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ans le cadre nsemble CFOYUTLCES, et Newbigin attempts tO deliver from false
SsZ Dieu est le ecreateur de Lout etre, outLe alternatıves by setting the diıfferent elements

quete la CONNALSSANCE doit TOWUVer son poLnNt DPIrODEI relatiıon LO OoNne another
de de Iui ewbigın montre ensulıte 'T’he hapter SUmmMarıses the
comment l’autorite de Dieu OUS atteint de ar  en under the ea “Wiıtnessing tOo
acon medıiate et comment OUS devons [ı divıne authority the context of modernıty”
rendre temoıgnage. It challenges acknowledge the personal

element al knowledge (and especlally
owledge of God) tOo commend the
authority of the spe nOot by asserting setiDıiıes Büchlein ıll der Gemeinde en, ıhre ofeTern: undubitable (ın lne wıthmissionarısche Verantwortung ın der ‚DÄt- modernist thinking), but Dy tellıng and livingmoderne verstehen und auszuüben. New- the StOTYy hıch believe and whose authorbıgın argumentiıert, Aass jede Wahrheitssuche 15ım ainmen 0DO.  S Glaubensvoraussetzungen

geschie un dass, Wenn der Urheber Thus, z book not only challenges SOTIMNE

allen Seins ıst, Jjeder Erkenntnisanspruch Ihn basıc assumptıons of the culture 1ın hıch the
als Ausgangspunkt nehmen INUSS. Der Autor uUrCcC 1S operatıng, but ıt. also enges the
zeıgt, W1Le Gottes Autorität vermittelt wırd und uUrCc. LO let ıts MO of truth authority

be shaped by Scripture rather than by mod-W1Le wır Zeugnis für S1Le geben sollen. erniıst assumptions. tight SUMMATYV of
Newbigin’s wrıtıngs the wıtness of the1INCe hıs return LO rıtain from long M1ı1N1S- UrCc. ceptical age, this volume 1Stry M1SS10NArYy Indıa, Leslie Newbigın especlally ıtable for 0OSe wıth httle tıme tOhas xplored several publications the mM1S-

S10NATY challenge presented the church by read. Yet EeVen oSe who want LO explore
estern culture It 15 therefore fitting that he -ep the ımportant i1ssue of *truth and
shoul| contribute TO the “Christian Mission authority modernity’, could do much WOTrTSe

ern ulture Serles hich al than ST wıth. profound Little book.
helping the UTrC uUunderstanı! ıts M1SS1ONATY
respons1bilıty culture 'Thiıs book- Thomas Renz

ndon, Englandlet g1ves the portunıty SsUummMmaAarıse
much 1S al the heart of hıs thınking
hrıstian mı1]ssıon and modern culture The
Hirst chapter hıghlıghts that the authority of EuroJTh 997) 6:2, P
the Creator cannot be demonstrated inde-
pendently of OWIN self-revelation, SINCE Readıng Testament Method
ıt 15 person. and authority. Therefore, ın Bıblıcal Studythe Lrst 1ssue addressed MUST. moder- ‚JJohn artonnıty's rejection of authority. Newbigin
retrieves the pre-modern and post-modern on Darton, Longman and odd,
insıg!] that knowledge 15 based faıth. 1996 2nd ed.), 294 pb

ISBN 0—232-52201—4People gaın De  g 1Nns1g. able OU|!
ratıonally only wiıt. framework ofeis
If really the author of being, RESUME
claıms knowledge MUST wıth “The Voicı la seconde edition, Teuue et augmentee,
search for authority pr10r and NO asıcCc l’ouvrageDarTu 1984, Lire ıen Testa-

the authorıty of (G0d’s self-revelation ment. Ilpresente oute la gamme des approches
must end faiılure (91) But how 18 thıs l’interpretation ’Ancıen Testament,
authority mediated us? 15 the question deputs les methodes *raditionnelles’ la CTL-
dealt wıth the second chapter. tıque [itteraire, formiste et re|  dactıonne

Beginning wıth observations of what Jesus Dassant Dar l’approche canonıque
tO mediate authority, Newbigin 'hıl le structuralıiısme et Ia ‘nouvelle CrTL-

three elements: hıving communıty, tradıi- t1que’, Jusqu’ä la erıtı S or1QqUe, la
tıon of teaching, and the continumg work of poetıque bzıblique, l’esthetique reception et
the divıine Spirit ılluminating the tradition les developpementsost-structuralıstes COMIMMe
each NDe  g generatıon’ 31) He then Lurns Ia deconstruction. I1 meft valeur les poiNnts
the cContemporary debate amons Christians forts et les Iimıtes chaque INE:  thode et defend

the authority of Scripture, of the UrC. habılement Ia these quı ECXIS  te
ıts radıtıon, of9 ofexperJience. methode correcfte DOUT eclairer le se: du
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De plus, A montre x quelpoint ıl est ımportant demonstrates eır achjevements well
determiner le du extie DOUTF bien le intrinsıc limitations.

comprendre. eme SZ [  on z  est DAaS d’accord recent’ developments,
VecC LOUS les arguments de Barton, o1t Childs’ canonıcal appProaC 1S discussed

structuralıst erıticiısm and the so-called Newreconnaitre qQUE ’ouvrage recommande Dar
son equılıbre eft clarte Uriticism. Of the methods assessed, the

canonıcal approach Meets wıth the MOST,
poıgnant rıt1ique Barton-—not accepting

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG content.ion that hıs enterprıise 15 ası-
Die zweıte, erweıterte Auflage UonNn Bartons cally theological ONe—TLTACEes close be-
ursprünglıc 1984 erschienenem Buch Read- Lween the canonıcal approac the New

Uriticism claıms that oSsSe LWO standıng the Old estamen behandelt LU das
gesamte nektrum Iıterarıscher Methoden H AÄDH 0 fall ogether ımplyıng, of’ the latter
Interpretation des en Testaments, das Uon Structuralism, theerhand, 185 welcomed
den **radıtionellen) Ansätzen der Literar-, offering SOINE ımportant CONCEPTS
Form- un Redaktionskritik ber Childs’ correctives the bibhlical scholar although ıts
canonıcal approach, den Strukturalismus und ıdeologıic commıtment illusiıons of

grandeur (p 190), 1.e., ıts exclusıivıistie claımsden sogenannten New Uriticiısm bıs hın DD
Rhetorischen Kritik, derBıblischen Poetik, der rejecte:
Rezeptionsästhetik SOWLE poststrukturalıisti- Due ıimportant developments during the
schen Entwicklungen W1ıe der Dekonstrukßtion last twelve VCAaFrs, LWO Nne  S chapters ave een
reicht. Barton versteht €eS, dıe Stärken WLe dıe 1ın S second edıtıon Chapter 183: “The
Grenzen der einzelnen Ansätze aufzuzeigen Reader the Text, focuses rhetorıical erıti-
und argumentıert ım übrıgen überzeugend, CISM, 20L11CH. poetics, and reader-response

erıtıiıcısm (reception-aesthetics), while DOST-daß die korrekte ethode, welche dıe edeu-
Lung des Textes rhellen würde, nıcht gbt. structuralıs developments such decon-
Darüber hinaus zeıgt auf, WLe wichtig dıe struct:on and stmoderniıst attıtudes
Gattungsbestimmung für das Verständnis towards texts general reated the
eines extes ıst. Selbst WenN! Bartons followiıng chapter. arton the alue of
rtel. nıcht ın en Fällen zustımmen wird, oOSe approaches that attempt TO UNCOVeT how

erdı:ent das uch doch aufgrund seıiıner rather than Texts 116ea (L.e., the meth-
ods discussed ch 13), but he vehementlyAusgewogen  zt und Anschaulichkeit eıne

relatıyrısm— asAare Empfehlung. ejects postmodern1s
splaye deconstruction, for instance— as

When the first edition of0oN’Ss ıng absurd
Old esiamen. appeared 1984, ıt. Was oughout Barton argues Strong Cas'
received ground-breakıng much agaıns the idea of ‘°correct/ method, which,
needed work. 1t. arton the aTrTlı0ous only applıed properly, ould enable the 1N-

terpreter 1SCOover ONCEe and for the trueerary methods employe: Old estame
study order ustra: hıch ınterpretive meanıng of the iıbhical MetLhNOods
questions each of them 15 able and orıes rather than methods’ theory,
hich not. arton adı "May lead LO seful insıghts

arton evelops hıs D  S the asıs but ıt. never technıque hich
of the structuralist CoONcept of ‘hterary .DE- ‚Ways sed wıith the asSssSsSuTraNnlce that ıt
tence and SCHTE recogniıtion’. Hence he eld COTrTeCT results’ (D 244)

'Thiıs jJudicious perspective alone deserves Athat the interpreter eeds address the queS-
tiıon of hat sort, of he 15 dealıng wıth wıde readershıp 'The book 1sS also OM-
since rea!| epends cruclally mended for the emphasıs it. lays ‘°the oOß-
decisions OoOu g  9 about hat 15 nıtıon of genre’ fundamental
be read (pp hermeneutical tas  r It o0es NnOt provıde de-

Three chapters the contributions of taıled iınstructions how the methods
tO be practised, NOT 15 ıt, sophisticate CT1-literary er1ıticısm, form er1ıticısm, redac-

tıon erıticısm the of Old estamen: tıque of their underlying philosophical a_

ınterpretatıion. Here, the remaınder of umptions But it o0€es acılıtate orlentation
his study, the strength of0on’s discussion the increasingly complex labyrınth of ‘meth-
hes his penetratıon ınto the strengths and ods  2  —(T rather *“heories  — — aM ıt. 1S briıllantly
weaknesses of the respective methods He wrıtten. Especlally the mMan vivıd ustra-
UNCOVeEeTS their underlying assumptions and tıons help the reader Uunderstian!| the often
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omplex sometımes puzzling hermeneuti- SUN
cal Concepts. 'The Spirıt the Letter ıst Bartons zweıtes

ÖOne wiıll cert. disagree wıth arton al uch zUuU biblischen Kanon. Sein früheres
tımes SINCEe hıs perspective—despiıte hıs Cau- Werk Oracles of behandelte den jüdischen
t10us well-balanced argument—I1s eS- Kanon des Alten Testaments un Wr (1US-
sarıly shaped by his OWZI)l agenda, 1.e., gesprochen unbefriedigend. Das vorlıegen.
preference for moderate redactıon erıticısm. Werk thematisıiert den chrıstlıchen Kanon
'Thıs becomes evıdent, for example, hıs CT1- el Testamente Nı ıst wesentlich posıtıver
ıque of rhetorical erıtics who can nearly al- und hılfreicher. Obwohl einzelnen unk-
WaYys “demonstrate” TrNetOrıCc structure fen auf dem üheren uch aufbaut, ıst doch

gıven LexT, and invalıdate historical- prinzıptell grundverschieden. Besondere
erntical arguments ase ıts apparent (or eachtung wıird der au  eilt, miıt der dıe

biblischen Bücher VO.:  \ den Kirchenvätern Dver-vıdent) formlessness’ (p 201) B 15
princıple, the problem remaıns wendet wurden, sSowLie den Verzeichnissen der

whether the texts question COTrTECLLYy ücher gewıdme och Bartons ehauptun-
esc1rDe! formless nOot. although the gen, dıe Häufigkeit der enutzung UonNn

ave TO be g1ven individual größerer Bedeutung seLl als ıhr Status als
basıs, on Ss statement s<shows that the Heilıge Schriften, Unı daß dıe Verzeichnisse
results get wWways determined Dy the eıne spalte Entwicklung darstellten, sınd nıcht
questions ask. It 15 therefore problematic aufrechtzuerhalten
tO the drıve behind rhetorical erıtic1ısm

apologetic ONe (p 204), ıt, ould Jo  5 Barton 1S wrıter who adventur-
en LO condemn the historical-eritical OUS oughts about the Canon. Oracles of
enterprıse sımply estructive (1986), dealing wiıth the eW1S. CAanon of

But these quarrels not iıntended less- the Old estament, they were ve.
> onNn’s achievements, hıch make hıs oughts ee! wWerIe capable of beingbook—even ONe o0es nOot asTreec wiıth EVE. comprehensıvely Sprove (see A ern
thing Barton‚Yımportan contrıibution Theory of the Old 'Testament Canon,’ etus
LO the 1ssue of Old estamen: interpretation. Testamentum XL1:4, the present

work, dealing wıth the stı1an Canon of the
er Biıble, cular of the New esta-

Cheltenham, England ment, hıs thoughts INOTeEe discıplined
ased hıs ulsean ectures, hıiıch he
had clearly devoted great deal of study, hıs

EuroJTh 9797) 6:2, Tl ] approach remaıns challenging but makes
real contrıbution TLO understanding, whether

Spiırıt and Letter: Studies NOLT hıs conclusions Can be accepted they
ın Bıblıcal Canon stand

Barton arton’s the New estamen:; 1S,
London: SPCK, 1997, DP., the whole,ve:posıtıve He recognıses that

the wWere wrıtten earl y, and that most ofpb, ISBN 281 them werTIe early accepted authoritatıve He
holds that they shoul be treated self-con-RESUME sıstent. Buillding the work of FranzL’Esprit et la Lettre est second OUUVTaSE

Barton sSur le CaNnon biblique. Son premıer ofer, he poınts out that the early Fathers use

OUUTOaSE, Les TaAC Dieu, aıtaıit du them MOrTe, proportionately, than they use the
Canon Jutf l’Ancien estiamen) et etaıt tres Old Testament. From he makes the bold
Deu satısfaisant. Celut-cı traıte du CaNnon

eduCcL1iO0N that they WerTrTe really MmMoOre author1-
tatıve for the Fathers than the Old Testamentchretien des deux Testaments; zl est beaucoup W: though the Old estamen reckonedplus positif et utıle. out reprenan: des as oly Scr1ipture, and the New estamen: alelements l’ouvrage precedant, A adopte LE Arst nOot. He goes make the furtherapproche dıfferente. Il ınsıste sSUur la equence bold educuon that the ıdea ofHoly Scripturedes cıtations chez les Peres l’eglise et Sr les 18 merely theoretical, and that hat really[istes Iivres bzblıiques. Sa onceptıon selon matters 1S how much book 15 used INOTelaquelle Ia qQUeENCE des cıtations seraıt plus

ımportante STaLLLE scrıpturaıire et les sober deduction ould be that scr1ptural
listes livres releveraient uUune ndance Tatu: and equenCcy of a both sıgnıifi
tardıve est iıntenable. cant, though dıfferent WAaYS, the former
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