
Inter-Faith Dialogue

B y  R a y m o n d  P a n ik k a r*

A. A terminological clarification
( 1 ) T h e r e  is o n ly  one fa ith  b u t  th e re  are m a y  be lie fs. B e lie fe  

are p rec ise ly  the  d if fe re n t expressions o f  fa ith .

(2) F a ith  saves a n d  c a n n o t be p u t  in to  w o rds . I t  be longs to- 

o r th o p ra x y  n o t to  o rth o d o x y . I t  is m o re  o n  the  side o f  m y th  

th a n  o f  logos, th o u g h  i t  p a rt ic ip a te s  in  th e  tw o  b e in g  th e  w o rk  

o f  the  s p ir it .

(3) Belie fs are c u ltu ra l ly  b o u n d e d . T h e y  a re  d e p e n d e n t on  

p a r t ic u la r  cu ltu re s  a n d  y e t have  a c o n s titu t iv e  c la im  to  transcend  

th e m .

(4) E v e ry  b e lie f c la im s  to  be th e  r ig h t  a n d  tru e  expression o f  

fa ith  so th a t f ro m  the  p o in t  o f  v ie w  o f  be lie f, s ta tem en t ( 1 ) is 

o n ly  accep tab le  u n d e r the  assum p tion  th a t the  p a r t ic u la r  con ­

c e p tio n  o f  fa ith  g ive n  in  a p a r t ic u la r  b e lie f  is the  tru e  one. T h is  

c o -o p ta tio n  o f  fa ith  in to  b e lie f is a k in d  o f  tra n sce n d e n ta l ch a ra c ­

te r o f  every  b e lie f，because the  concep t o f  fa ith  is no  lo n g e r fa ith  

b u t  a lre a d y  be lie f.

(5) R e lig io n s  are w ays to w a rd  s a lva tio n . W ays im p ly  a 

p ra c t ic a l side re q u ir in g  a c e r ta in  c o m m itm e n t a n d  re ly  o n  ce r­
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ta in  assum ptions o f  a n  in te lle c tu a l n a tu re . S a lv a tio n  is here 

u n d e rs to o d  as th a t w h ic h  is cons idered  to  be the  end, goa l, 

d e s tin a tio n  o r de s tin y  o f  m a n , in  w h a te ve r fo rm  i t  m a y  be co n ­

ce p tu a lize d . A  m a n  fo llo w s  a p a r t ic u la r  re l ig io n  because in  i t  

he believes he w i l l  f in d  the  u lt im a te  fu lf i lm e n t  o f  h is life . I n  

th a t la s t ana lysis, the re  are as m a n y  re lig io n s  as the re  are h u m a n  

be ings. W e  co u ld  Call re lig iousness th is  pe rsona l ch a ra c te r o f  

re lig io n .

(6 ) R e lig io n s  are soc io log ica l u n its  g ro u p in g  to g e th e r a co n ­

s id e ra b le  n u m b e r o f  religiousnesses a cco rd in g  to  a m o re  o r less 

hom ogeneous c u ltu ra l p a tte rn . I n  o th e r w o rds , re lig io n s  are 

〖so c io log ica l u n its  o f  belie fs, w h ic h  am oun ts  to  say ing  th a t th e y  are 

so c io log ica l g roups o f  be lievers. I t  a l l  depends w he re  one pu ts  

the  d iv id in g  lin e . C h r is t ia n ity  ca n  be cons idered  as one re lig io n , 

b u t e q u a lly  so can M e th o d is m  o r, fo r  th a t m a tte r, a s ing le  co n ­

g re g a tio n  o f  a p a r t ic u la r  Pentecosta l sect.

(7) R e lig io u s  d ia lo g u e  m eans an  exchange o f  v iew s an d  ins igh ts  

b y  m eans o f  concepts expressed in  w ords . I t  is based on the  

p rev ious  ag reem en t o f  a c e rta in  co m m o n  g ro u n d  a n d  tries to  

w id e n  an d  deepen such a co m m o n  g ro u n d  so as to p in p o in t  the  

d ive rgenc ies a nd  f in d  the  locus w h e re  possib le m u tu a l in fluences 

o r  fecu n d a tio n s  m a y  take p lace.

(8) A n y  d ia lo g u e , the  re lig io u s  n o t exc luded , is d e p e n d e n t on  

th e  c u ltu ra l se ttin g  fro m  w h ic h  the  p a rtn e r  speaks. T o  o ve rlo o k  

th e  d if fe re n t cu ltu re s  g iv in g  expression to  the  d iffe re n t re lig io u s  

be lie fs is to  face u n a v o id a b le  m isunde rs tand ings . T h e  firs t 

fu n c t io n  o i the  d ia lo g u e  is to  p re p a re  a so lid  g ro u n d  w he re  the  

p ro p e r  d ia lo g u e  m a y  take  p lace . T h e  o r ig in a l c o m m o n  g ro u n d  

fo r  the  d ia lo g u e  is w h a t b o th  sides take  fo r  g ra n te d  an d  finds  in
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th e  m y th  its  a p p ro p r ia te  expression. A n o th e r  nam e fo r  th is  

is the  ru les  o f  th e  gam e.

(9) N o  in te r- re lig io u s  d ia lo g u e  can  y ie ld  a n y  f r u i t  unless i t  is 

(a t least lo g ic a lly  an d  a n th ro p o lo g ic a lly )  them selves. T h is  

in tra - re lig io u s  d ia lo g u e  im p lie s  th e  c r it ic a l awareness th a t m y  

b e lie f, th o u g h  fo r  m e u lt im a te  a nd  even, in te n t io n a lly  exhaustive , 

does n o t p re c lu d e  a free in te rv a l o r  an  in te lle c tu a l pe rspective  

(thus  a step back) fro m  w h ic h  m y  o w n  b e lie f  m a y  be seen, 

ju d g e d  a n d  even c r it ic iz e d . F u rth e rm o re , i t  im p lie s  th a t, th o u g h  

I  do  cons ider i t  the  m ost co m p le te  expression o f  fa ith , i t  m a y  w e ll 

be the  case th a t i t  a llow s fo r  o th e r re la t iv e ly  v a l id  expressions 

a n d  even th a t i t  m akes ro o m  fo r  an  im p ro v e m e n t w ith in  itse lf. 

I n  o th e r w ords , o n ly  those are re a d y  fo r  a re lig io u s  d ia lo g u e  w h o  

ca n  c r i t ic a lly  u n d e rg o  an  in te rn a l d ia lo g u e  w ith in  them selves.

B. Some Christian axioms
( 1 ) Chr i s t  is th e  L o rd , b u t the  L o rd  is n o t o n ly  Jesus.

(2) T h e  C h u rc h  is the  o rg a n ism  o f  s a lv a tio n  (b y  d e f in it io n ) , 

b u t  th e  C h u rc h  is n o t synonym ous w ith  the  v is ib le  C h r is t ia n  

C h u rc h .

(3 ) C h ris te n d o m  is the  soc io -re lig ious  s tru c tu re  o f  C h r is t ia n ity  

a n d  as such is a re lig io n  lik e  a n y  o th e r re lig io n  w h ic h  has to  be 

ju d g e d  on  its  o w n  m e rits  o r dem erits  w ith o u t  a n y  specia l 

p r iv ile g e .

(4) G o d  w ills  th a t a ll m en  sh o u ld  reach  sa lva tio n .

(5) T h e  m eans o f  sa lva tio n  a fe  p ro v id e d  b y  th e  re lig iousness 

o f  the  person  g e n e ra lly  to  be fo u n d  in  the  re lig io n s  o f  the  w o r ld  

(o ld  o r  n e w ).

(6) T h e re  is no  sa lva tio n  w ith o u t  fa ith , b u t  th is  is n o t th e  p r iv i ­
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lege o f  C h ris tia n s  n o r  o f  a n y  o th e r specia l g ro u p .

(7) C h r is t is th e  o n ly  m e d ia to r , b u t  H e  is n o t th e  m o n o p o ly  

o f  C h r is t ia n s ; a n d , in  fa c t, he  is e ff ic ie n t a n d  p resen t in  a n y  

a u th e n tic  re l ig io n  u n d e r w h a te v e r fo rm  o r  nam e.
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