
elpidomachy: WHEN HOPES CONFLICT 
* ? A battle of hopes, as a logomachy is a battle of words (words to use, or meanings of words in use). 

"We are saved by  hope" says the KJV & every Englishing of the Bible before it, 
but none except Phillips since: this rendering of Ro.8.24 sets up an unnecessary 
confusion with the doctrine that we are saved by  faith ( .6 -kt ek in LXX of Hab.2.4, 
qtd. in Ro.1.7, Ga1.3.11, & Heb.10.38). Tipping its hat to tradition, NRSV has 
"by" in a footnote but "in" in the text. 

"In" is undoubtedly to be preferred for this verse (Ro.8.24): "Hope is the 
atmosphere in which we are saved." How did I arrive at this paraphrase? The 
word for "hope" is (without preposition) in Om spherical-dative case, meaning 
"in the sphere of." Physically, we breathe in a sphere of "atmos" (air): we take 
in the atmosphere. Spiritually, we breathe into our souls the Christian hope 
as we wait trustingly (as daily we pray in the Lord's Prayer) for the full-coming 
of his Kingdom. (The Living NT has "We are saved by trusting." This a.m., 
in my reading of the OT, I came upon three Hebrew synonyms [in Ps.33.18-22] 
for hope-wait-trust.) 

BURDEN: 	This Thinksheet's focus is on the fact that though all human 
beings in one place & time breathe the same physical air, they may not be breath-
ing the same metaphysical-spiritual atmosphere: metaphorically, their hopes may 
not only differ but also conflict. The ideal is that conflict be converted into 
mutually enriching reconciliation. But frequently the forces feeding the conflict 
prove stronger than those pressing for shalom. (But in my NT reading this 
morning, I came upon this [Jas.2.13]: While no mercy will be shown to the 
merciless, "mercy overrides [xorccexau. katakau. ; Lat. "superexalt."] judgment.") 

1 	Welsh poet Dylan Thomas in a letter expressed the poet's ideal in diction 
(word-selection): "There is always the one right word." Ideally also, there is 
always the one right hope: "Thy will be done on earth as it is in heaven." But 
situationally, which of the possible options best implements, or at least urges 
onward to, the realization of that hope? Norman Thomas, my favorite socialist 
in Am. history, is remembered for saying "The right to dissent is essential to 
human dignity and freedom because we live in a world in which no authority is 
infallible." 

2 	Take Palestine,  for instance. 	In its 1947 creation of the State of Israel, the 
UN hoped for Mideast stability: nonviolence, with the best available approximation 
of justice. The new state shared that hope, but the dominant element among the 
Palestinian Arabs never has: its hope has always been in violence with the help 
of diplomacy--violence as the means-hope  toward dominance over all Palestine 
(eliminating the State of Israel) as the end-hope. Israel's counterviolence has 
had to include some preemptive strikes not only against Pal.-Arab facilities but 
also against some facilities in contiguous nations which supplied armies to destroy 
the State of Israel in 1948. 

For more than a half century, the US has in effect funded both hopes. Arafat 
wonders why we fund(what to him is) injustice: Israel wonders why we keep feed-
ing Arafat's hope that, as in 1 48, Arab nations will now ally themselves with the 
PLO in a war against Israel. 

"Justice" is on your placard if you take sides in this elpidomacy. "Tragedy" 
is on my placard: each side can make a strong justice-claim, & I'm hesitant to 
take sides because (1) I couldn't trust the Palestinian Arabs to be fair to Jews 
(as they weren't in the past), & (2) I'm not convinced that the creation of the 
State of Israel was good for Judaism. 

3 	Or take marriage. "What do you hope for?" is an important question in pre- 
marital counseling. And even if the hopings mate well at the marriage's beginnin-
ing, what happens when later they diverge? In today's news is the end of the 
Jane Fonda - Ted Turner marriage when she said to him "I've become a 
Christian." Now, she hopes to become more than a 24-hour babysitter for his 



gargantuan ego, & he hopes for a live-in as nonreligious & supine as Jane was. 
"We grew apart" is the commonest explanation as to why a particular divorce 
occurred. Inattention, probably; hope-divergences, certainly. Different hopes, 
breathing different atmospheres. Differences in hope-wait-trust (those Hebrew 
synonyms in Ps.33, above). But I have known personally, in people I've known 
eye-to-eye, a superior hope's expulsive power over divergent inferior hopes-- 
e.g., the reconciliation of the separate couple who went on to found Habitat for 
Humanity: Millard & Linda Fuller. 

4 	Or take ecumenicity, "that they may all be one" (Jn.17.21; next vs., "so 
that they may be one"). 	The Encyclopedia of World Christianity, recently 
published, says there are almost 33,800 multicongregational communions of Christ-
ians, the number expanding from year to year rather than contracting: Christian-
ity is better described as a movement than as a church/institution. Yes, a cathol-
ocizing (centripetal) tendency has always existed in tension with the fissiparous 
(centrifugal) tendency: early Christian literature, including the NT, is replete 
with both but (considering that corsolidation was a major motive in the production 
of this literature) the former is statistically more represented. 

On the model of hopes-in-conflict, Jesus says both "Go into all the world" 
(Mt.28.19, a scattering) & "be one" (Jn.17.21-11, a gathering). The two actions 
are equally ecumenical, but as hopes they've often conflicted & continue to do 
so to this day. Evangelists-missionaries hope to spread the gospel: ecclesiarchs 
hope for Christian cohesion against organizational dissenters & doctrinal deviants. 

In §2, I distinguished between means-hope & end-hope. The end-hope is 
that we Christians be of one spirit in the Spirit: organizational variety may be 
a means-hope to that end. Organizational multiplicity may be a disgrace & impedi-
ment to evangelism, but so is coercive organizational unity (e.g., the Inquisition). 
And multiplicity correlates with spreading the gospel, each multiple on its own 
take & make. 
While pastoring (for 101 years) a local ecumene (a gathering of Christians from 
all the main streams of the Faith, & honoring them all), I wrote my U. of Chicago 
PhD dissertation on the "postapostolic, precatholic" period when Christians were 
experiencing both the strengths & the weaknesses of both (centrifugal) freedom 
& (centripetal) order. I'm not perturbed that the two hopes continue to conflict. 
The conflict is messy, but I prefer it to the capturing of "ecumenicity" by either 
the order (catholic) party or the fredom (protestant) party. The Faith flourishes 
in the dynamism of the freedom/order polarity. 
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