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Attunement Saıints 4Sst and Present:

A DE  E Clarıfications an Convergences1
Brıan Brock

ABSTRACI
of Christian morality VerYy MNMarrowW band of lıtmus
test ISSUESThis dISsCusses the 1CeSPOTNSCS Singing the Fthos

of God In the present volume DV Gordon enham, |J)on The inal ection from clarification C-
Wood, ern Wannenwetsch and ans Ulrich The tive theology, drawing together CONVErSENCECS hetween
conversatıon ith Wenham begins ith the question Singing the OS of God and the articles DV Wannen-
of whether, in Christian theological exegesis, ecclesial wetsch and Ulrich It evelops the position that Christian
interpretation Or exegetical fidelity should be IMOre fun- ethics IS MOST appropriately uınderstood as discipline
damental. T argUues that neither the location of biblical serving the orientation of Christians In reality, reality eing

efined ın HY that Are thoroughly Irinitarıan, ecclesialinterpretation In the Church 11OT interest in exegeti-
cal {idelity IS rımary In efining the role of Scripture In and scriptural. Doxology IS SPer|] d the ongolng human
the moral formation of the Church UDiscussion then Uur'! acknowledgement f reliance and gratitude for
To the related question of what happens when Christian and CaArTe®e Theology and ethics within the Oorbit
ethics hbecomes wedded the idea of ‘ethical PrINCI- of doxology affırm the sıtuation of human hought ın the
ples The suggests that the Eextreme difficulty of middle’ of creation and salvation of the world
eriving such principles alerts fatal theological flaws God must rea In humans make them of his
In the Concept of ‘Christian moral principles”. and @ d amidst the countervailing tendencies

The Wood takes UD his WOTTY that the that characterize fallen syches and the social formations
moral realism of Singing IS In jeopardy without [NOTE within IC they Are wholly emMmbedde Christian the-
careful aCCOounNT of the transıtions hetween descriptive ology en therefore transcend the patient ‘chew-
and prescriptive moral language. The suggests Ing meditation emands (Psalm Fe1) and In oing
that this critiecism IS [1NOTE sophisticate repetition of mMmust avoid d temptation the desire COTNE rest
the assumption that Christian ethics cannot do without in eading that IS complete that eading Calr

principles and the hifurcation of theoretical and Reading Scripture ith the saınts resists this closure ın
practical lEdSOT1 that has plagued modern heology. ere affirming that human sanctification IS oun In JoIning ın
jJudgments about developments In western heology dre Uunıty with them In ur ABC rather than In iınnovatıon OTr
crucial. The contends that the MOST pressing YUCS- beyond them Such Christian thical exegesis IS
tion for contemporarYy Christian ethics IS how hest depicted d$S eing hest supporte DY the biblical language
espond cContemporarYy tendencies IMarry creecdal of ‘transformation of the schemas of this age‘, /  medita-
Orthodoxy ith either ethical heterodoxYy Or the [ocusing ton’ and Torah‘.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG MUNgs der Kirche vorrangıg ıst. DITZ Diskussion wendet
sich dann der verwandten rrage Z WAads passıiert, WEl

Dieser Artikel diskutiert die Reaktionen auf 5inging the christliche mMıt der Vorstellung VOo „ethischen Priın-
Ethos of God Vo Gordon Wenham, |)on Wood, ern zıplen“ verbunden ird |J)er Artikel schlägt VOT, dass UTNs
Wannenwetsch und ans Ulrich ın der vorliegenden die Extreme Schwierigkeit der Ableitung solcher Prin-
Ausgabe LJA6 espräc mMit Wenham beginnt mMit der zipien auf verhängnisvolle theologische Schwächen des
Trage, ob In der christlichen theologischen ExXxegese die Konzeptes Vo „Christlichern moralischen Prinziplen”
kirchliche Interpretation oder die exegetische Redlich- aufmerksam macht
keit grundlegender seırın sollte FS ird argumentiert, DITZ eaktion auf Wood grei seINE ngs auf, dass
dass weder der der Bibelinterpretation In der Kirche der moralische Realismus VOoO Singing ohne eINe sorgfäl-
noch eın Interesse exegetischer Redlichkei He der tigere Darstellung der UÜbergänge zwischen deskriptiver
Definierung der Rolle der Schrift In der moralischen FOr- und präskriptiver moralischer Sprache gefährdet Ist DIS
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Artikel schlägt VOTr, dass diese Kritik eıne anspruchsvollere für (jottes Gegenwart un ürsorge verstanden. Theolo-
Wiederholung der Annahme iSt, dass die christliche gie und bestätigen innerhalb der Umlaufbahn der

nicht ohne Prinziplen auskommt, un dass diese Doxologie die Situation des menschlichen Denkens A
der Mıitte“ Vo (‚ottes Schöpfung und rlösung der WeltKritik auf der Unterscheidung zwischen theoretischer

und praktischer Vernunft beruht, die die moderne The- (jott IMUSS In das Leben der Menschen eindringen,
ologie geplagt hat An dieser Stelle sind Urteile über die ihnen seıne Gegenwart und Fürsorge iınmitten der ent-
Entwicklung In der westlichen Theologie entscheidend Tendenzen hbewusst machen, die die
Der Artike!l verficht die Auffassung, dass die dringlichste gefallenen Psychen und die sozilalen Gebilde charakteri-

sieren, ın die die Menschen vollständig eingebettet sindrage für die heutige christliche Ethik lautet, wıe Man
hbesten auf gegenwärtige Tendenzen antwortet, ekennt- Christliche Theologie kann daher niemals das geduldige
nismälßige Orthodoxie entweder mMuit ethischer Heterodo- „Kauen  44 transzendieren, das die Meditation verlangt
XIe oder muit der Fokussierung VOoO christlicher Moral auf (Psalm 149 Indem SIE das EULt, [NNUS$S SI als eine Versu-
eıne sehr schmale Bandbreite VOo Lackmustestfragen chung das Verlangen vermeiden, sich In eıner | esewelse
verheiraten. auszuruhen, die vollständig Ist, dass das esen aufhören

Der letzte SCANI wechselt VON Klärungen KOonNn- kann. DEN esen der Schrift mMiıt den eiligen widersteht
struktiver Theologie und zieht Konvergenzen zwischen diesem ulhoren In der Behauptung, dass menschliche
Singing the OS of CGod und den Artikeln VOonNn Wannen- Heiligung Im Anschließen die inheit muiıt den Heili-
wetsch und Ulrich Hıer ird die Posıition ent- gEeN ın UNserTeTr eıt gefunden wird, nicht In Innovation
wickelt, dass christliche SaNZ aNSEMESSCN als eıne oder Ortscnhrı über Jene hinaus. Fine solche christliche
Disziplin verstanden wird, die der Urientierung von NIS- eiINısche LxXegese ird als eINe dargestellt, die VOoO  — der
ten In der Wirklichkeit dient, wobe!l Wirklichkeit Ur«c! biblischen Sprache VOT) der „Transformation der Muster
und UrCc trinitarisch, kirchlich un biblisch eirmıe dieses Zeitalters“, VO „Meditation“ und 108  44 hestens
ird Doxologie ird als die fortlaufende menschliche unterstuützt ird
Anerkennung der Abhängigkeit VOoO und Dankbarkei

RESUME maniere de repondre dUuX tendances modernes de möeler
l’orthodoxie doctrinale et UNe ethique heterodoxe

(_et article vient reponse (EUX de Gordon Wenham, UNe ethique qU! reduit la moralite chretienne |’attitude
I)on Wood, ern Wannenwetsch et ans Ulrich En adopteru quelques problemes tests
reponse Wenham, Brock emande SI, dans ’exegese Enfin, Brock signale les CONVErSENCES entre SOM |ivre
theologique chretienne, c’est l’interpretation ecclesiale et les articles de Wannenwetsch et Ulrich developpe

Ia ıdelıte exegetique qU! est Ia plus fondamentale. l’idee QUE l’ethique chretienne doit COnNcevoIır[
considere UJUC nı Ia Ocalisation de l’interpretation ibli- UuNne discipline SErVICE de l’orientation des chretiens
JUE dans l’Eglise, n |’interet DOUT la ıdelıte exegetique dans 1a realite, un realite qU! Efinit termes rinıtal-

SONT primordiales DOUT determiner le ro  le de ’Ecri- res, ecCIesiaux et scripturalres. ans l’orbite de Ia doxo-
ture dans Ia formation morale de l’Eglise. considere logie, Ia theologie et ’ethique Ia sıtuation de Ia
ensulte quı advient lorsqu’on e ’ethique ’idee de DenNseE humaine milieu de l’ceuvre divine de creation
princıpes ethiques et suggere YJUC Ia difficulte extreme eTt de redemption du monde. | )ieu doit manitester dUuxX

elaborer de tels princıpes devrait 1IOUS alerter hommes DOUT les rendre conscients de presence et de
Ia presence de ailles theologiques atales dans ’idee de SOM iınteret DOUT EU  > milieu des tendances contraıres
princıpes Oradux*x chretiens. de leur DpsyChe ecC! et des STOUDES ‚OCIaUX dans |Es-

repond ensulte Ia preoccupation exprimee Dar quels ıls SONT pleinement iImmerges. a theologie chre-
Wood selon qu! le realisme moral eEst peril S] ’on tienne Deut donc Jamaıs dispenser de Ia patiıente
n’accorde Das Dlus d’attention la question de Savoılr mastıcatiıon JUE emande Ia meditation (PSs Elle doit
COomMMenNtT du langage moral descriptif lan- eviter la tentation de desirer s’arreter UuUNe lecture telle-
5d5C prescriptif. critique est SE VYCUX UNe reprise ment definitive JUEC Ia lecture peut CESSET. | ıre |l’Ecriture
Dlus sophistiquee du presuppose selon eque!l l’ethique AVEC les saınts permet d’eviter cela G| l’on considere UJUE
chretienne DEeUt Das Dasser de princIpes et reDOSE Ia sanctification humaine atteınt lorsqu’on Jo'nt PEUX
SUT Ia distinction ralson pratique et theorique qu! dans |’unite m  / plutöt JUEC de chercher

VICIE Ia theologie moderne. L es Jugemen portes SUur innover et les depasser. Une telle exegese ethique chre-
les developpements de Ia theologie occidentale SONT tienne [rouve confirmation dans le langage iblique
ICI CrUCIaUX. rOC| considere JUE le pomnt nevralgique de C Ia transformation de ’ordre de monde » , de Ia

X meditation )») et de Ia < Torah »DOUT ’ethique chretienne contemporalne P
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communıty called INnto ex1istence DYy .0d’s speak-
Ing; It 15 FErTEAHLIre of .‚0d’s Word, verbi,deeply apprecıiatıve of such penetratiıng and
AS Wannenwetsch NOTES As result, IT understandsconstructive CNga CMCNLS DYy five iınterlocutors,

each of whom in hıs OW WaY models sympathy the WI1tNess that speakıng, the Bıble, NOLT Just 45

another book ut 4S Scripture, that 15 dıvinelywıthout sycophancy. Many thanks Hans Ulrıch designated mediıum through which G0od has chosen(how often OCSs he SCL be rsSt in alphabetical
lıst?), Bernd Wannenenwetsch, Gordon Wenham, shape human hearıng aM action. hıs leads

IDon Wood an Sımon Woodman tor drawın second claım. Ihe question of how the Church
understands God Shapec It through Scripturesuch rich reflections from Sınging the FEthos 0  0 MUST ıtself be submıiıtted Scripture. My crit1cısmalso especılally grateful Jonathan Chaplın, of the cOomMmMUNITACIANS thıs pomint 15 that theırdırector of the Kırby Laing, Instıtute of Chrıistian

Ethıcs, for proposing thıs dialogue, hosting the insıstence that the Church 15 the PrODCI CEMMEXT
tor bıblıcal interpretation 15 NOLT matched wıthCambridge symposium where these DapCISs WEIC thoroughly theologiıcal of the vole Scr1p-first presented, AaN! for editıng them tor publıca- Lure plays ın the moral formatıon of the Churcht10N.

111 respond the PapCIS iın thıs volume in Though Wenham deny the rst claım,
that the Church 15 the rightful locatıon of bıblı-

OVeEemMeENTS In the S 111 attempt cClarıfy cal interpretation, 1t 15 in fact the communıtarıans’
the argument of Sınging aN! 1ts posıtioning in the definıtions of communıty’ and “moral delıberation’
CONtemM OrarYy landscape by respondıng SOTILIC of
the CM HS of Wenham aM Wood wıll then that find theologıcally insufficıent.

lo PUL thıngs thıs WaAY allows wıth
echo the approaches of Wannenwetsch AaN! Ulriıch Wenham that the communıtarıan insıstence the
DY extending conversatıon wıth them that both properly ecclesial locatıon of biblical interpreta-predates Sıngıng an pomts beyond It

Had MHMACHEe 9 ould have lıked aV t10N 15 conceptually LLOIC ftundamental than the
insıstence of the bıblıcal ethıcs school 0)8! close

discussed the theological implıcatıons of the INan attention the dıfferences between the bıblıcal
ıllumınatıng hıstorıical pOolNts enham dıscusses 1ın books (dıscusse: in Sınging chapter three) Bıblıcal
the latter part of hıs regardıng the role of
the Psalms 1ın the Transmıssıon of the law ın Israel.

ethıcs helpfully 1NS1ISts the dıfferences iın CONTENT
between dıfferent biıblical books, attemptingHere 111 confine mvyself [WO clarıfıcatıons that define the ethıc of each NT (however deliıneated)hope miıght alleviate Wenham’s wWworrıes that do before aV synthesıs of the Bıble’s ethıcal eachıng

NOT consıder the Bıble the “Church’s 00 lınkıng 4A5 Oie What NOLT able tollow 15 Wen-
1E wıth another about uUNcCasc wıth the derıva- aMı suggestion that such fine-grained attention
t10N of moral princıples rules from Scrıpture. Scriıpture cshould be understood 4S supplementingWenham detects ın ACCOUNFTC suggestion the communıtarıan insıstence (I1 eccles1ial interpre-that aV claım that Scripture 15 properly interpreted tatıon. Doumg r CPC£HIS the miıstake of the COIM-

only in the Church risks ıllegıtimate anthropocen- mMmunıtarıans wh@ A1LC LOO assured that the sımple
T1CISM. MY GEMIEGETH in chapter L[WO of Sıngimg, self-designation “C'hurch’ 15 ONC that ( AT} be made
rather, 15 how the communıiıtarıans“ understand thıs whether Scripture 15 taken ser10usly OT NOTL
interpretation take place. the question In Sınging ASSUNIC that there Züge close readers
of whether there ATC an V substantıve dıfferences of Scriıpture both insıde and OULT of the Church,
between the Church SINSINg, prayıng AN! preach- fact readıly in AaILYV bıblıcal studıes depart-
ıng Scripture, and, tor InStance. natıon debatıng IMeNnNt Close readıng, from whıchever quarter 1T
the interpretation of the constıitution ın parlıament. arıses, 15 always welcome challenge the Church
As DUr IT in chapter IT 15 theologically crucı1al better attend Its OW: Scriptures. There 1$ 4A11

dıstınguısh the CONCCDL of Church‘’ from TMOTC appropriate humılıty 1n allowıng oneself be
general COI‘ICCPt of "communıtYy”, NOL least because forced back Scripture rather than relyıng the
domg that accord 0d’s work SPC- contention that the Bıble 15 the Church’s book
c1al role ın definıng the Church. suggest that the detfend ack ofattention the actual FEXT ofCHP*
cCOommMuUNıtaArıans OnNTt do thıs clearly enough, LUure Ihe Bıble 15 DOOK, through whıich he
though they rıghtly INS1ISt that the PrODCI place tor torms Church, aM through whıch he dıscıplınes
bıblical interpretation 15 in the eccles1ıa. aM INAaYy CVCNMN finally reject SOIMNC wh; call them -

My proposal ASSULMLICS that the Church 15 that selves Church. It 15 Od’s chosen iımplement tor
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drawıng humanıty hımself, whiıich 1L11Ca11ls into ferentiated pıcture of moral rules, whıch
the Church No arranıd 15 thereby ımplıed tor the there MUST be ONE methodologically homogencous
Church claım that It ‘pOSSsESSES’ the book ın al WaYV be moral A Chrıstian, 15 VE hard
ontological OfCOI SE the Why dıffer- mesh wıth the dıversıty of the Bıble’s stOries An
enNnt commMUNLItIES and ındıvıduals read the Bıble do injJuncti0ns. 1O make such ethıc work demands
dıffer, but the Church 15 that cCommunıty that reads reducıng Scripture’s complexıty wıth what OULtT
the whole Christian Bıble 4S Scripture, that 1S, be woodenly reductionıst ethıcal summarıes
dıyıne Droviısıon for the rule of ICS collective ıfe 1o hıghly abstract princıples. TIhe ınterest of the thırd
rFeESTAFC reservatıon about the communıtarıans, part of the book in the questi1on of the dıversıity of
thev AL SUTC that they ATC the Church that close the Church AN! iın the COI‘ICCPt of STAMUMNATC unıfy
readıng of Scripture tade in ımportance. ıng actıvıtıes that look, the SUNLaCE, VELY- dıffer-
It 15 thıs Of DOSSESSING Scripture that 15 anthro- CHE aTC both attempts thınk LMNOTEC theologically
pocentric in that 1T iınsulates C(IUT certaiıntıies trom about thıs question.
challenge, whether by humans God hıs iınsula- thıs allows wıth Wenham that iın
t10n, aNn! the conceptual whıich IT r  . Man y 1t 15 canonıcal interpreters of Scripture
SUgZSCSL trajectory of domesticatıon GE Scripture wh. d1C MOST senNsIit1ve the CONSCIOUS develop-
aM the whom 1T wıtnesses. MeEeNnNnT of theological mMeaNıNSZS bDy the wriıters of

Wenham 15 also NOT persuaded DV insıstence Scripture (Cf. Singing, Z AaS marked by theır
that ought NOLT thınk of bıblıcal ethıcs AS the AWarClcHCSs, for instance, that the Psalter’s anımal
projJect of derıving, princıples, rules, models an imagerYy 15 metaphorically and theologıcally loaded
virtues from Scripture. make thıs claım for (308 Not only aV earned much from them,

Ihe TrSt CXDTICSSCS agrecmCNL wıth OMNC but deploy canonıcal interpretative ın IMV
implıcatıon of Lessing's observatıon of the ugly OW bıblical interpretation 309-310). Neverthe-
dıtch" between the facts of hıstory A the eternal less, canonıcal interpretation has sıngularly faıled
truths of FCasON, insıght deeplv etched Into the what IT seeks, dıstillatıon of the moral
STITLICTHTE of both modern theology and bıblıcal princıples that S{l up the moral teachıng of the
studıes. IThough thıs dıctum problematiıc Bıble AS A whole My FrCAFIMIeNTt of Chıilds ın chap-
polarısatıons of time anı eternitYy, and StOTY and GT four of Sınginmg 15 rather brief NOL because hıs
FCASON, It nevertheless has brought the attention of [TEATTITICTH 15 tacıle  M but because 1T 15 VCLY good and
C(UT ASC the deeply hıstorıical of the bıblı- therefore dısplays the futilıty of thıs partıcular
cal documents. Neıther the Ten Commandments, method of generatıng A comprehensıve ACCOUNT
L1LOT the Sermon 0)8! the Mount, OT the epistles of of bıblıcal ethıcs. SUSSCSL along the WaYV that
DPaul WCCIC wrıtten us Ihey WECIC, respectıvely, O1} methodological barrıer that st111 hampers the
delıvered srael. the dıscıples AaN! crowds, and canonıcal interpreters becomes LNOTC clear when

Varı0us first-century churches. W hether OT how read Augustine AI Lüther, who locate theır
they ATC bindıng 15 theologiıcal, NOL textual readıngs of Scripture wıthın the orbıt of the OE

archaeologiıcal question. Od’s actıon hıch the Scriıptures In COMNM®
Fortihed DYy these Observatıons, bıblıcal scholars ö (SVC the theologically sophısticated CAanOnN1-

AVEC tırelessly remınded Uus that C  LY single lıne of cal interpreter 15 constraıned spea of canonıcal
Scripture, NOT Just the that hıt OUr modern development In HAOTE coolly descrıptive of
CC EN 1ıke the “Wwomen be sılent9 1$ bound the ıdeas that “those people‘ MGr held (Cf. 189
by the strictures of local culture AN! thought. One 52)
of the maJor tasks of art of Sınging 15 Sımply Ihıs dıstancıng DAZC 15 cONstıtutıve of the

show how dıifAcult IT 15 begın wıth thıs hıs- modern dıscıplıne of bıblıcal studıes. Here Cal
torıcal AaWAaTENCSsS and en! wıth definıtive culture- hardly PUut alternatıve proposal better than
transcendent lıst of moral princıples, vırtues, rules Wannenwetsch has one in hıs dıscussıon of
OT models derıved from thıs arge Aan! complex reject1on of epocC. chınkıng. W hatever Chrıstian
book Ihe task becomes doubly dıfAcult because ethıcs MUST DE, 1T CZ  — only CMCISZC wıthın the CO11-
EFE modern ethıcal sens1bıilıties ANTE een deeply versatıon wıth the cloud ofwıtnesses, conceıved 4S

shaped DYy counter-productive ethıical presupposı1- valıd, COI‘IICITIPOI' arYy VO1CES, that Scripture makes
t10N: that there 15 sıngle SsSeTt of mora|l rules, 1ke possıble. The LrCasOMN that Christians ought NOT seek
Kantıan categorıcal ımperat1ıve, that 15 operatıve in eternal moral princıples 15 that such
CVCLY sphere of CVCIYV kınd of lıfe Such undıf- ON the assumptıon that aVe these prıin-
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cıples in hand, WC longer eed lısten the late flowering of the hıgh medieval embrace of
saınts, whiıich sımultaneously devalues the unend- firm dıstınction between theoretical and practical

1C4SON Ihe modern construal of the dıfferenceng tutelage of the Spirıt. Here develop posıtion
MOSLT forcefully artıculated DYy Barth, and for thıs between theology and ethıcs 4S devoted rCSPCC-
FC4SOMN ıfChristian ethıcs 15 MaAatier ofapplyıng tively the explicatiıon of theoretical AN! practical
choosing obey SEeTt of princıples that 4VE in TCAasO1N ıllustrates how difAcult such dıvısıon makes
hand, become ıke Hercules Aat the Crossroads, MOVINg between the domaıns of knowledge.
reinstated 4S Judges of OUurz dest1inYy, hıch 15 It 15 also lIınked tendency of CSiErnN academıc

ourselves from Od’s leadıng.* lo aV the theologıcal culture fall Into lıne wıth the culture
definıtıve SEeTt of moral princıples 15 NOT y€t know of the early) modern unıversity in which theo-
hıch OMNC ought apply, which of Man Y 1ın retical knowledge (phılosophy) W as SGEN AS5 TMOTC

princıple‘ g0o0d act10ns ought C  „ OL, AS basıc than the practical Aart:  7 (includıng ethics). TIhe
Man y bıblıcal examples att'  ‘ which apparently result of these developments, especılally in Englısh-
morally problematıc act10ons God miıght draw us speakıng Protestant theology, has eecn that

systematıc (Or fundamental) theology constıitutesINto DYy bındıng us specıfic ne1ghbours (Rahab’s
hıdıng Israel’s spıes 1ın her brothel, take TE of Dasıc Chrıiıstian knowledge, wıth ethıcs understood
Man y examples that AaDPCAr counter-intultive A the applıcatıon of thıs knowledge partıcular
modern ethıcal princıple-think). circumstances. Ihe WG GESsSsS of systematıcs in rela-

t10N ethıcs 1n the RBritish academy after 1945,In the final analysıs, that refusal of
princıples 15 lIınked specıfic doctrine of God an the methodological dısarray afY fragmenta-
When that aVvVe the lıst of eternal t10N of ethıcs AaN! practical theology urıng the

DYy whiıch hıumans INay be moral (whıch SadilLlec per10d, Cal be understood AS result of the
necessarıly stand above Scripture, being derıved sphitting of practical aM theoretical knowledge
from 1t): that understand all that G0d aM the privileging of the theoretical.

of humans. hıs 15 Ta  1E claımıng In lıght of thıs readıng, of CONLTEMPOFALV theo-
NOW God A he knows us Ihe Spirıt longer logıcal hiSstOrY, less dırectly concerned than

needs be OUrTr continual gu1de an We AVe Wood wıth the task of maıntaınıng creedal ortho-
ın effect become biınıtarıan. dOoXY, especı1ally ıf thıs 15 defined purely in the rCS-

ister of theoretical knowledge (whıch Wood,
belıeve, would NOLT ıke 1T DE) 1 15 In PCICCD-
t10N (consıdered AN! reconsıdered) that the only

would lıke continue wıth these themes ASs LUrn interesting question for CONTE MpOrary theology 15
IDDon Wood’s extremely AN! insıghtful how reedal orthodoxy Can be easıly wedded

do Ar the risk of discussıng mınor eiıther ethıcal heterodoxXy (insofar 4A5 theologıans
pomnt 1n Wood’s ar gument 1n the iınterest of larger ATC aV longer capable of definıng it) 0)4 Chriıs-
pomnt in thıs9tor which apologiıze. t1an moralıty confined vC MNATITTOW domaın of

lıtmus test 1sSsues. How cshould the taıthful theolo-wıull, however, trom rather allusıve CTIt1-
C1sm ın footnote, C deal wıth whart take g1an espond when Christians aVEe thınk

be the maJor question raısed DYy Wood, whether that the certaınty of theır faıth 15 Mattfer of hold-
ACCOUNLT undervalues ACCOUNTS of the iımmaAanent ng the rıght eternally valıd belıefs whıle blıssfully

works of God Quoting UO’Donovan, Wood SUuSs of how these vVC beljefs dIC sanctionıng
1n pıthy ftootnote that commıtment the MOST destructive of behavıours” hıs 15 George

moral realısm 15 ın Jeopardy wıthout LLOTC careful Liındbeck’s famous problem of the maraudıng-
of the transıt1ons between descr1iptive and sader’s orthodox confessio0n. Creedal orthodoxy, 1T

prescr1ptive moral language. On IN readıng, thıs 981 15 Dy definıtion INtFINSIC the Church.
criticısm I'CPI'CSCI”HS LLLIOTC sophisticated approach do NOL SC{ mvyself the task of refuting pseudo-

the WOILTLY that Chrıistian ethıcs CANNOLT do wiıth- churches that AVUe lost interest 1n being part of the
OUuUT princıples that the bifurcatiıon of theo- confessing Church through the ADCS My ınterest 15

in supporting those churches that SCMNNSC the ZADretical an practical LTCaSOIl that. ın jJudgement,
has bedeviılled modern theology. ındıcatıng between avowed hıstorıical Christian

Ihe boundarıes of the modern academ1c dıs- belief an the contemporary church’s mora]l lıfe,
cıplıne of Chrıiıstian ethıcs, aM 1fSs uncomtfortable and desıre for It be OVETCOIN

relatıon wıth systematıc theology, 15 arguably TrOmM thıs perspectiVve, AN! }7 AWdA of the
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Varıo0us roles such appeals aVe played in earher oftf communal dırecti10on, L1OT Can it aVe AaLLYy certaınty
in ItSs moral dıscernment. The Corinthıantradıt1ons, read Ianı y of the FEGENT remınders of

the ımportance of the ascensI10N in Christian ethıcs Chrıiıstian XNOSIS, wıth ICS assumptıon that the °real
4S attempts shore the priority of eoret1- subject” of faıth 15 spirıtual mMatters,9 for
cal ICS practical knowledge. 1i 15 thıs ıfurcatıon instance, iındıfference the body that C  3 be
that makes poss1ible the dıstiınction of descrıptive acted OUT 1n radıcal lıbertarıan dırections (the PIO
AS opposed prescr1ptive moral Janguage. MyYy MISCUILY of chapter 4S ecasıly radıcal asceticısm
contention, however, 15 that thıs 15 unbiblıcal (the dısparagıng of sexualıty AS confronted in chap-
dıistinction. ake tor instance Wood’s readıng of ter / Paul’s 15 NOL dıspute the Corıin-
Corinthıans Z  © Ihe PaASSaAHC °the Spirıt searches thıan claım that Chrıst 15 ord an Savıour, but
the eternal thıngs of God’ 15 cıted ASSECIT the pr1- indıcate the WaYS iın whıiıch, theır confession of
Or1ty of Od’s works intra VEr hıs works COhrist 15 be LG an' 1T be tied
EX Wood’s COMALECIN 15 safeguard the logıcal the COoMMUNItY an the real time workıng of
PriOority of Od’s actıon in hımself CT hıs act10ons the Spirıt reveal what God has for thıs partıcu-
toward the WOTr Here Wood OC€s NOT SEL lar COMMUNLITY. ould frame S LICLVOUS-

quıite rıght in hıs ASSCSSMECNL that NEeETrTVOUS CcSsS5 about 'metaphYysıcs’ 4A5 that of aul that the
about thıs assert10on AaN! the metaphysıcal claıms 1T Janguage SAMC of ontology An evered
entaıls. What NETVOUS about 15 the ftoreshort- from thıs eccles1al MAatrıx allows an CVECIN CI1COUTL-

enıng of the DaASSaASC Wood’s Citatıon9and ASCS the ıdea that there Can be knowledge of Christ
whıch, perhaps unwiıttingly, AaDPCATS apart ftrom the practical dıscernment of the lıvingparalle] that of the defenders Or theology 4A5 fun- body of Chrıst 4S taught DY the Spirıt 1n (1
damentally theoretical knowledge. Corinthıians 4:20)Corinthıians 15 wriıtten belhevers wh. aul hope that DYy noting these trajectories 1T has
sANe turned Chrıist INto an object of knowl- become clear why wıth Wood’s remınder
edge be possessed 4S SPCTGE (a XNnNOSI1S) that Can of the ımportance and role of creedal afırmatıons
then be cashed OULT A polıtıcal authorıty construed 4S authoriıitatıve (E£. Sıngıng, 27/6) whıle beingin antı-eccles1ial ashıon. aD refute theır hrıs- actıvely about the WdYS creedal orthodoxytology AaN! Its anchorıing ın theoretical nowledge becomes 7NOSIS. Coriunthıians SUSSZCSTS that the
alone, aul O€es NOT avOo1d talk of God In Hıs ındıcator that taıth has become XNOSIS 15 when
approach, rather, 15 redirect theır attention Chrıstian talk about ethıcs O€s NOLT ASSUTTNIC IT 15
the crucı1al ımportance of spırıtual Judgment of the ımmediıate entaılment of creedal cClaıms, an when
Church’s CONLCEMPOTALY affaırs. Ihe certaınty DPaul COQUTr certaınty about creedal claıms 15 paıred wıth
demands of the Corimnthıians 15 precisely NOTL Iknowl- confusıon and uncertaiınty about the lıvingedge of the inner ıfe an decrees of though of Spirıt.he retfers 1T 1ın the (AIUTSE of hıs argument. Ihe
crucı1al knowledge he them recogNIsE AaN!

These perspect1Vves arıse from ınterest in what
It Iıve Chrıstian faıth Ihınkıng, ıncludıngbecome certaın about 15 “Of the gifts bestowed theologısıng, 15 ONC aAaSsPCCL of faıthful human lıving.us DY (1 Corinthıians 2:15); the gıfts that ut before t  ng ( actıng MUST (AJIELIC hearıng,God D1VES thı1s cCommunıty thıs place.

For Paul, for knowledge for ItSs WI) sake
the condıtıon tor obedience. As Luther puts IT

Irue obedience 1S NOL do what YOU yourself15 profoundly antısocı1al. When theologıcal claıms choose € 1 what yOU 1Impose upON yourself, utATIC severed from theır role 1n the up-bulldıng in
the body of Christ: they INAY be held ASs the solı- what the Lord has commanded VOU through
Lar y knowledge of those who thınk themselves A Hıs Word Therefore when GOod 15 NOLT SPCAa-

kıng but 15 keeping sılence, there C: 7 be“MmMature’ indıvıduals, problem 1n ıtself that Paul
obedience. Moreover, It 15 NOL enough that Godthınks worthy of rebukıng. More relevant tfor (T

PUrDOSCS, such theologiıcal knowledge mMaYy ell speaks; but 1It 1S IXthat he speaks
end ıtself moral applıcatıons, but the vVC fact “Ihe Lord has sa1d’ whoever keeps thıs phrase

1n mınd in all hıs act1ONs 111 always lıve happılythat these COMIC in dıfferent ıf NOT mutually exclu-
AaN! be full of hope.“S1VE proposals reveals the total nabılıty of thıs

approach toster ozkodome, the upbuilding of the My startıng presupposıtıon 15 that perfectly Oortho-
COMMUNItY. dox claıms AN| beliıefs CAll be afırmed DYy those

Christianıty AS solıtary ZNOSIS Can AaVE 110 who refuse be obedient, AaN! INY sole interest
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111 5ıngıng 15 how understand AF 1NV1ıte the becomıing of thıs realıty real LimMe that
Church 1INTO obedience humans C  e be orıented theır daılv Iıves Ihe

These consıderatıons also ıllumıne hope term realıty 15 thus ındexed the doctrine of
Godcomplaınts about the CADANSION of hermeneutIı1ics

hıch AL est 15 talk about the condıtiıons under 2 Ihe CCOMNOLLLY of .Od’s works ad 15

hıch God mıght be known My 15 1 urther explicated 111 Christological and obustly
rediscovering how God has and A claımıng human pneumatological [NaNNCLr Domg renders doxol-
Iıves 4S hıs WI) 1Io NOW that God claıms lıves the DIIMAaL y torm of human the
0)4 know the CONd1ıtLONS tor ally claım €I'I'l€l'g€ realıty that SUSTLAa1NSs human ıfe Doxology ı15 the
15 NOL y€t A earned what IT miıght human acknowledgement of rel1ıance
VECOAIISE Chriıst claım the PrEsSCHL Recognition an gratitude tor and CAFEe Because

God has revealed the ıfe of Jesus Chrıiıst that15 all CLL0N shall AN NOLT ıdea Chriıs-
Lan ethıcs 15 the Sset of ıdeas Oorıented tacılıtat- he desires Iıve wıth usSs humans Call afırm that
INS thıs SO of aAactıon dırecting he has prepared W dV that they Canl lıyve wıth
1TS full CONCcreten€ESs an mater1alıty. 1o begıin wıth hım Humanıty 15 NOL eft iINVent PFalscs 1CS
these Starung pPresup pOSlUOIIS iınevıtablv SCNCFALCS z whiıch ould be LANTLTAMOUNT remventmg

dıfference of pOS 1C10N1N from much modern the- faıth What LrUust PFalsc the torm of OUr

Ology, r CPOSIUOHIII wıth hıch Wood doubt faıth 15 detectable CQOUT PFalIscs Ome PFalscCs A1C

has sympathy. authoriıtatıve because they genumely author us

genumnely OPCDH COMMUNICALION wıth the ONC
ıte n  f keeping uUusSs alıve Doxology ı15 ordered

111 vertically 4S COMNS from an God,
Whiıle glad NOTLT be abelled 'Erlangen an shape, horızontally, DYy 1CS emplacement
School DV Wood do chare much wıth the final the PFalsSCS of the Aa1ınts Such ALl approach

respondents Wannenwetsch AN! Ulrıch hıs reconfigures the academıi1Cc dıscıplıne of ethıcs 4A5
makes respondıing them the mode of clarıfica- doxXxology wıth tar reachıng, ımplıcatıons
L10N ımpossıble AS thev also acknowledge Rather tor ethıcal discussı1ons only alluded 111
than 5Singıng crıtically, theyv aVe >; 5Sıngıng

the gıft fmakıng what 15 iımplhcıt 5) Ihese OPCHINS IS betray NO only
IT explıcıt In domg A pushed Ur CONMNVCI- comtfort wıth ut ATl iNSıstenNCE that theology and
SACıON another step orward In INallıy W dVS Sing- ethıcs admıt theır locatıon the mıddle of G 0d”’

AN salvatıon of the world GodB8E0 rCcpr'‘ CSCNLS OW) sımılar reflectionNs theır
work AI AaLLYV them Call only take break humans make us AWAaIcCc of hıs DICS-
the form of extending the CONVeEerSsSatioOon the CLE AN! CaAdiCc Aamıudst the countervauıng tendencıes
COMMMUNNLO UNILYy befitting tellow workers ÖL that characterise 1988 tallen psyches ATı the sOc1a|
God’ (1 Corinthıans Not only 15 1T MOTC formatıons wıthın hıch they dIiC wholly embed-
CX1tl[lg s than CTK 4SE AS Wannenwetsch ded Sanctihication 15 thıus ırreducıbly, PFrOCCSS
PULtS IT but 1T 15 LNOTC real MOTC human theologı- of unlearnıng Aı dısplacement of what thınk
cally understood PrODOSC conclude thıs know DYy what us DYy that whıch
Dy drawıng together what SCC 4A5 OUT POII1tS Ör CANNOL y€t comprehend
AYrecmMECN 1n hope of deepening aAM cClarıfyıng 1T E Ihe foregoing also pOSIUOI‘IS theology AS

UOnly 111 PasSsSıns wıll the ONMg1N of dıscıplıne wholly comtortable wıth the admıssıon
observatıon 1ı111 the rCSDONSCS ofWannenwetsch an that Christians do NOTLT veLr know Scripture
Ulrıch. (Ince earned the order of the bıblıcal books and

}} Christian ethıcs ı15 est understood AS d1ısc1ı- thought knew Scripture But then earned
pline SCIVINS the of Christians real- the CONLEHNE of the books an realızed that nlv

hıs realıty, however 15 NOL perceivable wiıithout then dıd NOW Scrıpture Yet later earned the
faıth but 15 thoroughly Irınıtarıan eccles1al An bıblıcal languages aM realızed DY learnıng LMNOTEC

scrıptural realıty. It 15 NOL dırectly concerned wıth how hıttle had previously understood We ATIC

establıshıng groundıng ICS claıms about real- always tempted thınk that know 1ICC

(an apologetıc task 11OT primarıly wıth ‚Ur- aVe grasped the theologıes ot the bıblıcal books
INS iınternal conceptual balance (a second-order theır ethical CONTENT grasped the a  TC
SYSTtEMALIC task), but facılıtatıng the Church’s hermeneutıc method and ad infınıtum
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But ıf Christian theology C  - do 110 LNOTC than AL odds wıth the academ1c culture whiıch
attend the letter of Scripture rather than arbı- 15 WO  3 through Crıtiıcısm wıll consıder Sınging
trarıly PutUung asıde thıs A1LeENUON the grounds ıf IT OCces nothıng HMAIOTIC than show how
that 1O Iknow 1T 15 eft wıth never-ending ıtal Ir 15 that CONtem Orary theologıans especılally
MOVEMENT 1NTfO Scripture Chrıistian faıth Can theologıcal students become AaWAarT'! of the WaYS
transcend the Patıcht chewing whıch meditatiıon they dIC being CULT off ftrom the body of Chrıst bDy
demands an whıch 15 CO  V ofuman bless- the habıts of dısdaın objectification an debunk
edness (Psalm Ihe human condıtıon HC InS that COLMILIC easıly the academy AT offer
of continual temptatıon claım arrıval seek such glıttering cshort FfeErm
rest readıng that 15 complete that readıng /) hıs last observatıon about the iınfiuence of
Can These consıderations fund the SUSDICION academı1c culture theological habıts 15 CXam-
of closed’ theoretical evıdent 5SIngıng ple ofhow such theology places 1mportance
anı the rCSDONSCS of Wannenwetsch and Ulriıch the heightening of SCHNSIELVICY the denudıng
But NOLICE being comtortable wıth being PCI- schemata of thıs ASC Romans For Wan-
petually 111 the mıddle of both ıfe and scrıptural nenwetsch Ulriıch anı salvatıon 15 closely tied
meditation Can only CONTLINUE the ONZO1INS an the dıyıne OVCEIrCOMUNS of such schemas CMp-
SUsSTaNıNS of the COMMUNI of worshıp HITE and the 'ACLOorum ATIC understood
Dy the work of God 4S God chosen modalıtıes SCIVINS thıs OVETITCOTM-

9 When Christians lose thıs of being 1NS, wholly dıvıne ACT whiıch humans Can eıther
embedded the ftaıth of the MUNILY of PLAIsSC embrace FCJECT Scripture MUSLT TECI1Naln outsıde
the Spirıt sustaıned body of Christ they NEVITLA- Uus, truly other order PICSCIVC the tor the
Diy clutch tor alternatıve mechanısms tor SCNCTAL- Spirıt lıberate 1T trom OUrTr self--Justifyiıng PrOJCC-
INn CErTaınNtVy aM stabılıty. hıs clutching becomes So LOO MUST the SAalnts  D CXCHRCSIS stand agamst
visıble when attending the shıftıng ınflections us all ICS glor10uUs depth and bewildering CO11-

tradıctions Io allow them do 15 COHIGEAVEof PIaISC TIhere 15 symbi0sı1s between church
enamoured wıth method whether theologıcal (DE, bıblıcal COMMECNTALV 4S closer mıdrash 4S Ulriıch
ethıical an 4AS Wood also picks church that PO1NTS OUuUtL 1o HIATGESCE ourselves willingly thıs
has lots 1CS confidence the of the Spirıt turbulent but unıfned STIream 15 venture ot relı-
Wannenwetsch nıcely thıs syndrome meth- A1N1CC the ıllumınatıng of the Spirıt which
odologıcal deısm Such analysıs takes ser10usly the Ulriıch succınctly labels amatıc aın eschatolog
reedal claım that there 15 pneumatologıcal CON- ıcal metamorphosıs Wannenwetsch Ulrıch AaN!
[E for ethıcs (Ulrıch) Ihe whole PrOJEeCL ofSıng- that the tenor of Chrıistian ethıcs 15 therefore
INg 15 theologıcally explicate what 1L mıght appropriately ocused ( I1 changes, SUrPTCısıng

COI the pırı 111 the realms of ıfe and bıblıcal APDPCAraNCES, 1 short, OM advent. It ı15 because
Formed AaCTIVITIES of lıstening, >5 umans ATC lost an doubly lost f they Ar NOL

communa|l PFralsc an ON dIC exposed AS basıc earned how detect aAM respond dıyıne NV1ICLA-
torums 111 whiıch human ıfe 15 ftorm that r epentance
befhits 1L that enlıvens 1L Thıs emphasıs comprehends the emphasıs of

6) Wannenwetsch Ulriıch anı 4SSUMNIC SV! ethıcs the gradual bulldıng of new WaYS
metrical relatıonshıp between the ırreducıbility of of lıviıng, HC habıts But 1 domg 1L that
the LEXT of Scripture AN! the ırreducıbilıtv of the HG habıts 1K an accumulatıon of human FCSPONSCS
DETSONS who make the COIMNIMNUNNON of SAa1INTfs dıvıne INV1ITALION.: callıne belıevers directions
Every YCNCFALLON of Christians MUST read Scrıpture theır CNrFTENEFE habıts FESIST Ihe ımpor Tant
wıth the SAa1Nts because (DUiT: sanctıficatıon found becomes NOT What 15 the basıc SECET of Chrıistian

JOWMMUNG them being made ONC wıth them habıts (T virtues»®” but 11C Whart O€Ss 1L
Because the Chrıiıstian ethos 15 tundamentally OXO- IL1ICaN be prepared ear when God challenges
logıcal 1T 15 ırreducıbly polıtıcal Indıyıdual PTalsSCc Our CUTTeNF habıts anı schemas of perception?” In
15 only knowable A4AS real PFalsc AS IT harmoni1ses wıth tollowıng OUuUT thıs NOT only 15 the empha-the body of Chriıst On thıs thınk Wannen- S15 of Christian ethıc decısıvely chıfted
wetsch and Ulrıch both draw OUuUTt IL1LV z SC1I151- AWAY from fOcus human subject1Vıty, Dut
bılıtıes explicıtly AN! succınctly than Was also COMNNC the theological OUTrCEec of the reJCeCLION
able d  ] Sıngıng Ihe sympathy towards the of ANLYV hard dıstınction between practical an theo-
SAa1NTfs that thıs ACCOUNLTL engenders ı15 fundamentally retical knowledge Romans that
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CIUT practical AN! theoretical knowledge AL NECXIT1- hat discussıon 15 defined DYy Wallıng for God
cably intertwıned an therefore that OUTr attempt reveal how Cal advance wıthout breakıng COIMN-

keep them separated C411 only yıeld UuN101 when dısagree ATC confused
the reftormulatıon of the schemas that siımultane- amongst ourselves Chrıiıstian ethıcs 15 concerned
ously entangle ur lıved ıfe and thoughts wıth indıcatıng how humans CL learn LrUST the

S) Fınally, there 15 agreement that the CONCCPL of words of Scripture d thıs CICY, thıs people AN!
be made ONC wıth them Christ body.faıth 4S exploring the Torah’ 15 bıfur-

cated of theology an ethıcs ethıcs
Dr Brıan Brock ] ecturer Moral ıN Practi-an Chrıstian ethıcs 15 conceıved AS

CONVeEersatiOeOn between CO ntemporanes gathered cal Theology Ar the Universıty of erdeen Sing-
around aAN! anchored God Dy thıs LEX these IN the 0S of God 15 hıs YrSt book He has een
words wıth theır tangıble An mater1al member of the Advısory Councıl

hıs surface 1CS cheer SIVENNCSS the 2005
11 whıich God has chosen gather Church

It 15 the anchorıing mode of .0d’s 4S he OTfes
has chosen ffer us Scripture Cal be loved Thıs edıted of presented Aat theand ınhabıted because 1T Can be ouched AN! Annual Book Colloquimum of the ırb Laıng Instı-
because 1L NVITES us 1NTO ıtself In domg 1L tutfe for Chriıstian Ethıcs CKLACGE); yn House
OUur CVCS OUrLr embedding God works works ambrıdge September 2008

uUusSsCc the OMMUNIET: for the discoursethat NCOM1DASS NOLT only UuSs but the whole COSTIT1105S5

evokıng worshıp A love H: the Torah 15 represented DV the otherwiıse excellent The and
0d’s revelatıon of hımself aM all hıs works Ethcs the COhrıstian Life DY Bırch and Rasmussen
Cal LIGVEGEFE NCOM1DASS 181880838 P 0855 1L but C  S only and Readıng COMMUNUMN Dy OW' and Jones
be Insıude 1T be xplorıng 1T wıth all COUTr DEeINgS Karl Barth ”UVCH Dogmatıcs Edıted by Bro-

miley and Orrance (Edınburgh ST ar'!(cf Sınging, 75 {4) In 1T the OINMMUNIO of SAa1nfts 1956 volumes I2 / 264 265 anddıscovers that 1L 15 hıttle band AaSTt ULNLVETITSC of 1V/1 615 616
words each of whıch iındıcates .Od’s WaVS ofbeing Martın er Lectures GENES1LS vol Fdıted Dywıth humans In thıs bıblıcal 15 aroslav (St 1.ou1s Concordıia D

273the dıscussıon about the WaAY orward together

NEW FROM ATERNOSTER

Spirıtuality ıthout God
Christian Response Buddhısm
Harold Netland Keıth andell

In TECENT VCaLS Buddhısm has attracted fast SIO W tollowıng 11 North Amerıica aMn kurope In Part th1s
because Buddhısm SCH ofter and 3858{88 tranquillıty, profoun spirıtuality and insıght 1NTO ultımate

ealıtV. VeLr wıtrhourt the need tor belief God 45 all spiırıtual seekers the POSL Christian West th1ıs
"spırıtualıty wıthourt God’ has SLITONS appeal. Whiılst Buddhısm has been ftormatıve influence the cultures otf

Sourtrh aN! Aast Asıa ı relatıvelv L1CW arrıval ı the West and ı lıtrle understood DV Chrıstians. hıs book has
the twotfold al  3 of introducıng the diverse Buddhıisrt tradıtıons Western readers and of offering Chrıstian

CNZAZSCMECNT wiıch the central truth-claıms of. Buddhısm. Ihroughout the Dbook the claıms of thıs ANCIENT relıgıon
ATC treated wıth FESPECCL an careful ALTeENLION Dbut the authors IMAaınLAaın cthar there Al g0o0d tor ultımately

reJeECUNG Buddchıiıst conclusıons hıs book OTIC ot VECILIV CeCW aAattcemPLS DV Christians offer respecttul an
intormed but honest AN! robust of thıs IımMpOortan relıgıon
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