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C  - Mobilising the Church for 1sSs1ıon
B Vers C  [ theologie ıblique de la Fo1 DO

stimuler l’Eglise ”/ la Missıon,
B Hın ZU einer biblischen eologie des

Glaubens—Die Kırche Mission mobilisıeren
Denniıs Lindsay, Biırmingham

RESUME ıen privılegiant l’änteriorite de Ia foL
(subjectivisme). Au contraire, la

‘La for’ OCCUDE LUNe place centrale dans theologıe de la foL fondee SUur la Bıble
V’enseignement biblique Lant qQUe€E Sera necessaırement equilibree et
IOVYEN Par lequel les hommes peuvent comprendra des NUANcCes varıees.
entrer relation Vvec Dieu. Amener des Cet artıcle esquıSse ıLtıneraıre quL
DEFrSONNES la fOoL Dieu est le but aboutisse UunNne conception ıntegrale
premıer Ia missıon chretienne. la theologie zOliqgue de la foL Uette voLEe
Pourtant le MOLT TOL” est utılise dans le O1t prendre compte la diversıite LOULT
monde actuel, tant religieux QUE elaborant UNe SfEructiure unifiee DOUFr
profane, dans des acceptions tres aINnSL Tre Iumiere le sens et le
diverses et Darfois contradıectoires. contenu la fol dans Ia
Brevard ılds nolte qu'une large Dart terminologie bzOlique, aLınsı certaıns

Ia confusion quı prevaut dans l’Eglise passages-cles ’Ancien et du OUVEAL
aujourd’huz provıent d’une ıgnorance Testament, contribuent UunNne notıon
tres generale du se et du contenu Ia ınclusive du concept fOoL auUssı
fOL. ette confusion et ıncertitude autfres Concepts et d’autres ermes quı
ont demobilise vastes SeEeCLieUTS apparaıssent dans la Bıble et quı OUS
l’Eglıse et les ont empeches aıdent Nır les parametres
d’entreprendre UNne OeuUuVvTre mMISSLONNALTE theologiques la fOoL zOLique—en
dirigee ers Ia culture ambiante partıculıer Ia notıon salıt dans
manıere efficace. SsSec5s5 rapports Vec la fOL En saısıssant

urzieusement l’Eglise est SOWvent la d’une manıere plus globale la notıon
ceftfte ıncertitude eft ceftte centrale Ia fOl, l’Eglise sSera

confusion, qw'elle adopte DOUFr le MLEUX. percevoırr DTODTe ıdentite et
moft foL des sens specifiques et exclustfs. preparer Q
Cecı privilegiant ’extreme la foL MILSSLONNALFE pDplus fructueuse aupres du

objet exterieur (foi e des faits), monde moderne.

ZUSAMME  'ASSUNG äußerst verschiedenartige und
manchmal widersprüchliche Weise

Der Gl  be’ ıst eın zentraler ;pe der verwendet. Brevard ılds bemerkt,
biblischen Lehre hinsıichtlich der Frage, eın TOPTEL der gegenwärtıgen
aussehen sollte. Glauben
W1ie dıe Beziehung des enschen Gott

eıne weıtverbreitete Unklarheit ber dıe
Verwirrung ın der heutigen Kırche auf

hervorzubringen ıst herausragende Bedeutung und den Inhalt des auDens
Ziel christlicher Missıon. och der zurückgeht. Diese Verwirrung und
BegriffGlaube’ wırd ın der modernen Unklarheit ın bezug aufden Glauben
relıgiösen un saäkularen elt auf hat viele Teile der Kirche regelrecht
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ımmuaobilisiert un davon abgehalten, eine einheitliche Struktur anzubieten,
sıch einer effektiven miss:onarischen anhand derer sowochl dıe Bedeutung als
Begegnung mıt der SLe umgebenden uch der Inhalt des biblischen Glaubens
Kultur beteiligen. eindeutig ıdentifizıert werden können.

Ironischerweise muß Ma häufig der Die biblische Glaubensterminologıie
Kıiırche selbst dıe Schuld für dıese SOWwLE Kernstellen des Alten und Neuen
UnkKlarheit und Verwirrung geben, da Testaments iragen einem
Sze für polarısıerte Unı exklusivistische umfassenden Verständnis des
Glaubenskonzepte eingetreten ıst. Diese Glaubenskonzepts bei Das biblische
Polaristierung erfolgte meıstens entweder Matertial enthält zudem viele andere,
durch eıne Veräußerlichung des auf den ({‚lauben bezogene, Konzepte
Glaubensverständnisses “Glaube und Begriffe, die dabe: helfen, dıe

Tatsachen‘) oder durch eıne extireme theologischen Parameter des biblischen
Verinnerlichung des auDbens Glaubens festzulegen; vDOoOr em das
(Subjektivismus). Im Gegensatz dazu gesamte Konzept der Rettung SOWLE
wırd eiıne biblische T’heologie des dessen Bezug zU Glauben. Wenn dıe
Glaubens unwiıillkürlich ausgewogen Kirche das zentrale theologische Konzept
seın und eıne Vielzahl vVO.  - uancen des Glaubens auf eine ganzheıitlichere
umfassen. Weise versteht, wıird S1Le eher ın der Lage

Dieser ıst darum bemüht, den seın, ber ıhr Selbstverständnis
Kurs zın Richtung auf eine umfassende Klarheit gewınnen und olglic
210L1SC Theologte des auDens eıiıner effektiveren miıissıionarıschen
aufzuzeigen, der versuchen muUß, dıe Begegnung miıt der modernen Welt fähig
Vielfalt berücksichti:gen un zugleich sSeın.

Introduection responsible for 9TOSS mı1sunderstandiıng
offaıth the Christian tradition.”® Brun-

‘Fal 15 central LO the Bible’s teaching nNner ıdentified Varıous orms ofthe mısun-
about how people should relate TLO To derstandıng of the Greek NO pısLLS
ehcıt faıth lın God| 1s the PrT1mary objec- wiıt. that tradıtion. The Prımary faılure
tıvest1anmı]ıssıon (e.g., Mark 1:14f; 1S due tO the fact that the object and
Jo  S 20:31; Rom LE etc.) Yet the term ontent of faıth have een educed LO
faıth has COME tO be used the modern non-personal set. of facts, dogma,
relig10us secular world the most institutional uthority EvVenN, the Case
diıverse, and somet.imes contradıictory of orthodox Protestantism subsequent TtO
WaYsSs Brevard observes that “much the Reformation, tLO SOTT ofola
ofthe present confusıon today’s UrCcC aprıoristic faıth the Bible iıtself.
rests wıdespread uncertaiınty ver cContrast LO this “externahsation’ of
the meanıng content of faith’.* T'hıs faıth, the church Christian tradıtion

at the end of the second millennium alsoconfusıon ver such key theological and
mi1sslologıcal concept has virtually 1MMO- bear wıtness LO the trend of intense
bilised large SeCtor of the church the internalisation’ of faıth . instance
West from partıcıpatıng effective faıth becomes internal, spirıtual and
M1SS10NAary encounter wıth ıts Surround- highly individualised experi1ence havıng
Ing culture INOTE TLO do wiıth emotiıve TtO

Ironically, much of the blame for thıs inward stimulus than rational
uncertaınty about the meanıng COMN- to outward data viously IMaYy locate
tent of faıth must be assıgned TLO develop- this inward ch1 reaction agaıns
ments wiıt the church itself. Earlier prev1o0us church tradıition which placed O
thıs CENTUTY Brunner pointed LO much emphasıis uDON the external
tatal displacement the interpretatıion LFrONIC, however, 18 the fact that thıs rather
of the word elheve" whıich Lurn Was subjective kınd of faıth 15 shared by the
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most unlıkely of theological bedfellows 1ın the Hebrew "emunah of the Old Testa-
the larger context ofthe modern Christian ment-Jewish tradition the Greek
church For the ınternalısatıon ofthe faıth DISELS of the New Testament-Christian
experji1ence 1S5 at 19165 the hallmark of the tradıtion. The former, Buber argues, 15
Bultmannıan ex1istential tradıtion ell understood ın terms of trusting sOINEeONE

the hallmark of large SeCtor of conser- and the latter terms of acknowledging
vatıve evangelıcalısm. WKor the former something to hbe true—there being ne1-
tradıtiıon ratiıonal belhief Many of the ther instance sufhcıent TeEeASON for the
tradıtional, external facts dogmas 15 trust acknowledgement.

longer held tO be possıble that It 1s true that the GreekNOpıstıs and
internalisation 15 required 1ın order LO the Hebrew NO “munah provıde
maıntaın faıth The latter tradıtion, the wıth the gener1Cc terms for faıth ın the
other hand, while upholding thevalı of New Old Testaments respectively.
the tradıtional, external facts, finds iıtself Buber'’s polarısation of “munah and DIS-
hard-pressed LO CXPDPITESS their relevance t1S, however, rests upon TOA| Over-sım-
for faıth apart from the indivıdual, subjec- plıfiıcation of the respective terms which
tıve experı1ence. 'Thiıs sıtuatıon illustrates 0es Justice tO neıther the Old Testament
the confusıon today’s church under- L1OT the New Testament CoONcept of faith °
SCOTES ıts misslologıical dilemma. closer examınatıon of pIstLSs “eML-

What See from these developments nah, along wıth theır cognates, 1s the NeCc-
of externalisatiıon and internalisation 1e- CSSar’Yv S  ıNg poınt for the development
spectively 15 basıc polarısatıon of the of integrated bıblical theology ofal
concept of faıth ın the lıves of Varı0us The substantive “munah 15 derived
Christian tradıtions. It 1s NOLT the xter- from the Hebrew TOOLT C  aman Thıs COMN-
nalısatiıon the internalisation such, INON rO0OT g1ves T1Se TO further substanti-
but rather the polarısation of faıth hich val ver orms which lıkewise
falls miserably short of biıblical theology belong tO the faıth termınology of the He-
of faıth, NOL takıng ınto aCCOUunNT the Man y TEW Scriptures. The basıc meanıng
facets of faıth they emMeETSE from the o0t and ıts derivatıves has LO do wıth the

understandıng. concept of firmness, steadfastness, reli-
In thıs artıcle PTroODOSE to MAap out abılıty. From the earliest ‚DC, the stem

route towards integrated biblical the- Was neıither exclusively NOT prımarıly
ology of faıth 'Thiıs routfe must attempt to ployed as relig10us faıth termınology
account for the diversity al the SAamne the strictest So, for example, Kıx
tıme provıde unıhed structure, by which LE12, durıng the Israelites’ battle wıth
both the meanıng and the ontent of bib- the Amalekıtes, Moses’ uplıfted
Lical faıth be clearly dentihed Along deseribed <steadıness’ (emunah)® NCcCe
the WaYy ıt NECESSATY TLO gıve tTten- they WeTIe securely supported by Aaron
tion to key passasges from the Old the ONe sıde Dy Hur the other s1ıde.
New estaments, 4s well faıth-re- arly the hıphıl sStem of ‘aman , NOT-
atfe Concepts, hıch help define the ally COoNveyıng the iıdea of trusting'
eolog1 parameters of biblical faıth when used the CONTLEeXT of relig10us
Our route begıns wıth look al the faıth faıth, apDeaTrS .Job 39:924 purely
terminology ıtself. neutral and profane Here the sub-

Ject of the erb 15 frenzied horse the
Biblical Faith Terminology Z  u M ofbattle, which, when he hears the

blast of the rumpet, 1S unable tO stand
still’ From this O01 meanıng aman“"CThere LWO, and the end only LWO,

Lypes of faith’, declared Martın Buber stem, ıt 1s not difheult to SEE how thıs
his ghly influentjal monograph "T’wo word STOUD lent ıtself tO theological use

Types of Faith * The LWO LypeS of faıth development a faıth term1ınology.
which, accordıng tO Buber, stand direct Artur Weıiser, who supplıed the back-
contrast tOo ONe another identified ASs STround the Old Testament Concept of
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faıth for the artıcle pIstıs 1n the Theo- quately CXPTECSS the full and final INeanNn-
logical Dictionary of the New Testament, ıng The niphal ofaman/| 0es NnOot CXDTESS
provıdes g00d SUIMIMMATYV of the use ofthe quality hıch belongs tO the subject at
‘aman word STOUD faıth termınology. 1SSsue which miıght apply equally LO
Perhaps the sıngle moOost ımportant COMN- something Ise aman)| 15 shown to be
sıderatıon about the C  aman STOUD faıth formal CONCEePT whose ontent 185 1n ach
termıinology 1S the adaptabilıty of the Case determined by the specific subject. It
terms to include INa aspects of faıth states that the qualities hıch belong LO
HFor example, the hıphıl stem INaYy refer the subject concerned really present.
eıther LO person (e.g., Gen 15:6) TO It thus has somethiıng of the meanıng of
MESSaASC (Isa 53:1) the object of faıth the term specific’, indicatiıng the relation

Isa word play utılısıng the hiphıl of the reality LO that which 15 charac-
and phal STeEeMS of ‘aman displays the erıstic of the partıcular subject. In keep-
recıprocal nature of faıth/faiıthfulness Ing wıth the total thinking of the the
between human and divine subjects (ef. reference 15 not. Sımply LO ONe feature but
Isa 28:16; Hab 2:4) the totalıty ofall the features belonging

Moreover, the substantival OTMS ofthe tO E subject.”
word STOUD display mportant EeC- 'T’he point TLO be made here, wıthout
tıon between101Uuances and COMN- go1Ng iınto great detaiıl concern1ıng the 1N-
ponent aspects of faıth The NO dividual NUances aspects of faıth
emunah, for example, May CXDICSS the bound together the "‘aman rOOL, 1S
subjective 1ıdea of (personal) faiıthfulness that there varıety ofUuances inher-
(n relationsh1ıp) LO another (e.g., Prov ent thıs Hebrew terminology. Further-

the INOTEe objective 1ıdea of trust INOIC, ıt 185 precısely this quality of the
hich 1s placed another® OT, what 15 C  a”aman word STOUD hıch nabled the Varı-
MOST lıkely, ıntegral combiıinatıon of OUS derivatıves to be developed the key

Old Testament terms for faıth What thısboth subjective and 0b)ectiıve elements (ef.
Hab 2  9 But faıth/faithful- indıcates about the NAature of
Ness o0es nOot exhaust the (theological) faiıth 15 comprehensiveness opposed
sıgnıfiCcance of “munah. almost of LO exclusıveness. Weılser observes that
the CurTeNces of thiıs NO the Old where the Ihiphil verbal stem of a  man )|
Testament the translates wıth ıtself 15 used, ONe hardly faıl TtO note
aletheia rather than DIistıs Thus there 1S ıts tendency TLO extend ınto the most COMNN-
logically theologically VE close prehensive possible sphere ofapplication,
relatıonshıp between faıth truth Just the 1O emunah)| LOO embraces
the Hebrew Seriptures. the whole attıtude of lıfe lived faith’.

'Thiıs relationshıip 1S further under- dolf Schlatter insısts, wıth particular
scored by the NO meth, also derıved reference tO the NO meth, that the rıch
from the SaIne stem. This NO 1S trans- varıety of UuUances hich together PTO-
ated wıth DISELS by the S1X 1N- uce ‘reliability”“ CANNOLT be broken down
stances Almost OLE undre tımes, ınto the isolated components:
however, ıt. 1s translated wıth aletheia 'That S  od Wiill which 18 closed tO ha-

cognate form;: and ten instances it 15 tred and jJealousy, that Truthfulness
translated Dy the Greek riıghteous’ which neıither conceals anythıng NOr PFraCc-
IRA1LOS Tighteousness’ (diRaLl0osyne) tices deceıit, that Trust which harbours

Weiser observes about the passıve SUSP1ICION agaıns Ne’s  2 ne1ghbour, that
phal sStTem of ‘aman, which commonly Steadfastness which endures Dy hıs sıde
funections adjectivally, that consıstent through fortune through miısfortune,
rendering wıth ONe word 1S quıte 1mMpOSS1- that Courage and that Skilfulness hıch
ble’.* Normally the term 15 translated know how TO perform Servıce and to er
Tırm,9 rehable’ (L.e., faı  ,)’ but assıstance—not the ONe the other of
Weilser holds that these translations these, but all of these together constitute
only approxımatıons do not ade- “meth.
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Wiıth regard tO the Greek NO pIstis Hebrew stems hıch CXDTESS the idea of
and ıts cognates, have argued elsewhere hope.” In the NT, whıiıle pısteuein ade-
that these terms 1ın the an sub- quately the element oftrust,
sequently the New Testament, COTITe- find the addıtional specıfıic termıinology
Sspon directly tOo CoONcept of faiıth for hope (elpis, elpizein).
presented by ‘aman must therefore be Indeed, the knows INan y facets of
ınterpreted 1n lıght of this Hebrew word faıth (DIStIS), Just the displays
ST0UD Thus ould eXpeC LO INa y facets of the word STOUD ‘aman.
evıdence, partıcularly 1ın the New Testa- Thus ıt 18 hardly permissıble LO sıngle out,
ment wrıtiıngs, of the s AamInNe rich combina- for iınstance Martın Buber does, ONe
tiıon ofUuUances an cComponent aspects of Componen another claım for that
faıth the usSe of the DIıst- word gTO0UD component exhaustive definitionof
Whiıle ıt, 15 difhcult tO maıntaın that DISELS faıth faıth respectively. In realıty
fulfils precisely the Samne funection the the terms much INOTeEe fluid their use
‘aman TrO00T all ıts facets demonstrated much INOTEe inclusıve 1n theır

the OT, ıt 15 possıble to sShow that the portrayal of the rıch, bıblıcal concept of
pISst- STOUD 1n the o0es indeed reflect faıth Anyone who 1s engaged 1ın modern
the D of ‘‘aman 1ın the faiıth M1SS10NArYy enCcCountfer wıth INenNn and
erminolo of culture, wıth the V1eW tO

wıth ‘aman the OT, Iso wıth elıcıting Tesponse of faıth’, MUSLT
pist- the NT: faıth have ıts object ser10usly consıder the riıch totalıty ofwhat
v PEeTISON$ 15:6; cf. Jn constitutes— 1n ıblical terms-—thıs

MESSaASEC labout person| Isa OSiN; desired of faıth
1:15) The rec1ıprocal relationshıp of
aıth(fulness) between divine and human Key Biblical Passages and
subjects noted above (esp. Isa 7Hab Faıith-Related Concepts2:4) 18 also vVe: much part of the
understanding (ef. Rom TEL 9:24) At thıs Juncture shall proceed the
Paul 1sS almost certainly thinkiıng of faıth basıs that the CONCEDT of faıth 18 at

terms of the 00Tt meanıng of “<aman least tTO Jarge en definitive, but
when Varıo0ous 0CCasS]ıons he exhorts even formatıve for the under-
Christians tO STAan! lın the faıth|’ (1 standıng of faıth Havıng afırmed the
Cor 16:13; cf. d Rom 11:20; Phil ımportance of the ‘aman word STOUD

auline etters also understand faıth
EL etc.) Moreover, ıt 1S clear that the the express1ion for faıth, immedi-

ately observe that these words for faıth
connection wiıth the ımportant for the relatıvely seldom the aAas
OT) related CONCepts oftruth (e.g., 'Thes compared wıth the virtual explosion of
2132 also. vss. IL 12) rıghteousness offaıth terminology the ÖOne
S 1: 173 of the reasons for this, AaSsS have shown

The bove 0es NOLT exhaust the hst of elsewhere,”® that the faıth termınology
faıth—eıither the the Nor
ideas, UuUances related CONCEPTS of ıtself—both the Hebrew "aman the

GreekDISt-—was undergoing a PTOCESS of
have provıded exhaustive List ofthe development wıt. the relig10us cContext,
faıth termıinology. There 1S, for instance, extremely sıgnıficant step thıs

addıtion LO the ‘aman TOOLT > ciıhe development PIFOCESS the exclusive
Hebrew (01017 meanıng °to trust’ batah) Of ıdentihfcation ofthepıst- word STOUD wıth
speclal note CONcern1ıngSerb 1sS that ıt the Hebrew C  aman STOUD the
18 commonly used the referring to translatıon of the Hebrew scrıpturestrust ıdols (  a’m«an aDPDECAT'S wıth 'Thıs ıdentihcation ofpıst- wıth ‘aman 1sS
reference TO faıth idols.) Parallel tO unparalleled the secular Greek of this
batah, when used reference tO Yahweh, tıme. 'Thıs ımportant development OWS
1S the erb hascah which INnNeans °to seek for vVen further development of the use
refuge addition, there several understanding of the pIst- words
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sımılar eın Therefore what find ın the requıred—human tO God
the 1sS COomıng into full bloom of the the basıs ofthe divine salvation oracle (ef.
concept of faıth which 1S, by COmMparıson, Hab 2:4) Foundational tO discussion
only seminally, but nonetheless S18N1N- of biblical theology of faıth 15 thıs inte-
cantly, present the oral relationship between faıth and salva-

'The followıng tıon. This evolving connect.ion between
worthy of specıal consıideration: Gen faıth salvatiıon INAaYy be sufhcient
15:6; ıx (esp vVSS 1L5.6:9,31): Kıx 14:31; ıtself LO explaıin LO large en the
Isa 7 Isa 28:16; Isa S Hab sudden explosion of the usSse of faıth term1-
These of not the only nology the In particular, ıf the

referring tO faıth 'The Psalms eschatological, mess]1anıc salvatıon hope
partıcular make repeated use of faıth of Isa1jah Was seen bDy the authors—
terminology, perhaps OoONne mıght indeed by Jesus hımself (compare Isa
eXpecCt. There other CuUrTeNCces 53:1 149 cf. also 8:10f£.,
ell OWEeVer these ATe be realıised through the eEXercıIse
both semiıinal and significant Iın theır of faıth, then it 15 wonder aT ll that
contrıbution tO the faıth oNcept and faıth has become such central theme
they echoed by the use under- (ef. 16:16; Jn Z0U:31:; Acts 16:31; Rom
standıng of faıth 1:16; etc.)

'The golden thread hıch 15 tO It 1s not poss1ıble ıthın the four
>besides the usSe offaıth present discussion tO into the aMOuUNT

term1nology, 1S the theme of salvation. of detaijled discussion of the relationshipEach of the references tO faıth between salvatıon faıth hıch wıiıll be
the larger CcContext of salvatıon oracle. ulıred for INOTE comprehensive studyOn the ONe hand this 1S sıgnıfıcant for of the biblical theology of faıth owhat ach Passasge has LO contrıibute tOo however, lıke tO highlight ONe aspect of
bıblical theology of salvation. For EXAamnl- this relationship hıch LO tO be
ple the instance of Abraham Gen especlally sıgnıfıcant—particularlythe salvatıon oracle WAaSs, the first lıght of Christian mı]ss10N2. 'The fact that
instance, ONe havıng LO do wıth Abra- certaın Taıith texts’ (e.g., Gen 15:6;ham'’s personal salvatıon (L.e., through Isa 28:16; DO:1; Hab 2:4) have had at.
procreation; cf. vVSS 2.5) The blessing of least SOIMME influence uDOoN the under-
salvatıon ould not end wıth Abraham, standıng of faıth 1S fairly apparent from
however; eventually ıt.ould extend to hiıs the instances where these passasgesdescendants $ 15:12-16, and directly quoted where there exıists
ultımately ıt would x  D Ü  Ö  )L. COSmIC dimen- strong evıdence of allusion. What 185 DeT-S10NS (ef. Gen 12:3; 18:5: the haps NOTt clear 15 implicıt’ influence
KExodus accounts, partıcularly Kx 14, the
salvatıon oracles had LO do wıth mMoOst

upDonNn the understanding offaıth by
texts hıich neıther quoted NOT where

concrete sıtuation where the deliverance vVvert. allusion 1S readıly detected
required W as lıterally matter of lıfe and AL referring NO  g tO ıx 14:31 Isa
death The salvatıon oracle of Isa has though there May ee be other
tO do wıth political deliverance the lıght texts hich into thıs category).of threat of andNaggress1ı0n, The Hebrew TexTt of Isa contaıns
whereas the later salvatıon oracles of word play usıng the C  aman O0 (ef. also
Isa1lah Chs pomint the 'T wo ver STeEeMS of “aman—
eschatological salvatıon of God’s people the causatıve phıil the passıvethrough the esta of (50d’s phal Stems respectively—appear this
(mess]1anıc) re1gn Zion. salvatıon oracle which 1s directed tO Ahaz,One of the most ımportant points tO Kıng of Judah. The satısfactory transla-
make the present discussion 1S the fact tıon of thıs Hebrew word play ınto other
that faıth 18 ıntegralily Iinked tO the theme languages has pose: problem SINCE the
of salvatıon as the appropriıate—indeed, tıme of the Thechas LO do
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wıth the retentıon of the faıth termiınaol- strengthened basıc Iso LO the relation-
which certainly the here and sh1ıp between salvatıon faıth the

at. the s A\amne Liıme CXPDTESS101 of the TOOLT and the ıimplıcatıons AT much INOTeEe
iıdea of standıng firm hıch inherent far-reachmg  RE NR than presently

the Hebrew Man Perhaps explore.““ However, the princıple thus
awkward yet meanıngful attempt aTt highlighted finds parallels the teach-
approprıate rendering Englısh would 1INSS ofJesus KFor example the parable
be something like the following TT yYou do of the talents the LWO Servants
NOL stand \wıth respect LO faıth the who displayed faıth(fulness) small
Lord|! you wıll NnOt be stood firm (or estab- things WeIe able TO DPass through the
ıshed”) with respect LO faıth| Awkward ]Judgement of their returnıng master

thıs translation INaY be 1T becomes the en! WeTIe entrusted wıth greater
apparent that the Hebrew text sıgnal- responsI1bilıties FeEQULMMNS greater
lıng albeit the form of negatıve STAate- faıth(  ness) (c VSS 21 23) Likewise the
ments) that faıth exercised bears the father of the DOoy possessed by evıl
result offaıth confirmed faıth strength- Spırı recognısed the NneCcesSsS1Ity of
ned Moreover this PTFOCESS Tfaith faıth pre-requısıte for the salvatıon
spiral’ takes place through salvatıon ofhıs SOM al the Samne tıme he recognised
event Hor Ahaz Isa the whole the inadequacy of his OW.: feeble faıth
PTFOCESS remaıned purely hypothetical He hıch Was need of strengthenıing and
neıither exercised faıth the rst thus eried Out LO Jesus (vs 24) 1 beliıeve;
Nstance NOT he help unbelief!’21 The point be

that thıs Taith—confirmation strengthening of faıth It argued further
clear from the passase however that salvatiıon—faıith spiral‘ princıiple also

the OnNne CXDPTESS1ION of faıth the DTEC- basıc tO Paul’s understandıng offaıth and
requısıte for the salvation event and the the COMMUNITY of the sSaved—1 E that
other CXDITECSS10N of faıth the result of the INeN and saved Dy faıth XeTr-
salvatıonC cised relation tO Christ and

The principle 15 illustrated subsequently called IO lead lıves of
aıth(fulness) Romposıtıve terms Kıx the salvatıon

event at the CTOSS1INS of the Red Sea principle could perhaps also help LO
Hemmed between the SCa the ONe explain the use and MCcAaNINS of the nota-
sıde the advancıng Egyptian ost ble phrase ek PISTEOS eLSs pıslın om faıth
the other the Israelıtes werTe 1 STATe of tOo faıth’) Rom
DAaNıc immediately PT10T7 tOo the INITACU- This brief illustration sShows hOow ONe
lous CrOSS111$ of the sSeaZ the deliver- aspect of the Concept of faıth implic-
AaNnCce from the Egyptians It aT, E ıtly present the lending further

oO1nt that Moses called uDonNn the Israel- credence tOo the Do1nNt that have argued
ıtes not tO >  aıd but tO Taıith’ elsewhere that ıT approprıate TLO speakYahweh,* Prom1s5ıng that they ould hohstic terms of hıblıical heology of
CXDET1CNCE salvatıon from the Egyptlans: faıth (ın CONLrFrAS TLO faıth VerSus
and firm*® and you wıll the salva- It hlıkely that there addı-
tiıon of the Lord hich he perform for tional Components aspects of faıth
you (Eıx 13) ediately following the hıch implicıtly taken ver
their DassSase through the Sea the use of faıth terminology ee
havıng experıenced the Lord’s aCT ofdeliv- there Man avenues hıiıch must be

the faıth of the Israelites Was explored along the roOute towards bibli-
CO strengthened: "T"he cal theology of faıth Among them the

le eare! the Lord put their trust ollowıng the relationshıp between faıthPCOD  19] hıs servant Moses’ (EKx and firmness between faıth obedi-
SL) NCcCe between faıth rıghteousness

Thiıs interplay between faıth exercised the relatıonshıp between faıth hope and
— ealvation event—faıth confirmed/ love the connect.ıon between faıth
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Nnıs Lindsay
gospel, between faıth the kingdom of immediate ontexts 1ın their broader
God; the apparen contradıetion between applıcatıon influence uponNn other
trusting and fearıng God; the texts
relatiıonshıp between faıth 1n bibhical theology of faıth MUST tak:
faıth 1n facts, Iso the ımportant aCCount of related terms CONCEPLTS
consıderatıon of faıth (Christ) hıch help LO set the theological context
the faıth(fulness) of Christ) Our for parameters of faıth
understandıng of ese ımportant rela- bıblıcal theology of faıth must remaın
tionshıps wıll inform how about balanced and inclusive ıt. attempts LO
elicıtıng of faıth through integrate INany internal facets INany
M1SS10NAarYy endeavour. external relationshiıps iınto holistiec

ınterpretatiıon of thıs central theological
Conclusion ConNcept.

submit that thıs route, ıf conscıen-
t10usly pursued, wiıll SETVE 1) to enable thePerhaps ONe of the MOST frequently

mı1sused abused watchwords of the Urc. al the close ofthe 20th CENTUTFY LO
otestan' Reformation 1S the slogan clarıfy ıts self-understanding 1n terms of
Taith only' While sympathise wıth the the meanıng and ontent of faıth,
orıgınal sentiment ofsola fide ıt apphıes LO mobilise the Urcal the outset ofthe
LO the Pauliıne exeges1is of salvatıon Dy 21lst Century for effective M1SS10NAary

encounter wıth the modern worldfaıth VeTrTSUuSs salvatıon DYy human works,
NnOL sympathy wıth the WaY that the

slogan Taith onl has lent iıtself ın Man y
modern Christian ciırcles tOo exclusivıs- Brevard hılds, 2L0L1CQ. T’heology of
tic, polarısed thus NartrOowWwW under- Old anı New Testaments Ortress Press,
standıng of what CONSTLITUTES faıth— as 595

Brunner, T1LSLLAN Doectrine ofthough faıth WerTIie ‘thıs’ NOLT that’; Church, Faith, and Consummua-
PFOCESS ofthe inward spırıt and nOot. ofthe L10N; Dogmatics. VoL.III, trans by avıdoutward body; resolution ofthe will and Caıirns (Westminster Press, 185
NOTt physical aCT of obedience. Human Ibid., 18589 Cf. discussion of
nature’s tendency to polarısation readıly TUNDE ent Josephus and

Faıith (Brill 180ff.exploits this ofexclusıve Janguage.
uber, "T’'woPTrODOSE that A INOTeEe accurate watchword ypes of CI

ould be something like Taıth wholly— (MacMillan Publishing Co.,
OMNINO suggesting posıtive, For fuller discussion and crıtique of
inclusive terms that faıth (and everything uber’s thesıs,
that belongs to the understanding of osephus and Faith, 165f£f.

Thiıs esignatıon of Moses’ stea|faıth) 1sS the SUININa ofthe Bible’s teaching ess'  2 direct contrast Moses: OWNabout how mmen and mMust relate tO flagging stren. tO keep hıs 1TINS
the raged (  Ö  JL throughout the dayIt INaVYVy that this brief presentatıon ultmann Weıiser, ‘DISLEUW RL,

has raised IMOre questions than ıt has Vol VI, pp.182—1  «
answered. have, however, completed There 15 close relationshıp een the

substantive emunah the hıphıl verbalwhat set out do LO Map OUt route
stem; cf. Josephus and Faith, 24f.towards biblical theology of faıth The Weıser, Vol VI,guldeposts May be Summarısed ASs Ibid.; italics mMıine.follows: 1biblical theology of faıth mMust Z  D Ibid., p.190; italics mıne

aCCOUNT of the faıth termınology the 13
Zuverlässigkeılt.
dolfSchlatter, Der Glaube ım Neuen Tes-

Varlous UuanCces, both explicıt (CalverVerlag tu  g 1989 and
implicıt. 553 (my translatıon)

biblical theology of faıth must z  D Josephus and Al (esp. Chapter
aCCOUNT ofkey biıblical LexXts, both theır 1wo); also artıicle ”The Roots

© éuro.lTh 6:2



Mobilising the Church tor Ission

Development of the pIst- Word Group rather than the hıphil of ‘aman. The
Faith Terminology’, Journal for Study of erb 1S, however, precisely the Same

New Testament,’ 103—-118 Hıphıl stem of ‘aman.
Weiser, Vol VI, 191 E.g., hat 15 actually ıimplıe Concretife

Roots Development’; also terms by the pre-requisıte exercıise offaıth
Josephus an Faıith, eSpP apters the resulting strengthening of

5:36! 21 also 17:5f.
The erb ere 15 the hithpa’el of yatzab Josephus an Faith, CSD 188f.

um Stucijes 1ın Missıon
nNne  S serıes of Doctoral T’heses ofhıgh academıc standard missiological LODILCS.

ee. the Asıan Face of Jesus goes >; Bananas?
Practice an T’heology ofChristian uest for Authentic Asıan

Social Wıtness ın Indonesıa and Indıa Christian T’heology
Hwa Yung

ugden 1INCce OT War IL, Man WAarı
study of the mı]ssıon practıce and contextual Asıan Christian theologies ave

theological reflection of Bishop Wayan een made. But how truly contextua
astra, the leader of the otfestan:' these? Theology and mı]ıssıon
Church of and Canon Dr Inay ınseparable, truly contextual
Samuel irom Indıa, the executıve secretary eology 1sS ONe hich the
of the International ellowship of UrCcC mi1ss1ı10N. T'hıs study applıes four
Evangelıcal Missıion Theologians betueen erıtera representatıve examples of
1974 and 1996 The ‘Asıan Face of esSsus 1S Protestant Asıan theology tO their
sSeen the communıty of people adequacy otherwise a  Aas conte:
Asıa who wıtness tO the gdom of missiological eologies. These ecrıteria
through development work, small-scale relevance the sociopolitical NTteXtT,
enterprıse among the DOOT, and cultural e  ancıng the church’s evangelıstic
renewal Tansformation the context pastor: miınıstries, inculturation, and
of other faıths they enable people faıthfulness the Christian tradıition.
discover Ne  S ıdentity famıly
through esus. Their perspectives ends Asıan ecumen]ı

T'hıs study reveals certain SCerNı)ıDIie
contrasted wıth those ofwestern theology

theologlans, and related the conservatıve theologies respectively, a  a

challenge of markets modernity to the well theıir respectıve stre: and
Christian faıth. The study thus aces the weaknesses. But the eatest problem wıth

MOST present-day Asıan Protestantdevelopment of evangelıcal wholhstiec theologies appears that, aTt heart,mı]ssıon ‚.heology, DO the “establishe: they ave een domıinated by westernfaıth’ of the two-thirds WOT. dualism Enlightenment thought.
Authentic Asıan Christian theologies1-8  92 Db 2929 145mm £929_.99 only when there 15 FECOVETY
of confidence, culture and the
gospe Asıan Christianity.
1-870345-25-8 DO 229 mm
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