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256 ENGLISH SUMMARIES

ENGLISH SUMMARIES

J.-M. Tétaz, Protestantism and modernity, systematic perspectives and

historical constellations, RThPh 1998/11, p. 121-149.

The European enlightenment provoked a double displacement of the social and
cultural components of Christianity : rationalist criticism of religion and the privatisation

of belief led to a process of secularization to which Christianity had to react.
To do so. Protestantism developed a theory of Christianity based on paradigms
formulated by Kant, Schleiermacher and Hegel. It was through a selective return to these
three thinkers that in the 19,h and 20,h centuries, German Protestantism took a position
in the modern world, trying to identify those social and cultural spheres which would
foster a theme essential to both its theological truth and its social-cultural pertinence :

the theme offreedom. This theoretical framework allowed it to explain often tarnished
concepts such as liberal theology. Kulturprotestantismus, neo-protestantism.

F. W. Graf, Critical theology serving bourgeois emancipation : David Friedrich
Strauß (1808-1874), RThPh 1998/11, p. 151-172.

Strauj! intended to work for modern, emancipating aims. He did so by a new
interpretation of Christian history, notably by universalizing christology : what is said
about one man -Jesus- must be valid for every person. Strauß' attempt to establish
the liberty of the actor took finally a post-Christian form. Moreover, one might ask,
with Nietzsche, if it did not end in deadlock with artificiality and particularity, thus

failing to assure liberty in effectively concrete individuality.

V. Dreiisen, The Christian vision of an ethical age outside the church : Richard
Rothc (1799-1867), RThPh 1998/11, p. 173-192.

In contrast to the differentiations at work in modern society, which result from the

increasing autonomy of its spheres ofactivity, the pluralism ofculture and the progressive

individualism of religious existence. Rothe set up a prudent program of
reconciliation via Kulturprotes-tantismus, reflection via the theology ofa mediation and
modernisation via neo-Protestantism. Following Schleiermacher, Rothe developed his
own theory of Christianity in which he did not conceive of religious change in the
modern world in terms of losing out to radical secularisation, but opened up to new
possibilities for an ethical-religious praxis within Christianity.

H. Ruddies, Accepting modernity and reformulating the tasks of theology :

E.Troeltsch (1865-1923), RThPh 1998/11, p. 193-212.

The intention of Troeltsch 's theological program was to elaborate, for the passage from
the 19th to the 20h century, a well thought out theological acceptation of modernity. This is

why Troeltsch worked, on the one hand, on a theory ofmodernity which interpreted its nature
ofcrisis as a conséquence ofsocial and conceptual innovation. On the other hand, he prepared
the way for a post-conventional theology which related to this cultural process, because a

responsible theology mustalso consideritshistorical situation asgroundsforself-understanding,
in terms c>f its foundational duties. Thus Troeltsch wanted to promote modernity in the field of
of theology while confronting modernity with theological traditions.
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