing countries .

w !

was ".,,. proba‘bly the most important and characteristic

report of the Ui;psala Assembly" and that this emphasis was

@

175, L. witte, ®Pourth Ksaenbly of she ACC, vppsala,

L'
%-19 July, 1962, Sregoriamyg SO H(1969): 22-3. _ _ v

*

-
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y
typical of the concern of the whole Assembl;sr.l8

He attri-
butes this conéern to the patterns established at Geneva
¥
and Beirut and points to Geneva as the turning-point in
ecumenical thought. _\
My thesis is that the Geneva Conference of 1966 marks
the beiinning of a new era in ecumenism in which major
attention is shifting from a predccupation with Paith
and Order to a preoccupation with Life and Work
themes. 19
The Geneva Conference appears to have cryatalii_zed
N 4
the factors that had been operating to influence the World
Council since 1961, Norman Goodall in his editorial intro-
duction to the Uppsala report remarks that the Assexﬁbl‘y:s
“most obvious™ and “widely acknowledged" feature was its

preoccupation with questions'of social and economic justice,

the poverty and deprivation in the world and the "rev.olution-' >

ary ferment of our times.” These were the issues that
Geneva sought tojidentify with ecumenical Christian con-

¢érn. Goodall n

to accept and respond to the world's'algenda and argues that
N : ’ :

the world crisis in race relations, the mood of youth and

7/
¢

r
laR McAfee Brown, "Uppsala: An Informal Report "

Jourpal of gumenicgl Studieg 5 (1968)r 6L13,

19Ibid.. pp. 644, 637; see also C, Moeller, "A la
veille de 1‘'Assemblée d'Upsal,” Irénikon 41.(1968): 206,
K. McDonnell, "Upps,ala. Anthropology, Evangelism and
Revolution,™ Wo L3 (Jaﬁﬁry 1969):  38-9; J.
¥claughlin, * ng Thirgs New,” America 19 (Aug. 3, 1966):

#
“© .

#

tes the Assembly participants’ willingness
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"Middle East all‘made this atmosphere inevitable.

‘ - 175.- A\ ‘ o ')
the political everits in Nigeria/Biafra, Viétnam and the

20 The

historical forces surrounding the Uppsala Assembly in com—.

bination with the effect of the Geneva Conference itgelf

s

served to predispose a l&%ger ecumenical Agsemdbly member-

ship in favour of the same themes and topics tha;XSern the

concern of Geneva.

6.1.3 Membership - ' s '
Uppsala was the larges\\ox the four WCC Assemblies.

Tbe Anmterdam Assembly of 1948 had 147 churches repre-

sented as members whereas Uppsala had 235§ (including ll

. churches as “associated” members, i.,e, churches with less

than 10,000 members). While Amsterdam had 351 delegates
and 238 alterqatés. Uppsala had.704 voting delegates, over
400 other vocal participants and over 1,600 observers,
guests, staff, stewards and presds, The Central Committee

revised the basis for the allocation of seats prior to the

Assembly and this opened 27.new places ‘for churches from

- Asia, Africa and latin America. However, ld‘neé places

-

were simuitaneously opened for European churches in order

to preserve "confessional balance. 21"

The geographical breakddwn of the voting delegates

e} .
e N ! . - ~
: - , .

2Oyppsala, 1988, p. XVII,
21Ibid.. p- i%; see also New Delhi tg Uggﬁglg;

p. 15,

LN
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was as I’Sllm: ;
rd 3

Europe 43% g Asia ' v 15%
o *  Middle East ‘ L%

North America 26% , Africa (sub—Sahara) 8%
Latin America .

R . 31%22
The average age of the voting dalegates was 51,7 years: 75/‘-
of these delegates were ordained and 91% were tale. g.

It is clear that the Assembly was still predomin- {
antly “Western" (i.e. North Atlantic), male, clerical and
over 50. One hundred and twenty-five youth partic,ipantaj}
who were invited in cooperation with the WSCP, YMCA and [
YWCA made their ﬁresence felt and their criticisms lmmm at
the Assembly th}'ough applause in General Sessions, contri-

butions to Section meetings and the news sheet Mﬁm,
‘ 24

-

published every other day.” ~However, with no franchise to

.~ vote and little opportunity to épeak. they were unable-'to

affect directly the shape of the debates and reports.

®

Richard Dickenson made a statistical analysis of the

gssem'bly's voting dele@.tes and correlated such tactbrs as

- age, denomination, occupation. Assembly status (e.g.

f‘omittee chaiman.,secretary. etc ). geographical region.

hd

section cholce and committee choice. His findings showed

b

/""\

. ’

t

225rovm. "Uppsala. p. 641,

-

'23Ib1d., Pp. 6!&1-2. ’ )
~ . R

%

%“Ibm..,p. 6u8. R . ) - '
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that age and church status were more criticalafaczbrs in

,linfluencing the participant's interests than were denomin-

ation and geography and that, on the whole, the North
Atlantic countries still exerted the greatest influence
over the World Council.25 In the light offéuch s;agistics
Robert McAfee ‘Brown asks whether the d;stributibn of seats
in the Assembly and in.the commi;tegé. praesidium and
staff, based upon numerical representation of the church:s
and upon “confessional bgléﬁce" must be the best way of
structuring an Assembly. He suggests that such a structure
imay well make igpoééible the adeqﬁhte and effective répre-
sentgk on of world youth, minority dnd racial groups.26

If the profile of the Uppsala Asgerbly's partici- I
pants revealsg a continuity with the éraditional style of
the World Counciyffzhe events of\the%Assembly therefore
indicate that the historical influences since New Delhi
must have had considerable effgét {n #ltering the aware-
ness and concern in.the North Atlantic member qhu;ches.
WNhile many gomméhtators argue that the ﬂorlq Coun;il needs
to restructure to allow greater input from mino?ity groups,
few 1' ‘any could say that Uppsala. with-its concern for
social economic and po}itidﬁ!ktssues and the welfare of

il
. ) !

- )
25, b, . chkenson. 'Human Profile of an Asscah}y.

,cunenicgg Rev;gﬁ 21 (1969): 55~ 6 . \

263rown.“ ~'ppsala,” pp. %¥<7-39, \ ‘ TN
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peoples in the "two-thirds world," did not mark a radieal

. _

departure from New Delhi. Norman Goodall notes that in

~ spite of the claims of Some of- the youth participants.few

present at Uppsala were not aware of the implgcatigns An&
»the imperatives for Christian thought and action, in the
current world crises., In his view the ambiguity,
uncertainty or lack of unanipity at Uppsala did not océuré
when the question of Christian” responsibility fbr action
was raised. Rather, it occurred when the question was
raised as to "the ultimate dimensions within which phé
world and the Christian involvement in it are to be seen, 2’

One factor related to mgmbership that may account

“for the general consenaus in favour of the 'two-thirds

'Orldn and dconomic development is the fact that. 75 per-
cent of the voting delegates were ordained., Few were

emﬁioyed in positions where they mlght have felt d eply the '

'1mpact of the measures that they were proposing. n fact

only one parcent of all participants at Uppsala were

. v

° employed in business and counarce and only three pcrcen* S

£

were employed*tn government, Thls mnana that only four
“h

percent of Uppsala s marticipants wauld !e&l the lnnodiatc
effect of the pr:géged radicaxm‘conohic rostructu:ing
. . ~4

and only this fo :gprcopt had an intimate !aai}iarﬁgy wizh

i . .
the corporations and govermments ha® were the oblects of

I LN . /
- X o ) n

oW
2? : .o N ‘
YREealM, 1A, Fp. IFINIFILL,
r - L o4
r - - ] . B o
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Uppsala's/crificisms.* This occupational distribution par-
NG ' tially explains the ease\wiih which a predominately’ North
Atlantic Kssembly meﬁoershlp accepted Geneva's proposals

for world development. . v

.
4 .
- N * N - . T~
- il . , .
; - - '
. ~.
) .
~

:' ’ 6/. l . u' Events

» * * / :
K. A, Bosley notes that the word "dialogie” is too '
tame a word to describe thé events of the Uppsala Assembly.

n28 In view of the increq;

He prefers the word "collision.
ible speed at\which the Assembly moved and the huge volume

of material handled, it would have been a wonder if some

collisions had not occurred. Many commentators have com-

A‘ ) plained that the Assembly demanded too much material to be -l
handled by too many peopie in too'short ; rime. Norman- " ;;% e
Goodall regards aé’regrettable the fact that “the cOngested

state of the agenda“ and "the pressure of time" resul%ed in’

(

. . out dascu381gn in plenary: He raises a question about "the
~truly deliberative capacity" of a delegateﬁ ‘assembly thet

i 51ze. settlng and atmosphere of Uppsala, 29 The Orthodox .

| : ’ theologian, T Hzi:: remarkS that the wgrﬁ in all six of .

(- ’ ..~ the sections was

I3

agued with the same broblems of lack of

~

.
"

" 28y pogley, "The Churches, the Wo
Religion in Llfe 37 (1968):+, Ask, ///*

| . " most reports of the Asséhbly~Committees being passed with- .
0 . 2 g‘
W - Uppsala, 1968, pp. XIV-XV,
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time fpr discussion and pressure of time for drafting.” o
Following the Assembly the participants of Section I were
so annoyed at the lack of time“available for the prdduction S
of their report that they made the following: protest to the
Central Committee: ’
Section I demands hereby that of no section of an
Assembly ever again will be asked to compose a .o
theological document as that.of Uppsala, under con-
ditions as those which ruled at the first four . . 2
Assemblies, If a theologlcal\document ig necessary, ,
‘ totally other methods have-.to ‘be develpped for thg .
' preparation, discussion, revision and ¥cceptance.3l AL
Indeed, the fifteen working days between tne ‘opening
and closing ceremonies\of,the fourth Assembly of ‘the WCC
~were filled with the events of'an agenda that was” immense
by any standards.\ No less than 26 speakers delivered ma jor

addresses on 12 themes in 10 of the Assembly s Ge////

‘Sessions. In the six days between Monday, July 8 and

’Saturday, July.lj each of the Assembli ‘s six Sections had
to find at least 20 39381on Hburs for meetlngs 1n and

_ amongst the week' s 5 General B‘Esion presentations and 5

bugsiness and Assembly Committee‘Se331ons. In these 20

) il N -
hours of Section meetings each Section (each with an aver- -
* age of(approximatgdy 200 delegates and particlpants) had to .

8- . . ‘
discuss their -themes, debate the issues and draft a Section

Y . . .

N - o
n ” g

* 30T. Hopko "Uppsala 1968." t, Vladlmir 8 Seminarx
Quarterlx 12 {l968)x 127,

Myigte, p. 8L, . i
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) rep rt, Between Monday. July: 15 and Thursday, July 18 all

six;Section reports were presented, debated, revised~:rd, ¢

re-presented 1n the i 300-meﬁber'ge?eral Assehbly.32‘ At the
sage tlme no less than 25 Assembly Committees and sub-
commlttees pre§ented surveys cf the previous seven years'
.. act1v1t1es of the Couneil.s various Divisions, Departments. )
' Secretariats,'Commiesjons,.etc.; and each established the

: main policies and programs'fer the next five to seven years

. of Wce operation. 1In additlon eight other Assembly Com-

\\ ‘mittees met at intervals to deal with such,ﬁssembly affairs'“‘

L

PO as Nomlnatlons. Creédentials, Press,and Broadcastlng,
Assembly Business and the Assembly Message.33 With. this o
schedule it is clear that like Geneva, Uppsala had neither

. the timg now-the resources to prepare eareful theological

J

or technical analyses issues -and to'formu;ate clear and

a

ot
3

¥ well-founded-conclusiens,'. ' ‘ R

!

4 B The topics: for the six Sectiens covered a full range «

. . a v T .
i ' ., ,of ecclesiological, sociological, politiéil. economic and' -

. &
/ T liturgical themes. The-Section titles were as follows:

EE ‘ .
(1) “The Holy Spirit and the Catholicity of the
. Church" ~
s . (2) "Renewal,in Mission" '
(3) - "World Economic and Social Development”
(4) "Towards Justice and Peace in International
Affairs” ) N

-~

- ‘L 32These fgcts and figures are assembled from ppsala, .
\' / 968 pp. 102 25“’ , , *

. -
> . )

33Uppsala. 1968 D, XIV. ~




(3; "Worshi "’ 3& ©
- (6 ”Towards New Styles of Livi " :

o It is interesting to note that only the first of these
. titles deals spe.cl.fically with a Faith and Order theme‘ The .

~other five-either solely or predominately égal with themes.
. related to Life and wOrk or Church and Society 35 : o

~ “Similarly, eight of the twelve themes that’ were addresseg
by speakers 1n geqer§~j35331chs dealt with human rights,
social, political or ecohomic Justice. technplogy or the

- . "two-thirds world w Some of these thehes were as° follows{

"The Rich and Pghr Nations" . a2 .
"White Ratism ofWorld Gommunity°“ e
"Human Rights . 4 .
. *The Churches and Human Need" - \ ) .
' . + "Issues Concerning the Life-and Wdrk of the Church 5/ ’

... in a Revolutionary WOrld."35 :
Even the meetings and reports of. the Assembiy'Committees

' generated statements on world polltlcal. social and econ- ”
omic 1ssues.. Apart from the reports presented by such

"l
service-oriented WCC_agencies és Specialized Assistance to |

? - . Spc1al “Projects (SASP), Commission of the Churches on . \ }
| Ihternational Affairs (CCIA), Division of World Mission and
Evangelism (DWME) and Division of Inter-Church Aid. Refugee
N " " and World Service (DICARWS), the Assembly als'c adopted
.& e ’ o —
T o . &
. . P1vid., po V.. o _— .,
o | . ,
) 35Brown.,“'Uppsa.la. . 642. . N
| * : LY N
» T q ' ) - |

. Uppsala, 126 y PD. VIaNII. o : . 1




-
‘.
PN
-

. L.
. . o . . s
° ' .~ . o . .
% . . - ‘l 8 3 - LN » 3 .
, ’ . : . L0 NN P . .
) . v . - .o SN
, . .

* - »

e statement’s on sueh issues as "The Middle East," "Vie'tnam

. ' anhd "Nigeria "37 Like the Geneva Conference, the Uppsala
. Assembly ~had built right into its, agenda a focus on sociai
' 'ethics and the Southern ‘and Eastern Hemisg\vres. - ' ‘\
- Man,y personalities from Geneva dad art mp‘act on - . 7 .
) Uppsala. Emilio Castro. "Barbara Ward, (,A\ndre Philip, Walter, ‘

IR Muelder. Martin Niemdller,. Samuel Parmar, Jan Lochman,
' M, M. Thomas and Pau} Aprecht all made their presence £elt

_ "not only in Section III but . thi‘oughout the whole Uppsala.
s "38

Assembly. Among the c.eneral Session addresses those of

-°» . ' ' Barbara Ward, K. Kaunda and M. M Thomas ’were mos't closely
. rélated to the themes of Section III, .Kemneth Keunda, . * oA
, - President of Zambia, emphasized the conditions of economic ’ -
. . difficulty sxperienced :m,, developing/countrles. He high-
lighted the fallure of the first Development Decade‘ and ; '
Jthe obstacles c{eated by wealthy countries, ‘and painted a | ,' '
plcture of the transformation of international relations. "
AR that mugt precede any possibility for ‘real developm‘tgb
' Barbara Ward set aside a prepa.red text and’ delivered a .
captlvating 1rr£promptu address. She began by describmg

. : P -
. . . . ) N . A
v © .

» B?See ‘Ibid.. ppo 189' 170-1. 157"80 /’ "

¥ : ~ 1

¢ o

‘ 384, Jack, "Section III: World Economic and Social’ ~
Development,” Christiah Century 85 (Aug. 21; 196 :
. 10&5; see also Uppsala, 193 y DD, 39-144

Y X 3%. b. Kaunda,: “Rich and- Poor Nations, dn- Uppsala:
~ Uni‘ty of Mankind, pp. 13-26 ' : .

he .
,
, .
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A
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- the qneffective colonial structure of the current ihter- . ¢

national economic system, proceeded to outline the e ments ,
in the process of relatiue 'equalj.zation 'of‘incdmes that

-occurred in western nations in the last 100 years, and_thén

T grgued that not economic facjérs but a global lack of s'cof;e
1 - ‘and racism stand in the way of.thé same process occurring
S L bo S -

v [ *
on an international scale.”™ 'M. M. Thomas addressed the

‘probiem of Christian faith-and its traditional idént_ifica-
t:ion-with the sta‘ttis quo. ' He tried to work out a vi;w | .

towa;‘ds rerluti:pn that fabouréd' for social changé without
3 '»‘collapsir.xgl into réxrol.utio‘nar'y _:'Ldta'olog\y.ujL - ﬁ Loa

»° 0 R . o . A
v ,Compared to Sections I and II the discussions- in

s
against ‘the darigers of current a

Y . S . C
.« Sgetion ITI proceeded quite smoo /ly,. André Philip warned
- z. ’ ;oo R S '
itudes that focus only on -

*- . ~ . ‘

Lhe

2

relief aid and emphasifed that internatidaal-Structural S

_change .air;d‘ transfer of resources will be —rgecess‘alry for realf

. ~ i

S . of_Mankind,.

. Y ﬂ',} . ) .
: urrent
— worl¢41exglopmen$—t¢_ac%1}._s1_L._Ea:§nar_no¢eg_¢he4urpen-‘ ——

* tendency toward neq'ﬂis‘éq;ationism in the world,Y restatéd~ the- —

v . ' - ~ ‘
UN's call . for a "welfare -wé;ld" and as?erted that de@p‘- C

ment méans giisoijd%rayz The, debates within Section III saw

o »
Mg - '
]
r .
5. 0 . ¢ LS .
»’ﬂ‘k...rt L 3 - [

OLady Jackson (Barbgra Ward), "Rich andeRoor’ .

" in Uppdala: Unity of Mankipd, pp. 27=-32., .

e : ) - . MY
o £

/ ?M'M. M. Thomas, "Issues Concerning the Life and Work

of- the Ghurcg in a Revolutidnagy World," in Uppsala: Unity

p. 89-98.-- ' ST T

-_‘,_) . u

Natiogs,

te
Va A\ Y

L2

Uppsala, 1968, pp. 39-42; see als s pp. 46-7.
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little of _the . conflict that was experienced elsewhere. The
first draft was rejected_beoause tne second part was too
| full of "well- baianced statements,” And terms like riéh“ .

L)

and "poor;" ”deVeloped " and “developing“ and *under- '

T developed” were ques‘l‘.ioned.“3 In the Assembly S General
Session a questrpn was raised in reference to the Charter po.
of AlgiersA anothef recommended stronger language. and .

o another questioned some theoleg}cal 1mplicat10ns.uu Qn the

-
’

whole the strongest pressure was to. produce a detailed list,
of tasks" and.to agree to make a -major commitment to deYelop-
‘ment, 5 . . . S |
Two things must be noted at‘tnis poinf. Fﬁrst,lyhile’
“the egenda of'Geneva occasioned a "North-Soutn" confront-n
ation, Uppsala's.did not. 1In fact, addresses, topics and'%
_themes at Uppsala focused'soleQQ'on the South and the East.

The report of Section III contained ne consideration of the

-

economic problems: of wgalthy nations, none of the addresses
. s \
pnesented a/"Western" perspective on 1nternational economics
fJ
and none of the discu551ons reveal an economic position on =

-~

behalf of’thé -North- Atlantlc countries. .Second. economics v

at?Uppsala consistently begingpx acknowledfing’ the fallure

’ .
v . ' -

\ - RS

% 2 ’ 4

. ! . - I\ ‘ | ¢‘ . ‘l '.. - .
! \ LIVBIbido. ppo 55"6. ' ’A N 'I\ .- \

i A . 4
uulbido, PD. u’j u .. - 5\ ‘ 4

-
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- of current development efforts. Kenneth 'Kaund! and Bar‘oara
Ward stressed the obstacles to trade created by wealthy |
countries and a neo-colonial economic system., M. M Thomas
began with theology as status quo-oriented and repress:we. o o xv
’Qndre Phllip and Sa L Parmar opened with the failures of
aid-oriented developmen’t programs and g;rowing tendenoies
towards world neo- isolationism. "The report of Sgction III_[
devotes the second section, “Dynamics af Devélopnent,“ to
explormg‘ the reasons for. the fallure of the first Develop-
Lé

“ment Decade, ‘While Geneva's P!‘esentations had variqus T

v

f starting' points” there is a sense of urgency running through

the speeches. discussmns and reports of Uppsala s Section

"III that. is related to a’ confession of- fallure and guilt.

'Even before the beginning of th’ Uppsala Assembly the |, // \ e

R structure of eventsﬁand the content of economic themes had -1 ‘
\p\en established in favour 4f the ”two-thirds world™ ‘with

. an‘admission of the failure of the North Atlantic countries.
Even the preparatory draft fer Section IITHwegins with a

‘ confess:.on of failure and guilt and excludes consideration
of the. economic’ problems of wealthy nations, k7 Thls is a
departure from the Geneva Conference. It is evid,ence that ‘

- by Uppsala the " debate. between the f'North" and. the “South"
I \\

-

?

“'6See ibid., pp. ’4'6 7. . : ot
L|'7U ' ) b ) -
ppsala Drafts, pp 52-8 Ceh T
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centred on the idegree to which the wealthy churches were

prepared to cq.mmit themselves to action on behalf of the

-

poorer countries. G. S. ’ Cowan. notes ‘that throughout the -

work of Sectlon 'III great stress was laid on the import- &
ange of presentingjle detailed specific responsibilities

Kif Chrlstians for de\rel{)pment.ou8

W‘hen the -revised report »
of Section IIT was present'ed in plenary considerable nen- '
tion. was hade of the serious commi tment involved in
approving the report.""9 'The structure and membership of
the Uppsala Assembly preclyded the possn.bllit of a North
Atlantic ecumon‘xic perspective on world devel pment commit-

‘ ments. And a hasty 1dent1iJiCation of "Norther: g‘:zilt
prompted a zealous comm1tment of North Atlantic church
action on behalf of the East and Sduth. The effect of -

these structural factors ombined with the overloaded -

agenda of the Assembly and the lack of'economicn exp?tise
among the members was to preclude~ altogether a careful and ‘a

detailed analysis of the eoonomlc problemE.

6.2 Method in Section III of Uppsala. 1968
. ) - (

© [ %
.

—oNv— -

..2—.-1 Literary Genre -

s - : ~

_ l’alllpp'sgla, 1968, p. 56.- S ;
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‘¢ document urging&Chf tiahs ‘io'pafticioe¥e/;;~;oe’struggls ;: ,
\- gffmillioné of,peoﬁle fopfgr%gter social justice and for» .
g worﬂd development."So- The ﬁreseﬁtation of the "Dynamics of
//g . Deve;/pmenx,“ ”Polltlcal Conditions of WOrld Deve;opment” e
‘ 'and "Some Human Issues ‘of Development“ in §Ection III con-
.tain largely backgrounqimaterial leading up to "THe Tasks "
3 of Christiape, Churches and the World Council of Churches.”

In this fifth sub-sedtidn .+« "The’Church is called to work.

for a world-wide reSpon81ble society and to summon men and’

‘<\ , nations to 1:'epen*f.ance-"5l As well, . the backgroung material
i

is well sfrinkled Wﬁmh exhortatibns' " study and actionx

e d

~f. ‘ We recqommend these reports to the churches for their | !

study.
>~ .es we are called to. partlcipate creatlvely in the.
, . building of political institutions ...
.~ . The Church must actively promote the redistrlbutlon MR
of power ... ’
The churches must inSist that food. is a resource
wwhiich belongs to God ... . o
L * Christians should promote social policiesg in which ' .
) <the technologigal revolution will redress_the
'balance between the poor and the ric¢h ...52

» Lo ¢

*

ThlS is. ¢clearly the language of, a pastoral document,
™ ., The structural featurés of the Uppsala Assembly were-
such that the thal}report could hardly have been anything

. other than a pastoral “document. The hlstorlcal factors
r o -

501p34., 45/5.
511b1d., 51/29

521bid., 46/5, 48/15, 50/23, 50/24 51/28 | B
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huge size of%xe As

"be- 1argely pheoIogJ.cal, explorato and exhor‘tator‘y.

£y
<3

- 189 .

mf],uenclng the period between\t'}fe third and fourth

Assemblies had greatly increased the divergence of the-

’

. ological and *téchnical positions on economic issues. The

mbly and the.amount of data on\ the two.

}.
- and a half week agendy made careful deljbération and con-

clusive analysis_impossible. The lack of technical expert-
ise among the membership precluded technlcal analyses’ cf .

the data. And the constitutional de;g.n‘.’ttlon of the WCC and

its A"ssemblie,s allowed only that the conten‘Y/of a final

rep'orih be "... 'cornx.mended\ «eo to the churches for stu@y and

appropriate action.” The final report'w‘ould.' of necessi'fy.

4

" Because of the nature of;éssembly (the wid\e

range of issues treated, the lacK ,of time for carefui X
" deliberation, -the,varlety of theological~pcsi'§ions and cul-—sye
. . '_\'\ > ‘ )
tural contexts represented) Robert McAfee Brown xaised.the’ _

' ciuestion*as‘.{:o whether an Assembly can say anything at all

on one topic that will not have undesirable repercussions
»

on another. He cited an example in which the Assembly was

T

attempting to formulate a statement urging Americans to

allow blacks to develop \their own s'oci'al and cultural -
identlty in a predominately white society. This action was\.
met with protest from the black Sou‘th Afrlcans who saw the

statement as. 1ndirectly praising their own government s
» . , "

) ~ Y
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"apartheid” policy.53 He made t/he'poi'ht that‘;;erhaps the

» .
structure of a WCC Assembly like Uppsala makes impossible

' ‘
the production of a report that is any‘thing more thdén a

series of heavily watered-down generallzations. ' \
'L, Another problem rela‘ted to. the structure of the
Assembly and the 1iterary genre of -the report is raise;i by
7, Hopko. He asks the question: With whon\ was the -
Assembly supposed to be communicating? -

Some thought that i‘t was primarily speaking to the
Christian consmunrty, to  the member churches, Others -
contended thdt the words were meant -for *'all men of
good will', indeed for all of humanity. The failure
to answer this question clearly and to follow the-
‘resolved decision to the end in a rigorous way is
one of the main reasons for the ambiguous and varied -
, " styles ﬂnd contents of the resulting assembly state—~

me'r}ts.
| At one point .in-Section III Hopko's "ambiguous and varisd
styléé and contenté" became obvidus. The report 'urges that
"deveIoped nations- must respond by .;:1 change in their
pattern of pmduc‘tion and investment. n55 Had the Assemply
decided ahead of time that they were speaklng to corporate
and government pollcy maker!’;.n North Atlan‘tic countr:.es
they may ha.ve accepted some. 6f the respbmsibility for ,

indicating how these cl;anges might be carried out.

.

[ 4
{

5

{53Br‘ovm. "Uppsé.la," PP 546-47.
5u}{opko;' PD. 127-8.

55yppeala, 1968, 47_/?»3- ,. L IR



\\“‘t~*was"more concerned with raising consciousness and iden- ~J

N

)

\At.least flve'presentatlons related to Seetion III stressed

‘the fmilure of past efforts towards development (see 6.1.4

.The last’ flve paragraphs emphasize "The New Theologigal -

. ethlcal discourses or dissertations.. While. Geneva; 1966 -~
: 10 ]

© tifying, in technical\terms, the nged for Christian social

dn ethical'study and aq’&d&. Upﬁsala, 1968 took the technigal

- 191 -’ < - / . (
. . - T o . ' r~~ \ . r -i
" The lr%erary genre cf the Uppsala report is 1nte- :

grally related to.the struocture and events of the Assembly.

above) and this had an’effect on, the ‘fone of the report.

Urgency" related to the technological revolution and the
56

global demands for social justice. \The report is punc-

tuated with guilt-creatlng accusations towards North - !

Atlantic couqtries. ' 5

- - . . “
The truth is that most of the developed nations are
."inclined to reduce their financial commjtment to the -
developing nations. . . v .
All this is happeningsat a tlme when we have the ‘.
technical ability to eradicate want and misery, -
The political structures of developed nations must - ,
shed all tendgng¢iee—to exploit economically ox to
dominate the gaorer. and therefore weaker, economies
of other natlogﬁ
A selfish concehtration on welfare within one nation . :
or region is a denial of that cal%lng /[to solidarity ° .
and’ stewardshl

-/ Both the Geneva and Uppsala reports were open—ended

pastoral exhort%tlons rather than. theologlcal or soclal

&)

3

- -4
[ :
s 8

- 561bid., S4-5/bk-8,

571bid., 46/8, 46/10, @/17'.. 51/31.




data and the fact of Chiristian’ social responsibility for .

6.2.2 'Structure

152 - .

éranted Uppsala's report focused more,gn North Atlantic

guilt'for'fallure ‘and on commitment for future action.

v . R - ’

-

___Section III of Uppsdla, 1968 has five parts. The
first establishes a ba81s for-"Christian Concern for

Development. ‘The second emphas;zes the failure of past

+. failure., The third outlines the éhanges that nat;onsnof“tﬁer~fj§%_

ditions for development. The fourth 1dent1f1es dévelopmengn‘

\

‘. as a ba81s for "ﬁope for positlve negotiatlons in the

,crlminatlon. food, populatlon and employment as factors 1n

,development, ‘The fifth is twenty paragraphs long and dis- -

. the report ‘of the Beirut Conference as the technical b%Fk-

development. eff“rtS‘and*prebes_some reasons for this

e s
——n

world will have to bqing about 1n|order to effect the con-

as a *human phenomenon and outllnes the elements of dlS-

A

.cugses things ‘that Chrlstlan churches, individuals, the wee

o

~ o

and theologians must do to promote development 5B

The authors of Sectlon III recommend the Geneva )

report Pope Paul Vi}s encyclical Populorum pro ggessro and‘

“

ground to their presentations,, and refer to the Charter of'“
%lglers (a proposal drafted for the UN by seventy-seven -
developlng nations) and” its acceptance by developed natlons,

\ ) .

. , . .
B v .

) ‘ . [ ] . 1. . -
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. » .
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future.“S? Unlike -Geneva, no further teéhnical data is pre-

sented fhroughouf\phe repOrt as & foundation for the con-.

clusions and statements about trade patferns, structural .

changes; etc, No effort is made to briefly restate the

‘arguhents and positions developed in the Geneva and Beirut

reports.: Rather, the conclusions are simply stated in

twehty-four pangraphs.éo

. Sectipn II”? ppsala, 126 can be .grouped into

- three structural partss The first four paragraphs plud

paragraphs 20 ang 21 establlsh a theologlcal basis for dis-
i?ss1ng Christ an development. The theme of.

m\
neness of mankind” is followed by an affI?ﬁE%idnrof~¢ech*“\

nological possibility. The existing world injustices are

observed and judged 1nexcusab1e. Christians must therefore -

work towards arousing awareness of respon51b11ity and

+
i

eradicating human suffering. .Christians can he hopeful in

r thelr work because the world has been redeemed and the

) Kingdom of"God iS at-hand (see Chapter 2 above

oM

Sub-sectlons II, IIT and IV (exeluding paragraphs

».20 and 21) comprise the second structural part and they

2

correspond to Geneva's second and }hira:strﬁctural parts,

[ N
r S

[

~—

.

e,

59Tvid., 46/5, 7.
601pid. . 46-9/5-19.

6l1pid. | 4s/1-k, 49/20.
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The lack of extensive technical data in Uppsala 8 Section'
ITY precludes a direct parallel to Geneva‘'s \second part L
fn the second _structural pgrt the Uppsala auxpors proceed

according to the same methods used at Geneva.}\The ecenomie
analysis is presented, the human preblem.;s identified and

“%he reSponses are recommended in the light of "humanizing”

-

criteria. Paragraphs 11-13‘pro}ide one example:

. P ’

(1) . Presentation of economic analysis .

o . ’ Both developed and developlng nations entered
, gl ~international economic cooperation with wrong

presuppositions, They assumed that a mere
transfer of capital and techHniques would auto-
matically generate self-sudtained growth. . , .

(2) " Identification of Human Problem ° B

At all three levels it is necessdry to instil
social and economic processes with a new
dynamic of "human solidarity and Just;Fe.

) < (3) Recommendgtlon of  "humanizing" response

For their part, developed nations must respond .
by a’ change in their pattern of production and
investment, encourage acceptance of a new
intermational division of labour so that debtor
nations gind growing markets for their new
exports, 62 \ :

Again we see that the problem is the lack of "human solid-

A

arity and justice" in the "social and economic processes" -

and therefore the response is a manipulation of trade and

&

investment p01101es. Again no effort is hade to examine

‘ the values and cognitive structures that sustaln the

-

-~ M ]

. 621b1d.. L6~ ?/11 13; see also 49~ 50/32 3, 50/24 25,
o 50-1/26-8, ) -

d
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"social and economic processes.” " The}ﬁ?bblem is still "out
there"; to be dealt with by political and tecpnicg%imanipu-
oot RN , : .
lation.

" : "The third of Sect:Lon IIT's structural parts is the

. " presentation of the "tasks." This section is considered

-

.

LA fully in Chapter 4 (above).
- Like_Geneva, the authors-of thé Uppsala report con-'¢
o ”., " tinued an optimlstlc assessment of‘possibllities for
- devélopment. Although the report of Uppsala s Section III
_was not so preoccupied with technical data as Geneva s
Sectlon_I. the authors continwed to Qquate the human prob-.
Iems with the external economic data and to neglect the
~va1ues and symbols that reflect and sustain them.,

;. )

6.2.3 Tkeeicglcal Crlterla ‘ =
The WCC Consultatlon at Zagorsk USSR, March 17-23,
™
1968 drafted a series of memoranda entitled "Theologicaf

Issues of CRurch a:mbSocapty" (referred to here as Za orsk,

. ~ ’
Coq 1968) that attempted to deal with Some of the theblogical

gnd methodological questiohs raised by the Geneva Confer-

¢nce. The memoranda are grouped into four sec?ioné* .
enéitled respectivelyi "Theological Reflections on the

'Method of Christian‘Social Ethics," "Some Questions for L
the Churches About Our Technological Séciety," “Réfleé? . J
tions on Theology and Revolution Following the 1966 World..

5 ~
Conference on Church and Society in Geneva" and "Ecclesi-

v

ology and Social Ethics."” This discussion on theological
.. o |

PEE N SR - ™ L T A
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The authors of the Zagorsk st tement divide ecumen-
ical. social ethicol oiscussions into th methodological
g;oupr (l)."oeductive" and (2) "inductiv®." The Firsty-
"deductlve" method, agcordlng to thelr preozftatlon. beglns
with "the biblical tradition” and emphasizes "eternal laws,
permanently Vall% orders and b431c prlncigles for social -
63‘L‘The

life" that are in some way "derived" from the Bible.

second, "inductiVe“ method attempts "... to think through

-'the will of God in the context of concrite experiences and

new problems. i.e, to relate contemporary experiences to

biblical-theological ones.“éu However, the authors of

Zagorsk, @968 are quick to point out that both methods must
o . . .

rely to'skme extent on the other. Biblically-derived
"principles" must be examined in the;r own historical conh-
text in order to be properly understood and the process °f~"
applying these "priociples" to a conerkte situation -

requires intimate familiarity with the contemporary oontext

1

in order to be legitimate, Slmllarly;'%he biblical truth |

.

about God's w1ll and acts cannot be derived solely from the

. e

63"Theologlcal Issues of Church and Society," Report
of the Consultation between the Faith and Order Dep't. and
the Dep't. of Church and\Society of the WCC, Held at
Zagorsk, near Moscow, March, 1968, Study Encounter L (1968):

71 (hereafter cited as Zagorsk, 1968). {
6l o

Ibido ] ~p- ?20
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. 31tuation" and therefore the "inductive" method must réquife
' - some appeal to the Bibltegllf'derived "basic structures with
w65

‘wﬁich to understand and interpret man' s social situations.

™. The authors conclude that a third "Method of Dialectical
Interaction” must be explored which would integrate the -

empirical. detail§ of the situation "... within-a dertain Y

¢ . : ' ' ;
framework and direction manifest in Jegsus Christ. n66

The authors of Zagorsk, 126 ‘present in their
analysis an observation that could shed light on the dlS-

cussion of melthod. They state that "... the perennial

.

principles em ed in Christian sbcial ethics have proved

to be relative to their time and situation."s? What this-

means is that efen the so-called "deductive" method does
- . . - .
! ) net begin, in fact, with the Bible., Rather, this method

-

- begins with an .interpretation of "the Biblical tradition"

that is carried-osutin thé coﬁtq;t of a particular his-o
torical situation, .In other words, even though one or even
both methods include one'step‘that involééé‘fhe operation _
of de@uction, the overall relationship between the Bibl
" and the social ethical conclusions is never direct. .
ever p;rspectivgs or insigg;s on human existencé are

r -

651pid.

661p14,

87 Tv14, e

2

TG R R PR T T



“

ES

- 198 -

-interpreted from the Bible, the operation of interpreﬁi-;

tion involves a complexdlnterraction among ‘the histories, “
cultures. ‘politics and personalities surébunding the’ scrip-
tural events, the authors, the reader and the various the-

ological traditiohs which‘have sought to interpret the

~texts. The process of differentiating the eleménts andl

influences in this complex .interraction, fo the extent that
ait is competent and responsible, is carried out according
to a rigorous hermeneutical and theological methpd; When
“principles,"” "themes." “criteria." "laws."*“inspirations"‘
or “judgements are “derlvid“ from the Blble w1thout
differentiating these elementsd and influences according to
strict method, the so-called "Bibllcally 'derived" material
is, ﬁﬁre accurately, a statement about something that is
extra-Biblical and it may or may not bear any relation to -
the meaning of Blble. ’ Bl

‘ O0ften an analys1s-of political. social or economic
data is carried out accond;;g to the 1nterpretive prin-
ciples belonging to that dlSClpllne and the conclusions
‘are related torthemes derived from a particular the-
ological tradition's interpretaﬁion of a‘Biblical text or
texts. 1In this case the empirical o ethical conclusions
are expressed in the Biblical language peculiar to the

themes of that tradition’ and the: use of .the Bible is

'rhetorical. The extent to which the conclusions are help- |

‘ful depends on the exten¥ to which. the empiricalkanalysis

a\
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1s,true to %he data and proceeds according to the dis- .
*\' . c1p11ne S -own crlterla. The extent to whlch the concluc
gions are 1nuany way related to ‘the meanlng of the éiblical
text depends upon the, accurécy with which the theologlc 1
tradition 1nte§preted the. text and the: extent to which the

- content of the interpreted text bears a fesemblance to the’

%) human 81tuation under analysis.' In any case the authorlty
‘of the conclu51ons still rests only on the competence of e

® the emplrigﬂl analySlS' - g ‘ _—

oo ﬁave argued in- Chapter 2 (above) that the_authors
of Section "III of Uppsala, 126 accepted Geneva' s economlc~
- analys1s and contlnﬁed to presen& an oﬁerly—optlmlstlc

| ‘agssessment of development poss1b111t1es and costs. I have

argued 1n Chapter 5 (above) that the Geneva document

2

pealed to the theme of "Klngdom of God" as an expfe§s1on
/dZ their hd%e for "World Development,®” This was clearlysa
>

rhetorical use of the Biblical theme "Kingdom of God."

: - T This theme had not been systematlcally dlffergﬁpiéfeg\

'agflnst other theologlcal and Biblical concepts and, was not
a comple%e interpretation of the meanlng Of the Klngdom of
o God." The authors of Section III.of Uppsala, 1968 Jre-

their meanlng ~“and content and contlnued to rhetorically

express the results of an-overly-optimistic economlc

- ‘. .

analysis in this theologlcally unclarified language. The

o

.O‘.i L ‘ quently appealed to Biblical themes w1thout differentiating”
|
|

effect of this procedure was to give the illusion that




[

P A

K3

- 200 -~ . o e v

\

"this economic analysis was an imperative of Christian faith.

A

I have summarized the theological argument for .
, . :‘LK‘F’

N Ghristian concern for development in section 6.2.2 (above).

Thls theologlcal preséntation occuples‘four-paragraphs on

' page 45 ‘of the offiéial repoft In these four paragraphs

" six Blblical themes and three ecumenical theological themes

are presented. The Blbllcal themes are: the oneness of .
mankihd:*thenKinégom of God/with its judgement end mercy;
1;espon§ibility for neighheur; man is created in God's image;
Christ- dled for all; hope in him who makes all things new.

The ecumenlcal theolo cdl themes are: the’ worldwwide

i respon31b1e society;"sociél justice for all; uorld develop~

,_childrenrfrom bondage; the solidarity of all m

ment, In addition, four otheg theologlcal an& Biblical

themes areflntroduced throughout the repoit 1n paragraphs o
20 and 31: the human as crlterion; the reieasS of God's

n; steward-

v

"ship of the world;s resources. The authors maké no effort

whatgsoever to estéblish bibiical or theological interpge-
taxlons for any of these themes., Instead they are simply

stated. It is presumed that the: readers are familjiar- with

L]

their meaning or content..

t

. When these themes are appealed to, directly or

indireétly, throughout the report. they assume a specific
‘ N
content.

FSr the first time in history we can see 'the oheness,
of mankind as a reality. For the first time we know

that all men could shaye in the prOper use of the:

f
R . ~

a

< ¢

—
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\ world's redources. The new technological pggsibil-

ities turn wha}{ were dreams into realities.
.

Intthis example the statements about ‘the’technological pos—
sibilities and the usg/gﬁ—re§3urdes are being presented as

}

AN

empirical anflyses. The ;;E;Eduction of the Biblical theme -

"oneness of mahkind" is presumed to theologicelly 5onf'rm
or illustrste the truth of this analysis, ,In fsct, tHZ

theme says.nothing about the Bible- or-Christian theoiogy.
It simply derives its content from the empirical analysis

.

with which it'is juxtaposed. J . °

Our/hope is in him who makes .all things new. He judges a

our structures of thought and action and renders them
obsolete.. If our false security in’ the old and- our
fear of revolutionary change tempt us to defend th@
status quo or to patch it up with half-hearted
measures, we may all perish. The deatk of the old may
cause pain to some, but' failure to builg up a new -
world commuﬁlty may bfing death to all. )

. ¢

--The "structures of though and aot}on~ here alludes to the

——

structures dlscussed 1n the emplrlcal analysis throughout‘

~ the report.\\The effect of the authors’ rhetorlcal tech-

A . -

nique is to identify God's "making all things new" with

A ]

revolutionary change and the development measures beihg

presented 1n the report. God's 'judgement"_is directed

here towards those who reject "revolutionary" development ‘

measures and who do not participate in "building up the

.
.
3 1]

]
. @

-

- - %8yppeala, 1968, u45/1.
69;bid-' 45/4' ' &
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' new world community." Again the Biblical theme here sdys
nothing’ about the Bible but only about the authors atti-
tude to f«velutlonary change.\ The authogﬁ would have ddhe

/
well to h ve heeded Metropolitan Haz1m ] main theme

address.

We shall not'take this phrase-/"behold I make all

thingd new," Rev, 21: merely as a programme for

study’ and action. That would lead us to an impasse
P (either in the established orders or in revolutlon)

. -=- toimere morallzlng-7o /

e

New advances in agrlculture hold the promise -of free- »
dom from hunger': But today world hunger must be a .
fundanental concern. The churches must insist that
‘food is a resource which beigngs to God and that all"

- forces be mobilized to énsure that the earth produce
adequate food for all., Agricultural policies should
give primary emphasis to the allevidtion of hunger, 71

\ kel

Here, the tmeological notion of "stewardship" over God's
resources'is coupled with the assessment that hunger could
‘' be allev1at€d ‘This is set age;nst the fact that people
still go hungry.and effects a theologically based imper-
ative in favour of particular political measures., Aga;n

the content df the Biblieal theme is shaped by the

empirical assessmen¢'of technological possibility but the
fact that the theme 1s Biblical has ‘the effect ‘of valid-

[ . »

atlngrthe assessment .

4 s - - . ‘ ‘
791pid., p.¢293.
"lrpia., 50/24. o o -

v
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. .The Roman Catholic theologian, J. L. Witte has’

observed that a theological weakness in«the six reports of

gpsalal 196 has been the result of "a groWing shiftof -’

.. interest from theological to sociological and economical

2 . >

categories, He called for "a somewhat developed the-

0logy of the kingdom of God and his righteousness, in the

light of the struggle for greater social justice and for

“waworld development."73 J. R. Nelson expressed his dis-

appointment in the fact that much of_ the theology in the
reports ‘and speeches of the Assepbly were in recognizable
contlnuity with the kind of biblical theology wh1ch~ha31?r
dominated since l9h8."7u The effect of this -shift in
interest to sociological and economic categories and this
lack of adequate Biblieal theology was that the authoxns of
Section III used Biblical themes purely rhetorically.
Nowhere in the speeches ar reports of the Assembly arer
these thenes developed. It is simply assumed that/&heir
content is kno;n. To actually critique the content of

these themes would require a full Biblical ahd theologlcal

eritique of such figures as Calvin and Luther. .Their p

"%4itte, p. 73. : I
) ¢ 5 ’
73Ivid.,.p. 306, O oy
7uJ R. Nelson. "Relations With Roman Catholicism
at Uppsala," Journal of Ecumenical Studies 5 (1968):
674-5. ) b} )
., . "

¥
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thé&%ogical and biblical interpretations pervade throughout
ecumenical literature. As lqng as the content of the
themgs remains unstated in rigorous terms they will take

thelr shape from and will serve to validate whatever

empirlcal analysis with which they are juxtaposedv

\ + . 1

6.3 Conclusion -

In spite 6f the "legislative" nature of an Assembly, .

.the constitutional‘qefinition of the WCC ap& its Assemblies

allgwed ﬁﬁbsala, like Geneva, to assume an explorafory and "\
advisory posture towards” its member churches. The influ-
ence of the Orthodox Churchesf\the-Rpman Catholic Church,

the African, Asian’and Latin American regional ecumenical

bodies, the iﬁcreased contact with churches of the South

. and East, the concrete activ1ty of WCC agencies and

increased theological debate since New Delhi-had?the effect .

f members  challenging traditional ecumenigal formulations,.

increaging positions in thé Yheological debates and turning
vécumenicai concern towards social ethical issues and the
nations of <the “twd;thirds wor d." It is the opinion of
many ;j//gntators that Geneva had the effect of crystal-

lizing“these historical influences and turning the direction

"of écumenical thought towards Life and Work themes.

Althougﬁ-the mgmbershiﬁ off the Uppsala Assembly was
largely male, clerical, over fif:[y and North Atlawtic, the
i

Q . '
Assembly accepted Geneva's economic analysis and shared

.,’/

{
Al .
. ’
. - r3 .
v ‘ - . o
> . . ’ .
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Geneva's concern for social issues and. the world's poor.

In fact, only 4 percent of Uppsala's general membership

were employed in business or government and 77 percent of
kthe voting delegates iere in pastoral or ecc1981astical
adﬂiﬂistration positions. Unlike GeneVa, the Uppsala
.k’"Assfmbly had not-the expertise to ‘either challenge Geneva 8

. \*ﬂanaly51s or to feel deeply the impact of their own recom-

3

mendations. - o L .
The events of the Assembly shared Geneva s problems. :
~Too much material had to be handled by too. many,people in
htoo short a time. This precluded the p9331bilit§ of care-
ful and detailed analysis. As well thé planned themes and‘
topics of the Sections, speeches, and Assembly Committee

reports all focused entirely on the perspectqug of the

Southern and Eastern countries. And many personalities of"
the Geneva Conferenee made their presenke felt in Section
III and throughout the Assembly. — 1 | )

. The effect o:t‘ this exploratory g?)}ture," this back-
ground. this membership and these eévents was to focus
entirely on the countries of ‘the ”two-thirds‘world” and to
begin with an admission of "Northern" guilt., Unlike
Geneva, there was no "North-South® oonfrontation and no
technical economic analysis. Rather, Uppsala began with
é total identification with the Southern and Eastern

Hemispheres~and Section III proceeded to debate on the

extent .to' which they oould coﬁéit the Northern churches" to

Ve

TN




corrective action. S L O ’ 5 s

4

Like the Geneva Conference, the background and 4 [

structure of the Uppsala Assembly were such that the final

report wis a pastoral document and not a theological or ]

" ethiédl discourse. The language of Uppsala, 1968 Section
IIT bears this out.” While Geneva,- 1966 presented-a tech-'

»

nical background iﬁ‘order"tOyraise Christian cdnsciousness
R

" of social-ethical responsibility and“the "two-thirds -

world " Uppsala, 1968 took Geneva s analysis and the fact.

of Christian responsibility as a startlng point Uppsala

fpast development

‘. Section ITT argued from the failure of
measures and exhorteg greater commitment'for action,
The’ th1rd Sect1on of the Uppsala report was strue- -
tured in three’ parts. In the‘second of these part§ the.

- ] . ¥ .
« Aauthors cdhtinued‘wity Geneva's tendency to identify human

~probfems with economic factors. As with Geneva; this
yinfluenced the Uppsala authors’ optimlstlcally us84331ng
:development pos!&bllitgeSxand their neglecting the problem
v&'of values and symbols that inform and sustain the economic

‘o . -
* .

factors and structures. ' . . .

>

The authors of Uppsala's Section III continued

*

" Geneva's' use of Biblical and theological themes‘without
hav1ng carefully differentiated “their 'soubce or content, -

I have argued that the results of economic analyses were

expressed “in the languagé of these Biblical and theological

themes and- that these themes tended to derive theirlcontent

’ N . B
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_from the conclusions of the analyses rather than from
: . ) £

their.Biblical and theological sources. ,The effect of
this'rhgtorical technique is that the themes ténded“to

Euncfitically validateﬁthe economic analyses and to lend %o

- them an aura of Biblical authority andeimperative that

they could not sustaln. \ .
- . L
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s .. CHAPTER ?

CONCLUS ION : y

“ .

Perhaps the most significant feature of the 1966 -
Geneva Wgyld Conference on Church and Society was that its
official repory/was not only formally accepted by the '

general membership of the Uppsala Assemblx,(é membership =

" that, was predominantly mﬁle, clerical, over fifty and
residing in the North Atlantic) but that its contents
became the focug of the WCC's Fourth Assembly. While

Geneva.cannot assume total responsibility for the direction

taken 'by ecumenical social thought singe‘Uppsala. it does
mark a mopeﬁt when the whole World Counciltrécognized.the
significance for Cﬂristian'faith that the standard of
living among two-thirds of‘the world's ?opulation sténds
below what‘thé,remainipg ohe-thfrd,cpuld conSider accept-
able,
R Geneva approached:world economic iﬁsues/with a

, willihgness t6 see'technology ang the process ofieconomib'
.growth as'the'worthwhile expression of man's God-given
stewardship over the world's resources., The partieipants
looked favourably upon'thé phenbmenon of “secularization”;

R v

they viewed the[“ﬁorld" as intrinsically worthwhile and

y - 208 -
s : ‘ ‘4 v
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considered economic and world development concerns to be

necessary elements in the Christian: s prophetic and '
\\‘ diaconic tasks. At the same tinme, there was an awareness -

that the concepts of growth and deveiopment are not without

[ ambiguitiegs. Economic issues ﬁnst be understood within a
wider context of concern for globaY human well-being so
that partieular ideological themes or %heoretical systems

v do not become identified with God's activity in the world.

While Seotion I of the Geneva report !bv1ewed the
. internal economic problems experienced in both advanced and
developlng countrles. the real focus of the Conference's
. attention was on the soclal. econOmlc an polltical prob-

~—

\\1ems in the countries of ‘the Squthern and Eastern Hemis-
ﬁhéres. The structural.features of the Conference all
point to the fact that Geneva was conceived, planmed and |
executed as an attempt to explore the technical side of .

' world’conditions of poverty in order to mobilize global

~Christian consciousness on behalf of the "two-thirds
worldﬁ" -Consequently, the Conference report was a pastoral ‘

- docyment exhefting awareness and action rather than a

systematic technical, moral or thological’discoufse.

Section I stated that major structural changes in ;

N international economic relations and in the policies and
procedures of.wealthy countries will be necessary beq?re .

~ the poorer countries can change significantly their o&n

. weconomic performance. Participation towards effecting

L
st
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these changes—nust be an impefative for Christians,” And

Y

churches, communities, and .organizatlions have the task of

(encouraging‘and coordinating individuals to act corpor-

C 1 1966 were aware that these tasks will require the spontan-

eous formation of new Christian structures and groups '
designed to efficiently address the new projgfts. and will

demand considerable cooperation with existing programs.

In their efforts to raise glebal Christian conscious-

ness on.a wide range of issues the pa:ticipants at the

.Geneva Conference could not'help but sacrifice some method-

1 3
6logical precision. The vast amount of material treated,

thg, K diversity of perspectives among the participants and
/gajllmited amount of time available prevented the Confer-

enee from‘analyzlng ¢omprehensively the economic lssues.
The result was that certain economic theories and. the-
ological themes merged and prevailed throughout the Con-
ference and the( report without having been adequately
challenged. In ectionxg the assessment of the possi-
bilities and the costs of development were brief and
lqptimistic and pointed to ebrpora;e and political leaders

as’capeble of'effecxing the proposed structural‘changes;”

There is no»sttempt to explore how trans-national values, .

symbols and habits operate to reinforce existing economic

structures and make them resistant to change. While

“'Section Ij struggled to understand how revolutions %could

'ately in the service of development. The authors of Geneva.

/
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be compatible with a Christian perSpectike on ‘human liber-
ation when all other efforts have failed to transform
institutionalized Vidlence.'Section I formulated its con-

clusions and recommendétioﬁs as if evolution-.and theddue

»

process of law could re-order world economic relations
allowing world development togsﬁoothly'reach completion,
Two methodological observations’ are 31gn1ficant with
regard to‘thls optimlsm. (1) The participants of Sectian
I were predominantly economists and technical experts andy
conseQuently. their discussions centred aro?nd economlc »
data. Inﬂiha%r efforts to gfflrm the human ;;d religious
imperative contained in this data, the au£;ors made the
mistake of identlfying the ‘moral probleg with the economlc
analysis. The solutlon to the moral problem emerged as the
economic thedry which, in their view, would rectify the
situation as described in the apalysis. The ?roblfm‘was
international ?conomic strgctdrés and so the solution must
be new structures. Qpe question was not raised - as to how
huﬂan will comes into play to cregte. nourish and.susfaig
these structures. (2) In the confext of a "middle.axioms"

-

apﬁgoach to the issues the authors of Section I were not
!
clear \about the relationships among the eschataloglcal

"Kingdom of God," the middle axioms and the con¢rete econ-
omic analysis. Their language reflected a hope that world
development Qas gsome- partial manifestation of God's ingdom

** on earth (in spite of their own cautions to the contrary).

\ .

[



- - 212 - : | ' \
And their terms of analysis were therefore considered to be
possible and desirable from the perspective of Christian ' E
faith. Their inability to‘carefully dif%erentiate the

various ‘dimensions of the theme "Kingdom of God" resulted
q 8

in.this theme deriving its content from the optimistic-
analysis and inadvertently lending the authority of .%

[ 4

Christian faith to the economic. conclusions. . '

A further, series of problems*® arose as the authors of
Geneva, 1966 attributed speciflc politlcal and educational

devefapment activities to the "Church” at large. The usage
of the ferm "Church" in tﬁese‘ingtances created the illu-

sion that there were some uniquely "Christian" positions on

economic issues which mustnbe adopted by éll who profess |
the faith. This confuged the truth as to who does and who

hould act in the socld\\sector and allowed a shuffling off

f personal responsibillty for action and decision onto an
undgfined corporate entity or an,authoritarzg;‘magisterlum.
furthermore, the uncritical use of the term "Church" tended
to perpetﬁate an alienating, monolithic ;maég of Christian
groups and actions; an'image that is ﬁo longer sither hig-
torically fgue or theologically justifiable.

\ o . ¥

Paul Ramsey's famous response to Ege Geneva Confer;
ence, Who Spegks for the Church?, is correct in demanding
methodological precision and in critlclzing\a preoccupation
with technlcalities. However. Ramsey 8 own termlnological

imprecision uncritically idgntified\the‘Qeneva Conferen?b
. ' . : h | \ \
’ ‘ : ’
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* with the "Church” and unduly precluded the legitimate

insights of Geneva. R§mse§'§ criticisms’ must be heard but

should not overshadow a proﬁér understanding of the his-
torical importance of Geneva as a consciousness-raising
event. ! -
. The ﬁppsgla Assembly tqok the geneVa report as a
séarting pbint.and extended Gepeva's focus on Life and Work
’themes. While Geneva explored internal problems experi-
enced in the.weaithy countriés Uppsala droeped this con-
cern and treated only economic issues related to countries
-0f the "two- iglrds world.” Section IIT emphasized the
failure of current world development measures and stre;Se@
the need for hajor‘structural change, although %he‘Church
and Society Assembly Committee admltted that there was no
” agreem;nt as to the nature of this structural change.:
Like Geneva, Uppsala appealed to. theological themes
like "stewardship, " the “human" as criterion, “seculariza-
\fion,"'the intrinsic value of "world;" and :the "Kingdom of
God“ as theblogical foundations for Chfistians',tasks.
However, tns framework for the elaboratlon of these tasks
contained a new perspective. Afflrmlng the "unity of man-
xind" aﬁd the capabilities of modern technology to eradi-
k4 L

cate éufferipg, the authorsg concluded that current econ-

o omic injustices are therefore unacceptable in the eyes of

God, Christians have a responsibility to correct these

injusticés by acting out their ﬁrophetic and diaconic .
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tasks in the world. Section III proceeded to list examples .

of wéys in which these tasks could take concrete form,

Uppsala was more careful thard Geneva in describing
the tasks of the’Churgg;gndftdbk care not to idéntify
specific proéecfE/;Egh the whole Church, However, a conL .
fusion arose between a theologlcal and a legal usage of the
word 'churchés" (small "c"). As an Assembly report

“ Uppsala, 1968 addressed the legally-constituted member

churches of the World Council and therefore referred all

the various political, social, educational and practical

dévélopment recommendations to "churches.” This tended to

obscure the fact that new and varied types of groups need

L

to mobilize for such activities. To ask that "churches"

become involved in political pa;tieg suggests a return to
"clericnfized" or "ecclesiasticiied“ 1oéa1 politics; such
a suggestlon was surely noiﬁfhe‘lntent of the Assembly
- delegates .,/ ' ‘
While Uppsala continued Géneva's optimistic assess-
meht of development possibilities.‘Secfion III did rgveal 5

S the impact of Geneva's Section II and the Beirut Confer-

ence and considered the possibility of revolution ag aﬁ‘

-

alterna¢ive solution (alfhough.not unambiguous) when all

-other options fall However, the 1ncrea59d sense of

urgency surroundlng the report s call for world SOCI&{L\\\
political and economic change resulted in a shift in the

meaning of the térﬁ;“development." Development  became a S

—— b4 Ty e oy
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value-laden human condition that was related;to Chriéti‘an o

\ faith. ' Consequently, when the authors continued to rq¢fer

. >to' regions of the world as "developed” a'ié "devel
they created the impress,ic;n that-one-third of the world\ had
achieved something for which'the rest must continue %o

. strive .

- .Uppsala continued to appeal to theolOglcal themes
without differentiating their content. °“ The' themes were’
" juxtaposed with the ‘technical aanalyses and tended to .derive

content from these analyses. In fact this rhetorical,

themes only served to obscure their"real"theologaical

and (to lend a false authority to" an economic
égalysis that could very well fail the tegt‘of careful
s/cru't:iny according to the criteria of its own discipline.
This method of relating eéonomics to Christian theology can
be/ migleading and alienatlng. Most of all it has the
effect of obscur:mg and devaluating what is historically -
profound about the work of the WCC, The Council hasgd

A laboured ﬁ.relessly tm{at“ds describing and realizing struoc-

) tures of human cooperation that cut across political.

cultur"al, religious and ideological boundaries;- structures
that represent a fully integrai:ed'soci,al. economic,
political and relig}ous go-inonia.— Essential to these '
efforts is an ecxir_nenical social ethical method that. com-

promi‘ées\neither the richness of the Christian understand-

( : - ,
iné\ of ecclesial man nor the valuable data that ig
‘\ q . ) :

b
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