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@ The Charısmatiıc Movement and the u J  Church —-
Confliect Renewal?!
Le MO ement charısmaltıque et l’Eglise—Conflıt

N Diıie charısm ısche ewegung und dıe Kırche—
Konflıkt oder euerung?
Max LTurner, London

RESUME ı1 perm1Ss qu une pneumatologıe et
Uune spırıtualıte earacterısees DAr

Licı premıere partıe deerıt le CONLeEXTeEe et l’experience—correspondant dırectement
releöve (a) Ia FroLSsancCe exponentielle du la sıtuatıon et la deserıiption du
MOWLVLEMEN. du X Xöme s16cle— NF narent placees HNOUDeaAil centre
MOUVLEMECN. qul represente aujourd’huı de la reflexıon theologıque (3) 117
DVESYUE tiers de ’ensemble de I’Eglıse profondement renouvele R  qu on pourraıt
(b) Ia dıversıte enorme du MOWUVLEMeEN. appeler la conceptıon < somatıque
et (C) l’emergence d’une reflexıon eceommuUuNAaUtaLre z} de l’Eglıse chaque
theologıique pentecötıste-charısmatıique, Croyanıi_i est SUPPOSE etre ımplıque AMnNns

les dıfferents AasSpeCTts du mınıstere decapable d’autocrıtique et ınv ıtant le
MOUVLEMeEN. evangelıque plus tradıtionnel l’Eglıse et Aans l’Eglıse (4) ıl fortement

dıalogue. renowuvele l’engagement MLISSLONNALFE et
(5) ı1/ propose modele “"ouvertureDans la deuxıeme partıe, cherchera

UnNı caracterıstique COMMUNe permelttant / AaAutfres tradıtıons, de partage
de definır MOUWLVLEMEN. heterogene. On d’experıences spırıtuelles, affranchı de Ia

sensıbılıte ınstıtutionnelle sujet de Iala TOUVEera Aans la volonte de permettre reconnaıssance des mınısteres et du STAtLutl’Eglıse d’aujourd’hu: de retrouver
la presence dynamıqgue el puLssante de des DeEFrSoONNeSs dıalogue.

La quatrıeme partıe analyse le potentıel’Esprit telle qw’elle etaıt deerıte ans les de conflıt estant Aans le MOWLVLEMeENTActes et sous-entendue Aans les Epitres—
partıculıer (mals DUAS exclusıvement) charısmaltıque. Tle NnNoOoNnfFtre QUE NL le

CoriınthiensF et OMAaLNS cessatiıonnısme NL la conception
pentecötıste classıque du bapteme dansIl est noter QUE Ia seconde benedıction

QUE represente le bapteme Aans le le Saınt-Esprit doıvent
Saınt-Esprit z} est pLus UunNne posıtıon necessaırement OCCUDETr le devant de Ia

scene d’autres optıons Sont pOossLOles.< consensuelle }} AaAns le MOULVLEMeEN. elle
est contraıre largement debattıue L/’evangıle de la prosperıte, les prophetes
dıfferents endraoıts. de Kansas Cıty, la benedıction de Toronto,

EeLC:; SoNnTt deJjä fortement erıtıiquesDans la troisieme partıe, OUS seın du MOWUWLeEMeEeNn charısmatıque. Maısexamınerons l’apport posıtıf du
MOWLVLEMeEN. charısmatıque Fren0uven plus generalement Ia tendance

trıomphalısme, Finsıstance sSu. lede l’Eglıse, et OS soulıgnerons CING surnatıurel et le spectaculaıre rısquent depnoinNts forts ({ Aans le monde entıer,
le MOUVLEMeEN charısmatıque IMNMLS SUur FOUOQUECT des conflıts persıistants.
le devant de la scene la guerıison,
le parler langues, la prophetıe et
d’autres ONnSs du meme ordre (2)
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USAMMENFAS erfahrungsbetonte Pneumatologıe und
Spirıtualität, dıe ıUn Bezıiehung

Der erstie eıl beschreıiubt en Kontext der neutestamentlichen Erwartungen un
Studıe, ındem rel Aspekte dargestellt Beschreibungen steht, ın dıe theologısche
werden: (a) das explosıve Wachstum der Dıskussıon zurückgebracht; (3) S1Le hat
Bewegung Lm etzten ahrhundert as einen tiefgreifenden Erneuerungseffekt auf

dıe “ omatısche) oder 'korporatıve"eın Drittel der Chrıstenheit gehört der
Bewegung an), (b) dıe eHnOOrmMmMe Vıelfalt Konzeption UOoON Kırche ausgeübt: UOnN
der bewegung, und (C) das Aufkommen Jjedem Gläubıigen wırd erwartet, sıch ıUn
pfingstlerısch charısmaltıscher dıe verschıedenen Aspekte des Diıienstes
theologıscher Forschung, dıe eın der und der Kırche einzubringen; (4)
selbstkrıtisches Bewußtsein zeıgt und um. S1LCe hat eiıne bedeutende Erneuerung der
Dıalog mıt eher tradıtıionellem VerpflichtungZ Mıssıon gebracht, und
Evangelıkalısmus einlädt. (5) S1Lıe hat eın Modell der Offenheıit für

Der zwelte eıl versucht, eıiınen andere Tradıtionen bereıtgestellt, SOWLE
gemeınsamen charakterıstischen Nenner eın Modell des Austausches geıstlıcher
dıeser vielschichtıgen Bewegung finden Erfahrungen, größtenteıls unbelastet UoOoOnN
und macht ıhn Lın dem Versuch LUS, ınstıtutionellen Empfindlıichkeiten ber
dıe dynamısche und kRraftgebende Präsenz hlerikale Anerkennungen.
des (Jjeistes (Jottes, UVON der Lın der Der vierte eıl analysıert das Potential
Apostelgeschichte erzählt wırd und dıe ın der Bewegung für andauernde Konflıkte.
den Brıefen ımplızıert ıst (besonders, ber Es wırd argumentıert, daß weder
nıcht ausschlıefßlich, Lın Korinther 1T ‘cessationıism) (Lehre UoOoNn der
und Römer 12) für dıe heutıge G(G(emeinde Beschränkung verschıedener Geistesgaben
wıederzuentdecken. Hs wırd festgestellt, aufdıe apostolısche Zeıt) och dıe
daß ‘Taufe ım Heılıgen Greist als ‘>ıwelte hlassısche pfingstlerische Anschauung UoOnN

Segnung” nıcht länger eiıne einmütıge der ‘Taufe LM Heılıgen (jeist
Posıtıon Lın der gesamiten Bewegung notwendıgerweıise dıe Szene beherrschen
darstellt, sondern Ln verschıedenen muß, da sıch bereıts andere Themen
Bereıchen dıskutiert wıird. anbıeten. Das Wohlstandsevangelıum, dıe

Der drıtte eıl untersucht den posıtıven Kansas Uıty Propheten, der Toronto-Segen
eitc. werden bereıts ınnerhalb derBeıtrag der charısmatıschen Bewegung

ZErneuerung der Kırche und verwelist charısmaltıschen Bewegung stark
auf fünf Stärken: (ID) dıe charısmatısche hrıtisıiert. Dıie mehr allgemeınen
Bewegung hat dıe Erwartung UOnN Tendenzen Z Irıumphalismus,
weıtverbreiteten Heılungen, Zungenrede, Supernaturalismus und

Phänomenalıismus scheıiınen eherProphetıe Un ähnlıchen G(aben
globalısıert; (2) S1Lıe hat eıne tıefe andauernden Konflıktstoff bereitzustellen.

The Setting 2000).* As rof Walter Hollenweger has
observed, TO expand tO total of nearly

O, watchıing the vVe. humble begin- 500 miıllıon members 1ın Just nınety
nıngs of Pentecostal1ism 1ın Amerıca ın shows rate of growth unparalleled 1n anı y
o-1  ’ could poss1ıbly ave ımagıned per10d of church history, including that of
the WaYV the movement would flourıish? By the apostolıc age.*
1990, the Pentecostal churches, together But assessing ıts contrıbution (ın other
ıth their spıirıtual children 1n the varı- than numerı1cal erms ıts potentıal
OUS Charısmatic Renewal movements, an SOUTCEe of conflıect and/or renewal ın the
New Church movements, formed 23.4% church 1S CasVyY task hıs 1S pr1-of the totalıty of the world’s church-mem- marıly because the 1S not unıform
ber Christians and estimated 31% 1n entity. Unlike the great churches of the
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Reformation,* Pentecostals ave PFO- studıes, and 1ın iınternatıonal Journals an
found deep-thinkıng foundıng fathers, monographs of academıc research.® The

academıc standard of the teachıng 1ın theLO g1ıve them stamp of 1dentity and
theologıical dırection: prayver book LO AoG and lım Colleges ıIn the U for
brıng them un1ıformıty: not Eeven COIMN- example, would 110  S be comparable ıth
1HNON SOCc10-cultural ethos.? The dıversıty of that 1n SOTINE Universıty epartments Iın
Pentecostalısm WAas doubt inereased by the COUNtrYy and 15 valıdated Dy such
ıts lack of formal theologıcal educatıon, bodies) ıth the well-known independ-
an ıts tendency LO gıve priıor1ty LO Nar- ent Colleges/dSeminarıes 1ın Europe. Theır
ratıve (especlally ets); and LO test1mony, teachers complete the SAaIine STITEeNUOUS PhD
rather than LO exposıtıion of the epıstles workouts wıth the Academy’s best ath-
wiıth notable exception of Cor 12:141) letes T’he maın Pentecostal Journals such
But undoubtedly the most ıimportant dıver- JE} A, PNEUMA, AJPS, rFeH-
sıfyıng factor W as ıts hıghly adaptable ularly CENSASEC 1ın OPECN and frıiendly dıa-
invasıon of other cultures’, whether logue ıth erıtics oftradıtiıonal Pentecostal
Are speakıng of ıts expansıon into Latın V1leWwSs, and sShow mature and creatıve
Amerıca, Afrıca, Europe, an Asıa, willıngness to rethink older posıt10ns. S
whether AT speakıng of its 1MpOr- INaYy a ]] be Ve excıting, but the sheer fer-
tatıon into exıstıng churches of dıfferent ment makes attempts tO 4aSSess the char-
tradıtions. The °charısmatic movement ismatıc movement; especlally challengıing.

somewhat dıfferent faces depend- But then, hat 1S5 challenge for, but LO be
ıng whether AT talkıng ou the taken up?
tradıtional Pentecostal denomiınatıons
whether AaTe speakıng of ıts ın Il The Common Defining
Catholicısm, Protestantiısm, OÖrthodoxy. Characteristie of the
Whıle ONe INaYy spea. of Pentecostalısm

relıgzıon made LO travel’ an EVEN of ıts uggest that the ONC, sıngle, unıting
‘globalızatıion., the charısmatic mMmMovement factor 1ın thıs hıghly dıverse MmMovement;
has become multi-cultural that ıt 1S PDOS- 1S SOTINE varıatıon of thıs objective: the
sıble LO qask SEer10uUs questions about the attempt FECODVET, for the church today,
extent LO which ıt. has preserved 09- that dynamıc and empowerıng of
nısable °core’ for LO qesEsg © the Spırıt narrated ın ets and ımplıed Lın

partıcularly sıgnıfıcant development the epıstles, especıally (but nolt exclusıvely)
1n thıs espect has een ıts penetratıon VCorınthians PTE AaAn Rom 1929
iınto the of academıc theology In ıts 'T0 thıs INaYy ad three clarıficatiıons
earhest days, the Pentecostal/charısmatic but they AT INOTe than that)
movement Was largely popular ONEeE, and The attempts to approprılate for
an y talk of ‘pentecostal scholarshıp" miıght the church today such charısmatıic’ gıfts
ave een lıghtly dism1ıssed nothing prophecy, healıng, LOoNgueS, revelatıon
INoOoTre than amusıng OXVMOTON. But the and guldance, charısmatiıc W1sSsdom, and the
spread of Pentecostal 1re LO the tradı- lıke, and seeks LO replicate 1n the church
tional churches through the Vvarıous Oday, far possıble, the place they
Charısmatıc Renewal Movements of the perceıve such gits held ın the dynamıc of
60s gave ıt powerful theologıcal eXDOSIL- worshıp, SErVICE and m1ısSsS10N.
LOrS, even ıf the Pentecostal doectrinal Ves- The emphasıses the potentı1al,
qe] often shıpped g0o0d deal of water 1n the indeed normatıve, partıcıpatıon of all

behevers In at least SOINE of the abovepassage.‘ More sıgnıfıcant than thıs, how-
CeVverl; has een the NSse (sınce the (O0s) of °cCharısmata’.
question1ıng an er1tical scholarshıp from The overarchıng and COTeEe COMNCEeTN 15
wıthın the tradıtiıonal Pentecostal INOVEe- nOot LO be ocated 1n facıle restorationıst
ment, an corresponding dedıcatıon LO Programme but In the search for deepen-
dissemınatıng ıt through theır denomiına- iIng experıjentlal encounter ıth G0d, and
tiıonal Colleges, socjJetl]es for Pentecostal hıs empower1ıng for SErTrVICE. We eed LO
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remember the ro0ts of the movement WEeTIC LrYy under the amne Spring Harvest;’.'*
Here Pentecostal, Charısmatıc an tradı-1n the Hıgher ıfe and Holiness INOVEeE-

ments of the nıneteenth century (1t INAaYy tional Evangelıcals regularly shared the
EVEeN be true that the focus inıtıal worshıp platforms an sem1ınar podıums,
glossolalıa W as the only distinective of the the tenor of the maın meetings has
Pentecostal movement). *© een decıdely influenced DYy the patterns of

worshıp natıve tO the In ContinentalIt 1S not. CaS y LO ıdentify anythıng else
that 15 the agenda of all partıcıpants In Europe, the STOTY has not always een
the But perhaps ONe ımportant qualı- COSVY The MOST radıcal rejectıon of
ficatıon 1S Undoubtedly arge the Pentecostal movement W as probably
maJor1ıty of members hold the V1eW that that of the infamous Berlıner Erklärung

of 1909, which essentlally demonızed thethe COTe objective Ca  } only be realısed by
‘second blessing‘ STAaCcCEe of ‘baptısm In the whole movement, and has SOWII) the seeds of

Holy Spiırıt' (henceforth bhs’) subsequent sharp Susp1cı1on between Evangelıcals and
LO and theologıcally separable from CONVEeT'- Pentecostals/Charısmatıcs EVeTr since. *> But
S10N an discıpleshıp LO Christ great thıs, gather, has recently een revoked 1ın
Man y would ad that bhs should always be favour of INOTeEe posıtıve appraısal.
confirmed Dy SOTNE “\inıtial evıdence’, uUSu- To evaluate the rea|l an still-potential
ally ‘tongues’. But such V1eW of bhs 15 contrıbution LO the renewal of the church,
rejected (on varıety of grounds) by moOst sympathetic observers INaYy emphasıse the

influentıal theologıcal thınkers ofthe followıng strengths (each, of COUTSE, Iso
enM, an 15 EVEeN cComıng under SEr10Us po1n of potential conf{lıct, cf. Part IV,
question amongst theolog1ıans 1ın the tra- below):
dıtiıonal Pentecostal denomiınations.!! The has globalızed the expecta-
the subsıdiary doctrine of inıtial evıdence’ tıon ofwıdespread healıng, tonNgues, proph-
of LONZUES 15 1ın wıdespread dispute.*“ SO CCYVY and related gıfts 'The oft-heard claım
neıther ‘hbhs’ NOr nıtilal evıdence’ Ca  - be that the Pentecostal movement brought
consıdered COTe (even ıf ese remaın about the restoratıon of these gıits oth-

maJ]or potentıal TEa of conflhet, LO be Erwıse lost LO the chureh):; 1S, of COUTSE,
addressed below). al best overstatement. The fact

15 that eiıghteenth and nıneteenth CENTUrYy
111 The Charismatic Movement and pletiısm had wıdespread experıence of
the Churchi’’s Renewal? such charısms, especlally In the s1zeable

Holiness mMmovements of the en of the
Excepting the amall mınorıty who thınk nıneteenth century,'° and they ave een
the 15 Jargely self-delusıion (or worse), known ın INanıYy other parts of the church

too.!‘ But ıt WAas the Pentecostal movementthe has een wıdely acknowledged
sıgnıfıcant renewal movement, albeit that (a) championed the potentaially UNL-

lıke al y renewal mMovement 1ın Vary- versal avaılabılıty of such oıfts 1n theır
Ing degrees flawed ONe The Pentecostal confess10nal statements, (b) exported that
movement an Ial y of ıts eaders AT expectatıon worldwiıide 1n ıts M1SS10NATY
110  S wıdely respected, and, 1ın the U  9 ıts movement, and (C), later, especlally 1ın the
denomınations belong tO the Evangelıcal 60s, exported thıs spirıtualıty (now the
hance. The CRenM, especlally through CRenM) LO the tradıtional churches, who
FKountaın Trüst, WO  a respect EVEeN irom ıts had hıtherto embraced either SOTINE form of
inception (1T not. always agreement), and cessatıonısm (see art 1V, P had COMe
has drawn INOTe from the Anglıcan Church LO eXpeCct the operatıon of such gıfts LO be
than alnıy other denominatıon.*® One of the Tare an LO be assocıated only ıth the
most effectıve OTSAaNsS of church renewal heroes of the faıth
1n Brıtain SINCE the 8&0s has een the These gıfts ave the whole not een
massıvely attended iınterdenomınatıional reated 1ın isolatıon stark upernat-
annual conventıon (cum holıday camp), ral phenomena LO be contemplated for
meeting 1n severa| locatıons 1n the COUTN- theır OW. sake but ave regularly een
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subordinated LO soter10logy, m1ssS1010gy an ıtualıty alony an Lovekın perceptively
eccles1010gy hat healıngs EXOTC15S5I1115 classıfy the mMovements Weber’s thırd
and other forms of lıberatıon ave een soclologıcal Category not church‘’ nNnOt sect/
interpreted part an parcel of the sal- but mystıcısm that mMovement
vatıon WO  - by Christ CONcCcretie CXDTES- prımarıly structured search of indıvıd-

of the ınbreakıng kıngdom of G(od ual an corporate ncounter ıth (G0d 15

and Cts of God that intrın- In INOTe usual but perhaps less helpful)
sıcally tend LO confirm the mMeSsSasge of the term1ınology, Hollenweger an Mıddlemiss
g0o0d EWS which NNOUNCE holhstiec sal- IMaYy be COrrect tO classıfy 1T form of
vatıon hıstory, not merely forgı1veness of Enthus1iasm Eıther categorısatıon clearly
S1115 NO  < an DOost mortem bliss Tongues reflects the OT191NS the Pıetism
WerTe qat first m1ısunderstood (chıefly Dy of the Holiıness/Hıgher Lıife an Revıval
Parham’s cırcle) part of the Spiırıt’s MoOovements of the nıneteenth cCentury
eEMPOWETINS for 15510171 an eNO- More LO the po1N however the ar
lahıa for evangelısatıon (a role they ent CONZTU1LLY between descr1iptions
ave the outsıde cts 7 ıf EVEelNN of lıfe the Spırıt and the CONTOurs of
there) But the realıtıes the 15510171 spirıtualıties In ects an the CPU1LS-
field faıled LO confirm such nterpre- tles reception of the Spiırıt matter
tatıon an the CAaImne LO understand of immedıate perception (1 people NOW
tongues prımarıly (a) inıtıal evıdence whether not they have rece1ved cf cts
of Spiırıt baptısm (b) form of prıvate 4-19 10:45-46 19:1-6 Gal 3:3.5
prayer/doxology, advocated by aul 'hes etCc More ımportant the Spirıt
Cor and (C) occasıonal phenom- 0od’s gelff. revealıng, CIMDOWETINLNS and
eNOoN of charısmatic PFralse er utLLer- transformıng the whole of
1NCcCeEe of MYStTerY, approprıate LO the e_ Chrıistian ıfe (1 hes Cor
gatıonal setting ıf matched ıth the gıft of 19} or 3 Titus 3 etc.) flood-
ınterpretatıon (ın accord ıth Paul’s advıce INg the heart wıth the love of (G0d Rom

Cor 14) Prophecy and VAaTrTıO0Ous other 3). Spontaneous JOY; worshiıp
LypEeS of revelatory gıft ave normally een and Pralse, EVEeN difhecult cCıIrcumstances
interpreted charısms for the upbuildıng (Lk 1021 cts 10:45-4 13:52;
of the congregatıon (ef Cor for hes Rom GCol 17
personal S1ıtuatıons (provıdıng partıcular- Eph etc.) interceding through
i1st1ıc guldance 1INsS1g. whether DAaS- the behever charısmatıiıc pPrayer Rom
OTa evangelıstıc contexts Only OCCa- 8:26 Cor 15) bringing the
sıonally has the subject matter of proph- belıever LO deep and lıberatıng ex1ıstentıial
CCYVY een regarded havıng INOTe catholıec understandıng ofthe truths ofthe kerygma
1ımport and only ve rarely provıdıng (ef Eph 117 6-1 ‚JJohn 16)
NEW theologıcal revelatıon of anıYy kınd that actıvely leadıng the Chrıstian the fight
miıght be taken challenge LO the SUPTeME agaınst S11 and °the es Gal Cor
authorıty of Scripture Such ave Rom and forth
normally een regarded pathologıical by COUTSEe OI  (D must not. pretend that

all thıs Was unknown before thethe rest. of the C  9 an have usually een
subject to correctıjon. CAame the scene! As Hocken and others

In Su observers (unless they have have bserved Evangelıcalısm has ıtself
found LEASONS for substantıally rejecting een powerful renewal mMmOvLEMeENF*V
the authenticıty of these charısmata) have ONe which has nevertheless inadvertently
tended LO SEE the havıng made S18- transferred SOIMIMNe of the divine workings
nıficant steps toward the renewal of SOTNE deser1bed above TO the 115e Christ where
mportant aspects of spıirıtualıty the preferred LO speak of the Spirıt

More ımportant than the renewal of hus the kKvangelıcal spırıtualıty of TEeCEIV-
partıcular charısms the church the 1Ng Christ and tTellowshıp wıth hım
has brought back LO theologıcal focus tO Judge by the testimon1es often
deeply experıential pneumatology an SPLF- profoundly experlient1al’ 21 vet tradı-
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tiıonal Evangelıcalısm has nOot. other than Denniıs Bennett, Michael arper and oth-
exceptionally generated the lıvely an res- CID,; the maJor1ty of local developments
lar expectatıon of dıyıne interventlon, WEeTe sparked by, an austaıned DY, charıs-
encounter, leadıng an empower1ıng such matıc leader/speakers an ‘prophets’ from

characterıses the pneumatology ofcts hat would tradıtionally hbe identified
and ofthe epıstles. Nor has ıt. often ntered the ‘laıty’ Indeed, perhaps the
the resultant spontaneous an exuberant strength of the has een the WAaYV i
worshıp that has character1i1sed the has effectively mobilised and empowered
In ese espect Pentecostal/charısmatic the large maJor1ty of ıts constituency under
spiırıtualıties AT INOTe fundamentally anı such banners ‘the prophethood of al]
practically trınıtarıan, an arguably closer behlıevers’, ‘Tthe diverse mınıstrıes of al] for
LO the pattern of the wıtness. 55 1S5 not the growth of the body’, etc T’he
DYy accıdent that the doectrine of the Spirıt focus the multıple an varıecd Spirıt-
has een confessed the Cinderella of mod- led c  ınput’ of all (through dıfferent g1fts)
ern (tradıtional Protestant) theology, and LO the communal worshiıp, includıng not
1ıt. 15 largely the effect of the that she merely glossolalıa an prophecy, but tes-
has een invıted back?) IM0 the ball Agaın, tımon1eSs, spontaneous prayer/praıse and
it. would be WTITONS LO suggest that thıs spiırıtual9an ıts dramatıc uUusSe ofTIt-
has led aWAaV from Chrıst into theolog- ual space’, includıng the wıdespread DTFAaCl-
1cally VAaCUOUS fixatıon ıth ‘phenomena’. tıce of 6,  prayer m1nıstry' aTt the front of the
It 15 the overall test1monYy of the CRenMs church, has een incorporated ell beyond

the COTE of the itself.26that theır experıence of the Spiırıt brought
fundamental renewal fırst AaAn foremost LO W an yonNne wıshes LO dismı1ss a ]] thıs
behevers’ commuUnLıON ıth and worshıp of modern ‘democratıic’ novelty, cshe 111 eed
the Father and the Son.?* It 1S precisely LO reconsıder the evıdence. The Case
ın that broader ontext that the Tecovery' of the LO be rooted Iın the v1sıon
of charısmata, such tongues and proph- of eccles1al ıfe 1S transparent It could not
CCY, should be viewed.® find INOTe 1mpressıve, substantıal, an elo0-

The has Iso had MOST. profound quen scholarly basıs than Iın part 111
renew1ıng effect hat miıght be called of ‚JJames Dunn’s Jesus and the Spirıt ®
the somatıc/corporate' conception of the Interestingly, Dunn EVen Ses hıs orıgınal
church. In terms of OrT1g1NS, 1t. 15 dıfhcult an perceptive analysıs of the N’T s 1eW of
LO SOrt. Out chickens from egSS The DTO- the °charısmatic body’ LO mount attack
foundly egalıtarıan spırıt of the ques for continued Pentecostal Ssupport of
the ‘'hıgher lıfe’ 1n the onwards, the ordaıned ministry!®®
‘unıyersal’ experıence of bhs In the early self-eviıdent contrıbution of the
Pentecostal revıval, the wıdespread experI1- owards the church’s renewal has een the
ENCE of diversıfication of charısmata an commıtment tO 1SS10N. Ar tıme when
mınıstrıes In the movements that followed, MAanYy European tradıtional denomınatıions
combıned ıth regular eccles1al readıng ATre shrınkıng, the has STOWN explo-
of Cor 12-14, hiıghliıghted, for the C  ’ the
essent1]jal nature of the church charıs-

sıvely. hıs evangelistic growth has DET>-
haps een stronger ın the than 1n the

matıc body 1n which each has immed1- CRenMse. Tradıtional Pentecostals ave
qate but varıecd Spırıt-ınspıred role LO play, looked above a ]] LO Luke-Acts the
anı In which the whole body W as depend- wıthın the N, an ere they discover
ent the contrıbutions of each 'organ’ the Spirıt the “Spiırıt of prophec PTrFroM-
6,  part The challenge thıs presented LO 1sed Dy .Joel and gıven by the ascended ord
tradıtional church that has al] LOO often ‘power irom hıgh’ tOo take the AD OS-
surrendered the eccles]1al funections LO the tolıc wıtness to the ends of the earth (Luke
profess1ionals, an LO the ordaıned, CAaNNOLT 24:4 7-49; cts 1:95=8) For Pentecostals, thıs
be overestimated.** Whıiıle key inıtlatıves poınts LO the vVe PESSeEeNCEe of the gıift of
1n the RenM WeTe indeed made by 1L1CC- the Spirıt for a|] DYy Peter al Pentecost
ognısed mınısters, lıke Davıd du Plessıs, CTS 2:38-39) It 15 not. prımarıly soter1-
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ologıcal, but m1ss1ologıcal. Baptısm 1ın the disagreement, 1.e LO controvers1ı]1al pOSsI1-
Holy Spırıt 15 g1ven LO the already ‘aved’ tıons that AI’e held by the great maJor1ty of
communıty, an ıt. 1S gıven fırst an fore- the C not LO those such for example
MOST. empowerı1ng for SEerVICE. in thıs the Health an Wealth Gospel, Kansas
respect, ‚Jesus’ OW reception f the Spiırıt City Prophets, the Toronto Blessing,
at the ‚.JJordan becomes paradıgmatıc The which AT already heavıly er1tic1sed from
carefully erafted parallels between Jesus’ wıthın the ıtself. 'T’he maJ]or of
experıence 1ın uke and that of the disc1- potentıal confhet AT probably three C£)
ples ın ects and the further parallels the LWO stage pneumatology advocated DYybetween these an Stephen, Phılıp, the Pentecostal an neo-Pentecostal nterpre-Samarıtans, Paul, Cornelhus’ household, atıons of bhs, ıth ıts attendant soter1o0l-
an the Ephesıian AT’e taken LO COIN- m1ss10logy and doctrine of Änıtıal EV1-
1rmM the pıcture Charısmatics lıke Stephen dence'’: (2) the trı.mphalısm of the LNOVe-
and Philıp AT SCECN, nOot the occasıona|l ment, an ıts assoclated tendenciles LO
heroes of Luke’s narratıve, but the hype, and authorıtarlan leadership:; (3) the
vVe prototype for dıscıpleshıp today The
Pentecostal interpretatıon of the Spiırıt supernaturalısm an attendant phenome-

nalısm of the mMmovement. Before turn1n Luke-Acts charısmatıiıc empower1ıng LO ese indıvıdually, however, Must.actually represents the almost unıversal briefly face OM  D INOTe gener1c SOUTCE ofposıtıon of NT scholarshıp. Sınce Hans VO  5
Baer’s magıster1al analysıs 1n 1926, which conflıct, thıs tıme from outsıde the C  9

namely °“cessation1ı1sm'’concluded that for uke the Spirıt 15 pr1-
marıly but not exclusıvely) empowerıng Cessation1sm(s) and thefor mM1SS10N, vırtually all subsequent analy- Charismatic MovementS1S of Luke’s pneumatology has essentaally
agreed the Spirıt 1S SOTINE version of the Hor SOINE Protestants, the whole 1SSpirıt of prophecy (includıng maJor works deeply problematıc for ıts entral claımDy Schweizer, G.W.H.Lampe, Haya-
Prats, Menzıes, etc.), EVEeN 1f uggest- that the Spirıt stil] today g1ves healıngs,
ıng that 1S nNnOot the whole StOry.“ prophecıes, LOoNgueS, an the lıke For hard-

Fınally, InNaYy poınt LO the ecumenI1C- line cessatjionısts (there AT other LypeS
SEE below), all such gıfts WEeTeEe restricted1y of the C  ’ the MOSsSt. obvıous eviıdence

OF whıich 1S5 the gıgantıc an hıghly varı- broadly LO the apostolic per10d, because
egated CRenM iıtself. The has 1ın SOTINE theır funection Was essentaally tO attest
WaYys provıded model of LO er the dıvınely appoınted bearers of revela-
tradıtions, and sharıng of spirıtual CXDEC- tıon (Jesus an the apostles), an! LO gulde

the church, until the Scriptures WeTe COIM-rıence, largely unencumbered Dy nstıtu-
tional prickhiness OVer mınıster1al recogn1- plete Wıth the completion ofthe N  ’ the
tıon an cConcomMmMuUnıIcant status.° ole PUTrDOSEC of the gıits W as exhausted,

an they ceased. The phenomena 1ın the
The Charısmatic Movement and and elsewhere 1n church hıstory) Aare then

Potential for Confliet dism1ıissed countertfeıt miracles’1__aqa
mıxture of legend, exaggeratıon, self-delu-

It 1S saıld that ıf Vou put LWO Baptists S10N, and the workings of other 1NEeX-

ogether yVou wıll ave three Op1IN10NS. Put plaıned DOWEIS of nature, including (possı-
LWO Pentecostals together and Vou IMay De- bly) demonıiıc ONes

haps get fıve, including v1ısıon an proph- there WerTe g00d grounds LO accept
ecy! The possıbılıties for conflıect between thıs dogmatıc readıng StrategYy, there could
the church and ıts 500 mıllıon I1Ner- clearly be hlıttle hope of reconcılı1atıon wıth
ers would then aPpPPCar LO be consıderable. the But thıs hard-lıne cessatıionıst
In order LO keep wıthın the liımıts of the Case 1S ıtself fundamentally flawed.* Its

eed LO confine ourselves WAaYy of readıng the 1S indefensıble DYy
largely LO the ‘central’ of potentıal the CANonNs of an V er1tical scholarshıp.
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Such claıms as that CL Paul (ın Cor od’s Spirıt As the prLorı ıIn question 1S
antıcıpates the completion of the bıblıcally indefensi1ıble 1eW that SENU-

of crıpture IC wiıll make gıfts 1N! miracles AI only g1ven LO provıde an
of the pırı redundant;®° (2) Ephesıians LO wıtness LO revelatıon, the hard cCess10n-
: () shows that al] prophecy Was CONMN- ist V1eW should probably be helved
cerned ıth provıdıng the foundational There AT e varıety of softer forms of
doctrine that WOUuU become Seripture;** (3) cessatıonısm, however, that ATr much less
the healıng miıracles an eXorcısms WerTe problematıc. They seek LO maıntaın the
gıven merely LO ear wıtness LO OoOSe wh: unıqueness of Jesus, the apostles, an
delivered the gospel Heb 224 ); etc.  59 WOU. Scripture, wıthout requırıng Warfield’s
sımply be rejecte exegetical an eth- prıor negatıve Judgment all forms of
odologıcal curlosıties. the charısmatiıc tradıtıon SINCE the second

century.*‘ Vern Poythress presentlyT’he harısmatıc Movement’'s readıng of
the purpose(s) an sıgnıfıcance of heal- reformed Professor of at Westminster

Theologıical Semiıinary has offered ONe of1NngsS, LONgUES and prophecy AT much INnoTre the INOTe sophısticated proposals under the1ın tune wıth maınlıne scholarshıp unexpected(?) tıtle ‘Modern Spiırıtual (Aftsthese 1SSuUeSs than AT hard-lıne cessatıon-
ist interpretatıons. The atter’s readıng of Analogous LO Apostolic 1ıfts Affırming

Fxtraordinary Works of the Spırıt wıthınChurch Hıstory 1S equally questionable. Cessationist Theology’.* In ESSENCE hıs CaseCla1ıms LO gıfts of the pır certaınly dıd 15 that whıle ‚Jesus and the apostolıic cırclenot ıth the apostles and theıir
entourage,*° and hıstorıical research has MAaYy have rece1ved ulness and nfallı-

bılıty of charısmatic giftıng ONeEe thatnot got the 00I1S ıth which LO brand SECUTES the unıque authorıty of Scriptureall subsequent claıms °countertfeıt). The thıs 0es not. preclude the poss1bıilıtyiıllusıon that ONe Ca  b do rests largely
Warfield’s dualistie readıng of the eV1-

of analogous but weaker and fallıble gıfts
elsewhere 1n the church and/or 1ın thedence, which miıght be summed 1ın the church thereafter. 'To be INOTe prec1se,rule “Irust all storjJ]es about mıracles Poythress eNV1sages standıng pyramıdcompletely:; Reject by all avaılable

the authenticıty of claıms subsequent LO
of ‘prophetic’, 'kıingly/ruling” an ‘priestly
funct1ions, dıyıded hor1ızontally into fourthe apostolıc per10d, f sect10ns. ‚Jesus OCcuples the ADCX segment,uting well-attested dramatıc healıngs LO ıth the apostolic cırcleJust below these

inexplicable DOWETS 1n ereatı]ıon.. Thıs 1S
clearly not the EXerCcCıIse of anı YVy recogn1ısable PerSOoNS workıng In the plenıtude of the

Spirıt At the ase of the pyramıd 1skınd of hıstoriıcal method, but sSımply dog- section correspondıng LO the EXEerCcIse of
matıc readıng the latter '"explanatıon’, the functions possıble LO ‘all/any belıevers).of COUFSEe, demonstrates the fundamenta|l Pastors, teachers, elders and deacons etcincoherence 1ın Warfıeld’s whole Common then OCCUDY the olıce above these last and
Sense epıstemology. Kor Warfıield, SENU- below the apostolic cırcle. All the funections
1N! miıiracles WeTIe cruclally supposed tOo be Of. SaVYV, pastors whether teaching, pastor-purely and transparently od work not Ing, Tulıng, whatever) AT weaker and
merely that of reated POWETS, of od’s fallıble, but analogous, versions of those
sovereıgn use of them) But ere could be performed DYy ‚Jesus an the apostles.possıbLy WAaVYV of distinguishing phenom- The SAaIine applıes LO charısmatiec giftingsenologıcally between genuıne ‘miracle’ of lıke prophecy. By appealıng LO the quıtethe healıng of lame Man, after Praver, wıdespread experlı1ence of prophetic charıs-
an the °countertfeıt’ CAase of working of mata and full recognıtıon of theır lımıts!)
inexplicable powers’ 1ın the SAarne CIrCuUum- by such orthodox charaecters Samuel
stances. By the SAaIne token ıt 1S 1MpOoSSI1- KRutherford, John Flavel, George ıshart,ble other than prı grounds LO Sa v John ei® Cotton Mather and
that al healıngs 1n the AfIe merely Spurgeon, Poythress 1s then able LO buı1lld
the workıng of ‘unexplaıned powers’, NOTt of brıdge owards sımılar experıences In the
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Hıs verall posıtıon 1S ell a_ dıstinetly subsequent and theologıically
rısed 1ın the openiıng paragraph separate gıft ofthe Spirıt from that rece1ıved

1n conversjion-iınıtilation (even though SOMmemaıntaın that modern spırıtua gıfts Aare oftheır ordınatıon lıturgıes ofınvocatıon ofanalogous LO but not. iıdentical ıth the
dıvinely authoritatıve gıfts exercised by the the Spırıt miıght confusıngly be read that
apostles. Since there 15 SLF1C ıdentity, way)

In Brıtaıin, Professor Geoffrey Lampeapostolıc eachıng an the Biblical had defended the tradıtional V1eW OVeTrave exclusıve dıvıne authority On the agaınst competing confirmatıion1ıst aner hand, SINCE ere 15 analogy, modern
spırıtua. gıfts AT still genulne an useful assoclated clericalhıst claıms.“0 More 1Mpor-
LO the Church Hence ere 15 mıddle tant, ‚JJames Dunn 1ın 1970 notably chal-

lenged ınterpretations (1gnored byWaVYV between blanket approva. an blanket Lampe) and Was able LO show:4*rejection of modern charısmatic Sifts..? (a) aul and ‚.JJohn regarded rece1ving
Where hard-lıne cessatıonısm only EeNVIS- Chnrist and recelving the normally ‘deeply

ages LWO possıbılıties, the perfect work of experıentlal/charısmatic’) Spirıt unı1-
the Spirıt counterfeıt,, thıs model addı- Lary event
tıonally allows for INa y degrees of the (b) uke LOO only spoke of ONe gıft of the
Spiırıt’s working, above, alongsıde wıthın Spiırıt, an! thıs W as Ve. closely integrated
natural gıfting (one mıght usefully COI- ıth conversi1on-1inıtlation. T'he occasıonal
sider the complex MX involved 1n moOost temporal separatıon of ‘belıef‘ (of whatever
preachıng!). ere should thus be NecCc-.- kınd) from reception’ of the Spiırıt being
ECSSAar'Y onthet between cessatıiıonısm an regarded even by uke ‘anomalous’ and
the C where the latter fully recogn1ıses ofVe short duratıon.
the m1ıxed qualıity, and potentıal fallıbıl- What needs recognıtıon, however, ıIn the
Ity, of theıir charısmata. Accordingly, ONtext of thıs 9 15 that the classıcal
MaV NO  S return LO the other maın of Pentecostal, sharply wo-stage, PNEUMAA-
potential confhet. Ology, 15 not domiıinant for the maJor1ty of

the SEN10T academıic/theological eXposıtors
Potential for Confliect ver of the C  ’ Lederle’s authorıtatıve SUT'-

‘Baptism In Holy Spirit’ and Related VeEYV has shown.“*®
Issues Most of the problems of the classıcal

‚Wwo-stage Pentecostal pneumatology AT
Pentecostals ave usually held wo-stage readıly identified:*
pneumatology. According LO thıs model, the (1) No wrıter CAÄDTIECSSCS post-
Spirıt 1s5 SEEN fırst. LO be gıven ın Justifica- ascens10on) wo-stage pneumatology—not
tıon, regeneratıon and incorporatıon into eUuen Luke, for whom there 1S only ONe gıft of
the body of Christ (thıs trıad en being the Spiırıt FKor hım, the discıples’ Pentecost
referred LO ‘salvatıon)). AT SOINE subse- experıence ofbhs an theır reception of the
quen poıint, al Pentecost for the disc1- g1ift of the Spiırıt AT ONe and the same .**
ples of Jesus, the Spiırıt 1S gıven 1ın quıte So wo-stage pneumatology C:  _ only be
distinet Ne WAaY "empower1ıng for m1S- arrıyved Dy questionable synthetic read-
S10N, bringing supernatural charısmata. Ing, which A4aSSUINes that al the soter10-
Thıs 15 baptısm in/wıth the Holy Spirıt, an logıcal funetions of the Spiırıt 1ın aul and
ıt. 1S normally accompanıed Dy SOTINE \ınıtial John ATe made present ın Convers1on, EVEeN
eviıdence’ such speakıng 1n tonNgues though uke faıls LO attrıbute them LO the

It 15 not Surpr1sıng that such V1eW 1S Spiırıt because of hıs exclusıve interest 1ın
ma)Jor SOUTCEe of potential conflict wıth tra- the Spırıt empowerıng for m1ss10n. On
dıtıonal churches. The older churches ave such 1eW ON might Just be able LO dis-
wiıllıngly recogn1ised that the SpirıtW- tinguısh recelving ‘salvatıon’ from the °sub-
ers M1SS10N, an varıetles of gıfts for the sequent’ and ‘separable’ gift of the Spiırıt of
benefit of the church. But they ave nOot prophecy.
usually understood these Comıng wıth (2) But thıs attempted separatıon of

EuroJTh 10:1



Max {Iurner

salvatıon from Spirıt threatens LO make Aassume (wıth moOost Lucan scholarshıp)Luke’s soter10l10gy incomprehensible. For that the Spiırıt for uke) 15 Christian an
Luke, present ‘salvatıon’ much INOTEe eschatologıical versıon of the tradıtional
than the triad of inıtıal Justificatıion, n.. and Jewısh ‘“Spiırıt of prophecy-,, who bringseratıon and incorporation iınto the church.* the of Go0od 1n revelatıon, In all
It (roughly) the dynamıiıc self-reveal- INnNanner of spırıtual wısdom and under-
Ing, reconcılıng, an transforming standıng, an ın inspıred speech an dox-
of God kıngdom of G0d), an of the rısen Ol0gY, an 1ın Ccts of power. If Luke believes
Lord, 1ın the ‘restored’ Israel-of-fulfilment..“6 thıs why should he need, posıt, anı YIn far thıs 'salvatıon /reign of (+0d other of od’s self-communicatingbegan LO be experıienced wıthın the m1n1Ss- and transforming CNCE, ın order LO
LrYy of Jesus, ıf WAas DYy the Work ofthe Spırıt explaın the belıievers’ experıence of °sal-
through hım (Luke 8-21, etc.) But wıth vatıon": that 1S, theır experiıence of JOY,the removal of ‚Jesus 1n the ascens1on, how assuräance of forgıveness, aboundıng STYAaCEe,
Ca  e} such ‘salvatıon’ contınue LO be CXDEC- the pourıng Out. of the love of God ıIn the
rıienced by INnenNn and women? FKor Paul, of heart, the Warmn 0Ng01INg cCoMmmMuUuUnNnı]ıonN ıth
COUFrSEe, the answer 1S obv1ıous. As had een the Father an the SOonN, the outflowıngantıcıpated 1n 7zek 36-37, Isa 32:195-20, of pralse, etc? Surely, ıt 1S5 precısely the
44:3-9, etc., ıf L5 precısely the Spırıt that ‘“Dpırıt ofprophecy’ which ONe would eXpectbrıngs the contınuwous dynamıc self-reveal- LO enable these things! ıf uke NeW
INg and transformıng of (10d Man aul MOST Ver he must ave NOW
OChrıst LO hıs people.*‘ For John, LOO, ıt. 1S that that W as exactly how aul explaınedthe Paraclete that brings the indwellıng matters What then would ave induced
of the Father an the Son and enables hım turn hıs back Paul’s explanation?that riıch cCommunıon wıth (+0d that LS What would ave brought hım LO make the
eternal ıfe (John L (3 .JJohn 1:3b). trange divisıon that Sayvys 0d’s revelatıon
But an yonNe who wıshes LO aSse that of hımself LO the belıever, hıs gıfts LO her
uke believed that people (after the (105 of divine wısdom, spırıtual understanding,S10N) could experıence these JOYV an pralse, derıve from the Spirıt onlLycould recelve ‘salvation), before rece1ving when those funections AT e mıssiologıcallythe Spirıt wıll eed LO explaın how he orıentated, not when the Same gıfts ATe
thought G0d an Chriıst could be dynamı- granted LO enable and tO enrıch her OW
cally present LO the communıty, an LO the cCoMmmMUuUnN1loN and lıfe In G(0d? hen theyındıvıdual, other than by the Spırıt (Or, must be attrıbuted LO the name’, the
lıke Conzelmann, they 111 eed LO pOortray Shekinah, whatever, instead? Did Luke
the per10d of the church ONle of the sub- thınk aul and the rest of the hurch) Was
stantıal loss of salvatıon. But thıs 1S DIC- WION$S, anı ıfS for hatpossıble reason?cısely the opposıte of hat uke ÖOr, al he agreed ıth aul that the soter1-
He thınks that the salvatıon promısed 1ın ologıcal dıd indeed derıve irom the
uke 1') at last become palpable realıty Spiırıt, W as hıs pparen restriction of the
1ın the church!)* Cnitical study of Acts faıls Spirıt LO mı1ss1ologıcal tasks Just hıs rhe-
LO disclose an V such °other‘’ regular torıcal WaVYV of expressing hıs dıistinective
of the dynamıiıc of God, independ- emphasıs? One miıght then posıt that he
ent of the Spirıit Indeed, WeTe there such wıshed LO SaVv there AT LWO dıstinet g1V-
9 then the gıft of the Spirıt would Ings of the Spirit, ON  D for ‘salvatıon), then,become entirely UNNECESSATV, for G0d could later, second for empowerıng for SEervıICce.

gulde the M1SS10NATrY, g1ve hım prophetic But 1ın that Case, he has bungled veg1fts, and CINDOWET hıs words, by that badly indeed, for he has gıven hınt of°other’ divine the fırst, an theologically INOTeEe sıgnıfıcant(3) The attempted separatıon of the gıft of the Spiırıt Indeed, the WAaVYV he tellsexperl1ence of ‘salvatıon’ from the (‘subse-
quent’) gift of the Spiırıt Iso threatens LO

the STOTYV ın cts and ımplıes that
the respectıve dıd not 1ın alıVrender hıs pneumatology incompetent. Let ‘have’ the Spirıt before they receıved the
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Spiırıt the Spırıt of prophecy. the Pentecostal.* Almost interesting 1s the
diıfficulties abhbove dısappear, however, f Pentecostal acceptance iınto ıts prestig10us

make ON  D sımple assumption: that for monograph Ser1es JPTS of several
uke the ONe gıft of the “Dpırıt of prophecy volumes provıdıng hat AT probably the
enabled the church’s ‘lıfe of salvatıon) most substantıal opposıtıon (to date!) of
much her ‘m1ıss1i0on’ and o0es by the Pentecostal wo-stage interpretatıion of
Same prototypical gıfts of revelatıon, WI1S- Luke’s pneumatology and that, agaın,
dom, etc by authors wrıtiıng from wıthın the INOTre

(4) Agaınst the classıcal Pentecostal general CM.°
interpretatıon 185 Iso the fact that there 1S5 More ımportant 15 the fact that the
actually aubstantıial chronologıical ‘sub- CRenM, ‘N ew Church’ an "T’hırd Wave'’
sequence’ ın Acts,” after the inıtıal S1VINS movements ave produced varıety of
of the Spiırıt al Pentecost. Luke eXpeCts the sophısticated, integrative’, one-stage,
gıft of the Spirıt LO be gıven 1n close rela- pneumatologıes that embrace and enfold
tıon LO conversjion-1inıtlatıon (sSo 38-39: the charısmatıc experı1ences of the older
0:45-47) Even 1ın ects and cts ıt. 15 PMs.°° Indeed, the confessjional StTance of
assııımed that convers1ional baptısm would the Vıneyard movement whole not
normally be accompanıed Dy the Spirıt merely the indıyıdualıistie tendencıles of
Hence when aul diıscovers the phesıan SOMeEe of ıts theologıcal leaders) falls wıthın
dıscıples have not received the Spiırıt he thıs CategorYy.
ske hat INAannelTr of baptısm ıt W As, then, The wo-stage interpretatıiıon of NT DINCU-
that they had rece1ved (19:2-3) the matology 111 probably remaın Teca of

onfhet for SOINE tıme. New INOTeEe nuancedcumbrous "explanatıon' 1ın AasSsSsSumes the
reader would otherwıse ave expected the wo-stage models AT Iso emergıing, based
Spırıt LO ave een g1ven LO the Samarıtan eıther ın Aquinas’ Concept of multıple
baptızands. Theır lack 15 anomaly LO be divine m1sSs10Ns (sSo Sullıyan),? ın the

Catholie an mystıcal distinetion betweencorrected SOOTMN possıble. hıs much
1s5 1L1OW substantıally conceded by schol- the agonıstic and unıtıve levels of spırıt-
arly Pentecostals, who prefer LO speak of ual lıfe (sSo Sımon Chan).° ese ave yet
'logıcal’, rather than necessarıly chrono- LO be tested But confhet ın the church
lLogıcal, subsequence.** But the tıght COIN- OVvVer ‚wOo-stage pneumatologıes 1S5 NnOt ONEe
nectiıon wıth convers1i10on-1ınıtlation SUPPOTS purely generated for the rest of the church
the 1eW that the Dır 15 soterl10ologıcal by the © 1t. 1S5 Iso wıthın ıt and outsıde

much m1ss1ologıcal. After all contra I; ın Sacramentalıst/Confirma-tionıist CIr-
Penney), uke 0es nOot uggest cConverts cles) Even wıthın the ıt 15 clear that
ATe ıiımmediately impelled Out LO m1ss1ı0n. the 1Ssues AT nOot purely about the MOST.
hat ea TO the exTt po1ın approprlate exeges1s, the mMoOSsSt Sat-

(5) uke 15 far INOTE reticent about the 1sfyıng model, but increasıngly about
role of Ordınary behevers 1ın m1ıss1ıon than how LO nurture an promote charısmatiıc
Man Y of hıs interpreters. And, conversely, expectatıon an experıence 1n the church.
he has much INOTEe LO SaV about the Spirıt’s

Potential Confliet vVercontrıbution LO the lıfe of the church, than
SOINE of hıs commentators ATr I1 LO Triumphaliısm and Assocıated
admıt! hıs (wıth the observatıons above) Tendencies
suggests that tiıtles such ‘Empowered
for 1ss1on’ MaYy offer somewhat lop-sıded If the has een character1sed Dy
WaYsS ofheadıng hat AT intended COIM- YeCOVELYV of great confidence 1n lıberatıng,
prehensıve accounts of Luke’s pneumatol- leadıng and INnSpIrıng of the Spirıt,
O it. has LO be admıtted that sect10ns of the

Interestingly, the MOST. thorough CY1- mMmovement. ave regularly camped ın the
t1ques classıcal wo-stage model ave fiıelds of trıumphalısm. hıs has een DAaT-
een made from wıthın the itsalit-— ticularly obvıous ın the Health ealth
notably Dy Gordon Fee, hımself avowed Gospel, and related Talth-healıng" LLOVEe@-
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ments.” The allure has not sımply een other tradıtions.®!
the consıderabile gulfbetween the rhetorıic/
claıms of the preachers and the relatıve Potential Conflict vVer the
paucıty of results. The INOTe SeETr10USs an Supernaturalism and Attendant
ro0t problem has een the aılure LO COINE Phenomenalism of the Movement
LO terms ıth theology of sufferıng an
death, an ıth the eschatological tensıon Parts of the ave had unfortunate
between the ‘already' and the c  not yvet' tendency LO recognıse the Spırıt’s work
of Chrıistian lıfe The has LO00O often only 1n the INOTe spectacular charısms,iıdentified purely ıth the resurrection, such prophecy, ‘words of knowledge’ and
rather than ıth the and TeSUITITEC- Longues, healıngs and eXOrcCc1ISmMs. hıs has
tıon (contrast aul 1n C Cor 4:9-13:; encouraged the SOTT. ÖT strıdent upernat-Cor O-12, Col 1:24. an especlally uralısm 0)81% hears ın the ımpatıent UUECS-Cor 11:16-12:10)—sometimes wıth disas- tıon somet1mes pose LO the tradıtional
Lrous an eruel pastoral results. It should churches: T the Spiırıt WerTrTe TO wıthdraw
hbe noted, however, that these faults AT from VOUTFr chüurch, would an yvone notıce
largely LO hbe traced LO popular preachers of anı V dıfference?. The Ca stronglyprevl1ous generatıon, lackıng the thought- emphasise the ıiımmed1iacy and interven-
ful theologıcal traınıng avaılable 1ın the 10nNıst nature of God, that they faıl LO LEeC-
sem1ınarıes of the today And, ONCE ognıse hıs workıng 1n the INnoTre 'ordınary,agaln, the MOST perceptive er1tic1sms Are
Comıng from insıde the C  9 nOot from OUNT-

and SEeE lıttle eed for the tradıtional SPIT-
sıde. °

ıtual dıscıplines. But aul himself specıfı-
cally ıdentifies .od.  D gıfts (charısmata)Another aspect of the trıumphalısm that the chaste celıbacy that enables fuller SETV-

has often dogged the has een the faıl- 1C€e LO (:0d (1 Cor (: the ‘helps an
uUuTre of discernment and of self-eritiecism. ‘admınıstrations’ of Cor 1228 the SETV-
Overconfidence 1n one’s abılıty LO ‘hear Ing, teachıing, exhorting, g1V1Ng,the VOo1lCce of the Spirıt’ 1S partly due LO performing of Ccts of9 etc., of Rom
the supernaturalısm' that 111 look al 12:6-8 Every T1ea of the bellever’'s lıfe
below, but Iso due LO aılure LO allow for and SErVvICcEe for Christ 15 sustaıned Dy the
the pervasıve influence ofthe demoni1c, and Spirıt ıf the almost TO
for the capacıty wıth whıich evıl Ca  > IN1as- estriect the Spiırıt LO belıevers,® broader
querade angels oflıght Ancıent Catholiec bıblical pıcture would claım 0d’s S/spirıtspirıtualıty demands much INOTeEe robust the sustaıner of all lıfe, al work, and
‘discerning of spırıts’, from which the al] actıvıty that enhances ereatıon.® Once
could learn much. hıs overconfidence eEAaS- agaln, must beware oftarrıng the whole
ıly extends LO extravagant °cCharısmatiec’ wıth the SAaImne brush Indeed, SOINE
Scripture ınterpretatıon, whiıich all LOO often of the best crıt1ques äf supernaturalısm1gnores the hard EeSTSs of exeges1s, an COT'- ave een wrıtten irom wıthın the CM:®porate discernment, for poorly construected and it 15 recognısed that even the tongues’thematıiıc sketches, carıcatures an other an ‘words of knowledge’ experıenced bydistortions. COUTSE, thıs 15 not COM- the INAaV often be natural’ phenom-plaınt that Ca  w} be levelled al the alone. CeNaga, that only become ‘spirıtual gıfts when'The Saine problem 1S found all LOO easıly placed 1ın the Servıce of G0d.®©
1ın tradıtional Kvangelıical quarters LOO; but The tendency LO supernaturalısm,
ONe has LO admıt that the has DTFO-
duced INOTeEe than ıts faır cshare of colourful

ave noted, Ca  ; lead tO neglect of the
Spirıt’s work ın an through OUr natural’characters an exotıc interpretations.) abılıties, eccles1al structures, tradıtıons,there AT models of Pentecostal herme- lıturgı1es and discıplines. But supernatu-neutics that Av thoroughly informed Dy ralısm Ca  b Iso lead LO three other faılures,areful exegesı1s, and yet show corporate which Ca  m LO W only mentıon brieflyand responsıble ‘lıstening tO the Spiırıt and G5 The aılure LO recognıse the c  mM1xed’‘discerning of spırıts’ that 1S often lost iın charaecter of Trevelatory’ manıfestations,
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the Church—Confhiet Renewal”?’such prophecy, words of knowledge,
interpretatıon of LONZgUeES, etc., often leads false cho1ce. The drıft ofthıs has SUg-
LO over-confidence ın them an OVe@el- gested ıt. 15 rather matter of ‘“Conflıect an
emphasıs them Such trıumphalısm Was Renewal?. And ONlE of the MOST as-
certaınly wıdespread 1ın the early days of ing features of the has een ıts recent
the Fortunately, mMmoOst wrıtiıngs 110  < abılıty LO er1ıtic1se ıts OW) weaknesses, and
sShOwWw W aTIrelles that such g1its ATe fal- poın ıtself and others back LO the SOUTCEe of
lıble (as 1ın the per10 t00).° Even qT ıts ıts strengths.
best, lıke anı y other event of od’s speak-

Notesing” to/leadıng PersoN, prophecy INaYy be
N LO corruption by the Teceı1ver’'s’ OW
human misunderstandıng, partıal dıs- GLOSSARY and ABBREVIATIONS
cernment; corruption DYy other spırıtual usıng the ‘“Charısmatic Movement;

(henceforth CM) In the TOAdes WaYy LOinfluences (includıng that of the corporate ncludepsyche of the congregatıon, and/or actors
1n the psyche of the rece1lver), and forth EL the classıcal Pentecosta mMovemen

Careful dıscernment 15 the eed of the (henceforth PM) and ıts maJor denomiına-
OUr. tiıons—1ncludıng COG:; AQOG: Klım

etc., totallıng SOIMNE 205 miılhon members
(2) Supernaturalısm Can lead LO dıs- (2) the arısmatiıc Renewal Movements

torted evaluatıon of the contrıbution of (hencefor wıthın the tradıtıona
those who EXEerCcCIsEe such gıfts Where proph- denomiınatıons, totallıng SOINE 50) miıllıon
AC1EeS an words of knowledge Aare felt LO (3) the Apostolıc Restorationıist er
be direct words from the Lord, ese gıfts ‘New Church’ OUDS, orıgınally known
and theır practitioners MaYy be valued INOTE the House Church Movement, and
hıghly than, SaVYV, teaching preachers (4) SO-Calle thırd wave’ churches, e
and that 1ın turn MaYy lead LO the m1suse ıneyar' churches plıoneered by ‚Jo  S

ımber, NO  S totallıng 600,000 members.of such gifts for self-aggrandızement and
use bhs as abbrevJaatıon for baptısmother games) It 15 of COUTSE true in/wıth the Holy pırıthat ONe readıng of Cor 122124 could SUg-

gest that aul hımself puts prophesyıng
See Barrett, ‘Statıistics, Globafl’, ın
Burgess an eEEe e  S Dıictionaryabove al other gıfts But ıt INaYy be noted of Pentecostal an Charısmatıc Movements

that he addresses hıs churches NOt ıth (Grand Rapıds: Zondervan, 1-50,
strıngs of prophetic oracles, but precisely and Vınson Synan, "Che ole of Tongues
wıth authorıtatıve spırıtual teachıng. mnıtial Evıdence’, 1ın Spirıt an Renewal:

ESSAYS ıIn Honor of Rodman 1LELLAMS(C3) Supernaturalısm Ca  } an somet1mes
(ed Mark ılson:;1eS.o0es ead LO distorted interest 1n SPEC-

acular ‘manıfestations’ for theıir OW. sake, 67-82 Barrett’s estı1imate mMaYy be OVeTr gECN-
rather than for the role they play ın 1ıberat- erously inclusıve al poıints, and SEE the COIMN-

mMments of Michael elker, (i0d the SpiırıtIng, challengıng an bulldıng the people (Miınneapolıs: FWFortress, but EVEeNof God, and empowerıing them for Servıce. elker the 1s the argest reli1-
It Ca  w 1Iso lead LO defective, manıstı1ic DNECU- S10US mMOovemen 1ın Story, per10d’)
matologıes, that depersonalıse the Spirıt Hollenweger, Pentecostalısm: Orıgıns
into flu1d electricıty-like ’ avaıl- an Development Worldwide (Peabody

€ Isoable tap oth tendencıles ave een Hendrickson,
bserved MOST recently 1ın the “Loronto empster, Klaus and Peterson
Blessing” phenomenon, an WEeTe part of e  s T’he Globalızation of Pentecostalısm:
the 1eA4son why ‚John Wımber removed the elıgıon Made LO Travel, arlıslie

Paternoster, 1999Toronto Aırport Christian Fellowshıp from Of COUT'SEC, ‘the church‘’ 1S unıform entitythe Vineyard regıister.®‘ eıther, an of thıs engt. COU. nNnOot

onclusıon poss1ıbly address the 1sSsues of the poten-
tial renewal onfhet the miıght
brıng LO al] SECLOrS concentrate

The tıtle, "T’he Charısmatic Movement an maınly the hurchmanshıiıp prımarıly
EuroJTh 10:1
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relevant LO thıs conference: Varıo0ous forms devoted LO the ubject of nıtıal Evıdence)
of Evangelıca Protestantism Hor INOTeEe 1 (1998) and nıtıal Evıdence,
wıderangıng sympathetiıc yet perceptive Agaın D{ (1999)
aCCcount of engagemen ıth Cathohiceism 13 FKor posıtıve account of the enM
and Tthodoxy, ell Protestantism, 1n Baptıst Churches, SEE the aCcCcount wrıt-
SEee eier Hocken, he Strategy of the ten DYy former (Gjeneral Superintendent,
Spirıt?, (uldford agle, 1996 Douglas cBaın, Fıre QUEer the Water.
Although both of the nıtıal eaders WeTe Renewal mong Baptıst amn Others from
nurtured 1n the Holiness  igher Liıife INOVEeEe- LO the S, London DET. 1997

14ments, Wılliam Seymour, the leader of prıng Harvest began 1ın 1949, ıth 2700
the Arzusa Street revıval ın Los Angeles, attending al Prestatyn (North ales) By
W as Afro-American, antı-racıst, holiness the the i1gure al the maJor sıtes
preacher, deeply moulded by the spırıtua. (Mınehead and egness had STOWN LO
tradıtions of the earlıer NESTO slavery, and I1NOTeEe than PEr year Of ese about.
radıcally commıtted LO the prıesthood of all ONe thırd ATe Anglıcan, ONe 1r Baptıstic,
behevers. By contrast, Tan. Parham, al and the rest. from the varıety of er
the Topeka centre of the revıval ın Kansas, churches. FKor the influence of S 1C
W as 1991018° decıdedly whıiıte) 1n hıs prlor1- cBaın assessed possıbly the ogreat-
tıes, and exercıised INOTEe dırect leadership est sıngle influence the church ıfe of
The eaders that Oollowe WeTe theolog1- al evangelıcal urches of an Yy translocal
cally, soclally and C  urally disparate Kor OdYV , SEee McBaın, Fıre, 4-4) ere QUOC-
the culturally diverse TrOOLTS SEE especlally Ing 135)
Hollenweger, Pentecostalısm, DAasSsSımM. 15 Thiıs Was publıshed Dy SOINE {1fty-Sıx eaders
Thıs 1s not. eas LIru: In Europe See the of the Pietist-Holiness current In (erman
perceptive byJPlüss 1ın empster evangelıcal protestantısm. It essentaally
et al e  s Globalızatıon, 1702189 maıntaıned that the Pentecosta Movement
See H.1 Lederle, Treasures Old and New WAas &.  not from high, but from e10W and
Interpretations of Spırıt-Baptiısm) ıIn the that demons WEeTe al work 1n ıt, Yor the leg-
Charısmatic Renewal Movement, Peabody: ACY of diıvıisıon ıt. left, SC Kısenlöffel,
Hendrickson, 1988 bıs alle eiInNs werden: SiebzıigreBerliner
See OoNSsS Ma, ‘Bıblıca Studies 1n the Erklärung Un ıhre Folgen, Yrzhausen:
Pentecosta Tradıtion Yesterday, Oday, euchten, 1979
and Tomorrow’ 1ın empster et, al eds), 16 On the wıdespread prolıferation of ‘healıng-
Globalization, 52-69; el Warrıngton by-faıth-ın-Jesus’ mMmovements before the
(ed.), Pentecostal Perspectives (Carlısle Pentecosta mMmOovement, SEE ayton, oots,
Paternoster, passım. chap Of partıcular sıgnıfıcance, DeT-
Pentecostals aAare puzzled by the claım of haps, WT OSe of .Johann rıstop.
cessatıionısts that Tım 16-17 establıshes Blumhardt, and the Bad Boll centre 1n
the suffic1ency of Scr1ipture and renders the S; Orothea Trudel al Männendorf
charısmata superfluous. Per contra, it, 1s (Swıtzerland In the Samne per10d; Charles
precısely the Scriptures that po1ın: LO OUTr ullıs, of Boston, who W as LO become
eed of the Spirıt 1ın the character of the maJor leader of the post-1850s revıval

experi1ence! Holiness mMoOovemen 1n New Kngland;
10 As Donald ayton, T’heologıical Roots Boardman who exporte Culhis’s VIeWS LO

of Pentecostalıism (Peabody: Hendrıickson, London ın the SOs; and Orchard Simpsonclaıms, 1/5-176 and eliso Carter 1ın New ork (one of the
11 For VIEWS 1ın the enM, See especlally earlıer exposıtors of ‘'healing In the atone-

Lederle, Treasures, chs 3-5 Amongst ment; v1lews). By 1895, Godbey COU.
Pentecostals, on Fee, the world’s claım that “S1ince the Y1sSe of the holiness
acknowledged expe pneumatology, mMovemen dıvine healıng has become
1S 0)41% of the keenest opponents of the clas-
s1cal Pentecosta 1eW of bhs (see below)

COININOIMN LO be longer matter of COI-
Lroversy. (as C1LEe: by ayton, oots,See especlally e  ee, ed., nıtıal 134) For experıence of tongues’ ın the

Evıdence: Hıstorical an 10L1CHa. pre-Pentecostal Holiness movements, See
Perspectives the Pentecostal Doectrine ayton, oots: Vınson Synan, The Holıiness-
of Spırıt Baptısm, Peabody Hendrickson, Pentecostal Movement ın the United States
1991 But ote Iso EWoO Ole 1SSUES (Grand Rapıds Eerdmans, Wıllham
of Asıan Journal of Pentecostal Studies Menzıes, Annointed O Serve: The Story of
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the Assemblıes of God, Springfield, of aın Luke’, 1ın Studıes ın the Gospels
Gospel Publishing House, 197/1 ESSays ın Memory of Lightfoot, ed

7 C4 Barrett ın DPCM, 1R  N Nıneham Oxford Blackwell,
18 Malony and Lovekın, G(GHossolalıa: 159-200; aya-Prats, "Esprit Force de

Behavıoural Scıience Perspectives ‚glıse, Parıs: Cerf, 1975:; aınvılle,
Esprit Aans “0euvre de LE MontrealSpeakıng ın Tongues Oxford Ö

T’heıdes, 1991; Robert Menzıes,
Chrıstian19 Davıd Middlemiss, Interpreting Development of artıy

Charısmaltıc Experience, London SCM, Pneumatology Wıth Specıal Reference LO
199 uke-Acts, 1e S, 1991; ıdem,
Hocken, rategYy, ch Empowered; ee-Seong Kım, Iıe Geisttaufe

2 4, Hocken, Streams, 68-69 des ess1as: Fhıne komposıitionsgeschichtlı-
Hocken notes "T’he quası-definıtion of che Untersuchung einem Leıtmotiv des

baptısm ın the Spirıt ın terms of eEMPDOW ET - Iukanıschen Doppelwerks Berlın Lang,
ment for mıinıstry oes not ıIn fact do JuS- Max Turner, Power from Hıgh
tıce LO all the data deser1ibed In countless T’he Spırıt ın Israel’s Restoratıon mn
testimonı1es. In partıcular, ıt. makes ref- ıtness ın URe-Acts (ShefhieldS
ETEIICE LO the element that 15 central ‚John Michael Penney, The Mıssıonary

Pneumatology,1n Man y testimon1eS, namely e eve mphasıs of an
of knowledge of ‚Jesus TISE, and SOINE Shefhield . 1997; Stronstad, T’he
wWwWarenes of the love of the Father and the Prophethood of All Belıevers: study of
dıstınctiveness of the Holy DITIE: Streams Luke Charısmalktıc eology (Sheffield
of Renewal: Orıgıns anartYy Development S Wenk, Communıity-Formıiıng
of Fthe Charısmaltıc Movement ın Great Power: The Soc:o-Ethical ole of the Spırıt
Brıtain Exeter aternoster, 167 ın Luke-Acts (  e  1e€  AP,
'T’hıs has een NOTteEe by STLAnNndar non-CM By all ave shown thıs
pneumatologıes auch A Congar, by and arge Ose SeCtOrs of the that

Belıeve ıUn the Holy Spiırıt, ols Ma prefer LO speak of ‘restoratıion' rather than
London Chapman, ‚.JJohn MelIntyre, 'renewal’, ave tended LO regard the er
T’he Shape of Pneumatology Studıes ın church structures ıirredeemable and

renewal’ impracticable GE Hocken,the Doectrine of the Holy Spırıt (Edinburgh:
1&T ar. chs 5-9; Gary Streams,E
Badcock, 1E of TIruth anı Fıre of Love: A 31 . Warfield, Counterfeit Miracles,
eology of the Holy Spırıt (Grand Rapıds London Banner ofth, 1972
Eerdmans, 6-538; elker, God, See Jon KRuthven, On the Cessatıon of
Ted.  O the Charısmata: T’he Protestant Polemiuc
ere have, of course, een partıal parallels Postbiblical Mıiracles (Sheffield .
LO the emphasıs 1n er pıetistic and (1° Max Turner, T’he Holy Spırıt an
enthusıastıc cırcles, © Anabaptısts, early Spırıtual ıfts hen an Now (Carlısle
aptısts and Congregationals, Tretihren aternoster, ch
movements, etc 33 Cautious cessatıionısts Suc. Farnel! an
* Hocken, Streams, 4-8 Gaffın) ave themselves rejecte such

Albrecht, Rıtes ın the Spırıt: Rıtual claım, ıle ST1L attempting LO find 19910)8°

LO Pentecostal CharısmaltıcApproach plausıble referent for fO teleıon, that places
Spirıtualıity, Sheffield S. 1999 ıt, 1ın story before the Parousıa. For the

A Dunn, Jesus an the Spiırıt, London SCM, overwhelmıng maJorıty of commentators,
1975 however, LO teleion Cal only refer the
JD Dunn, Mınıstry and the INIStrYy: End ıtself. Kor detaıls See Turner, Spiırıt,
The arısmatiıc Renewal’s Challenge LO 5-90
Tradıtional Ecclesi0logy', 1ın Charısmaltıc

defend thı  N But ıt 1S notable aılure
Surprisingly, Gaffın has attempted LO

Experiences ın Hıstory, ed Robeck
(Peabody Hendrickson, LO of method for detaıls and erıitic1sm SEee

VOL Baer, Der Heılıge Geist ın den Turner, Spiırıt, 2-13, and ch 19 INOTEe

Lukasschriften, Stuttgart: ohlhammer, generally.
1926; Schwe1izer (1956) "Pneuma, htl’ For account the sıgnıfıcance of healıngs

In the NT: and elr relatıonshıp theN VL 389-455; G.W. ampe, T’he
Seal ofthe Spiırıt, London SPCK, 1951 and ingdom of God, SEee Turner, pırıt, ch
1967 ıdem, “"T’he Holy Spirıt the Wrıtings See Turner, Spırıt, 0-93 for rev1ew and
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lıterature derson and ollengweger,
S{ OF  = rudem, ed., Are MıraculousLfor Pentecostals after Century (Sheffield

Today? Four Viıews, Leicester: I 1996 S Au
JERTS (1996) TE refer LO the work of the Pentecosta
o  ress, ‘Gifts’, ave ffered S1mM1- scholar, Wenk Power) and OW. Power.

I{
lar argument 1ın INOTe detaıl In Spiırıt, part The edıtor, Dr ‚.John Chrıstopher Thomas,

Professor of ın the Church of (+0d
G.W ampe, T’he Seal of the Spırıt, SeminarYy, has shown amazıng scholarly
London SPCK, STAaCcCEe

41 JD Dunn, Baptısm ın the Holy Spiırıt: See Lederle, Treasures, chs 3-9; Turner,
Re-Examınatıon of the New Testament Spiırıt, chs 10,

eachıng ON the GiftO;Spirıt Lın Relatıon 5’7 ullıvan, Charısms an Charısmatıc
O Pentecostalısm Today, London SCM, Renewal, Dublin 111 and Macmiıllan,
1970 1982
Lederle, Ireasures, chs D Chan, Spirıtual eoOLO£Y, Downers
Wor fuller treatment SEE Lederle, Treasures, Grove: 1998
00-789 an chs 3'3 Turner, Spiırıt, chs 10 See JTurner, Spirıt, chs and esp 19 for
and rev1ew and hlhıterature
Simılarly, ıth Cornelius: COMPAaATE 10:45, ( Thomas Smaıl, TEeW alker, and

4 1; 1115016 'Thıs 15 not LO SaVvy the ıge T1g “Revelation owledge and
meanıng of bhs 15 auste: by ese 1N1- owledge of Revelatıon The al
tial oments SEee Turner, Power, chs and Movement and the Question of Heresy-,,

T’he DO1N! 1S uLLy agree by enzles. JPT (1994) 7-(T; Tom maıl, Andrew
Pentecosta scholars regularly define sal- alker, and ıge rıg| Charismatic
avatıon thıs WaY, and that makes ıt. Cas V Renewal T’he Search for T’heology,

SEeEE 'subsequent’ gıft of the pırı 1S London SPCK, 1993; McConnell, T’he
needed! See Turner Contra Stronstad, orth- Promiıse 0)  ea an ealth Hıstorical
COmM1ng 1n an 1CHa. Analysıs of the odern Faıth
ForJustification of thıs, an for the relatıon Movement, London Hodder, 1990; ‚JJohn
of the pırı LO ‘salvatıon' ın Luke-Aects SEee Christopher Thomas, T’he evil, Diıisease
JTurner, Power, 3-38, and ch Also an Delıverance: Orıgıins of Illness Lın New

Wall, "Purnty and Power‘ ccordıng LO Testament T’hought, Sheffhield S, 1998
the cts of the postles Pneuma 21 (1999) 61 See the Dy Thomas 1n ‚Joel
3-31, 1C arrıves al sımılar conclu- (Green and Max Turner, eds., Between
S10NS ındependently. Two Horizons: Spanning New Testament
See Fee, God  S Empowering Presence: Studies an Systematıc eology (Grand
The Holy Spirıt ın the Letters of aul Rapıds Kerdmans, 8-929 OOLNOLTLEe
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(: Max Turner, “T’he Drı 1n uke-Aects Nouveau Testament:L’Esprit de Dıeu

Support Challenge Classıical l’Oeuvre dans le Cosmos et l’Humanite’,Pentecostal Paradıgms?”, VoxEu (1997), NTS (1987) 4-69
(9-101: ıdem, Power, chs 10-14; Wenk, Gen 1  9 6:3° ‚.Job 328} 34.14; Ps
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It 1S perhaps not Ssurprısıng that SOMME only potentaally harmful when privıleged.
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