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hıs artıicle ıll De primarıly 1Ca. stu of the church's m1sslon,
ıth reference to contemporary 1Ssues ace DYy the church ın ıts
m1ıss1i1on ın and for the WOT It ıll eek point out varietliles of
approaches ın the early church Wa Of understandıng NOW the
nature f miss1on 15 frequently contextually determined It ıll 1Iso
d1iscuss the inclus1iveness of the call 1ss1on . involving the ole
churcnh ın Varlous aspects ot the chure ON 1ss1on., and ıll Tea
the dıfficult question of the relationshıp of church and WOT

Though discusslon of the church's mission na become vVerYy
Complex , ın eSSENCE 1t 15 sımple. hen OT examınes the Pauline image
of DOdY of Chrıs and the Johanniıne description of Christlans
eing ent DV Christ Christ Wa ent DY the Father, ıt becomes
clear that the church's prımary DUrDOSC 15 LO be 1ın the WOT
Christ Wa ın the WOT Zinzendorf ell expressed thıs when he
deser1ıbed the natiure of the church "MISSION. but not ıts OW
misslon. Christ 15 LOord of the church's m1ıss1on and the Spirıt 1C
owe from h1s ıde wound 15 h1ıs agen ın 1SS10N , h1s "ohief preacher‘.
It Was then the responsı1bility of the church tO hat Christ through
the Spirit Wa oıng ın the WOT. tO interpret 1i others.,. and tO
manıfest hıs realıty wıthın cCcommunı1ty and ind1ıv1idua ıfe E1

The forms and shapes of the m1isslon of the early church WeTe varled,
accordıng the New Testamen lıterature Ihey WEeTe determined DYy
sSseveral actors Fırs ere Wa the radıcal enCcounter ıth GOod
represented ın the erson of Jesus, hıs proclamation of the Kıngdom
of God, and the Gospel breache OUu hım 1C Wa accompanlied DYy
the Spirit tihe manıfestatlion GE presence).“ hiıs eNnCcounter Wa  N
not ıth the inst1ıtutlonal forms of relig1on but ıth God himself, thus
makiıng Secondary all historical and institutional forms. it 15 only ın
thıs Wa that on ca  —_ üunderstan Jesus’ refusal to lıve wıthın
institutional forms of relıg1on Law., ynagogue and Jemple). though
he to have respecte them ın secondary ole. The encounter
a GOod cut through tradıtıonal WaYs f doing things and allowed,
for example, the inclus1ı1on of ın the church's m1ıss1on and the
extenslilon of the Gospel IO the enti.les

econdly , ere Wa the interaction ıth the church'’'s envıronment /
society /world . In Galatlilans 2:61f Paul discussed n1Ss m1isslon tOo the
Gentile WOT 11 Jerusalem Christlans who because of eır context
and backgroun determined to mınıster primarılly to ews. The Gospel
of ewWw recasts the tradition of Jesus'’ ıfe an Sayıngs ın form
derıved TOoM Pharısalc Judaliısm but Iso hostile tO Pharisalc Judalısm ,
yiving 17 IO particular understanding ot the Christilan m1ss1on and
MESSaAagC.,. Paul ın Corinthlans 9-2 explaıins NOW in different
envıronments he cCasts the Gospel ın dıfferent forms . q[l for the ake
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of the Gospel In alatlans Paul describes the Gospel Jargely terms
GT Jewısh tradıtion ıle Colosslans he utiılızes Hellenistiıiec termınolog y

Dut VarTrTloOouUsThıs results not only VarlOus forms of the Gospel
attıtude tO the envıronment/socilety /world

I'hırdly ere WeTe the developıng instıtutlional needs of the early
church whereın ere Wa  N endency for NECW forms of MINISTFY LO
develop (e ” the "deacons" of cects and the "wiıdows" of Timothy

and standards otf character WeT’e as of elders/bıshops and
deacons that the early apostles WOU not have passed (e Tımothy

FOorms of MINISTIY Iso tended Decome "regularized" DYy appoıntment
rather than ar151Ng Oout of recognıtlıon of 1: hıs latter WOU Nean
that the churchnh WOU he control of ose involved 1Is 1551071
through ap  n  ent

FNO varıety the descr1iption of 1551071 the New Testament C:  ]
argely be aCcCounted for DV the interplay of ese Tee actors
VäarlOus approprlatıons and e  OoNns of the Gospel arı1lou
eNVvıronments and Varlous needs and self understandıngs OTl dıfferent
early Christian Communiıtı]ıes

g00d ıllustration of thıs the SUMMONS LO 155107 contamed
The ON  » mMmOst familiar tO the "Greatach of the OUr Gospels

Commiıission" ewWw 28 18 Here Jesus M the dısc1ıples hı1ıs
authorıty authorıty espec1lally represented er 16 14 19) ,

make discıples of q |] natlons baptızıng them
11

eaching them IO
observe >I that have commanded VO Interpreting VMark 16
the 1g of ar D 78 the ange remınds the who WeTrTe
tO remınd the disc1ıples that Jesus WOU e  Nn "go before" them
shepher went before h1ıs sheep eadıing them to ne 155107 In Luke
24 48 the dıiscıples AT appomnte: tO be W1tnNesses of hat has happene

the ıfe of Jesus 15510721 expanded upDOoN cts In John
20 29 283 Jesus TrTeathes upOon the disc1ıples the Holy Spaırıt Sayıng
E VOU forgive the 1115 of an they Aare forgiven; 1{ yVYOU retiaın the
1NSs of an they are retaıned 17 IThe OrYV of Thomas 1C concludes
John Gospel nds ıth Jesus WOTdS "Blessed AarTe ose who have
not een and vet belleve '1 LO 1C the evangelıst adds Nn1ıSs OW

understanding of the oMM15510 eXpressed h1ıs Gospel "CThat
YOU Ma belleve that Jesus the Christ the Son of God and that
bellieving VYOU [a have ıfe n1s name ' 20 31)

Each understandıng of the "eommıssion" TOM Jesus Ooun ıth
the Wa partıcular Christlilan cCcommunıty has approprlate the Gospel,
ıts reaction iıts envıronment., and ıts institutional needs. hus the
statements of Jesus, the early cChurch rFreESCFrVES them for
represen sSıtuatlonal per'  ons of 1551072 rather than an OT} of them
rep resenting' aDsolufie Oorm of 1551071 that must be repeate Dy the
church aV An interestiing example the inceclusion of baptısm the
Vatthaean Oorm In VMatthew baptısm NECESSar part of the church!'
1551072 For Paul a  ou he assumes that C at SoOomeilme WOU
De baptiıze baptısm Wa  N not essentılal pDart of nıs M1SS10N Cor

17) hen OT reads the Gospel of John ere acCcCount of
Jesus' Dbaptısm, John 1T ald that Jesus did not baptize, an
there cCommand tO baptize Since ere Iso Lord's Supper

John, 1t poss1  € that the Johanniıine Communi1ty Wa  N somethinglke the modetn Quakers, highly Sacramental eology Dut practleing
SaAacraments herefore, baptısm had ole eır understandingof 155107
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All of ese "eommissions" AT concerned 1n sharıng the NECEWS

and realıty of God discovered Christ, and ıth oıng thıs
WAaV ap  ate the envıronment 1C pDartıcular Christlian
COMMUNITY an tradıtıon oun itself Ihıs the of eır
diversıty The dıversıty of the early church C: De Dboth freeing
and envıgoratıng the contemporary church 1C seeks be
responsıble tO Christ Lord God ather”", and the partıcular
context 1C ITS 155101 De cCarrıed out AS ıth spiırıtual
1 (I Cor 12 11) ere ON GOod 0)81  D Lord On Spiırıt Dut
beyond that ere varıety

Un questlion of inclusıveness longer much question of
who De include the church hbut wh e nCcClude the
15510711 of the church Pıetism and the evelopment of the Viloravıan
Church and WEeT’cC partıally the CXDTESSION of the claım of the
alty be include 1Ss1ıon d1ıd not only belong to the clergy and the
intellectuals One of the rea relıg10us movements the Unıted States
aYy the inclus1ıon of alty the church MINISTFY and M 1SST1TCO11E —
under uch tıtles "sShared MINISTCFY mutual MINISTFYV It lays
claım LO the 1ca concept that mMInN1ıstry and 155107 belong the
ole people of God though Var’loOus functions al V  n DYy God
assıgyned DYy the instıtutlional church The claım that ere must De

"mutual" sharıng of clergy and alty the church MIN1ISTIFYy 1Ts
members and 1551071 to the world 4-Ne latter especlally ımportan

the alty Aal’e the WOT Wa MOST clergy AaAr  D not In Ole
sıtuatıiıons the value of 1cCa insıghts Ou the ınclusıon of q |] God S

people MINISTFY has been forced uUuDON/M congregations longer able
tOo afford adequate Ooday SCONOMY For OmMme pastors 1t ha  N
been threatening LO rethınk eır ole the enabler of the Minıstry
and 155107 of others In the Unıted States ere 9qa1SO strong
interes the part of OMle alty Dbecome "paraprofessionals"
DErSsSoNS who develop specılal EXDeErtIsE facılıtate the church
MINISTFY wıthout seekıng full ordınatıon hı1ıs includes revıval of
interest order of eacons Protestant and atholıc churches
andthe evelopment DYy lay DPErSON\NS of specılal professional capabılıties

uch pastora counseling.
The mMmOStT disenfranchised wıthın the Church the children

and you ere has been tradition wıthın much of Protestantiısm
LO regard becomıiıng member ol the church al the time of
understanding and confession O1 aı marked DYy Confirmatlion and
only then en tOo LP’ECEIVE Communlon and OMle partıcıpatıon
the church of the adults hıs mıg not have created I[Nan y
dıfficulties past when the family of 1Ly Wa strong
and the felt hım  erself LO be member part of the famıliy
NT However aVy when Indıvıdualısm stressed and the 15
prepare for partıcıpatory ole soclety on needs indıvıdua
feeling of belonging and Op  unıty LO partıcıpate The allure
provıde for OIMle ap  ate partıcıpatlıon makes ren and you
“OUTSIAdePS! exclude both the levels of feeling and V  Vy hen
they omMe to Confirmation ere lıttle CXDETICENC of hat 1t
NS to be member of the church tOo "econfirm". In experiıments
ınvolvıng ren and you Oome responsi1ible ole the church
and IS mıiniıstry /mission feelings Oou the church and the aCi of
Confirmation WerTe quıte dıfferent than where partıcıpatlon Wäas ımıted
tO ren D
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It WOU CcEelll VEr y importan ul into the lıves of chıldren
within the congregation OIMlle participation and responsi1bility accordıing

agı abiliıty and understandiıing. ren from baptısm should
be regarde members, m1 LO Communilon when thev CS  —
understan ıts meanıing, and Confirmed WAaY of preparıng for
Christlilan responsibility ın adulthoo Such practice of Eaptısm eannoOot
really be argued TOM the New Testament SINCe the Baptısm of nfants
had not yvet developed during the perl1od of the New Testament Church
but uch understandıng of Baptism (SETı: Baptısm Wa  N the covenantal
sıgn of eing ın relationship ıth God In the early church TrTen
WeTe part of thıs relationshıp through eır parents (I Cor (2:3443)
but wıthout baptısm The ater application of Baptısm ren onliy
recognized thıs Zinzendorf recognized that the disenfranchisement of
ren 15 result of ng understandıng of relıgıon. elig1on 15
not matter of the amount of understanding develop, but matter
of relationsh1ıp ıth the Savlour , otherwise not Ven COu have
the reliıgion whiıich 15 NnNecCESSAar for h1s holiness . ” "Chiıldren CLEG TOM
eır mother's womb Decome of h1s and ıts affect
uDOTN them E (:2)

One Serlous impediment tO inclusiveness 15 the COIMINMOTNMN understandıng
of call to miniıstry m1ss1on 1C drıves wedge between the self-
understandıng of clergy and aıty The call of professional clergy 15
felt IO De dıfferent ın kınd and experlence TOM arnı callıng experlenced
DYy alty hen ON examınes the New Testament ON ıIn that a  ou
certaın DErSoNS had speclal roles and funetions, 1t Wa  N the ole church
that Wäas called In eier S the ole church 15 the lıving temple
and holy prlesthood. 'To be called va  U then LO be Christlilan One
does not decıde whether on  D 15 called, but hOow 0)81 15 LO exerclise
one's call Ihe imited understandıng of "callın e belongiıng IO the
professionals not onliy undermines the laıty's opportunity and
responsibility for m1Ss10n , but makes the step TOM alty tO clergy
the leaping of wıde The dec1sion otf erson enter
professlional ministry 15 only dec1sion of how to exerclise the Ccall
mplied ın Baptısm and Confirmation.

ıth pproprilate understanding of the "call of the Church
COu strategıze: iın through ıts OW needs fior leadershiıp, the
1ss1on responsibilities before Lt- the need IO provıde responsiıble
Christian leadersh1ıp for the soclety ın which 1t 15 ocated, and then
begın ong-range Program of recrultment and encouragemen of
potential eaders ome WOU De encouraged tO become pastors, OMmMe
educators wıthın and outsıde the church, OINle m1lısslonarles
evangelists, OlMlle business eaders. OMe polıticlans an OT eaders,
and OMle ose who COUuU provıde the finanec!ilal Dase for the operations
of the church The particular nature of one's call WOU be influence:
Dy the and advice of the Christian communıity . the guldance
of God, one's alents and 1  S‘ the particular needs manıfeste DYy
the soclety and historical per1od ın 1C n ıve 1 Ne
and advıce of the Christian communı1ty WOU be important, amounting
tO calling Christlans TO Varlous ypes of responsI1bility and valıdating
callings that WeTe experjeneced. An illustration of thıs 15 Paul who
though havıing experienced ' TOM Christ the Damascus oad
always had ach of hn1ıs m1lss1ons valıdated DYy the Christlan communi1tliles
tO 1C he Wa  N responsi1ible : Antioch and Jerusalem.

Inclusiveness releases the S of the ole church God ntends
Anything less diminıshes the possi1ibilities of m1sslon.
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nas already been aıld mplıes m1ss1ıon of the church 1n and
for the WOT hıs 155 [NOT’C than the savıng of SOUlLS from the WOT.
IT es serlously 1cCa themes 1C deseceriıbe umankınd placed
in the WOT ıth responsI1ibiliıty for 1t (Gen 1-2) Such themes Paul
picks ın Galatlans 34 where the hıstory of humankınd 15
deserıibed maturing DIrOCESS 1C 1ın Christ reaches the po1in
where humans longer need tOo be under custodlans (the Law and
the elementa spiırıts STrucfiures of the unıverse), but recelve
elr inheritance and function iın responsible TrTeedom simılar eme
15 tOo e oun ın Philıpplans 2:5-11 where Christ the DFrOCESS
inıtliated DYy orıgınal dam who sought IO e ıke God Because he
emptied himself of h1ıs self interest and Was OoDedıiıen tO God, God
subjected the ole COSIO0S tO hım Christ Lrue and SeCONd dam
then reveals the pattern for assuming responsibility OVeTr the WOT.

Wıthout iInclus1ıveness partic1pation ın m1ıss1on 15 diminıshed Wıthout
the WOT part of misslon's hor1zon, misslon'’'s D 1s inadequate .
O reject the WOT the contexti for Christian responsi1ibility 15
AaSSUuMe Gnostiec extreme Apocalyptic vlews, denyıing that the WOT
15 S that ıt matters Recent hiıstorical experlence has Iso shown
that tO assıgn responsı1bilıty fOor the WOT tO the the tate's
"realm" has not always worked we Somehow Christlilan values and
obedience to God must be injecte into the SOClal/economic /cultural /
polıtical StTream ıle recogn1izıng the dangers of tryıng tO force
Darticular Christilan values upDOonNn pluralistie soclety and the dıfficulties
of determiniıng Christlan answers to complex 1ssues.

In the New Testament ()11: Ca  — find Varlous approaches the soclety
iın 1C the early church 1ıve Several actors eenm to De al work.
One Wa whether the socletal context allowed an prophetic address
to ıts 1Ssues. The SEeCONd W&a  N the partıcular VIeWs held DYy indıvidua

Christlilan communı1t y Oou WOT and soclety TAH@e approach LO
soclety Wäas then influenced DYy external socletal /political actors
and internal theolog1cal actors

Jesus!'! soclety provıde the traditlion of the prophet and Wa  N SMa
enough ddress He sSspoke ıke prophet tO h1ıs soclety's 1SSues,
problems and asplırations. 1 N© an form Of the Beatıtudes esse
are the DOOT and hungry, WO' to the ıch an satısfled) ar  D probably
original and AavV’e "spiriıtualized" ın the atthaean form. esus clearly
addresse the 1SsSues of the Roman OCCupation an the revolutiıonary
movements of hn1s time the 1Ssue of payıng taxes. ark 1241311° the
Temple house of prayer for g 1 nations". ark 11451 etc.)
However . the church MOved out of Palestine into the vast Greco-
Roman WOT that WOT an ıts problems COu longer be addresse
DY thıs church ex1ıled eier K3 wıthın ıts soclety Paul’'s Romans
133 and Luke's (Acts) understandıng of the Roman W&a  N essentilally
favorable.Little persecution had yet been experienced at the an of
the state Yet ere Wa lıttle that the church COU do IO change
ne’s  ' condition ın society If ON WeTe slave 0)018 should accept
reedom 1f e1ven, but 1f ıt 15 not poss1i  6 OT  D sShould knNnOow that
Christian 15 freedman F the Lord Cor 9:17-24) ere ONn has

chance to Tes the slave-master relationship according Christlan
values, ıt Should be done (Philemon) Within the church the slave-
free distinection asSses aWAaV (Gal 3226 ) hat cannot De changed
wıthin soclety ıll ultimately be changed DYy the coming end of the
WOr for the world 15 lıke ın childbırth walting to gyıve 1r
tO Nne age (Rom 8)
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en ON  D turns tO eifer ONn finds the beginnings of dıfferent
historical experlence of the soclety and ate Wrıtten ın the mıd 60s

after ets and the authentic Pauline etters, ıt ees suffering
al the an of the eal possibility . In er 3-1 the

15 cen human creatlion and OM 15 OoODedıien IO ıt not for ıts
OW ake:;. Dbut for the Lord's ake One 15 ontolog1ically freed TOM the

(MS 16) but must uUS:!  D TrTeedom responsıbly Servant of God
The Christlian then 15 tOo funection redemtiıvely Owards the WOT
Christ dıd Ihe ethıcal section ın chapters 2-— 15 the only uch
ethıcal sectıon ın the New Testament dealing specifically ıth the
responsi1bilıty of the Christian to the non-Christlan: to the 1N1071-
Christlian e, the Slave tOo non-Christian master, and wıfe to

non-Christlan husband eier deserves VeErYvY careful cons1ideration
ın formulating Christian approac tO pluralıstie WOT Here ONn
Iso I the assumption that the condıtlons of this WOT 8 remaın
only OT ıle and the en 15 LEA er 1:3-9)

ıle Paul 15 positiıve tOowards the and er 15 neutral, the
Johannine tradition 15 negatıve Oou the and WOT One hnas
only to ead uch John 5-1 where love for the WOT
155 Seti Ver agalnst lOove for the Father., and Revelatıon S where the

15 portrayed the eas (representative of the Dragon, Satan),
tO understan the eelings of the Johanniıne tradıtlons for the WOT
It 15 interesting that when John 1-4 cComments the rologue tO
the Gospel I=  $ the Prologue's affırmation of the relationshipof the Oord to creation 15 completely neglected. Revelatıon es the
position Ööf. Apocalyptic tradıtion the WOT 15 beyond redemption ; ıt
must e destroyed and MNEW ear an heavens created Ihe Johanniıne
tradıtlons WEeTeEe probably affected not only DYy the deterlorating attıtude
of the Owards Christlans, Dut Iso DYy eır theologıica
resupposıiıtions. One has only to ead the etters LO the
churches Rev 2-3) LO diıscover that not mMuch of the suffering that
Kevelation expecte had yet OccCcurred. But that ıt WOU Wäas LO be
expected of the world'’'s darkness. Also, ıt Wa andar eature of
Jewish Apocalyptic that the end WOU be T  e  e DYy per10d of
Aeat Tribulation '' mentioned 1n Revelatıon Several times. hat the
WOT WOU do tO Christlans Wa  N partlally thelog1ically resupposed.

7 HE varıety of approaches of the early church leg1itimizes OUu OW
cContextual determı1natıion of NOw Christlans Ca  e be responsible for the

where they fiınd hemselves hıs LOO must be interplay of
external (societal. polıtıical) and internal (theological) actors In achn
sıtuation on must find hat OM Ca do and 15 oblıgated to do ın
obedience to Christ ere GDB however, principles wıthin the bıblical
traditlion that 0)81 must keep 1n mınd. One d  U the suffering Servant

WaVYV of eing Owards the WOT L etier 15 DYy er throughSılvanus, thıs author bellıeves, then it 15 interesting tOo SeE Peter's
evelopment of the Servant theme into ethıcal Systiem, 1dea 1C
he rejecte ql h1s confession of Jesus ar 8:31-33) Contrary LO the
position of the Johannine tradıtions ere the Christlan stands OVer
agalnst society antagonist, the Christlan, 1lke Christ becomes the
Dearer of the soclety's 1ıns and ıts redeemer. TIThe ethical sectiıon ÖOf
chapters 23i 1C eals primarily ıth the responsI1bility of the
Christian to the non-Christlan WOT 1s SUuMMarızed ın 1C
Should read, "For Christ SC Suifiere for 1nNns ONCeEe for all therighteous for the unrighteous, that he mıg ring to God
Though this end of chapter has Man Y extual problems, ıt CXPTeSSeE
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the eme developed earlier (especlally 1n the slave-master section).
that Christlilans ıke Christ INa have to bear the SINS of others of
elr soclety tOo ring them to GOod Christlans then exıles wıthın
elr society (453139 4aT’e not of eır WOT 1-6 but they are

certaınly ın an for elr WOT for the ake of elr Lord
The Servant eme Carrles ıth 1t Iso refusal tO dehumanıze the

the "opponents”" wıthın Ne’s  T soclety, the respons1bility of
the "offended" tO the "offender" (an important element of Jesus'
ethic) , respect for the complexı1ities of understandıng and Commun1-
catıon, recognition that human values AT  D prımary (as OVer agaınst
instiıtutilons and movements' ıdeologı1es) , and that ultımately all 15 done
ın respons1bilıty the Lord whose Servant ON  D 15

One of the disturbing things OUu 1ss1on 15 that 1t continually hnhas
LO be redone. Even OMe ın the arly church ope that q |1 WOU be
accomplishe wıthıiın eır generation. Evangelısts st1il spea of winnıng
the WOT IO Christ wıthın thıs century Historical realısm . and glance
al LWO ousan of Christlan history, elps uSs realıze that 1t
15 not thıs sımple. The shifting Sands of hiıstory present NnNe opportunities
an DOSC Ne bstacles hat hnas been accomplıshe in 0)]81 generation
Ma slıp AWAaY ın another And yet the basıece P’eAason that Christlans
V m1lssion 1S not Decause ql1l that 15 done ıll SUuCCeed an forever
change the ace of the WOT they dOo iıt because hat they have to
share 15 NECECSSar and true tO human ex1istence. GOod 15 OUu "Abba
Father Christ 15 OU Lord God does love the WOT and calls it tOo
himself Humans, 1ın elr finıteness, do have qvallable eır living
the eSOUTCE of IS SpIirıt. Ihe human community Ca oo0k beyond
ıts self-interest the establıshment of relationships patterned er

self-giving. Life dOes have dimenslilon Called "transcendent".
the realm of ıfe and love. $ 15 the Christian  s responsI1bility
to make ıfe MOTE possible an responsible to ıts Creator
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