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Greeks Bearıng Gifts? Approprlating Nussbaum
(Approprilating Arıstotle) For Chrıstian
Approach to Old estament Narrative Ethics
Les Grecs apportan leurs dons?® Pour beneficıer
des apports de Nussbaum (et d’Arıstote), dans
un approche chret:enne de l’ethique narratıve
de ’Ancıen Testamen
schenke riıngende Griechen ® Zur Anwendung
DO Nussbaums nwendung UVDO Arıstoteles ım
Rahmen eınes chrıstlichen Ansatzes eıiıner
alttestamentlichen Narratıvethik
1ın Parry, Cheltenham

RESUME propOosLtkLONS, MALS A OUTFTUa recueıllır
certaınes de SPeS5 trouvaıllles dans quatre

(Jet artıcle examıne [ oeuuvure de Ia domaınes ımportanits:
philosophe Martha Nussbaum afın de ıncommensurabılıte des bıens,
DOLF comment OCeHNX quL etudıent [’ımportance de Ia sıtuatıon partıculıere
[’ethıque b:blıque peuvent apprendre de dans Laquelle les Aacties commeettent,
Ses TAUAUX S Ia Iıtterature el [’ımportance des emotıions dans Ia
L’ethıque. Un chret:en OUTTUA contrıiıbution ethıque des recılts, el la
certaınement PDUaS accepter LOULES Se5 pnlace centrale des recıts ethıique.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG aufzunehmen, durchaus eiınıge iıhrer
Eıinsıchten anwenden hönnen (wıe B

Der Artıkel untersucht das WerkR der ın Bezug auf dıe Inhkommensurabilität
DO  S ((ütern, dıe Bedeutung derPhiılosophin Martha Nussbaum,

ermuitteln, ob—und Wenn JQ, ILEe— konkreten Sıtualıion, LN der eıne
biblisch ausgerichtete Ethiker vVO  e ıhrer Handlung ausgeführt wird, den
Arbeit ın den Bereichen der Lıteratur Stellenwert DO  _ Emotionen LmM
und der Ethik profitieren können. Dabeı Zusammenhang mıt dem ethischen
wırd betont, dass Chrıisten, uch Wwenrnn Beıtrag DO  S (reschıichten SOWwLeE dıe
S1e nıcht unbedingt gewillt seın mOgen, zentrale Bedeutung DO  - Geschichten für
alle ıhre Anregungen und Anlıegen die Ethik)

In contemporary phılosophical d1iscus- whether Christian readers of the bıble
SIONS about the role of narratıve ın ethıcs Ca  b make fruntful use of (perhaps moOodi1-
the Namnle of Martha Nussbaum 1S ON of fied) ldeas from the Nussbaumılan COrPDUS.
the best known an her work SOINE of the
moOost. discussed. themes

DrFrODOSEC LO consıder the following
In thıs artıcle ıntend LO briefly VeTl'-

1e W sOINe of the themes entral LO The Incommensurabılıty of gS00dS an
Nussbaum’s work literature an LO See the fragılıty of goodness.
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StOrYy, the prıior1ity of the partıcular proof—exactly the Same, differing only ın
an the place of rules. amount an In location, that the
Story, the emotı]ıons and ethical cho1lce between making love ıth that

ratiıonalıty. Derson an contemplating that prooDIE-'The lınk between form an ontent sented ıtself choice between having
of water an havıngHavıng set Out and evaluated these 100? These proposals Are bold LOthemes ave final sectiıon the uUusSe-

ulness of Nussbaum for the biıblical
be pretty ell iıncomprehensible, from
the ordınary poın of 1e W (L0ve'sethicıist. Knowledge‘“ BKI. 116) We would

LO love the partıcular an cling only
LO the abstract.

The Incommensurability of Goods Arıstotle 1mMs LO do his philosophy ıInand the Fragility of Goodness such WaY LO respect the lımıts of Our
human perspective and LO uNussbaum’s first maJor work ethıcs understandings of the WaY things Aare

Was entitled, T’he Fragılıty of ((00dness‘ much 15 possible.* Most ımportantly(hereafter, In ıt cshe tells the StOTrYy of Arıstotle, vVer agaınst Plato, argue thatthe role of “luck’ In ethıcs from the Poets practıc deliberation 1S nNOL, an cannotof ancıent Greece, LO Plato then LO Arıs- be, ‘sclentifie’ for values Are nNnOt COMmMMenNn-
totle The plot lıne Ca  w} be sımplıfıed urable Consequently when OIl  D 1S5 forcedollows. LO choose In sıtuatıon In whiıich valuesThe Poets WerTe the moral thinkers an clash OIl 111 ınevıtably lose out But theteachers of ancıent Greece. One of the alternative of reducing al values LO OIl 1sclaıms of tragedy 1S5 that ‘“uck’ Ca  s ruın ıtself loss (LK, 60).“
g00d people by forcing them into moral T’he question of 1vine-source ethicsdilemmas ıIn which art’'y choice they make requıres SOMe Comment al thıs poiınt Forinvolves them ıIn performing zE the Christian who accepts thıs 1e W atactıon. The Poets Iso sShow that the moral authority 1t. that moral goodsattempt LO insulate ourselves agaınst Iuck (° be reduced to 0)81 feature—namelydehumanises (F, ch the cCommand the nature of God Is thisPlato 1mMs tO insulate the human soul not 1ncompatible ıth Nussbaum’sirom ‘uck’? takıng weighing, countıng an approach? Not necessarıly. T’he g00dsmeasurıng, SCIENCE closely linked LO the which Nussbaum consıders Alre far wıderıdea of control, hıs model for practical rangıng than moral g0o00ds She has ındeliıberation ( 106) Hıs stirategy 1S mınd aesthetic g00dS, the g00ds of eN]JOYy-to make a ]] values commensurable—
measurable by the sSdmIne standard. On

ing asty meal, the <X00ds of irıendship.These go0ds INaVy nNnOoL be Commensurablethıs approac AalıYVy dıfferences between even ıf moral go0ods ar  D Indeed, moralvalues 111 be dıfferences In quanltıty and goods eed nNnot be Commensurable LO the
not ın kınd (F, 108, 110) divıne SOUTCEe theorist ıf moralıty 1s SCEeENNussbaum sks LO imagıne the sıtu- rooted not In the commands of (30datıon: “ Just LrYy LO thınk ıt ser10usly: this much 1ın hıs perfectly S00d nature frombody of this wondertful beloved DPerson 1S which those Commands flow Now, it NOexactly the SaIne In quality that Dei- be possıble LO CONCEeIVve of the divine moralSoNnN’s mınd an inner lıfe Both, 1ın LUTrN, attrıbutes which groun human moralthe Samne In quality the value of the- gX00ds themselves Incommensurable1an democracy; of Pythagorean e- (assumıng, of COUFrSe, that the doctrine ofY of Eudoxan astronomy. What would divine sımplicıity 1S false) hus humanıt be lıke LO ook at body and LO SEE In ıt mora|l g0o0ds would Iso be Incommen-exactly the SsSamIne shade an LONe of g00d- surable despite COom1ng V1a od’s
ess and beauty ın mathematical cCommands.
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IL The Priority of the Particular che aCCounts for rules VerY useful rules
and the ace of Rules ofthumb-—the distilled wısdom of SCNECTIa-

tıons which deserve the utmost respect.
Arıstotle thought that practical under- However, ‘princıples AT authorıtatıve
standıng 15 nOot eductive sc1entiıfic only insofar they Aare Correct; but

they Al’e correct only insofar they dounderstandıng but he dıd ave SOIMMNeE SYIN-
pathy ıth parts of the scj1entific project not erIt: ıth regards LO the partıiculars’
He diıd qeek LO yıve general aCccounts ofthe (LK, 69) So rules constitute prıma
virtues an Sa the WI1Se choli1ces of the facıe oblıgatıons which must not be

leaped Ver but which Call be SsSeEEIMN notvirtuous rule L0£g0S) and thus Para-
digmatıc for However, Nussbaum bındıng ın partıcular (LK, 156)

convıncıngly that Arıstotle SEES Novels attend LO the Concreie an! COI-

such paradıgzmatic choices responsible sequently embody hiıgh evaluatıon of
the particular. They teach the reader LOLO the partiıculars of the esiıtuatıon rather

than 1C@e (F, 299-306) The DaX- DaY attentıon LO the NUanNnces of specıfic
ticular 1S pr10Tr but wıthout the general sıtuatıions. T’he moral imagınatıon 15 SUubD-
unıversal iıt would be ungulded (F, 306) tie an hıgh rather than sımple an
Narratıve deals ıth the partıcular rather COaArseE; precıse rather than ST OSS; richly

coloured rather than monochromatıie.than the general the abstract. Moral
rules AUEe ımportan LO Nussbaum but the the full specıfic1ıty of the ımage 1S rele-
x0o0d novel reveals that the partıcular Git- ant. The verYy partıcular 1U4a1lces of the
uatıon ıIn all ıts 1U4a1lces takes prior1ıty image LINOVeEe In WaY which dıifferent
Ver the rules. (;eneral rules AUE not. 1nNe- wording would not. No paraphrase Ca  —

tuned enough LO Lype of sıtua- capture it Moral knowledge, ‚.JJames
tıon (LK, 37) being unable LO aCccount suggests, 1S nOot intellectual STasp fPIOD-
tor: — Osıt1ons NOr EeVenNn sSiımply of partıc-

lar facts; ıt. 15 perception. It 15 see1ıng
a) Ne and unanticıpated features ıIn complex, CONcCcreie realıty ın hıghly Iucıd
sıtuatıion. and richly responsıve WAaYVY; ıt. 15 takıng In

the ontext embeddedness of relevant hat 15 there, ıth imagınatıon and feel-
features. ng (LK, 152)

The bıble tudent must clearly dealC) the ethical relevance of partıcular DE -
SONS an relatıonshıps (LK, 38) ıth the place of the ethical rules that Al

LO be found wıthın the Lext. of the Old 'T 'e8:
Absolute general rules would ave tO ave tament Discussions of Old 'Testament

ethıcs VverYy often fOcus such lawsMan Yy exception clauses built into them
ın order LO absolutise them LO make often LO the exclusıon of anythıng else.
them unusable (LK, 72) Practical mat- The question which Nussbaum forces
ters Are mutable an specıfic sıtuations LO ask agaın 1S, °hOw do such laws relate LO

the large number of storı1es whiıich findrequiıre respoONsSeSs which Al imagınatıve wıthın the Old Testament?’ It 15 strık-and sensıtıve. certaın amount of 1Mpro-
visatıon 15 called for by the WI1Se agen ingly Obvlous, though often overlooked,
(LK, 71) °the CONCTeie ethıcal case fact that the laws of the Old Testament

Ar fırmly ocated wıthın narratıve COIN-INaYy SImpLy contaın SOINeEe ultımately Dar-
Lext Such laws c<hould be interpretedticular an non-repeatable elements’

(LK, {2) wıthın that ontext an yet en they
Nussbaum has een accused bDy SOINEe of aAare abstracted that other Sıtze ım

her erıtics of havıng tıme for rules Leben Ca  _ be suggested agaınst which LO
make of the leg1islation. would nothıs erıt1ic1sm 1S perhaps understandable

o1ven Nussbaum’s emphasıs the DPar- declare such procedures iLegıtimate but
ticular but 15 nOoTt really veryvy faır IC- merely inadequate. If ON takes the
sentatıon of her work whole In ‘An canonıcal Lext, ıt stands ONle 15 forced LO

face the 1ssue of the relatıon of laws LOArıstotelian Conception of Rationalıty"
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storjes.® hıs 1sSsue 15 large an much fur- Scripture provıdes, al best, vasgue clues
ther study 15 requıred but ave apprecı- for doing How then? The INOTeEe ON
ated Nussbaum’s drawıng attentiıon LO reflects the problem the INOTe OM SEES
ON aspect of the 1ssue. the practical impossibilıty of producing'The 1ssue of divıne command ethics absolute grading system and ıt
ralses ıts head agaın for would it. be pPOSSI1- surprıse that Gelisler has not one
ble LO SEPEE general‘ divıne commands So  10 Here Nussbaum INaYy COME LO the v’es-
extrapolations from partıcular rıght Cu  D Perhaps careful attentıon LO the Dar-

COMMeNtTtTS
choices? Let make the following ticularıty of MaYV help the behllever

discern whiıich divine command 1S5 the ONe
Fırst, whether OM D accept LO follow. There Ca  — be knowable abso-

Nussbaum’s partıcularıst thesıs al lute, general rule about how LO qettle al
depends the kınds of things which ÖN
believes God has commanded.® ONn

such disputes In advance and Spirıit-
inspired wısdom 1S called for

belhieves that (+0d only commanded partıc- In thıs ontext ıt. 1S5 worth introducınglar actı]ıons then OIl could SEE al general the work of Lawrence Ium an In partıc-rules ın the WaY Nussbaum oes Or, ıf lar his 'Moral Perception an Par-
OI  D believes that G0od 0es g1ve general ticularity’.  913 Ium pomınts Out that Eeven ıL,
commands but only intends them unliıke Nussbaum, ONle aCCepts ethıcal
'sSummary rules’ then agaın OT  D could system which 1sS rule-based ON must
accept Nussbaum’s thesıs. Now SOINE, recognıse the role of something LO bridgeperhaps INanYV, genera|l bıblical divıne the rule and the partıcular esıtuatıion (ppcommands could be SsSeen generaliısa- dnnn ant refiferred LO this ‘something’tıons of partıculars an not absolute. 'Judgement). After a]] ‘a 15 nOot the rule

laws Al not. designed LO the od but sOINe other moral capacıty of the
an unusual, Ne sıtuations INaYy which tells her that the partıcular
requıre adaptations of these laws (e.g the sıtuatıiıon che faces falls under o1vendaughters ofZelophehad In Num ATa1 rule (D 38) Moral living ‘involves moral
a and Davıd In Samuel E c capacıtıes, sensıtıvıties, an Judgementand Mark 2:23-28) (&) LO NOW which cts count exempli-Nevertheless, SsSOINe of the divine COIN- iyıng partıcular moral princıples, (2) tOo
mands In scrı1pture do SSCEIN LO be general NOW how LO Out the act specıfied Dyabsolute prohiıbıitions for example, the the principle, and (3) LO NOW when ıt 1S
command nNnot. LO worshiıp aAalıy false gyods) and isn’t approprılate LO instantiate o1venIt 0es not SEREIN Correct LO SaYy that these priıncıples. T’hese capacıtıes beyondrules Al’e INeTre extrapolations from partıc- possess1ing the princıple (plus the
lar divıne command theorist strength of 111 LO aCLT ıt); they AIre nel-
wh 15 loyal LO the tradıtıon would ave LO ther guaranteed NOr encompassed bDy the
DUut SOINE distance between theır posıtıon commıtment LO the princıple (plusand Nussbaum’s. Havıng sSaılıd thıs, strength GT wıll) ıtself” (p 40) But even
Nussbaum’s attention LO the partiıcular the supplementing of the princıples ıth
could sti1] be eruc1lal though ıIn slightly ‘Jjudgement’ 15 not enough (p 38) Before
dıifferent WaY. It 1S the Case that, CCa-
S10N, divıne commands clash and In such

ON (  _ get far bringing princıple
LO ear partıcular sıtuation ONe MUST

LO obey ONne divine command would first be able LO indiıviduate the ‘sıtuation.).
requıre breaking another. How 1S the °It 1s moral perception which 0es the
behever LO aCL 1ın such cases? Norman indıviduating construmng of the sıtua-
eisler? sSystem ın which al t1on, thus provıdıng setting ın whiıich
the absolute divine commands Ale graded mora|l jJudgement Carrıles OuUt ıts as

that when there 15 clash the hıgher (p 42) Blum shıfts ıts focus LO the
command nullıfies the lesser command. ımportance of sensıtıive moral perceptionhıs neat thesıs T[UNS iınto problems how- of partıcular sıtuations—such perception
EeVer How 1sS ONe LO orade the commands? 1S morally valuable ın Lts OW rıght ell

64 EuroJTh



Greeks Bearıng Gifts? A Christian Approach (D Old Testament Narratiıve Ft+hics ®  ®

ın ıts informıng of rıght actıon (D 43) aimılar occasıon? How Ca  b od’s
Now it 1s CasS V LO get VerYy mystical kındness LO the olaves In Kgeypt become

about the operatıon of moral perception model aCT, upOoN which theır treatment of
and Judgement but Ium 1mMs LO bring olaves 1S LO be based? T'he bıble often
SOINE clarıty (pp He resists the draws attentıon LO paradıgmatıc events
notıon that siıtuational perception 1S an acts, both posıtıve an negatıve. In
unıfied capacıty' instead breakıng partıc- fact, when approachıng Ne moral sıtu-
ularıty OWN LO sensıtıvıty LO the PIECS- atıon fırst look for sımılarıtıes ıIn ethi1-
ENCE of partıcular SOTTtS of moral features. cally sıgynıfıcant features between the

present sıtuatıion an past sıtuatıons"T’he fact 1S, particular DEerSONS Al’e better
al perce1ving certaın SOFTS of particulars that ave SOINEC ıdea hOow LO proceed.
than other sorts’ D 46) WHor example, Only then look for unıque features
persOnN INaYy be verYvY sensıtıve LO the EX@e1l- which INAaYy modify OUuUr applıcatıon of the

prev10us paradıgm. hıs emphasısplıfıcatıon of inJustice ın particular sıtu-
atıon but faıl LO perceıve the affront LO the commonalıty 15 quıte compatıble ıth
vicetim’s dignıty hıs decentralisatıon of Nussbaum’s focus partıcularıty. Con-
moral perception I1 the WaY for sıder enesıis Abraham’s aCT 15 Dara-
exploratıon of ‘the WaYS that imagınatıon, digm of sacrıficlal cts 1ın later Israelite
attentıion, empathy, erıtical rFreasON, habıt, worship”” yeLt ıt contaıns un1que, 110O11-

LO Ne moral categorıes, and the repeatable features (human aacrıfıce
ıke contribute LO the formatıon of OSeEe being the moOost obv1ous). narratıve
sensıtivıties’ (D 46) actıon Ca  - be partıally paradıgmatıc lıke

thıs because attentıon 1S pald LO both theThe CONSCYUECNCE of thıs 1sS that EeVen ıf
ONne resıists Nussbaum’s insıstence the esimılarıties and dıfferences between the
prlor1ıty of the partıcular 0)]81 Ca  a st1l] See S and later partıal parallels. Sımilar
that moral rules an princıples AT inade- comments could be made about people

and objects. We do, Nussbaum SaVYS,qua wıthout the operatıons of the
Dartly independent faculties of moral apprecıate them for theır unıqueness and
perception and Judgement (D 4: 1S irreplacıbility. However, Iso value
nOoLt 1f the princıples themselves already them, Plato SaYys, for hat they ave In
fully contaın the sensitıvıty needed LO COININOIN ıth other people and objects,
recognıse theır applicabılıty, vlolatıon, perhaps SImply theır humanıty Dar-
an the lıke’ (D Consequently, OIl ticular akıl] whiıich they chare ıth others.
C& approprlate Nussbaum’s observa-
tıons how stOorı1es traın In moral DeLI- 11il OTYYV, the Emotions and Ethical
ception EVEeIll ıf wısh LO o1ve greater Rationalıty
place LO rules.

have LWO urther about Nussbaum’s C  9 ‘An Arıstotelian Con-
Nussbaum’s focus the particular. ception of Rationality””® helpfully devel-
Fiırst, 15 Nussbaum’s moral vlsıon ın fact ODS notion of ethical rationalıty whiıich
LOO ambıtlious (Kalın. S has key role for the emotıons. Plato
'There o0es SCEIN dream-like idealısm thought that emotions mi1ıslead the aoul
about the practicabilıty of makıng a1l an Man y INOTeEe recent philosophers have
EVEel moOost of OUr cho1l1ces ıth such 1ne ahared thıs strong mıstrust of emotıon
attentıion LO particularıty. It that and imagınatıon. (1:ıven the role played ın
greater role must be gıven LO defaulting LO novel readıng Dy emotıon and imagına-
rules. tıon such 1eW 1S bound LO ENCOUTFASEC

Second, partıcularıty 15 ımportan SUuSpI1cCc1onN about the use of narratıves In
ın the ethıcs of narratıve but equally ethıcs. Arıstotle refused LO splıt emotıons
ımportant, and underemphasized by from cognıtıon (LK. 78) Nussbaum
Nussbaum, Are the COININON features STLO- SUuIMMs hıs 1e W being ONe In which
rıes cshare: How Ca  b actıon ONe OCCa- person of practical insıght 311 cultıivate
S10 Ca  = provıde model for sıimılar aCLT emotional and responsıveness
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ın approaching 1Ne sıtuatıon’ that emotıons play key role In practicalemotıon 1sS part ofethical 'knowing’ (LK, reason1ıng ıt 111 be NECESSATVYV LO Sa y INOTe

79) Indeed rellance the DOWETS of about emotion, practical reason1ıng an
the intellect Ca actually become the lınk between them

In ‘Arıstotle Emotions an Ethicalımpediment LO Lrue ethıcal perception,
by ımpeding undermining these Health’ Nussbaum makes Out Case for
responses’ (LK, S1) It Ca  —; lead LO inat- the sStrong ınk between emotıon an
tentıveness LO concrete respONsSeSs of eINO- proposıtiona belief. Firstly she
tıon and imagınatıion LO specıific It
should be clear how thiıs disecussion the

that certaın beliefs Are NECESSAFr'Y for the
experıence of certaın emotiıon. ake fear,role of emotıon ollows directly from example. One o0es nOot sımply fear.

the discussion of partıcularıty and One fears something. One fears SOTINE DOS-perceptiıon.
In °‘Narrative Emotions: Beckett’s

siıble future unpleasantness, for example.
ıthout being able LO conceptualise the

Genealogy of Love’ stronger claım 1S object of ne’s fear, LO SaVvy hat ON fears,made. There Nussbaum that it od LO imagıne that ON Ca  }
learn OUr emotıonal respoNses from OUr fear.
soc]ıety not only but prımarıly through Nussbaum then DOECS LO aAarsue that
storles. Storles CXDTECSS the structure of beliıef 1s not. merely NECESSaAFrY for the
emotı]ons and teach theıir dynamıcs. They experıence of certaın emotions but that ıt
shape the WaY that lıfe looks an feels 1sS actually constıtuent part of those EeINO-
(LK, 287) Thus., the STAa MAar of EeINO- tiıons (1D. 38) She SayS that dıfferent
tıons 15 informed, though not exhausted, emotıons are indıviduated 1ın Lterms of
by narratıves. Emotions find their place theır beliefs nNnOot theır ‘teely’ quality. ake
ın human Iıves and mMUust be earned from paınful emotiıions. 'There 1S5 not. peculıarother human lives whether real fic-
tional. paın assoclated ıth fear, another ıth

ogrief an! another ıth pıty T’hese eINO-
Narratıves Iso evoke emotıons 1ın the tiıons Are dıfferentiated prımarıly 1ın

reader and these emotions aAtC, accordıng Lterms of theır proposıtional ontent
LO Nussbaum, epıstemologically valuable. hus Sa V that ogrief 1s paın al the
Here Nussbaum 15 In line ıth Man Yy thought of whıilst fear 1s paın al the
recent phiılosophers an psychologists thought of y One cannot thınk ofthe eINO-
who maıntaın that emotı]ıons Aare strongly tıon wıthout the cognıtıve part of ıt
lınked LO cognıtıon an Are not INeTe It LO that thıs 1S insıghtful but
anımal instinets. FEmotions, accordıng LO overestimates the role of beliefs and 1928010Nussbaum, Are linked LO beliefs about Osıtl1ons which would claım Aare not. NeCcC-
hat 1s valuable and the evaluatıve CSSaTV (though they INaYy be sufficıent) for
beliefs which ground Our emotıons Are the experlıence of emotion. Although ıt 15
earned through early habıtual usual for belief or Judgement that LO be
LO complex soclal forms of lıfe 1ın which connected ıth emotiı1on, ıt 15 poss1ıblethese belhefs Are housed. shall S(0ONMN PFO- LO ave emotıon wıthout believing that
POSEC ımportant alternative LO this actually LS the Case Consıider the follow-
claım but OIl whiıich allows Nussbaum’s
insıghts the importance of emotıon LO

Ing example toddler pıcks INUu.
ethıics 3 be maıntaıned.

of hot coffee and In NtTOo lap
verYvy ıth her for short whıleIf emotı]ıon 15 eruclal LO hıving ethıcal evUen though know that che 1sS not INOT-lıfe which Henry .James reiers LO ONNe ally culpable. do not ave the belief thatthat 1S fınely an rıchly responsı1-

ble’ an ıf storles AlTre foundational 1ın
che has wronged yeLt feel AaNSTVY ıth
her ıf dıd ave such belief. 'To helplearning approprıate emotı]ıons then ıt fol- account for thıs PrFrODOSE that uUuselows that narratıve 1S eruc1ı1a| for ethical alternative LO Nussbaum’s account ö7lıving.

In explanation an defence of the claım
emotion.* The MOST. insıghtful phiılosoph-ical aCccCcount of emotilions that ave found

66 EuroJTh



Greeks Bearing Gifts? Christian Approach Old estament Narratiıve Ethics

1S, wıthout doubt, that of Robert Roberts opened for see1ıng sıtuatıons and
outlined ın hıs artıicle, ‘What Eimotion people 1ın contemporary ıfe hıs puts
Is Sketch’.“° Roberts defines EI1NOÖ- different alant philosopher aul
tıon “SerL10USs, concern-based construals’ Ricoeur’s 1ideas about exXits proposing LO
(D 209) hıs 111 need lıttle unpackıng. readers Ne WaYs of ‘being-in-the-
The notıon of construal Roberts takes world’.

Bıblical narratıves do SSCCeIN LO consıderfrom Wıttgenstein s Phiılosophiıcal Inves-
t1gatıons. It 1S mental event SLALEe ın emotıon eruclal aspect of ethıcal Der-
which ONe thıng 1s5 grasped Lın erms 0} ception. Consıder the reactiıon of Davıd
something else (p 190) hus persON when Nathan brought ome the pomınt of
ıth whom tempted LO be aNSrYy Ca  - hıs S ıth the words, 'You ATe the
be construed In Varıo0us WaYyYs as 19585 man!’ Had Davıd had emotional 1EAC-

drel wh dıd such-and-such LO IN the tıon but merely sald, VCS See VOUL
SO  a of ear friend SO-and-so, perTr- point’”. We would thınk that he had not.
SO  = who, er all, has had pretty rough perceived the signıf1ıcance of hıs deed 218
tiıme of it ın lıfe, and forth’ (D 193) 'To all Consıder the Fane of Diıinah HOr the
each of ese construals corresponds brothers LO perceıve the rape °defil-
emotıon (anger, enevolence an pıty ing an ‘folly ıIn Israel’ LS LO ave

emotional reactıon. OIl  D did nNnOTt feelrespectively). hıs 1s the irreduc1ıbly PFrOD-
osıtıional dimensıon of the paradızm these thoughts OINleEe has either not under-
f human emotion.““ By °‘concern-based’ sto0d them nNnOoTt accepted them Ade-
Roberts that the perceıver must quate ethical perception LS emotional
CaUare about the construal. Wor example, to perception
fee]l ouilt ONe mMUuSt construe oneself So the central question the
ou1lty and dislıke being gullty By ‘ser1- relatıon of emotıon LO practical Teasoln

OUS Roberts that the construal 15 Emotion LO play LWO conceptually
compellıng; havıng the aPPCAralhicle f distinet roles ın moral lıving.
truth (D 201) Now thınk that it 1S5 better ırst, and moOost obvıously, ıt has mot1-
LO Sa V that emotıons necessarıly involve vatıonal Eimotion drives actıon.
construal rather than belıef because Emotion Ca  b drıve both immoral and
although OIl  D 111 usually believe nes  vA moral actıon. It Ca send DEISOIL ınto
construal Olle INaYy nNnOot In the Case of violent rasge Ver rıvlal matter COIMN-
toddler feel aNnsrYy briefly because COIN- pel the prophet LO speak out agaınst
STrUe her morally culpable EVenNn though injustice. Gilman talks of how emotıon

do not really behleve that che 1s5 (D 201) involves jJudgement about certaın fea-
tures of the world (emotional ]Judgement)remınd myself that ıt. 15 not. her fault

an thus LO SCEC her culpable. To and about how ıt. ought LO be (emotional
the extent that succeed, the Vall- projects). Eimotion 1s Iso the ' energy’
ishes.*® lınking judgement and project ° EmoO-

Roberts’ aCcount of emotıon INaYy indı- tional Nn  9 In er words, 15 the spark
cate another WaY 1ın which storıes could that ignıtes and drıves humans LO actual-
shape emotiıon. ome storıles INaYy provıde 1Se the projects engendered by emotional
readers ıth 11le WaYyYs of construmng pPCO- judgements’ (D 295) 'The of EINO-

ple and sıtuatıions. Such 1E W construals tıon LO drıve actıon ralses the erıtical 1SsSue
of the educatıon of the emotı]ıons LO which111 shape emotijonal resSsPONSEC to people.

Consıder ‚Jesus’ words, Father, forgıve <hall return shortly.
them for they do not NOW hat they Al’e Second, emotijonal acknowledgement of
doing ‚Jesus construed those wh CrucıI- certaın features of sıtuatıon 1S the

approprıate human acknowledgement offied hım ıgnorant rather than
those features. detached assent LO thewilfully rebellious agaınst (30d These

construals Are accompanıied by dıfferent relevant proposıtıions 1S inadequate
feelings an by makıng such possibilities qssent. O perceıve sıtuatıon ıth nNnes

moral perception 15 necessarıly LO CENSASCODECN LO readers 1ie possıbilıties AT
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ne’s  7 emotiıons. One cCannoL be lookıng facıng sıtuations 1ın lıfe an the closer
rıght i OIl  D o0es not. feel ONe looks SEPE the parallel between Ou lives an the

(ven the importance of emotıonal DEeT- STLOTrY the INOTe ımpact they 111 ave
ception LO moral perception an the (consıder the parable Nathan told Davıd)importance of emotıonal educatı]ıion Story NCOUTFaSeES the reader LO enter ınto
part of nes  2 moral education must ask the lives of the characters and LO learn LOabout the role of SLOFY Iın nes emotıional perceıjve the best WaY orward 1ın specıficeducatiıon. Story Ca  _ shape emotıon In al The reader 15 encouraged to 1den-least four WaYsSs t1fy ıth the characters an thus LO

First of al the worldview which under- become INOTe responsıve 1ın theır OW
pıns the value beliefs uUDOIIN which EeINO- actual lives. We readers Care for the Dar-tıons Aare parasıtic 1S (always?) narratıve tiıcularıty of the charaecters an In doingIn iIramework. Wright ıIn hıs book become better perce1ıvers In the sıtuationsThe New Testament an the People of (10d In which Are embedded (LK, 162)has wrıtten VerY insıghtfully ere As far Lıterature thus traıns the moralthe bıble TOES the meta-narratıve IN imagınatıon.absolutely erucı1a| LO spinnıngz the world-
VIEW. Individual storıes find theıir place In Summaryı: The Link Betweenthe bıgger SLOTY However, the individual Form and Content
narratıves wıll play theır role. WOTrl1d-
1e W and ıts values cannot be conveyed ın It should be clear by 110 that Nussbaumsingle narratıve but sıngle narratıve sSees lınk between form and ontent She
Ca  - reinforce worldview challenge maıntaıns that
aspects of worldview. It Ca  aD} strengthenreader’s ethıcal conceptions, tretch (a) 'Any Lext carefully wrıtten an fullythem shatter them hıs 18 the 1mMpor-
Lance of SLOTY at the level of the STam mMar

ıimagıned as Oorganıc relation
of belief. between ıts form and ıts content’ (LK,

4);Second, an related LO thıs poınt, 1S5 the (b) °‘Certaıin truths about human ıfe Ca  _
WaVYV In whiıich storl1es Call play role In the only be fittingly and accurately stated In
STaM Mar Oi emotıons. the language an forms charaecteristic ofIT'hırd, narratıves offer models ofFO- the narratıve artıst/ (LK,prıate and inappropriate emotıonal
reSspoONse whıich Ca shape those Philosophers ave often thought that
respONseSs In the reader. COUTFSe, INanYy ideas that Are ommunıcated ATre SCDara-actors influence the emotional lıfe of
DersonNn an ıt. would be folly LO suggest

ble irom the form In which they Ale COIN-
munıicated. The form of Lext. 1S thusthat sSımply hearing SLOFY 111 instantly INOTe than pretty decoration ıIn which LOmould the emotionalıty of the hearer. dress 1deas. Plato INOTeEe than AanNnyoNeNevertheless, do learn OUuUr emotıons Sa the lınk between form an ontentpartly firom the emotı]ons displayed Dy role

models In narratıves.
Nussbaum that prıor LO Plato the
philosophical an the lıterary WeTe not.Fourth, stOorles CeNSagE the reader’s divided (F 123) Texts of INanYy kindsemotı]ıons an gıve them the equıvalent of could offer instruection In practical WI1S-emotıonal work-out al the S yIB dom (D 123) However, the tragediesStories, both ficetional an factual, Ca  z engaged the audience’s intellectual andtretch and mould the emotıonal emotıonal faculties ıIn reflection ethical

TespONSE of the reader LO shape matters (LKK 16) and Plato stronglythem for better for hıs 1sS not distrusted the emotiıons. Consequently heone by informing the reader hearer devised 111e form of philosophy—the(or viewer) how LO feel o1ven 0OCCasıons
but Dy elicıting the feelings themselves. dialogue. Hıs dialogues Are lıke the works

ofragıc theatre ıIn that they contaın INOTeEeStories thus become 1ıke practice for than one vo1lce an In that the reader
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must enter into the dialogue and ENSASEC her claıms Ca  _ only be presented most fit.
ın the debate (F, 126) However, it 1S tıngly and fully ın conjJunction ıth Care-

antı-tragıc heatre— a theatre °Con- ful readıng of narratıve exXtis Indeed
structed LO supplant tragedy the Dara- theır truth rather than theır meanıng)
diıgm of ethical teachıng' (E,; 129) Our Ca  ; only hbe perce1ved bDy engagıng In the
mınd 1S5 engaged but the 'dry and abstract recommended practices. Kalın wrıtes,
Lone posıtıvely discourages the arousal of ‘what lıterary and narratıve forms do that
emotıons and feelings’ (F, 131) T’here 185 perhaps impossi1ible LO do otherwise 15 LO
1s INOVE from the partıcular LO the SCN- makea the value of hat 1S DIeE-
eral; from emotıons LO the intellect (F, sented. Nussbaum 15 rıght LO argue that
T3al) Narratıve form presents certaın there AI’e forms of apprecılatıon that
kınd of ethical v1lsıon and i 1s OlNle which involve theıir readers In the aCT of apprecı-
confheted ıth the Platonic ethıical V1iIs10n. atıng iıtself and, such, Al’e indiıspensable
Narratıve form DaYyS attentıon LO partıcu- LO moral phılosophy’ (26 142, italıcs
lars and StIrs the emotions an thıs 15 why miıne). Liıterature Ca  w} involve ıts readers
Plato hated the OeTts and would ave In kınd of moral actıvıty that analytı-
banned them from hıs Republiec.“° cal diseussıion cCannot hus it Ca play
Nussbaum then that novels DY role ın mora|l character formatıion which
theır UeEr'Yy form CXPTCSS commıtment LO philosophical exXts cannot.

(a) the ethıcal sıgnıfıcance of n_ Approprılating Nussbaum
trolled Events==fate

It 15 LO be doubted that Nussbaum herself(b) the epıstemologıcal alue of the EINO-

t10NSs would SCEe bıblical narratıves being of
(C) the varıety and non-commensurabıilıty much ethical alue hıs 1s for LWO
of go0ods an values (Love’s Knowledge, 1TEASO

26) 1) Biblical narratıves Ale narrated by
Narrator wh: Cannot be miıstaken, sCEI11-

Now Anglo-American philosophy tends LO ingly havıng super-human perspective,
SeE ıts abstract value-neutral and thıs aAaPDPDECAI’S LO be narratıon that
(LK, 19) hıs 15 illusion, claıms speaks from ’nowhere’. ıt 1S5 the human-
Nussbaum, because an Yy style makes ess of the narratorı1al V1IECW whiıich o1ves it
statement (LK, 7) Philosophıical ıts ethıcal value for then God’s-eye
appeals LO the intellect alone and ın V1ECW 1S5 of ethıcal interest.
doing ASSUMes and crommuUunNıLCAtes Cer- In reply ON could poın Out that bıbli-

cal narrators do not ave 1e W fromtaın 1e W of rationalıty (that ıt 1s purely
intellectual), of the human PDersON (see nowhere. They C  ; be clearly ocated ın
°‘Fietions of the Soul/’ In LK) and of epıste- tiıme (see COMMEeNTS In whıch narrators
mology (that truth Ca  - be perceived Dy break frame LO lınk past events LO theır
the mınd alone) Here sSCee the second contemporary sıtuatlions, C ‚Josh 6:20).
thesıs of Nussbaum being displayed for reily uPDON Israelıte SOUT’CEes for theır ınfor-
SUPDPDPDOSC that ON wıshes LO claım that matıon (as the Deuteronomuistic narrator
SsOINe truths CAannoOoLtL be grasped by TeASON often remınds u  ’ Kg and
alone—that emotıon 1S needed Iso In vVerYy occasilonally 1dentify themselves
that, Cas-e, ıf thıs claım 15 put ınto standard Israelıtes (Josh and Kg 5:65) How-
philosophical then the form under- CVer, these features MUST not be OVelTr'-
mınes the claıms that ATre being made played. T’he anonymıty of bıblical
(LK, ( Z1) hıs claım actually
LO be false for the assertion that not. a]]

narratıon o0es perhaps contrıbute
owards see1ng theır narratıon divinely

truths Ca  — be grasped by the intellect inspired. So the second thing LO SaYy 1sS5 that
alone need not ıtself be Olle of the truths the authorıtatıve narratorı1al volce ıth

designated. However, perhaps hat ıts privileged AaCCcess LO the humanly “* inacC-
cess1ble’ 1S threat LO OChriıstian ethics.Nussbaum 15 actually getting at 1s that
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Nussbaum makes the mistake of iıdentify- storı1es. SEE her work INOTEe of PFrO-
ing divine perspective of human behav- phetic counter-balance LO tendencies Lyp1-
10uUr ıth ehavıour that 15 approprıate LO cally found n bıble readers. Her
the diıvine. od’s 1e W approprıate relevance 1s nOot much al the level of
human behavıour could be of great inter- hands-on exeges1s al the higher level of
est, EVEeNN HR od’s 1e W approprıate readerly orJjentatıion. In the first place,
divine ehavıour 1sS of hlıttle value In guld- Nussbaum’s recognıtıon of the value of
ing OUr ehaviour.“ Here sımply take StOrles which lack clear-cut moral
1Ssue ıth Nussbaum’s ntı-theıistic AaNSWEeTIs the bıblical ethicist to
startıng poın eXamınıng agaın stor]ı1es which ATl often

11) Bıblical narratıves Al’e famously SEeEeN ethıcally unhelpful. Second,
brief and lack the meticulous attention LO Nussbaum counters the tendency LO only
detaıl that Nussbaum values much. ıt SEE moral aqlue In stOrı1es ın which char-
15 thıs detaıl that emphasıses the value of acters aCct In easıly unıversalızable WaYs
the particularıty Nussbaum cherıishes The recognıtıon of the importance of Dar-
and consıder the detajl of the authors she tıcularıty allows LO learn from storles
f{avours—James, Proust, Dickens) then EVEel when Are not, Aare lıkely
bıblical narratıve falls chort agaıln. LO be, 1ın analogous CıIrcumstances. One

The Nuancıng and detaıl of bıblical Nal- need not See nes OW sıtuatıon ın SLOTY
ratıve must not be underestimated though. LO be morally enlarged by 1ıt Thiırd,
Bıblical NAarrators ATre lıke expert Cartoon- Nussbaum’s recognıtıon that ‘objectivıty’
ists who commMuUnNnıIlcCate amazıng depth wıth 1S not always desiırable readıng strategy

calls the Christian ethıcıst back LOvVerYvY few strokes. 'Their abılıty to delicately
CONTOUTFr theıir storl1es 15 Justly celebrated. emotional LO bıblical storles.
Nevertheless, they do nOot o1ve the kınd of T’he challenge 15 LO deliberately posıtıon
depth that Nussbaum would seek. There 1S oneself that ONe Ca  } be moved and ACa-
much that 1S5 not told that INAaVY wısh had demıiıcs INOTeEe than MOSLT eed LO take
een told. However, SOINeEe of the moral thıs gauntlet. Finally, consıderable DEI-

In bıblical narratıve irom ıts centage of scrıpture 15 constituted Dy STO-
sılences an gaps Sternberg demon- rıes an EVeEenN the non-narratıve parts of
Iirates how In the avıd and Bathsheba the bıble usually rest uUuPDOI SLOTY founda-
SLOTY the mora|l effect the reader tıon. Nussbaum’s work could be sed LO
from u lgnorance much OUr knowl/l- 1SSsue call for the restoratıon of biblical
edge.“ hıs 1S something which Nussbaum narratıve LO the heart of biıblical ethıcs
O0es not consıder (and poss1bly INaYy not. and tO put law back ıIn ıts PrODer place

wıthın narratıve fIrame.lıke) 'The moral insıghts of bıblical Ta-
tıve form INaYy not be the Sarmne those of
‚James and Proust otesNussbaum 1s vVerYyY interested 1ın storles
which trace the lives of partıcular charac- Nussbaum, The Fragıilıty of (100dness:ters but, far ave read, o0es not Luck and Ethics ın Greek Tragedy anıcomment storıes which SDan SCHNETA- Phılosophy, CUP, 1986
tıons. It 1S VerY importan when readıng
biblical narratıves that OIle 0es not. 1S0O-

Nussbaum, Love’s nowledge. ESSays
Phılosophy and Liıterature, OUP, 1990

late them from theır place 1ın the whole See ‘Ddavıng Arıstotle’s ppearances
bıblical meta-narratıve. One Ca only Fragılıty, ch
read partiıcular OTYy adequately when The Arıstotelian en ‘serutinises each
ONe SEES how ıt fits into the bıg plot valuaDble alternative, seekıng OuUL ıts dis-

INC nature see1ng each value AS, LO
speak, separate Jewe. In the W valu-In conclusıon, ıt. should be clear that do ahle 1ın ıts OW. rıg 1C O0es nOoLnoLt thınk Nussbaum’s work 11 provıde

the Christian ethicıist ıth balanced LO be separately valuable Just because the
contingencles of the sıtuatıon Ver 1t. iromapproach LO ethically openıng biıblical other x0o0ds and 1t. loses OUL In verall
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temporally) such general set of rulestional choı1ce. 'T ’he emphasıs the recogn1-
how LO resolve Jashes of rules. But Godtıon of plur: incommensurable x0o0ds

ea ıree an naturally LO the DEICCD- knows actual and possıble STLALEe of af-
tıon of poss1bılıty of irreconcilable contıin- faırs an hat 1s right ıIn CVEeTY 9QCTLU.: and
gent conflhliets them’ (LK, 63) possible sıtuatıion. We do NOL and cannot
1STLOLIE draws attentiıon LO how fate wz.  - the setl, WOU. be far LOO complex. SO DeTI -
impede OUr {fforts LO live ell In the WOT. haps hat INeAaN LO SaVv 1s that such knowl-
arı certaın modern novels Iso highlights edge 1S nNnOL poss1 for an thus eed
thıs Nussbaum 15 partıcularly drawn LO develop Spirit-inspired wısdom and DE *
the work of Henry ‚James er ception.
modern wrıters. In her interpretatıon of 141 Chapter In Blum, L., Moral Perception

an Partıcularıty, ambridge UniversıtyT’he (iolden wl che SEES aggıe 9aL-
empting LO lıve In such WaY LO remaın Press, 1994
morally DUTI'C but such attempt esults 1 As mattier of fact Blum 0es want. LO INOVE

In eruel behavlour. ”I '’he world of T’he urther from ethıcs of rules than indi1-
(jolden owl 1S en world—a world, cate ere (pD
that 1S, ıIn which INNOCeENCE cannot be and 15 13 In postscr1pt LO the rıgınal Blum
not safely preserved, world where values SETtSs Out step that x  D DeEISONM
an loves Al’e pervasıvely 1ın ensıon ıth from oıven sıtuation LO actıon Aase:
ONe another that ere 1S aafe human moral principle. ” ma 'T’he aCCurate g_
pectatıon of perfect fıdelity throughout nıtıon of the situation’s features. C2) T’he
11e (LK, 133 aggıe MUST. hurt her recognıtıon of the moral sıgnıfiıcance of
frıiend arlo ın order LO love her hus- OSe features. (3) Askıng neself whether
band but, unlıke Agamemnon, ın o1ng ONle should aCL (4) ecıding whether ONe
che must °cCeAaseEe LO be richly CONMN- should aCT (5) Selecting the rule DPr1INCI-
SCIOUS of harlotte’s paın and LO bear, ın ple that applicable (6) Determining
imagınatıon an feelıng, the full burden of the aCT that best instantı]ıates the principle

ON has selecte (:7) Figuring out AOouw LOer gu1lt the of that paın’ (LK,
135) T’he novel Ca  ; explore the engt an perform the aCT specıfied. It 1S clear hOow
breadth of partıcular life—we mMmust value eruclal perception and jJudgement Al e In
texts which dısplay LO us the complexıty, workıng ıth general princıiples.
the indeterm1nacy, the cheer dıfficulty of Kalın, ‘Knowıng Novels Nussbaum
moral choice, and a ShOw the Fiction and ora eory In Ethıcs 105,

1992, 135151childıshness, the refusal of ıfe involved ıIn
[1xing ever  ng In advance accordıng LO 15 See CS enham, “"T’he
SOINeE sSystem of inviıolable rules’ (LK, Paradıgzm of Saeriıfice’ In rıght,
142) Freedman Hurvıtz e  S Pomegran-
ven her g0o0d friend Hılary Putnam talks fes and (iolden e  S, E1ısenbrauns, 1995

16 Love’s Knowledge, chof her ' derogatory aLLıLUde towards rules’
Putnam, ng Rules Ser10usly: Nussbaum 1s ertaınly not claımıng that

kKesponse LO artha Nussbaum’ In New emot1ıon cCannot ead morally astray for
Lıterary 1StOory 15, 1983, 193) and hıs ıt obvıously Ca f one’s foundational be-
COMNCETN that her approac MaYy degenerate 1eIis Alce Out of order then one’s eelings
into an absolutely “saiıtuation Sth= ll be Iso Emotion 1S ODCIl LO atıonal a_

sSsessmen but rational assessment of1CsS  27 1  1' 93)
Ricoeur’s ‘Bıblica 1me (1ın Arıstotelian SOTLT That 1T LO Sa y that ere
Kıcoeur, ıgurıng the Sacred: elıgıon, 1S Archimedian pDoIn from 1C LO a_

Narratıve and Imagınaltıon, WHortress SEeSS OUrTr belhiefs and emotı]ons. Such a_

Press, 1s VE suggestıve ere sessment MUSLT be performed irom wıthın
OUTr uman perspective. Our aım 15 LO e_presently workıng 1n thıs TeA

Many divıiıne commands ontext SPC- ablısh coherence OUTr belıefs, EINO-

cıfie an Al’e not general generalizable. tıons an experlences. “he partıcıpants
My thanks LO Phıilıp (Quinn and Danıiel ı11 ook not for V1CW that 15 Lrue Dy e_

for helping LO clarıfy hought ın hat spondence LO SOINeE extra-human realıty,
ollows the ETTOTS mıne nNnOL heırs) but for the best verall f1ıt, between 1eW

of hat 1S deepest In human lıves TheyGeisler, Christian Ethics, Apollos, 1989
seek for coherence an! fit. ın the webh'T’hıs 1sS noL LO Sa V that omnı1ıscıent (i0d

COU. nNnOL NOW ıIn advance (logic nNnOL of jJudgement, feelıng, perception, an!
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princıple, taken whole (LK, 26) that the patıent 1s dyıng T’hus, alton
Nussbaum Lrusts that OUT COINIMNON hu- SaVySsS, the belief Componen of eır °@emo-
manıty provıdes sufficıent basıs for such tiıon’ 15 different than ın of real EINO-

task LO ave hope of genumne ess tıon. T'he o0es not experıence actual
Thus ‘'knowledge cConveyed In emotıional fear but QUASL- fear. In Just the Samne WAaVY,
impressions must be systematised an the Derson wh: CNSASECS ıth 1ction CXDC-
pınned OWN by the actıvıty of reflection’ rliences quası-emotlons. T’his aCCOUNLT 11
(LK, 285) nOoL appe. LO an yoNe unless they Are q |-

18 The T’herapy of Desıre 1 ’D], (Princeton ready commıtte: LO belief-centred the-
Uni1versıity Press, possible Ö On Roberts account Ca  — COoONstrue
counter-example LO Nussbaum’s claım 15 the sıtuatıion wıithout actually bellev-
emotı]ıons such as 1C do not ave Ing that 1s really L5 Thus, the emotıons

object Thıs calls for SOMMe nuancıng of experıenced 1ın fiction Ar’e real emotıons.
Nussbaum’s VICECW One NO ave of Granted, they ıIn important WaYS shal-

say wıthout avıng an y CONSCLOLLS low emotıons, for the construals are
object for that fear. However, amateur bracketed, Dy the normal reader, ıth
knowledge of psychology WOU. ead LO proposıtion LO the effect that thıs 1S ficti0n/,
uggest that such ‘fear WOoL ave sıLb- but they Are NOL second rate emotı]ons. It
CONSCLOLS object It 18 the experjıence OI DSV- LO 1981 somewhat ıronically, that
chotherapists that they Can en help ecl- Ca  } o1ve better aCCOUunL. of how storl]es
eNTtSs LO recognıse the UNCONSCIOUS objects of impact emotionally, 1r abandon
such eelings. Consequently, the counter- Nussbaum’s hard-lıne the proposition.
example faıls COTe of emotiıons.

19 ere Al’e several clear which () Phılosophical Revıew, Vol no.2
problems for Nussbaum’s belief-centred (Aprıl 183—-209 Roberts has
account of emotı]ons. One of esSE 1S, book-in-progress the analysıs of EINO-
surprıisingly, g1ven Nussbaum’s interest In tıons which evelops hıs aCCOUNLT In cConsıd-
lıterature, the emotıon experıenced during erabhle etaı VEr Yvy grateful LO hım for
engagemen ıth fietion Nussbaum sending large sections of 1t. for consıder-
spe. E LO experıence emotion, fear atıon.
SaV, OMNe must believe that such an such LS 21 ‘In erms of” Can ave percept10the CUuase However, 1t. 1S COININON exper1- thought, ıimage CONCEeDPL ıts
ENCEe for OSe eadıng fietional novels object (D 190)
watching g00d fılm LO feel emotıonally Roberts book-in-progress 111 explain ıIn
moved. When feel sad al the en of sOINe detaıl that although the paradıgzmfietional character do not. believe that of emotıon ave propositiona.the charaecter 15 real DEISON wh has 111 structure thiıs oes NnOoL ental that a]] eINO-
ally died When teel fear the olıme tıons proposıtional. SOINeE classes
creature pproaches do not 1n that ofemotıon such mo0ds and emotı]ıons
such hings even ex1st. So how AI’e LO perlienced through mMusıc Are only analog1-
aCCount for OUr emotıonal engagemen CAally, al best, elated LO proposıtions.ıth lıterature? Kendall on (Robın le 23 ave argue: that belief 1S usual, thoughPoıidevin, Arguing for Atheısm, Koutledge, nOoL»for the feeling but 18 1t. SU1996, 16=34317) attempts LO hold ONTO cıent? T’hat 15 LO SaY, WOU the of

behef-centre aCcCcount of emotı]ıon DYy Aar- the belıef entaıl the of the feel-
Sguıng that ‘“emotions’ experiıenced durıng ing? On thıs 1ssue Nussbaum 1n Arıs-
engagemen ıth 1ction ATr not. real eINO- unclear but she herself thinks that if
tıons. He that when become 1N- Person ruly believes that eır firıend
volved In 1CL107: SLOTY, CNSATC In has een reated unjustly an ruly
Same of make-believe Just child IMaYy for their frıend, then 1t. ollows that theymake-believe that the blanket spread OVer ıll feel it they do not fteel
the chaırs 1S the operatıng heatre of hos- ONe INaYy question whether the approprI1-pıtal make-believe that novel 19 qale behefs Were actually held It LO
porting the TU Now ın Same the that Nussbaum 18 COrrecCL ere How-
INAaYy ave the Sarmne sımılar physliological CVEerT, she WAants even urther than
reSPONSES the rea| doector tryıng LO SAaVe this an she 1N! the reflections of the
someone’s ıfe However, there 1S5 eruc1al Stoics emotıon LO be the mOst profoundıfference. 'The 0es not. really believe ın hıstory 91 philosophy (on Sto1Ccs SsSee
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Greeks Bearıng Gifts? A Christian Approach to Old estament Narratıve E+hics

T chs 9—12) eır 1eW 15 VeIrIy strong It 1s Iso interesting LO OTe that er hıs
an (ın her vliew) correct According LO apparent ‘conversıion’ LO emotıon and Dar'-

ticularıty ater IN ıfe (see the Phaedrus)Nussbaum, nNnOot only dıd the Sto1lcs H
that behefs WEeTe sufficıent for emotıon aLO found role for (Fragılıty,
but Iso udgements ATe all that passıons 22911.)
are (T’D, 367 talıcs m1ne). T'hıs 185 nOoL See
deny the feely dıiımensıon of emotıon but Dnl The bhiblical emphasıs the imıtatıon of
that ‘the thing that eels ıke thıs 15 aCT. (+0d 0Ug LO make the Christian Ve.
of assent‘ CF D, 387) It should be clear Cas Y Oou Nussbaum’s claım that
why 1ın that Nussbaum DSOCS LOO far ehavıour 1S irrelevant LO (MIES But Canl
ere walve that poın for the sake of the maın
Of COUFSEC, the role of Judgement 111 be argument.
recast ın erms ofconstrual Roberts a — 28 Sternberg, T’he Poetics of Bıblical
COUN Many construals AUC jJudgements Narratıve, ndıana Universıty Press, 1987,
but they eed not be ch

Important New Books from egnum

The Globalisation of Pentecostalism
elıgıon Made O Travel

Editors: urray empster, yron Klaus
and Douglas Petersen

hıs book COmMprısSIınNg sweep1ing of well-documented artıcles Pentecostal
theology, hermeneutics, m1ss10102y and the s0C1a| sclences, provıdes the student of
Pentecostalism ıth fresh insight iınto the 1ISSues an opportunıtıes conironting
Pentecostals they head into the LE W mıllennıum.

1-870345-29-0 / 229 mm DO ‚DP / £24.99

Mission ASs Transformation
Edıitors ınay Samuel an Y1S Sugden

hıs volume:
Iraces the development of thıs approach LO 1ss1ıon from the early
Provıdes the key documents ın which it Was spelt Out
Sets Out ıts bıblical and theological foundatıons
Explores ıts practical eXpress10Ns
Fixamınes practical 1SSsues of 1ss1ıon from the perspectıve of wholistiec mı1ıssıon.

1.:870345-13-4 / 229 mm nO J9)8 / £24.99

um Books International
Box 300 Carlısle Cumbria CA3 0QS
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