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The Use of Scripture iın Ethics
a  B La Eecours I’Eeriture z Ethique
*  E Der 17Rauch der eiılıgen Schrift In der

Jochem Douma, Kampen

Why should USe Scriptures In ethics’”? In Oorder non-Christians FOTr Ine kKnowledge Of (SOd's willl
learn Od’s willl efen adherence toe MNE (re rnimAarily dependent UPDOTN Ine SCcriplures.
Command Iheory (actually 1INOFre CcOonfessionNn than

| HOw should USe SCriptfure n ethics? Ihetheory‘) against he following ihree objections:
Ihe requiremenTt designate OC’s WIlll 45 appeal MN  r Dresents number Ofes

gOOC l1eads TO ITal obedience Redempfive Istory. Od’s WIlll n Tnhe Dast IS not
Ihe MNE Command Iheory D7  V 2 salf coniradictory necessaärily Od’s WII for Oday Old TestamenTt

DeCAUsSe ine concepf Of gOo0Od always logically ceremonies, SC etc.)
Drecedes Ihe concepf Of SOCd Secular NISTOTY: Aarlable eleMeEeNTS In sOCIa|

eal moralityD aGuToNnNOMY, NnOT SITUCTUreS (e.9. SIQVeETY, equal-Ppay, capital DunNIsh-
men aNnd revoluflonary discoverles (e.9. nuclearneteronOMY.

In reply MNese objectons: WECPDOTS, n VITro fertilization compe!l to make
IS IIn obedience TO do WN  ] Mr WONTS Just e etnIcal deCIsIiONs

DeCAUSsSe Mr wishes T Ine Te11(9) DeCcOMeEeSs 'ersona NISTOTY: Od'S WIIl| for ONe DersoNn IS nOoTt
eren when Mr IS [TIV alher and torally erer necessarily IS WII for another.
wnen IS ITIYV eavenly Father WNO SCOVECd ITIV iıfe Ü  ermOore, notTe apostIes did MMOTre

Inrough eSUSs Christ. n Mıis Iatter CUSe WOUI e tIhan JUST repeat IT IS wrifen Ihey arguedi from
cerfaln MO SUCNH eN Of Christ, andCOMTeC tOo SUYyY Y  IS  9 resultfs In OUg

FOT MOANY Nnowledge Of WN IS gOOC ften emphasized the Christian’s maturity discern
Dorecedes noeNcally elr knowledge Of SOd Deiween gOOC aNnd Il
onfologicalliy S0d stil| Drecedes gOo0od 45 the Yer ine difficues involved WITN ihe appeal
CTY|  °Or Of mora Order. Noftlons Of gOOC anNnd \ CN n eIICAI maters houlant exaggeratfed,
EXIS everywnere result general for there Uurle ituatons wNnere SUCH
revVelCaTION (Rom ug T IS DOossible for alffıculiy X15 WTn espect ine IMMCcUNMEes [MeN-

ONEe! Nowever, DOlDeople TO CONsICer 5 irrelevanrt for morality
In reference Old Testament mustontologically, morality originates In erefore T

IS malntainable that Thart IS QgOOC IS start WITN tIhe CT esus CUaNre (not abollsh
Dbecause willis buf) f}e IQW and orophefts AANDOW MEeaNSs

moral Cholce must ndeed be cholice IW and ihe Dorophefts WRNIC| weTre NOT fuh
made wholeheartedly. Ihe Ible mMakes clear (complete) WOUI made full DY eSsSUus Jots aNdc

mles, Nowever, DOSS OWOY from the IQGW wnendre full-Hedged uman Deings WNO dre
make ihe COoMMAaNAMEN ‘Ihou shalt not killseriously 45 COovenan Darners, OUg gren’t

QUTONOMOUS, dre Aqutfo-Mmobille Irue reedom an eing AaMNOTY WITR QOQUTr Drofner. Jorts and
Istens Mne IQW DEeCAUSsSE T KNOWS IQW IS Hes Iso DJASS aWAY when disregard TIhe
mean TO DIESETIVE freedom Ihıs relationship DEe- eC  I Of Christ and continue divorce
iween 9g0o0Od eN IC 00 willis and Tree CISIS Of DeutferonomMYy We must AVOIC
MakKes ossible TO recognize 1MANY althoug not SCYyIa Of abolishing tihe IW (the FOourtn Command-
all) mora AGCTIONS CS rallona AGCctTIons — 7A1 menTtT N longer In effecr) and the Charybals Of
demonstrates That the Christian fe-siyle legalism ('the FOUurtn omMMANAME must upheld
apPeEOT In Ine Helllenistic WOT| nıhilo DY USING In orecisely inhe Sarmne WOY N under Israel‘).
ree WOTCS ISO orevalent In morality Saying we Ive fier Christ. OT we grent
moOderation, uprightness, godliness FOTr Chnshan anclenTtT sragel Nal eNOUugh. 'orld Nas developed
hnowever, there IS gulding n  iple WNnICH organizes n 2.000 Ihat Nave gOoNeE DY SINCEe N
Mis OoMMerwise non-distinctve EeNAavIOT INTO disinc- aNd H IS quite IMpOSSIPIE TO reTiurn TO ern wNere

100 TEVENQS, SIQVETY, rture, 8IC. wWeTrTe COMMNMON-ve Datterm Furthermore, ihe 1E IreCcT0n given
Mne Christian’s ife-siyle WIIl| leCcd disinctive De- Dlace NOW dre KNOW f such evident
havior 5 well, S outwardly distinguishing hım trom developments I6 Iso gOoOd developments?

FEuroJTh ® 10



Jochem OUMCO ®  ®

Since gOO Ug  S aNnd AaCNONS Dpresent Cripture nelp usSs In such quesfions MMOre Ihan
ihemselves eN SuCch Numanı1y, detecTt In specific te  S
presenting ihe wWOrK Of S0 and HIS Dir| In IS In QOUT DEersoNd ves fen have TO make
general revelation ertainly, ÖNe COA appeal far-reachiIng decisions WITNOUT the Denefit Of
wrongly general revelation JUusT eN WOS explicit COMMANd from (S0C (marriage, Drofession,
OonNne DY Deutfsche Christen ihe Deutsche efc.) 0es TIhe HOoly Spirit OmnNe ITn another
risten appeale: TO Od’s general revelation MESSCOE besides Of Cripture for QOUr ethical
while iHer’s GCTIvITY In IMANY conflicied reflection? hen DETSOT) Ccalls Ofners TOo submit TO
sharply wITN he CcOoNfessiON Of Christ's rule, IC The WIIl The Holy Spirit, IMOAY sk for tThe
Carn ONIy De NOWN from HOoly Criptfure. TIhough iegifimization Of call OmMerwise WOU ‘all
Scripfure IS nOoT universal qguide UX, In does InTo mysticism In tnıis espect SUYy Holy
NOT dictate all QOUTrT deCIsIONs (Should abolish Spirit WOTKS DerT verDum aNnd not XTrg ef? Draeter
SIQVETYy and colonialism? Should CNOOSe@e eMmMO- verbum. In all etNiIcal reflection, appeal tOo Ine

AaDOVe aristocracy?), T IS however, Holy Spirit MuUST De veriflable AaCCOrdiINng ine
judeX) (30d’s qguidance In history does NnOT CONMNTTG- analogia fidel (Rom 12 ( A, Ihe ible

CONTMINUESS TO functon IS IUCEeX, Ver/) wNnere T IS NOTGCICT NIS revVelaTION In ine Criptures.,
Ihus, ne Ible IS NnoT OUur only quide n EINICS, qguide

ISO have TO USe OQUr ntellect. Calvin disfinguished In CONCreTe deCISIONs Nave TO make
eiween ral ngeniia (which all DEeople DOSSESS Iihe benefit Of explict IreCTIve ftram Ine
DY nature), FaTiO VIHOSO (resulting from MAaNns Ible SUY Inat Inhe Holy Spirft WOTKS CUM) verbo. IS
corruption), and ea rano (which IS led DY Ine ssible TO SUYy eINng led DV Ine Holy Spir(t,
(e)(® ANd Spirit) GCT In ihe SPIrT Of inhe HOIYy Scriptures, Thereby

criptures dre ISO IUCOEe@X WITN especCtT TO E  S and follow SIQNDOSTS, SUCH eN Ine IMITaTION Of
revolufionary dISsCOVvVerles (e.9. In VITltc fertilization Christ. To arge degree, Ine SCcripfures eCelve In
geneftic manipul  on) ANnd WAÄGN us against ImrTeSs- TNIS WUY Iihe Character Of exampIe, moOodel,

OGCTIVITY In ese flelds (e.g. wNnere IVF Conclusion We (re able TO appeal TO ihe HOly
nvolves ine seleCcTION and CTION Of eMbryos OT Scriptures for iIhe KNnowledge Of Od’s wWIilll for QUr
ihe USe Of SPDENMT) and SQg from OT for Nose ilme Ihıs appeal @88 Take InNeren 'OIMS. Ihe ible
Me marlage covenant). ihe ible OeSs INOTe CITS 45 Quide. stralghtforwardly omMmMANdINO
INan Just condemn 45 IUCeX certain appll- and prohibifing:; N judge noT dictafing SVETYV
COTIONS Of modern developmenfTs Iso functhons ACTION\N, OUg udging inem iIne Dasis Of eIr
45 / Oolnfing Out Me IreCTION ShOUIC frulf; 45 SIQNDOST, teiling US WNO @ |(>) and NOW TO
Take In questions SUCNH 4S May [NOaN CreaTe MNe'  S follow Christ 4S giver Of exXxamples, NOT TO CODY,
anımal species OTr re-Creatie Numankiınd”? Who IS follow.
man? What IS NIS DUurpose”? INnes & £ themes Inhrough-

RESUME Dere celeste QUu! Ma SC c VIe DOT Jesus-
'OUrQUOI MOUS SE@eIVIr de l ”’Ecoriture ethiqgue” Christ. ANns dernier CGS, 1 est COrrect de Ire

Afın apprendre IC VolontTe de DIieu defends UE qul esr mene ( Qui doi Ätre
D  IT faveur IC Neorie du COTTHTIIEN- (2) POour ESAQUCOUP, IC CONNAISSANCEe du blen

dement IVIN (en Salıte DIus UuUNe confession Drecede noeTiguement IC CONNAISSANCE de
qu une orlie COonTtre les rOIs objections DIeU, MAGIS ontologiqgquement leu Drecede
Ssulvantes DOUrMaNT, Tanrt UE Teur 'Oordre MoOTAGI,

4} DE  er IC volonte de DIieuU e blen e ien Les NnOoTtIONs Dlen e7 de MOa XISTerY
CONAUIT (r UNS ODEISSANCE aveugle; DarOUT, TUIS IC revelation generale de Dieu

(2) Neorle dUu coMMANdemen divin (Rm 2.14s) Bien UE cerfalns ulssern consIiderer
elle-m  F UU e cConcept U qu’onTologigquement Dieu na ren ( VOIr VeSC le

blen Drecede 'Oujours logiquement lIe concepft sSenNs morAaI, z S6715 moral SOT) origine DIieu
de DIeU: ONC OUujours OuTtfentiIr QUuUE le blen est

(3) | e veritable S7115 mOTAa DresuppoOose CUTO- blen QUE IU le Veuft.
nOornNıIe et MO ' heteronomMIe (3) Un CNOIX moral dolf Droceder d’un

reponse ( Ces objections: InCere LG Ible [10US aIlT apparafltre cClairement
(1) L ODEISSANCE aveugle CONSISTEe ( alre des =11 NuMmMAdaINS adultes UE DIieu

QUE demande unigquemenTt QUES rei ESrleUuUX sSe5s5 Darenalres Aans
le SOUNGITE. GIIS IC S! change S} est "'alllance Blien UE 11OUS SOYVYOoNS DOS QUTO-
[Y1OT)} Dere T7 Jle change TolralemenTt S | est [nNON}N |10US SOTNMESS auTo-Mmobiles veritable
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iberfe est OTrl eNTIVe IC IOl, COT Je SCIIT UE IC IO disparaissenTt CUSSI S} MOUS TenOons VWDUS CompTe
DOUT fin IC sauvegarde de IC iberte ette ’enseignemenTt Christ T COonNtINUONS C JUSTIfl

reliation entre le Jjen UE [Dieu veut e divorce SUT IC Cse de Deuteronome OUS
eT IC bDertfe Dermet reconnatlire devons Sviter le SCylila de l’abollition de IC IO (le
eQUu d’acCcTIONs morales (non DOJOS es quaftrieme CcomMMmMAaNdemeEen n est Dlus

vigueur‘) ef? le Charybde u legalisme (le quat-cependanft) des AGCTIONS rationnelles Tite J
rNeme CcCOoMMAaNdemeEeNT COI Atre ODSEerVe de ICdemonitre QUE le iyle de vie 1e| na DOS

surg! GANSs le mMmonNde nellenistigue NıINIlo memMme mMmaNIere qu en srael‘)
employanrt trois MOTS fort NonNeur ANns IC (2) Dire que NOUS VIVONS le Christ ne
morale Dpalenne IC Temperance, IC usfice IC SOMMMESS DOS ancıen srael n est DOJOS SUMISOGNN Le
DI Pour le chretien, cependanft, MmMmonNde Svolue Dendant Ies EUX mille IMS qul

SONT SCc0Oules depuls 48S8sUs-  NS et estDrinNCI directeur Qqui onNnNnNe visage unique
UuUNe C  ul QUuI distingueraf DOJAS, ulre- impossible de retourner ( UuUNe Spoque OU IC
menT, des MNMOrmmMes Bien Dlus, IC VENgESANC! CUu Sandg, ’esclavage, eT IC orture
nouvelle direction Imprimee iyle de vIe U 6Stgient choses COurantes IS commMeENT
cnNnretlen ADOUTIT ( uNne CONACUTEe differente qul le DOUVONS MOUS SCIVOIT S} de :els developpemenTts
istfingue Glors eyxterieuremenTtT des nonN-chretiens. VidenTts SONT Sgalement ONS developpe-
Pour IC CONNAISSANCEe IC volonte Dieu, ments? Pulsaque de ONS JugemenTtTs eT des
MOUS SOTNITIES essentellemen dependanfs des GCTIONS Justes presentent EeUX-M  es [T
Critures Tels ’humAanıte, S discerme OANsSs leur DreseNCE

Dresentation Oe@eUVre DIieu et de SO} Esprit
Comment MMOUS SE@e[VIr de ‘Fort  re ique” AaNs revelation generale. est certain qu'on

ıe eSCOQUTS ( ”Or Dresen certaln MONTI- Deuft INnvVOoQUeET Tort le revelation generale de
nre difficulTes DIeu, ON el les ‘De NS

CD | ‘histolre U SGIIUu IC VolontTe DIeu Ans le GISs Ies Deutsche riısten invoquaient IC
n es DOS nEecessalrement IC Oolonte revelation g  rale |Dieu Clors UE ACTION

|DIeU DOUT aujourd’hul des CereMmONISS de NncIen Hıtler ANns NOMDreUX OMAINEeES 7
TestamenT, le sabbart, eiIc contradiction ToTlale VeC IC confession

dUu Christ. qui DEeUuT STre UE DWUT(2) |’histoilre sSculiere alements variables ANS
1es sttuctures SOCIGIEeSs (par exemple, |escIavage, Criture Sainte Blen UJUS ' Ecrnure SOI DOS
’egalite des saladlres, IC Deine capitale) e7 qguide UX, universel, S6715 qUu  elle ICTe
decouvertes revolutionnalres (par exemple, DOS es MOS decIsions (Devrions 110U5S abolır
Ies nuclealres, IC fecondation n Vitro) lVesclavage e7 le colonlialisme Preferer IC
MOUS obligen ( Dorendre de nOouvelles deCislons @z  Ocrallie ’aristocratie?), Je est NEeANMOINS
morales: Juge ijudeX) HS directflon de |DIeU Aans

(3) | ‘histolre Dersonnelle: IC volonte |Dieu Halksrei| CONTredlIT DWDUS revealation ANs les
QOUT une est DOUS NnEeCcessalremenTt Critures
VOlonTe DWOUT UNS ulre Iq le n es DUS NOTre SQ} gul

eMAarqguONS, uTtre, QUE les a  S ethique; 1OUS devons CJUSS| alre ap) nolre
SONT DOS CONTeNTESS de repeter 4I est SCnr IS ONT intelligence. alvın distingua! enTtre Ic ratio
lre argumen de certalns themes, Te| celul de ngenitTa (que Chacun DOossede DWUT nature), IC
mitation u Christ, eT IS OnNT MIIS ACCenT SUT IC raTtTIiO VIHOSO (resultant de IC Corrupflion
maturite dUu CNretle| s’exercanft ANsSs (=) discerne- ’homme), ef UuNs terg raho (que est CONduNTe
menTtT U Dlen - CUu mal DOAT le Parole eT ’Espri

OurfanT, Ies difficultes aCcChees eCOUFS C | es CHA SONT SgalemenTt IUCdeX ud CJUX
' FeoriTture ethique doivenrt DOS Stre INNOVOTIONS revolutionnalres (la f&condatio n
exXxagerees; AaNs de NOMDreUX COS, IC difficulte Yırce) les manipulations genetiques eT MOUS
exyiste DOS Qul Ies difficultes mettenTt CcConitre UNS GCTIVITE Irrespons-
menTIONNESES, able GNS Ces domalnes (par exemple, IÖ OU IC

(1) Pour Ancıen TestamenT, |IOUS devons Darfir fe&condaltı n IrO iImpligque IC selectlon eT7 IC
destructione | emMplO| de SPEMINEU falt QUE JE  S est VeTIU (non DOUT abolıir mais) eT Ovules Drovenant DETSOMNMNESS non-llDOUT AaCcCcomplir IC IO eT7 les Dropheftes. PISroÖö Vveut

're QuE IC IO eT Ies Drophetes qui n ’etale DOS DOT e mariage, esTIINeSs de telles DET-
aCcomplis (pleins) SONT remplis‘ DOUT Des sonnes). GIS IC Ible alT Dlus UE condamner
IOTOAS eTt traits de etres disparalssenT, cependanft, tanıft QUE IUCdeX Ceralnes applicaTtions DeIr

IC IO S} |10U5S endons VGIN lje comMMANdeMmMENT Verses des developpemenTts MOCerNEeS He fONCG-
tHonne Sgalement DOotfeaduU indicateurIU tTueras Doln lorsque MOUS SOMMESS

colere CONTreE NOTre OTOAS eT traifs de eTres signalanrt IC direction ( Drendre devanr des
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questIONs telles UU Peut-on de nouvelles GISs AaNns 1es deCcIsIONSs CONCreifes que MOUS
especes anımales e-Ccreer Ie humaln? Cdevons orenare SOG71S Ie ICe une IN
u estT-Ce qQUE ’homme? ue| Ser71S SOT) EXIST- expliclte IC ible, MOUS dISONS QUE le int-
ence? De grandes Iignes des Ihemes ( ESPrIT OeuvVI/e CUumM verDo. est dire
Tavers I' Fcrnure MMOUS qgident IC| davantTage UUE QU®EG, DOUSSES DUT le Saint-Esprit, [10US aglssons
des es S|  iflques. Aans | esprit des Aintes Crmures. eHe CON,

(3) Aans NOTre vie Dersonnelle, MOUS MOUS UIVONs I1es INn  ICATeUrSs bibligques
OuvenTt ( Drendre des deCISIONS une grande imitation du Christ Ans un  D arge esure,
Doree SOGT71S alde d’un COoMMANdemeEen X- ' Eeorture ST AINS! l[e CcCaracltlere exemple, de
cite de [ IeU (mariage, Drofession, etc.) Le GINT- modele iype
Esprit apporte-t-I| C NOTre reflexion ethigque Conclusion OUS SOTNMMESES memMe alre
qQuire IMESSUAHS, DIUS Ccelul de ’Ecriture? Foeriture Sainte DOUT CONNAGITES IC Olonte
uan! uNne appelle QUTres ( Jeu aujourd’hui @ ESCOQUFS DEeUT Dorendre
SOUMETITrEe Saint-Esprit, 11O0US DOUVONS eman- dilferentTes formes opere [T ulde,
der QqUuI legifimMe cel appe! (sans QUO!l MMOUS Drescrivan O7 NT directe
tomberlons ANsSs e mysticisme CeT ar [YITY Juge dlcTanT DOAS TOUTeS lIes GCTIONS,
MMOUS dISONS UE le Saint-Esprit OeuvVrIe DEeT verbDum MAGIS les ugeQant d’apres eurs frulfs:
eT [10O7) xXTrg ODrgeter verbum Aans DOofeQuU IndicaTeur, [10US apprenant qui [IOQUS
reflexIion ethiqgue, 'CUT 'OUJOUrS fıer S| aNrbu- SONTNIMNESS eT COMMENT sSsUIvre JEsus-  NST; TT
Tlon Salnt-Esprr S ACCOTrCeEe VSC ' analogia OQUTVOYVYSUT exemMpPples, 11OT7) DJAS copler, MAGIS
e)/ (Rm 123 (DO le CONTINUS ( SUIvre.
fonctioNNer IUOCOeX IÖ MeME OU alle n’est
DOUS

ZUSAMMENFASSUN: urecht behaupten, daß das (Sute deshalb guf
Warum sollen WIF In der VOT)} der Schrift sel, weI|l (SOH N wIN

überhaupft EeDraucCc mMmachen? den ıllen FINEe Mmoralische Entscheidung muß INne
es erkennen Ich vertelidige hier MmMeIne Entscheidung seln, die VOT) ganzem Herzen
ositon NnÄMlich die ejahung der “Iheorie des OoMmM DIe e| eUuTlIC daß wIr
göfflichen (sSebotes (eigentlich hner eIn ekennTt- münNdige Menschen SINd, die Gals Bündnispartner
NIS Gls INne Theorie) die folgenden re|i ernstgenommMen werden Obwohl NIC

autfonom, SIN wiIr doch AQUTO-MODI reihet
Die Forderung, es ıllen als gUuT NÖr @0l das ese) weIll sIe weiß, daß das Ase

Dezeichnen, hre biilndem EeNOrSsam die reiheit erhafen SOIl Jese zZiehung zwischen
Die heorie des (Sebotes S@e| In derm (Suten als OTTes ilen und der Freiheir

SICH widersprüchlich, da der Vorstellung VO ermöglicht S, viele (allerdings alle moralı-
uten die Vorstellung VOT)] (SOMH Oogischerweise sche Handlungen Gals 'rationale’ HandlungenImmer vorausgehe. anzuerkennen Der EeDrauC VOT) drei, uch In

seT7e Autonomie, IC Hetero- der heicdnischen Moralität geläufigen egriffen In
NnOoMIEe VOTGUS S Z M züchtig, gerecht UNG goftseligDIie NIWwO Guf ese Inwande Dewelst. daß der CcChristiche LeDbenNnswandel In der

FS IST oh! blinder Sehorsam, das tun nellenistischen Welt QUuS dem Nichts
WOS er forderT, |1UT wel| err $ WÜNSCHT. entstanden IST. FÜr den risten gibt s JjedochAber die ITtuation irc INne andere, weTrTINM Herr INne 1  SCNNUTr, die dieses ansonsten
meın Vater Ist UNGd wiederum INne andere, WeTIN unterschiedene Verhalten nach eINneMn erkenn-
ST meın himrmilischer GTer IST. der Ich UrC| baren Muster Oordnet. elernın führt diese MEeUEe
ESUS Christus errettet Ichtung, die der Christliche Lebenswandel|

FÜr viele genrt die Frkenntnis des utTen die bekommt. uch eInen bestimmten ernalten,
FErkennTtTAIs es GUuS noeTiIscher e VOTOUS, das Ihn er VO|  3 Nichtchristen uch Öäußerlich
ber QUuS ontfologischer IC gehrt (SO177 als unterscheide Um den ıllen Olles erkennen,
Chöpfer der Moralordnung Immer noch dem SING WIT VOT allem Auf die Schrift angewlesen.uten VOTOUS. Vorstellungen VOT)} guf UNd DÖse
gibf s aufgrun der allgemeinen Offenbarung Wie sollen WwIr die Schrift In der g -
OTTes (Röm.2, 14ff) überall Obwohl 5 GUuS brauchen? DIe Berufung Cuf die Schrift stellt UurNns
Tologischer IC mMmöglich IST. (SOH NINSIC  IC der VOT verschiedene Schwierigkeiten:
Ora für rrelevanırt halten, hat die OrGaIlr bezüglich der Heilsgeschichte: Der ıll
Jjedoch Inren rsprung In (SCOH Deshalb kannn [NaN OTTes In der Vergangenheit IST IC| notwendig
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der ille es für euTtTe (alttestamentliche Oobwohl viele Handlungen Hiflers IM Charfen
YıtTen, der Sabbart, eic Widerspruch ZUrN) Bekenntnis ZUr Herrschaft Christi

bezüglich der Weltgeschichte: Veränderfe Tanden, die HMC  - MUr QUuS der eiligen Schrift
Sozialstrukturen (z.B Sklaverei, gleiche Bezahlung erkennen KOaNN Obwohl die Schrift eINe UNI-

gleiche Arbeift, Todesstrafe und revoluTIONÄre verselle Führung UX, leTe da sIe NIC| lle
Entdeckungen (z.B Oomwaffen, Kkünstliche UNSeTET) Entscheidungen diktiert (z.B solfen WIT
Befruchtung) zwingen UNMS EeINISCAEN die Sklaverei UNd den Kolonialismus abschaffen”
Entschelidungen. Solfen WIT der Demokratie egenüber der Arı-

bezüglich der Dersönlichen Geschichte Der sTOkratlie den MZUg geben?) ST siIe doch
ile OTTes für den inen ST NICe  l sern Kichter /udeX) Die Führungen OTTes In der
ille für den anderen Seschichte widersprechen seINeTr ffen-

effernn Tellen WIF est. daß die Aposte!l menr arung n der Schrift.
aTe als MUT wiederholen es STe Infolgedessen ıST die Ibe]| MNIC UNsSeTe eINZIGgE
schrieben‘. Sie argumentlerten VOT)} bestimmten Orientierung n der ondern WIT mussen
| eimOTtTIven ner, z.B der Nachfolge Christi UNd uch VOorn UNSESTESTY)] ersian eDrauCc machen

zwischen (Sut UNGd BÖse unterscheiden
etfonNnTenN die Fähigkeit des münNdigen risten alvın untTerschIe: zwischen der rato ngenitTa

die allen enschnhen angeboren ISt) einer rato
|ie mit derm erwels CUuf die Schrift verbun- VITHOSOG (das rgebnis der menschlichen Verdor-

enen sSChwliergkeiten In ethischen Fragen sSOll- benheift) und einer terg rafio (bestimmt UrCc
tTen jedoch IC| überbetonft werden, ennn viele das Wort UNd den e
loNnen SIN unproblematisch. Aber In ZU Die Schrift IST uch IUdeX NiNsiıchtlich UNd
Cuf die SCNON genannten Schwierigkeiten revVOoluTIONdrer En  icklungen (z.B Künstlicher
MACNe ICH olgende Feststellungen: Befruchtung, Gentechni Un wWAarn VOT eTlr-

In eZUg Cuf das AT mussen \WIT VOT) der antiwortlichem Handeln n diesen Bereichen
atsache ausgehen, daß eSUSs gekommen (z.B die kunstliche Befruchtung MT dem
IsT, das ese UNGd die Propheten aufzulösen, Selektieren Un Zerstören VOo Embryonen
ondern sSIe erfüllen MANDOW® edeutTe verbunden st der WeTr1r) amen UNGd Her
daß das ese UNG die Propheften, die unvollen- VOo  - pendern Tammen der In enscnen

eingepflanzt werden, die qußerhalb desderTt Ihre Vollendung n esus finden
würden Wenn WIT das T sOllst Hc FEhebundes stehen) Aber die IıDe] verurteilt IC

dadurch entimMAacCchtTe daß WIT UNMS ÜUber MUur als IUCdeX es  MTEe alsche Anwendungen
UNSSTEST) Bruder argern, vergeht selbst der eInstTe MOdereEeTr Eniwicklungen. Sie hat HE die FUNK-
Buchstabe UNnG das elzTe 1üpfelchen Vo tTon EeINes Wegwelsers, SIEe ZEIgT die KIChTUNG
ese Buchstabe Un Tüpfelchen vergehen die wIr De| folgenden Fragen einschlagen sollen
eDensO, WefTI5)M wIr die Weisungen Jesu mMißachTenNn Darf der Mensch |eUue Hergattungen erschaffen

der die Menschhaeit )eU SCAHAaTTIeN Wer ST derUNG die Eheschelidung Cuf der TuUuNd-
age VOT) OSsSe rechtfertigen. Wir mussen Mensch? WOozu leDt er eigentlich”? Allgemeine
SOWON| die SCYIla der Aufhebung des (SeseTt7Zes Kichtungen UNd Tendenzen In der gaNzern Schrift
(das 4.Gebot gilf NIC| me als uch die Chary- SING DEl Olchen FHragestellungen Nilfreicher als
Ddıis der (Sesetzlichke (das 4.Gebot muß euTtTe eINzeINe Bibelstellen
geNQUSO gelten wIe damals In srael) umschiffen Im Dersönlichen ereich mussen WIrT Oft

Ahne eINn Aaqusdrückliches es (EheFS NIC| Dehaupten: WwIr en n
der Zeit nach Christus der WwIr SIN NIC das Beruf, USW. wefllreichende Entscheidungen ellfen
alte Isragel DIe Welt hatT SICH In den letzten 2000 ipt Ur$S der Heilige eIsT für UNSSeTe etINnIschen
Jahren seit MSTUS welTerentwickelt UNG die Uberlegungen INne zusätzliche OTSCAG neDen
uUuCkkenr In INne Zeit der rache der Sklaverei der Schrift”? Wenn Jemand andere CIZU QUTOTr-
Uund der Folter 1L IST VÖllig ausgeschlossen. dert, SICH derm ıllen des eiligen Seistes
Aber WONeEeT wissen WIIT, solche offensichtlichen Deugen, en WIT Iine Begründung dieser

A  rderung verlangen (sonst würden WI InEniwicklungen uch gufe Entwicklungen sind?
Welil gufe Entscheildungen un lichfige Hand- Mystizismus verfallen). Hinsichtlich dieser rage
uungen SICH der Menschheit uch als sOIlche Dbetfonen WIIT, daß der Heilige I5 DeT verbum
erweisen, sehe ich GNN das ırken OTIes UNG UNd nmicht =  0© praeter /erDum nNandelt In
seINes (Zeistes In der allgemenen Öffenbarung allen Uberlegungen muß die Berufung
ATUurNIic Kann 1NOaT) SICH uch fälschlicherweise auf den eiligen I5 NCN der anadlogig

Öm.] ON 4,29) überprüfbar sen DIe IibelGuf die allgemeinel Offenbarung
Derufen, wIe S z.B die ‘'Deutschen rısten ÜbDT ucn annn die unktion GIils IUCdeX GUS, wefrINM
aTen DIe Deutschen rısten reien sich sie eIne Führung anbleTe
Jjedoch Cuf die allgemeine OÖffenbarung OTIes Aber n den konkreten Entscheldungen, die WIF
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hne die ılfe eInNnes ausdrücklichen efehls der Derufen Diese kannn verschiedene FOT-
ibe! Treffen mussen, WIIT, daß der Heilige men annenmMmMen Die ibe| gibf Führung, indernn
eIs CU/  3 VerDOo wirke FSs ST erlaubt behaup- sie SCHIIC| (Sebote und Verbote QUSssprIichrt; Sie ST
ten, daß WIF ge‘ VOTTY) eille || Richter NIC indern SIE jJede a  Uung VOT-
(Seiste der eill Schrift andeln Dabel folgen rei sondern Jjese Handlungen u
WITF biblischen Wegweisern, wWIe z.B der Nach- inrer rüchte Deurteilft SS ist Wegweiser, Indern sie
olg Cnrish /uU eInenMn großen Teil bekommt die UrNs zeig WT wIr SINC, und wie WIT MSTUS
Schrifft dadurchn die unktion eINes Vorbildes nachfolgen kKÖNNeEeN: sie gIibT UurnNs Beispiele,
Modeils der sIie nachzuahmen, Ondern NOGCN-

Schlußfolgerung: Wir UuNns In der rage zufolgen.
ach OTTes Hen uNnsefTe Zeit quf die

WH  e AN  - HOW SHOULD USE The first problem that would iıke LO
SCRIPTURE ETHICS? discuss 1s choice for the Divıne Command

Theory 1n order LO aNnSWer the questıion of
Defining the Problem why should use Scripture In ethics. For ıt

1S the basıs of this choice that coneclude
‘“ethıcs’ InNean man’s reflection that the appeal to Scripture 1s essenti1al for

responsible ehavılour owards (God and Christian ethics.
hıs neighbour ıIn terms of g00d anı bad.! But But that ralses second problem: If od’s
the question arıses to hat, makes SOTIMNE- 111 1sS the erıterion for determining go0od
thing g00d’ ‘bad.’ What erıterion aAare an bad, an this ıll 1s revealed tOo In the
LO use? Scriptures, then INn hat WaY how LO

maıntaın that OUTr erıterion 1S the ll} of appeal LO the Scriptures 1ın ethical reflec-
God In the philosophy of ethıcs, thıs posıtıon tions? Not all that Was ONCE od’s 11l 15 STl
1S5 known the Divıne Command Theory. (G0d’s ll Consequently eed to distinguıish
An aCLt 1s5 rıg because an only because ıt 185 1n the Bible between hat yet an hat
commanded Dy (30d Something 1sS [070) longer pertaıns to od’s ıll hıs ıll
because (10d wills ıt, When this 1S true, CeNgage 1ın the second question: How
ATre dependent revelation, partıcu- should use Scripture ın ethics?
larly the Scriptures, for OUrTr knowledge of
g0o0d an bad WHY SHOULD USE SCRIPTURE

ETHICS?But 1S the IDiıvıne Command Theory
herent? Anyone slıghtly acquainted ıth
the discussion revolving around this theory Criticisms of the Dıvine Command
111 be that the so-called Eutyphro- Theory
diılemma 1 constantly brought LO the fore: Is
something g00d because (God commands ıt. First, choice for the Divıne Command
0€es he command ıt because ıt 15 g00d?“ The Theory. Several Ser10us objections LO thiıs
possi  e choices ere ave vVerYy different theory ave een ralsed. mentıon the
CONSCYUCNCES. If (God commands something following pomınts:
only because ıt. 1S g00d, then ıt 1S implied The requırement LO designate hat
that hat 1S g00d 15 g00d independently, God wills g00d leads to blind obedıence.
whether G(G0d commands iıt not And ıf 00d an bad become arbitrary labels de-
g00d ex1ısts independently, apar from
will, then why ouldn’t ıt. be known inde-

pendent sSımply upOoN command DPFrO-
hıbıtion of God his 1s longer moralıty,pendently, apar from od’s revelatıon? The at most ıt. 1S prudence. It INaYy be prudent al

appeal LO Scripture, 1ın that CasC, would not tiımes LO obey another'’s 111 iın order LO avo1ld
be of determinative importance for ethics catastrophic ONSCYUECNCES. We Ca DaVYyWe WOUuU be able to determine g00d and bad 9 for example, to kıdnappers and
DYy deliıberating ourselves, wıithout thleves iın order to SAaVe famıly member
the erıterıon of 0d’s will, the Scriptures. that 15 being held hostage. In the s\armne WaY
NO &  & uroJIh 1:2
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bel1ıever Iso ca obey od’s will, not were to ask to do something which IMaYy
because he sSees that hat (God wills 185 g00d, not do, refusal of his request would be
but because he wants to CSCADEC hell an INOTe difficult than had he een total
damnatıon. Such obedience tOo ll 15 stranger to Outside the 1INSTLILUTLION of
arbıtrary because ıt 1S blind obedience. (Go0od the famıly, the fact that this 15 the INa who
SaySsS that something 1S g00d, and the begat would not ave the moral signiıfi-
believer ollows without an VYy interest LO that ıt has wıthın the famıly. Because
why it 15 good of thıs ONe Ca  — SaVy ‘Remember, he 185 YOUr

The Divine Command Theory 185 self father.’ hat yVOou ought to gıve speclal
contradıctory. The cConcept of g00d, ıt 1S sald, consideration to VOUr father, SINCE to under-
always logıcally precedes the cConcept of (10d stand hat 1s5 meant by callıng SOTINeONe
Otherwise would be able to call VYOUr father, 1S LO understand that ON has
(G0d g0o0d Whoever SaVyYS SOMeONe SOINE- certaın obligations owards him.® In general
thing 1s g00d already has concept of g00d, ıt 1s5 correct to Sa y that 0es not result

1n ought.’ But the statement ‘He 1s5for ıt. 15 the basis of that CONCEePL that he
makes such Judgment Bıblical examples father’ 0€es result 1n duties, INnore than the
are somet1ımes sed to demonstrate thıs statement ‘He 1sS Mr X, totally unknown to
When (10d ıIn Exodus 34 :6 reveals that he me If thıs already applıes to 15
Yahweh 1s faıthful an keeps hıs promıises, father,’ how much INOTeEe shouldn’t ıt apply to
then this revelation DF  CS that those ‘He 1s Heavenly Father, wh: saved
who listen to (30d NOW hat faithfulness 15 ıfe through ‚Jesus Christ’? Doesn’t thıs 15
Contact ıth G0d, then, already pre  es result 1n ‘ought’?‘ How WOUu obedience

moral cadre. You ave moral posıtıon be blind obedience 1n that case”? o0d and
even before you begın ıth theology. The bad ATre not. arbıtrary labels when they AIe
Divine Command eOrYy digs ıts OW grave.* bound LO the 311 of thıs God

The startıng poInN of the Dıvıne Com- It 1s5 true that moral CONCEeDPTS always
mand Theory 15 inappropriate. his has precede the Judgments make, where
already COMe to lıght ın the 1rs objection: SaVYV, for example, that 1s5 g00d, trustworthy,

etc But must conclude therefore that theNothing Ca  } eVer be called moral ıf do not
sincerely subseribe LO it myse S  a] moralıty concept of x00d ogıcally precedes the concept
pPre  es that K anı not. another, even if of (God? Indeed, for Man Yy the knowledge of
ıt. be God, must determine hat oug tOo hat 1s g0o0od en precedes noetically eır
do; for the 1sSsue al stake 1s the purıty of knowledge of God, but ontologıcally
moral motivation.* Not obedience anythıng ca still precede 200| We belleve that (10d
utside neself L1.e heteronomy, but aAauUuLoON - wh: 15 creator of al things, Iso determıned
OM 1S the key word for ethics. When hat 1S go0od an hat 1S bad He 15 the
ATre convınced that certaın actıon 1S creator of moral order. hat which 1S5 g0o0od
ımmoral, then (10d cannot 311 ıt In other has intrinsic worth apar from (10d
words the assertion that God 0es In fact Because of this ıt 15 evıdent that hat 1s5
111 actıon ca  — add nothing essenti1al to go0od 1S g0o0d because God has willed ıt.
the moral actıon. (10d MaYy, however, be sSeen 00d 1S5 not something higher than God

the keeper, guardlan, and maıntaıiıner of According LO Plato, 1ın hıs dialogue Eutyphro,
morality.° (s0d 1S only the demiurge, whiıle the highest

idea 1S that of g00d But ın the Christian
My ePpIy moralıty. He 1s Iso ıts SOUTCEe

hat people wh do not NOW (0d ave
The objections the Dıvıne Command theory knowledge of go0od an eviıl 1s5 manıfest 1n the
Aare actually less lImpressive than they ADDCAar Bible The Christian house rules (Eph 6:1
My opposıtıon LO the objections 1s ollows: GCol O: 1801 etc.) and the resume of Christian

It 1s5 indeed blind obedience when do virtues (e.g (Gal O22 GCol 3:12) contaın
hat Mr WAants Just because Mr wishes elements Iso found ın moralıty.
ıt But ıt 1S different sıtuation when Mr Christian behavıor Was not alıen tOo the
1s father whom love. Suppose that he heathen of Paul’s day that they could ave
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appreclatıon for ıf On the contrary, ıth God, are taken ser10usly covenant
Christjian behavılour could ımpress them partners Alas, Christians are often divided
because they NECeW hat good, ‘viırtue,’ to hat od’s ll precisely 1S; but
‘decorous,’ etc meant Paul SaYyYS governments divisiıon 15 NECESSaALrYy when ıt. to the
ATe called LO punish eviıl an to praıse g00d fact that ıt 1S the honour of the Christian LO
Rom 1353) These pagan) governments learn LO understan: the 111 of God Much
were and re) evidently able LO distinguish less has een regulated for hım than for
between g00d an bad Israel In the Old Covenant. The law had

But that o0€es not. that knowledge of een schoolmaster LO lead LO Christ;
g0o0d an bad 1s independent of God It 1S ave COMmMEe of age Gal In thıs
Lrue, non-Christijans DOSSCSS this knowledge maturıty, the Chrıiıstian 1S led by the Holy
of g00d an bad wiıithout knowledge of God Spirıt (Mark 1511 ‚.JJohn 14:26, Cor 13:13;
from the Scriptures. But though thıs 185 true Thess 5:19{f1%)
noetically, ontologically the sıtuatıon 15 dıf- hıs Iso has CONSCQUECNCES for OU. ethical
ferent. elr knowledge 185 not independent reflection. We ATe not autonomous, but
of G(God Notions of g0o0od and bad exıst Are auto-mobile, 1ın the that bring
everywhere result of od’s general ourselves into motion,® and make ourselves
revelatıon. Romans 0141 Pr  CS that think 1ın order LO discover the will of
ıt 15 God who wrıtes the ‘work of the law 1n Christian believes that alllance ıth od’s
the hearts of non-Christians. Noetically, 111 In fact guarantees hıs reedom. True
thıs knowledge Ca  - be experienced inde- reedom istens LO the law The preamble LO
pendent of God YKor people ıt 1 poss1ible that the Decalogue makes this perfectly clear. It
God 1S irrelevant for moralıty. But ontolog1- 1S ıIn lıght of the preamble that the command-
cally, moralıty orıgınates In God, that it 1S mMents recelve their speclal character. They
entirely maiıintaıinable that that which 1s follow liıberation from Egyptian slavery, and
go0od 1S because (G0d wiılls ıt, they Are indıspensable for preservıng the

Obedience LO (10d certaiınly o0es not reedom of the liberated.
correspond LO autonomYy 1ın the SLF1C of ere 1S, therefore, relationship between
the word. We are not law VOUOG) LO g00d, that which God W1  S, an OUT
ourselves (QUTtTOC) Autonomy an theonomy reedom. hıs relationshiıp makes ıt possible
Are mutually exclusıve. {T. however, ONn to recogniıze IManYy mora|l actıons ‘rational’
wıshes LO CXDTICSS ıth the term autonomy actıons for myself, and LO defend them
that something 1S only wholly moral for such before others Yet that 15 not always
when myself 1n cComplete accord ıth 1t. possible, an precisely ere ıt. becomes ciear

that applıes Iso for Christian morals. how ımportan ıt. 1S to hold fast the convıction
moral choice must indeed be choıice made that somethıing 15 g0o0d because (10d wills ıt,
whole-heartedly. must be able to call that It Ca be hard for Christian LO SCcEe the
choice choice. aul both of ese reasonableness of imıting sexual intercourse
aspects 1n ‚0)81 breath We must slaves of
Chriıst do the 111 of God fifrom the heart

LO marrıage Gen 2:24, Cor 7:9) He MaYy
find ıt dıfficult LO s the rationale of

(Eph 6:6) In Christjian ethics thiıs doing prohıbıting homosexual intercourse
from the heart’ en most seri1ously SInNCe homosexually orıentated people the basıs
cConstan reflection 1s NECESSATCY 1ın order LO of, for example, Romans 1:26.° The leadershıp
understand the 3a11 of God We don ave role of the husband 1ın relation to his wife
al the AMNSWEeTrs ready. We must hat C:  > aAaDDCAaTr unreasonable LO hım, even though
the 111 of the Lord 15 (Eph 9:10). an C LO aul has based thıs 1n creatıon (1 Tim
understand that will (Eph 9172 We must Whoever has difficulty ıth these
learn LO discern hat 1S best (Phıl 1:10) biblical statements an commandmentes, Ca
Prayer 1sS NECESSATY In order LO be filled ıth nevertheless continue LO believe ın the g0o0d-the pProper knowledge of od’s 111 Col ess of these statements and commandments,
1:9) Such EXTS make ıt clear that AIe because that 15 hat (30d wills What
reated ful’ -Nedged human beings who, not able LO Justify for myself and others
havıng een placed ın cCovenan posıtıon g00d, accept good ıth confidence.
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thing 15 g0o0d because (10d W1. iıt, NOW simiılar ıIron filings ınto a distinctive pattern
him the (jod an Father of Jesus Christ, aul sks for moderate, upright, an godly
and that’s why don’t eed LO doubt that lıfe the basıs of the aAaPPCaranCce of 0d’s
hat he SaYyS and commands 1s5 g00d, eVeEenN STAaCcCEe hıch brings salvation to al men, and
though May not always be able LO fathom because waıt the aAaPPCATraNCcEe of T1S
the rationalıty thereof. himself. The T1sSt1aAan lıfe 1s rooted between

remembrance of this past event an this
Distinctive Christian Moralıty expectatıon for the future

We Ca lıve according to the ll of
We Ca  - openly recogniıze that Chrıstljans an according to the will of pagans (1 Pet A:21):;
non-Christians have, to certaın degree, Ca follow the lusts of the world do the

ll of (God (1 ‚.JJohn 2:161) W hoever makesCOMMMON knowledge of good and bad
Abimelech of (jerar 15 able LO call himself the Christian choice knows that that which
the kıng of righteous people Gen 20:4) 15 go0od 15 good because wills ıt We must
The apostle aul Ca confidently ntrust his not conform to the pattern of thıs world, but
Case to the Judge Felix (Acts On his be transformed by the renewıing of OUT mind,
WaYy to Rome, he W as reated courteously by that MaYy hat (Gj0d’s will 15 that
the administrator Juhus CTS 27 3)‚ while which 1S good an acceptable an! perfect
Publıus, the chief O111C1a of the island of Rom 12:2) In the phılosophy of ethıcs ıt
a  a, demonstrated that he NEeW hat MaYy still look if the knowledge of go0d
hospitalıty W as Dy his treatment ofaul and an eviıl 15 unıversal, that Dy mutual
the others ıth hım (Acts 28:71) They WerTIe delıberatıon ıt would be possıble LO arrıve al
all pagans, but that oesn’t INean that their Proper COUTSeEe of actıon. But 1ın Christian
uprightness an sincere assıstance Ca  - only ethics are dependent upon the 111 of
be qualified negatıvely. What call the for the knowledge of hat 1s genuinely g0o0od
Christian lıfe-style didn’t ADDCAaT 1n the We AT able LO speak of hrıstıan
Hellenistic world ecreatıo nıhılo. liıfe-style. 'The Ne direction gıven LO the

Yet, matter how frankly admıt thıs, Christilan’s lıfe-style o0es 1n fact lead LO
external actı]ıons which distinguısh hım fromand matter how ımportant thiıs 1S5 for the

poss1bıilıty anı necessity of cooperatıon be- non-Christian. Consider, for example, hıs
ween Christians an non-Christilans thiıs expression of gratitude LO 1ın readıng the
recogniıtıon INAaYy noL close CYCS another Scriptures, 1n SoONg and Prayer, and 1n
reality, namely, that the character of obedi- Sunday observance. Christian ll not use
eNCce to G0d’s ll 1S such LO Iso dıvıde the ame of God vaıinly, but reverently. He
ACTOSS the whole board iınto OChristian an 111 honor the bounds gıven hım 1n the
non-  rıstian actıon. Even ıf SUPDDOSC for Scriptures concernıng marrıage and SC X U-

moment that Chrıiıstian and NOINMN- alıty He csh ıll not termiınate
Christian WerTrTe to exhibit the SsSAaIne external undesired PFeSNaNCcY by abortion Love
behavior, that of the Christian would still for an love for his fellow INa ll sefi,
present dıfferent pıcture Let illustrate hım apart from others. 'hıs 15 hat Paul
this Dy the workings of magnel. To OUr when he SaYyY>S that Chriıstian 1s
CVEeS, indiıvidual ıron filıngs look alıke an ‘totally different;’ because he has COINE to
ave nothing distinctive 1ın themselves (our NOW Christ Chrıistian must not he, lose
behavior), but notice hOow the magnet an- control 1ın9 steal, bring oOWnNn others;
1zes them into distinect pattern the pıcture) he must ave nothıng to do ıth sexual
The fiframework wiıthin which the Christian immoralıty, COAaATSe language, drunken-
cCarrlıles out his actıons 1S totally dıfferent ess (Eph 4:25-5:21) Christian morals do
Titus illustrates this beautifully ex1ist ext LO non-Christian morals.
ıth three words utilized Iso Dy convinced that this 15 Just true today ıt
moralıty moderation, uprightness, godlıness. Wa 1n the days of the early Christian

church.hiıs Was the noO moraliıty ın
nutshell But for the Christian, there 1s Iso
ma which these otherwise
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onclusions Commandment 1s5 longer 1ın effect? ÖOr
MaYy SaYy that the Sunday has taken the

The Dıyıne Command Theory (actually place of the Sabbath?
InNore of confession of faıth than ‘theory'’) (J0d’s will regarding established StEruc-
Ca  - be maıntained, sSınce it OeS not. requiıre tures, such authority, respect for lıfe,
blind obedience, 1S not self contradictory, marrlage, economıc and ega systems,
an because (30d allows ü though not. has varlıable elements ell constant
autonomous, but Just the same) free, full- elements. Men an9 parents an
fledged humans, to make moral choices. children, governments and cıtızens, relate LO

Our life 1s defined by the oıng of od’s each other very differently from the WaYy
will, which has made known to hat g00d they dıd 1n biblical times. Slavery, CITCUuM-
15 Therein follow the footsteps of Christ, ser1bed but not condemned 1n the Bible, 1S
whose food Was LO do the 311 of hım wh had today considered evil. Fathers DaVeC their
sent hım (John 4:34; c Matt 26:42, Luke daughters 1ın marrıage (1 Cor The
22:42; Heb W hoever o0es the ll of Israelite W as required to tithe Equal DaYy for
the Father 11l enter the kingdom of heaven the SAaInNe work WAas not always regarded
Ma R: C} DU, Mark 9139) The knowl/l- NEeECESSATY Ma The death penalty
edge of the 111 of (30d changes people, W as required for INOTe than offences ın
internally ell externally. We Are able the Mosaıc law code, while Man Yy Christians
to speak of Christian morals In dıstiınection LO object LO capıtal punıshmen EVEeN for murder
non-  rıstian morals. Gen 9:4) Even g00d kings, hlıke Davıd, had

We Are dependent uDON the knowledge qualms about orture Sam
of will for the knowledge of hat 1S whiıle consıder such LO be 1n onfhet wiıth
g00d And for the knowledge of od’s 11 human rights Eitc., etc
AIte dependent first of all uDonNn the knowl/|- In addıtion LO ese historical develop-
edge of the Scriptures. ments, revolutionary discoverles ATre eing

made which place before Nne ethical
il HOW SHOULD USE decislons. Let Name, for example, the

SCRIPTURE ETHICS? transıtiıon from conventional forces to NUuCc-
lear forces, travel, ın vıtro fertilization

Dıfficulties wıth the Appeal to Scripture an DN  > research. How 15 the Bible lamp
for OUT feet, 1ın these areas”?

So then, Are dependent the Scriptures The advance of Salvatıon History wıthın
for the knowledge of g0o0d and bad But AROow Scripture 1s not 1ın discussıon ere 1n OUTr
AI SUPpOSE: LO use the Scriptures? hat 1rs poınt, but the advance of OUTr OW
1S not always Cas Y matter, especlally 1n secular history. But hat must still
1e W of the following difficulties: accept normatiıve (according to Scripture)

will 1ın the past 15 not necessarıly an hat Ca  — regard varıable, wıthout
his 11 for today The Old Testament 1S5 full eing 1n onÄflict wıth Scripture?
of regulations concernıng the temple Servıce What will 15 for ONe PersON, 1S not
ıth ıts sacrıfıiıces which longer DFraCc- necessarıly od’s 111 for another hat, W as
tiıce. We believe that ese sacrıfices WerlIe already 1n 1Ca tımes. aul wıshes
fulfilled by Christ’s shed blood No Christian that could be iıke hım (celibate);
has an y problem sayıng that all kinds of but, he concedes, each DeISoN\N has his OW.
eceremonı1al ıtuals ave een fulfilled 1n speclal gift, whether it be for thıs that (1
Christ and therefore longer eed LO be Cor WE One MaYy be called to be slave,
practiced. In such WaYy recognıze the but OIM IMNa y Iso take advantage of the
progressıon that ex1ısts 1n the Hıstory of possibilities there ATre for becoming free l
Salvation (Heilsgeschichte). Yet difhfculties Cor {:21) In OUTr pluralıstic an strongly
Y1SEe ere Not only the blood sacrıfiıces, but individualistic socleties, the dıfferences,
Iso the celebration of the Sabbath 1S reck- for example 1n choice of profession, 11l be
oned ceremonıilal. But o0es the fulfiılling of INOTre marked than 1ın Paul’s day Marrıage,the Sabbath ın Christ INecan that the Fourth profession and er personal decisions ave

@
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such far-reaching effects OUur lıves, that Ar  D Whoever takes revenge forgets that it. 15
ATe unable LO regard them adiaphora. wrıtten Vengeance 15 mine, ll ecDaY,

But direct appeal LO the Bible for such SaysS the Lord Rom S1IN must
matters concerning OUur personal history 1s5 be put out of the congregatıon of Corinth

the grounds of several arguments, the ast ofimpossible. How ATrTe to discover the ll
which 1Ss taken from the Old Testamentof (30d for such personal dec1s1ons, and how

o0es the appeal LO Scripture funection there- Expel the wıcked INa from you (1
by? (50d’s ll for individual 15 coupled to Cor 5:13) Exhortations to lıberality Are

the sıtuatıion of others. If eatıng food offered Iso grounded 1ın as ıt 1s wrıtten (2 Cor
LO idols Causes problems 1n the congregation, 8:15, 9:9) Not only Jesus, but Iso the
then ONe has to take that into account. Thıs apostles appeal LO the Decalogue Rom 13:9,
aspect 15 of such immense ımportance 1n the Eph 6:2f, Jas 2L C 'Tim 1:90) his
New Testament that #21 legitimately makes it. clear that ıt 1S NeCCCSSaAr and
speak of koinonıza-ethic. The church 1S the possible LO appeal LO concrete EXTIS 1n cr1p-
communıon of the saınts, and must form ONe ture for the knowledge of od’s ll
body T’he gifts which ave received must Still, ıt. trıkes that the apostles did
be sed 1ın love (1 Cor 13) and for the INOTE than Just repeat as it 185 wriıtten.’ In
edificatıon of the congregatıon (1 Cor Man Yy they do NnOot eVenN appeal to the

When look al these TEeEe poınts LO- Decalogue, where perhaps WOU ave
gether, fiınd that ere 1s always one They either gıve altogether
historical factor which 111 often make the dıfferent Treason for obeyıng od’s will;
discovery of od’s 111 for OUTr present-day they gıve another 1EeEASON ıIn addition to
actıon INOTEe complex appeal to the Decalogue. An appeal to the

Commandment 1ın phesians 6:2f
More than a Appeal to exXts wasn’t enough for Paul, 1n fact, he doesn’t

EVEeNn begın ıth it He STa ıth (Eph 6:1)
Before discuss these TEeEe points further, Children obey yYOUr parents ın the ord
would 1ıke to direct OU. attention to another Jesus) The motıve ere 1s the imıtatıon of
matter first Undoubtedly, the apostles Iso Christ, Just ıt. 15 argumen 1ın Man Yy
had LO deal ıth the aforesaıd hıstorıical er sıtuations. The Chrıistian must alk
factor. What W as od’s 111 for the NeEe differently from the agan, because he has
sıtuatiıon 1ın which Gentiles WerTe eing ad- COINE to NOW Ohrist (Eph 4:20) He must be
mitted LO the congregatıon of Christ CTS ready to forg1ve, God, 1n Christ, forgave
10, 15)? How Were they to AaSSess CITrCumMCISION hım He must find out hat pleases
an! other Jewish practices (Acts 16:3 and the Lord Husband an wiıfe must be
(Gal 2 Col 2:16{f10)? What W as to be one ımage of the relationship between Christ
regardıng government Rom an an the church (5:22) Christlans must
such matters marrıage, diıvorce, slavery, flee forniıcatıon, because eır bodies AT

and the eatıng of food offered LO gods members of Christ € Cor 618315 etc
(3 Cor 19} Therefore, ın 1L10N to the explicıt as it

We observe that regularly they appealed 15 written,’ must recognıze hat ıt
LO the Scriptures for eır ANSWEeIrs They imıtate YIS The connectj.on wıth IS
defend the toppling of the all between 1S5 decisive, that adequate arguments Ca  —
Gentiles and ews Dy appeal LO the be derived from ıt alone 1ın order LO poın out
Scriptures Rom 4, 9—11, Gal 3 an not hat 1Ss g00d an eviıl 1n the behavılıour of

departure from the ‘holy law an ‘the holy, Chrıiıstians hat DIrOVES the legıtimacy of
Just an g00d commandment;’ Rom (:12) the question: at. would Jesus do 1n this
That 1S In perfect harmony ıth hat Jesus situation?’
had Sald: ave not COMe LO abolish the law 'The appeal LO the iımıtatıon of Christ

the prophets, but to fulfil them Ma makes ıt clear that W 1n COM  NCcCe wit.
The apostles appeal LO the Scriptures the apostles, must appeal to INOTe than Just

not only for dogmatic eaching, but Iso for exX hıs fıits 1ın ell ıth hat saıd
ethical instruction. few examples of thıs earlıer about OU maturıty, OUr havıng COMe
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of age Israel had een taken by the hand word of Christ from the Sermon the
throughout the guardianship of the old oOun Ca suffice. Whoever exXaggerates the
dispensation, but the New Testament church difficulties, makes ıt ımpossible to believe 1n
has 9TrOoOWn Her honour 15 her maturıty the words of salm 119:105 Thy word 1S a
Gal A:1 Through experlence and exerclse lamp nNto feet, an lıght NtoOo path

SCeI15S5ES ATe being sharpened 1n order to not sayıng that there ren’t an ydiscern between g0o0od anı evıl Heb 5:1211) problems when use the Bıble for onsult-
hıs maturıty 1S TUl of the Holy Spirit’s ng the wiıll of God, an thereby ave deal
work. Wasn’t ıt he who, according LO the ıth the progression of Salvation hıstory.
promise of Christ, would lead into al] Christians differ when they reflect such
TU (John 16:13)? He wasn’t Just gıven to ımportant matters the Fourth Command-
the apostles, but to the other members of ment Sabbath Sunday), ell when
Christ’s congregatıon ell (1 Thess 4:8) they thıink about less ımportan matters
Even when take the unıque posıtıon of such eatıng blood Sausage (Does cts
the (inspıred) apostles into account, Ca  - still apply wıth regard to abstinence from
ST1 COMMPDAaATre ourselves to them 1ın OUu. search blood?)
for the WaYy through al ypes of ethical Can ese difLculties? In
questlons. Through Draver for the Holy opınıon must STAr ıth the fact that
Spirit’s guldance, wiıll be able to discern ‚Jesus Camne not LO abolish, but) to fulfıl the
hat 1S best We don (always) DOSSESS this law an the prophets Ma hat
DrODer discernment; must ask an waıt word INnOre than Just °to confirm,’ 1ın
for ıt. We ave do that together Reflection the that Just od’s law W as for

OoOu behaviour 1S5 reflection wıthın the ONe Israel, ıt remaıns for us.10 Yor MANODO®
congregatıon of Christ. that the law and prophets, 1C areni’'t

full (complete), 11l be made full by ‚Jesus.
Not Annulment, but Fulfilment ‚Jesus brings the completing, finıshing TeV-

elation. LO put ıt concretely, he adds the
At this poın wısh return to discussion New Testament the Old Correspondingly,of the three pomınts mentioned above. It 1S he adds the Sermon the oun to the
true the question concerning hat ST1L an! Decalogue. hat not single Jot tittle ll
hat longer applıes 1n Scripture the DAaSss from the law, that the law 1ın ıts
1l of g1ves mMMse LO immediate problems. most profound Was taken serl10usly byBut WOUuU iıke to poın out, however, that Christ. Jesus dıd not rıng the law LO ıts
ere Are sıtuations where annulment, but LO ıts consummatıiıon. The
doni’t ave this dıfficulty. We ATe able to rest of the Sermon the Mount confirms
condemn murder, adultery, theft, an dis- this It 1s not enough Just to abstain from
honesty SINS agaınst God by sımple murder an adultery. For INanYy Jots an
appeal to Bible EXTIsS No matter how much tittles Dass aAaWAaY from the law when
sSympathy ave for ıth make the commandment "Chou not
undesired PFregNAaNCY, an matter how ımpotent Dy eing ıth OoOu
much pastora toıl it INaYy COst 1ın dissuading brother, and by makıng hım out to be
ONM!' from havıng abortion, ethically ıt imbecıile fool We Iso let Man Yy Jots and
INaYy not become problem LO reject abortion ıttles Dass aWAaY from the law, when, after

conflicting ıth od’s 11l No matter the eachıing of Christ, continue LO Justifyhow dıfficult ıt MAaYy be for not LO live 1ın divorce the basıs of Deuteronomy 24 11 In
agaınst OUur brother MaZ LO be the Same WaVY, the law 1n ıts profoundnessfriendly to OUr adversaries not to ook Was not kept Dy OSe who, the basıs of

al an Yy lustfully LO love OUr Judaism, continued to believe that anımal
enemiles (Matt agaın must SaYy 00 Was stil] NECESSaLr’ Y for the forgıvenessthat the difficulty doesn’t hlıe In the aCcC of) of SINS even after the shedding of Christ’s
clarıty of 0d’s (Christ’s) will, but ın OUT- OW blood
selves. sımpler appeal the Decalogue, The Same ıng Ca  } be saıd of those who,quotatıon from the wısdom of Proverbs, per S  9 continue LO celebrate the Sabbath
116 ®  ® ur
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thıs clear. Yahweh DaVe his law to IsraelSaturday when COChrist the 1Irs day
of the week. Here LOO, must take both an not to other natıons (Ps 147:19) He
aspects of Christ’s word 1n Matthew 5:17{ff. placed the Israelites under er laws
seriously. He did not COME LO annul the from the non-Israelites wh lıve 1n Israel
Fourth Commandment; but he did COMe LO Foreigners and children of non-Israelite

residents could be held slaves andfulfil ıt. The question hat 1s ceremonılal
and hat 1s moral 1n the Fourth Command- remaın someone’s permanent possess1o0n,
ment has stimulated much discussıon which Wa impossible ın regard LO
Christlans, and ıll probably be Israelite slaves Lev 20:93911.: In-

terest could not be collected from POOTFbrought LO satısfactory conclusion. Christ’s
word, however, enables to avold the fellow cıtızens, but ı+ could be collected
Scylla of abolishing the law Fourth from foreigners eu 23:19£.) The
Commandment 1S longer In effect’) an Israelites WerTrTe not allowed to eal an Yy-

ing which died of itself, but othersthe Charybdıiıs of legalısm Fourth Com-
mandment must be upheld 1ın precisely the lıvıing 1ın eır towns COU. an ıt could
Same WaY under srael’). Iso be sold LO foreigners eu

The whole Old Testament law, prophets, When the tıme CaImnle for pulling OoOWN the
and the wrıtings continues to be of 1gn1f1- separatıon between Israel an the natıons,

Christ commissioned his apostles LO teachfor OUr ethical reflection, but then
Old Testament which must be read 1n the the natıons LO observe a |] that he had
lıght of Christ’s fulfilment If don’t do commanded. He Joıns the natıons to
that, an! only hang to the letter of the law he has fulfilled ıt Therefore the laws

of Christian natıons 1Ul (or al least oughtlaw, uUsSe the ın bıblicist INanner
Bıblıcısm Sses EeEXTiSs atomistically, pullıng to) be dıfferent from the ‘civil’ laws ONCe

them out of their ontext Little attention 1s gıven LO Israel. Not only the progression of
Dald to the tıme an circumstances of text Salvatıon Hıstory, but Iso that of ‘secular’
hıich gıve 1t. ıts particular colour; instead, history has LO be en iınto consideration.
‘equals’ sıgn 15 placed sımplıstically between It’s not enough LO Sa y ‘We lıve er hriıst,’
the past an the present hıs method of an ‘We ren’t ancıent Israel.’ Whoever
exemplarıly interpreting Scripture doesn’t es, for example, the development anı
do jJustice to the historical character of refinemen seriously, cannot therefore wish
salvation evealed 1n Scripture. Not CVEIY LO return LO the eivil legislation of Israel. If
thing characterizing ıfe 1n on phase of he does, then he wishes not only LO gO back
Salvation Hıstory has een carrıed OVerTr into LO time before rıst, he forgets that
the followiıng phase. hıstory of 2,000 has goNe Dy SINCEe

Christ; history that has Iso taught
few ethical essons. We ave earned LODux and exX
distinguish between manslaughter and

We Ca Sa y Justly that through Christ’s Varlıous degrees ofmurder; understanding
fulfilment of the law, srael’s independent of psychological an soclal actors has led

eriminal law to take account of miıtıgatıngexiıstence holy natıon CaImmme to end,
and that thıs must ave CONSCQHUCNCES for circumstances an the degree of mental
hat call the mosaılc eivil laws.1% And accountabilıity, INOTeEe than 1n past hıs 15
Calvın Ca  - Sa y Justly that all natıons ATr another Treason why ıt 18 longer possible

to return LO the biblical period ıth ıts bloodfree LO make laws which they consıder
profitable, long they concord wıith love. revengz«e, where al unnatural deaths Were

We May gıve precedence LO laws other than avenged. We condemn slavery an torture,
those of Moses, SaYyYS Calvin, because they but they WerTe considered quıte normal 1ın
MaYy fit natıon’s tıme and sıtuatıon better biblical tımes. Democracy certainly isn’t
By doing S Calvın wittily remarks, ideal, but it. certainly 15 better than arısto-
don’t abolish the Jewiısh laws, because they olıgarchy monarchy (at eas 1ın ıts
wWere gıven LO 1n the 1Irs place!!® original meanıng where only ON  0> Ina

The Old Testament iıtself already makes rules)
1:2
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Such developments owards better forms Many, even Christian theologlans,
of government, better administration of Jus- consıder, for example, that homosexual
tice etc aAre not 1n themselves exXxpansıons of ations ca  - longer be condemned, because
Seripture, but they ATe eXpanslions of history, it. presents itself evident expression
which, SOOoONer ater, brings poıgnan COIMN- of one’s psychological constitution, of which
trasts to CONSCIOUSNESS ith irresistible the biblical wriıters could not yet ave
9and requıres, wıth wıthout violence, known. The latter, of COUFSEe, INa Y be true,

but ıt 1sS Iso true that the Bible condemnsremedy. hıs has appene ıth reference
to relig10us persecution, slavery, child labour, homosexual relatiıons. And that 185 why ıt 15
colon1alısm, and unequal DaYy for equal work. imposs1ible to aDPTOVE such sexua| relations.
It 15 not of great ımportance who hat From the above ıt 1sS clear that eed LO
contributed LO the correction of these 1N- use OUTr intellect, ell the Bible, ın
Justices. All kiınds of Christian an NON- order LO determine hat oug oug.
COChristian influences ave played role 1ın not LO do The Bible 15 not OUuUr only gulde 1ın
this DFrOCeSS of Consclousness-ralsıng. ethics. would 1ke LO make distinection

But how to NOW ıf such ‘“evıdent’ ere which Calvın Iso makes. He speaks of
developments ATre Iso good developments, ratıo ıngenıta (which a ]] people DOSSCSS by
which Can, eVen must approve? don’t nature), ratıo vitL0Sa (a result of man’s
INean by ‘“evident’ something autonomous, corruption), an! tertıa ratıo (which 185 led
inherent In the PTFrOCEeSS of human develop- by the Word an Spirit). Reason 1s not
ment My poın 1S that g0o0d Judgments and ofal wrıtes alvın, and must not
right actıons present themselves such to be equated ıth phreneticus mens.14 Apply-
humanıty. And In that presenting detect ıng this distinetion In OUu. ontext Sa V
the work of G(G0d and his Spirıt. We NOW that the ratıo ıngenıta Ca  — ead INe  — LO g0o0d
(50d from the Scriptures, but Iso NOW ]Judgments and right actıons In al kinds of
hiım he reveals hımself 1ın the ecreation affaırs Attention has always een g1ven,
an history of the world In Man Yy C  9 ıt 1s even In Reformed Theology, LO human 1EASON
not enough to NOW the Bıble In order LO by which Person Ca  - discover hat 1s rıg
form ethical judgement. We must Iso an Nn without it being explicıtly
NOW history, 1n order LO Sspot general vealed LO hım 1ın Scripture. But Calvın and
revelatıon. others ave always bound this poss1ıbılıty to

realize that hat ave saıd Ca be the provıidentia De: and the gifts of his Spirıit
dangerously m1sused. Dıdn’t the ‘Deutsche to man.}> Therefore, ave objection to
Christen Sa V that od’s 1l Was LO be SCEMN the idea that cocmMmmon seNnse’ 18 of grea
ın Hıtler’s arrıval leader? Wasn’t that ımportance for all kinds of ethıcal Judg-
for them clear 'presentatıon’ of od’s ments. But al the sAaInle time Christian,
revelation? My reply 1S that they appealed LO ıth his tertıa ratıo, 1l let the Scriptures

general revelation, 1lle Hıtler’s function 1ın eır eritical capacıty. When
actıvıty 1ın Man Yy conflicte sharply 1deas ‘present’ themselves which ATe ın
ıth the confession of Christ’s rule, which confliect wıth the Bible, if these 1deas ave
Ca only be known from Holy Scripture. CONSCQUECNCES which ATre 1n conflict wiıth love
Scripture ıts erıtical function, even owards God an MMan, they cannot prevail
though ıt iısn’t gulde which that before the forum of the Holy Scriptures. *®
slavery an! colonialism should be abolished,
that democracy 18 better than arıstocracy, The Scriptures: a Sıgnpost
that the en penalty should be metie out
less than during the mosaıc legislation. The We Ca relate the developments 1n secular
Bible 15 not gulde dux) 1ın everything, but history discussed above LO the solid an
ıt 1S, however, udge ıudex). astıng structures of which the Scriptures

0d’s guldance 1n history o0es not contra- teach We should critically test the changes
dict his revelation 1n the Scriptures. Thus, takıng place In the relationships between
the are fact that something ‘'presents’ iıtself parents and children, husbands an! W1ves,

go0od LO Man Y people 1s not decisive. governments an cıtızens, employers an

18 uroJIh 1:2
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research. But it o0es Sa Y 1n which directionemployees, ıth reference to hat the Scr1p-
should work. It that INa 15ures teach 10108 these relationshiıps. The

Scriptures aTrTe not gulde for democratic creature an not Creator He 15 creature
reform; but Romans 13, for example, o0es steward, wh: must judiciously gOVvVern the

creation commıitted LO his Carerequıre respect for governments, because
Sınce ıt. 1s dıifficult to etermine wherethey ave received theır authority from (God

* democracy degenerates ınto disrespect for human stewardshiıp CTOSSEeS the line and
authorıty, then Romans 1S ere ıudex: becomes hubris, actıng God, must

continually ask ourselves if ıt 185 according tosuch development cannot be 1n accordance
iıth (jod’s ll the ıll of God, who made stewards

But how do discover the will of rather than creators, that should INOVE

concerniıng Nne and revolutiıonary d1ıs- urther 1n particular direction ıth OUr
research an ıts applıcatıon.coveries? mentioned earliıer, by WaY of

example, Lın vıtro fertilizatıon and DN  > crıpture Iso functions S1ZNDOS for
research. Here agaın iıt 1s clear that the all the other Lypes of ethıical 1sSsues mentioned
Biıble 1S not guilde, for such scientific earlıer, because questions such ‘Who 1S5

man ”?’ an ‘What 18 hıs purpose?’ AT alwaysdevelopments lıe totally outside ıts horizons.
But the er hand, the Bible remaıns pertinent. Not much certaın eXTS, but

ıudex ere also, an agaınst iIrres- general themes COIME into consıderatıion ere
ponsible actıvıty 1n these fields. In Man Yy themes that Ca poın 1n the right

direction. Besides creatıion, which aveopınıon the answers Ca somet1imes be quıte
straightforward. ake the problem of ın already mentioned, ere AIe the themes of
vıtro fertilization. Sınce human ıfe eg1ins atonement, redemption, imıtatıon of rıst,
ıth conception, ave LO reject ın vıtro etc  17
fertilızatıon where ıt 1sS accompanied by
selection an destruction of embryos. hat 1S Scripture and ıts Examples
1ın onflict ıth the commandment: T'hou
shalt not kıll And because the creatiıon of Finally, direct attention OUur personal
DE ıfe 1s bound by (iod to marrlage, lıves, where often ave to make far-
ave to reject ın vıtro fertilization where it 1s reaching decisions wıthout the benefit of
something other than a1d LO marrıed explicıt command from (0d hıs has een

called the Differentialethik, the individualıi-couples, wh by use of their OW an
COg cells wısh to cıircumvent elr infertility. zatıon of od’s wıll.1& 1C profession
Whoever observes ese LWO restrictions should choose? Should an if
while makıng use of Lın vıtro fertilızatıon whom? How must behave within the COMN-

gregatıon of Christ? What 18 task 1n thiscannot, 1n opınıon, be condemned
scriptural grounds world? ave already pointed out that

But the Bible o0es InNOTe than Just condemn makıng one’s OW decisions belongs LO the
ıudex certaın WTIrong applications of modern maturıty an rıpeness of the Christıan, 1ın

which he 1S led Dy the Holy Spirit But o0esdevelopments. it functions Iso sıgnpost.
In vıtro fertilization, an to greater degree, the Holy Spirıt COMe ıth another MESSaLC
DNA research, ralse the question LO how besıdes that of Scripture for OUTr thical
far INa y 1ın applyıng OoOu scientific flection? We cannot ANSWeTr thıs question
discoverles. DN research enables to ıth sımple VYCS Whoever ANSWEeTITS

produce better medicıines, an to discover ıth unqualified VeS, Ca  - succumb to
sicknesses qat Ver y early stage It mystıcısm. that Person calls others to
MaYy even be possible LO correct certaın submıt LO the 111 of the Holy Spirit, then

INaYy ask for the legıtimızatiıon of that callgenetic abnormalıties 1n patıent But
MaYy INa seft, himself the creator of And where else do find thıs legıtimization
Ne anımal specl1es the re-creator of than In the Word of God, gıven LO all 1n
mankind? Scripture g1ves ere clear the Holy Scriptures? T this degree must

Sa Yy that the Holy Spirit works per verbumADNSWEeTr 'The Bible isn’t, of COUTISC, gulde
S1viINng explicıt rules for (carryıng out) DNA an not. exXLIra et praeter verbum. In all ethical
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reflection, appeal LO the Holy Spirit must We use the Biıble Judge, which doesn’t
be verihable according LO the analogia fıdel dictate all ypes of actıons, but o0€es Judge
Rom 123 Cor The Bible CONMN- them the basıs of elr fruit. We use the
tinues to function ıudex, even where it 1 sıgnpost, which tells who
not gulde are, an how ATre to follow Christ, We use

But the other hand, neıther Ca  - the wıth ıts examples, which can'’t
ADNSWer ıth unqualified when asked CODYV, but 1C must follow.
f the Holy Spirıt ıth another INesSs$sS-

apeC Isn the 1SSuUe@e al hand ou concrete
dec1isions ave to make wıthout the See [TIV Christian lorals and FthiIcs (Winnipeg Premiler

Publishing, D, /T. NOoT all responsible ACTIONS Ü(re TObenefit of explicıt directives from the Bible? considered under Mne aspeC! Of gOo0Od and Dad We CarNTo that degree must Say that the Holy Judge GCTIONS, fOor example, N either COrreCTt INCOreCT
Spirıit works O verbo.1?> (as In MAaAaTNEeMAGTICS and tecCchnology); useful OAITYTY (as

It 15 possible LO SaYy that W being led by In UuSINESS); Deautiful OÖr Ug!y (as In art); egal Hegal (as
the Holy Spirıt, aCL ın the SPIN of the Holy In jJurisprudence.)

See, rankend, Ethics, 2nd e (Englewood Ciffs:Scriptures. Thereby follow biblical S1gN- Prentice-Hall NC DPp.pOosts, such the iımıtatıion of Christ We See O! others for tis argumern une!l Secular-
ISsaTie e&7/)] moraal, In Seculariısatie n ISC}ave already SCPEEeN the signıficance of such

S1ZNDOS 1ın the New Testament, alongside ed Dekker ANd SAbler (Kampen: KOK, n.d ET a  (1989))
Dp. 138ff; ron legennNatuunik? (Amsterdam: uf-the explicit appeals LO as ıt 1s wriıtten.’ 'The geVver|l). DPp. |stress, here, 15 not incidental deeds, but See NaMS,. GOd Morality and Prudence,' In )VINE

the all-ınclusive INanner of OUr lıfestyle. OMMAOANAS and Morality, ed Helm (Oxford: O!
Inevıtabily, and LO large degree, the University Press, 136. He DOIN COorrectiy TO KOaNnT for

Scriptures recelve 1ın thıs WaY the character ihe MOdern form Of ne dISCUSSION ven f S0d dig exXist,
WOUI NOT, TO clear-headed and mora tınker,of example, model, type.“0 The saintly and ake UNYy dilference TO the situation Of morality.not saıntly fiıgures of the Old an New urel De WIll Van S0 doen, In Interim, (a COleCcTION f

Testaments are gıven LO examples GCSSuy>S Dresented TO Schippers) (Kampen KOK,
(Luke 4:25{£., 38{f£., Cor 10:1{f£., DPp. 1971

Phillips, ANd OUg In VINe ‚OMIMAOANAOAS andHeb 11:128) We don’t sımplistically place Moraliry, 8d Helm (Oxford. ON niversi Press,'equals’ sıgn between example an OUr D. |
Kultert also S65 example "From Nne facrt InaT bsıtuatıion. Imitating doesn’t Inecan duplicating.

'To miıtate Christ doesn’t INean that CODY 0(0\/010:0|(= Inhe rejection Of military SeIVICEe, does NOT follow
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