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One COTMNMLOIN theme that CIMNCISCS from the artıcles there A1IC disagreements such 4S the INaASS, the place
ofHenrı Blocher aM that DYy DPıetro Bolognesı (and of faıth, the authorıty of the chürch, these would
NOLT absent from the OLIC DY (quus Labooy) 15 how C1Y “AVC SOINC bearıng 0)8| OUT approach eth1-
should evangelıcals define themselves? (once agaın!) cal 1SSUES, but perhaps NOL consıderable OI  e In
Are they...antı-Roman Cathole, antı-hypercalvın- aV CdsSCc ATC nghting Hesh anı blood OPPOI]CI'ItS
ISt, antı-liıberal, neıther fundamentalıst L1OT moOod- spirıtual powers? CVCINl CANNOT help
ernist, those wh: unıte the charısmatıc AN! the but ODPDOSC those “Clearly ın the wrong‘ (Peter of

COUISC 1n Gal 2 11 ND: dATC really thınkreformed what ATC they? Who AT we”? Who
ATC not? Ihere W d CVEGIN conference recently Ar that OUTL enemı1es A K all LYyPCS of Catholics? Are
Kıng"s College, London wıth the title ‘Evangelıcal OUTL enemı1es really LOIC those Catholıics whi ook

OWN Protestantism because 1t recalls themIdentitıies’ aN! INallıy lıvely DaDCIS offer....But
otfe the title: “dentitıes’ 1n the plural. hether 0)8 the bıble alone an less those ıberal Catholı1cs wh:
NOT A happYy wıth the ıdea that there 15 LNOTC ALC 1Cc6 evangelıcals because they SCC that

LOO often AVUC lıttle ıdea of what do belıeve?than (1 specı1es of the ‘evangelıcal'; there
nothıng 1n bıt of healthy dıversıty Trom the Catholıic viewpolmnt 1T 15 the Protestant

that allows for dısagreement. sola scrıptura princıple that has ushered iın thou-
sand Protestant denomıiınatıons an then either&V much in agreement wıth what Pro-
fundamentalısm CT uncontrolled lıberal Protestantfessor Blocher has Sa y the worth of the APOC-

rypha, although admıt that do NOT thınk that It 15 bıblıcal erıticısm. whıle there could be SOII1IC

terr1bly call them deuterocanonıcal,; PDIO- Catholıcs who NC and do thınk that the magıste-
viıdıng these ATC printed in bıbles after the protoca— rium 15 gner than Scrıpture ıN: the apostles, thıs
nonıcal OL1C5S, aM then SCCIN 4S second collection, 15 only abuse of valıd notion that the church
NOT 4S second rule for ftaıth 'Ihe TEIIN “apocrypha’ needs x1ve ead scrıptural interpretation.
perhaps 15 NOT fittıng; do NOL wısh, aAN! Henrı Ihe dıfference etTe miıght be C(HIE of the °SOC1-
Blocher OCcs NOL wısh that they be “hıdden books’?. Oology of knowledge”, the condıtions under whiıch
So perhaps “deuterocanonical’ 11l do Just fine We kuropean evangelıcals operate. do NOT lıve in
INAaYy prefer the gu of Jerome AN! Leıbnız country where the Catholı1Cc Church 15 the maJor-
VCrT those of Augustine and Bossuet, but there 15 LIty bıg brother”. Call SCC certaın confidence also
SOMTLIC doubt about the question of the closedness of German evangelıcals where keeping the head

AN! the heart together 1S the lesson earned fromthe AT the time of Jesus anı the apostles such
that IMNay speak only 1ın of probabiılıties. 400 (J)I TMOIC of combiıinıng Protestant theol-

Pıetro Bolognesı, rıghtly 1n VIEW, 1NSs1sSts that OSY wıth spirıtualıty. MY 1SSUES ere 1n Brıtain AT

work towards better eccles10logy, Aall Ad1I1Cda LMNOTIC wıth ıberal ‘Do-It-Yourself” (*bricoleur”) the-
where ften evangelıcal systematıc theologıans Ology whıich trıes keep the bıble aM the church’s
a relıed VCLY much Catholıic inıtlatıves (I confessions apart in VAar1ı0us WAdYS, OWEeEVer C VEn

thınk of the work DYy Avery Dulles.) Yet there 15 in acknowledging 4S much wonder whether the
nothıng surely PCI about agreeing wıth LOord’s WaY 15 spend much tiıme focussıng
Roman Catholıics INAaLLy ethıcal 1SSUES’ CVEn 1n “enemies’ ıke SOLT11C tootball INANASCI who
the C0(dSC of “contraception where mıght 1Sa- knows all about the opposıtıon but OLlC about the
SrCC, mıght st1l] chare Dart Ar the motivatıon strengths (IT weaknesses of hıs OW: team kvangel-
which drıves the Catholı1c refusal: opposıtıon ıcals 111 VE be self-crıitical, but of COM SE only

soc1ety's permi1ssıveness 4S rule (In the whole in the lıght of the Word, ın tact only from hearıng
OUTL Catholı1c “brothers and siısters’ chare OUT the- trom God Can WC SC ourselves 4A5 ATC, aumul ınst
ology the creed 15 COIMMNMON ınheritance. eTe et DECCATOVES: ‘posıtıve d1alectic’ perhaps.
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