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Setting the agenda:? Responding 1t? Are CVdll- human lıtfe 00 and PapcCIS about evangelıcal
gelicals LOO academı1c and NOT intellectual enough? analysıs of culture be vC interesting ut
In ther words thev AIC x00d AL wrıiting biblical sometımes ATC ın anger of playıng the academıc
commentarıes but NOLT iın wrıting and promoting SAaHC of cultural studıes whıiıle adopting A
work which CF the discıplinary boundarıes 1ın the critical STAaAnNCE towards the culture, finding
WdYV, C that of Michel Foucault affected SOCI1O1- themselves promoting drıving deology under

Iıterature and psychology Yet AS Edward Saı1d the C102 of “description’, Or WOTSC stall, sımply
nAS recently commented in the introduction hıs faılıng be theological.
re-issued Orıentalism, the world INOL aftord If evangelıcals ın North Ameriıca tee]l the need
do wıthout what he calls ‘philology’ patıently work wıth other Chrıstian ZroupIngs, OW much
MInıng the detaıls of rel1g10uUs and cultural tradı- eed kuropean evangelıcals? Certamiyv OUr
t10NS which ell help stand agalnst the SroWINg sıtuatıon 15 OT the that of our brothers and
forces of homogenısatıon and disrespect for °*the Ssisters there and be of that while
other). In other words, carefully domg EXESZESIS readıng the est books from °over there). Do
and commentarıes. have \ R other tradıt1ons AS NOT Just allıes tor

Christian theologians who AIC truly evangelı- certaın CdUSCS, ut AS where Ur identity MUST l1e”
cal ATC called maıntaın the balance between (a) Are Gospel people threatening those wh: identify
the biıblical and tradıtional what Eberhard ünge themselves wıth particular subculture OT those
called wertlose Wahrheit and (b) the creative and who AT appYV find theır famıly where the sparıt
the useful 15 15 when these thıngs COM together of Jesus 15 PFreSCNL and honoured>? And Just how
Naf A CIrCUITt 15 closed for spırıtual CHCISV flow geCL scholars work together that TI Can

USC still MOTC dramatıc metaphor, lıghtning speak of eOLlogy of the gospel C1I1OSS5 Ekurope?
fall ftrom heaven Carth. wıth W and I1- There 15 A lot Z01INg C212 the Scripture and Herme-

mınatıon the result! neutics proJject ut hardly CI'OSS-ELII'OPC&D; Afet
One of the CSSAaVS 1ın 21Ss volume has do wıth and Iyndale Fellowshıip, the 1W French Inıtlatıve,

the lıfe of the people of God and M1SS1ON: IN has Padova’s IFED Of COUISC, the academı1c qual-
MMOTC do wiıth the bıble’s INCSSaBC (by the WdYV, Ity and level of discussıion varıes enormousliy. he

in England has een runnıng VC gz0o0d sub-disciplines AT'C also wıde, such that It IMaY
“Message’ serl1es 4S Part of Its en Today sometimes be better avo1d “interdiscıplinar-
tıtle) and another theological wıth hıstorıical ILy Perhaps effort iın 11C smallTI (SaYy,
flavour. It 15 gxood have thıs balance, thıs polar Ancıent Near Fastern history) leadiıng shıinıng
potential difference. ıght there would make ofa difference”?

related question 15 hould ur ecology be Of UTrsc cology STArTts wıth the church and
“apologetic’ OT “M1SSIONArYy’? Should WC play lıke 1It GCEH1IS odd that the closest IM OST European 1=
Italıan ootball [EeAMS of old, the CAttanacı0 style, gelıc Christians SC eology 15 the works of
ON the defensive, SAIVINS A LC4ASON ın C4asON and 1r BE  p Yancey OTr of others, usually Ameriıcan. ur
of SCaASON (2 1ım —+ Det 3:15 Does the need the “popularısers’ of theology A1C the angels of

be A } listener and gentle wıth It preclude the DIO- God, UuSs do lıkewıise but better!
VOocatıve and the prophetic? Whatever, anı y 113 Ihen amn nat eology STAarts wıth ü
mMunıicatıon wıth the non-church cshould take place selves, and realise ANFE asked Manı y UJUCS-
wıthout A forgetting of the CONTLENET of the gospel t10NS than have gıven ANSWCIS

and 4S much emphasıs ON It and the fullness of
Its meanıng tor human ıfe 4S study of culture and
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