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ZUSAMMENFASSUNG bewegen [Jer itel artikuliert er eIıne Umkehrung
der iıchen Weisen, über „den EeDrauc| der Schrift

| )iese Erwiderung auf Singıng the OS of C0d hebht auf In der Fthik“ oder „den Platz der Schrift In der Fthik“
die Annahmen ab, die dem Buch als (anzem er- sprechen, eine umgedrehte Formulierung, die auf
liegen. SIE beginnt mit der Beobachtung, dass die Art das hinweist, Wads „Ethos“ hbedeutet. Nach der erortung
des Oommentars, den Brock vorschlägt und modellhaft VOo „Ethik“ innerhalb der „Schri fragen heißt, die

bliche Annahme umzudrehen, dass der ANSCINCSSCTICvorführt, mehr jüdischem Midrasch als traditionellem
christlichem OmmMentar ähnelt. Wıe beim 1ıdrasCc ıst @: der Schrift innerhalb UNsSerer ethischen Praktiken ıst.
das je| nıcht eıne endgültige Analyse oder Erklärung, Christliche ird NMEU In der Ausrichtung
sondern eın wachsendes Bewusstsern afür, WAads$ eınen auf die Frage, WIEe (Nan\n mıit (j‚ott lebt, WAas wiederum eın
AaNSEIMESSCHEN OmmMentar eıInem biblischen Jlext Reflex des Bekenntnisses ISst, dass (jott mit den Men-
konstitulert und Was außerhalb der CGirammatik steht, die schen leben will Innerhalb dieser Darstellung ird die
er In seınen | esern hervorrufft. chriäft Im Sinne des Konzeptes der Tora verstanden, der

|Jer Artikel untersucht danach, In welchem Sinne „zweilten Schöpfung“, In der lehben und atm die
Brocks Projekt eın realistisches ıst und Kkommt eınem Menschen erufen sind Auch dem Cilauben ird eıne
positiven Chluss, der auf Brocks Ansicht beruht, dass die zentrale Rolle eingeräumt, und er ird als Vertrauen In
göttliche Heilsordnung das passende |J)mfeld für mensch- es Wort und Verheilßungen efiniert, die er eın
iches Leben ıst | )Iiese Beobachtung erklärt, dass der verbum leiben müssen, eın Objekt für das
Buchtite| insbesondere die Sprache Vo „Ethos ottes  44 Vertrauen un die offnung, das sich der Gläubige nıe-

als benennung derjenigen Praxıs interpretiert wird, die mals als eigenen Besitz einverleiben kann.
mMit dem wachsenden Bewusstsern alur assozılert wird, Fiıne abschließende Diskussion betont, dass die Ze11-

dass mMan sich innerhalb des | ebensraumes der er trale tellung der nbetung und Doxologie Im Buch SIng-
(‚ottes eWe Dieses aethos ıst die einzIge Sphäre, In ng eine Form VOon politischer Koexistenz und Interaktion
der IMan sich wahres Leben anelgnen kann. Siıngen ıst Vo  x Menschen benennt, die Vo es Werk angestO-
dann eIıne hestimmte DraxIis eıner Fthik nach dem aethos en ird We:il der theologische (Irt VOT1 und LOob
(ottes Durch den begriff aethos positionlert, wird der der (Irt der betenden Gemeinschafi VOT (jott ist, ird das
Begriff „Ethik“ als diejenige PraxIis eime die die /usammensern Uurc eIıne facettenreiche PraxIis erzeugtT,
Bedeutung des Lebens innerhalb dieses Kontextes expli- die als erlösender Prozess beschrieben werden kann, eın

eschatologisch offener und er dynamischer Zustandzıt macht [ Die Disziplin einer christlichen verwelst
auf die erortung dieses Kaumes und versucht anzudeu- des Wandels mMıiıt (‚ott. Eine der Doxologie ıst er
ten, Wads bedeuten könnte, sich Im inklang aallı ıhm VOoO Anfang sowohl nolitisc als auch dynamisch.

RESUMFE “auteur herche determiner dans quelle Mesure 1E
projet de Brock EsT realiste et conclut Dar /’affirmative,

(et article meTt &vidence certaıins presupposes qu! s’appuyan SUr ’idee selon aquelle l’&conomie divine
sOus-tendent |’ouvrage de Brock dans 1018 ensemble. est ’environnement approprie DOUT P VIeE humaine.
L’auteur note d’abord UE le dul commentaıre DFrO- Alnsı, I9a reference l’ethos de Jeu dans le tiıtre du lıvre
DOse Dar Brock rapproche davantage du midrash Juif EsT cComprise MM referant Ia pratique QUI decoule
YUE du COMMEeNTaIre chretien traditionnel. Son hHut n ’ est d’une CONSCIENCE grandissante de MOUVOIF dans 1E

Das ’analyse et l’explication du SCHS) Maıs UNe monde OUu J1eu agıt. est P le seull leu OUu l’on DEUL
meilleure apprehension de qu! constitue COMMNMETN- rEeCEeVOIr Ia VIE veritable. Le chant est Ia pratique Darticu-
taıre approprie d’un iblique et de qU! situe lere d’une ethique conforme ’ethos de Jeu l e rm

dehors de Ia grammalire laquelle le Invıte SE ’eEthique ast ICI Efinit MM Ia pratique de rendre
lecteurs. explicite YUE Vivre dans CO signifle. L’ethique
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chretienne doit indiquer OQUu [rouve leu et JUE et d’esperance QqUuı Deut Jamaıs devenir Ia DOsSsessION
du Croyant.signifie MOUuVvOIr selon leu. s’agıt donc plus de

parler du röle de ’Ecriture dans l’ethique, mals de celu! L’auteur conclut soulignant JUE le Caractere central
de ’ethique dans ’Ecriture. L’ethique chretienne ESst alnsı du cCulte et de Ia doxologie dans le livre conduit UuUNeE
reorientee VeTrS Ia question de SavOoIr COomMMeEeNT Vivre aAaVEC forme de COexIiIstence politique humaine et un  (D ınter-
Dieu, QUI decoule de Ia contession de la volonte de actıon suscItee Dar |’ceuvre divine. Pulsque le leu de Ia
1eu de Vivre aVEC les humains. l/’Ecriture est alors COINN- priere et de la louange situe devant LDieu eT sern
prise rm de ora et de seconde creation seın de la commuUunNaute de priere, un  D unıte Cree Nar Ia
de laquelle les humains SONT Invıtes Vivre eTt respirer. pratique Variıee Qqui nDeut decrire e DFOCESSUS
La fOi Joue röle central elle Efinit [TM F redempteur, eschatologiquement et donc dyna-confiance Ia parole el la de Jeu quıi doit mMIque, qu’est Ia marche dAVEC Dieu
demeurer UNeE parole exterieure I’homme, obje de fol

UMMARY
the usual WdYS of talking about ‘the HS6 of Scripture In

This Singing the Fthos of CGod draws Out SOTNE ethics’ Or ‘the place of Scripture In ethics’, Inverse
of the assumptions that underlie the book d whole formulation that DOINtS exactly what ‘’ethos’
It begins DYy noting that the form of Commentary Brock To ask about the location of ‘ethics’ within ‚deripture‘ IS

and models functions [INOTE like Jewish midrash to Inve the COMMON assumption that the DTrODET IOca-
than traditional Christian Commentary. Like midrash, the tıon for Scripture IS within Our ethical practices. Christian
aım IS nOT inal analysis Or explanation, hut rowing ethics IS resituated AdSs ırecte the question of how
dWAdadreTr1e$s$s5 of what constitutes appropriate CoOomMMent live ith God, reflex of the confession that God

IDICa L(EXT, and what stands oOutside the Srammar live ith humans. ithin his aCCOUNLT, Scripture IS
l Ccalic orth trom ıts readers. understood In rmMmSs of the cConcept of torah, the ‘second

The then examınes the In IC| Brock’s creation In 4C human Deings Are called |ive and
roject IS realist, concluding In the affirmative, ase: reathe ar IS also ranted central role, efined d

Brock’s affirmation that the Proper envıronment of ru ın Word and PpromIse 1E must therefore
human lıfe IS the divine CCONOMY. This observation expli- remaın verbum/ object of rus and hopethat the book’s title, specifically the language of the that Can he incorporated DOSseESsSION of the
/  ethos of God’”, IS interpreted d namıng the PraxXIs AdSsSSs0O- hbeliever.
ciated ith becoming [NOTE explicitly of moving concluding discussion emphasises that the central-
within the abitat of works. This aethos IS the onliy ILy of worship and doxology ın Singing form of
sphere In IC! [rue lıfe IS appropriated. Singing then IS human political COexıistencCe and iınteraction inıtiated DVthe particular praxIs of ethics according the aethos work. Because the theological location of Vrayerof God ASs situated DYy the term aethos, the term ‘ethics’ and praise IS before CGiod ith the cCcommunı of Drayer,IS efined d$5 the PraxXIs of making what ıt live togetherness IS created through multifaceted practicewithin that CONTEeXT explicit. The discipline of Christian that Can be described d the redemptive DFrOCECSS,ethics indicates the location of his place and eschatologically open and thus dynamic ate of walkingand attempts indicate what ıt mig| [Necan\n [1OVE ith God An ethic of OXOlogy IS therefore hoth politicalaccording t. The title thus articulates Inversion of and dynamic from ıts inception.

Ihe followıng consıderations deal wıth book?* how Iıve wıth thıs Word an how thıs
wıth hıch IV OWN work 15 vVC much connected. Word (  . be artıculated in OUr human words, an
As result, It 15 tempting NOT forward ftrom therefore also be 1ın wrıtten book ExplorationIT Into LICW quest10ons, Dut 4SSCSS the CXTPRNT ımplıes also critical task, because 4S 070)8| 4A5 NCW
hıch 1fs detaıls ATC LNOTEC less well one 47 do insıghts perspect1ves dIC tormulated thev W 1
S however, WOL be CONLLFALYV the explıcıt PIO- OUuUTt AN! rewrıte eXIStINg Both Brock’s work
STAMMEC of the book One of the leadıng proposals Al OW IA Y be SCC1A 4S varıatıons of miıdrash,*of the book 15 that the task of ethıcs and theology 1n whiıch interpretation cshows somethıng 1ICW
15 explorative. Its task 15 All ONgo1ıng exploratiıon of CVOCMN contradıctory the TEXT in question. When
the ‘gıven" realıty offered AaN! opened uUuSs DYy the taken together, both interpretations, includıng the
Word of God hıs Word be tested, 1n order contradıctions between them, g1ve fresh meanıng
138 EJT 18:2
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the origıinal TEXT. Ihıs OC€Ss NOLT ımply that CVCIY 4S ınt about the emphasıs of Brock’s descr1p-
1Sssue that 15 raised 1S integrated 1n the eN! On the t10NSs an explorations of the bıblical ethos Ihey

ATC ocused thıs “place‘ ın which people andCONLFAFV, the profile of the mıdrash 15 also CI-
ated DV the dec1ısıons taken about what 15 under- theır (Chrıistian) ethıcs truly belong. We, human

DeEINSS, ATC called lıve NOL anywhere, but there.stood be legitimately part of the dıscourse An
what adjudged be beyond IfSs log1C STAMMAL. 1n Od’s ‘place,, ın od’s ethos. Brock has charac-

terısed thıs ethos 45 °the tonalıty of faıth depicted 1inthıs stands 1n Stark. but NOT absolute dıstinction
from the prax1s of commentary that characterises WEr the psalms’,/ of tonalıty' that 15 close the
COMMON tradıtıon of Christian biblical eXegeSI1S. IET “atmosphere”, the AIr in whiıch C201  z breathe
It 15 CXEZESIS that iıncludes quite dıverse Ta- an lıve.
t10NS, AÜRT O”ESs NOL MIOVC toward final analysıs sıtuated Dy the term Aethos the term ethics

then the praxIıs of makıng what Itexplanatıon, hıle darıng artıculate the of
affaırs that calls for the E urgent COMNLMNICHE Iıvyve wıthın that CONTEXT explıcıt, facılıtatıng the

praxXIıs of becomıng MMOTC explicıt about MOVINgIhe title “Sınging the OS ofGod’ ımmediately
ralses question about the meanıng of the phrase wıthın that habıtart. Whatever do in ethıcs has
C  ethos of G0d’ Ihe question 15 whether God has be sıtuated iın thıs place an2 aM 1T has
Aall ethos God offers Ethos OTr both, E GV accordıng ıt hıs Aethos 15 the only sphere
somethıng dıfferent. What could thıs phrase mean” in whıich Iru ıte 15 approprliated. Singing then 15
Of® c  ethos  D 15 NOT lıteral bıblıcal term 2491 the partiıcular praxXıs of Aa ethıcs accordıng the

Aaethos of GodAall equıivalent term 15 NOL easıly found, although 1t
Brock ollows OUT thıs log1c in complex varıa-15 tempting take ‘“aw’” (Torah*) for that PULDOSC,

t10NS and AL dıfferent levels of reflectiOn. In 1eWMYy surprise turned Into full aDrCce MECNL read-
of Its dıfferentiated explorations an given that ITIng the subtiıtle On the ACE of Chriıstian Fthiıcs

ın Scripture”. hıs title artıculates Aall inversıon of 15 already punctuated wıth clear summarıes of ICS
CONLENT, the book AaN! ItS stimulatıng title INaYythe usual WaVSs of talkıng about °the UusSsCc of Cr1p-

Lure 1n ethıcs’ *the place of Scripture in ethics”, provoke several ımportant questions: What 15 the
c  ethos of God’ about? What 15 the focus of thısAall inverse tormulatıon that polnts exactly what

c  ethos  9 Io ask about the locatıon of v“ethıcs’ endeavour, what 15 Its theologiıcal fOcus, aM ın
wıthın “Scripture’ 15 invert the COIMNMON ASSUMD- what SCMNSC 15 1T iındıcated DYy that tiıtle? Is Its prob-

ematıc ocused OUTr human homelessness,t10N that the PTrOPDPCI locatıon for Scripture 15 wıthın
OUT ethıcal practices. exıstential pomt, AS 1t W 4S tor Martın Heıdegger,

AN! for Friedrich Nıetzsche wh PUut thıs pomint SUCcC-

cınctIiy: 'Happy 15 he who VeTLt 4S home! Woe
Ethos the place a! of lıving betide he wh. has 110 home !’ Is Its fOCUS thıs eX1S-

We Can take the titie: then, AS artıculatıng precısely tential question about the human condıtıon, 0)8 1S 1T
what the TETIN c  ethos  9 iındıcates. It designates that perhaps about what Charles Taylor’s has suggested
.  ethos  D wıll] be theologıically defined. Ihe Greek 15 the paradıgmatıc ethıcal question of the Platoniıc
term c  ethos  A has LWO ıfferen meaNnNıNGS (neıther of an Augustinian ethıcal tradıtiıon: “What 15 ‚981
whıch, Dy the WdAYV, AaTC tound ın biblıcal 5 AaN! substantıal moral identity and how 111 iınhabıt

that moral existence?”there dTIC only few OCCUTrTEI1CCS ın I'y-
phal scrıptures). (O)ne LETTN (eth0S) stands tor “what take It that the title ofBrock’s book OC€Ss ındeed
15 undoubtedly oblıgatory for everybody AT the ındıcate the FOCUS of the book, yct 1n dıfferent
other 11C Aethos) stands for °the ASSOCI1- dırection AN! log1C from thıs Platonıc AaN! AUgUS-
ated wıth UuS, OT whıch WC belong).? 'Ihe latter tinıan tradıtiıon. 1t OC€Ss DV describing ın general

what ethıcs 1S about, and what has be SCCI1 ASmeanıng that ethos designates the “context
wıthın whıch people Can lıve, the amılıar and 1UTL- the focus of ethıics: Ethıics 15 concerned wıth the
turıng ACE of lıving, the habıtat NOLT sımply the question about the ACE WC, human beings, belong
CONTLEXT of CUSTOMS, but the envıronment LO, what 1S Ir Place lıve, the habıtat, the place

where find cOondıtıons tor “human’ lıfe, which1ın which people belong. Martın Heıdegger has
preserved the Greek STAMMAAL of the CC translat- constitute the ftorm of ULr ıfe accordıng what
ıng ethos as °*the place of dwellıng”, the place where ATC promised De: and accordıng what

AKC called DE, what 10d ( human eX1IST-people ATC AL Oome.® hıs reflection about the FEITN
ethos should NOLT be 4S lıngulstic sophısm, but CII be But thıs 15 3O theological “humanısm)
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because POIIItS God hımself 1L indıcates the the theologıcal locatıon of Praycr an PFalsc 15

INaCY of G0d’s 11l Ethıcs 15 about God 111 before God wıth the LV of PDraVvVer
about what AN: wh he E Fthıcs 15 togetherness 15 created through multifaceted
about 30d creatio0n 1L 15 about realıty and that Can describe (as ] uther hımself

anı thıs SCI1ISC 1T 15 about G0od about O€es NOT explıcıtly do) 4A5 the redemptive PIOthe ethos ofGod 10 Ethıics 15 about how Iıve wıth CCSsS In Luther final analysıs these VEISCS5 111a
God because G0od lıve wıth us human nction 15 SIVC ACCECSS5 an eschatologicallybeings TIhe end of these consıderations 15 OPCH AT thus dynamıc of walkıng wıth
that Chrıiıstian ethıcs finds 1CS central PFAXAIS (as God Luther calls thıs of the GF
SCC partiıcularly the last chapter of the book of forgetting the self” 13

XOWOGY the PFalsc of God hıs identity. °Let God hıs model” 15 NOLT turther VEeETrTrS1ON of moralbe God 15 the ap  LC ormula tor that logıc theory reflecting the moral CONSTILUTLION of OUurpartıcularly A understood 111 Luther theology 11
Chrıistian EYXISTENCE rather 1L 15 the contradıctionhıs PCIS CCLIVE induces 152 VEers1i0N of aV of moral theorıes that Al  3 ASSUTC OUr humantheory ofmoralıty that that mora|l eOrı1es

4A5 go0od ıfte Ihe search for the go0odAICc about the CONSTILULION of moral realm * be 1L
the unıversal realm of ethos OTr the CONLEXT of ıfe AS 1L torms the human self? 15 the GTE of the
AIl aethos Fthics accordıng thıs (theologıcal) Greek VCETrS1ION of moral eor1es an theır r CCCPÜOI’I

modern AS dısplayed Charles Taylor11VErS10O11 15 about UT lıving wıth God hıs work
definıtion of ethıcsus an ddress us hıs SCOFY wıth us aAMn wıth

hıs AS the external CONTEXT whıch Cal

find the condıtions of lıvıng In thıs 4A1 The word CONTEXT of lıvingtalkınz about the place of lıyvıng, the external COIMN-
LOX of all human ıfe We CaRn an cshould PULSUC thıs thought TMHOLG

SINg the LTn con ATC close SaV1INS deeply DYy lınkıng IT wıth theology of Janguage
that thıs (TT 15 the “Word’ of God the verbum yıng behind the COI'ICCP‘I of the verbum EXLIETNUM

EXLTETNUM hıs place of lıvinge 15 the Word of God Brock CNCOUTASCS thıs urther exploratıon wıth
hıs reference George Liındbeck’s groundbreak-A 1L IN  Tr prescnt 111 Scripture Where Chrıstian

ethıcs then finds ICS 15 the ethos Aethos) AS In work But MUST CO  e erTe the
1} 15 depicted Scripture To do ethıcs then MCANINS of ethıcs wıthın thıs COMNLEXT “ Ihe place

of Christian ethıcs wıthın Scripture MUST for thereflect talk and thınk accordıng, that CO
1C45S0O115 aVe ındıcated be consıdered the tor-FTEXT and SINS accordıng that the
mula for the basıc logı1c of domg theologıcal ethıcsSaJrmnıec WAaV that *ıve CCrTLain language Al

artıculated talk STAMMAFC hıs TTT 15 NOT only that 15 being propose of practicıng ethıcs wıthın
Aethos attuned the CONTEXT of human ıfe ATCOMPDASON A metaphor ut refers lan-

SUASC which 15 artıculated ethos aethos). 'T hıs 15 shapıng all Ur partıcular PracLtices thoughts
the realıty 4S 1T 15 PI'CSCIIt UuS, 111 which God’s 111 habıts hıs ACCOUNLT 15 27@ju concerned wıth C1I-
15 realısed. TOC cshows the hıch ] uther fyıng human E XISTENCE 111 of A moral form
15 beyond Wıttgenstein and the COTIMNIMMUNNL- 11 whatever 17 15 propose but 15 sharply

ocused 0)8! the 111 of God be tulfililed 1CS111 referring PFalIsC and Praycr AS specıfic
form of talk wıthın Jlanguage partıcular lOog1C and richness AN! hıch COM be
fGod 15 speakıng God then dIC always contfined by substantıal moralıty CIE ethos defined

11 humanthe m1dst of learnıng, from hım what Ur SraAM-
I11aT 15 about Language 15 NOT sımply there but In of the techniıcal theoriıes of ethıcs that

Brock draws ON Sr dIC closest Arıstote-ATC learnıng what 1T 1MCalls anı thus what 1L
lı1an tradıtıon iınsofar AS thıs tradıtıon asks after the15 DY lıstening the form of PDravyVcr Language

15 the place God has that he Call LG 1E good ıfe conceıved of the ıte of human
claım us In PravVcr AaNı! PFaISC take G beings Iıved accordance wıth commonly Iıved
words CADOSC OUT Janguage AaN! Iıves dıyıne realıty CO  Ve of the human condıtıon. hıs
remakıng hus Prayvycer 15 the dialogıcal relatı- ealıtv ı15 NOLT equıivalent A moral reaälm: burt ı1L 15

onshıp wıth God which the regenerat10n of realısed bv polıtical PractiCces, Practices of COCXISL-
human ıfe ong1nates and 15 sustaıned Because CHGE and ıiNter2cHe
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Ethos of consoling doxology (Luther getting of the self? It 15 characterise DYy PTODCI
forgetfulness of the question of OUr z moral

Trom CR the ınk bıblıcal ethıcs 15 that the ex1istence AS humans confess they ATC ' dwelling 1in
Scriıptures AIC taken AS the presentation (not TCPFE-
sentation’) of that 'realıty”, whıich Can call UT

another place, dwellıng in ‚0d’s work‘” in 10d’s
savıng work in Jesus OChrıistc  ethos (agethos). Ihe scrıpture ADPCATSs be the

"LOralı. the spoken word addressed 1fs lısteners SInging about Od’s 15 thus the ProOpCI
4A5 the Word of God Ihe Torah 1S, accordıng creaturely the experience of .Od’s
Psalm aAMn the tradıtıon of Its interpretation, the salvatıon and thus the salvatıon itself, the carthly

torm of eternal ıfe hıs that Praycr“second creation’, the 'realıty" which human
beings ATC called lıve. Degıns wıth the acknowledgment that ATC

hıs CONCCDL 15 be tound wıthın Scripture unprepared PTaY,. Faıth Hee Chrıist’s
ıtself, 4A5 1ın Psalms 1 19, 119 an elsewhere. TOC Praycr aMn allow Chrıst DraYy through It 4A5

IT clıngs God,; 45 he has gıven hımself 1ın thedeals wıth Psalm ın the chapter “ uther’s
ethos of consolıng doxology.. hıs chapter 15 COMNTENTE of the church’s PrayvCcrS. We Can an

ticularly central for the whole proJect AS IT SETS OULT MUST PICDaAIC Pray DYy learnıng how begın,
Luther’s ACCOUNT of the Psalms 45 consolıng doxolo- but thıs beginning 15 NOLT DV WdY of method, but

DYy WaYV of thıs partıcular performatıve clhinging.o1ES, that 1S, AS the praxIıs of praise 4S presenting
Od’s work, in whiıch human beings Canl iFUuSE We learn the STAMMMAALC of ıte wıth God Dy takıng
Ihe Englısh word Trust German Vertrauen ) 15 these OUTr 11ps before God; that 1S,
close the German word Irost, 1 “consolatıon”, learn thıs language DYy usıng it 15
“comtfort). hıs 15 45 POC shows the ET 1ssue hıs describes a1sSO the meanıng of Faith)’ AN! 1tSs
of Luther’s readıng of the Psalms A 1T 15 the COIC central role in 1 uther’s theology. Faıth, ftrom thıs
of hıs theology. Ihe ınk that meanıng Can be perspectiVe, 15 1ın 0d’s Word aM promıse.
ftound in Psalm “He soul He leads Faıth 15 LrUST in that “external Word’ (verbum 1/'-

iın paths of rıghteousness tor hıs name’s sake? nUum) whiıich 15 the "place’ where
He restores’ In Hebrew 15 lıterally He brings ind theır COMNtEXT AN! groundıng of lıving theır
back’? In sımılar WaY Say>S Psalm 19  ©O *the DIC Aethos. Wırh I'CSPCCt ethıcal theory Can Sa y

of the 1ORD A rıght, reJO1CINS the eart  J that thıs Frust 1n .Od’s Word 15 the Chrıistian WaYV of
lıterally °the eturn of the soul[l” that place in being incorporated Into Aethos, agaın parallel-

which 1T Cal lıve. As IT 15 the CFE of moral reflec- ıng Arıstotle’s ethıcs, which 15 centrally concerned
t10N, consolatıon, understood AS (30d’s OW work, wıth the incorporation of indıyıduals into the 011S
stands ın CONLTFrAaSTt the self-confidence, self-assur- hıs 15 indıcate the polıtıcal meanıng of Aethos.

0d’s Word 1S concerned wıth the realısatıon ofaM rulfıllıng of He  2 WI1 ıfe In thıs SCIMISC

“consolatıon’ 15 agaın practice constıtutıve of that Wwull, what he WANTS be tor UuSs AN: what
ethos. Ethics then 15 NOLT concerned wıtrh the aVvO1d- he be WE lıving wıth hım Ihe dıfference

of the morally (and leavıng everything trom Arıstotle, however, 15 that incorporatıon 1Into
else OpPCHI tree cho1ce), 15 1T about seekıng 0d’s Aethos [NCAanls salvatıon AN! reCEIVINS
°the g0o0d”, but 15 about exploring the work of God, ftorm of ıfe Agaın Brock tollows thıs log1C vVC
hıch sSustaıns anı ftorms human lıves, AN! lıvıng cClearly throughout the book Fthıcs 15 accordıng
wıth th1s work. Ihıs 15 what 1T IL11Ca1ls that ethıcs 15 thıs lOg1C about that dramatıc and eschatologı-
rooted 1n the praise of .‚Od’s work. FEthıcs 1S NOLT cal metamorphosıs (Romans 12:2) in ItS CIICOUMN-
about Ur human moral ıdentity, but about_ .Od’s Fer wıtch thıs specıfic SCT of insıghts from the Greek
ıdentity, .Od’s Aethos. tradıtıon of ethıcal theory.

Ihe dıscıplıne of Chrıistian ethıcs 15 devoted
presenting thıs ethos. In thıs pursult, Brock SUS The ethos of God, OUr 1Cc orm of ıfe9 ] uther S  ZOCS beyond the formal (functional)
description of Janguage-practices DYy stressing the hıs agaın 15 what find partıcularly artıculated
partıcular praxXıs of praisıng God an DPraver, hıs 1n the Psalms Luther’s central theologıcal d1Sscov-
15 characterıise the specıfic “ocatıon’ of Ur God- C happened concurrently wıth hıs eXCZESIS of the
talk It 15 addressed God an 1T 15 about God, Psalms (1519-1521) Because ın the Psalms
praisıng G0d’s work. hıs LYpC of talk marks the find thıs praxIıs of forgetting the self, they BLG 4A5

VeC CEHINTT of the Chrıiıstian ethos called the “TOr- partıcular tor OUr ethical moral) eX1St-
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CHeEE Ihe ethıcal CXISTENCE ımplıed 11l thıs DTaXlSs dialogue wıth other COI‘ICCPIIS hıs 15 marked DY hıs
NOLT grounded 111 self? nurtured DV 1CS (rel1g10US) continual 1iINSISTENCE recallıng the pneumatologı-
ources’ ut the OmMme where the sou[l’ Can cal CONTEXT for ethıcs hıs 1NS1STENCE indıcates the

STAY, thıs soul whiıch God LCI11LAaNU wıth 111er COTIC of hıs theologıcal reflection of ethıcs 4S
hım Ihe ({*MIGETN of Christian ethıcs 15 thıs long, 45 understand pneumatological’ relate
filment of God wıll thıs partıcular fulfilment of G0d’s pPres CNt work us human beings that
‚0d’s Aethos Through thıs tulfilment the soul 111 IS  / relate usSs AS hıs In hıs of
be brought back thıs lıvıng wıth God when 1T the “ıberal‘ PresuppOS1IL1ONS of the work of Bırch
has lost 1CS AaWAarecenNnNess of ICS PTODCI CODEEXT hıs an Rasmussen tor example what draws hıs COM-
15 the definıtiıon of salvatıon bıblıcal an HIGIH. 15 theır ack of pneumatologıcal explanatıon

1 uther theology. it 15 definıtion orıented The SAaINC deficıt 15 detected several ther ICD-
USsLiICce that 15 hıs Joyalty Judging hıs resenTtatıve. of the CONLTEMPOFAFY Bıble an ethıcs

dıscussıon
We B how thıs practiced Aethos dıffers from IS emphasıs 15 theologiıcal frame-

theories of moralıty. al least from those that C work indıcatıng what scrıptural COIMN-

solıdıfy moral self ICS ftorm aM a1sO CX hıs Dasıc COMtExXT 15 work us
from those which d 1  7 AT the Nurturıng of the moral human beings hıs work of lıberatiıon Justiıfication
self (1ın the WaY that Charles Jaylor has drawıng aM sanctıficatiıon hıs makes the Aethos of G0od

Augustine) Ethıics followıng the Janguage of the place of pathos the place of suffering dıvıne
the Psalms NOT concerned wıth the SCHCSIS and thıngs’ 17 It 15 only wıthın thıs logıc that
groundıng ofmoralıty, hıch SCTS the and becomes the Word of God wıth whiıch GOod works
Iımıts of ıfe but wıth the form of ıfe AS 1T 15 111COT- uSs Ihe C 15 NOT for Spll‘lt usSs

porated that lıyvıng wıth God 288l the explicıt whıch enables us read and understand but
pract1ces assoc1ated wırth ıi Thıs form of lıfe replaces know G0od Spiırıt 4S PHCOUHMNIET wıthın the
moralıty an 1CS 1CS SCNCSIS. Moralıty scrıptural word 1lo talk about pneumatology
CAaNnNOT be replaced DV Al V form of ıfe but only DY thıs WdY 15 tal about PresCcht work 4A55 Ir 15
thıs lıving wıth God,; because thıs torm allows and addressed us human beingsprovıdes that salutary forgetting of the Sand the Ihere dIC Brock PVACTICES whıich COI -

DUFrSU1L of tulfılment of OIIC OW ) moral EYISTENCE respond thıs work OUur lıstening, SINS1INS, DraV'Brıan Brock draws clear the INS An Thıs PICCISC definıtion the
of the SCHNCSIS of OUr moral EX1ISFEHNCE the place of OUrTr lıyıng lıve thıs worshıp There-
of transformatıon 1NTO that PISTENCE fore worshıp 15 the place of that ethos where

Here OTe the dıstınction between dıfferent ENCOUNTETr Gi0d’s Word an CS 14 15 neıither
JOg1Cs iındıcated 1 Brock’s analysıs AN! descr1ip ethos of COILNIMMNUMNNLON 1107r Al ethos of character

the dıfference between transformatıon 1L1LOT ethos of COINMMON STOFV 11OTr ethos of
Aanı! dıscoveriıng ‘“torm of ıfe which 15 external ALLY realıtv other than thıs realıty of worshı1pwhich becomes C(UT form Dy being transfigured’
Romans Z hereas theorjes of moralıty dIC
about the formıng of OUur Wn moral CXISTENCTCE God’s work an! polıtıc worship
the fulilment of OUr moral lıves what 15 being hıs worshıp 15 the INCANINS of ethos
iındıcated Bre 15 practiced Aethos of trustmg the polıtical worshıp Chrıstian ethıcs 15 concerned
works of GO0od that A ern provıded for us wıth being, brought back Oome thıs worsh1ı
lıve that G0d’s work wıll be fulfilled that hıs Ethics finds 1TS place Scripture AN! Scripture has
111 reaches 1TS en (telos) ICS PFrODCI place only that worshiıp Ihıs 15 NOT

about what fırst, but
about dıfferent paradıgms. One 1ı15 the paradıgzmEthos of worshıp iIts pneumatological of d11 ethos aM aethos, whiıch ı15 PCI polıtıcal,realıty because IT stands ftor lıyvıng aMı aCUNS together,Iheological ethıcs then 15 about Od’s VC: for CO  Ce an IET ACHON inıt1ated DYywork where CrEATHTE find theır place an work. Here the work of God ıtself ADPCATS ICS

torm of lıyvıng an where they CXPCI1ENCE God’ polıtical INCANINS. Go0od’s work 0)8! us human DEINSSsanctıfyıng work Brock doggedly elaborates the 15 the paradıgmatıc polıtical relatıon, because of
iımplıcatıons of thıs claım drawıng IT critical the form of CO  CC ıT includes wıthın ıM7 .Od’s
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forgiveness”” (Psalm 150), (GI0d’s Judgment, Od’s an hope because It 15 gathered around Scr1p-fulfıllıng Justice an GO0d’s Word, wıth hıch He [1I7TE AS Od’s word gu1dıng them in the PresCNL.rules human hearts. Worship d Brock unfolds 1T I 15 COMMUNI
1ın the last chapter stands tor the ethos of God

that lıves only ın Yerbalisedpraise.“*
{Ihıs 15 the paradıgmatıc place where human beings Here mıght OPCH whole round of L1ICW S1]:find theır form of ıfe Ihey find there also, NOLT
least, the form of theır polıtical existence in Singıng hıghly critical dıalogues wıth CONLEMPOFC ary moral

theories anı ethıcs, whıch the OC hand Cand praise. determıne what has be consıdered the °real fun-
Ihe psalms AdTIC dıvıne words g1ven facılı- dament of C(UFTr human EXISTENCE, the realısatıon
AT COQUrTr findıng OUTLr place ın the dıyıne-human of our human condıtıon (also ın of polıtical
CCOMOIN V, Ihe fore1gnness of Scripture 15 thus realısatıon), AaN! which the other hand refer

marker of OUur alıenatıon from the socı1al eX1S- an c  ethos (or aethos) focused OUTr human eX1St-
CC an reflect therefore OUrTr "homeless’ humanIt iındıcates. Ihe dıyıne oift 15 the realıza-

t10N that part of "communı10n’, NOLT S1tuation. In these the °‘moral self? ADDCATS
' assemblvy': communı0Nn 15 NOLT Just “assembled’ 1ın Its naked chatracter, 1ts iısolatıon and lonelıiness.
but 15 al OoNgomng an Often paınful PTrOCCSS of TOom thıs perspective ethıcs 15 concerned wıth the
being ordered. In the cCOomMmMmMUNI1ON of praise groundıng, of OUTr human WdY of ıfe However,
Orn 1n actıon singıng) in whıich seek neıither the attempt afırm the CONFEXT of (Q)UM.

CL 1Into rhythm ind place 1n the arm- lıving L1OTr thıs fOCUusSINS OUr 'humanıty”, OUr

OIL1LY. Sınging praise thus reveals the AT °“human nature’ (whıch CAauscs the question about
singing the tune of other gOods, whose lıtur- Its obsolete standıng an 1fs (moral) fulfilment,
DIES KTGALG frıctiıon in the DOody of Christ. Such neıther that kınd of °realısm” L1LOT thıs “humanısm)
SingınNg makes us the instruments of God.“0 (also 1n 1fs polıtical form), Can CSCADC that

“The psalms AL dıvyıne words g1ven facılıtate OUur for groundıng Ur ex1istence whıch characterises
the moral paradıgm.Andıng ur place 1ın the dıyıne-human eCONOMY.'

We INaV read thıs 4A5 the SUMMMALV of the book 17 15 Theological ethıcs 4S find It ın Brock’s hıghly
ımportant that the log1C of the whole endeavour 15 theologically-reflective interpretations and descr1p-

t10Ns follows dıfferent paradıgm. * 15 neıthergıven wıth the psalms NOL AS DIECES of tra- about the groundıng realıty of OUrTr human EX1STt-dıtıon GCUic., but because of theır liturgıcal meanıng
and setting. They ATC. configured from thıs place CIIEGEE 8(0)8 about S fulfılment, but 15 concerned

wıth that c  other  2 realıty, realıty addressed LOOPCH 1INto all of G0d’s works, hıs CCONOIMV, uS gıven US, 1n order that INAaY Iıve ıt. SINgthat 1t becomes PrESCHLT 1ın Ur world 1ın that WOT-

shıp an DV that worshıp. Ethıics 15 about findıng It aın explore It Thıs ethıcs ll Its
Ur place ın that worshıi1p, the realıty of that WOT-

ın al spheres of OUTr human hfe, AS Brock SOMINC-
tiımes indıcates bDy reference Its ımplıca-shıp. t10ns . “4 Worshıp 15 the place where the form of lıfe
ın all spheres 15 LO be found, the form of A polıticalEthics of God’s realıty dıifferent CIzen. the form of eCONOMIC lıfe, an the form of

paradıgzm
AS 1t 15 artıculated ın the Psalms 15 what 15 dısclosed
lving wıth the word of God hıs “external realıty”

One mıght Sa y that the crucı1a|l problem of ethıcs in Brock’s book It dıscloses 1T in ICS vCc anner15 about the question of realıty AS Dietrich Bon- of artıculatıng and wrıtiıng 1n accordance wıth thathoeffer has artıculated It (ın accord wıth Martın
Luther).” Ethıcs has do wıth realıty 4A5 IT ADPCATrS

task of dısclosure: SINgINS the Psalms an also DYy
1in Od’s work. Realıty 15 onlv there where GO0d’s wrıting thıs boo
111 15 lAlled AS It 15 eschatologically fulfilled
in Jesus Chriıst. Brock always focuses G0d’s work Hans Ulriıch 15 Professor of Systematıc Iheology
christologically““ an thıs 15 the vC theologıcal A Ethıcs Al the Universıty of Erlangen. Hıs MOST

FEGERT book 15 W1e eschöpfe EUEN. Konturen EDAN-ITCason for readıng the Psalms christologically, AS ın
Psalm In Psalm accordıng Martın Luther gelıscher Ethik (Münster: L Verlag,

od’s realıty ADPDCATS wıthın the polıtıcal eX1ISE-
CLE of the church: Notes

Ihe church 15 that Communıity unıfned ın faıth N1S 15 an edıted version of presented Aat the
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Annual Book Colloquium of the Kırby aıng Insti- latter, however, po1nts A transformatıon of
IC tfor Chriıstian FEthıcs KLICE): yn House,

14
theology INnto ethıcs

Cambrıdge, D eptember 2008 Phılıp Watson, Let G0d he G0d! An interpretation
Tr1an Brock, INGING the 0S ofGod. On the ACE theology of Martın Luther (Philadelphia: Muh-
of Chrıstian FEthics In Scripture Grand pıds kerd- enberg Press, 1949
M See Brock’s dıscussıon ofTaylor Sınging the 0S
See for the me'‘ of mıdrash, Wıllıam Braude, 0  0 125-132
‘Introduction’, Wıllıam Braude (ed.); The 13 FOC. Singıng the 0S0  0 KL
1drash 0N Psalms (New Haven [al X1- George Liındbeck, The Nature of Doctrime: Relı-
XXXVI,; especıially XV-XVI1. Tr1an M refers thıs gı0N and COWOGY In Postlıberal (Louisville:
edıtıon of the mıdrash tehillım Westminster John Knox,
See the dıscussıon CIOW. 15 FOC. Sınging the 0S0  0 178
See for that meanıng partıcularly Charles aylor’s See Brock’s dıscussıon ofTaylor Sınging the 0S
interpretation of the TEeEC| tradıtıon: SOUVCES of the 0  0 1E Hıs critique of Iaylor’s connection
Self: The ıng of the Modern Identity (Cambridge of hıs moral theory the phenomenon of °“desıre” 15

AT 131arvarı Universıity Press; 19854, 2002
Martın Heıdegger, Brief über den Humanısmus See C the interpretation ofannah’s SONS ın Sing-
(Brıef Jean Beaufret, Parıs (1946) Martın Ing the 0S of God. 1109.1720} For rther ımplıca-
Heıidegger, Letter ON “Humanısm“ Path- t10NSs SCC Reinhard Hütter, uffering Dimne INAS.
marks (Cambrıidge: Cambrıidge Universıity Press, eology Church Practıice ranı p1ds kerd-

239-276 “Aethos whereabouts, where INanNns, 2000
OIlC lıves. Ihe word designates the exposed sphere 18 kor intensıve exploratıiıon, SCC ern! Wannen-

whıch lıyves.? wetsch, Polıtical worshitp. Ethacs for Chrıstian ( tLZENS
TOX. poımnts INOST ırectly thıs envıronment wıth (Oxford: Or University V’EGSS. 2004
the language of “external constıitution”, SC INg

20
Sınging the Ethos 0}  0 291-293 (on Psalm 130)

66-6/, 142 143, 300-301 Sınging the Ethos of God, 228-329
Friedrich Nıetzsche, Poems. The VEE IT (German 2l Dietrich Bonhoeffer, Ethics London: SCM,
TeXT.: Kritische Studıenausgabe 14 Fall 1884, 22 See index: Psalms “Chrıistological ecclesiologıc:
28[64]; Englısh nlıne http://www.geocıtıes. hermeneuti1cs’; referring Psalm c  /-2

253com/thenıetzschechannel/npoem.htm. Singing the 0S of God,; 02 Note the
Taylo  T,  5 SOUVCES0 Self. eıng drawn wıth Augustıine.
Here COUuU dıscuss the dıstınction between See C Brock’s remarks ecology and
"theologıcal ethıcs’ and “ethıcal theology‘; the polıtıc; W 28585)

NEW FROM ATERNOSTE
aOS Control?

uthorı1 in Orisıs in Church an! State
1MO' Bradshaw

Western SOCIELV 1$ 1in the PTOCCSS of undergoing profoun changes 1n moral erthos and In the STIrLCTLUrE of
relatıonsh1ps A} INO and 1L1NOTEC of ıte ATIC commodıhed. Ihe Church 1S 110 havıng rapple wıth the

challenges ITS authorıty-patterns posed DYy CONTCEMPOFAFYV indıvıdualısm, reduction1sm, cOoNsumerısmM and moral
relatıvısm.

hıs book seeks LO address cheologically the question of authorıty 1n of the poles of freedom anı  rm TIhe
tendency of ach pole 15 domıinate. When “reedom)’ domıiınates WE have chaos but when ‘*torm)’ domiınates WC

have contro|] (as exemplıfıed ın slamıc socıeties). hus the choice facıng the West oks ıe OMC between chaos and
control. Bradshaw that th1s 15 talse choice. He SUZSZCSTS thar Chrıst 1S the Orm tor human reedom and

dıversIity, and that the C'hurch has sufficıent apostolıc gu1des an practices chart 1tSs WaV ahead 1n taıch Ihe book
maılntaıns that Western, lıberal, capıtalıst democracv needs IGGUMVEeETr Christian ethıcal basıs AVvOo1d the dangers

of both chaos anı of controal.
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