
EuroJTh 2006) Ta

Edıtorial
Mark ElLliott

paradox: the bıble could be read accordıng Its hıstorıical
Of the makıng of books there 15 en (Ecclesı1- CONTEXT aM vıcher Christocentrism CMECTSC.,

12:12); but NOT the OO0 in the world We do NO WAanTt such mMenNn A heroes:
FErskine W ds sorrowtul when he realısed that thecould contaın all that Jesus dıd (John VIEWS of Renan Chrıst 4S moral teacher INaYyThere 15 much 1n print, an lıttle time read

1T Because words aATC COINMMOINN they should aVe een encouraged Dy the 1ıkes of hıs, Erskine’s
be valued TMOTC preci0ously, an NOT wasted. OW emphasıs hrıst ASs ıdeal Erskine’s 1N-

We CANNOT Join in cCONversat1ons AN! dıa- carnatıonal soter1010gy wıth ıts echoes of that of
ıllıam 1Law that there W as Revelatıon 1nogues WeA dıscern, wıth Od’s help, which
the gospel (SO, Horrocks, Laws of the zrıtuafew dIC truly vital—usually those hıch wıll keep Order. Innovatıon and Reconstruction In the Soterıol-OUTLr school, OUTr UrC. an OUT tamılıes fourıshing

1in the PI'CSCII'[. We feel do NOT aVE the tıme 0G of IThomas Erskıine of Linlathen , although
the “Sqave Europe’ OT speak 1ts soul But 45 Romantıc evangelıcal he preferred speak of

Scriptures L ınspıred”. Smuith, accordıng Iaın15 there NOLT place for presenting OUTr est ocal
Campbell’s 1XING the Indemnuity. the Lıfe and work ofdeavours”? It eed NOL be about pretending take

interest in ‘Europe’ OTL SAV, 1ın French evangelıcal S4r EOVAE Adam IN (  -  ) be-
theology when ONC 15 Bulgarıan. ] ıke those wh@ heved that hıistorical crıt1c1sm, ıf sed respons1bly,
desıre PraycCr, Cal cshowcase OUTr Ome sıtuation, could OPCH the relıgıon A taıth of Israel. PCI-

sonalısed 1n the agon1es of Jeremiuah’s soul 4SOUr local theology wıth al ıts strengths aM weak-
1LESSCS of Chrıist, refresh an inspıre modern people.

For thıs L1CAaSOI Paternoster (the publısher of Perhaps through consıderıng theır SUCCCSSC5S5 and
thıs journal!) 15 be congratulate: ftor takıng lo- faılures Ca  —3 be enabled RC the shape of ET

cal Scottish theology ser10usly. aVe recently read evangelıcal taıth
three books from Paternoster: John McLeod Now OINCOIIIC readıng thıs who 15 NOT from
Campbell, I1homas Erskıne, and George dam Scotland an wh has real interest 1n learnıng
Smuith respectively: three fgures from the Nıne- TMNOIC miıght be justified 1n Sayıng: SsSo what?” But
teenth (and in Smuith’s &N iınto the twentieth) there 15 somethıng be saı1d for takıng interest

who WEEIC NOT wıthout CO[ItI'OVCI'SY 1in theır 1n that whıch has dırect relevance ıke
Jesus AN! the interruptions hıs M1sS10N, 1ıke thetimes. Iheır teachıng, MaYy AaVEC left much be

desıred in places, y€t they belıeved 1n the gospel, VeCLY fact that Praycr 15 NOLT always about askıng for
WT Chrıist-centred, see1ng the eed for personal, the MOST obvıous chıngs pressing UDON us, 1O
bıblıcal faıth three sought combıne eritical Dbut 15 tor interceding for others DYy Zo1INg behıind
questionıng of receıved WaYy> of bıblıcal interpre- the visıble the princıpalıties AN! POWCTIS, the
tatıon wıth cOomMMıtMeENtTt theır 1LOord in hıs influences, the genealogıes whiıch ACCOUNT for the
Natures Ihe perfect obedience of Chrıst included dıffAculties >ha! opportunıitıies facıng OUr brothers

penıtence whıch behevers should Aase theır AN! sısters. 1SS1O0N takıng interest 1n the
OW! penitence. “He |Campbell| proclaımed God oddest of places Aat tiımes
whose love rnngs about atONCMECNT, rather than of COUTISC 1t 15 NOT 4A5 oug. what COt-

God who needed AEt of ATONEMENT enable tish Chrıstian theologıans faced W as5 far dıfferent
hım be loving, aN! mercıful. (Peter Stevenson, from what those ftrom other kuropean countrıes
God In 0UNV NATUTE. the ıncarnatıonal heology of John WEeEeTC CThe aM the places aM the [MNOVCEC-

McecLeod ambpbell, 12004 1, 110 AN! in Chrıst God INAYy be dıfferent, but eed learn from
assumed fallen human but overpowered Its each other’s WaVS of. W as excıted find book

wıth the title T heologıe l’Europe de sud ( heo-ımpurity wıth hıs purity. Campbell had taıth that
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bald (ed:); although W as eventually disappointed AN! rel1&10Us fundamentalısts wıth
due ItSs ack of theologıcal descrıption and Judge- One plea: that when those of us GEr let
MenNtT. 1stance 4ACTOS5 the centurıes should SaV, 1ın Prague 1n carly ugust thıs VCAL,; let us bring
NOT DUut us off. Ihe Nıneteenth Century dısputes ourselves, OUrTr tradıtıons aN! OUr Pr CsChHt burdens,
of elıgıon VECISUS scC1eNCE Ar Ke being played OULT wıth whatever excıtes us and us then
perhaps MOTC polarısatıon of VIEWS and intens1ty spend SOMINC of the time communıcatıng thıs, SOINC
than 150 A0 when Darwin’s VIEWS began time lıstening others A4AS they do S! an 4S much

be notıiced. Rıchard Dawkıns continues PIO- of the tiıme N possıible lıstenıng ftor aM the Word
claım that clence an rel1&g10Us faıth CaNnNOT MI1X, of God
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