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Workshop-Description: 

Interreligious Dialogue in Context / IRD-Con 

- A European Comparison -  

(October 17th to 19th 2019) 

 

(1) Main Aim: 

This workshop brings together an international group of European experts on interreligious 
dialogue (IRD) to close one of the major gaps in present-day research on IRD. For the first time, 
the workshop focuses on a systematic comparison of different ‘national cultures’ of IRD in 
Europe. Participants will explore practices of IRD in Europe and discuss to what an extent their 
approaches are shaped by cultural contexts. The outcomes of these discussions will provide a 
basis for systematic considerations as well as a more concrete evaluation of the role IRD might 
play in education.  

 

(2) Background of the Workshop-Concept: 

Throughout the last two decades, interreligious dialogue (IRD) has become an increasingly 
significant research topic – not only in (inter)religious circles but also in educational contexts as 
well as politics and academia.1 

So far, the analyses of the respective endeavours are, however, based upon a surprisingly biased 
idea of IRD:  

• On the one hand, they tend to approach IRD primarily as an individual endeavour. In most 
cases, IRD is modelled along the lines of a hermeneutic process of individual learning and 
understanding. 

• On the other hand, they tend to analyse IRD independent from the respective socio-
cultural context. Most research on IRD underlines the general potential and impact of IRD 
rather than the multiplicity of approaches that are used in different sociocultural contexts.2 

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
1 These are documented in an increasing amount of ‘grey literature’ as well as conferences. To give but a few most 
recent examples: Conference ‘ Interreligious Dialogue in the Post-Secular Age’ 
(http://kenan.ethics.duke.edu/religion/files/2017/04/Interreligious-Dialogue-in-the-Post-Secular-
Age_KIE_Schedule_04_24-25_17.pdf) Conference ‘Key Concepts in Interreligious Dialogue’ 
(https://www.orientalistik.uni-erlangen.de/KCID/Freedom_Justice/freedom_justice_plakat_2.pdf)  
2 Cornille, Catherine, The Wiley-Blackwell Companion to Inter-Religious Dialogue, Malden / Oxford 2013 
(Blackwell Companions to Religion). Swidler, Leonard, Dialogue for Interreligious Understanding, - Strategies for 
the Transformation of Culture-Shaping Institutions -, New York / Basingstoke 2014 (Interreligious Studies in Theory 
and Practice). 



2	
  
	
  

To give but one eminent example for this particular bias that is taken from the 2013 compendium 
‘Understanding Interreligious Relations’: 

“Dialogue is connected deep down with the search for truth and a striving for wisdom. It 
excludes fanaticism. A fanatic is a person who, convinced that he is absolutely right, locks 
himself up in his own position and refuses any critical testing or challenge. Dialogue 
presupposes precisely the engagement of people with critical minds, who question the 
obvious and also allow others to challenge them.”3	
  

Such a generic approach contradicts most basic findings of present-day Sociology of Religion 
as well as the Academic Study of Religion (Religionswissenschaft). From the 1970s and 1980s 
onwards the so called ‘cultural turn’ has been underlining the significance of the cultural context 
for the understanding of religion.4 Scholars such as David Martin, José Casanova, Hans G. 
Kippenberg, Philippe Portier and Linda Woodhead5 have begun to further expand the classic 
emphasis on religions in different sociocultural contexts – primarily focussing on the comparison 
of Europe and North America – and increasingly including comparisons beyond ‘the west’ 
towards a more global level.6 

Along those lines, recent research into the role of religion in Europe has been emphasizing 
further influences on the role of religion. To name but a few examples:  

• The role of secularization as well as individualization has gained centre stage in the study 
of religions.  

• Membership studies have put increasing emphasis on the different milieus that form 
religious traditions.  

• There is a growing interest in the socio-cultural embeddedness in political and economic 
structures.7 

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
3 Moyaert, Marianne, Interreligious Dialogue, in: Cheetham, David / Pratt, Douglas / Thomas, David (ed.), 
Understanding interreligious relations, Oxford 2013, p. 193-217, here: p. 206. 
4 Orsi, Robert A., The Cambridge Companion to Religious Studies, Cambridge 2012 (Cambridge Companions to 
Religion). Alles, Gregory D., Religious Studies, - A global view -, New York 2008. 
5 Martin, David, On Secularization, - Towards A Revised General Theory -, Farnham 2005. Woodhead, Linda / 
Partridge, Christopher / Kawanami, Hiroko (Hg.), Religions in the Modern World, - Abingdon 32016. Casanova, 
Jose, Europas Angst vor der Religion, Berlin 22015 (Berliner Rede zur Religionspolitik). 
6 The last years have seen a slowly increasing body of literature that is taking the national context into account: 
Epafras, Leonard Chrysostomos (Hg.), Interfaith Dialogues in Indonesia and Beyond Ten Years of ICRS Studies 
(2007–2017), Geneva 2017 (Globethics.net Focus). Nweke, Kizito Chinedu, Dialogues and Conflicts among 
Religious People: Addressing the Relevance of Interreligious Dialogue to the Common Public, Frankfurt am Main 
2017 (African Theological Studies / Etudes Théologiques Africaines). These publications are, however, still the 
exception rather than the rule. 
7 Evangelische Kirche in Deutschland (Hg.), Engagement und Indifferenz, Kirchenmitgliedschaft als soziale Praxis –
V. EKD-Erhebung über Kirchenmitgliedschaft, Hannover 2014. Stolz, Jörg / Nallif, Edmée, Die Zukunft der 
Reformierten, Gesellschaftliche Megatrends und kirchliche Reaktionen -, Zürich 22010. Portier, Philippe (Hg.), 
L'Etat et les religions en France : Une sociologie historique de la laïcité, Paris 2016. Reuter, Astrid, Religion in der 
verrechtlichten Gesellschaft: Rechtskonflikte und öffentliche Kontroversen um Religion als Grenzkämpfe um das 
religiöse Feld, Göttingen 2014 (Critical Studies in Religion/Religionswissenschaft). Willems, Ulrich / Reuter, Astrid 
/ Gerster, Daniel (Hg.), Ordnungen religiöser Pluralität: Wirklichkeit - Wahrnehmung - Gestaltung, Frankfurt am 
Main 2016 (Religion und Moderne). 
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Taken together, these analyses underline the wide range of socio-cultural influences that shape 
religions today. It would be most surprising if these influences would not have an impact on IRD 
activities. Accordingly, any analysis of IRD activities has to take these influences into 
consideration. Accordingly, the workshop ‘Interreligious Dialogue in Context / IRD-Con’ 
focuses on three entwined questions: 

• To what an extent does the sociocultural context influence practices of IRD? 
• To what an extent are these influences reflected in the conceptual work on IRD?  
• What does this mean for the future impact of concrete IRD activities? 

On the basis of the existing literature, the preparatory team of the workshop expects to identify 
different practices of IRD that are (a) typical for the different national strands of IRD but (b) only 
marginally reflected in the conceptual literature. It intends to reflect upon these differences with 
regard to selected fields of IRD application in Europe. Finally, we propose to use the workshop to 
build the basis for further empirical analyses in the field of IRD.  

To translate this agenda into a workshop format, the organizers follow a four-step approach that 
basically brings together empirical case studies and systematic reflections: 

(3) Implementation of the Workshop: 

October 17th October 18th October 19th 

ARRIVAL 9:00 – 10:30: Protestant 
Cases 

9:00 – 10:30: Disciplinary 
Persp. 

COFFEE COFFEE 
11:00 – 12:30: NRA Cases 11:00 – 12:30: Analytic 

Persp. 

WELCOME LUNCH PACKED LUNCH 

13:30 – 14:30: Introduction 13:30 – 15:00: Orthod. Cases  
 
 
 
 
PARTING 

14:30 – 16:00: Catholic Cases 15:00 – 16:00: Intermezzo 
COFFEE COFFEE 
16:30 – 18:00: Muslim Cases 16:30 – 18:00: Public Persp. 
  

DINNER GUIDED TOUR 
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(A) Welcome and Introduction into the theme of the workshop (KL / N.N.) 

(B) Case analyses from different national contexts:8  

• Catholic-Pluralized - Switzerland:  
Prof. Dr. Hansjörg Schmid (University of Fribourg) 

• Catholic-Dominant - Spain:  
Prof. Dr. Maria del Mar Griera (Autonomous University of Barcelona) 

• Muslim-Pluralized – Bosnia Herzegovina:  
Prof. Dr. Ahmet Alibasic (University of Sarajevo) 

• Muslim-Dominant - Turkey:  
Dr. Zisan Furat (Istanbul University) 

• Orthodox-Pluralized - North Macedonia:  
Prof. Dr. Gjoko Gjorgievski (University of Skopje) 

• Orthodox-Dominant - Serbia:  
Dr. Angela Ilic (Ludwig Maximilian University of München) 

• Protestant-Pluralized – Sweden:  
Prof. Dr. Magdelana Nordin (Lund University) 

• Protestant-Dominant - Denmark:  
Prof. Dr. Lise Galal (Roskilde University) 

• No Religious Affiliation-Pluralized – United Kindgom:  
Prof. Dr. Melanie Prideaux (Leeds University) 

• No Religious Affiliation-Dominant – Germany (East): 
Prof. Dr. Gritt Klinkhammer (University of Bremen) 

(C) Intermezzo (Plenary Discussion) 

 

(D) Systematic influence on IRD efforts  

• Public Perspectives: 
Contribution of IRD to peace: Prof. Dr. Anne Koch (PHDL Linz) 
Contribution of IRD to De-Radicalization: Dr. Daniela Pisoiu (OIIP)  
 

• Disciplinary Perspectives: 
IRD from the point of view of Education: Prof. Dr. Ruth Vila (University of Barcelona) 
IRD from the point of view of Theology: Prof. Dr. Regina Polak (Universität Wien) 
 
 

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
8 As far as the selection of the countries is concerned, the proposal is based upon the initial findings of the ‘Swiss 
Metadatabase of Religious Affiliation in Europa / SMRE’. First, the database provides a basis for the differentiation 
of countries that with a pluralized and a dominated religious scene. Second it helps to identify the dominant religious 
tradition in a particular country. Only in two aspects the proposal departs from the results of the SMRE: (a) On the 
basis of PEW data, it identifies England and the Netherlands as Protestant-Pluralized countries even though – 
according to the SMRE - the empirical data does not suffice the substantiate this assumption. (b) The proposal does 
not include European countries with an orthodox majority, because there is no orthodox, pluralized country. 
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• Analytic Perspectives: 
Influence of legal system on IRD: Prof. Dr. Stefan Hammer (Universität Wien) 
Influence of secularization on IRD: Prof. Dr. Karsten Lehmann (KPH Wien / Krems) 
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