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Interpreting Sciıence and Scripture:
Aenes1is

George Diepstra and Gregory J.DLvmglaevyL’Abrı, Swıtzerland

UMMARY
considered Are the contextual setting f the story of (TCd-

The early chapters of enesIis ConNUunNUuUE he the subject ıon ITS narratıve beginnings STOTY and |
of ımportant ebates mM theologians and SCIENTISTS narratıve trajectorıes The concerted force of these ES-
(Jur al | this I5 tO Driefly explore three er- Ugatıons al DY insights drawn from the work of Paul
related SS5U€65$5 that taken together Carl US toward KICOeUr will allow US DFODOSC that (jenesis 15

general configuration that hest represents enesIis semantıc Innovatıon that has the attributes of poetiC
the CIeNCE and Scripture discussion The KeYy S5U65$5 historiography

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG wissenschaft und Schrift reprasentiert DITSZ ehandel-
ten Schlüsselthemen sind die kontextuelle Verortung

[ Jie ersten Kapite! des Buches (‚enesIis sind weiterhin der Schöpfungsgeschichte hre narratıven Anfänge als
Gegenstand wichtiger Debatten VOTI Theologen und Schöpfungsgeschichte WI ihre narratıven erlaufs-
Naturwissenschaftlern Mıt diesem Artikel beabsichtigen Iinien DITZ konzertierte Kraft dieser Untersuchungen
WIT kurz drei miteinander verbundene Themenkreis: unterstutzt VOT! FEinsichten dUus$s dem Werk Paul ICOEeUTrS
untersuchen Zusammengenommen können UNS diese erlaubt UNS vorzuschlagen dass (‚enesIis EINeEe M-
Themenkreise auf 1015 allgemeine Struktur hinweisen tische Innovatıon ist die die Merkmale poetischen
die (enesis besten | der Diskussion Vo atur- Historiographie tragt

RKESUMEF 101116S$S Dart De6S textes Dibliques | es auteurs EeExamınent
donc le dans leque! le de Ia E{fe

Les chapitres de Ia (‚enese continuent de faire redige les Abuts de et trajectolre Nnarratıve
obje de abhats ]  IS theologiens et scientifi- SUTrT ’apport de ’ceuvre de Paul RIcoeur

YUES Cet article aborde rOIS problemes interdependants I concluent UU Ces cChapitres SOnNtT UNe Innovatıon
YUul consideres ensemble donnent UNe hbonne dee des semantıque presentant les Caracteristiques UNe histo-

SUr le rapport Ia CIETNCE et ——  —— CrıLture OCCa- riographie

Introduction Is VC ıfe by CONSCIH  NCSS unbounded?
d all the oughts, D  3 JOYS of mortal.breath,What 15 1 ufe? war-e  I'anC of wrestling ıfe AaN! Death>?}

Resembles Lufe what HIC W as held of Lıight Ihese words penned ı the nıneteenth
100 ample ıtself for human sıght? by the famous p0€t AaNı! author Samuel Taylor
absolute Self element ungrounded- Coleridge poetically C3pt:ur C the uman

All that KEx: al colours of all cshade understand and explaın ıfe Reflecting thıs Pas
BYy encroach of darkness made*>- SaAYC L[alSCcS OSt of qU.CSthHS What 15 ıfe how

EuroJTh



® ( JEORGE [ )IEPSTRA AND GREGORY ] UCGHERY

do 1T what OCeSs 1L IMNCcCAan a! what 15 beginnings the face of and opposed the carly
the an character of the world around us”? chapters of Genes1s? Diıiscussions theological an
Prior the nıneteenth there W as wıde- scıentific cırclessthese 1550UC5 often
spread agrecmecnN the West partıcularly O» wıthout clear of the general LraJeCLOrYy an
esSTant Christian cırcles that resolution these orchestration of Genes1is Ihere An SOINC wh:
un$thl'l$ could be achıeved Dy combıinıng insıghts CNSAZC wıth these chapters hıghly Iıteralıstic
from both GLE and Scripture unıfled feld INaANNCC, whıiıle others 1ıISNOTC them completely. Our
of knowledge (B such ıntegrated 1CW the 15 that neıither of these polarızatıons 115
level of method aAMı reference W as established 1T adequate wısh ave better
ould become the focal whiıch the under- of OUr world Payıng close the
standın? of lıfe depended Consequently, CI HE beats an rhythms of the ÜEXT 15 essentı1al for 1 als-
anı the Chrıistian faıth WEeTC presumed be the INS AaWAAareceness of ICS unfoldıng INCADNS AaN! for
SaJ'rmııc sıde mutually compatıble aN! ealıng wıth challenging both hıteralıst and dısregarder
the discovery of truth through unıftorm CPIStC- Tradıtionally, there has CCn dıversity of
mology. Today, INalıy scholars find thıs approach approaches Genes1is orm SCHAITCE hıs-
untenable a Al  = keep the portrayals of torıcal redaction aN! Narratıve CT1It1C1ISM ıdentify
lıfe entirely themselves either Dy SCr  g WaYyS behind the TOXT

In OUrTr CYCS 0)8(° of the key problems the SC1- detecting 1CS ATUCEHG being able decode an
CL and Scripture dıscussıon 15 that 1T 15 frequently deliımıt 1CS Parts and PICCCS workıng wıth the
characterized by rıg1d double polarızatıon hıs unı whole of the FEeXT Ihe revelatory, lıterary,
polarızatıon 15 often expressed AS eıther complete theologıcal anı hıstorıical CORNTEXT of Genes1is
dıstinction that barrıcades exchange between them cClearly fits 1NTO the whole of the Genesı1is MAartTativVve

comprehensıve synthesıs that collapses them the Pentateuch AT the of the CMp-ether CreAfe tıght AN! seamless relatıon tures Although thıs NArTaLıve network
Ihe hallmark of these approaches represented myrıa of dırections that could be explored OUr

Varıcty of forms 15 that the complexı1ıty of 1O1MN- 15 the T1OTC specıfic COMCETN of how Gen-
resolution 15 voıded al COST One of the C515 15 still able speak 1NTO OUr scıentiıfically
drawbacks of such double polarızatıons 15 the inftormed technologically advanced culture We
dımınıshment of tensiıonN which OUr Judgment contend that artıculatıon of the IVCI-
should 1CINAaLN rooted the vıtal configuration al character function anı of these chaptersÖr the relatıon an dıstiınction between these wıll contrıbute OUr ASSESSMENT of how the TeXT
informers Can ınform OUr abılıty comprehend the natural

We hıghlıghted artıcle OUur 1CW world today,that both ( ACIIET anı Scripture ATC informers that OQur aln thıs 15 briefly explore three
contrıibute the inter P retationNn of lıfe In theır role ıtal 1SSUCS that taken together Can us toward
A ınformers began make CaSc for LNOTIC general configuration that est rCpreSs CNTS Genes1s
candı dialogue between the We maıntaıned the AT an Scripture dıscussıon Ihese
that AS lıve an work wıth the natural world include the contextual SCLIUNS of the StOFY of GC1ICd-
AT the bıblical HXT 1T 15 crucı1a] acknowledge t1O0N ICS NAaATTALIVE beginnıngs AS STOTFYV;that world anı e  al ATC informers AN! therefore aN! iinally, 1CSs NATTaLUVe trzqector 1CS Drawıng from
hermeneutical factors that AVUC contend wıth the concerted force of these 11'1VCSÜgB.UOHS wıll
each ther TOr1ı1eSs hıs challengıng formulatıon then PIrOPDOSC what thınk 15 the MOST herme-

argued shatters al y NOTION of reduct10Nn1s- neutıcally sound approach the textual mater1a]
C monologue that embraces OIlIC aı the COST In conclusıon wıll offer provısıonal SUSSCS-of the other an that dynamıc dialog1- LION 4S how Genes1s speaks A valıd anı

credıble iınformer OUTr CUrTreNTt CONTEXTcal in 15 the WaYy forward, allowıng each
ınformer aV fecund role configuration
of beginnıngs

What ATC make of Scripture contrıbu- Interpretive Sıgnals
LLON partıcular 1CS Genes1s un  S, Hermeneutical studıes ave emphasızed the
the explanatıon anı understandıng of the world role CONTEXT cshould play OUr 1nterpre—
around us” ] )Does CI AVC legıtımate claım LIVE strateg1c:s Ö In decıphering FOXT, what ı15 being
CONCCLVINS ıtself be CNCOMPASSINZ StOI'Y of communıcated AN! how 1T 15 eing cCcOoMMUNICAteEed
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15 strongly shaped by the iıntellectual anı lıterary descr1ption of the AaPPCAraNCcC of thıngs should
envıronNment of partıcular hıstorical, cultural, an NOLT be miıstaken for ACCHAFE STALENNCNHNE A

lınguistic CONTEXT hıs ımplıes that the orıginatıng theır materı1a] properties aAM Causcs Ihe natural
CONTEXL, wıthın hıch LErn W as composed, wıll phenomena that these ancıent people experienced
be lımıtıng factor ın determınıng how far Can WEIC the SUamlılc 1ES experience, but how they
stretch the IS  A speak into OUTL COMNLEXT. In ther WEIC encountered AN! described W as dıifferent

these ancıent cultures.words, recognıtion of CONTEXT Can g1ve off interpre-
t1ve sıgnals that direct OUr thınkıng about how Dıfferences between the ancıent CONTEXT an

UrSs Can also be detected when exXamıne theconfigure AN! appropriate the SENXE
Ihe early chapters of Genesi1is WEEIC framedwıthın ontologıcal dımensı1ıo0n. In the ancıent Near KEast:

the lıterary conventlions aM conceptual world of somethıng CamMnıc into eX1istence when It W ds SCDa-
the ancıent Near Ast gylımpse into thıs world rated Out named, 2587 g1ven function.*© Ihe CT
Can be gaıned by examınıng the lıterature AN! artı- of separatiıon W a5s5 assocı1ated wıth the PrrOCCSS of

creation an the establiıshment of order. Ihe UsSc offacts of the ancıent Ekgyptian, Mesopotamıan, aM
Canaanıte cultures Although there WEIC cultural the separatıon motiıf 15 evident 1n both the ancıent
dıfferences, intend mınım!ıze these and SYI- creation aAM the bıblıcal FEXT Ihe 1ssuance
thesıze general pıcture of what the eENCOUNTETr of am entity also had specıal sıgnıfıcance
wıth the world WAS lıke 1n thıs enviıronment } in the ancıent Near Kast, partıcularly 1ın lıght of the

When it Camnec D' Conrad Hyers N  „ deificatıon of It sıgnıfıed the entity’s VeLY
“For MOST peoples 1n the ancıent world, all the Val- ESSCIICE a! assıgned nNction destiny it.4}

AL C conferred Marduk10U1S reg10NS of WEeIC divıne.”* Thus, NAatUu- For example,
ral phenomena VEr interpreted AS and assoc1ated the Enuma Elısh declare hıs destiny AaN! role
wıth the actıvıtiıes of 4ASSOrTIMEN: ofgods Nature 4S head of the gods.*“ hıs ancıent ontologıcal PCI-
became endowed a13 saturated wıth the POWCLIS spectıve stands ın stark (Tr scientific
of deıties. What W as materı1al, the sky (T the SCa discussions about existence, hıch dAdTiIC domınated
for example, W Aas personalızed 1Into the spiırıtual by LMNOTC materijalıistic descr1ptions that focus the
iıdeal.> hıs personalızatıon aM deificatıon of the physıcal properties of the world
natural world ften carrıed VeCr iInto the anımal Another feature that plays promiınently 1n the
kıngdom. Anımals could nction 4A5 representatıves mYythology of the ancıent Near FKast 15 that the

forms of Varıous dıvıne beings.“® Ihe result of gxods had OrNg1INS. Not only W as the world pO.  e-
thıs blending of aM relıg10N 15 that explana- ISt1C, but there \ el famıly relatıonsh1ıps between
t10Ns about how the natural world worked became the gods Separatıon or procreation WEIC

embedded mythologıcal dimens1ı0n. Ancıent COINMNMLON procedures for the bırth of the gods Ihe
Egyptlians, for example, connected the alteratıons or1gın an eXIistence of diverse gods ould then
in the easonal elevatıons of the i} AanN! the rıpen- be connected theır operatiıonal roles 1ın bring-
ıng an rotting of wıth the of heaven, ıng about the natural phenomena 1n the world.*$
the Sky god./ Sınce the EHCOUNTET wıth W as Explanations WEeTrCc hence overlaıd wıth thıs mythı
intensely personal, the observatıon of anı cal orderıng of the world
Its orderly rhythms W as alıgned wıth human ıfe Frequently, the of affaırs before the CICAd-

through rel1g10Us ritual aM Not SUT- t10N of the COSI1105 15 depicted Aas (MIEC that 15 UL1LOTL-

prisıngly, early ST  ers WEeIC also priests singe dered 4N unıtorm in character. Ihese pPrecosmıic
the observatıon of the heavens W as primarıly rel1- condıtıons WEIC represented DYy and dark-
100 exercıise ® 1CSS, hıch continued urk the background

It safe conclude that 1n thıs ancıent of the created world 1n the form of the SCd dark
CONTEXT, conceptual partıt1ons between: natural nıght AaN! desert.!* In thıs COMNLEXE, the creation
an dıvıne causatıon ould aVE een dıffAcult of the COS11105 ınvolved bringing order an dıffer-
comprehend. Consequently, thıs ancıent “cognıtıve entiatıon the world OUuUtTt of thıs primordial
eNnvıronNment”” dıd NOT end ıtself eiıther purely In Mesopotamıan mythology, the creation of the
mater1a|l explanatıons about the natural world world included element of conflict. 'Ihe prıme
the empiırıcal exploratiıon of that world Thus: al y example of thıs CA)}  > be found 1n the Enuma Elısh
correlatıon between OUTr scıientifiCc understandıng where Marduk Slays I11amat aM from her COorpse
and thıs ancıent understandıng of the world the world 15 made. I1amat’s body 15 dıyıded, agaln
be viewed cautiously. Ihe COINMON eXpereNCE AN! A of separatıon, and boundarıes ATC a1d OWN
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for the wafrTters establısh order. Sometimes, the orchestrated anı structured assault the deifica-
t10n of Natfure wıth the result that the Fru: CreatorPCNH!  g forces of dısorder WEeTr«Cc personalızed. In

Ugarıtic myth the chaotıc forces could be LCD- 15 iıdentified. For example, the YrSt three days of
resented 1n the form of the mythıcal sa Onster creation CONsIıst of strong AaCTS of separatıon setting
Lothan Heviathan, seven-headed serpent that the boundarıes of the COSINOS 1n place that It Can
had be DY the CCr god establısh be Ailled wıth dıverse Ihe world offers
order. 15 resistance the authorıty of the Lrul Creator.

In SUMMAT’VY, the composıte perspective of the One mıght E VEn ınfer that the separatıon motıfW as
world the ancıent Near ast W Aas hıghly PCISON- extended into the thırd chapter where the Creator
alızed, deified, an rooted 1ın mythıcal StOr1€eSs anı eXItSs the anı 15 thereby separated from the
symbols of beginnings. Natural phenomena WEeTrTC ACT of dısobedience. Wıth thıs tWwISt 1ın the SCOrY
described 45 they appeared anı WEEIC explaiıned lıne, the ıdentity anı character of the Creator, AS
wıthın thıs mythıcal framework. In nutshell thıs well 4S humanıty's relatiıonshıp wıth Hım, 15 fur-
15 the cultural mılıeu that forms the backdrop for ther exposed. Many ther examples of conceptual
Genes1s’ alternatıve STOLY of beginnıngs. correspondence between the bıblıcal BEXF an Its

What dısruptive effect thıs alternatıve STOCY cultural setting Call be found.*9
have? fOcus ar the OUTSET solely the rst Nowhere 15 thıs correspondence LL1LOTC SCI-
creatıion St0l'y 1in Genesı1is 1-2:4a, Call conclude INanlc than when the subject of human Or1g1Ns 15
that It deftly empties the natural world ofmeddlıng broached. Agaın, there AaTICc both parallels anı dıf-
deıtıes. In other words, It “clears the COSMIC ferences between the bıblıcal St0['y of human Or1-
of Its mythıcal SCCHES AN! polytheıstic dramas, S1NS anı those from other CONtIZUOUS cultures.
makıng WaYy tor dıfferent SCE1165 and dramas, both Suffice IT SaV, however, the bıblıcal descr1ıption
monotheıstic anı naturalistic.”1® TIhere 15 the- of uman beginniıngs chares degree of concord-

1n thıs recountıng. Ihe Hebrew God stands 15SM wıth Its cultural setting.“
alone ASs the CGreatoöt, wıthout beginniıng, related 1+ 15 ımportant otfe that there 15 ındıca-

aM istiınct from Hıs creation. Ihe story pIC tiıon that the bıblıcal D  A breaks wıth the COSMIC
tures OLIC Dıvıne Being who establıshes creatıve geography of Its time. Ihe bıblıcal reconfiguration
authorıty vVer the entire natural order. of the world offered Dy the Genesi1is St0['y of begın-

Ihus the Genesis creati1on story conceptually nıngs dıd NOT nNCSZaALEC the prevaılıng nOt1OoNs of the
reoOrganızes the entire known world that the AIr HeiHTeE of the world Ihere C ample Old Testa-
COSI1105 aM al that 15 1n ıt AaTC placed 1n creaturely MeEeNLT references that confirm the observatıon that

For example, why aAaTC the SUuM aAN! 1OON the bıblıcal authors deployed context-laden features
referred aAs the greater aAN! lesser heht, rESDECC- of COSMIC archıtecture 1n theır understandıng.““
tively: I here WEeEIC certaımnly the Hebrew Furthermore, there 15 sıgn that the St01'y of
language apply these entities. Sınce the SUIL beginnıngs 1n Genes1is led alıy ımmediıate para—
anı 198(070)8! WEEIC ımportant deıtıies in the ancıent dıgm breakıng-thoughts about the archıtecture of
Near Fastern setting, thıs noN-namıng of them 1n the COS1I11105 What 15 altered DYy the Genesı1s STOCY
Genes1s be strateg1c MOVEC forcefully 15 NOT DNCW thınkın about the irUuCcCLUre a form
TEINOVE them AS deıties In the WOr TOM func- of the natural world; but rather, the theological
tional pomt of VIEW, the SLIL an the I1100OI11 MC perspective of the world Ihe natura|l world,
SCIVC human ex1istence NOLT Tr Vi  ‘5 suggesting Martter what form 1t took, W as structurally decou-

contextual reversal of roles 1ın Genes1s. kven the pled from 1ts Creator aAN! “naturalızed” AS CICA-
formulatıon of reproducing after Its kınd empha- tion. Accordingly, humanıty’'s role W as freed from
S17€S the natural fow AN! order of thıngs No lıyıng the false rel1g10U0S servıice the deified COMPONCNLES

of the worldAF dıyıne 111 transform INnto deıty.
Ihe COSMIC order CC  15 11O defined AS nature.  1/ IThe iınevıtable conclusıon 15 that the delıvery

hıs rsSt striıke creation STOFY 15 polemical SYStemM of the bıblıcal iınformer 15 packaged wıth
1ın that It SCS the thought forms an SyIN- the conceptual an lıterary features of Its (T

bols COINMNMON the ancıent Near Fast AN! fills As AT SCCH  ‘9 1n Man y WaYS the carly chapters
them wıth radıcally NCW meanıng. Common lıter- of Genesı1is chare COMMMON understandıng about

the archıtectural features of the world that WEEICd} an conceptual CONVenNt1IONS lıke separatıon, dıf-
ferentiation, precosmic condıtions, aAM poss1bly wıdely held aTt the time:; whıle other WAaVYS, they
USsS10Ns chaos beasts!? dIC deployed iın ell offer radıcally unıque theologiıcal interpretation
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that explaıns the OrC191N Al of the Natu- of 1CS consıderations an doubt
ral world revolutionary IManner Therefore the equaliy valıd COMNNCETN today 15 the ınter PE ctationN of
configuration an ınter pr ctation of the early chap partıcularly bıblıcal approach
ters of Genesis 15 strongly iınfÄuenced DY, yct NOT Genes1is 1L 15 1mportant FCECODZNIZC that
reduced 1CSs ANCIEGHNE Near Kast CONTLEXT hermeneutically speakıng, bıiblical AaVE the

Cap 3C1ty inform aAM shape UL understandıng
an explanatıon of God ourselves AN! the world

Interpreting Beginnings leadıng NCW understandıng More specıfically,
In the beginning there W as God then CAaMıc humans biblıcal TOTr1€6Ss reveal God AMa! OPCH LICW WaYyS
hermeneutics NATTAEIVEe an later Genes1is As of SCCINZ, OWI1Nng, A being the world, whıch

aV highlighted the ecLion these 15 ıtal the hermeneutıical enter' Prısc hıs LCAJEC-
chapters pOrtray God 4S the unrıyvalled (ireator CO ımplıes that AIC NOT left alone be OUTr
who has authorıty VCL the world AN! humanıty. OW. referents an that the epistemologıcal Or1-
Ihe God of the Hebrews 15 declared be the God Z7O of the bıblıcal TE CANNOT be iıgnored when 1T
of the STOFY of beginniıngs Early Genes1is then 15 PrOpCF consıderatiıon of hermeneutics
scrıpted from the ATAC1ENT: Hebrew pers CCLIVE that Bulldıng the paragraphs SuS
God had revealed Hımself anı acted through gest that detour through the Genes1is world

AN! Natıon make Hımself known wıll provıde u wıth three sıgnıfıcant VeCTOrS that
Several NOTLIONS of hermeneut1ics the ATC hermeneutically relevant Hırst A ET

landscape of the K AN! theology dıscussıon that st1ll 1C5 for place OUT general ınter pr CLa-
todayı.: OQur 15 that hermeneutics Ar the LiON of the world Second the FENXL iınforms aAM
OUTSET of the revealıng Genes1is HArratıve plays key expands OUTL ontological understandıng AS being 15

role AS the bıblıcal wriıter Offers reflectıve er- “called Oout  A anı spoken from beyond the realms
pr' CLatL10N of the world an God hat 15 C- of self indulgence entrapment OT CT
Latıon 15 neıther fault 11OT detriıment but has Ca Ihırd there 15 ACLION orıented unfoldıng ICD
present from the beginniıng of creation eing of the natural world presented the

FEXL VGCLOTFhermeneutical then 15 partıally CO  Ve of what
1T be human whether bıblıcal author OTr avıng clarıhed OUTLr hermeneutıcal STANCE

CONLEMDOFALY “vreader” of the TE or world L1L10 turn focus LNOTC closely Genes1is
Ihe force of thıs ontological realıty hıghlıghts OUTr Genes1s AS St0['y, functions AL number of levels

AN! OUrTr task 15 lısten the TEXT AaN! 1TSs orches-finıtude anı translates 1NTO the r ecogm'mon that
includıng both bıblıcal ıinter P reters and SC1IETHASES Lratiıon How do (n M the text”? FHirst Genes1is
ATC sıtuated” 1nterpr cters that oper aLC from wıthın 15 vevelatory noted the PICVIOUS CCn
CONTEXT-laden NVIrONMENTS hıs NCSaALCS PIC the STOFY readers UN1IGUC revelatıon refer-

of ıdealısm neutral realısm. enced portra1t of beginnings related but dıstinct
Consequently, the lens through which A0 from other 4ARCIENTt Near Fkastern PCI‘SPCCUVCS 4 hıs

configurıng thıs 15 that of being herme- 15 NOT PI'CSCIIt day STOTY, yet the TGXI
neutıical realısts Ihere ATCc al least POll'lt$ the CapaCıLYy speak from ı1CS S Liıme 1NTO UL

that CMCISC from thıs acknowledgment Fırst 4S Second, Genes1s D 15 hıstorıcal TGXE 'Ihe EGLIMN
realısts belıeve that world that CAM be hıstorıcal 15 NOT be understood 45 referring
known an OUrLr knowledge of the world iınforms detaıled A DICCISC of beginnıngs but
OUrTr inter p retatioN of realıty. Therefore the world rather 4S MCSa FeCOUNULN bold and broad

brush strokes thereby leavıng behind substantıal15 far ITMOTC than HACGCIE pro)J eCL10N OTLr on  10N
of OUTr mınd Second eIng hermeneutical number ofunresolved Ihırd Genes1is 1-
that ATC always PIC iınvolved 1nterpr CcLEers of the 15 Literature rıtten A Narratıve ir 15 lıterary
world Interpretation inıtially unfolds from insıde ACT. laced wıth drama anı saturated wıth symbolıc

gender place time culture al forth NOLTL artıStry that CHNSADCS the 1magmatxon of the reader
outsıde 1L hıs InterpreLkVe realıty NCOMIDASSCS finally, Genes1is 15 theologıcal FGXT hat

15 1T iınforms readers about God AaN! the truth thatwho ATC AS knowers and needs be plaınly
Israel God created aM humanıty.1CW contending wıth scıientıific theologıcal OLr

alıy ther 1550U1C5 hus these carly chapters of Genes1is combıne
Whiıle ur CONtEMPOTF: arYy CONTEXT hermeneut1ics the revelatory, hıstorıical hıterary, an theologıcal

15 deeply connected uman understandıng, OC levels of orchestratiıon 1NTO Nnterwoven Orgahnlıc
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whole that CrGates polyphoniıc reCOUNTKINS of wısh briefly address o  L, though
beginniıngs lo take the musıcal analogy further frequently neglected whiıch arıscs thıs
lıstenıng Genesı1is 15 lıke hearıng symphony an applıes dıscıplınes, especıally bıb-
perform whereın number of dıfferent - lıcal 1nterpr CTLaLION: What 15 hıstory? aNSWEeETr

chythms anı coalesce produce May AaDDCAar ODVIOUS, ntıl OINCONC asks us clar-
sound offered ınter pr CctatıON an elucıdate.

Whıle there IMay be general agr CceMECNT A what Elaboratıon f the hıstorical rhythm of the FEXT
Parts make the total orchestratiıon of the K  A 4A5 Caln be aıded Dy considering the relatıon anı dıs-
traced OUTt the paragraphs debates and between hıstory an hıstor10graphy. TIhe
polarızatıons often ME Ver whiıch part est word historYy, from OUrTr PCI'SPCCÜVC has the aAC-defines these chapters hıs leads tendency refer actual past EVENTS Lime hıle hıs-

Genesıis solely an conclusıvely tor1ography 15 defined 4A5 the complex of
of 1TS revelatory, hıstorıical lıterarYy, the- ınter ret1ng an un  S selectiıon of these

ologıcal dımensıon AaN! thereby loses the overall EVENTS thematıcally aAM configuring them 1NTO
polyphonic dıscourse of the LEXT Returning WTrILLeEeN Narratıve R Consequently, Aanı! teX-
Ur musıcal analogy, thıs 15 1ıke lıstening solo tual repr' CsCNTLALLON of the past aVe ONC
iNStErumMe playıng when the calls for the OLLC correspondence YCt thıs Oo€es NOT undermıne
concerted of the whole orchestra 1lo finally the Cap 3C1ty of hıstor1ography aV hıstorıical
sıngle OUT OIlC part of the AT the exclusıon credibilıty. Based these dıstinctions the wıde-
of others results dıyvıde and CONYUCI of rFangıng of Genes1is Cal be ıdentihed AS
hermeneutical S trategy that has TMOTC COINLMON hıstor10graphy. But ıf the rof three chapters of
wıth modernıiıst critical paradızm than 1T O€s Genes1is Carl y hıstorıical rhythm how should
wıth the configuration of ANCIENT TE XT configure thıs part of the CX ILanNler that

Attentive thıs ancıent backdrop for Genesı1s ; CCPS 1L tuned 1INTO 1CSs CONTEXT yet OCeSs NOT reduce
aM 1CW of the symphoniıc orchestration 1T merely 1CS context”

of the FCXT that of revelatory, hıterary. theo- DPaul Rıcoeur has us 1ntcrest1ng PCI-
logıcal aN! hıstorıcal rhythms readıly acknow/l- SPCCUVC that INay contrıbute thıs controvers1al
edge that there 15 provısvıonal place for drawıng AaDOTa Accordıng 1COeur the phılosophy of
OUT an lıstening each rhythmiıc part of the teXTt hıstory has moved AWaAY from the grand schemes
OWEVer each part MUSLT eventually be reinserted of Hegel Marx an theır NOTIONS of unıversal
1NTO tensional web of the whole where hıstory TMOTC modest a111ls of reflecting the
1L contrıbutes the overall nction an configu worka eritical CENSASCEMECN of the hıstorian (One

of Genesı1ıs 1L5: anı where each part’s INCAanN- of the advantages of thıs Lr AJ CCtOI'Y 15 that the hısto-
INnS aM PUrDOSC 15 LOTC fully dıscovered. Wırth thıs L1all 15 understood be sıtuated d opposed
CAaVCA: mınd, iıntend momentarıly break eing viewed A Oocated outsıde the work of WTrI1IL-
the hıstorıcal OUT for closer IDSPCCUOII INg hıstorYy.
1L has Cn SOUTCE of consıderable controversy.“” Rıcoeur Maıntfaıns that there dAdIC three LypCS of
Furthermore Dy ıdentifyıng the kınd of hıstorıcal hıstor10graphy, WTrItTLen InterpreLkVe of
rhythms that play through the TexXtT wıll be EVENTS Lime anı each aVe lınk the ther

better determiıne what general CO11- In order ıllustrate the shall 1156 the
fguration est Genesı1ıs But these metaphor of battle dıstınguish dıfferent nds
hıstorıical rhythms MUST ultımately CONNECT 1NTO of hıstorıcal WwrıldlnNg Fırst the documentary
the harmonı1cs of the whole textual orchestration ofhıstor10graphy seeks establısh what battle W as

compatıble WdyY. Later wıll PUFrSUC the task of fought anı WO  3 DYy whom aN! when Second the
CONNECLION but for NO what OC€Ss IT iINCAanN explicatıve Lypc A11115 FrECOUNT the results of the

call Genes1is hıstorıical? battle from socı1al polıtical OTr angle
Diıscussions CONCCININS the truth alue of hıs- thırd the p0€th takes the realıty of the

LO An had long tradıtiıon an IMOTC recently past ınter PI‘CtS why the battle Was WO  3 An then
postmodern ıdeas aVe broken NTO the CIC- shapes il 1NTO nNarraiıve through hıch COM-

anı Argumm? for 1 WdYyS of VICWINS hıstory mumty of readers understands ıtself the pres CNTt
AT hıstor10graphy.”” Dısagreements Hourısh (One of the outstandıng values of Rıcoeur LAaXON-
thıs however Yal NOT respond Er OI1r 15 that 1T alerts us the possıbilıty that there
the wıde dıversıty of represented Rather AT severa|l Jegıtımate WaYyS of WT 1t1ng HIStOrY, NOT
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Just ONC credıble WaYy.  34 find depicted 1n these narratıves WAasS, 1ın fact:
intended DYy them be ıdentified 4S the realReturning Genes1is 1'7 ould arguc that

the TE dısplays the MO prominent features of world.>/
poetic histor10graphy, whıiıle NOLT completely exclud- cumulatıve poetic histori10graphy, the carly
ıng the cumulatıve character of the other hısto- chapters of Genes1is ATIC NOLT stra1ght-telling of
riographical a1MsS. hat 1S, the FOXT incorporates StOTrY, but rather skıllfully recounted STOCY of
number oflevels of hıstorıography in order reveal beginnings precıpıtated Dy the actıon’s of the dıvıne

larger portralt ofGod an ıfe than straıght doc- Creator El based the ebrews’” eNCOUNTETr
umentary histor10graphy wıth Its factual selectıvity wıth the lıyıng God of Abraham, Isaac, AaN! aCO
(although such selectivity 15 NOT entirely ırrelevant hıs foundıng narratıve, poetic histor10graphy, 15

the informıng of the text) Ihe Genes1is attested Dy the WdYy God speaks, aCTS, CNZAZCS,
STOTY, for example, 15 NOLT centered S1viNng lıst aM intervenes iın symbolıc Sscenarıo0 that
of empirıcally veriıfiable historical 0)14 scientific facts, accordıng Its xoals a! that thıs God,
but IT actually ınterprets anı redescrıibes the world AS the God of Israel. 15 the only Lru God Ihe
from wıthın anı beyond the boundarıes of detection an recognıtion of the histor10graphı-
an tıme, namıng Israel’s God 4S the OLIC aM only cal character AN! qualıity of the TEXT heightens OUr
God the Creator iın the unfoldıng drama AaW aTrc11Cc55s5 that orlorn attempts interpret It 1n
of beginnings. In thıs narratıve portrayal G0Od 15 reductionIıistıic INMAaANLNLCL, DYy impos1ing O-
powerfully : work, other thıngs, creating, 8 standards of hıstory wrıting, 15 unwarranted
speakıng, comment1ing, ess1ng, aAM provıdıng. aN! superfluous. Exclusionary strateg1es ACt 4A5
Ihe ZCNIUS of Genes1is J 1n Ifs magnıficent catalyst for histor10graphical confusıon aMı faıl
panoply of operatıve Jayers of contentful subver- be attuned the complex poetic filaments whiıch
S1Ve CONVCILSCHNCC, interconnected the regıster of make the ancıent Genes1is narratıve.>8
imagınatıon (wrıter aM reader). but disconnected Retamiıng AaN! bulldıng the Rıcoeurıian notion
AT the level of revelatory reference (God 1 hus:; the of poetic histor10graphy, ould lıke take thıs
chapters reveal, CONVCY, and I'CPI'CSCI'It selectiıon configuration Sth further. Ihus, PIrODOSC the
of God act1ons an Sayıngs, Varı0us OC  D notion that Genes1is 1 15 Hoetıc teXTt aAM offer
people, Ss1ıtuations aM that aV eft LraCces thıs 4S constructıve WaY forward for 1ts interpre-
in the world which evoke the realıty of the past tatıon. Poctic. 1n OUTLr CVCS, 15 the ACE aM
anı interpret 1t that Od’s people wıll aVC creatıive mMımesıIıs rolled 1nto the erb pol1es1s of
explanatıon an 1CW understandıng of somethıng makıng saturated phenomena.° By saturated phe-
ofwho the CTG4LOF God 1S, who they AIC, an what NOIMMNCHA, IN1Call that thıs STOFY of beginnings 15
the natural world 15 lıke dıvınely-drıven AN! imagıinatıvely pre-loaded wıth

'Ihe histor10graphy of Genesi1is 1:3 thıs rcS demonstratıon of 0d’s creatıve act1on, ou1d-
ister 15 cumulatıve poetic histor10graphy aAba AaNCC, an Organızatıon that results 1n meanıngful
meeting place for the relatıon AaN! dıstınction layers ofexplanatıon and Bie understandıng about
between imag1inatıve lıterary an ematıc God, humanıty, an the world hıs poetic rendi1-
eventful interpretive recountıng. In thıs CasSC, tıon of the LEXT allows It nction 4A5 symbiıotic
recountiıng imagınatıvely symbolıc formulatıons COMMUNLITY, where the ıfferent downloads into
15 NOLT the SaIlıc thıng AS iımagınary recounting.“° the STOFY perform mutually enhancıng, yet ten-
Ihe former refers creatıve artıstry 1n interpret- s10nal dialogue. For example, whatever dıfferences
ıng an ViIv1dly representing understandıng of eX1IST between the bıblıcal creatiıon
God an the world 1n Mannnr connected Its May NOL merely reflect dıfferent tradıtiıons ın the
tıme, hıle the latter CSCADC and fantasy ebrew communıi1ty, *” but INAaYy be P2ll't of larger
that becomes referent for itself.$6 Bıblical authors, symbi0sı1s 4S strands of relevant thought
AS Saılhamer contends in Genesı1s, WEEIC Into Organıc whole that 15 NOT unduly burdened
attempting FOMNNGCGEL theır stor1ıes the world DYy the eed ng the mater1a|l for complete COI -
that W as really there He puts 1T thıs WaY respondence between the accounts.*!

By representing realıty 1ın theır narratıves, they In SUMIMNALC V, these early chapters 1n Genes1s COIN-

WEEIC definıng 1ts essentı1al characterıstics. 'Ihıs 15 prise twofold CONVECrSCNCC, Fırst, the revelatory,
surely NOT SaYy they WEEIC makıng It Ihere historical, theologiıcal, aAN! lıterary rhythms that
1S CVCLY FrCason maıntaın that the world God 15 the Creator ATC configured A inseparably
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interlinked in thıs STOFY of beginnings. Whiıle each natural SCIENCES anı explaın the world
of these rhythms be explored anı developed noteworthy feature of thıs orıentatıon has Cn

theır OW! AS5 WE aV ONE wıth the hıstor1- rediscovery of the relevance of narratıve. ramatıc
cal (and could avVe Oone wıth others), the text's  J fascınatıon wıth StOr1ı1es an the worlds they Create
trajectory CANNOLT finally be reduced al1YV ONC of rcpresent, an S1gNIfy has NO become prominent
them Second, operatıve levels of hıstor10graphy feature ın the for the meanıng of ıfe in the
AIC skıllfully, artıstıcally, anı symbolıcally interwo- late twentıieth an early twenty-first centurıes. Ihıs
VCN 1into poetic recounting that God the Creator interest iın narratıve has clearly marked OUTr Mes 1n
has acted 1n creating the world Consequently, these surprisıng WAY. When It seemed as if the CS-
chapters defy ST1D mınıng approac prevalent tionable merI1ts of mechanıcal, technological, aMı
today which endeavours merely embrace OLC of scıentifically-driven world ould aVe explaıned
the parts i} 'Ihe VEeINS LOO deep aMı ATC int1- the entirety of HE: StOrı1es VE aga.1n released an
mately intertwıned 1iNnto Organıc whole that captured the attention of ımagınat1ons, hearts, 2181
t1imate textual dıssection which dısregards thıs mınds. Tom thıs strong CONtEMPOT: ary interest 1n

narratıve, basıc question arıses: What 15 narratıve?unıty wıll underplay the provocatıve of the
DEXT As Gudas poınts OUTt Whıle aNSWerTr thıs quest1i0on, which Davıd

Carr has ıdentifhed aSs the battle sroun ftor the dıs-In CONTEMPOFCALCY criticısm "Organıc, though CIplines,® lıes beyond the of thıs paper,“ Itwıdely used, has but lost 1fs metaphoric S1S-
nıfıcance. 'Ihe term 15 claımed by attrıbuted 15 nevertheless ımportant hıghlıght key elements

1n the dıscussıon 4A5 they wıll apply Genesı1ıs 13critical systems whıch hold that the chief COIl-
( of criticısm should be wıth the unıty of the We agaln Lurn the work of Rıcoeur, who

addressed the what 15 narratıve) question 1n hıslıterary work. hus It ollows that the parts of three volume work EMPS EF vecıt LTime and Nar-artıst1ic whole U qualıties, meanıngs, 0)8 vatıve).* lo be SULC, narratıve 15 STOFY wıtheffects whiıch they ould NOT aVve separately ‘ plot, Characters; act1on, tıme ıntrıgue,an that the MOST ımportant excellence that Call
be attrıbuted AaLLYy of the PB.ITS 15 cshow that conflıct, pomint of VIEW, an YSTETY. Yet accordıng

Rıcoeur, narratıve 15 NOT merely tradıtionalIt 15 element of that whole. * SCOFY of representation. Rıcoeur’s notion of 11ar-
In that there 15 absolute object subject, ratıve 15 that It CreAa4tTes world somethıng 11CW

AT least the level of knowledge, Organıc 15 created that NOT previously eXIST. hıs a-
poet1ic configuration MaYy rıghtly offer interpreters t1ve world 15 be entered, inhabıted, aN!

ST cater Nexıbilıty when engagıng DEeXt 2181 world, approprıiated by the reader. the reader dwells
aM therefore COUNTIeETr VAarı0us forms of reduction- 1n the created world of the story, DNCW possıbiulıties15SM HeNnce, suggest that Genesı1is 1-3 15 poetic ATIC opened for artıculatıng anı conveyıng truth
LEXT that re-describes realıty 1n STOFY of begin- anı meanıng. Hence. thıs understandıng, 11ar-

nıngs, whıch deftly an artıstıcally brings us Into ratıve 15 semantıc INNOvatıon ın that It configuresGod’s world world that has the potentıial refigure the
Whıle 1n OLC Genesi1is ı- 15 deeply reader’s world

embedded 1n Its COANTLEXT anı therefore should NOT Tlo take the discussıon ofnarratıve step further.
be viewed AdS precıse scıentific-I1ke ınformer, turn brief descrıption of 1coeur’s notion
another It transcends anı CAaNNOL be reduced of three-fold mımesı1s.*® 1mes1s 4A5

scıentific categor1izatıon.““ For example, thıs Hre-figurative cCapacıty detect actıon VEOTrSUS VLLE
(EXT tells us nothing about DNA, cells: an mol- motıion. Actions aATC connected motıves an
ecules: yver; It has the Capacıty capture AUC goals, symbols, anı tiıme, anı the quest1ONs of
rate, INNOVatIVe, endurıng, an always avant-garde who  D an ‘thy  2 1mes1s 15 specıfic lıterary
portrayal of AS general CateSOrY ARBT place ACT that CTEA es world anı CONfLAUTES actı1ons into
of CONTaACT between God humanıty, an other CICA- structured timeframe of beginnıng, mıddle, al
tures enN! 1mes1s 111(when the reader’s world 15

connected the STOLY world anı through entering
that world takıng possession of ıt an eIng POS-Interpreting Irajectories sessed by It, theır OW) world 15 rvefigured.

Today 1IOLE than GVl interpreters ATICc drawıng Emplotment 15 key for understandıng mMmıme-
the knowledge of hıstor1es, socıet1es, cultures, S15 Io mahke plot, tor Rıcoeur, 15 synthes1s
EuroJTh 1327
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of the heterogeneous the followıng WdYyS FHırst refigured lıne wıth the truth of the revelatıon of
IT makes (HIC story OULT of multıplıcıty of 1NC1- the (ireator 45 they become part of the IHELICATE
dents Second plot OrgHaN1ZCcs unıntended CC web of CO  NS that Stream OUT aN: rıpple
TLTAaANCES relatıonsh1ps between ACTOFrS an planned through the bıblıcal story AN! 1CS relatıon AN| dıs-
( unplanned EeNCOUNTETrs drawıng them together the world In thıs the GenesI1is
1NTO sıngle STOTY. thırd plot proviıdes LiIME NAartTalive 15 “"hıving LEA

totalıty the STOTY, whıch Can be understood 4S Narratıve Carr 15 torm of lıfe before
ACL of configuration OUT of SUCCCSS51011 of 1T 15 form of discourse 523 Tom thıs PCI'SPCCUVC

EVENTS hıs Rıcoeurıan NOTLION of plot makıng, Genes1is repres CNLtS ftorm of lıfe that 15 NSs-

coupled wıth the POCUC hıstor10graphy of Genes1is lated 1NTO story Whıle thıs STOFY 15 revelatory
has the eld together interpreted 1INNOVALION 1L 15 prefigured by an config-

ACLIONS an thematıc EVENTS 1NTO Orgahnıc d- red ftrom lıved lıfe the world Consequently,
L1ve whole the Narratıve of1CW 15 made up of constel-

Wrıtten ftrom the vantage of the sacred latıon of complex interactiOons Nowıung from God
CAPCILICLILCC of God VTr INalıy the Genesi1is author character audıence anı world
STOFY of beginnıngs L1CW WadY for the an then back through world audıence character
ebrew wriıftfer testify that which W as already author aAM God hıs spherical refractiıon
known Israel 51 God an humanıty WEeTC alters yet ımagınatıvely recpr CSCNHNLIS realıty DYy Nar-
NOLT the who  D, A the “why' that other AHNCIECNT 1l AS STOFY of beginnıngs
Near Eastern TOTr1€ES had configured them be
Mımesıs 11) hus these carly chapters of Gen- ConclusıonCS15 ATC product of sedıimentatıon an iINnNOVaAatLıonN

culmınatıng revealıng NArFfaiıVe of God SCOCY We began thıs wıth the PI'OVOC&UVC words of
Mımesıs 1I1) Luke transfusıon the lıfe of Coleridge who poetically probed the fascınatıng
0d’s people OWS 1NTO thıs NAaTTaVe r} ecount1ng quest10n What 15 Lufe? Answers thıs
of beginnings whıle turn the STOFY OWS back MYySsterYy Ooday, whether COMUINS from Scriptural
OUuUrTt 1NTO the lıfe of Israel the prophets the ADOS- sclientific quaxtc IS ATC understood be complex

anı dıverse As A SCCH d1iscuss10ns thıstles aM the churches SUrZINS nght through aM
havıng the capac1ty powerfully refigure the VeESs ATC often marked by strong polarızatıons that
of readers today 4A19 the future Mımesıs 1I11) tend necS ate the contrıbution of eiıther the

As AVE observed the paragraph tural scıentific iınformer
Genesıis unfoldıng drama of CICA- In ur 1CW. thıs INay be alleviated
LION hıs StOI'Y of beginnıngs en for God’ SUOILIC EFA bDy reconsıderıing aM ıdentiıfyıng the
people of arrıval where God PrODCI configuration of the early chapters of Gen-

AI humanıty AaDPCAL an 1T also marks S Whıle ı1T 15 clear that Gienes1is 1 lends ıtself
of departure ftrom whıich ıfe Cal unfold Ihe closer E:  - ar several levels OUr objective

saturated revelatory St0fy of beginniıngs dynamı- W as lısten the VaTrıOUus rhythms of 1CS orches-
cally transforms AaN! continually radıcalızes Wr Tatıon an provısıonally Car the controvers1al
understandıng of God, 5 anı humanıty AN: hıstorıcal rhythm of the FErt before integrakng
Nctions AS catalyst for all that follows 1CSs 1T 1NTO 1TSs symphonıc whole
wake In OUr judgment OC of the chıef Aa111715$ of OQur Cr 1t1q\le ofmutually exclusıve hermeneutical
thıs iINNOVaALIıON 15 TAW the STraLeD1CS that the final analysıs ACOM17Ze the TE  S
reader 1NTO 300 sacred world” of beginnings 1NTO revelatory, hıstorical lıterary, theological
and ılluımınate the path ahead for the people of hegemonYy (though each plays part the whole),
God Consequently, there 15 sıgnıfıcant forward brought us the conclusıon that the bıblıcal STOFY
INOVINS LFAJECLOLY the Narratıve CIMNS the of beginnıngs Can est be SC as cumulatıve
nNnAature of the world the relatıon anı dıstıiınction of hıstori1ographical pOCUC HNArTrTAaEiVe Drawıng from
God 1L aM the ıfe of the eople ofGod Several Rıcoeur ( 19) Insıghts en! credence the
examples Cal be hıghlıghted and blessings Sab- ıdea that the STOFY of beginnıngs Genes1s 15

bath famıly, Natıon sacrıfiıce an SaNc- IMAaAQSINALLVE and revelatory iNNOVaALIıON

tuary-temple ATC noteworthy COIII‘ICCÜDg aments foundıng framed DYy Israel’s ıllumınatıng
ENCOUNTEr wıth the (ireator aM the world of thethat electrify thıs carly I'CCOUI1U[Ig of the 52

Therefore readıng Genes1is readers lıves ATC time Thereby, thıs foundıng Narratıve 15 enabled
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Near Eastern 1 hought and the Testament: Intro-ftorm lınks wıth the unfoldıng realıties of Israel’s
unıque ıdentity anı covenantal relatıonshıp wıth ducmg the Conceptual World of the lestament,
the God of Abraham, ISsaaC: an Jacob Further- rand pıds Baker Academıic, 2006, D

10 ton,AÄAncıent Near Eastern Thought, 88INOLC. the narratıve trajectory NCct1ONS hıstor-
14 Ibıd 1881cal 45 ıdentifiable locatıon of arrıval u Ibıdan aAS5 the pomint of departure for the whole bıblıcal 13 Van T  - The Fourth Day, rand Rapıds berd-

SI'OI’Y As revelatory, hıstorıcal, theologıcal, anı Mans, 1986, 22-33
lıterary-oriented orchestration, 1t Call be deployed ton.AÄAncıent Near Eastern Thought,
A both reference anı backdrop for CONtINU- 15 Anderson, C reatıion DEVSAS Chaos, Phıladelphiaa:
ıng anı future act1ons in the world Fortress, 987 134-135 However, Sımkıns in

So, where O€es Genes1s 1R credıbilıty hıe for ( reator Creatuon, Peabody: endrickson, 1994,
both CcIlence aM Scripture? It hıes the “power OTfes that “rche conflict myth 15 econdary develop-

MENT, personıfication, of [the ] priımary creationof story” where ıimagınatiıon an the revelatory
realıties of God, AN! the world He created meet metaphors of separatıon and dıfferentiation.” See
Ihe bıblıcal STOFY of beginnıngs brings together 16 i-f&ers,the meanıngful ATULGIUHTre Ö realıty wıthout wed- Ibıddıng ıtself statıc archıtectural STatfement about 18

heard eNes1ISs aN! 2:5 where and dark-
Echoes from the ancıent Near ASt CONTLEXT MaVy be

the world. Ihrough OUTr CeNSASEMCN wıth 0d’s
STOFY, OUTr VIS1ION of the world 15 changed aM placed NCSS, and desert-lıke condıtıions, respectively, InaYywıthın the SaJmlıc trajJectory that the ancıent Hebrews recal]l COMMON conceptualızatiıons of precosmic

condıtions.experlienced. Consequently, these ecarly chapters of
19Gienes1is dIC est understood AS Organıc poetic On the day of creation (verse Z SCa INON-

FCXT that re-describes realıty placıng IT 1n sacred STEers sıngled OUuftTt for specıal treatment TIhe verb
bara, reserved exclusıvely for creatıve actıon,anı destiny Oorıented CONTEXT that INvıtes the reader 15 applıed and Inay hearken back the ımportanceinto world God’s unfoldıng world In thıs>

the te  al 15 lıviıng 1CXI that recycles OUr interpretive of such creatures Mesopotamıan myth Ihe eXISt-
11ICEC of such 15 NOT negated, but SIUMPILYtrajectory through poetic network of dıvıne aAM placed under the creatıve authorıty ofGod No CON-

creaturely act10ns,9anı goals. 1cCt here. Just submıissıon. See 1 -1cas; Interpreting
PNES1S In the 24FE Century publıshed by the Faraday

Notes Institute for Scıence and Relıgion, Aprıl 2007
See Sımkıns, ( reator Creatuon, and ton,

er1dge, What 15 ME {hıs POCHM 15 eheved AÄAncıent Near FEastern Thought.
aV been wrıtten around 1805 and only pub- 2 Ihe ancıent Near Fastern setting ENCOUTASZCS the

lıshed 1829 VIECW that Adam and Eve be understood in arche-
Laughery and Diepstra, “Scripture, SCI- See oN. Ancıent Near Eastern

11CC and Hermeneutics,” uropean Journa ofe0l- ought, 2058-209
0GY (2006), 25-49 ere 15 good 1Cason belıeve that the 3-tiered

ton. AÄAncıent Israelıte LILaterature In AK) ’ul- COSMIC archıtecture of the ancıent Near AST
tural Context: SUVEY of Parallels between 1- presupposed DYy the ancıent Hebrews Basıcally,
cal and AÄAncıent Near Eastern TEXES, rand Rapıds: the archıtecture consısted of flat.  - dısk-Iıke
Zondervan.  ‘ 1990, Noatıng that supporte by pıllars wıth

yers, The Meanıng of Creation: PNES1S and the heavens above and the netherworl/l eneath
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heroes Werc epıcte SONS of god mediıators 22 Laughery and Diepstra, 25-49
between the dıvıne and human realm See yers, Smuith, The Fall of Interpretatuon: 7  M

cal Foundatıons for ( reatıonal Hermeneutic, Down-Alioto, CI Girove: > 2000
Ibıd 25 Laughery and Diepstra, CSD 26-379Q We borrowed thıs term from tonAncıent Ibıd., 2 7-4()
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who OTe that early enes1s 15 NOT scıentific er CagOo: Unıiversity of Chıicago Press.
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Jenkıns, Re-I)hıinkıng History, London outledge, posıtıon for the ımagınary 15 the real, and It COoOu
1991 The Postmodern Hıstory Reader. CC London NOT eXISt wıthout It. On thıs register, ımagınary 15
outledge, 1997 unslow, Deconstructmng parasıtıc, It MUST PICSUDDOSC that hıch It 15 NOT

Hıstory, London outledge, 1997 Zagorın, the attemp T have theatre of Its OW!]

“ Hıstory, the Referent, and Narratıve Reflections amer, Introductuion LO Old Testament e0l-
Postmodernism Now,” Hıstory and T heory 38, 0, rand Rapıds Zondervan  „ 1995, 290

Ö | 880  S 28 For ınsıghts bıblıcal narratıve SC Sternberg,
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Zondervan/Paternoster, 2003 2339-262 1011CA ı Narratıve, New York Basıc Books, 1981
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NEUTLCS In Motıon. An nalysıs and Evaluatıon of ford Stanford Universıty Press, 2002, 199-220, for
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Lanham Universıty Press of Amerıca, 2002 CHNON, although wıth dıfferent meanıng).

55 Rıcoeur has been formıdabile force in dıver- VerS; 41
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preting Scripture and scıence. See “Sur l’exegese de perspective wıll AaVEC awalt future
Genese >;  1-2,4a;”  5 %  y Exegese et hermeneutique, oukhan, The ENESLS ( reatıon Story. Its Tater-
econ Dufour, ed: arıs Seuıil, I9 57-97; Phı- Structure, erriıen Springs Andrews Universıity
S volonte. Fıinıtude ET culpabılı IL, 1B Press, 197/8. who refers these early chapters of
bolıque du mal;, DParıs Aubıer, 196) (The Symbolısm of eNesISs profound unıty, characterized by A CONMN-

Evıal, Englısh Translatıon, Buchanan  ‘; New York SCIOUS lıterary AGT.

arper ROow, 1967 ESSaNS 1011C0 Interpreta- 42 See The Princeton Encyclopediua of Poetry and Poetics,
bON, udge, ed Phıladelphiaa: Fortress, 1980 Preminger, ea London acmıllan 1975 593-
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Jean-Pıerre Changeux, Darıs: dıle aCO 2000 Laughery and Diepstra, “Scripture”, 25-49
(What Makes 4S IMN Neuroscıentist and Phr- 45 Cart, “R ıcoeur Narratıve,” Wood.
losopher TguE About Ethics, Human Aature and the ed. On M Rıcoeur: Arratıpe and Interpretation,
Brain, Englısh Translatıon, DeBevoıise, Prıin- London outledge, 1991 160-187/, CSD 160-1:7
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mMent of thıs vıtal 1SSUe. 51 Doukhan. Genests, 246, States “Revelatıon ımplıes47 Rıcoeur, EMDS et vecıt, 5 Darıs: Seuil, 1983- Realıty and both ımply F existenti1a] CHNgaAgEMCNT1985 (Time and Narratıve, vols, Englısh Iransla- wıth the (One who revealed.”
tıon, McLaughlın and Pellauer, vols. 1-2; Wenham, “danctuary Symbolısm the
ame V and Pellauer, vol S Chicago: Unıiversıity Garden of Eden Story,  2 Hess and
of Chicago Press, 1984-198/).
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Isumura, eds UALE| Inscriptuons from C  VE the
Flood. AÄAncıent Near Eastern, Literary, and Linguis-ynhamıc of makıng representation, Aa trans- t1C Äpproaches LO GENES1S i Wınona Lake Eısen-

posıtıon into representatıve works;” resultıng the brauns, 1994, 23299-404 Wenham helpfully focuses
of composıtıion. See Rıcoeur, Time and Narra- the Eden portrait "sanctuary symbolısm.” We

LIVE, vol 31-37 belıeve the other filaments ın the STOFY dIC connected
Ibıd., K DRT.: Also SCC Laughery, 2VING Herme- and be developed in sımılar ashıon
nNeEULLCS, 131-162, for Jler dıscussıon. 53 Car “R1IcCOCcUr” 160-173

50) See Rıcoeur, Time and Narvratıve, vol 1} 28-50
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