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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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scale EVe. opment of Catholı1c hıstorıical-critical ıblıcal zel UNi nde. Eınweisung ıNn dıe christliche
scholarshıp the twentıieth century’ (p 145) AS eV1- Endzeiterwartung: „Der Herr 1sSt nahe“
denced ın the work of ymon Brown (1928-1998). Reinhard Slenczkathe 1r and fourth chapters, Levering explores what
iIt do CXEDESIS under the instruction of God, the Neuendettelsau: Freimund-Verlag, 2008, h
Teacher. whom the reader partıcıpates. Furo 39,80, 520 ISBN 978-3-86540-054-3

In the Aifth chapter Levering addresses the challenge ZUSAMMENTFASSUNGpose by he Enlıghtenment thınkers Ihomas Hobbes
and Baruch Spinoza that bıblıcal interpretation fOs- DEG umfangreiche Werk des Erlanger Professors für SYyS-

tematische Theologie ll mehr seın als eıne kKlassischeters dıyısıon and ınevıtably €eAl violent eXegesI1Ss. Eschatologie. FS ıll auf Sterben, Tod und auf die Endzeitssentially, relıg10USs communıtıes NOT be trusted vorbereiten. Slenczka, der auch eun8 der | uther-xıth the theır interpretat1ons easıly morph iNto
oppressive W  « TIhe solutıon put forth by the afore- ademiıe n Kiga (Lettlan unterrichtet hat, geht davon

dUS, dass sich be! den neutestamentlichen eschatolo-mentioned 15 *chat neutral partıes IMUST take OVCT the CXC-
gischen Aussagen nicht MUur zeitgebundene Vorstel-getical task” (p 108), hıch both INCAanNns the

15 sovereıgn OVCT relıg10n the pu sphere. ON  ( Jungen andelt Vielmehr Ist Vo  —_ kommenden Lreignissen
of the finest COI'ItCII'IPOI' ary readers of IThomas Aquınas, die Rede, auf die die ibel vorbereiten will In Auseırnn-

andersetzung mMit 11IECUETEI] Entwürfen der EschatologieLevering’s appcal the medievalıst's eXCDESIS of John und Klassischen Konzepten VOT)] Unsterblichkeit der Seele14152117 15 fruuttul example that groun iınterpreta-
t10n in the Church exerc1ıse wısdom and love und wigkeit hat enczkKa serın Buch erarbeitet. Fr hat
that also sıde-steps the accusatıon of relıg10n's appe mıit seinem seelsorglichen Ansatz und seınen profunden

Kenntnissen eıne Untersuchung veröffentlicht, dieW PCI Hobbes and Spınoza (P:432)
Readers should be that.  5 hıle the weıt verbreitet werden sollte.

ihres schriftgemäßen Ansatzes In evangelikalen Kreisen
15 straıghtforward and well structured, the footnotes

RESUMFalmost don the form of encyclopaedıa and OoOun:

towering 113 Yet. OILlC 15 prepared track (et OUVTasE de Slenczka, professeur de theologiealong, OIlC wıll be well rewarded wıth Levering’s abour systematique Erlangen, Veut plus qu une eschatologiereca| deeply the ubject typıque veut alder preparer A Ia fin de vie, Ia MO
UOne reservatıon central ofthe notion et dUuX INns dernieres. (e theologien, QqUuI AUSS! enseigneof partıcıpatıon. makes perfect for Levering pendant neuf ans ’universite Luther de Rıga ettonie,appe hıs Catholıc tradıtıon make thıs claım, yeL considere YUuE 1es affirmations eschatologiques du OUVEAaU

lıght of Christ’s resurrect10on, surely aVe acknow/l- Jestament cContentent Das d’enoncer des idees |1ees
edge that Chrıst’s 15 110 ON  M that SCCS the riısen eur epOoque, maIls qu/elles visent preparer 1E ecteur dUuX
Chrıiıst communıcatıng 'oug| hıs Word iın the W evenements venır. presente les approches recentes de
of the Pırı redeemed people. Thıs st1 admıts
the eed for Chrıistological and Pneumatological Meta-

’eschatologie et les theories Classiques SUr l’immortalite de
I’Ame humailne et l’eternite. CGirace 1018 SOUC!I pastora| et

physıcs but also fiırmly Creator-creature dıs- SOM rofond Savolr, et vertu de SOM approche iblique,ınction that refuses attrıbute the LEXT, the people Celte Stude meriıte UNe large diffusion dans les mMmilieux
of God, properties elongıng only God evangeliques.Asıde from thıs sıngle reservatıon, Partıcıpatory 1-

UMMARYcal EXEgeES1S stands OUufTt from the ever-grow1ıng 111AS5 of
O00 ıblıology by offerıng cogent pathology of The comprehensive EUVTIE of the rlangen Professor of
CONtemMporary ıblıcal eXegESIS, hıch MaNaSCs free Systematic Theology intends represent 1NOTE than typil-
ıtself from the quagmıre of hermeneutical theory. Yet iIt cal eschatology. It serks DITEDaATE for yıng, ea and
SOCS beyond the task of d1agnosıs and. by appealıng the eschatological times. Slenczka, who Iso taught theol-
qu1nas, ıllustrates the WaY eXeDESIS be done, anı O for nıne e at the Luther-Academy In Kiga atvıa),
ee.| has been done, when unencumbered by the CON- VO' that the eschatological sStatements of the New Tec.
ventions of Contemporary hermeneutics hıch AaVEe in tament do noTt only embody ideas, but also
large been underwriıtten by lınear-hıstorical VIECW ddress future even for IC the ible IMS DreDare
of realıty. Thıs book marks substantıal St€p OoOrWar:' the reader. enczkKa evelops his book DY discussing both
the dıscussıon about the of the and those recent approaches eschatology and classic theories
devoted readıng It about the iımmortality of the SOU!| and eternity. an

Mark McDowell, Aberdeen, COLLAN his pastora| Derspective and profoun Knowledge, he has
published study IC hecause of Its scrIptu ral approach,
deserves extensive Circulation In evangelica| circles.

„Eıne Eschatologie“? ne1n, gerade nıcht bzw.
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