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Conversing wıth the Saıints they
wıth Scripture

HE SN  BL _ rnIn conversatiıon wıth Brıan Brock’s Sıngiıng the
Ethos of \Govllil

ernd Wannenwetsch

RESUME
alors demander Iaumoderne de methodes CXE-

ans cet article auteur considere Ia deuxieme D  ıe de objectives, de procedures interpretatives stabhles
VUVTaAsC de Brock et ECEXarmnıne divers du Concept et solides, est DdS ond due alt UE 110US$

de tradition theologique ans Un tradition les accords DaS le m de 110US$ CXDOSET patıemment |r CcCriıfture
sont pIus nts et fondamentaux YUE les desac- faut le Caractere etranger de Fcriture. ıls
cords On peut rattacher un  (D tradition eTt Ia presenter mecoannNalssent ’apport des chretiens autres m  /

autres e notıon de OMMNMUNIO des permet de s le laissent Dds leur VISION des choses les
reirouver Ia ethique de CACHCS>C chretienne. cContemporaıns estent DIISOMNMIETS des schemas
agıt DaSs | de l/appel } Ia communaute devenu DODU- de VENSCEC de leur CDOQUEC Ia OIS dans leurs habitu-

laire dans lE SUr Feriture eTt ’ethique depuis lE des interpretatives et dans TOUuTt intellec-
mMilieu des AaNnees agit plutöt de considerer |’ Eglise tuelle LEeSs chretiens aujourd hul
[NMM engendree Dar Ia Parole. L’autorite scripturaire doivent NOn seulement lıre ’exegese des saınts [T1als

Sfinit onction de S,I produire Ia VIE DOUF ‘ OuVvrir de transformation divine CUX,
Celite definition est dependante UNE pneumatologie apprendre entendre Ia VOIX particuliere de CEUX-C>CI

developpee. L’autorite de lr Fcriture apparaıt [T} MM de guides dans Ia ecture de Ircriıfture peut
phenomene YU! roduit entre |/ Fcriture el 565 ecteurs. SUIVrEe DOUT favoriser cela, le
LOrsque 1a cCcommMUNaUtEe reconnaıtt |Iefficacite des |ivres SYUE JaMals de moral COonNstrult Jarnals
bibliques qu elle Ni Mm Ecriture, elle IM reconnaıiıt le et utilise Dds 1a ible un  MD anlere YU!
DOUVOIF de faconner I9 VIE de 565 membres onction laisse Ydd de place Saılnt Esprit
du CONTeNUu des texties ette approche pneumatologique Brock aborde Dads 1es FPsaumes ffrant SOM HrODTE
de autorite de Fcriture combinee - Ia ! Compte interpretatif |Tlals les Studie uelque SOrTe
de la ONM UNIO des saınts conduit - UuUNne critique SCVeTe < raın operer »} considere de quelle anlere les
des Conceptions DOopulaires de histoire UNEe les Oont IU et DE et observe les Fsaumes

CDOYUECS les Croyants aujJourd’ul DOUF faconner intellect les et 1a voli-
des salnts autrefois. CecC! emande YUu on veulille bien Uon de CEUX UU avalent habitude de chanter ’ethos
mediter ’Ecriture CONSaCcran(t du m  S COn pDeut de 1eu

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Schrift und SEeIT der Mitte der 1 980er re elieht
geworden IST [)as Konzept schlägt C I1 Verständnis VOoO  _

In Reaktion auf den zweıten Teil VOo  . Singing the Fthos of der Kirche als verbi VOTr eschöpf des
(0d analysiert dieser Artikel mehrere Aspekte des KON- Wortes |J)ie Autorität der chrift ird ezug auf hre
zeptes „theologischen Tradition“. In Tradition Kraft definiert E{IWaSs un 11 en rufen
Ist UÜbereinstimmung autTregender und fundamentaler CINE aktive Definition die auf entwickelten Yneu-
als UDissens. Man kannn Teil Tradition werden und matologie beruht LDie Autorität der chrift wircd als Phä-
andere darin einführen BEN Konzept der sanctorum (OIN- zwischen der chrift und ihren | esern definiert

rın die ethische UDDimension christlicher ExXegese Wenn die Gemeinschaft die Kraft der biıblischen Bücher
MEeuUu ans MC | )Ieses Konzept IST VOT der ‚Wende ZUrTr erkennt die SIE als Schrift l est dann Schreı SIE ihr
Gemeinschaft“ unterscheiden die | der Debatte die Kraft dem Leben der Gemeinschaft auftfd die
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Weilse Gestalt geben, auf die SIE ın den Texten portral- intellektuellen oder praktischen Aktivität. Heutige LXe-
tiert ird 1 Jas usammenziehen dieser pneumatologisch mussen nicht NNUur die LxXegese der eiligen lesen,
organıisierten Darstellung der Autorität der chrift und der sondern göttliche Transformation willkommen
olle der Gemeinschafl der eiligen In ihr erzeugt eıne heißen SIE mussen auch lernen, ihre unverwechsel-
charfe Kritik beliebter Konzeptionen VOo Geschichte als hbaren Stimmen als Zeıtgenossen und Führer beim esen
eıner Abfolge VOT Epochen, die heutige Gläubige VO der Schrift hören. Wenn irgendeine Leitidee für
den Heiligen distanziert, die ihnen VOTaUsSSCSANSECN sind eıne | EeESEWEISE gibt, dann lautet SIE Versuche nıemals
| )ıese Kritik ruft auch eıne Bereitschaft hervor, über der eın moralisches Urteil, haue niemals eıne Argumentation
chrift „meditieren“, ıhr eıt geben 1es irft die auf oder verwende niemals die ibel für die Zwecke
rage auf, ob der wahre run für die moderne uC dieser Argumentation auf eıne Weilse, die dem eiligen

(jelst keinen Kaum |ässt.nach objektiven exegetischen ethoden, nach sicheren
und stabilen Interpretationsabläufen, auf der efürch- ULDer Artikel schlägt VOTr, dass folgender methodolo-
tung beruht, dass wır keine Zeıt für die geduldige AusS- SisC entscheidender Schachzug diese Betonungen tragt:
egung der chrift en Diese Schachzüge sind dazu Brock beginnt mit den Psalmen, aber [ut das nicht,
gedacht, die Fremdheit der Schrift bewahren, also indem f seIne eigene interpretative IC| anbietet, SOM
den Tendenzen des Menschen entgegenzuwirken, der dern indem er sIE quası M Aktion studiert: Fr eobach-
Fremdheit des Wortes entkommen. hne die HeTr- telt die Vege, auf denen die Vater die Psalmen ıim
ausforderung und mögliche Korrektur uUurc Christen dUus lasen, als Gelegenheit, die Psalmen in Aktion beobh-
anderen (enerationen leiben heutige Exegeten eian- achten, wWIEe SIE den intellektuellen, emotionalen und wil-
sEeNEC der chemata ihrer eigenen Zeit, ın ihren interpre- lensmälßigen Horizont derjenigen formten, die Im Singen
atıven Gewohnheiten d wıe he! jeder anderen des Fthos (‚ottes geü

ABSTIRACTI tıon of whether the rea| [EASOTM for the modern for
objective exegetical methods, for cafe and stahle e

Responding the second part of Singing the Fthos of dures of interpretation, rests that do not
Cod, his analyses everal aspects of the Concept of have tiıme for Datıent Scripture. These

‘theological tradition’. In tradition agreement IS IMOTre Are intended DrESCIVE the strangeness of Scripture,
exciting and ftundamental than disagreement, IS SOMNE- thwart human tendencies CESCaAPE the strangeness of
ing that Can become Dart of, and Car introduce the Word Without the cChallenge and possible COTTeC-
others ınto. The Concept of the sanctorum COMMUNIO tıon DV Christians through the generations, O-

the ethical reach of Christian exegesIis. This IS rarYy remaın prisoners of the schemata of their
be distinguished from the ‘turn cCommunıity' that dSC, In their interpretative ASs much In arı y other

has hbecome Dopular In the scripture and ethics debate intellectual Or practical activity. Contemporary Christian
SINCE the Ta 980s IT suggests understanding of must not only read the exegesis of the saılnts,
the church d verbI, of the Word but In order Inviıte divine transformation, MUST learn
Scriptural authori IS efined ın of ItSs A hear their distinctive VOICES contemporaries and
author and ring lıfe, actıve definition resting guides Iın eading Scripture. there IS aNY ulding idea

developed DNeuUuMatology. The authori of Scripture for such reading, it IS attempt moral judgement,
IS described d$ phenomenon In hbetween Scripture rgument, Or USE the ible for the DUTDOSC of
and Its readers. When the communıIty re-Cognises the the former, In WdY that does noTt leave for the
Wof the 1DIICa 00IC they read d Scripture, Holy Spirit.
they acknowledge ıt d having the W give shape The suggests that methodologically decisive

their OW lives In the vVe WdY ıt IS portraye In the INOVE sustaılns these emphases. Brock begins ith the
T[EexXTSsS UDrawıing together this pneumatologically organised Psalms, yel does not DY offering his OW interpretative
aCCount of scriptural authori and the role of the COTN- take hut rather studies them, t WerTC, ın operation':
munlon of saınts within ıt generates sharp critique of watching the WdY In IC the athers prayerfully read
opular conceptions of history d$S of epochs them d opportunity watch the Psalms In operation,
distancing Contemporary hbelievers from the saınts who d$ they shaped the intellectual, emotional and volitional
have SUNEC hefore It also calls or willingness f  med- horizon of those who became adep In singing the ethos
ıtate Scripture, gıve ıt time 1hıis ralses the YUCS- of God

Tradıtion agreemen enacted CIM that delıghts An entertaıns, should NOT
What Call be expected of comment1ng, also ASSUTIIE that all exerc1se such 4S thıs ould be

book“* 1n whıich OLIC O€s NOTLT find much 1sSa- tedious A best? hıs assumptıon WOU. however,
SAICC wıth>? I after all A4SSUTNMNNC that IT 1S CV1t1- M1SS crucı1al insıght that Brıian TOC offers us In
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hıs Sınging the Ethos of God the whole proJect IS Journeyıng into the strange 1IICW world
after all. drıven Dy the CONVICtION that what really 15 of the Bıble
excıting 15 NOLT dısagreement but agrecmtNt. More rst observatıon that IMpresses ıtself the
demandıng AaN! TMNOTC interesting then dwellıng reader about the WaYV the chapters work togetherdısagreement 15 find urt how ıf Can be that ındı- 4S whole and rather successfully in OP1N-viduals, people anı generations, for all theır dıffer- 10N 15 thıs: Ihe rSt part NOT only 1VvES useful
C  „ find themselves ın agr CEMECNL thıngs that of Varl0Ous COMNC wıth
really HAT TIo believe agrecmCNt 15 LLOTC exXcıting the “Bıble-and-ethics’ problem, ıncludıng point-and tundamental than dısagreement 15 Just another S 45 where precıisely the shortcomıngs of each
WaY of sayıng that there 15 such thıng 4S tradıtiıon, ındıvıdual approach AIC; 1fs partıcular value lıes

form of agrccmcnt wısh be part of. in gO1INg beyond the COMLNLMMONN "SUrVeYy' standard
Sıngimg the Ethos of God defines *tradıtion’ PIC- Dy revealıng the hıdden commonalıtıes of these

cisely ın such “ understand tradıtıon A approaches. Central the maılınstream approaches
enacted torm of agreement‘ (100) such enacted that Brock FeEVIEWS 15 NOLT thıs that iındıyvıdual
agr CCeMECNT sustaıned Ver time, Brock hastens shortcoming, but shared of CsStTANZSCMCNL
add, tradıtıon 15 also what makes those OMENTS from Scripture that these approaches ın VAarlıous
of dısagreement that (IIGCHT wıthın ICS Stiream both WaVS all C
poss1ible AN! productive. But the emphasıs remaıns Brock’s z suggest10n, however the lesson

he thınks eed learn from the churchagreement: “Iradıtion 15 ftorm of agreemcnt
Into whiıich ıntroduce people’ (100) aAM OUT- athers he interrogates 15 precisely that INUST

abstaın from WING from the 5tmng ENESS of the Wordselves, ASs thınk should hasten adı SINCE
( Al only 1ssueEe al iınvıtatıon tradıtıon According Brock, abstaın from al y

from wıthın. attempt thıs STraNZCNCSS, whether by
bulldıng hermeneutical bridges, DV reducıng theshall Inquıre iInto the NAatLliire of thıs C“

that call *tradıtion" below AN! of the Bıble’s authorıty (as ıberal ACCOUNTS
tend tO) by sımply 1gnNOorng the estrangemcntmyself Ar thıs point wıth the prelımınary conclu-

S10N that whatever the reader INaYy find wantıng 1ın altogether (as bıbliıcıst ACCOU tend to) Rather, d

the athers anı 1_uther in partıcular understoodBrock’s book wıll AaVE be
well, eed accept the foreignness’ of Scripturefault, NOT result of the predictable boredom that

allegedly wıth LOO much agreement. Given AS the genNuNE workıng of the Holy Spirıt
eventually Iure usSs Into 1tSs Strange 1IC world hısstated points of agreement wıth Brock AaNı! the

complexıty of hıs CX 111 do lıttle LLIOTC than Strange L1ECW world 15 scrıptural COSI110S5 where
those addressed ATC saved through and transtormed

COMMECNT upON what find partiıcularly eXCIUNG ın DY verbum alıenum word that reaches themthe DA an those insıghts that strıke 4A5 Par- from outsıde of themselves, IMNCSSASC that theyticularly productive for turther development. 111 could NOLT AVe iınvented told themselves: °From
do maınly DYy focusıng ON the book’s sect10ons theır |the fathers’| Psalm CXCZECSIS WC learn that the

Augustine and Luther. which certaıniy cOonst1- fore1ignness of the Bıble properly understood, 15
CFEG the eArft of the book NOTLT only 1n of the fore1gnNNeSSs of ıfe ın the Spirıt wıthın which
the respect1ve weıght and length of the materı1al, faıth awakens dıscover ıtself” (XIXbut also ın of where they direct the reader’s Central the problem of the CsStrANZCMCNL of
AaWarecnecss an interest. Ihe chapters the CXC- (JUT moral discourses from Scripture 1S, AS under-
getical praxXIıs of Augustine an ] uther AL framed stand Brock, that 1t 1$ essentially estrangemenNtby chapters that analyse the relatıve of OUTr of the eCAart. We MaYy lıken the problem I11aTr-

CONLEMPOFALV “Bıble-and-ethics’ debate AaN! the rage 1n emotıionally barren times. Whıle there st11l
correspondıng praxıs iIt CI1SUCS, the 11C hand, eX1IST forms of CO-CXISTCENEE. of cOommuUNICAtION 2881
and, the other hand, by A concludıng chapter intercourse, wıth the conNNectıOoN f souls eing
that SOINC Trst 1n applyıng the les- lost, all such other ftorms ATC Oun become T1IE-
SO11S earnt from the richer praxXIıs of the athers tle eventually. Ihe problem of the estrangeMCNt of
ut the ESSONS themselves S D u maınly found 1ın the the souls CAaNNOLT remaın AN! be kept external
chapters under the headıng "Listening the SA1Nts these other spheres of engagement Ar least NOLT

encountering the ethos of Scripture”. for vVC long
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One instructıve CAasc 1n pomnt regardıng the he had learnt in hıs Manıchean communıtYy, such
relatıonshıp" between the Scriptures and theır for the Old lestament and other modes
readers 15 presented iın Augustine’s Confessuons, in of hıghly selectıve AaN! 1d10syNCratıc readıng. He
which the Afrıcan, 4A5 Brock puts ıt 1O Sa how communıtıes Ca  z blınd uSs Scr1p-
hıs ‘Journey Into Scripture‘ (X) in It: the famous CUrc, makıng 1T iınaccess1ble’ P a
auto-biographer tells the tale of hıs CONVvers10N AS We Cd  3 comfortably PUL thıs insıght in the lan-
OC fundamentally of moral rather than ıntellec- ZUAHC ofReformatıon theology: 1o understand the
tual estrangemen « Although Augustine describes hurch AS verbi, CrCALe of the Word, aM
hıs personal discovery wıth StroNg prerogatıve NOLT the other WaYy round the word Aas CrFCALHTE of

the moral aSpCCL, cshould NOT LOO quickly the church marks profound dıfference ftrom the
4ASSUMC that the iıntellectual AN! moral dımens1i0ns °turn communıty that has became popular 1ın the
AT necessarıly in competition\ Estrangement “Scripture and Ethıics’ debate Ssince the mıd S,
15 always 4S complex AS the relatıonshıp ıtself. when the insıght W as haılled that the authorıty of

the Bıble CANNOT be ONC 1n aM of the book ıtselt .Although It mıght el make ıtself telt in PaL-
tiıcularly paınful WaAY 1n ONC peculıar I'CSPCCt (such that 15 1n abstraction from the beliıeving U-
Aa the moral One), should NOT ınfer trom thıs NItY. Whiıle thıs W as certamly valıd pomt make,
that, 1ın princıple, WE Can understand (intellectu- the that Brock labels “ommuUNItaArıanN
ally) another PCISON wıthout posıtionıng ourselves ethıcs’ often lacked theologıcal LESOUTCECS dıs-
properly (morally) towards the ther. ıtself from LNOTC far-reachıng claıms 4S they

Losing soul connection become WETE assoc1ated wıth post-modern agesthetics of
estranged in all other also ıntellectual, perception. lo the degree 1n which the perspective
emotıional, moral. In character1sıng what appene of the latter W AaSs adopted, the turn cCommunıty
in an through Augustine’s COnNvers10n, Brock PCI- appeared suggest that the belıeving communıty
ceptively PDULTS thıs SAaINıc INtriNsıc connection 1ın ıtself W as ‘bestow” authorıty the book hıch
posıtıve “ T hıs God-given delıght ın God led ıt tOoOk be nNnOormatıve. The Janguage of “bestowal”
hım [ Augustine | wıth ever-ıncreased JOoV Scr1p- “ascr1ption’ in regards the peculıar authorıty of
CUure, especılally the Psalms, an hıs prayıng of the Scripture nourıshed the miıstaken assumption that
Psalms kındled genumNeE love tor God that DUL IT could CGVEeET be the church’s resolution OTr dec1ısıon
flıght hıs untruth, deceıt, an vanıty (X) aCCCDL the Bıble A authorıty anı thereby estab-

In other words, what Augustine ftound hımself ısh 1T in the YST place.
gifted wıth 1ın hıs newly-found delıght ın Scripture HOWeVver CVCIN the PTOCCSS of so-called °CANnONI-
W as AT the S41711C time the Overcomıng, of hıs iıntel- satıon’ WAaS, 1n fact NOLTL decısıon made DYy al y
lectual, volıtıonal An moral CSr angemen from eccles1astıical authorıty AS regards which ındıyıdual
It o have PUL Hes  2 eart arıght needs COMIC books cshould 1Into the‘but merely A PTOC-
first, ut thıs 15 NOL prioritisıng of the emotıonal CsSS of publıc recCognıtion of the number of SCI1P-
VCLT other human aculties. In bıblıcal 5 the tural wrıtings that had long PDIOVCDN authoriıtatıve
‘heart‘ 15 NOT ıtself human faculty (as represented for the Congregatıons of the ecumenı1cal Church.
DY sıngle organ), but rather I‘CPI'CSCHtS the "pOSI- communıtarıan model (at least when NOT

tiıoned-ness’, the Orlıentatıon of all human faculties chastened pneumatologically), ON the other hand,
AS IT 1$ given ın AL1LY human being.* WOU NOT only underestimate the degree hıch

commMUNItIıES A susceptible corruption in theır
habıts of interpreting,“ but also profoundly M1ISUN-uthor1ı iın between)’: beyond the

communitarıan turn
derstand the of scrıptural authorıity. Whıle
certaınly NOLT ındependent f the respective COIM-

Ihe promınence of the example of Augustine’s munıtıes of belıevers, the authorıty of Holy Scr1p-
bıographical ‘Journeyıng Into Scripture’ ın Brock’s Lure CAaNNOT be sa1d be IIC Nnction of the
book indıcates that Sınging the Ethos O;  0 15 NOLT collectıve 111 of those communıtıes; an whıle
advocatıng “ommunıtarıan model of Scr1p- scrıptural authorıty 15 NOT iımmediıately gıven wıth

an ethıcs in which the mode of readıng 15 ALLY inert qualıities Gr the FE (1ts inerrancy ack
determıned maınly exclusıvely by the habıts of of ınner contradıcti10ns, aAM V other such affectıo
the readers’ COMMUNItTY. As OC remınds us, 1ın scrıpturae), IT 15 NOL separable ftrom the LGXT either.
becomiıing (hrıstian, Augustine had learn The authorıty of Scripture 15 est described AS5
rıd hımself of the habıts of readıng the Bıble whıich phenomenon In between between the book AaAn
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1TS readers Not belonging eıther of them exclu- tional horızon of those who became adept 111 SINS-
sıvely, scrıptural authorıty 15 what happens wıthın INg the ethos of GOod
the eNngagemMECN of ONEC wıth the other when the Ft- 415 Study 1ı111 Chrıiıstian moral heology that
IX the of the bıblıcal aVE undertaken DYy WaY of al analysıs of the
books whiıch they read N Scripture 4A5 the practxces of the Chrıstian exegetical tradıtiıon..

SAIVC shape theırz Iıves the VC WaYV 1L 15 Ihe contempor arV academ1c Bıble an ethıcs
portrayed the dıscussıon largely determıned DYy the

Authorıity word derived from the Latın AUC- of honw Scripture mıght be understood
FOV1LEAS lıterally authorship, the A moral guı1de PrCDaCINS for rather
Or lgl[]iit€ AaN! NNg ıfe And 1L 15 wholly than 1L In domng, such LreaArmMeEeNTS
pr1&te understand the authority of Scripture rarely glımpse the poss1bilıty that miıghtaccordıngly 4A5 the author the lıfe STO- be torm of DTralsc XV)
L1CS5 of those who read 1T perceptively aM obedi- Spirıtual iNSTIruciion inevıtablv Jearnıng DYent]y, 4S enable them eventually lıve theır
lıves indıvıdually and communallv AS ‘Performing unlearnıng adopting LIC  S thıngs by FCeNOUNCINS

old HCS What then, accordıng Brock, ATC thethe Scriptures’ attıtudes an prejudıices that eed be
an unlearned? Prıme AaMONSSLT them 15

what he calls the modern obsession wıth method’Doxologies an ntı doxologies
X111) AS 1T 15 characterised DYy beljief 1 $S$-But what then O€es 1L 111Call read Scripture

appropriately: hat 15 how A read Scrıp INS, objectıvıty an control|l Since the Scriptures
refuse be sSummarısed objectified and put underAL WdYy hıch O€s NOL undermıne Dut rather

reflects DProOpCI understandıng of 1CS authority: 1nterpretatxve control the challenge AL hand 15

SIVC the attempt fit the Bıble 1NTO PIC-The aAaL1SWCT that SInging the Ethos of God
15 thıs read Scripture 111 congenal ashıon conce1ved moral UN1IVEISC X11

remedy for the ımpoverıshment that hasdo 4S } torm of PFalsc CIE "doxologı-
cal hıch 15 archetypically demonstrated (CHIIE be assoc1ated wıth the of modern

and 1CS L1ICW that has been organısedthe communal chantıng of the Psalter Praise 15

ıtself already morally qualified AS Brock draws around number of hıistorical erıitical methods
Brock the followıngfrom readıng ] uther 11 partıcular 111 that FalSıns

God inevıtably ımplıes the acknowledgement of lo combat the modern obsession wıth method
IT sinfulness an neediness 4A5 ell 4S rcpCNL- approach thıs exegetıical tradıtıon AS5 CLd-

INS of and abstainıng trom the anı doxologıes dıcably sOc1al wıthın which Wa

that abound AL anı y LiImMeEe hıstorv an COIMN- learns practical skılls of handlıng, aAM ADPFODI1A-
stantlv us 1NLO another SOTT of SONS t1ng Scripture Xal
eiıther denouncıng .0d’s bountıiful CYGE42110171 AS5 the And he thıs DY watch-

of al possıble worlds an makıng OUr PFa1SC INne the Aa1NTfs mterpret Scripture hıs approach 15
dependent AIVC and take rationale IT- ap  Ooprı1ate 4S PDIOVCS be 111 keeping wıth the
INS the thanks wed the Cireator DY SaAaV1INS CO tradıtıon itself
eb world histOory, human excellence all mMYy OW

For mıllennı1a Israel an the church AVUE NOLTwork (210 252) gathered around methodologıcal agree MECNT ofSınce the Psalms ATC amongst dıvıne offers
en definıtıve translatıon Cannn IHev AVeASSIST human DEINSS abstaın from entorced
translated, read. argued, and gat EFE tor W OI -doxologıes aın theır tatal moral CONSCYUCHICCS

Sıngıing the Ethos of God along, wıth the tathers shıp around STOUD of thev called Scr1p-
E, which functioned Or1ent theır PFal1SC ofıdentifies the Psalter AS the est possıble place

begın. In methodologically dec1ısıve IMNMOVC, TOC God and .Od’s works (x111)
beg1ns wıth the Psalms, y€t OCes HOT DYy Offer- Since Dy L1O0W the critical force of Brock”
IS hıs OW 1nterpretatwe take, but rather studıes approach cshould VE become ODVIOUS IT WONLL

SCCI1H seful take closer O0k AL number ofthem, AS 1T WEIC, 1ın operation': watching the WdY
whıch the athers prayerfully read them AS all famılıar yet problematıc attıtudes ASSUMPLIONS and

LYy watch the PSalms 111 OPCI'ZIUOII d prejudıces that Brock’s AGCC challenges explic-
they shaped the iıntellectual emotıonal and volı- ıtly 9)6 ımplıcıtly
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Whıiıch exeges1s? Whose naivete>? Fathers precursors? Against the
TSE such prejudice ould be 4ASSUTNIC that belief in "epochs’

pre-modern eXCDESIS W d Nalıve GV sımplıstıc. second belief be abrogated when sıngıng the
Watching Brock 4S he 1$ watchıing the athers do ethos of God 1n the WaY Brock commends, 1S,
theır theologıcal CXpOSIt1ONS of the Psalms 15 thera- ugSgCSL, the belıef 1n the ıdea of the EDOC: Ihıs
peutıc 1n thıs regard, 4A5 It gu1des the reader 1nto ıdea reckons wıth of “ages’ that Cal

world of bold AaN! excıting theological dıscoverıes explaın DYy reference theır respective typıcal char-
that amply demonstrate how subtle an sophıstı- acter1st1ics. Knowledge of such characteristics will,
cated pre-modern CXCSECSIS could be Confronted ın cCurn  „ permıit uUus explaın ourselves ındıyvıdual
wıth surplus of theologıcal insıghts CVCLY PaSc authors OVEMENT wıthın aV partıcular OIlC

such ALC the basıs of what thınk WCe) NOWthat draws Augustine’s an Luther’s scrıptural
eXpOSs1t10NsS, ATIC actually provoked INtOo askıng of the respective epoch 1ın general.
whether 1T 15 NOL OUTr CONTCEMPOT: arV CXCDECSIS that Ihe dıffıculty wıth thıs ıdea 15 that 1T defles theo-

logıcal convention. IO 1n conversatıon wıthrepresents notable reduction ofcomplexıty: could
iIt be that the Str1VINg for stra1ıghtforward methods the saınts, AS Brock and practices in Sing-

Ing the Ethos of God, take ser10usly theAn satfe methodological grounds reflects NOLT only
the desıre for TMOTC objective, but also for less COIM- notion of COMMUMNLO SANCLOYTUM 4S cOomMmMmMUN1ON

that “works’ OLT only synchronically but also dıa-plex WAaVS of readıng? chroniıcally NOLT only contemporaneously wıthınBrock QUOLCS 1 uther ın A revealıng and CONVICT-
ıng STatemen (convıctıng us, that 1S NOT Futher). g1ven peri0d but also ACTOSS5 dıfferent per10ds of

time. Ihe creedal belıef iın the Communıty of SA1nNtsCommenting Psalm 1 “Blessed 15 the INan
wh; meditates the |aw day and nıght”, 1 uther thus undermiınes the ıdea of hıstory 4S SCUYUCNH-

t1a1 ser1es of 'ages’ (antıquıty, carly, hıgh and lateremarks: mıddle AYCS, modernıtYy, er . It undermınes belıef
We take the 1EMOST Carc that do NOT 1in epochs that dIC complete an rounded A each
quickly belheve OUr Wn iıdea aın that MUST O1VES WdYy the respect1ve NECXT, thus allowıngexpound Scripture 1n all humıilıty AN! LE VEIELICC, the DreEVIOUS epochs be defined, explained an
because Scripture 1$ the STONEC of offence AN! superseded DY the respect1verock of scandal tor those wh: ALı 1n hurrYy. But We Cal only belıeve either 1n epochs 1ın tradı-
Scripture that rock Into pools of t10N, and those who confess the COMMMUNLUON SANC-
for those wh. meditate the law of the Lord EOYUM certamnly do the latter. Wıthın framework
(184) of hıstory AS ALl unfoldıng of epochs,

he Hebrew LE that 15 translated Ere by “Medi- athers such 4S Augustine Luther could only be
tatıng" chewıing, chantıng ıNn of iınterest AS DVECUFVSOVS hıstorıical fAgures that Can

an need be explaıned 1ın Order tor us betterINULMIMUCLINS of what 1$ read: hence uther ASSOC1-
understand how e COMNIC be who ATAaTtes thıs practice wıth patıence, hıch 1S urther
er the auspiCes of 80l epochalıst understand-endorsed DYy the addıtion of nıght an day TIhe

problem tor modern readers of thıs STATEMECNT 1S, of Ing of historYy, INavy ell study such fgures of
the past wıth I'CSPCCt (31. EGEVCIN affection, but suchCOUTISC, that 1T ould be hard deny that ıf there homage 15 effectively motivated DYy OUr desıreW3AS CVWI generatıon or readers in hurry, IT MUST

beiWould it. therefore, be wholly INnapproprI1- explaın in order understand, LNOTC precisely,
explaın them in order understand ourselves. WeAT speculate that the rea] [TCasOonn for Our

for objective methods, for safe AN! stable K
thınk that ıf Can decıpher the patterns, CasO115s5
AaN!®accordıng hıch they thought thedures of interpretation, 15 that AdIC notor10usly WaYV they thought, acted the WaYV they acted. andin d hurry? hat (thınk WC) do NOT Aave time read the Scripture the WaYV they read 1T (applyıngftor the SOTIT or patıent Scripture AN! Its theır 'pre-modern hermeneutics‘); 111 be betterworld that Luther and Augustine thought be the placed Sa y whi dIC AS those who ınherıted,condıtion SINE JUA NON tor OUTr dıscovering an tap- adopted (T abandone: theır WaVS 1n partıcularpıng the richness of Scriptural instruction”? configurations.

In thıs attıtude, what confess-
ıng the COMMMUNLO entaıl for OUr CHNSHAHC-
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MENtE wıth those wh. lıved an thought before us” be transftormed Ihe latter CAasc 15 certamnly SEA“
Perceived 4A5 Aa1nts amongst SAa1lnts these Hgures matıcal *dıvıne PaSSıVC the transformatıon
of the past ATC understood torm °the cloud of be HICI thınkıng of thıngs d resultıng from
WIENESSES (Hebrews 1) EeNHNENt: brothers an intensihed effort by the human mınd ıtself
1Sters wh. Can be interrogated wıth the G* LCW mınd Call only be gıft part and parce] of the
atıon that they aVC somethıng tell us today. kaıne htisıs Od’s of LE humanıty,
Fathers (and mothers) of the church do NOT UE that the 1mperat1ve Canl only HGa that IT 15 S -

past be explaıned but De lIıstened 5Sd watch OUuUTt tor ‚Od’s actw1ty of
Instead of being separated from uSs DYy wıde AT Yet the ınıtıal call syschematızesthe has d PasSsSıvc
ugly dıtch of HIStOrY, athers aAM mothers 111 taıth LOO hıch indıcates 4S James Dunn PUL IT
ASSUTMIC moral iıntellectual anı affective equı1dıs- the reCORNITUON of force whiıch moulds

Uus which 15 the work of the Holy Spirıt character an conduct an whiıch thıs ADC CXCI-

ogether wıth us thev form what DPaul conce1ved C1ses’ Maınstream pattcms of thought A1C ub1g-
AS COTIMNMMUNNON of dıscernment Romans 2) U1LOUS an powerful that don CVEn FCECOSNIZC
that al Brock puts 1T In thıs theır iınfÄuence they aV become SO of second

skın useven| the dıscıples ÜV advantage ATC all
contempor arıcs wıth Chrıst" (X1X) How then O€s the Spirıt break through thıs

second skıin an help us learn the schemata
of the age? Ihe example that DPaul hımseltf D1VCSReadıng agamst the schemata of thıs CONTEXT 15 related the church 4A5 Dbodv

OUr ADC of Christ What the envısıoned transtormatıon
Speakıng of the modern belief ADCS that defies “d1ısordered’” thınkıng about

theologıcal understandıng ATY of COIN- the relatiıonshıp of members each other AN!
VEISINS amongst the SAa1Nfs 1T 15 1ITONIC OM how the whole body, AaN! partıcular hyperbhronemn
aul the SAI1LIC CONTEXT of Romans speaks f thınk ITI HE hıghly of oneself
ur being entrapped the schemata of thıs A In of our relatıng PIC modern
BYy thıs 1072 DPaul O€es NOLT refer the part1cu— Can 110 SCC how the eed ftor transformatıon
Iar hıstorıical COM XT whiıch he an hıs readers and lıberation from the otherwiıse ırresistıble sche-
Iıyved AN! which mıght be obsolete today. but Maa of OUTr ADC of which DPaul speaks S1-

ANVY pas presecnt ıN! future) CAPDCIICHECC of COIN- cally Iınked wıth the afırmatıon and A PI'CCIEUIIOI]
CM POrANCILY and the short sıghtedness an aCcCk of of gener atı1ıONS aAM theır readıng of Scrip
eritical dıstance that wıth COUTr LILLMMETSIO 1 Lure
1T 1 uther aVC been acutely of the

IDIS NOLT be conformed thıs world Lime but hermeneutical iımplıcatıons that Pauliıne eccles1i0l1-
be transtormed Dy the of YOUF PECICCD- would aVe that reckons wıth the church ASs

LVof dıscernment which lıves DV the lıb-\8(0)8! that yOU IMaV dıiscern whart 15 the 111 of
God what 15 xo0od anı acceptable AN! perfect that the gospel affords from the schemata

of the COMFor DYy the SIVCO Sa y OC

yYOU NOT thınk of yourself 1LLIOTIC hıghly SCEC. SOMMNIC thıngs that blessed Augustıine dıd
OT Sa the other hand NOW that othersthan yYOU ought thınk because W though

IMa V, S 11C DOody 1111 C Arıst. and indıvıdualliv wıll CC INa y thıngs that do NOLT S What
members OIC of another (Rom ısD, transla- do A but be of mutual help

mıne). OINC another AaAn forgıve those wh fall
In thıs DaASSASC aul UMMMONS the COMMUNI ourselves have already tallen ATC about
transformatıon whıch entaıls the abdıcatıon of the
schemata of thıs world AS result of the renewal We NOTGCE that 1 uther understands the COINIMNU
of the mınd Thıs renewal of the mınd 15 LICCCS- 10 Of ıınter preters NOLT onlv AS mutually enrichiıng
Sar V, the schematısıng of the 'Ihe but also 4A5 eed of mutual fOrg1ving, GVl
Greek 15 syschematızesthe lıterally, do NOLT be all inter pr CLaLIVE CONMNFEXE and that he PEICCIVECS
made { M4 } o wıth the schemata of thıs CO  S: Here the the S1ITULAaLIiON of hımself AI hıs L1mMe 4S 1nterpr CL-
DAaSSIVC 15 110 less 111 place than 1T 15 111 the CT of Scripture AS OLIC of those wh. dAd1C about
subsequent call be transtftormed let yourselves £a1l° Wıthout the challenge Aanı! possıble COTTEC-
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t10N through the athers and other generat1ons, argument, O ındeed, the uUus«c of the Bıble for
remaın prisoners of the schemata of IL ilgC 1n the PULDOSC of the former, whıch O€es NOLT leave
ur interpretative habıts AS much AS 1n ther for the Holy Spirıt. ANY mode of readıng the
iıntellectual practical 3.SPCCt. I hıs 15 why It 15 PIC- Bıble of comıng conclusıon Judgementcısely the perce1ved "strangeness’ of Scripture an 1n the COMNFTE XT of Chrıiıstian moral reasonıng, should
Ö Past generat1ons hıch 15 the kev help us dıs- therefore LGSE ıtself 4A5 whether IT confronts (T

ourselves from COUur Wn Dlases OTr epistemo- rather conforms wıth the ets1 SpPLrLEMS 'ANCLIUS
logıcal anı moral short-sıghtedness. Itf “honour’ NON daretur (“as ıf the Holy Spırıt W as NOL g1ven')the Salınts DY interrogatıng theır WwIıtness wıth Ihe ıdea of leavıng tor the Spirıt MaYy
OPCH mınd, exploring theır dıfferent VIEWS and sound ıke 1G anı DIOUS suggestion, but 1t 15
argumeNnts, ATC invıted take theır oddness 4S actually rather crıitical NOL polemical wıth reSPECLInvıtatı1ıon learn SCC OUr OW oddness PCI- number of (apparently) DIOUS attıtudes AN!
haps AS for the YSTt time. Conversing wıth them, dısposı1t10ns. Bıblicıst modes ofusıng the Bıble for
then, I11CAaNs lıstening theır VO1CES 4S addressing example, do VC well wıthout the pırıt Whiıle the
us today, instead of explaınıng AWAY the potential Spirıt 15 usually accounted for 1ın such approaches,challenge they mıght I‘CP['CSCIIt us To mark 1n that he 15 presumed VE CCn infÄuential
the MNCC agaln: the Jogıc of epochs anı for the comıng INnto being of the sacred LEXL. such
PICCUFSOTS eradıcates the otherness of the fathers. approaches nevertheless tend 4S5SUT1N1C that the
Iheır SLITANZCNECSS 15 NOL permıitted challenge UuS, dıvinely inspıred and iınfallıble LEXT 15 fully
AS only allow IT revea|l the degree 1n whıich g1ven INtTO human hands, where 1T only needs be
they WEeEIC  , 45 1T WETIC, challenged DV pre-enlıght- accurately quoted, properly applıed an obeyed. At
ened Patterns of perception, superst1tion, chrıisto- thıs point, the Spirıt INaYy be invoked for second
logıcal supersess1ion1sm and other such instances HME 4S SOTT of in the background that
of anachroniıstic pathology. In such perspect1iVe, all DZOCS el]l ın the PTFOCCSS; but agaın the PTrOC-when theır dıfference from uS 15 acknowledge @6S S of applıcatıon ıtself 15 easıly assumed be
and stressed, they remaın eventually an essentially waterproof, self-explanatory anı mechanıcal that
us; insofar theır being dıfferent 15 Just another there 15 hardly ALLY real Dreathıng eft tor the
1L1CaNs of explaınıng us ourselves 1n reassurıng Spirıt. However, thıs ‘pneumatological deism.. A
I8n ofwhat managed leave behind. would call e 15 rather wıdespread and DY I[NCanlls

exclusıve bıblıcıst
Other UuSCcC the Bıble DV fromRoom for the Spirıt: agalnst rather opposıte ıdeological quarter dIC often NOpneumatological deism less deıst 1n pneumatological FrCSPECL. THhey seek

lo understand OnNeEsCH. in CONLrAaST, A part of d follow theır WI1 waterproof procedure of, SaV,lıvıng tradıtıon whıich 15 conceıved an kept alıve A deducıng moral conclusıons from ser1es of Syl-coherent CONversatıon AC1OSS5 generations through lOog1st1c operat1ons based mora|l maxıms such 4A5
the AYCS, 1S, of, bold claım that eed the categorıcal ımperatıve. G0d’s lıyvıng Spirıt Will;

understand AS resting specıfic AaN! quıte however, be caught an domesticated)demandıng CONVICt1ION. Tradıtion lıvely Lrans- ıIn the letter that Or IN the proceduregenerational cCONversatıon 15 only intellıg1ıble when tollow. He rema1ıns forever external An free, quiteAasSe| the pneumatological cCOnNvıctiıon that 1T 15 in the WaV 1n which an 1n accordance wıth whiıich
the SAaInNC Spirıt whi has drıven theır eXCgESIS an the doctrinal tradıtıon has spoken of the Spirıt’slıfe wıtness, whıi 15 callıng us today. It 15 only thıs personal qualıties: hıs reedom address I8N V1a
SadInc Spirıt who makes thıs cConversatıon possıble, the external word, hıs OW 111 ın opposıtıonmeanıngful AaN! CVCN ımperatıve. wiull, hıs WaVs beyond Ur ımagınatıon, an

At thıs pomnt, ould CVCEH suggest that 1T 15 torth
such pneumatological iımperatıve that drıves the ANnYy pneumatologıcal deısm that the
whole Brock projJect. As the book amply demon- Spiırıt be part’ of an operatıon perform, AS A
Strates, Can learn chıngs trom the athers u the background iınvısıble stable
and theır bıblıcal wıtness. ut r there 15 SO of DaSsıs, 1$ eventually rooted 1n trıumphalıst under-
'methodological’ IMaster rule that Can adopt standıng of OUur sıtuatıion: the spırıt wıth us, insıde
from Ur engagıng them, IT wıll A be thıs us 10 presumption that fuelled DIOUS spırıtualıst

ISVTr the centurıes AS ell ASs VersS1O0NsLICVCT atternpt moral Judgement, mountıng of
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of ıberal cultural Protestantısm Is 1T perhaps thıs but rather chıme wıth the larger CONVECOT-

(unrecognızed) trıumphalıst miısunderstandıng of SAatıon that the Christian theologıcal tradıtıon
the Spirıt that thınk ‘have wıthın us always Augustine ] uther an other repr CSCNTALLVES of
wıth us aM behind us that makes us belıeve PTO- the tradıtıon wıth whom ATIC tamılıar ATIC then
cedures ODEVATO an which 15 ultımately ınvıted feed A 1E WG OUTr thoughts ınsıghts an
accountable for the obsession wıth method’ that unSUOIIS W aV that allows the exegetc today
Brock takes 4A characterıistic of OUTr time? wıth her OW work Ihe hoc character of

OUT theır VO1ICCS 15 then precisely WdY
of methodologically account1ng for the reedom ofThe VO1C€ES of the Saınts an! the the Spirıt Engagıng the VO1CC5 of the athers ad hocof Scripture tor OUrz CXPOSIÜOI'I of Scripture has NO  ng

Brock’s WaYV of r CSISUIIg such A | trıumphalıst PHNCU- do wıth inter Pr CTAaLLVC lıberty arbıitrarıness but
matologıcal deısm 15 reckon wıth the of wıth what Brock calls posmomn ourselves wıthın
Scripture Just 4A5 he reckons wıth the VehGes of the the realm of Scripture realm whiıch 15
SAa1lNts lıving Its OUTr Catrs AaN! addresses us LNOTEC than the FGXT. AS 1L 15 the TEXT SONS
iınstead of being addressed DYy us 111 the YrSt place that NCOMDASSCS the VO1CCS and readıngs of N>
1CS of direction aAM COMMUNICALIVE DIrOWCSS OUS generanons together wıth OUT OW
CANNOT be domesticated 1INTO the ıdea of content‘ But wWhat needs be heard al y MOMECNLT
that Cal ILL1N1C MANASC 23i Master | 1 1Io reckon aM hıstorıcal CITrELUNMNAISTANGCE whiıich insıght of
wıth the of Scripture 15 of COM SE reckon hıch author wıthın the realm of enp:-
wıth the of God hımself through the Spirıt EUTE 15 be TOMUNCNCC (IUT hearıng
the author of the Scrıptures 'Ihe Hebrew Scr1p CAMNNOF be predetermıined It MUST be eft the
L[ures ATC paradıgmatıc for thıs understandıng, 4S VCLY dynamıc of the procedure the guildance of the
for Israel GOod AaN! the Torah WEIC iınseparable Ihe Holy Spiırıt
Torah W ASs NOT understood d SO ofproposıtional (Qur final observatıon 15 closely connected wıth
deposıt that God eft behind OIl the earth these pneumatological consıderatıons TIhere
but rather AS the of GOod AS God sec 11 be Strangc 1IICOIISIStCIICY Brock USC
the actual CUurnıng aAM addressing of hıs people f metaphors hıs describing of the Nature of hıs
I hıs 15 why the Psalms cshow the SAaMlCc unrestricted PFrOJECL On the ONC hand he speaks of Listening
DasSsSlıON an love tor the Torah AS W3Aas due God the Saılnts Encountering the Ethos of Scripture
hımself (Eart 11) AaNn! describes the exegetical tradıtıon AS

In the PrOCCSS of hıs WI)1 of select psalms socı1al WKWEOQUSTIC the other hand he SUu$-
the thırd Dart of the book P am Singing the Ethos what he 15 domg watchıng the SAa1NTfs er-

of God’) Brock draws insıghts that he gleaned pret Scripture’ Although the dıfference between
ftrom Augustine and Luther the second part of what INaYy Sa y respectively DV employıng eiıther
the book ( Lıistening the Saıints Encountering aural visual metaphors Can be rather signıfıcant
the OS of Scripture “ but nlv rather hoc SUSPCCt thıs of anguage 1 descr1bing
fashıon JUST A4AS R hım anıV MOMECNT the nNnature Ööf hıs PrOoJeCL 15 delıberate
In the chapters that analyse the athers CXC- Whether iıntended NOLT DYy the author would

of the Psalter Brock made the attcempt lıke offer the followıng CONSTITLUCHVE inter preta-
hıghlıght theır characterıist1ic conceptual L10N of the 1IICOIISIStCHCY. What thınk
regard an identify CErTFai methodological ground Brock 15 actually domg thıs book 15 watching the
rules (184) But he CSISTS applyıng these insıghts SAa1NTfs 1nterpr et Scripture AN! what he ıntends
and rules methodiıcally straıghtforward fashıon Dy domg the ftormer 15 lısten theır VO1CCS AS
when 1T hıs COW) 111 the final part thev address us today. Atchıng the SAa1nTtfs d-
of the book Rather than dırectly emulatıng the 8(0)8!| 15 work that Can and needs be One
athers TOC CNSASCS them hıs WIN ICS OW OpCratıiVe r1SOUF AN: transparency: DV WdY
CONVeErsatiOnNn wıth the bıblıcal 1ENEss He CNSAHZCS of analysıng theır typıcal 0)8 SUrPCMSINS and
theır CONVCISINS wıth Scripture hıs z CO11- HA  CS Al DYy NaAMNS the ıinter pretat1ve PI1ID-
VEIrSINS wıth Scripture I hıs approac 15 take T cıples that Cal make OULT 4S underlyıng theır CXC-

iıntended make theır VO1CC5S5 heard WdY that getical I.ıke A 21PPI'CIIUCC wh. looks VCT
15 NOT guided Dy the COMPAIC Judge the shoulder of hıs OTr her NMaster INAY wısh
explaın otherwiıse aAccommMOdate theır contrıbu- C ourselves DV emulatıng these develop

EJT 133



BERND VWVANNENWETSCH

the skılls WE observe wıth them.: an torth Notes
Ihe master-apprentice model of learnıng DY Ihıs 15 All edıted vers1on of presented the

emulatıng 1S, however, NOL sufficiıent. ‘Watching‘ Annual Book olloquıium of the Kırby aıng Instı-
the SAa1nNts interpret Scripture describing theır 1fe tor Chrıstian Ethics (KLICE), Iyndale House,

Cal only be preparıng the WaYy for the Cambrıidge, 3Z- eptember 2008
task of actually "Uistening the VO1CES of the Salnts Brıan FOC) 5Singıng the 0S0 the place of

Christian Ethics In Scripture Grand Rapıds: Eerd-45 they SINS the ethos of God lıstening the
VO1CES of the Salnts 4S they SINg the ethos of God ManNns, Page references ın the TGXT retfer thıs
1S, ın Curn, only WaYV of preparıng us lısten publıcation.

“IThe “heart” the ıblıcal 15 NOT the ınnerthe Vvolce of God hımself 1n CUTr OW) readıng of the lıfe, but the Ole INan ın relatıon God.? DDietrichBıble AS Scripture. nhoeffer, Letters and Papers from Prıson, EnlargedCharacterising these multıple operatıve ‘layers’ edıtıon, ed by ernar:! C  ‚DE London SCM,in the trans-generational cOonNnversatıon that 15 the 1971 346
Christian tradıtıon of Scriptural exposıtion IA Y For instructıve example, S, the analvsıs bysound complıcated, ut pPart of the complıcation Stephen Fowl and Gregory Jones of the exegetical
15 wed the dıstınctıve of practical Justiıficatıon of the apartheıd SYStEmM through the
an theoretical CENSASCMECNL. It 15 usually easier Dutch Reformed Church South Afrıca. Stephen

CNSZAHC 1n g0o0d practice than 1T 15 describe Fowl and Gregory Jones, adıng In COommun-
107 Scripture and Ethics In Chriıstian Lafe (Bıblıc1T ON theoretical level But LNOTC ımportant than

the practical theoretical dıvıde 15 the standard of f
Foundatıons in Theology; London SPCK) 1991

medıation (as opposed iımmediaCcy) that 15 PNCU- Nıcholas Lash Performing the Scriıptures’, 1n hısmatologically requıred CMr readıng of Scripture, 1 heology the Way LO EmmMaus London:that (tO UsSs«c ] uther’s CXPreSS1ON) always 1986 27-46
remaın pupıls of the Spirıt. COn Luther’s critical applıcatıon of Arıstotle’s

'IThe Spirıt much for Hımself, that scheme of the four Causcs ın the CONTEXT of which
the reformer characterizes sınful self-deception inINaYy always remaın Hıs pupiıls. There 15 much

of human usurpatıon of the orıgınalthat He reveals only Iure us U: much the He
D1VES only stir us And, AS Augustine has DUL and inal CAdUuSCc (e90 fecı), SCC SW.; Bayer, Martın

Luther’s 1 heology. Contemporary Interpretatuon,It clearly, ıf uman being has GVT spoken transl OMAaAas rapp ranı Rapıds Fkerd-ıIn such WaV that CVCLY OC understood hım INaNs, 158-162ıIn ] partıculars, how much INOTC 15 1T ULE that bor Ner ACCOUNLT of thıs SCC ern! Wannenwetsch,the OLV Spirıt alone has understandıng of “Members of ONC another. Charıs, MINIStFV and LCD-Hıs OW) words!. _ Our ıfe 15 (1 of beginning resentation. polıtico-ecclesial ecadıng of Romans
and of growth, NOT 1IC of consummation.!* 1 ın A royal rıesthood. The USE Bıble ethncally
In the lıght of thıs pneumatologiıcal qualıifica- anıd polıtıcally, ed DYy Craig Bartholomew, Jonathan

t10N, what hıgher praise COu be of A book Chaplın A Carlısle rand Rapıds: Paternoster
Zondervan, 2002 196-220than praise 1ts character 4S genumMe HC begı1in- James Dunn. Romans 9-16 Word Bıblıcalnıng? Sıngıng the Ethos of God 1s Just such book Commentary vol 38R (Dallas Word, TYZthat marks hopeful 1IC- beginnıng in the “Bıble- who OPLtS for the Passıve rather than the mıddle

and-ethıics’ dıscourse which IT descrıbes; an IT O€es vOo1l1ce.
iın ashıon that helps PICDAIC the WaY tor the Martın er, “Psalm and Z TOM OTr the

CW beginnıng whıch 15 promised those whıi Joın first LWECNLY-LWO Psalms, 1519 1521 COM DOS-
the Journey of the athers an the whole Chrıistian ıte translatıon’, iın Luther’”s Works vol 14, ELECTe:
tradıtıon of learnıng lısten 0d’s lıvıng VO1lCe Psalms ed aroslav (St Louıis: Concor-
4A5 It addresses us 1n C(UE readıng of Scripture. dıa, 1958 285. quoted rOoC. Singıng the 0S

0  0 170
10 Ihıs notıion 15 remınısScCeNt of 1Luther’s miıstakenIIr Bernd Wannenwetsch 15 Universıity Lecturer ın translatıon of hymon 1ın SA (“the kıngEthıics Ar Oxford Universıity An Fellow of Harrıs dom 15 iınsıde of VOUu ınwendig In euch instead ofManchester College. Recent publıcations ınclude 1n C(UT mıdst” ın Jesus) whıch stimulated ınf9uen-

Polıtıcal Worship (Oxford Universıity PTess: t1al cultural Protestant 2200)  CS lıke the ON  ( of
back aM Who Am T? Daetrich Bonhoeffer’s Ernst Iroeltsch On thıs E ernı Wannenwetsch,
T heology Through Hıis Poetry (T& (Cark: “Krıtik der Innerlichkeıit. Evangelısche praxıs pleta-
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Conversing with the Salnts they ith Scripture

*15 als gottesdienstlıche Frömmigkeıt”, ın Aanage- explorer le champ moral Ia lumiere des
MENT und Spirıtualität. EPD Dokumentatıiıon dements de Dieu’ in Revue des SCIENCES Relıgıieuses &2

2008 271-38754-68
1311 See ern! Wannenwetsch, “ Take heed what Emphases mıne.

hear  D Listening moral, transcendental and Martın Luther, c£. Oftfe 9 283-284, quoted and
transformatıve act’, Journal RoyalMusıcalASsOo- commented ın rOC. INg the 0S of God,;

169CLALLON 2009 (ın press)
See ern Wannenwetsch, ıng the torah”:

NEW FROM )ATERNOSTER

Theology fter Neo-Pragmatısm
ON1Su

How 2ln theologıcal claıms Justiıfıed? Whart 15 the meanıng of Chrıiıstian talk abourt the nonempirıcal and the
transcendent? Should Evangelıcal theology continue hıtch riıde wiıth realısm? Ihese ımportant CONTCEMPOTFACY

1ISSUES dIC approached Dy WdY of theologıcal cCONversatıon wıth ncOo-pragmatıc phılosophers such Donald
Davıdson, Rıchard Rorty, Hılary utnam, John McDowell, and Ial y others. hıs 15 bortrh A iıntroduction LO A

influential philosophıc trend, and critical and constructive theologıcal proposa. which scrıptural aM
historicı1st, pragmatıc an realıst.

Adonıis Vıdu 1S Assocı1ate Professor of I’heology, Gordon-Conwell Theologıcal SeminarYy, South Hamlilton, Massachusetts,
USA.

078184727 )27.-:460-0 2729 152mm (est.) £29.99

Congregational Evangelısm in Phiılippians
The Centrality of Appecal for Gospel Proclamation the Fabric of Phılıppians

Mark Keown

1Iıd Daul WAant H1S CONgregatıOns PICk UD the MINISELV of evangelısm dıd he enVisage hımseltf nd other
"specılalıst' proclaımers continung the MINISTFY ot the gospel? Keown APSLICS persuasıvely that Paul enVvısaged
speclalıst proclaımers’ leadıng rthe evangelıstıc mM1ssıonN and equıppiInNg ‘general believers’ share the gospel.

Mar Keown 1S ] ecturer ın New Tlestament ATl Bıble College of New Zealand.

O78  7510-0 / 2729 152mm (est.)

'IThe Pauline Concept of Supernatural Powers
Reading from the Afrıcan Worldview

Kabıro Gatumu

Whıle Western bıblıcal scholarshıp has maınly sought LO "demythologize‘ DPaul’s teachıng supernatural OWCIS
thıs book ALLteM PLS LO interpret IT TOM Afrıcan worldview. Ihe author analyses, iıdentifies, and crıt1ques MaJor

hermeneutical CI anı offers ndging hermeneutıic’ usıng the method of reader-response CTITCISM.

Kabıro atUumu 1S Anglıcan priest teaching New Testament and Bıblıcal Hermeneurtics AT ST DPaul’s Unıiversıity,
Limuru, Kenya.

OR ELE 2729 MMM
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