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UMMARY CISMS and the of igures considered ASs representa-
tves of nostliberalism. Fach text In ıts OW| WdY makes

EsEe three studies critically appraise Varlıous of notabhle contribution the contemporarYy debate about
postliberal heology and each argues that rultful future the natfure of Christian heology, Its methods and DrODET
ljes ea! for his cContemporarYy theological agenda only audiences. Together they indicate that dIe far from
ıf ıt IS subject certaın corrections and forward inıshe harvesting and discerning the fruit of postliberal
In his Or that particular direction. The alıms of the three heology.
authors differ significantly, d do the SOUTCES of their criti-

RESUME
les mMmeMes ralsons et leur appreclation iffereu AUX

(es troıs etudes font UNe evaluation critique de divers theologiens qu on DEUL considerer representatifs
de Ia theologie pnost-liberale. Chacun des auteurs du post-liberalisme. Chacun apporte manilere UNE

de mMmontrer YUE projet theologique O- contribution ımportante contemporaın SUr 1a
raın n aura de futur fructueux YUEC S recolt certaınes nNature de Ia theologie chretienne, SUr SE methodes et
corrections et est engage plus dans telle telle 5e5 destinataires. C et ensemble d’ouvrages Ontre UE
direction. | es trols auteurs DOoUrsulvent des huts C 110U0U5$ n avons DdS Inı de mMmoIssonNNer de discerner les
rents eurs critiques sont Dds 1011 plus motivees Dar fruits de Ia theologie postliberale.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Quellen ihrer Kritiken und das Spektrum Von Personen,
die als kepräasentanten des Postliberalismus’ angesehen

|Diese drei tudien werten FIUNSC verschiedene Aspekte werden. er Jlext tragt auf seInNe Welse hemerkenswert
Dostliberaler Theologie dus. ede Studie argumentiert, ZUT gegenwäartigen Debatte über das esen christlicher
dass 11UTr dann eine fruchtbare Zukunft : vor diesem Theologie, ihre einoden und AaNSCINECSSCHIC Zuhö-
gegenwärtigen theologischen Programm llegt, WeTnn rerkreise hei Zusammen zeigen SIE d dass wır welıt
SIE sich hbestimmten Korrekturen unterzieht und sich In davon entfernt sind, die Früchte postliberaler Theologie
hbestimmte Richtungen entwickelt. DITZ Absichten der drei abschleißen und sortiert en
Autoren unterscheiden sich erheblich, ebenso wIıe die
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Pecknold’s offering focuses uDON the contrıibution clusıon makes clear. Har trom being, dangerously
of (MIC leadıng postlıberal figure, namely George sectarıan enterprise pace Gustafson aM others),
Lindbeck. It that the character and endur- Liındbeck’s V1IS1ON of postlıberal theology, when
ıng merit ofLindbeck’s projJect programmatıcally read in thıs pragmatıc dırecti0n, 01818 taıth-
set ftorth 1n The Nature 0  octrine AT fully towards the world along the trajJecCtory from
est appreciated when understood partıcular Liındbeck’s OW) pragmatısm, through Augus-
kınd of theological pragmatısm. Hıs demonstra- tine’s “*heosemiotics’ the scrıptural pragmatısm
t10N of thıs takes several Ihe opening chap- "scrıptural reasonıng advocated Dy Ochs, the
er offers extended ommentary The Nature postlıberal slogan that the Bıble an Christian dıs-

MUST ‘“absorb the world’ modulates IntOo theO;  OCtrINE, drawıng attention those 3.SPCCtS of
ıfs ar gument hıch partıcularly pragmatıc, an ımperatıve that the practice of Christian ıfe wıth
whiıch hıtherto have NOT always een emphasısed. aM trom the scrıptures MUSL ead “°CONVDEVSA-
Indeed, Lindbeck 15 sa1d PrODOSC Dractical L10N wıth the world for the sake of Ifs 'repaır” A
soter10l0gy of language, where language 15 redeemed *transformatıon). J hüs: when Pecknold describes
aAM made whole through the g0o0d performance of postlıberals 4S *the 11C5S5 who remember, aNı also
that dıscourse” (26) Liındbeck’s work along these dıscover ANCW, the wısdom aAMı logıc of the SCY1P-
lınes, wıth Its SLIrONS debts Wıttgenstein AaN! L[ures 4S they face the mater1al problems of the day
problematıcally dyadıc character 15 NOT thought in conversatıon wıth theır rel1g10U0s an secular
be entirely viable AS IT stands, AT the subsequent ne1ghbours,’ hıs claım 15 that theology one 1n thıs

chapters supplement‘ AaN! 'repaır” Ir cCin Can anı ought engender anı sustaın A kınd
In chapter Pecknold that Augustine’s of orthodox Christian humanısm, 4A5 W dsS Fru of
famous ACCOUNT of thıngs an S18NS’ and hıs PIC- Lindbeck hımself (a
scrıption of the interpretive rule of charıty" ın. De Given the focus AaN! relatıve Drevıty of DPec-
Doctrina Christiana, together wıth hıs autobıio0- knold’s book IT 15 hard, in partıcular, adyu
graphical tellıng of the iımpact of readıng gıven 1in the ultımate propriety of Peirce’s
hıs Confessions, provıdes substantıve theologıcal pragmatıc phılosophy wıthın Christian theology.
2a17a fOor pursumg kınd of "scrıptural Pragma- Ihose wh. AT sufficıently orrıed tantalısed
tism.’ Ihe meanıng an ımport of what 15 read of (Or both, 4S DY thıs wıll WaAant
the Bıble the church and ICS effect upon those take ch’s techniıcal study, Pıerce, Pragmatısm
who read 1T 15 est grasped Dy thınkıng theologı- and the 0910 of Scripture (Cambrıidge, 1998
cally about the complex practices of ecadıng But PDUISLUC the turther. Readıng that work, ONNC

grasping thıs requıres LIOVCEC from dyadıc tr1- miıght be able decıde whether the claım that
adıc modes of thought, somethıng accomplıshed Dierce “Mmaılntalins commıtment scrıptural real-
DYy takıne the Augustinian logıc of mediatıon, 1SM 1in hıs pragmatısm' (34) 15 LLLOTEC than Just
reconcılıatıon of redemption into the self-under- playful exploitatiıon of Peıirce’s description of the
standıng of theology. Thıs ancıent ımpulse from work of Jogı1c 4S ser1es of “graphings,’ "engravings’
Augustine then finds Itfs CONTEMPOFAFY eorıst in and. YCS, "scrıptures’ (see OoTtfe 264;, 141) ead-
the work of DPeter Ochs, Jleadıng cContem Orary ıng ch’s work WOL also allow OC scrutinıse
Jewısh phılosopher, whose work 15 the fOcus of the seemıngly auUdaCcı10uUus claım that °“Peircıan pra$-
chapter three Thıs chapter 15 the MOST technıcal matısm derıves Its Jog1c from SCHPHLE (64) AaN!
an demandıng read, 4S 1T examınes the peculıar r CPI'CSCIItS nothıng less than °*the Gospel’'s |aw of
WdY in hıch chs brings Cr the pragmatıc love adopted AS rule of log1c’ (63) Peirce’s HIC

phılosophy of Dierce upON the question of the remarked that hıs pragmatıc maxım that COLN-

readıng and interpretation of the scrıpture along ception of the effects of something 15 °*the whole of
the tri1adıc Augustinian lınes already advocated. OUr conception of the object” (653) could be taken
chs hımself SCS 1Liındbeck 4S tellow traveler, AS nt of the adage, theır fruts yYOU
an Pecknold ere a1MSs demonstrate why thıs shall know them’ (Matt /:16) Can the Cdadsc tor
should be hat thıs should be > that Chrıs- the ‘fit’ between Christian theological ACCOUNT of
t1an theologıans AN! Rabbıs (and others) should scrıpture AN! CONLEMPOFArCY pragmatısm be hung
be brought together into fruutful exchange the upON ENUOUS thread? Perhaps from further
basıs of shared understandıng of the pragmatıcs readıng 1n Ochs, ONC could substantıate the precıise
of readıng an the readıng of scrıpture in partıcu- meanıng of the of Ttepaır AaN! "reparatıve
lar 15 Pecknold’s CONVICtION, 4S the book’s COIN- thınkıng, notions hıch ATIC clearly crucı1al thıs
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endeavour, but whose meanıng remaıns problem- rupte DYy external discourses, but also DY the world
atıcally elusıve throughout Pecknold’s book Out there,’ whıiıch, whıle avaılable us apart

In wıth Pecknold’s tight focus Lınd- from language an practice, 15 nevertheless avaıla-
beck d exemplar ofpostlıberal theology, Adonıs ble Theological owledge 15 NOT sımply the prod-
Vıdu'’s study takes ‘postlıberal theology' AS rather HCT ofUr makıng (DOESIS) but LLIOTC fundamentally,
broad church, embracıng the O-called “Yale schoo|]” also of OUTr sufferıng (Pathos) the INCuUrsıOonN of both
Frei Lindbeck, Holmer), members of Its °next world AaN! God We I1NAYy NOT fınally, ıke T ınd-
generation’ (Tanner, Placher. Marshall, Thıemann) DBeCcKk: take language tTOO ser10usly” 176) because
but also figures ıke Miılbank, Hauerwas, McClen- OUr “schemes’ (of language, practice EtC.) CANNOT
don anı others. Moreover, Ifs focus theologıcal be played Ooff agalnst, AN! fınally constraın theır
method demands engagement wıth wıde rangıng “content). Wıth thıs also falls ALLY notion of 1INCOM-
body ofphılosophical an hermeneutical 1SsueEeS anı mensurabiılıty, 1LE the 1eW that Justifyıng TCA-

authors, chıef the latter Davıdson, Gad- SO11S5 MaYy be gıven for the meanıng of Chrıiıstian
aMMCI, and McIntyre 1du NUTrscs ONC fundamental claıms apart from theır coherence wıth ONMNC another
WOILTY about postlıberal theology: namely, that Itfs wıthın Chrıstian diıscourse ıtself. TIGE Marshall’s
methodological commıtments contradıct what °the approprliation of Davıdson’’s work in Irınıty and
mater1a|l requırements of Christian relıg10N2.' For TÜ (Cambrıdge, 2000 Ooffers WdY torward 1ın
how Can theology commıtted °the pragmatıst Vıdu’s VIEW, provıdıng "g0o0od [CAasSsO111S approach‘
doctrine of the eptstem1c DVLOTLDY of the soc1a| ftorms the question of epistem1C justificatiıon which
of lıte” finally do Justice the "ontologıcal priorıty of CI1ISUTCS that ' argument an ratiıonal dıspute dIC still
GOod’ whıich 1ıdu takes be aAX10MatıCc Chris- ımportant, criticısm st1ll poss1ıbilıty" 156)
t1an faıth an ıfe x111)? he asks dırectly Al ONNC In the interest of getting the NMAEULFE of doctrine
point: “how MNO the prevement Actıon of God become rıght, the final chapters take apart kev postlıberal
sıg mficant for theology wıthın cultural lıngustic dıstinction, namely that drawn between Airst” AN!
approac. Chrıstian thought (95)? “second order’ dıscourse. Iypıcally, thıs dıstinction

Vıdur's study diagnoses everalSof thıs places actual performance of rel1g10Us ıfe includ-
basıc contradıction. Ihe analytıcal DaCC 15 brisk ıng Its VAarıo0us dıscursıve elements prayer, PTrOC-
ACTOSS the S1IX chapters hıch analyse ın Lturn PDOSL- lamatıon, scrıptural readıng Cre.) in the YSt order,
ıberal “textual habıtats,” hermeneuti1Ccs, ontology, an theology 4S descr1iptive reflection UDON all
epistem1C Jjustiıficatiıon, doctrine A christology that, LE 4S “second order” 1ıdu SS ere
respectively. Ihe openıng chapters Arguc that, in LTOM of the reificatıon of relıg10n whiıch takes YSt
the thrall of spatıal territorı1al metaphors (1in/out, order practices be 'alrıght 4S they aAr aM whiıch
intra-/extra-), postlıberal theology ıllegıtımately cCONstraıns theology speakıng about the .&  actual
reifes the actual setting of Chrıistian faıth, takıng It features of relıgıon' (163) rather than about God
4A5 'gıven in Strong hıs hardened 1eW of hıs in Lurn makes 1T ımpossıble dıstınguıish
church, an ıncommensurable tradıtıon NOT heology from SOC10102Yy anthropology (176

Vıdu'’s rejects what he consıders the false dichot-only faıls do Justice the complexıty of theır
inner dynamıc’ (243), 1T also conspıres iınsulate OIM between YrSt an second order dıscourse
Chrıistian relıg10n agalnst cr1t1c1sm, eschewıng the the Dasıs that there MUST always be “normatıve
eed Justify ıtself AT anı y bar, 4S ıE 15 the only rele- ontologıcal context (at least?) proposıtional
ant bar SINCE °th1s 15 what do’ (83) 1du rejects iımagınatıon of ıdeal practice” wıthın hıch
such iınsulatıon of faıth AN! ıfe agalnst crit1que. INaYy ask whether aV gıiven aspect of Christian
He that the V ey1istence of 'typologıcal” faıth an lıfe 15 COYVYECT NOT (176-7) Only
eXCgESIS of scrıpture 1n Christian tradıtıon ıtself injection realısm Ar thıs poımnt Cadll make of the
cshows that such closure 15 ımpossıble, SINCE ngura- classıcal 1eW AN! nNnctiıon of doctrines, A3a7 hold
t10N, whıich enforces the Chrıistian claım absorb OPCH the poss1bilıty of reflective criıticısm of Chriıs-
the world, AT the SAaLHLIE time subjects the Christian
1scourse external dıalo

t1an faıth AN! ıte thıs COI'I'IPOITS wıth Vıdurs
DYy preserving the overr1dıng CONVictiON, declared late 1n the book,

ıdentity of what W 4S absorbed”’. Ihe upshot 15 that tO be Christian 15 NOLT mMatter of perform-
admıt the nNeCESSILY tOo OPCH up the Chrıistian world AT1CCEC but precisely of ontology of SOMIC of

external dıscourses ın ad hoc PFrOCCSS of legit1- affaırs hıch obtaıns between God an the human
matıon’ (8/) person (188)

But Christianıty 15 NOL only criticısed AN! dıs- Vıdur’s study 15 hıghly compressed, AaN! wıll
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dıfhcult readıng for those unfamılıar wıth of Lindbeck’s regulatıve theory of doctrine’ AaN!
the authors AN! 1SSUES he examınes. ven those the of theologıcal truth 4S aspects of the lıfe
wh: know thıs terr1tory INaYy find the of of the COoMMUNItY of Chrıistian wıtnesses. DeHart

rıghtly that the whole argument ere 15the argument difAcult track at. tiımes. But those
who tackle 1T wıll WI1InNn compellıng CNILY Into SOLIIIC analogıcal cultures, AN! ındeed rel1g10Ns ATC saı1d
of the MOS interesting debate 1ın CONtemM Orary be 1ıke languages wıth sem1l0t1c systems; doc-
theologıcal method AaN! phılosophy of relıg10n. trınes ATC ILıke STAMMALC; the Scriptures ATC hkınd of

DeHart’'s book 15 LOUT de force It unfolds in exemplary instantıatıon of the patterns ofChrıistian
four parts Ihe openıng chapter tells the STOFYV of faıth, becomıing Chrıistian 15 bın being tormed
how "postlıberal” theology LA De, S1VINS in partıcular cultural-Linguistic TIThe theolog-
Cr1sp iıntellectual bıography of the so-called “Yale ıcal proposal ıtself 15 compellıng the exXtent that
School Z the peculıar It acquıred in such analogıes compel. In the mıdst of thıs explı-
the subsequent polemical debates that took place Catıon de > what partıcularly interests DeHart
ın Englısh anguage theology. TIThe pomt of thıs 15 Lindbeck’s claım that,together wıth appliıcabil-
15 NOT chiefly introduce the maın ngures but Ity anı intellıg1biulıty, aıithfulness understood 4A5

iındıcate the essentı1a| problem that StIrs IDeHart intratextualıty AS the decısıve crıter1on for
For he consıders Lindbeck and Del served bDy adjudgıng the adequacy of theological proposals.
the outworkıng of the debates surroundıng theır hıs intratextualıty has three aspects . hırst, IT 15
work durıng the an “()s IThese debates seEmM1Ot1C, E: theology SE ants semantıc priority
tocussed excess1ively methodological questi10ns the Christian relıgıion ıtself AS the °text” whıch 15

the exclusıon of others, Z also tended orbıt the SUOUTEC of *normatıve descr1pti10ns”. Second, It
around single HET Lindbeck’s The Nature of 15 C  world encompassıng absorbing, hıch
Doctrine the detrıiıment of Lindbeck’s ther that Christianıty 15 taken be ‘symbol SYStem
work; anı CC TMOTC Fre1’s OW) dıstinctıve riıch, varıegated an reflex1ıve enough organıze

AaN! contrıbutlions. In CHGCL eHart "totalızıng” understandıngs of the whole of realıty”
contends, the inıtıal eat of these debates S4a W (94); thırd, IT 15 scrıptural, for the Scriptures PIO
It that the dıstınctıive projects of rel AN! 1Liındbeck ıde the "publıcly access1ible exemplar of the Or1g1-
WCCIC fused Into unhelpful amalgam that Carmec natıng OT generatıve UuSC of the SeEM1OTIC code (95)

be called ‘postlıberalısm"”. thıngs aV cooled In all Its asSpCCIS, the notion of intratextualıty LUrns
the claım that there 15 “ıxed Iructiure ofICoff, postlıberalısm has varıously dısappeared (LE

the amalgam dısıntegrated), dıspersed 1Into ‘several InNSs embedded 1ın Christian practice‘ (95): claım
paralle] dıvergent A VGTAHICS of exploration‘ 1ıke which DeHart severely crit1ic1ses later iın the work.
*rıver delta:‘ an eCen dısplaced DY 11IC lıke In the CaAsc of Hans re1 it 15 chrıstology which 15
“Radıcal Urthodoxy‘ (45-51) DeHart’s detaıled the central fOcus of theologıcal V1IS1ION around which
ACCOUNT of these developments 15 1NC1sSıve AaN! turned lıtetıme’s work the narratıve interpre-
instructive 1n ıtself, but hıs OW a1mM 15 clear the tatıon of the gospels an the of theology. As
4a1r of the 10g of postlıberalısm (DD)) 1n order wıth Lindbeck, DeHart offers Impress1ve aAM
afford tresh ACCCSS5 the profiles of T1 an Lınd- hıghly instructıve readıng, of Fre1’s Oole DOody of
beck anı reconsıder the central question the work, from hıs christological aM hermeneutical
eAart of theır endeavours, namely that of Christian studıes (The Eclipse of Bıblıcal Narratıve an The
theology's an tasks. Identity of Jesus Chriıst) through the worked frag-

'Ihe second section of the work {TGAfTS Lindbeck of hıs typology of modern theology iın [ypes
and er in Curn, examınıng 1in each CAasc the partıcu- of Chriıstuan T heology. eHart’s a1MSs in thıs sect1on
lar dogmatıc 1SsueE which motıivated theır respect1ve AT twofold: first, examıne Fre1’s FrOSTamım in
work. DeHart convıncıngly that iınd- 1fs S rıght, and second cshow that the TC1
beck’s theological V1is1ON 15 drıven DYy ecclestology, 1ScCOver O€es NOLT stand In such "straıght-
AN! of the VAar1ı0us elements of hıs Pr  C ftorward’ relatıon the projJect of postlıberalısm
arıse ftrom an ecclesiological matrıx" (61-2 often 4S has een typıcally assumed’ (143 DeHart
developed on purely theologiıcal terms’ (64) in the aAargucs throughout that both the substance aM
1970s KEVCH before hıs acquısıtion of the lınguistic tOoOne of breı1’s work 15 est understood AS turther
an phılosophical from Geertz anı Wıtt- development of the Pr  C ofhısz teacher,
genste1n. V nuanced ecadıng of The Nature H .Rıchard Nıebuhr, the pursult of "generous, lıb-
0  octrıne follows, which dwells uDON the detaıls eral orthodoxy, ıberal ere denoting *the N-
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n1al ımpulse wıthın theology for the systematıcally Ihe that tollow ArZue in detaıl that
critical reartıculatiıon of doctrine’ (4 neıither of Liındbeck’s dıchotomıi1es finally provıdes

DeHart draws helpful attention in partıcular adequate in which dıstinguıish *110
hOow the quest1Ons and that shape the eral’ from ‘postlıberal” theology. In thıs 15

latter studıes of theological methodology arıse because they fa1l Capture the complexıty of the
ftrom an ATC harnessed Fre1’s relentless 'dog- “ıberal’ theologıians AL 1SSUE, AN! ın Dart because
matıc concentratiıon the Uun1que, personally COIN- they c  skew the point’ of Chriıstian M1SS1ONary

AaN! scrıpturally rendered object of Christian CNgaAZCEMECN wıth culture 1/8) Most problematı-
cally, Lindbeck’s dıchotomıies leave obscure what,WwIitNess: Jesus Chrıist‘ (142) Hence, kev an-

1SINg quest10ons of Fre1’s typology whiıch DeHart contends, 15 the real 1SsuUE AT stake 1ın the
WaYS of domg theology Can do Justice the ıteral debäfte. namely "competing definıtions ofUu-

of scrıpture aM thereby ‘accord the COTTECT nal ftaıthfulness’ (168 DeHart’s z dıssatısfac-
t10N wıth Lindbeck’s FrOSTamMmM«C becomes clear ALthe figure of Jesus AS the COILNNMMOINMN CETIHEGT

of Chrıstian CONtINULLY, of communal self-descr1ip- thıs poımnt: He charges that Lindbeck’s “dırectional
t101) (4159) In the en 1T 15 the place of the lıt- ımagery of “int0” an c  'out Of D an the ACCOMPDA-
eral of Scripture 1ın theology which PIFOVCS nyıng notion that OMNC MUST choose between them

AT such blunt instruments conceptually speak-decısıve for Frei,; DeHart contends. The LYPCS of
theology whiıch fare est thıs dIC IC- ıIn that they ' ımmediately send aStraV aV LLIOTIC

sented Dy Schleiermacher AaN! Barth, an do NOT detaıled ACCOUNT of the meanıng of Chrıiıstian taıth-
because they ATC MOST est DE intratextualıty (LE fulness’ (183 Further, in the e of thıs nsıde/

outsiıde scheme 1Lındbeck ıNegitimately transforms1Liındbeck’s ‘absorbing, the world”) but rather AL
the ‘logıcal priorıty of publıc sem10t1C elements’ ofınter-textunalıty, LE Aat negotiatıng the PrODCI Uusc
Christian discourse in commUunNnıtıeES Into hıs-of external discourses wıthın theology. Tl under-

stOOd that theology 15 ımperiuled both sıdes: orıcally transcendent “Chrıistian” sem1lOt1C system’
186) thereby asserting that the continulty of(HIIC the OC hand, from systematıcally subordi-
Chrıstian faıth AN! ıdentıty 15 somethıng found,natıng an "translatıng" Chrıistian dıscourse Into

phılosophy C history wıthout remaınder, an NOLTL made’ (quoting Tilley, 1859)
the other from havıng Chrıistian dıscourse become DeHart 15 also eritical of Fre1’s attempt

draw sharp dısjunction between dogmatıc aM“Pıckwicki an DYy forfeiting ALLY A ‘ground rules apologetic styles of heology 4S the key dıfferencetor mutual dıscourse” dıscourses (138 e
contends that the kınd of theology practiced 1n the between “ıberal” aM ‘postlıberal” theologıes.

between Barth aAM Schleiermacher est SUC-
CVECH IMOTC detaıled explıcatiıon of Fre1’s chrıistol-

aAM Iypes of Chriıstian 1 heology culmınates inceeds 1in "cutting ne’s  2 phılosophical losses’ quot- DeHart’s Judgment that Freıi’s interpretation ofIng Fre1, 138) sufficıently DYy properly ordering ItSs Schleiermacher 15 at the eart of the typology and
CNSASCMCNLTS wıth the discourses of phılosophy,
hıstory P and keeping them strictly ad hoc 1S OLNC of the hıdden but essent1al dynamıc PICS-

In the thırd section of the book DeHart sures’ the whole exercC1se‘ despite SOTLIC er10us
materı1al objections hıs theology, rel 1S deter-examıne the OppoOSI1t1ONS rTeıi AN! Lindbeck SCT mıned defend, wıth due cCaution, the legıtimacyın theır respect1ve self-understandıngs, LG

he attends how each characterıses that lıberal‘ of Schleiermacher’s basıc theologıcal ıntentions
the general level of method’ (216) In do1ng,theology hıch 15 be surpassed DYy hıs OW. He el actually dıssolves the viabılıty of the sharpsummarıses thıngs in thıs WaY. dıstınction between dogmatıc anı apologetic the-

re1l recommends theology centered dog- Ology. Ihıs 15 because, 4A5 Fre1’s OW) readıng of
Matıc descr1ıption rather than apologetic expla- Schleiermacher shows, the ıtal overlap of ınternal
natıon, AaN! ONC ın hıch the relatıons between AaN! external dıscourses, AaN! apologetic correla-
ınternal and external dıiscourses ATC ad hoc rather t10nal procedures Can be exploited DYy theologıan
than systematic. 1 ındbeck theologıans tor rC4SONS that Ad1LC “ internally heurıistic rather than
abandon experiential-expressıvism in favor of externally probatıve iın pursult of properly 'dog-
cultural-Lhinguistic approach, AN! makes INtTVALEX- matıc intentions’ 5% re1 15 rıght about Sch-
tnalıty the V hallmark of theological faiıthful- leıermacher, then dogmatıc AaN! apologetic styles of
Css in opposıtıon extratextual “*translatıon’ theology do NOT fınally face off agaınst each ther
1312 1ın “zero-sum game’ (224-5)
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In DeHart’'s VIEW, the only ıchotomy which eri0us forms of the l0g0s asarkos, NOL only ın the
emaıns tenable under close SCrUtINYy 15 Fre1’s dıstınc- world’s relıg10Ns but In ıts philosophies t00 (cıted
tıon between theologıes hıch PUISUC correlatıon 297) One’s Orıentatiıon ere an decısıons about
wıth external dıscourses systematically (lıke those the AN! degree of theological traffic wıth
of Hegel aM Davıd TaCy and those who the world COMIC OWN Judgments about ‘how
ad hoc,; lıke Schleiermacher aAM Barth eHart understand the preveniıence of 1n the sphere
belıeves that C thought thıs the “More cruc11a|]” of the creati1on of meanıng (259 Followıng CUCS

dıstınction between varıetles of COI'IICITIPOX' the- from Nıebuhr hımself, DeHart thınks develop-
in thıs dırection MUST be pneumatological.ology. Ihe CeNiITE of Fre1’s methodologiıcal interest,

eHart 9 hes the demarcatıon between He concludes that re1l hımself “seemed glımpse
these LYPCS of theology. Iype three remaıns the iın the methodological possıbilıty of “ad hoc  I COT-

sıde of the angels, 1n Fre1i’s VIEW, because IT honours relatıons genulne Irınıtarıan 1SSUE, the demand
the “specıfic “irreducıbility” of the Chrıiıstian SCINAaN- for cautiously “hopefill” pneumatology of cul-
t1C network‘ and Mmaılntaıns that *the basıc elements ture  . (265 Indeed, er 15 sa1d U COMNNC

semantıcally ordering the Chrıiıistian symbolıc NeLt- beheve that Christian theology MUSET hold
work CANNOLT be transposed wıthout remaınder Into ın balanced eNsS10N Chrıstology of incarnatıonal
the of SOTIIIC other semantıc order” VSTCIYV wıth pneumatology of culture” (268)
wıthout sacrıfıCıng the primacy of the ıteral aMı 1n domg admıtted the valıdıty an crucı1al
of Scripture AaN! ICS unsubstitutable rendering of ımportance of the ens1i0nN AT the eart of Nıebuhr’s
the iıdentity of Jesus Chrıst Tre1 CaAaNNOT advocate OW work, namely that between Iroeltsch’s radıcal
tor the valıdıty of LYPC LW because be belıeves 1t hıstorıcısm an Barth’s radıcal theology of revela-
faıls these ELE t10N (2/1

On the back of all thıs detaıjled analysıs AN! CY1- Common three of these studıes 15 desıre
t1quE, eHart concludes the volume wıth meth- strengthen the °realıst" elements of postlıberal
odological proposal of hıs OW! for theology under theology: Pecknold DY WdY of partıcular kınd of
the ımage of the c  trıal of the wıtnesses.” DeHart's Peircıan pragmatısm whıch ıtself has SEr ONg realıst
ımpulses ET E, closest the portraıt of Hans inclınatiıons; 1ıdu 1ın pus  g for acknowledgement
T he has GT forth ın the StUdy. Ihe thcologian’s that al practice ““nvolves normatıve ontological
WaY wıth the world 15 less certaın than the Ial y context‘ from hıch narratıve theology
eıther/or’s of the postlıberal scheme intımated. In rısks placıng the partıcular in purely imagınatıve
the en the Bıble PFOVCS be less d  map than unıverse, foatıng above the real world” (245); AaN!
"pole-star. the stable pomnt ın CVCT HC triangula- DeHart DYy INsSIStINg theology admıt that “conver-
t10NS wıth the horızon of HCS  2 sıtuatiıon’ (261) anı S10N 15 ıtself cultural process’ (271) AN! thus
theologıcal *traffic in “external” meanıngs... 15 NOT attend the multıplyıng dıfferentiated responses’
sımply MafTfter of (perhaps optional) apologetıc “inaugural rupture’ of revelatıon wıthın
ploys dırected the world beyond the church. It human socı1al an cultural h1IstOry. But beyond
15 VC much part of the WaYV the WwIıtNesses them- thıs, all three also contemplate the peculıarly theo-
selves COMLIC the ıdent1ıty of the ONC they logıcal character of the requisıte realısm. Sıgnifi-
AT wıtnessing the WdY he becomes pr CSCNHL AT cantly, each in Its OW. WaYV ralses the question of
Just thıs Site (259) dıyne AgENCY 1n relatıon the anı meth-

already noted, eHart makes much of ods of Chrıiıstian theology. Pecknold that
Nıebuhr’s ongomng iınfÄuence Fre1, AN! CONs1d- the promise of Liındbeck’s work Can only be made
CI hım be exemplary practioner of the kınd 00d upON DYy IMOTEC explicıt ACCOUNT of the role
of theology f hımself finally recommends, of Christology an the doctrine of trınıty 1n rela-
theology 1n hıch the church’s anguage stands in t10N the readıng of scrıptures. DeHart contends

OPCH AN! experımental iınterrelatıon wıth °the that the trajectory of Fre1’s est insıghts demands
rhetorıc of ItSs commıtted eNVvıroNmMEeNnNt 45 Rowan TMOTEC developed pneumatological ACCOUNT of cul-
ıllıams has described IT (On Chrıstian T heology Lure 1du that ıf "ontology reTUrns 1ın
(Blackwell, XIV) hereas Barth insısted the dıscourse of theology It 15 because *the-
that extra-scriıptural AT categorıes had ology 15 faıth actıvıty whose condıtions of truth

undergo the fery jJudgment of the gospel necessarıly ınvolve Od’s actıon’ (182)
“dıe AN! rıise agalnı' Aat the hands of salutary Together, these authors that the world of
revelatıon 1ın Chrıiıst Nıebuhr spoke of c  other IN YS- Chrıiıstian narratıves and practices, of rhetorıcal AaN!
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aesthetic performance, of tradıtıions aM and theological method 15 discernıng, how IT 15 that the
theır embedded 'grammars’ 15 AS stabile, continulty aAM unıty of Christian faıth 15 rsSt AaN!

foremost neıither found, L1OT made, ut 15 rather4A5 closed, 45 sufficıent tor the Orlıentatıon of
the churches’ ıfe an WItNeESSsS 4S certaın lınes of always given aNC W Dy the One “who 1VES ıfe

the dead aM calls iInto being those cthıngs whichar gument advanced Dy postlıberals ımply. COn ONNC

hand, what unsettles all thıs 15 the cheer humanıty do NOLTL ex1ıst” (Rom 4:17) lo keep sıght of thıs,
of It all the V1IS1ON of the DE, internally coher- however, requıres that C0flt€mpor arYy theology
enNnt AN! self-perpetuating Chriıstian cCommunıty Ar postlıberal otherwise WaVs keep in mınd the
work 1n postlıberal theology often ımposs1bly COM permanently dısturbing ımplicatıons ofTertulhan’s

adro1t observatıon: C Hrst called hımself truth, NOTthe continulty an unıty of Christianıty AS
custom .}somethıing found, A NOL made’ (DeHart, 1859)

Xet, 1n drawıng attention the question of dıyvıne
ASCHNCY 1in relatıon the future ofpostlıbera theol- OTtfes

these studıes also admıt SOILIC forthrightly, Tertullian, ‘Domiıinus Oster Chrıistus verıtatem S
SOMIC LLOIC tacıtly that theology 15 MOST funda- 110  — consuetudınem cognomiınavıt.’ De VIrgINOUSmentally unsettled Dy the disruptive AaN! creatıve elandıs 1 1, Chr 209, cıted DYy Joseph
realıty of OW. acti0n. Perhaps, what 15 MOSLT ınger, Introductuion LO Chrıstianity (San Francısco:
crucı1ally AL 1SSUE ın CONTEMPOFACY debates about Ignatıus Press, 141

Postliberal Theological Method
COritical Study
ON1S ıdu

Ihe postlhıberal theology of Hans Fre1, George Lindbeck, Ronald I’hıemann, John ılbank and others 15 OLC of the
LNOTEC influent.al CONTCEMPOFALY Opt1ons. I hıs book focuses several aspects pertaınıng 1ts theologıcal method,
specıfically ITS understandıng of background, hermeneutI1cs, epistemi1C Justificatiıon, ONtOLlogYy, the of doctrine

and, ınally, Christological method.
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Ihe ustifyıng Judgement of God
Reassessment of the Place of Judgement in the Savıng Work of Christ

Justyn Jerry
Ihe of thıs book 15 that Judgement, understood the whole PTOCCSS of bringing Justice, 18 the prımary
metaphor of AaTtONCMECNT, wıth others, such VICtOTY, redemption and sacrıf1ce, subordinate ([O IT Judgement also

rovıdes the PrODCI COMLIEGXT tor understandıng penal substitution and the call rCPCNLANCC, Dbaptısm, eucharıst and
holıness.
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