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FuroJIh 994) 3:1 J answer! And Cornes does something 1C has

een neglecte indissolubilists-—he
J vorce and Remarrlage: Biblical Wide-ranging pastoral strategy Aase:

his exegetical conclusions an! coverıng thePrinciples and Pastoral Practice wıde varıety of problems caused by remarrıageAndrew Cornes todayLondon: Hodder an Stoughton, 1993, 528 The book 15 divided iınto LWO sections prefaceISBN 0340574348 DYy introductory chapter the contemporary
sıtuation an oll0owe! by four excellent indices
ogether ıth definitive bıbliography. Section

RESUME One eals ıth ‘Biblica Principles’ ın
Nous Ia Ia presentatıon la plus energique de la formidably comprehensive chapters ıIn 1C

Cornes systematically treats Passage ofEh}  Kese  X de ’indissolubilıite du marıage. Les princıpes Scripture relating to divorce. Along the WaYy hebibliques les preoccupatıons pastorales sont
bordes Cornes maıntıent QUE Dar nature meme g1ves invaluable information about divorce and
le marıage est iındissoluble. nte le probleme remarrıage ın eWIlIS and Roman sociıety ell

about the patrıstic understanding of the subject.une manıere claire, honnete et complete. Cependant Speculation anı wishful inking Are eatravaıl theologique supplementaire seraıt necessaıre
DOUT appuyer Ce: these L/’exegese de Deuteronome SCVeTre blow by his oroug. research.
24 particulıer est DeEU satısfaısante. ıen qQUE nNnO Section I1wo expounds ‘Pastoral Practice’ In

four chapters entıtle 'Educating’, ‘Carıing’,DULSSLONS ıre AUEeC .JJohn Stott GUE cet OUUraßge est ‘'Reconciling’ and ‘Bearıing ıtness). The sharpiındispensable, nNOlUsSs DOUUONS DaS le consıderer
efinıtif. end of the book appears ın the 1na. chapters

of each section, but the ONe 1C concludes
astoral actice’ reveals the author’s CONCEeEeTrN to
contribute to the current nglican debate It 111

ZUSAMMENF.  SSUNG ru{ffle INanYy feathers—no vıa media’ In siıght
Dıies ıst dıe überzeugendste Verteidigung der Meıinung, here! However, Cornes’ maın COMNCEeTrN remaıns
dıe dıe Unauflöslichkeit der Ehe vertrıtt. el Wer - ONe of arrıyıng at truly 1D11ca. theology of
den sowochl biblische Prinzıpıen WLLE auch Seelsorge divorce an remarrıage an oOu whether his
ıIn der Praxıs behandelt Dıiıe Hauptthese UON (Cornes ase Ca. be made InNnoOore powerfully clearly.
ıst, daß dıe Ehe wesensmäßig UrCc. iıhre Unauflös- oun myself questionıng motives whenever
arkeıt bestimmt ıst. Diese ese vertrıtt sorgfältig, isagree: with him
faır und hlar verständlich Trotzdem ıst tiefergehende The central thesis of the book 15 that marrıagetheologische Arbeit nötıg, seıne Hypothese 1S iıntrınsıcally indissoluble by ıts vVerYvy nature.
untermauern. Besonders seın Umgang mıt Deuter- Therefore divorce 15 always—or nearly always—onomıum ıst unbefriedigend. Obwohl MM  - dıeses SIN Remarriage certainly constitutes adulteryBuch mıt John Stott als ‘Pflichtlektüre‘ bezeichnen an! polygamy This he Sces the nature of
kann, ıst das letzte Wort zU emda noch nıcht things from the eginning, the verall thrust of
gesprochen. the Old Testament, the explicit teaching of OUr

Lord and the implici teaching of Paul Moses,
accordingly, cannot be made to ear greater

Andrew Cornes deserves accolade for this weight than that of regulating, whıiıle deprecating,
book All the INOTre remarkable it 1s hıs fırst, divorce ıle the exceptive sayıng of ‚Jesus does
‘Divorce and Remarrıage’ combines Ser10us theo- INOTre than grant permi1ssıon LO separate from
logical thought ıth ucCcı style, faır argument iımmoral partner (to 1C Paul 15 SEENMN add-
and clear logic Too ManYy 00 ave NO een ıng urther perm1ıss1ıon—to accede to desertion
wriıtten thıs subject to expect over-much Dy by unbeliever) In neıther Case 1S remarrıage
WaYy of NeEe  S insights, but there 185 ou that acceptable: sıngleness 1S the only righteous
this 15 the most persuasıve presentatıon of the alternative and divorce requiıres it: thus holding
indissolubilist Case 1C. has yet appeared. This ODCN the door to reconcıhation.
1S the book 1C dissolubilists ll ave to Despite admiration for Andrew Cornes’
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grasp of the 1Ssues and hıs evidently fair-minded raısıng of marrıage to sacramental status But
approac to them, feel hıs argument has Tee conservatıve evangelical maiıntaıns the Reforma-
maJ)or aws tıon 1eW of the unıty of Scripture. Progressive

The most fundamental ONe 15 that hıs Case revelation MAaYy clarıfy hat precedes, to be SUre,
StOpPS or of sustained theological exploration but ıt ll not entirely Treverse ıt. So Cornes
of ıts central thesıs. He does all the spadework to Treasons that marrıage has not changed under the
show how he arrıves at his indissolubilis New Covenant, and indissolubility 1S the real, ıf
posıtıon. But another chapter seemed be walıtıng somewhat cryptic, Message of the Old Testament.
ıIn the wıngs, where he would return LO cripture Indeed, he mustJustify the law In erms of the
and theological debate to set, his VIECW ın wıder Pauline affırmation that ıt, 1s OLY, righteous and
context. What, for example, 1sS the 1D11CcCa. status g00!
of polygamy and how does his V1IEW of remarrıage 'Thıs creates number of problems for him OVer

serl1al po1lygamy COMDAaTEe wıth it? What New Deuteronomy. First, why 1s the supposedly adult-
Testament moral material ould he use evV1l- remarrıage not simply forbidden ın law
dence of such adultery NO that he has 1C. Cornes acknowledges has clear PUrDOSE
remarrı1age wiıith the Seventh Commandment? Is ıf not clear meanıng—to regulate the exısting
there difference between how ‘straightforward’ practice of divorce and remarrılage? After all,
adultery and remarrılage should be viewed biıbli- er laws actually do restrict and even forbid
cally, ASs opposed to ıts pragmatıc pastora. remarrlage certaın cırcumstances. eCcon! why
dimensions iın modern church situation? 'To be does ıt. forbid returnıng to the first. (inherently
ran this 1sS where theology of divorce and indıssoluble, he laıms) marrıage eVen when the
remarrıage WOU. emMerge and ıt 18 surprisıng subsequent OoONe 1s en! through bereavement?
that book wiıith thıs 0€eSs nOoLt contaın ıt, Ir why 0€es the law Dass OVer the adultery of
Dissolubilists do not ave thıs problem, of COUTSE remarrıage when the Seventh Commandment
For them, theology of marrıage 15 theology of already exısts an adultery 1sS punishable
remarrTIı1age. The indissolubilist needs another offence?
framework. Cornes’ answer 1S, ın ollows (a) the

The second erıtic1ısm 15 almost ımportant law eals exclusively wiıth ONe 1issue—returning
the first. Cornes ve. fairly an onestly to the first marrlage; thiıs Narrowness of focus 15

demonstrates CUrN10US fact about virtually all sufficient explanation for Cornes of ıts otherwise
the 1D11ca. concern1ing divorce and strange sılence broader 1SSUeES; (b) the second
remarrı1age. The INOTE closely ONe nNngages wiıith marrıage defiles the 1Irs by eing form of
them, the INOTeEe difhicult ıt. 1S to bring them to adultery and thus makes ıt, somehow (he admits
plain—especlally plain indissolubilist—meaning. to difficulty ere impossible to restore the first
We are constantiy alerted by the author himself marrılage; (c) the law should therefore be under-
LO surprises of grammar, vocabulary and context. stood LO INean that it. 1s the first marrlage an! not
Yet his conclusions xclude the slightest 1' - the subsequent OoONne IC 1S eing protected. In
taınty. watched Cornes patiently defuse each short, Moses sanctıifles the first marrıage by ab-
exegetica. bomb under his arguments he moved solutely forbidding return LO ıt.
from text text, but for ONne SET1L ear them Now, realise the Hebrew miınd delights ıIn
ticking afterwards. This WAas most noticeable paradox but thıs 1S argument cannot Sa Yy
iın his treatment of ehemiah ın 1C convınced at first reading. Why 15 this
divorce Was commanded, of COUTSC, In pursult of ımportant? V, because Cornes’ ole argu-
righteousness. For those who hold that marrlage ment rests assurıng that remarrıage 1S, at
18 ınherently indissoluble this ruly INOU the vVe least, deprecated whenever ıt OCCUTrS
taınous obstacle. Yet ıt, Was the only material erwıse he must reckon INOTe enıjent 1eW
Cornes dıd not Tea ın ıts OW) rıght, preferring of remarrıage ıIn cripture than 1s possıible for hıs
to bracket it In wıth his discussion of Malachi thesis But ere 1S further ımplhication. If OUr
do not 1n he aCce! his diffculties Squareiy qat Lord upholds the true meanıng of the Law agaınst
this pomınt. popular abuse Dy hıs ormula you ave ear‘

My ına observation, gıven the limits of that ıt. Was saıd but Sa y to you (which 18 part
1s that Cornes does not satısfy his OW: eed LO of the approach Cornes takes), and f that Law
reconcıle indissolubility wıth eut INnOTe countenance remarrıage, Cornes WOU. ave LO
ıberal approach COU. simply Sa y that the law consıder much INOTe ser10usly than he o0es that
Was unfortunate ıf not WTONS, but Cornes 18 not Jesus MaYy be asserting something other than

liberal Roman Catholic WOU.: be able LO Sa y indissolubility In Hiıs OW: eaching. For the fact
that OUr Lord SaVvVe Ne  S and higher meanıng to 1s that Cornes relies verYy heavily indeed his
marrıage—that indissolubilıty 15 elated LO the belief that wherever else Scripture 1s unclear, the
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message of indissolubilıty 18 patently obviıous Professor OUr put slightly earlier generatıon
from OUTr Lord heavıly 1n hıs debt with his Issues ın Science and

As matter of fact, this takes to the heart eligıon (1966) He has NO In the first volume
of the diılemma for 1D11Ca.: 1C of divorce and of his Gifford Lectures for 1989—91, updated his
remarrı1age. The do SeEeCeM be ImMore handling ere of the where sclience and
tolerant than at eas SomMe of Jesus’ sayıngs relıgıon meet Kor sSclencCce has not stood SET1L ın

the intervenıng quarter of century That inter-they are presen' to ın the Gospels. But if
Cornes Was not cConvıncıng ın his attempt solve val has SCCNH, for example, to take the three maın
thıs problem, he demonstrate SOINE suggestive TEA Barbour COVerS, (1) ın quantum physıcs,
parallel themes, such CONCeErnNn OVer marrlage Bell’s inequality and the Aspect experıment;

unbelievers and higher standards required for 11) ın cosmologYy, the etaıle! ınvestigatıon of
the period Just after the ‘big ang and awking’sspiritual eaders It mMaYy be ere that further

work will shed 1g. hope of eliıminating the inıtial singularıty;
John Stott praıses Cornes’ book S! highly to 111) ın evolutionary eOTrY, the development of

Sa y it, ll become ‘indispensable reading for sociobiology and the ‘punctuated equilibrium' of
everybody who 1S anxXx1l0ous to develop Tıistlan OUu. and redge. Barbour has kept tOo date

wiıth these an great Man y other developmentsmiıind these topics’. Indispensable, yes Final,
and he has gıyven lot. of intelligen thought LO
the ımpact they ave had, AT thought Dy SOMMe
LO ave had, religiıon, an INOTe specifically

Swansea, Wales Christianıity.
In the first part of the book, before he to

the present he considers INOTE general
FuroJIh 994) 3:1. questions about the nature of sclence an ıts

relation to religi10n, including simılarıties an
Religion In Age ofScience differences of method In the second, he treats
lan Barbour of current scientific theories, including those
SCM Press, London, 1990, 299 mentioned above, and of elr presupposıtlions,

ISBN insıstıng that there ATle olıstıc laws an descr1p-
tıons hıch cannot be ‘reduced’ LO lower-level
nNnes In all thıs section, hıs book 1S particularly

RESUM helpful; the amount of Ne ınformation for the
est le premıer deux volumes reprenan des layman 1C it, contaıns 1s huge, ıle hıs
conferences Gifford’ Il aborde tout d’abord des QUES - discussi]ions AIfe clear and gıve faır and

treatment LO opınıons wıth 10 he does nottions generales sSUur la nature la scienNcCE face 3 la
himself though the present revlilewerrelıgıon, DULS ıl traıte theorie scientifique, et

CONSACTEe la troısıeme partıe des suJets heologiques thought hım A httle LO0O brusque wıth mind/body
et philosophiques Barbour est DeENSECUTF la ualısm He eals carefully ıth the widespread
tendance ‘Drocess’, dans ıgne Whıitehead. VIEW that ‘anthropic’ arguments suggest ehbera‘

esign of the unıverse though his lectures CameI/’ouvrage, cla rendre ServVıce
LO0O SOON LO take into account Paul Davıes’ T’heecteur laic, MALS "auteur SOUMEeE!: DasS assez

DTrODrTe posıtıon theologique critique. Mınd of and wiıith the alternatiıve suggestions
of total necessıty multiplicity of unıverses.
Here he the ole LO favour the first,

USAMMENFASSUNG though he wrıtes at tımes ıf he wanted only LO
Dies ıst der erste Teıl eınes zweibändıgen Werkes show that the latest theories and speculations
basıerend auf den Giıfford Lectures’, bestehend auUs Were compatıble wiıith theism, not that they ın an y
relelZuerst werden allgemeine Fragestellungen WaYy supported ıt.
zu Themenkomplex Wissenschaft un elıgıon In the 1N section Barbour INOTe
behandelt. Der zweıte Teil re. sıch Wıssen- definitely phılosophical and theological topıcs

not that these ave been Overloo. In the earherschaftstheorien, und ım drıtten Teıil werden heolo-
gıische unphiılosophische Schwerpunkte untersucht. sections, but that there they Were COMMeNtTS
Barbour ıst eın Anhänger der Prozeß-Theorie (process the maın topıcs, not maın topıcs 1n theiıir OW
thinker) dem Vorbild UonNn Whitehead. rıg. It 1S ere that he sets asıde the judicla. alr
Obwohl das Buch kblar geschrieben und hilfreich für of hıs earlier an wriıtes from the poınt of
den La:enmitarbeiter ıst, eıde der Autor unter VIEW of hıs OW. personal commıtment, 1C. 18
mangelnder kritischer Dıstanz seıner eıgenen to ‘process thoug! 1ın the tradıtion of Whitehea:
theologischen Grundüberzeugung. Chapter 15 description of this metaphysic,
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