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and/cıty in Hebrews L IS the object ofhıs search W as NOT bedeutet, innerhalb der Welt auf eıne Welse wirken,
Canaan, but New Creatıion, New Jerusalem and eschato- die die des Evangeliums erganzt und VOon ihrem
logıcal rest. On thıs readıng, Jus  tns COMM:!  IS (Tiypho, Wesen her trinitarisch Ist
113.3-4) IMaYy be sound reaAl of the New lestament.

focus Jewısh iınherıtance of Canaan could dıistract RESUME
Charles Wood aborde le sujet de P providence divine aVECfrom the New Testament’s explıcıt interest Abraham’s

ONC famıly inheriting the WOTFr. ’idee YUC Ia doctrine traditionnelle de 1a providence, NO

though NOT persuade (at present) DYy Wıllitt's seulement C na plus trop 1a Cotfe , maIls perdu DET-
thesıs, the erıitical attention given K 15 NOT iıntended Inence DOUT un majJorite de Chretiens Occidentaux. ans

petit OUVTasC (1 F6 pages), reflechit SUr les ralsons dedısmıissal of hıs thesı1s, but ındıcate ICS ımportance
cCelt etat de choses. reconsidere certaıns Elements de Iafor number of both well-known and neglected themes,

and ınvıte rther reflectiıon Dy ıllıtts and others. doctrine traditionnelle DOUT &valuer 1a Justesse et ’ap-
DOrt ositif el } re quelques suggestions dans ’espoir deDE 15 A1r bıt of sound udgment ın thıs work, and

0)8(° Opes that ıllıtts furns hıs attention and scholar’s remodeler approche de Ia doctrine. ISE OU-

intultion toward such tOpP1CS agaln myself wıll CcE veler 1a comprehension de ’oceuvre divine CN CC monde
turn thıs thesı1ıs agaln, hıch WOUL. be WO  WwNnıle d’une anıere QqU! enrichisse le MESSASEC de |’Evangile

prenant Compte 1a nature triniıtailre de Jeuaddıtiıon lıbrary concerned wıth eW, Mes-
S1AN1SM, geographıc and terrıtorıial early
Judaısm and Christianıty, and early Chrıistian 1SS10N. Charles 'o0d’s overall hıs chort book 15 °CON-

Jason Hood, Dıingwall, cotland trıbute the renewal of reflection the Christian doc-
trıne of provıdence (XU), and he proceeds do thıs

two-fold Manner. IrSUIV, he 0O at how thıs doctrine
The Omnestiuon of Providence has hıstorıcally been expressed. Secondly, he 15 propos

Charles Wood ıng reorlientation of the doctrine around the central
Lounusvılle: Westmuinster John Knox Press, 2008,

TIrınıtarıan and chrıistological commıtments of Chris-
tıan faıth and ındıcatıng what such reorientation may120 - ınvolve? (XU); he 15 NOT satısthıed wıth the tradıtional

pb, ISBN- 13 978-0-664-23255-9 understandıng of the doectrine.
UMMARY Wood quest10ons whether the hıstorical understand-
Charles Wood’s book has hbeen written ith the author’s ıng of proviıdence expressed such documents the

Heıdelberg Catechıism 15 necessarıly the COTFTECT Chrıstianunderstanding that the tradıtional doctrine of providence VIEW. In answerıng thıs question he ıncludes T1C' dıs-has nOT only ‘fallen hard times’ hut has become irrel-
evan for majJority of Christians In the estern world This CussıoN of what doctrine, teachıng, faıth and confession

CONSsıIıst and what partıcularly makes Chrıstian doctrinecshort work (1 pages) ceeks ddress whyYy his ITMaYy he °OChrıistian). Hıs key point 15 1t 15 legıtımate and NCCESSALYthe d Wood looks agaln at certaın features of the tradi- question whether NOT hıstorıical Chrıstian doctrinetional understanding of providence In assessing their CCU-

TaCY and helpfulness and offers SOME suggestions IC 15 actually Chrıstian Wood SdyS, “Che basıc afırmatıons
ofthe Heıdelberg Catechıi1sm regardıng provıdencehe opes wil| re-Shape OUr inking the doctrine. HIS emaın em  ed deep wıthın the understandıng ofobjective ın his HTOCCSS IS offer res understanding of

what It for ( work within the world In WdY IMahny Chrıiıstians. At the SAaInNıc tıme. fundament:
IC| complements the gospe!l INCSdSsC and IS Irınıtarıan quest10ns have, for INanıy of those SAaInNıec Chrıstians, TC1M-

In nature eCrei those afırmatıons problematıc leave them
nearly useless’ (20) TITherefore there 15 criıtique

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG the tradıtıiıonal understandıng of provıdence.
Charles Woods Buch wurde In der Überzeugung des Autors Wood proceeds examıne Wıllıam Sherlock’s IIıs-
geschrieben, dass die traditionelle Lehre von der „Für- COUVSE Concerning the Diyıne Provıdence 1694, eriocC
sorge“ (‚ottes nicht 11UT „schwere Zeıten erlebt“, sondern W as Armınıan glıcan) wıth the of rOVIdınNg,
für die enrneı der rısten In der westlichen Welt irre- clear understandıng of the tradıtional VICW of PrOoVI-
levant geworden Ist. DITS kurze Arbeit (17176 Seiten) widmet dence, and iıncludes (1dıscussıon the UuSsSc of the
sich der Frage, das wohl der Fall ıst. Woods schaut term "provıdence.’ Thıs chapter W as for the SI ongest
sich zu wiederholten Male bestimmte Merkmale des {ra- of the five chapters because It engaged Aat the
ditionellen Verständnisses VOT) der Fürsorge (‚ottes Er depth wıth the doctrine of provıdence. In the final
hewertet die Richtigkeit dieses Verständnisses, fragt, WIE chapters Wood begıns by ıdentifyıng hıs posıtıon wıth
hilfreich 65 ISt und hietet einıge Vorschläge, VOor'/ denen er crıt1que of the doctrine of provıdence (76), that
sich eıne Neugestaltung UNSEeTES Denkens über diese | ehre hıstorıcally thıs doctrine has been aC. what would
rhofft Sern 1e!| In diesem Prozess esteht darin, eın fri- make 1t MOST Chrıstian Chrıstological and Irınıtarıan
sches Verständnis VOT)] dem anzubieten, WAds$ für (‚ott understandıng Wood elıeves that the tradıtional doc-
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trıne of proviıdence apPCAars God 15 manıpulatıng digerweise eıne gute aCcC In der und Welse, WIE wWIr
everything hıs dıyıne plan but thıs VICW ould LxXegese betreiben, ISst eIwWwas verloren NsSCNh, und In
be transformed ıf viewed wıthın Irınıtarıan framework, Particıpatory IDIICa. ExegesISs argumentiert Levering, dass

UNseTe exegetische PraxIis Unter der Belastung eINes feh-and INOTrC precısely, “Irınıtarıan talk about order-
lerhaften und unbiblischen Verständnisses der Wirklichkeitıng of creaturely affaırs MUST take ıts bearıngs decısıvely

from what 15 SCIOSE. of INAaNNECTr of WOT|!  g gelitten hat Levering hietet eınen hilfreichen exegetischen
Jesus hrıs (89) nsatz d ohne sich In eıner überkomplizierten herme-

neutischen Theorie verzetteln.thought the book suffered from maJor weak-
CcCssch Fırstly, Wood does NOT CHNSASC extent RESUMFwıth the bıblıcal that aVEC provıded the 2C  one
for the tradıtional doctrine of provıdence be held by OUS ISons plus Ia ible la |sait autrefoils et,

Malr tor long Secondly, hıs choices of works dUX YCUX de Matthew Levering, est Das necessalre-
ment heureux. OUS VOo Derdu uelque chose Dar noTtreCHgaASC wıth WEeIC quıite obscure. Asıde from Sherlock’s

work representatıve of the tradıtional doctrine, anlere de faire de / exegese et notre pratique exegetique
these ATC the oun Commıissıon, study of the Fed- Ouffre S55 yYCUX d’une comprehension de Ia ea  D  lit'  E  s EITO-

eral Counsel of the urches of Christ iın Amerıca ent1- nee eT contraıre 19 ible DrODOSE de facon salutaire
un autre approche de ’exegese, Sarls Derdre dans destled “T’he Relatıon Church LO the War In theUof theories hermeneutiques trop compliquees.the Chrıstian Fauth, and the ıdeas of the non-Chrıiıstian

Amerıcan p06t Robinson Jeffers (1887-1962). Wood
the oun CpO be “*the MOST valuable We ont ead the lıke sed read ıt and thıs,T1' artıculatiıon of the Chrıstian doctrine of provıdence accordıng EW Levering, 15 NOTt necessarılyproduce urıng the past century (94), Vcn though good thıng Somethıing has been lost the WaYy dothe CXr PaAsc he adı “Che word “provıdence” aDPCArSs

only rareiy 1ın the document. Ihe tradıtional termınol- CXEDES1S and, iın Partıcıpatory Bıblical Exeges1s, Levering
that OUTL exegetical practice has uffered under the

O of the doctrine 15 lıkewiıise' but the substance straın of faulty andununderstandıng of realıty.15 unmıiıstakable” (95) the NS, eXeDESIS today 15 almostIn SUMUNG  > the author 15 clearly dıssatısfie. wıth the
tradıtıonal doctrine of provıdence. such brief work entirely ınformed Dy Iınear-hıstorical perspective that

however, the fresh proposals he MNSS for dıscussıon, faıl VIEWS realıty of IMOMENTS unrelated
re:  1 Ihe CONSCQUCNCEC of such for Scripture 15provıde, vIeW, CONVINCINS enough argumcnts VICECW that regards the ıblıcal TEXTI and ıts interpretationreject the tradıtional doctrine of provıdence. However, nds themselves and thus closed off from earıngthe book 15 welcomed attemp { examıne the best

WdY CXPI‘ CSS how God 15 sa1ıd SE and wıth the the VO1lCce of G0d referring realıtıes beyond the texXt

WOTFT.| Levering that hıle MOMENT ollows IMOMeEeENT

SUCCESSION, these MOMENTS ATC NOT atomı1stı1c, “but rather
Mackenzıe, Culloden, cotland constıtute Organıc webh of ınterrelatiıon’ (p } I hıs 15

S he > because *the intımate “vertical”
of the Irınıty's creatıve and redemptive actıon suffuses
the “Iınear” “horizontal” SUCCESSION of moments’ (pPartıcıpatory Bıblıcal Exeges1s. 1 Thıs appe domg% CXCDESIS under the VErNANCE

Theology of Bıblıcal Interpretation of the dıyıne CCONOINY 15 NOCL, however, somethıng NCW

Matthew Levering but 15 iın fact call refurn patrıstıc-medieval MO
of interpretation that SCC5 the FE  A LNOTC than SIUMpILYIndıana: Universıity of Notre Dame, 2008, 202 product of natural pl‘ OCCSSCS.pb, ISBN 0-268-03408-/ Ihe harvest of findıngs gathered from terary and

SUMMARY lınguistic studıes, from archaeology, phiılology, the study
We do nOT read the ible lıke used read It and this, of Or1S1INS and forth 15 found eplace those partıcı-

tools that nclude doctrines and practices. eseaccording Matthew Levering, IS not necessarily. g00d partıcıpatory tools had been commonplace through-ing Something has been l9st In the WdY do exegesIis
and evering drSUCS that OUr exegetica| practice has suf- OUT hurch hıstory and, for Levering, ıt 15 NOT SIMPIY
ere: under the straın of aul and unbiblical ınder- of makıngz uUusc of ONC sSEeTt OVer the other, but

rather both SCTS of tools AIC requıred fully Intostanding of reality. evering offers nelpful approac the realıties taught the ıblıcal te‘  3exegesis without ecoming ogge down In overly-Com-
plicate hermeneutical eOorYy. the second chapter Levering Iraces the gradual

declıine of partıcıpatory MO DYy examınıng the CXC-
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG getical practice of ten promınent atholıc interpreters
Wır lesen die ıbe!l niıcht ehr 5 WIE wır eES ewohnt and theır of John 2/-36, rangıng from the
©  / und das ISt aut Matthew evering nicht notwen- thought of eıiıster Eckhart (1260-1328) *the full-
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