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Introduction

India is the birthplace of multiple mainstream religions such as Hinduism,
Buddhism, Jainism, and Sikhism, along with many tribal communities, some of which
follow pantheistic traditions. During the course of its history, India has become home
to many foreign-born religions as well, such as Judaism, Zoroastrianism (today known
as the religion of the Parsees in India), Christianity, and Islam. It is generally believed
that people of different faiths in ancient India co-existed peacefully under their local
rulers, although sporadic tensions between Buddhists and Brahmin' Hindus, and
among different castes of Hindus, occasionally erupted into riots. More frequent
religious conflicts began with the arrival of Islam in the early middle ages in north
India, although Islam had already spread into the south by the 7% century. Taking
a broad view of Indian history from ancient to modern times, one may admit that by
and large, dissimilar cultures and religions have co-existed peacefully in India. India
has produced sacred books that promote tolerance, such as the Vedas, Upanishads,
Dhammapada, and Bhagavad-Gita, and many eminent individuals have arisen in the
country, for instance, the Buddha, Emperor Ashoka, Guru Nanak, Emperor Akbar
the Great, Mahatma Gandhi, Swami Vivekananda, Sri Narayana Guru and others.
However, its relatively peaceful history changed with the nation’s partition into India
and Pakistan in 1947, wherein around one to two million people were reportedly
killed (The New Yorker, June 29, 2015). Ever since that partition, India has witnessed
an increase in religious intolerance, and religious minorities, especially Muslims and
Christians have experienced systematic persecution.

In the nation’s recent history, however, incidents targeting Muslims and

Christians intensified after the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) came to power under

1. A member of the highest caste of traditional Hindu society.
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Prime Minister Narendra Modi, in 2014. According to the National Catholic Reporter
May 29, 2015), within 300 days of Modi’s governance over 600 cases of violence
against religious minorities — 149 targeting Christians and the rest targeting Muslims
— had been reported, with 43 people killed. The BBC (22 April, 2011) reported that
over 1,000 people were killed in the 2002 Gujarat violence that arose when Modi was
the Chief Minister of Gujarat, and the majority of the victims were Muslims. The
BBC has also reported Modi as having stated, following the incident, that “Hindus
should be allowed to vent their anger” (22 April, 2011). This riot began after a train
arson incident, in which 60 Hindu pilgrims were killed. According to Fox News (March
14, 2016), 26 cases of religiously motivated violence against Christians have taken
place since January 1, 2016, and despite the spread of violence the Hindu radicals
enjoyed “near complete impunity for their actions” (Fox News March 14, 2016).
Today, religious minorities, in particular Christians, who constitute merely 2.3% of
the total population, live in almost constant fear, with Christian institutions often
being attacked, nuns raped, and villages set on fire by Hindu fundamentalists (The
Huffington post, May 27, 2015).

Protecting the lives, properties, and rights of the religious minorities in India is
first and foremost the responsibility of the government, as articles 25-28 of the Indian
Constitution grant assurance of religious freedom and equal treatment to all citizens,
regardless of caste, creed, or religion, and yet minority communities, and in particular
Christians, have been discriminated against and systematically persecuted in India’s
recent past. Although leaders of the Church requested the state and the national
governments to intervene in the targeted attacks against them and assure them
security, the situation has not seen much improvement, and people continue to live
in fear and insecurity (Pasricha, 2016). In this context, this paper assesses the role of
interreligious dialogue as a means towards peace-building, and highlights ways the
Church could further its attempts towards peaceful co-existence with people of other

faiths in India, through ‘dialogue of life’ — one of the forms of interreligious dialogue.

The Church in India

There are various views concerning the origin of the Church in India. According
to some scholars, St. Thomas, one of the twelve disciples of Jesus laid the foundation
of the Church in India in the 2™ century AD, while another group of scholars claim
that it was the Christian merchants from Syria and Persia who brought the faith to

India. However, there is a long history concerning the Christian faith in Kerala, one
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of the south Indian states, that can be traced back to AD 345, with many legends
narrated even today concerning the works of St. Thomas the Apostle, among the St.
Thomas Christians.” St. Thomas is believed to have been martyred in Tamil Nadu,
a state adjacent to the state of Kerala and his tomb is still publicly acknowledged as
being in Chennai city. As these St. Thomas Christians in the beginning were not a
missionary community, they did not spread their faith outside their community. They
retained the Chaldean liturgy and Syriac language and maintained fraternal ties
with the Babylonian Patriarch (New Encyclopedia Britannica, 1997, p. 281). Thus,
the Christian faith remained only in the southern part of India until the arrival of
Francis Xavier, a Spanish missionary who reached the city of Goa in 1542.

It is believed that in Kerala, the St. Thomas Christians lived in perfect union
with the people of local faiths. Brown (1956, p. 16) states, “There is no evidence
at all that the Christians were considered a foreign community. They were a
recognized part of Malabar society and that society had colored their understanding
of Christianity.” Another fact that helped them to adapt to the cultural milieu of
Malabar, was that most of the early converts to Christianity were from the Brahmin
caste of Hinduism (Brown, 1956, p. 167). This explains why local kings, too, accorded
the St. Thomas Christians a high rank in the caste system, a rank even superior to
that of the Waniers and Kammalers, and Vyisyas.

With the arrival of Francis Xavier, a new era in the history of the Church in
India began. Francis Xavier started his missionary work mostly among the fisher folk
of the coastal areas, starting from Goa and extending to Tamil Nadu. After Xavier
followed many Christian missionaries belonging to different religious orders in the
Roman Catholic Church and Christianity began to spread across India. Mission works
of most of the Spanish and Portuguese missionaries were confined only to areas under
Portuguese jurisdiction in India, and therefore there was hardly any tension between
the Christians and members of the local communities. Later with the arrival of the
Dutch and people from Great Britain, protestant missionaries entered India and
began spreading their faith. The first two Protestant missionaries who landed in India
on July 9, 1706 were Germans, namely Ziegenbalg and Plutschau, who were sent by
the Dutch King (Julius, 1908, p. 30). The British rulers generally followed a policy

of non-interference in the customs and traditions of the natives, owing to fear that it

2. A group of Christians in the South Indian state of Kerala, who are believed to possess roots that can be
traced back to St. Thomas the apostle. They are also called Malabar Christians.
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might offend the Hindus and create unrest (Immanuel, 1984, p. 19-29). As a result
of this policy, the new converts to Christianity did not face much opposition from the
local Hindu community, except in cases where some Indian nationalists associated
Christians with their colonial oppressors. Although there were conflicts between
Christians and other religious communities during and after the colonial period, in
comparison with other religions, Christianity enjoyed a relatively peaceful existence

in India.

Interreligious dialogue

Cardinal Francis Arinze® (1997, p. 16) defines interreligious dialogue as: “a
meeting of people of differing religions, in an atmosphere of freedom and openness, in
order to listen to the other, to try to understand that person’s religion, and hopefully
to seek possibilities of collaboration.” While engaging in dialogue, Arinze insists
on listening, because dialogue requires an appreciation of what the other person
is, believes, prays, or lives. For Arinze, willingness to listen, asking questions for
clarification, and seeking to understand, are direct ways to the other person’s heart
and trust. He reminds us that comparative religion and religious debates are not

interreligious dialogue. Interreligious dialogue, “does not aim at bringing about the

unity of all religions in a kind of super-religion” (Arinze, 1997).

Various forms of interreligious dialogue
The Catholic Church acknowledges four types of interreligious dialogue, which
are also approved among interreligious dialogue experts. These are dialogue of life,

dialogue of action, dialogue of discourse, and dialogue of religious experience.

Dialogue of Life

Dialogue of life is a form of interreligious dialogue that takes place between
believers of different religions, as they interact with each other in their daily lives
in families, schools, places of social or cultural contact, workplaces, in politics, trade
or commerce, and other areas. People of different religious background engage in
dialogue of life when they are open to one another, as they share their projects and

hopes, common concerns and sorrows. Although they do not discuss religion in these

3. Cardinal Francis Arinze has been the President of the Pontifical Council for Interreligious Dialogue in
Rome since 1985.
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interactions, they draw on the values of their beliefs and traditions (Arinze, 1997).
According to Samwini (2011), “dialogue of life, by virtue of primarily basing relations
on blood or social ties, can lead to the dispelling of prejudice and engendering of
mutual understanding.” Samwini continues, stating that dialogue of life challenges
adherents of religions to offer witness to their faith in their day-to-day lives, and
thereby attain dignity and respect without oppressing the other. This mutual
enrichment is essential for community development and peaceful co-existence. While
formal interreligious dialogues attempt to answer the question ‘How do we live our
lives together?’ dialogue of life is ‘the already negotiated answer’ (Sturm, 1993, p.
2). Samwini, then, believes that while formal interreligious dialogue seeks to build
understanding on the basis of similarities between different faiths, dialogue of
life does not necessarily look for similarities, but seeks to bring peace even amidst
acknowledged differences. The result is better relationships among people of different

religions, and peaceful co-existence.

Dialogue of Action

Arinze (1997, p. 18), posits that dialogue of action refers to followers of different
religions cooperating for the promotion of human development and liberation in
all its forms. A joint project between a Muslim group and a Catholic group who
form a committee to run a leprosy-control clinic is an example of dialogue of action.
Arinze points out that dialogue of action brings people together, even at global
level, irrespective of their religious affiliations, to common causes of humanitarian
concern such as the 1991 Malta project to establish practical cooperation on the
global humanitarian problem of refugees and migrants. This project was organized by
Christian and Islamic organizations, which together made the following declaration,
“We affirm that we must work together to ensure that the rights and dignity of all
peoples on the move, and their families if separated, are respected and upheld no

matter who these people are or wherever they may be found” (Arinze, 1997, p.18-19).

Dialogue of discourse

Dialogue of discourse, in principle, takes place between religious specialists.
In dialogue of discourse, scholars and leaders of various religions come together to
listen to one another in an effort to understand the religion of the other at a deeper
level. They exchange information on their respective religious beliefs and heritage,

through which they come to understand what beliefs and practices they share, and
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where they differ (Arinze, 1997, p. 19). Having learned about each other at this deep
level, they attempt to seek solutions together to the problems they face in the world.
Groupe de Recherches Islamo-Christien (GRIC), a group of Muslims and Christians
who are committed to do theological studies together of both religions, is an example

of dialogue of discourse in action.

Dialogue of religious experience

Dialogue of religious experience consists in sharing one’s religious experience
with a follower of another religion. In such exchanges, both parties should be
open and even willing to share in the religious experience of the other. Dialogue of
religious experience is generally conducted by people who are deeply rooted in one’s
own religious tradition, such as religious monks who are committed to a more than
ordinary pursuit of spiritual progress (Arinze, 1997, p. 20). This type of dialogue
generally involves several weeks of residence in a monastery of one of the religions
monks, and the following of their daily routines of prayer and work. One sees from
the very nature of this type of dialogue, that it is not something easily accessible to all

followers of any religion.

Interreligious dialogue and peaceful co-existence

Interreligious dialogue takes place in a multi-religious society as a day to day,
mundane activity, even without the notice and awareness of the persons involved. In
other words, interreligious dialogue, in one form or other, is an unavoidable part of
everyday life for most people around the world. Whether intentional or unintentional,
organized or unorganized, all forms of interreligious dialogues contribute to increased
mutual understanding, social harmony, and peaceful co-existence between people of
different faiths and cultures. The following are some of the specific positive outcomes

of interreligious dialogue.

Solidarity with the whole of humanity

All religions promote peace and encourage their followers to be ambassadors of
peace. Peace being one of the common goals of all religions, its pursuit brings them
together to work for the wellbeing of the whole of humanity. The first ‘Parliament
of World Religions,” held in Chicago in 1893, was probably the first time in modern
history that religious leaders and theologians from around the world came together to

discuss issues that influence the whole of humanity with an eye towards contributing
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to world peace. This event was likely the birth of interreligious dialogue at a global
level. The Assisi World Day of Prayer for Peace in 1986 was another such historical
event in which leaders of world religions assembled to think together, work together,
and pray together for world peace. Pope John Paul II, in his concluding address on
October 27, 1986, delivered the following message, “We hope that this pilgrimage to
Assisi has taught us anew to be aware of the common origin and common destiny
of humanity. Let us see in it an anticipation of what God would like the developing
history of humanity to be: a fraternal journey in which we accompany one another
towards the transcendent goal which He sets for us” (John Paul II, 1986). Though
varied in their demands, all religions seek answers to the fundamental questions that
torment the human mind, such as the question of human existence and destiny, the
essence of true happiness, the problem of evil and sin, and the reasons for suffering
and human salvation. In Arinze’s words, “If for no other reason, the followers of
the religions of the world should meet, listen to one another, try to understand one

another, and see what they can do together” (Arinze, 1997, p.33).

Enrichment of personal experience

Leonard Swidler (1985, p. 187) declares, “the primary purpose of dialogue is to
learn, to change and grow in the perception and understanding of reality, and then
to act accordingly.” Anyone who participates in an interreligious dialogue with a
receptive and open mind will grow in one’s own faith and appreciation of each other.
For example, when a Christian notices some Muslim brethren praying five times a
day, regardless of place, the sight would naturally challenge and inspire his or her
own commitment to prayer and faith. Similarly, when monks of different religions
assemble for dialogue, each tradition’s asceticism, methods of prayer, and human

interaction mutually enrich spiritual life and change one’s perception of the other.

Mutual enrichment of religions

As every religion is an embodiment of ideologies and cultures, interreligious
dialogue is also an inter-ideological and inter-cultural encounter. Encounter between
religions have always inspired changes on both sides. For example, Christianity has
helped some religions to do away with practices such as “human sacrifice, killing of
twins, the denial of some human rights to unborn children or to women” (Arinze, 1997,
p. 25). Similarly, Christians in India have enriched themselves from the Sadhana

way of praying and meditation (Amaladoss, 1995, p. 2). Contact with Buddhism has
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inspired Christianity to deepen its eco-spirituality and increase its environmental
awareness and commitment (Hastings, 2009, p. 60). It is a well-known fact that yoga,
though a Hindus tradition, refreshes physically and enriches spiritually everyone who
practices it. Today, yoga techniques are adopted by many Christians and especially
religious men and women, in their daily prayer and meditation across the world.
Similarly, Zen meditation is being used by Hindus as well as Christians in their

formal prayers.

Countering religious extremism

Interfaith and interreligious dialogue is increasingly used today to combat
terrorism across the globe. Today, more than ever, as a result of globalization, a
constant movement of people from place to place has led to the interaction of different
cultures, ideologies, and religions, a reality that sometimes leads to friction. Providing
a mood of mutual understanding and acceptance to people of diverse identities
is not only the need and responsibility of religious leaders, but of governmental
authorities as well. In 2008, the monarch of Saudi Arabia, King Abdullah, held a
three-day interfaith meeting of Shiite and Sunni Muslims of Saudi Arabia and Iran
as a way to promote reconciliation among these groups (BBC News, July 19, 2008).
In the same year, King Abdullah hosted an interfaith dialogue meeting at Madrid,
in which three hundred delegates, representing Buddhism, Christianity, Hinduism,
Islam, and Judaism participated. The highlight of this event was the diplomatic
breakthrough between two enemy nations — Israel and Saudi Arabia. This conference
called for international cooperation on combating terrorism and unity of human
beings, regardless of dissimilar identities (Christian Science Monitor, July 18, 2008).
Interfaith and interreligious dialogue at local and international levels, fulfill an

important role today in countering terrorism and in promoting shared values.

Foster fraternity among people

Every nation in the world has people belonging to different religions, even
though all religions may not be endowed with the freedom of public worship. In such
nations, religious or communal conflict of any sort first affects ordinary citizens
who may not be well-informed in theological matters concerning their religion, but
yet are committed in their faith. Conflicts between communities are often caused
by misunderstandings or due to trivial interpersonal issues, which later acquire a

religious or communal flavor. Interreligious dialogue in its various forms promotes an
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understanding of each other’s shared values as well as differences, in an atmosphere
of mutual acceptance. Arab-Jew encounters in Israel and Christian-Muslim dialogues
in Nigeria are illustrative examples of such endeavors. These honest and face-to-face
dialogues convince both parties that to engage in violence and to kill each other in
the name of God or religion contradicts their own faith. The Oasis of Peace (Wahat
al Salam), an international community jointly established by Jewish and Palestinian
Arab citizens of Israel, is a concrete example of building fraternity and peaceful co-

existence between centuries-old enemies.

Critical perspective

The Catholic Church, in its journey through centuries and on different
continents, has encountered many civilizations, religions, and local cultures,
influencing and being influenced by each other. Various liturgical traditions present
in the Church today provide witness to this influence. Similarly, even within a
Christian community that follows the same liturgical tradition, different types of
customs and practices, regarding childbirth, marriage, the conducting of funerals and
so on, can be observed across the globe. India, as a multi-religious, multi-cultural,
and multi-ethnic sub-continent, exhibits social practices and customs which differ
from community to community across the country. A Christian in India has multiple
identities, in addition to being a Christian, he or she belongs to a specific linguistic
group, a political state, possibly to a tribe or caste, and is a member of an ethnic
group as well. These multiple identities exert a deep influence on the way of living of
the person, regardless of his or her religious affiliation. Therefore, co-existing with
people of different identities within the Church, and with members of the society at
large, can prove a challenge and sometimes a dilemma, for Christians in India. When
thinking of ‘the mode of being a Christian in India’ without losing his or her religious
identity as well as not causing conflict and division in society, the Catholic Church

could consider or even encourage the following recommendations.

Future considerations for Dialogue of life in the Indian context
Living with mixed-faith families is an increasing form of dialogue of life in today’s
world. Living with mixed-faith families is possible in two ways: (1) conversion of one
of the family members to another religion (2) interreligious (interfaith) marriage.
Although these two forms of dialogue of life are not very common phenomena

in India, they are increasing, especially in the urban areas and among the well-
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educated members of the younger generation. However, most denominations of the
Catholic Church in India do not in practice encourage these changes. Rather, they
actively discourage these two forms of dialogue of life. Certain Roman Catholic
denominations such as the Knanaya community" strongly oppose both interreligious
and interdenominational marriages’. Interreligious or interdenominational marriages
are not theologically problematic. People follow these practices even today only to
maintain tradition and to preserve the identity of the community through blood
relations, which are not actually related to true Gospel values of equal human worth.
Although the Church leadership in India does not seem to oppose these forms of
dialogue of life in public, they are silent about them. In contrast to this situation in
India, interreligious marriages and interdenominational marriages among Christians
are very common in many other parts of the world, and they are as successful as
intra-denominational marriages’.

Research conducted in Malaysia proves that dialogue of life through living
together with mixed-faith families has a significant impact on encouraging positive
interaction among people of different religions. This type of social interaction can
be considered interreligious dialogue at the grass roots level. It is an informal
dialogue in daily life but it is very intense and effective in terms of promoting mutual
understanding and acceptance among members of different religions. Interviews
with Muslim converts living together with non-Muslim family members in Malaysia
have revealed that (Sintang & Khambali, 2012, pp. 69-74): (1) Acceptance of a family
member converting to Islam. One of the family members accepting another religion
is a rare incident and socially unacceptable in Malaysian society, where every
family traditionally adheres to a particular religion. Blood relationship with the
Muslim convert, in this case, helped the non-Muslim family members to accept her
new religious identity. (2) Non-Muslim family members’ interest in Islam gradually
increased. The Muslim convert testifies, “When I watch a movie or drama conveying
the message of Islam, I will tell them what it is about and they are ready to listen to

my explanation. Until now, they know a little bit about Mecca and the reasons why

4. Knanaya community refers to the descendants of Thomas of Cana, a Jewish-Christian merchant from
Southern Mesopotamia who migrated to Kerala in 345 AD.

5. Interdenominational marriage refers to marriage between people who belong to different Christian
historical and liturgical traditions. For example, a marriage between a person who belongs to Latin
Catholic community and Knanaya Catholic community.

6. Intra-denominational marriage refers to a marriage between two people belonging to the same religious
denomination.
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Muslims perform Hajj there” (Sintang & Khambali, 2012, p. 73). (3) Non-Muslim
family members’ misunderstandings about Islam reduced. The non-Muslim members of
the family got over their misconceptions on Islam by living with a Muslim member of
their family who witnessed to the teachings of Islam in her daily life. (4) Non-Muslim
family members began encouraging the Muslim convert to follow her religion faithfully.
The female convert’s father said the following words to her, “You have to make some
changes after you convert to Islam. Don’t stick to your old dress code. It’s better you
wear a headscarf...He used to tell me that he is proud of me being his daughter, even
though we are no longer in the same religion” (Sintang & Khambali, 2012, p. 74).
The above findings state that living together with mixed-faith families contributes
significantly towards promoting understanding between followers of different
religions, and contribute to peaceful co-existence.

A second means of an intimate form of the dialogue of life is the open-house
celebration of religious festivals. Sintang & Khambali (2012, p. 74) observe that
open-house celebration of religious festivals such as Eid Fitri and the Chinese New
Year, are becoming a modern trend in Malaysia. During such celebrations, neighbors
belonging to different religions cooperate with each other and share meals together,
strengthening friendship and growing in mutual appreciation of each other’s faith
and religious practices. This type of intimate association with people of other religions
provides a near insider view of the other’s religion and values, and thus enables the
ridding oneself of prejudice and discrimination. India is a land of religions, and people
of various religious faiths live side by side in the same street, village, or city. Except
for Independence Day, Republic Day, and Gandhi Jayanthi (the birthday of Mahatma
Gandhi) all festivals in India are religious festivals. Compared to other religions,
Christians celebrate only a few major religious festivals in India, such as Christmas
and Easter. Although as part of its commercialization Christmas is being celebrated
in some cities by owners of shopping malls and business centers, yet that is not being
done in the houses of people of other faiths. Even though a few Christian families
might invite their intimate friends and neighbors who belong to other religions, most
religious festivals for Christians in India remain family affairs.

Finally, the Church needs to make a conscious effort not to alienate its followers
from the local culture — making them appear as foreigners in their own land —
by accelerating its efforts at indigenization and inculturation without sacrificing
fundamental Gospel values. The Church could consider restarting some of the

indigenous practices that the early St. Thomas Christians followed, but which were
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banned by the Synod of Diamper (Zacharia, 1994, p. 120). Until the Synod of Diamper,
St. Thomas Christians used to follow the rituals of the Brahmins at the birth of a
child, namely feeding the newborn child with a paste of honey and powdered gold,
and wishing the child prosperity. Another practice was related to the child’s naming.
Besides the baptismal name, every child was given a pet name which was quite
indigenous, and very often a Hindu name (Zacharia, 1994, p. 120). A third among
such practices was related to the initiation of children into the writing of the alphabet.
The initiation ceremony was led by a Hindu teacher who would write the alphabets
on the tongues of the children with an instrument of gold, and then make the children
write the letters with their index fingers either on a palm leaf (Thaliyola) or in rice.
These and many other local customs that are not in contradiction with Gospel values
and Church teachings could be permitted to continue today among the Christians in
Kerala. Following the customs and practices of the land would give the Church a local
color and identity, and smoothen the dialogue of life with the members of other local
communities.

In general, Indian society, probably because of the influence of the Hindu caste
system, has an exclusivist nature to it. In most families, all members belong to the
same caste (though not in certain religious communities), and follow the same religion
as well. In this sort of social situation, more intimate forms of dialogue of life as
mentioned above are difficult to carry out. The Catholic Church which in principle
is open to all religions and is also a champion of interreligious dialogue, could play
an exemplary role in encouraging its followers to cordially embrace and support
members of their family who have converted to other religious faiths or who have
married persons of other religions, and open their doors to people of other faiths when
celebrating religious festivals. The Church in Indian today could consider these issues
as they search for new ways of witnessing their faith and serving Indian society,

amidst increasing hostility and persecution of religious minorities.

Importance of dialogue of life

Dialogue of life, as an effective tool for peaceful co-existence in our pluralistic
Indian society, needs much attention. In the above-mentioned forms of dialogue
of life, people relate to each other first and foremost as blood relatives and family
members, and not as members of a religion. Religion plays a less important role in
such interactions. Family ties between people of different religious faiths enable

them to focus more on the shared elements that bind them together, and to accept the
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differences more easily. Thus, peaceful co-existence in a pluralistic society could more
easily be achieved through fraternal relationships built among ordinary followers
of different religions through dialogue of life, than through the mutual consensus
reached by religious leaders in formal interreligious dialogue. Similarly, while
religious leaders struggle at interreligious meetings to discover elements of universal
relevance in the other’s religion, ordinary followers of different religions learn to
appreciate each other’s religions rather easily through the dialogue of life, which takes
place in their daily lives. There is much to be learned for all people from Christian
charity and service to the poor, Buddhist eco-spirituality, and the pacifism of certain
indigenous communities. Moreover, when the question of unequivocal salvation of the
followers of other religions leads religious leaders into a deadlock in their discussion,
ordinary followers of religions are more likely to believe that their neighbors would
also be saved due to the exemplary life they lead, even though they may belong to a
different religion.

There are additional reasons why the Church in India must recognize the
importance and incorporate the dialogue of life. First, the documents of Second
Vatican Council acknowledge respecting the dignity of other religious beliefs and they
urge the universal Church to encourage the faithful to appreciate and collaborate
with people of other faiths. His Holiness Pope Paul VI, too, exhorted the Church
to engage in dialogue with other faiths, when he said, “wherever men are trying to
understand themselves, and the world, we can communicate with them” (Trouve,
1999, p. 390). Acknowledging the other would enrich the Church’s self-understanding
as well as mutual understanding between itself and other faiths (Samwini, 2011, p.
3) Nostra Aetate’ states, “A renewal of the Church’s consciousness of itself and of its
mission could not help but lead to a reevaluation of its relationship with those who do
not profess faith in Jesus” (Trouve, 1999, p. 389). Hence, both the Church’s documents
and its leaders have made it clear that dialogue with other faiths is not merely an
option, but the mission of the Church today.

Another challenge that confronts India and reinforces the need for dialogue of
life, is the fact of the multitude of religious, ethnic, and tribal communities, as well
as the problems and challenges they cause. As shown in the 2011 census, there are

104.28 million tribal people in India, belonging to hundreds of tribes, each with its

7. Nostra Aetate is a document of the Catholic Church on its relation to non-Christian religions proclaimed by
Pope Paul VI on October 28, 1965.
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own unique language and culture. So far, neither any single religion nor political
party has been able to bring all these diverse groups under a single umbrella. Failure
to settle longstanding rivalry between communities leads to repeated communal
violence and religious riots in certain parts of the country. Exclusivist tendencies are
unacceptable and contradictory to every community’s desire for physical and economic
cooperation and development, in modern pluralistic India. Moreover, it would be
unbecoming of religious communities to be indifferent to local and global movements
towards unity and peaceful co-existence, through not engaging in common projects

that concern the whole of humanity.

Conclusion

Dialogue of life is one of the most effective forms of interreligious dialogue, and its
practice results in an increased mutual understanding and tolerance towards others,
which makes a peaceful co-existence not only possible, but likely. A community that
practices dialogue of life will find itself in a better position to deal with the challenges
of communal and religious riots, than a community that is dialogically isolated from
others. We have seen, in India, communities protecting members of rival communities
during times of communal violence. As Samwini (2011, p. 4) observes, a community
that practices dialogue of life is better equipped to detect signals of violence and
respond more quickly and settle the issues through mediation, before they escalate
into uncontrollable proportions. Because there are inherent elements in each religion,
such as theology, ethical values, symbols, dress codes and so on that naturally divide
people, conscious efforts must be taken to learn to accept differences. Engaging in
interreligious dialogue with people of other faiths is not only a need of the Church
in India, but a mission the universal Church has entrusted it with. For Christians
to be worthy of their vocation as children of God they should work to establish peace
on earth, as is echoed in Mathew 5: 9, “Blessed are the peacemakers, for they will be
called children of God.”
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Abstract

In the last 30 years or so, there have been several attempts to reform and improve
English language teaching in public high schools in Japan. For instance, English
teachers are now expected to improve learners’ communication skills as well as
translations and language forms. From 2013, in principle, English teachers conduct
their lessons by the medium of English. By 2017, 75% of public high school English
teachers are expected to reach the required level of English proficiency. This paper
will investigate how high school English teachers perceive their English abilities,
and feel about implementing English classes in English. A survey is conducted
with a questionnaire to 37 public high school teachers in two different prefectures.
The results suggest that those teachers who have confidence in their listening and
speaking abilities tend to have confidence with their English abilities, and tend to
use more English in class. The results also suggest that the teachers’ perception of
their students’ understanding of English has an influence on their use of English in

classroom.
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HEFEBRIZBWTED LD BEED 6L HEEZT T2 2 FN5 720 LR ERMKIZ & 58
H‘EITH 7,

BHEHIZ, SEPEHICETI2EL0HET. ThETELFHIATE ZEBK
BALLI (Beliefs About Language Learning Inventory) (Horwits 1985, 1987, 1988).
Duff and Polio (1990). & - K —2" (2009). F§% (2011) ZZW L. 5 EOER
33 HH &atuhsX 2 HH ThK S 2B MER L 72, I ICE T 2 IEfId 5 & 2 10 ~
15y & PRE N, BLIEREL Lh o7

BREONFE, 33HHDS 5, MMM 1IcO0Tid, BREH 1~ 7, MfaE21c
DWTid, EMEHE 8 ~ 29, € L CTHIZERE 3 1I2owWTid, EMIEHH 30 ~33 T %,
NEDHEMIZ, 5 DO0EPK (1 =FAEAZIEbEWV, 2=56FDZ5EbAWV, 3=
EB6TERN, 4=00nZ2H2 85, 5=2<25/85) 2RI, @Y ENEOKT%
BIRLTE 5 -7,

y



5.2 FAENRE

ZOFAEIE, SRR O 2015 FE O [REBEREFRNHFE] HRT. [Rkoohd
PN RREOBMOBER Ly T 7 2D ARE, FUHET [F28ICH) 2 HEMH
DENEG] HRECB RO 2 BITIRIAL 72, F#FEEICLS L ARD R 6h 3 95E)] &2H
BLZEREBOHEIAIT AL 87%, BEMN47% TH D, /=, [IRETOREHHOH]
Al FAEN69% TBEMN 8% TH -7z, WRAIZH 2 AV EKR (CREERE PR <)
RGP IAELIRY, HERIEOEG %5 3 72, 2016 48 H ), BRI & S EE
FHH 240454 2 AR ANSEELE 20 R TH B Z L AL, Kz B ohEik, 8RO 6
iz, 2heh 6 4 OBERMGHES (A 72 8) # B TRA L2, BRI & &R
Bk Sz, SFROMHYE 2 b FFEH Y LA 6 412l MLA ChE L k%, HE
F T N ARG FEHA % B > TEH I OTEEERE Shiz,

53 T—429h

B L 22EEDOF — 2 ZEERIRAT &2 Q=2RZ5B8bhn, 2=5%0D %
Bbhbrwn, 3=55TeAWV, 4=7F00E3-5, 5=2<Z2585) Ak L.
Microsoft Excel 2010 IZ AJJ L7z, Excel OBRIE 2 i U TPV 0 M HE R 22 7 £ O HoARET
AR L7z, £ ABE T S IEMKORIEEZHE Z L ICE B ME (%) Z/aRL7

6. HEREDI

6.1 74— MER

ZRIOFAEDERO BT A-B A D 2016 49 H 13 HOREOAHFT 37 4 (A
25 %, B 12 %), WK 50% (A 1723 69%. BILA 33%) Td -7z, BIEROMIL
K2 > 7228, THUE B RN THA A BRI L 72 ko —f8 28, 5Bl 3 & ORI Fk
EARKBIZAEDLNZ72DEEZONZOT, 7xu—7 v 7TOMEIIITDEN) 572, [0
IWEN/=T v — MIOWTE, ANEERNEIZED 572720, 2 TohEE=ARE LHEE
DORRE Ltz MZEFHOMERN, 5114 %4, &Mk 23 4T, MIEHOFHENT. 20 A2 3 4.
30 XA 10 %4, 40239 %4, B0 154 TH 572, F72. W% L -EEOH Y OVEER
Hidtke ThH o7z, T & TORBLAMIRER S 2F-2 6 33 TLhk4 T 164 TH -
7z ERIMEEIE S (2016 428 A T2 5 9 BA)) T, MIEEDS 5 [R5 h 395
RS LTS ] RG220, ARD 84%, BIEIX 75% Th -7z, [HIEHHHY$
BB T B REMHHOEAEOFE, A Bilill, ZhZh 39% & 62% Th -7, B
BARE, SEHOBMINIE 1D LD TH S, BRROBEEZ2HE-0Dr 0y
Ny D a BREGTEMEE2SKRT0.74 TH - 7=,
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®1. BRRREC L DERHRETE

AR B
No. B Mean SD Mean SD
1 ESOREEORECAENH 5, 2.80 0.75 2.83 0.99
2 HAOREENCHEDNH 5, 2.96 0.87 3.00 1.08
3 VRS KBIREICAAMERL B, 3.24 0.91 2.75 1.00
4 FEROVEERRE L THASDAE—F VR0 Th %, 2.92 0.89 2.92 1.19
b EHROVEEHRLELTHND Y A=Y TRNEH3Th %, 3.08 1.02 3.25 1.36
6 WEROWEHRELELTARDIA T 4 VIHINE I TH 5, 3.28 0.96 2.83 1.14
7T EROWEELBE L THSO) =T 4 VRIS TH B, 3.68 0.79 3.25 1.23
8 WEBHEWEHNES S (R4 T4 7) OLI nHMESAVETHE,  2.68 0.84 2.83 1.14
9 EfEIE. EHEOREE HARE L WHEOM S TR > TELVWEES>TH5,  3.96 0.66 4.00 1.08
10 AGERIEEOREE TE SR WEFE TR > UFLL LR STV B, 2.44 0.80 2.50 0.76
11 AEfEE, JEEEOREA HAREZ T TR->UEL W EE ST S, 2.40 0.80 2.42 1.04
12 PZEAVGECIT ) BICREE D, o a3EEITh 5, 3.36 0.93 4.08 0.76
13 PZEAVEETITO BIXBE AR, +HERRTH 5, 3.76 0.51 3.92 0.95
14 FEZWFETIT O BIILEEDIZ, THEIMER L —=V 2 Th b, 3.68 0.55 4.25 0.92
15 PZEAVEETITO BIREADE, EhEMTH 5, 3.36 0.69 3.25 1.23
16 WEETIREATHIZLIZKD, AFASGOREN S ET 5, 3.80 0.85 3.33 1.25
17 ANOFEENNA LTS &, RETHRBEOMIU,LIAZ 5. 3.68 0.68 3.83 1.07
18 [lffizs & LPEEITOWTIIZE S 2 1y ailin 5. 1.88 0.99 1.58 0.64
19 [AlfR7 & DWGBEOREE BB 5 2 L N EE 3.84 0.83 4.33 0.75
20 FNBSMIZENRT 5503 b %, 3.28 1.11 3.00 1.47
21 BUEFEfEENTW5, REEOTHBER ML —=v 71, 5 Th b, 3.04 0.82 2.42 1.32
22 BUE. WEOWHER L —=V &% 225 5. 2.56 1.06 2.08 0.86
23 BRI T NTHEBETIT I DA &, 2.76 1.14 2.92 0.86
24 PZHEISHAGE L IGEOW ST Ok, 3.84 0.73 3.92 0.85
25 RHEFFICHAETIT I DA &, 2.12 0.59 2.00 0.91
26 $ED EENSSEEA T A HC L 2 L RETH D, 3.88 0.71 4.17 0.69
27 PEETHANEELMMT 5 2 &2, Ao WEm LIB» 5, 3.52 0.81 3.58 0.86
28 EHHIA ORI A K HHL T B, 3.08 0.93 3.58 0.64
29 KPFOHEABBAEONEN A DOBRASISHBEL TS, 2.32 0.97 2.08 1.26
30 ORI ETOBAT K HEL T D, 3.20 0.98 3.33 1.11
31 FROFHKBASOBATIHEL TN 5, 3.72 0.92 3.58 1.32
32 TSRO SALA B A JIZHEL T B, 2.60 0.89 2.25 1.16
33 HMERAROSERHFE SN S A OBRAFITHEL T 5, 2.80 0.98 4.33 0.62

JF FREO BRI H 3 FERO B MO Fid & — A,



6.2 HHZTEERE 1
BWEH 1~ 7T, SEBAE L CHOREEN#ED XS IZREL T3 0rahalz,
@%iuTwa%hf%ok(§2§%%

x 2. MRRE 1T 5 EMEEE

AT (%) B (%)
—— = — —

s %y E55 R SO T ry Eho A SO

Ehav Bhan COFY Tms T s mhan COEY s 10RO
Q1 0 40 40 20 0 8 33 25 33 0
Q2 4 28 36 32 0 8 33 8 50 0
Q3 0 24 36 32 8 25 17 17 42 0
Q4 4 28 44 20 4 17 25 8 50 0
Q5 4 32 20 40 4 17 17 8 42 17
Q6 0 16 36 40 8 17 25 17 42 0
Q7 0 8 28 52 12 17 8 17 50 8

SEIOFAEICE T IREEEDON [ROLNDHEEN] #BHFL T 5HAIE. AERR
84%. B L 75% L EWEIATH 525, Bl 2 [ABOEFENCAGLRH 5] 1220 T, [4
KEIEI L[0T E S S | #A5bEZREHIL A BN 32%. B KX 50% TH - 7=,
R ENBHFES] #HUF L COBEETOBEE A E O A BEEIDIES 2, BEREAEIED &
H 55 D 35, b HIEAHi> ThanZ & h 56 Hific & > T Ko 6h 2 %3] OHEH,
B, HODOHEEHOARBIZE DGR > TOANWZ LIl X N5, F 7=, miEOMEH T
Em2fa%®w EHCAE®5] IS L. [ 22ES] & [Fuknzs @85 ] &M
U BET OB A R 32%, BIIZ 50% Th -7z, T, Bl 4 [BROEELRA L
LTHBDAE=F VY 7RG TH 5. [EWIBERIZH L 2L 2585 b 5072
Wz 55 | EHFELZAFA - Bililk, ZhZhollEERKRD 24% & 50% L5
HEE LT, F72, B 5 [HROEEHRELE LTHAD ) A=V 7H#I1IE+H5Toh
B.) EWIERICSH LB ZS5/-S] 50T [F07ngs 5| LEZELZAIZA-
Biljll, ZhZhEEHEERD 48% & 59% LS HlGE H0 Tz, 448D 5, Th
PHNDIA T4 v 7)) —=F 4 VY IZORENIZOWTIR ARORIEZE A BROMBEE L[ 77
WWZES S| & [ ZH5/-S ] EMELZANDOHEENRE 572, ZOZEPEHY
DA —=F V7R A=V ZORNZAREY® 5 & HEGOWEENZARE 2 H o) % 2
bhb,

6.3 FAZEERE 2

DT, EMEE 8 ~ 29 T, HWEEICKAWHEIIOWTED LI BFE&REF->Tnbhra
A, BIEHEPSLUTOLS iR E57- (E33H),
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x3. WIEFRE2 ICEEYT 2ERERE

AL (%) BIL (%)

— — — —

VSN N £35 ey BTGNS Eee TN e

Hhzn Ebin 5 B9 Tmbrn mhrn CPFY Tms TR
Q8 8 32 44 16 0 17 25 17 42 0
Q9 0 0 24 56 20 0 17 8 33 42
Q10 8 52 28 8 0 8 42 42
Q11 8 56 24 12 0 17 42 33
Q12 4 20 12 64 0 0 0 67 25
Q13 0 16 80 0 0 25 33 33
Q14 0 24 80 0 0 8 33 50
Q15 0 52 36 4 8 25 17 33 17
Q16 0 12 12 60 16 8 25 8 42 17
Q17 0 4 32 56 8 0 17 17 33 33
Q18 44 36 8 12 0 50 42 8 0 0
Q19 0 8 20 52 20 0 0 17 33 50
Q20 8 16 28 36 12 17 33 8 17 25
Q21 4 20 44 32 0 33 25 17 17
Q22 16 40 16 28 0 25 50 17
Q23 16 28 24 28 4 0 33 50
Q24 0 8 12 68 12 0 8 17 50 25
Q25 12 64 24 0 0 33 42 17 8 0
Q26 0 4 20 60 16 0 0 17 50 33
Q27 0 12 32 48 8 0 8 42 33 17
Q28 8 16 36 40 0 0 8 25 67
Q29 20 44 20 16 0 50 17 8 25

SO S [HFEIC K 283 1218, MA L ERPBETOZBREICHEL T
REVED & 2 Z L il CE %, HW 27T OEER S &, A - BliRORIESZh 2 50%
DLE2S, [PETHBEDEGEA T2 Z &8, AEDRGE N LIcBE 5| LEFA.
ZH T2 HESHOMHICOWTHENICHF SN TS Zerbhr b, LrLEXS, A
] 23 [ #7236 & § N CTHGEETIT S JVER 24 [ HAGE & SGEEOMIST TI7 5 O 28 K |VE R 2547
e AARBETITS OO0 I IS 30EE RS &, [FRXTHEETHTS | R [FICHAG
TITH ] OBECEFEZZHMED ., [HAELHEEOWM T TITI DALV &5 A 2 E0
MM E G IZ B 57, [HAGELHFEOW T T O OB &K v LEZ ZHEMOEIGIE, [72
WEnZS S ] & [ Z5/-5 ] 28bt. A-BlEOMZEH, Zhzh, 80% &
5% &< BEMOSFEEHEISST 2 BMA S OEREFEKE ORIZH T 2 BN’ HA 5.

—J5. BRI 91011 T, AN RLE T HHEEICH T ZHASEICSONT, MEFEIE
DEIFRFHEL T B Dz T A, [TE LR &EE] . [TE SO HAFETIT -
THRLWEZEZ TS| LU TV A HANIM I DL 572, 2L, [THAE



PEEOM ST TR > TUELWER S TS ] EIRCTWAHANE. [0 znzs 85 &[4
KZ585 ] 2#8bET, A- BHRORIEED, Zhth, 76% & 55% Ti#F%
Tz,

F 7o B 28 O [AFERFED. A ORETHEEE KSBFL T3] L BoITxL,
[ ZH 5] LWnIEEEE» 5720, [FZnng B | LRELZ#EGE. ARR
40% T, BB 67% Th -7z, R BETHEEL . BEMIAEELZED DA S DT
PEBAPRL T B LRl A 2 L, BB 2 EIA S D D A b B RS
BiAbN5b,

&2 AT, WEORE LA L2, B ML —= vy, BEESO¥EED, RRORE
DBBEENEETH B LB TOBMEEN L1 572, LA LENS, EEEIIHHER b
V==V T OEEONT, FEARTFTHEEEZELTOBREENE 572,

6.4 HHZCERERE3

BREH 30 ~ 33 Tld. WEFHERICEWTED LD BHER» S5BEZIT T\ DHh,
FFTWBEETEE, POLIRBERTHEDO1 47, MBEZLUTOLEDTHS (£
4 HIE)

& 4. HIRRE 3 ICEIT 2ERERE

AR (%) B (%)
CAEA BED . B [HAEA BED L B
9 9 TH AL 72T S 7515 9 9 & A0 [ R a) 7 5m5
Bhaun Bbin ¢ 5 Tl mban Bhrn ¢ ) ©
Q30 4 20 36 32 8 8 8 42 25 17
Q31 0 12 24 44 20 17 0 17 42 25
Q32 16 20 52 12 0 42 8 33 17 0
Q33 8 32 36 20 4 0 0 8 50 42

B 30 ~ 33 DAER, S, BEiABESGDOT Y b a - LOFHAEMZ 2IMHED T & LT
U BHMBOER, HilZi1E, FHEOLEREZOE ko b, EMTROKRIR, [
AN R EDON, AROBIEHTIE [BEHEL TO5EROFMRAS AT OB A FISHEL
TWn5 | EERECTOBRNEEN [7Z20 720z 85 ] & [ 2585 ] #85bHET 64%
Tho72DiIZxtL, BETE 67% tilili e @nHIETH 72, L LAaAS, BEON
KHERGMSBEDONRDHBEHEZON5DON EM 33D EHEOKERAZ DI HIZ]
THO. ZOBEMITARDOMAEEZEDN24% 28 [ 2B | F22F [720nzE 5 -5 |
ERZFELTHZDIZHL, BROMZEEZED S B 92% H. [ ZHEI| 2 0E [0
WZHRES ] FEAZ (K22, SHERAEAKREL 2 2 RiICo0nTid, BELAERES
BREZLTOBEER, TOBBEIRES BES>TWERIERbroT,
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[H] HiMasiz w42 A - BE RO EE O H E
% BD
o ey 50
* 42
& 36
40 32 HA H
oA - I =B
20 ‘
1o .i - |
o o |
Nl | | . .
1 . 3 4 5
(=08 5 ¥

VL IIEB 1= RREIEDLN, 2=BF0EMbLD, 3=EBLTELI, A=LULDEIET, 5=2STIH
2. HEZEROHHPEEIBZAFICHELTVS (B 33)

7. &EH

AW T, A SR OB BT A 7 DIEE IR, WEEEIZ K 2 PEIC D0 Tan T
WAER SO A BRI A, FREEEICH L THELTW502, WELTWS L
T, EDXD GRS H 200 %R T 572010, BRFUZ X 2FEE1T- 72,

ZOFR, SHOMEEICOWTE, AE—-F V7R 2=V 7 ORNICARE 2H->Tn»
% BEOOZFEHENASOWGESNC, L0 ARE &R OSSN, PEEICI T % HEEMH
B & - 7z,

720 A BlIROMIZEEZIC, RT3 MEHSEEIC OV TRER HAEOA %ML
TIHHIDOREINENIERKD, %;aﬁi EDW ) TIT S DL Z 2 23R 61
72 ZTOHHO—DELLTEZLONZD BT AEFESIEA HREOMGEETITY Z
EEFYEL T D LRk &%Q%éﬁ%%fﬁﬁZa#%ibw&@bfnégafﬁo
7zo ZOD X IZEEOREFOBERNIEEEOPRE BN H 2D LA OT, ¥
FHOMMBEIZHS LADE, 5%, £5 L TFEHIIHAE L REEOM S 35 COREL It
LCWBDHh, BATOWSFHEDOHM T ¥ 2135845 Th 5 Dh, HEOFHHB° 1IZEEF
ETCHEOPEERGTTEIENMBETHEEELD, 61T, WEELIGETIT ) BICHE
BT, BME0 . BEOREE), B METh 5 LB 5EA1H 5 Lbh -
7zo LU 5, MEOBEZEELE SIS, PR ESBTE, REOHBER L —=Vv 7 e%

5. BUfE, #EBICBATARIEIE, 3327 =Yg VHEGEIE, 23 a2 —Y g VEEEL I3 a2 — Y g VRGEE
O, 232=r—v a1, SEEEBL SWERRBIIL, WG TRk EhTn s,



JBERAD B EVIHEBIZONWT [RAFTAZI B bAV] 5303 [0 258D
] ERBELTCHWEZEns, BEAEGOEENOR L2 Ta<, B A BOEES O
BE2) 5 KD LESEMBLETH L LEZ S,

F7z, EMEL TV 2 EROKIAR, SEERROBERER 2O HiEA & Otz 0M
1) 25 BRI BRI S B DO PN 1) 2 R BUEICZ G- A 2 EIZ OV Tid, Iz X - TR0
KEXMNAEL WA B alREMESHERI X W7z, A-BRIBOBBERAZO[FEEHHWE 7T V|
(SCER#E , 2016b) 12k % &, RSN BB 24T 5 HEHYBEOHIEFIZDONWT 2015
FRE. A BIROERIEIZZN TN 8T% & 47% TH 1. FRIFEOFEH LS KB ORI

B B R HIRIL (%) OERMEIZ, A-BRZIAZTN52% & 73% Th -7z, AKRD9
E‘ﬂbB%@ﬁﬁ%é%imE@ﬁ%%%%bfn% Stk JEEEHY BRI U FENE
ENTOBHEAR, FHIAE—F V7R 2=V VBRI ESTIETE 2 & 5 2HEA
@%ﬁﬁb%%bfn<gk#ﬁﬁk@bhéoﬂﬁﬁmﬁmiéﬁ¢b\ilwhﬁ%%
ERTDHLETFMTERZDTIERNEAS ),

RHRICAMROMB N A% 5, OB X2 AT, 2E 47 #ERFE 0N,
QRDBBNRTH 57z, &7z, BIET — 2 # 3 7- B E RO 5123330 A
otz EHIZ, A BliRORBIPGEIZIEENRH DT, MROZERIIZO/MAHETN
XThH5, 5. REOBE P TEERAIOEFRRREFIRICH 2 5 EBIZOWTH%E
PO T 27201213, k02 < ORERTEO A ERICTHAEDW AW L . R E - NI
AL LT 5 Z AR BETH B L HE 2 5, SHOFE TIP3 A RN
ZOWTIEHCHETH S Z LR, ZOEFPERREIHMTENT o282/ O L
o, HHEIZEBA V22— EfEL, ZOF— 22BN HNT 208N 55 L Bbh
%, EHICF, BEOMREVIBUTAEZE L., HAENIRE LEET—210mA, £
AR L L-BET — 2 OMHBICOWT KA TRETHBELER B,

R
RO BIAIAN S0 7272 % & U7z 2 RO AT RS RESEEERIT O 1 4% & B0

BRI EHOZERLE T, 25610, THEBD F LAEHTICOXDEHEHR L L
EJC
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AT 38 12X 4 RGN LR 5 0. AFOKR, 3MOBE L & > 7,

MAEERO [N PG O /N 2R 51 5 [E SRR BT O IR DO 2 b——3 i< 5t
T57 7 — FRERMROS AP OIC—] & 7Y — FRAEE I, R T
éhfwélﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ®ﬁ% AT L= TH S, eSS S HOE AL

. [RAEW RSB ORM | OFZERRIEHIK S -z, SEFEREATEOREOSEE.
SE\iﬁ%ﬁ%fﬂbiﬁé%%#&<&ot_t#%%ﬁkbfﬁﬁéhfwéoI%
HREE TR HAADEREL 2 D Tidk < HHEREO LA HESUL 2 B, &, T2
KD RS 55 Z L NEETH 5,

Thomas Varkey XD Peaceful Co-existence in Multi-religious India through Interreligious
Dialogue: The Mode of being the Church in India today with Special Reference to ‘Dialogue
of Life’ & £ 72 %At % 7 —<icLTw b, BIfE, MREZBEZ bR EZTFANL LS
BoTETWS, 201741 H, [ F Y aFEBUICEEZE#HRT 5] 2 88T, FFILE -
N YT T AN A ERERMEIAE L 72, £ O 3FEMD 2014 F5 H, 4 v FTlde v

—BEERZEDOFLV VT « T A VEHOMIIH N, FEEE ET 4 BHETOA VT
WEEREOIE AL L T3, Varkey RIZFA P2 VT ADT 5V v 2 - 70 v EHERO
‘Dialogue of Life’ % F—7 — FIZEV., 4 ¥ F DL LA DIER & il % TR 5.

AT IR D [ A ERIZE 5 [REEIC K 2838 10§ 2 Janmo Eakdid ]

S EFEREE ISR T, WREOR I WETIT S 2R 5N HB 2RI ﬁﬁ%%
fiL7=85R% £ DT 5, HEBEORELRWETITS LT, WEEINZARE & U HEEMH
HEIEEL< kb, LaL, BEOEEN 2 LS5 720 O0HERF 2 v, F/2. BHED
ZLNHEDOWMSEANHT2ONRNEZE L TOEN, THEFEENZDLHITKDT
W5 EEDLRTHEHL 572, 5%, PHEIFEORB L HE 42 X 5 10A. BHEOER.
HeJl. P, FEEBEOP DO BTS2 L2 HIHT 5,

HEZROFLEHLFIHIZLTOMD TH %,

{77 & I < € CLLLLRRLELR RN PEY. - HBEEE Y. VISFHE. W RiEaEs e, &t
EEIF—IL, FLe¥3IF—i, ¥3IF—LIL, ¥IF—-LII

Thomas Varkey -+ YEFET. TOEICKRERIMAEIL. ®=HEf (A—AM7)7) . FHIERHYE. 7
Le¥3If—)L, ¥3IF—I, E3IF—-II

Hibt T WoIETT

RBICER Y 2 —OWEHHTREKRASH T Y Vv bR — A OFERZ X AICBILEHEL
EF2, BILWAT V2 =L TiEd 720 PEBOMEFEEZRAS LN TEZOIE "
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