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Seen from outside, a dialogue might often seem as something like a quarrel. One might even think that it doesn’t serve peace if somebody claims truth for his or her thinking. St. Luke describes the scribe who asked Jesus for the main commandment as somebody standing up only to test him (Luke 10,25−37).
St. Mark describes the same scene as it were from within (Mk 12,28−34), and he makes of it the model of a dialogue. The scribe wishes to know what Jesus thinks and holds for true. “Which, in your opinion, is the main commandment?” The answer of Jesus is the connection of loving God and loving the neighbour. The love for God may consist in trusting his love; and so one is no more under the power of anxiety for oneself which otherwise so often hinders us to do good for others. And to love one’s neighbour as oneself does not mean that my love for myself should be the measure of my love for the other. But I should do for him what I would wish others to do for me if I were in his place (not he in my place: I should not assume that the desires of the other are always the same as mine).
The first requirement for a dialogue is my interest for what somebody else is thinking and the second that he really says it.
The third point in a real dialogue is that I must be able to repeat in my own words what my partner was saying. If I repeat it only in his or her words, it would be difficult to know if I have really understood. So it’s much better to try it with my own words. This is what the scribe did: He took up other citations of the scripture and added: This love is “better than all holocausts and other sacrifices”.
Even to have tried to repeat in one’s own words what the other has said is not yet the guarantee that I have understood. I need, fourthly, to be confirmed by my partner. Only then the dialogue was more then two monologues in different directions. Jesus confirms what the scribe had said, seeing that the latter had answered with understanding: “You are not far from the realm of God.”
To mirror exactly with one’s own words what the other has said does not yet mean to adopt his convictions. But when I want to decide over this I must first know what she or he really is thinking. Even the Christian message can never be transmitted to non-believers except in the form of a dialogue which leaves them full liberty to utter all their questions and objections. It is then up to them to decide if they wish to share my conviction or not.
Anyhow, it doesn’t seem true that dialogue and the claim to truth, possibly by both sides, must obstruct peace. Peace is obstructed only by attributing to others opinions they do not really have.

