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IThe Relationship between Theology and
Missıiology: IThe Missıiological Hermeneutics

Pavel Cerny

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Weil das Programm der Welt kein glaubwürdiger her-
meneutischer Schlüsse! zu ext der ibel ist, drSUuMMeN-

DITZ ibel ıst eın missionarisches Dokument, das über tiert dieser Artikel für eIne missionarische Hermeneutik.
Jahrhunderte hinweg eine un eın Zeug- Wıe L eslie ewbigin und Stanley Hauerwas betonen,
NIS VOon\n der MiISsSsIO Del entwickelte. (iott War mit eıner ıst die Kirche die hermeneutische Gemeinschaft, die
Mission die Menschheit befasst, die eın Mandat mMit der Interpretation des Evangeliums mMıt en und
empfting, sich die Schöpfung kümmern eın Öko- iIm Leben beauftragt ISst. Wıe ich andernorts aAarguMen-logisches, ökonomisches und kulturelles Mandat) (‚ottes tiert habe, erhalten viele Wörter Im Evangelium ihre
rwählung Israels ISst eın missionarischer Akt, der Zu Bedeutung VOr dem Hintergrund des Kampfesegen für alle Nationen Jesus War Voogesandt, CGilauben und sOziale Tätigkeit SOWIE Im Kontext der

seIne Missıon erfüllen und die Kirche ıst dazu da, kirchlichen Gemeinschaft In The Missıon of God hat
die Mission des Gottesknechts Oortzusetzen. DIie eINıIsche FIS Wright gezeigt, dass hermeneutische Kohärenz CNS[)iımension des Lebens des CGiottesvolks eın M“ für die muit der messianischen (Christozentrischen) | EeSsEWEISE des
Natıonen senrnn Ist ebenfalls Teil der missionarischen Bibeltextes verbunden Ist, In Verbindung mit der MISSIO
Aufgabe. Deı

RESUMF Les preocCupations du monde constituent DaSs UuUNe
cl hermeneutique credıble DOUT interpreter le

E} ible EsT document missionNnNaılre alabore {} des de Ia ible UJne hermeneutique missionnalre est bien
siecles dVEC MECSSASC SUr Ia MISSIO Deı et temoig- Dlutöt requise. Comme l’ont souligne Leslie ewbigin el
Nase rendu celle-ci. (Dieu S‘ ES' Invest! dans UTle MIS- Stanley Mauerwas, |’Eglise est Ia communaute hermeneu-
SION faveur de I’humanite Qquı avaıt 1ECU DOUT mandat t! QquIı ete confiee Ia responsabilite d’interpreterde prendre SOIn de la creation (un mandat ecologique, |’Evangile Ia OIS Dar SCS Daroles et Dar VvIe ( omme
ECONOMIUE et culturel). L’election d’Israel Dar IeUu etalt ’auteur I‘a exprime Dar ailleurs, de nombreuses Daroles

act! missionnailre DOUT objectif Ia benediction des evangiles rouven leur SC[{115 onction du combat
de [OUS les euples. Jesus ate envoye Dar 1eu DOUF DOUFr la fOl et |’ceuvre socCiale qU! leur sert d’arriere-planaccomplir mission et /’Eglise est 1a DOUT DPOUrSUlvre et dans E de la COMMUNION de l’Eglise. ans
Celtfe mission du Serviteur du eigneur. La dimension SOM VUVTAsE SUr Ia mission divine, Chris Wright mMmontre
ethique de 1a VIEe du peuple de Dieu, appele etre 1a UUC 1a coherence hermeneutique depend etroitement
umiere des euples, aıt Aaussı partie de VOCalıon MIS-
sionnatlre.

d’une interpretation messianıque (Christocentrique) du
iblique lien dAaVEC la MISSIO Del

UMMARY his Issıon and the Church IS here tO continue the MIS-
SION of servanıc. The ethical dimension of the life of

The ible IS MISSIONarY document IC| developed people be the 1g! the natıons IS also Dart
OVver centurıes d IMECSSALEC and testimonYy about the of the missionNary task
MISSIO Deır God has been engaged In mission towards Because the agenda of the world IS nOoT credıDble
humanity, IC received MmMandate Cdire for the (TEA- hermeneutical Key the TexTt of the ible, his
tion (an environmental, economical and cultural [Man- argues for mMissioNary hermeneutic. As | eslie ewbi-
ate election of Israel IS MissioNary leadin gın and Stanley Hauerwas emphasize, the church IS the

blessing for all nations. Jesus Was sent DYy God fulfil hermeneutical Communt charged ith the Interpre-
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tatıon of the gospel both DYy words and lıfe ASs ——  —— have Missıon of God IS Wright has shown that hermeneuti-
argued elsewhere, ManYy gospel words get their meanıng Cal coherence IS closely connected ith the messianıc
agalnst the background of the struggle for al and social ristocentric) eading of the ible (EexT In relation with
work and In the context of the church fellowship. In The the MISSIO Del

doctrine of the Irınıity. IThe erb MAtTO (tO send)Before STArı discussıng the relatıonshıp between
theology anı M1sSS10102y MUST briefly o0k AT referred the task of Jesus Christ who W as SCNT
theır CONTENT an the development of theır mutual Farth DYy God the Father complete the work

of salvatıon. I+ W AS the IruN an real MiIASss10 De:1understandıng.‘ ‚0d’s 1SS10N 1n thıs world.
When ın the 16th the word m1ssıonN

Theology ADPDCAL 1ın the termınology of the Jesu-
Ihe understandıng of what theology 15 has SONC 1tS, IT denotes the spreadıng of the Chrıistian faıth
through long hıstorıical development; ındıyvıdual people whıi ATC NOLT members of the Roman
definıt1ions oscıllate from everyday thınkıng Catholıc Church therefore the Protestants
about ne’s  2 ftaıth hıghly academı1c CXpress1ONs ASs well 'Ihe word W d S()O11 adopted DYy the TOLT-
and Wolfgang Irıllhaas, for example, SCS GSTANTIS 4S well A descr1ıption of theır Journeys
theology ASs “reflective self-understandıng, of countrıes. In estern ınkıng the word
faıth. ” Theology ımplıes the wısh thınk about then ZOL quite closely connected wıth the colon1a]|
the realıty of faıth ASs deeply 4A5 possible an about eXpansıon of the European countrıes.

ntıl 1950 the word MASSLION described theItfs relatıonshıp other OUTCCS of knowledge
about lıfe.® e authors ook AL theology from sending of mMıss1ONArIES Into gyıven terrıtory AN!

LLIOTIC iıntellectual perspective an emphasıze also theır actıvıtles. Ihe word W As also sed tor
ratıional thınkıng (T speech about God ıntel- the 1SsS1ıoN agencıes that seENTtT them, the 1Ss1ıoN
lectual dıiıscourse God According thıs CO11- field CCHETE from hıch the M1ss1ONArIES WEentTt

CCPL, theology 15 dıscıplıne helping the traıned other places, for 1SS10N stat1ıon (a church
mınd CI4 FEL comprehens1ive an Justified wıithout regular PastOr, therefore dependent
Judgment about the claıms of faıth * ItSs “mother CHUrch; ). BYy extens10n, the word M1S-

Ihe Enlıghtenment torced the Chrıstians of the S10N descrıibes ser1es of meetings fOCUSINS
estern world defend theır understandıng of deepening amplıfıcatıon of the Chrıistian ftaıth
theology AaN! ItSs posıtıon wıthın the unıversıIıtYy. It nomınal Chrıistians. hıs OVErVIEW cClearly
W as the beginning of attempts defend theology shows how much of the meanıng of the eXpressi1on

Miss10 De: W as lost VCLT time.AS legıtımate clence. TIhe Reformed theologıan
Charles odge calls theology c clence about the Ir StOrY tells us that the ecumenı1cal LMOVC-

facts of 0d’s revelatıon . whıle Bancroft TT W as Orn OULTL of M1SSIONAFY work, then ıf 15
claıms that theology 15 clence about God äl also Iru that the 1SS10N supported
the relatiıonshıp between God A the unıverse” > the renewal of the theology of 1SS10N. number
Ihe Sıtuatiıon changed ın the 1960s wıth the devel- of factors AN! CVENIS certaınly played role TE
OPMECNLT of number of lıberatiıon theologies. Ihe the developments 1in Cclience AN! technology AaN!
emphasıs 15 LTE often PUL the practical char- also the effects of secularısatıon whıch attempts

of theology; theology becomes reflectıon PI‘CSCI]t faıth 1ın God AS ırrelevant. In LNOTC FeECCHT

practice. Theology 15 longer Just the feld at times aVC started ear the shockıng MCSSASC
study of LLALITOW iıntellectual STOUDS but becomes that urope ıtself has become 1SsS1O0N field agaln.

theme of dialogue., Gustavo Gutierrez under- Churches in urope an North Ämeriıca ATC send-
stands theology c  as cerıitical reflectiıon Il hıstorical ng M1iss1iONArIES whıi AVC iıdentify the MmM1ss1ıON
PraxIıs in the lıght of the Wor J7 an thıs definıtion fields 1ın theır OW. countriıes. At the SaJIinıEc time, the

MI1SS1ONarYy actıvıtıes and methods of ther rel1-became quıte well known aMı accepted.®
S10NS ATC rather aggress1ıVve OCCAS10ON.

arge number of INndıgenOuUs churches has
Missıiology Iu: 1n the called hırd World countrıes

We should remember that ntıl the 16th CEC1I- (NOW the 2/3 maJorıty world) hıch r CPI'CSCIItS
the word MASSION W ds sed for describing the another turnıng pomnt in the overall Sıtuation. In

EJT 79:2 105



@ PAVEL (LERNY

the PreviOus centurıies, mM1ss1ONArIES from the West In spıte of those ımportant observatıons an
STATEMENTS A still often taced wıth the ser1-set the Or of theological development anı the

form of the church ıfe Ihıs Sıtuatıon has changed OUuUsSs 1ssue that the separatıon f theology an m1S-
and the churches fejECT the dıctate of the s10l10gy iın hISstOry had devastatıng ınfiuence
Western denomıiınatıons. Much estern theology the understandıng of the M1SS1ONAFY callıng of the
15 110 being, viewed speculatıve aAM ırrelevant. Church AN! ItSs later theologıcal developments.
New theologıes have emerged: Afrıcan, Asıan, hıs fact NO leads SOILIC theologıans stıpulate
aC. contextual, lıberation, Korean minjung and that "theology CAaAaNNOT eXISt wıthout mı1ss1ı0n”,
others. of that had sıgnıfıcant infÄuence in other words, *there 15 heology hıch would
the tfurther development of (IUH: understandıng of NOLT be MISSIONALCY AT the SAaN1lC time”.  2 12 it W ds$ arl
1SS10N. Barth who saıd 1in provocatıve IHNannNer that the

theologıcal work MUST be Oone wıth the Bıble
1n OC hand an 1NCWSDAPDCI iın the other. !$ HeThe relatiıonship of theology and wanted SUSSCSLT that theology CAaNnOL be devel-

mM1SS1010@y
er10us task of reflection the faıth an the ıfe
oped only for ıts OW sake but that It Carrıes the

Ihe Pr pıoneers wh. understood the ımpor-
of M1SS1010gy the framework of theolo of the church. Theology 15 CONTINUOUS PFOCCSS

WEeTC the Protestant Gustav arneck (1834-1910) f understandıng the relatıonshıp between
aM the Roman Catholıc Josef Schmidlın 18/6- revelatıon anı the realıty of the world.!*
1944) Iheıir wrıitings made It possıible tor M1S- theology developed, M1SS1010@Yy WAaS usually
S10102Y really STart meeting theology. Ihe rst SCCH N part of practical theology anı viewed 45

departments of M1SS1010@Yy WEeTC establıshed 1n WaY of self-realısatıon of the church 1in MI1S-
kuropean aM Amerıican schools of theology. It 15 S10N sıtuation. On the other hand. there ATC gxood

accıdent that the 1SS1O0N conference whıch W ds$S examples of the establiıishment of departments of
held 1n Edınburgh in 1910 has een lIınked wıth M1SS1010@Yy SOMNC unıversıtlies in Uro an
the subsequent development of ecumenısm and Ameriıca. Nevertheless, AS Davıd Bosch saıld, MIS-
theological ogue Consecutıvely, LMOTC bıblıcal S1010@Yy Was pushed the sıde and turned INtOo
an theologıcal studıes WETC wriıtten proving that e secretarıat of foreign affaırs” that concentrated

In the beginniıng 1SS1O0N W asS LNOTC than Just other countrıies, NOLT the OoOme COUNtrY. *° ven
aCt1VItY. It W d5 the foundatıon of the church ıte today SOMIC theologians do NOLT understand why

they should thınk about theır work 1in connectionThe beginnings of the theology of 1SS10N ATC
wıth M1ssS1010gy. In realıty convınced that alltherefore the beginnings of the Christian theol-

4S such / theologıcal dıscıplınes eed incorporate the MI1S-
S1O0Nary dımensıon ın theır helds Every theologicalIhe New lestament scholar ‘Martin Hengel specıalıst ought be challenged o0k Ar hıs 0)8SsSUumMArıZEeS hıs of Paull’s COHCCPt of 1SS1O0N her dıscıplıne from the pomnt of 1e6W of mission.!©AaN! the OrNg1INs of the M1SSIONAFY Orıentatıon of the 'Ihe maın [CaAasonN 15 the fact that God makes hımselfcarly church DYy statıng that the hıstory an theol-

of Early Chrıstianıty dIC 1ın the YTSt place “rthe known AS the God of M1sSsS10N. Ihe Bıble SICW IM

”8 t1ıme AS book about .0d’s 1SS10N. It W ads wriıttenhıstory of mıssıon” aM “th€ theology of M1SS10 Dy mi1ss1ONArIES aN! the TCason of Its creation W AasSsHengel alsO Sa YyS.
church and heology that forgets denıes

the continung 1SS10N of ‚Od’s people and the
church

the M1SS1ONarYy callıng of the belıevers 4S the Ihe study of CVCLY theologiıcal question an
INCSSCHSCIS of salvatıon ın the world threatened top1C 15 PUut In HNe lıght when o0k AT how
DYy dısaster 1VES Its foundatıons AN|
effectively surrenders.?

1T relates 0d’s Chrıistology o1Vves us
normatıve understandıng of 0d’s hıstorıical

No wonder that SOMNC authors, ıke for example project establıshıng hıs rule VerT the created world
Martın Kähler, ATC quıte emphatıc about thıs 1SsuUEe 1n Justice, reconcıhation, an COmpassıon.
AN! that “the oldest 1Ss1ıoN W as the mother Ihe theology of M1SS1ONary ACTS Can De sed for
of theology”.*” Kähler adı that theology started evaluatıng, correcting an setting better foun-

develop 4S c supporting manıfestatiıon of the datıons for the motıves 7 actı1ons of those who
Chrıstian mı1ss10N”, NOT 4A5 “Juxury of church WAant partıcıpate in respondıng the requestthat ruled the world.”! “Your wıll be one earth 4A5 1T 15 1in heaven”. Miıs-
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s10logy helps check both theory An practice in The MOST systematıc ANSWCT the question of
relatıon the gospel AaN! comprehend hıstory missiolog1cal hermeneutıics W aS provıded DY Chrıis-
ftrom eschatological pomt of view. 1/ The church topher Wrıight 1n hıs comprehensıve book The
CAaNNOT consıder ıtself be apostolıc AaN! catholıc Maiıssı0on 0  ( As Old Testament scholar AN!
(unıversal) iın the of “church tor everyone” 1ssıon theologian he persuasıve evidence

that the iındıvıdual p arts of the Old an New lesta-wıthout M1ISSION. 1SS10N 1s NOLT Just act1vıty of
the church. It 15 the VCLY expression of the ex1istence MeEeNnNtT clearly reflect M1SSIONATY CONFEXT ven bıb-
of the church. hıs W ds gradually recognısed for lıcal ethıcs derıves 1fs meanıng from the CONTLEXT of
example DY the 1SS10N conference ın Wıllıngen the 1sSsıonN of Israel and the Church of Chrıst The
1952 aAM then AL the aASSCMLDLY f the WE in dynamıcs of the hermeneutical PDIrOCCSS 15 provıde
New elhı Y where the Internatıional Miıs- DYy the STOTCV of the Bıble (the meta-narrat1ıve)
S10N Councıl W asSs incorporated ın the Oorganısatıon. ıtself. 1SS10N 15 about what the Bıble 15 about.*”
Ihe church realızed IT CANNOT eX1IST “above” the Wrıight consıders the STOFCY about the dıscıples
world OLr “agalnst” the world but IT MUST eX1ISt tor the road Emmaus be VCLYV apt example of
the world the M1SSIONALY hermeneutics.

Ihen he opened theır mınds they could
understand the Scriptures. He told them, “ 1 ’hisMissiological hermeneutics 15 what 15 wriıtten: Ihe Christ 11l suffer AN! rıse

Recent bıblıcal studıes from 1Ss1ıon point of ftrom the dead the thırd day, aAM r epentance1e6eW suggest SOIMNC er10us facts. Miıssıon 15 NOL Just an forg1ıveness of SINS 111 be preached iın hıs
Aall emphasıs the called Gireat Commıissı1on alıılc all natıons, beginniıng AT Jerusalem.”
AF the CM of the Gospel of atthew. 1SS1O0N 15 Luke 24:45-4 /)far LMOTC than Just task be performed Dy the Ihe introductory of Jesus, T hıs 15 whattollowers ofJesus. hat ould be sSer101s MAarrOW - 15 wrıtten”, 15 NOLT A OLIC LEXT ın partıcular.ıng OWN of what call MiASss10 De1 Miss1i0log1-
cal hermeneutics 15 ounded the V eyistence TIhe whole Scrıpture 1VES test1MONY the COIM1-

of the Bıble Ihe ole of the Scripture 15 mand that the 1SS1O0N ofpreaching r CPCDt3I'ICC and
forg1veness of S1INS MUST al natıons in themissiologıcal phenomenon, especlally for those
AI of Jesus. It cshows that for Jesus the wholeChrıstians who admıt eyistence of relatıon- Old lestament concentrated the ıfe and earsh1p between the Bıble aın self-revelatıon of AaN! resurrection of the Messı1ah of Israel AN!

OUT God AaN! Creator. !$ Ihe Scrıpture that 1SS10N natıons. Luke suggests that JesusGod hımself ACTS 1n self-giving WdY hıs creation opened the mınds of the dıscıples DYy these wordsincludıng us, human beings, who WEIC created in that they WEeTIC able understand the Scriptures.hıs OW iımage anı y€t WEeETC se|f-willed AaN! rebel-
l10us. Ihe wrıtings that constıitute OUr Bıble ATC

In CONLEMPOFAFY theologiıcal language, Can Sa v
products an testimon1e€eSs of .‚Od’s 1SS10N. The that the Messıah hımself showed hıs dıscıples what

hermeneutı1cs they should applvy. Ihe dıscıples ofdıfferent PIrOCCSSCS that led the wrıiting of the Dıb- the crucıhed AaN! resurrected Jesus WCIE read thelıcal WEIC deeply M1SS1ONArY in theır CSSELIEe

Many bıblıcal CATiCc OuTt of the struggles, Crıses Scriptures messuanıcally aM missuonally .“)
and conflicts 1in whıch the people of God trıed Ihe hermeneutıics of the apostle Paul CXDICSSCS

sımılar dual emphasıs. When speakıng wıth Festuslıve ON the basıs GE theır understandıng Öt 0d’s aul claıms:revelatıon an hıs redemptive AGE Sometimes they
WEEIC iınternal battles, Gl ther times hıghly polemiCc SaVyıng nothing beyond what the prophets
struggles face face wıth offers AN! demands of AaN! Moses sa1d ould happen that the Chrıst

would suffer and, d the YTSt r1se trom theother rel1g10Ns an world-views.
m1ss10logı1cal readıng of such 15 CCTI- dead, would proclaım lıght hıs OW people

taınly NOT MAaHer of lookıng ftor the EIru: meanıng an the Gentiles. (Acts 26:22b-23
through objective eXeges1Ss. Yet theır M1SSIONAFY hıs hermeneutıical approach shaped DPaull’s M1N1S-
meanıng 15 NOT Just homuiletic DOST scriptum. Ihe C 4A55 apostle of the Messıiah Jesus the Gentiles.
LGXT ıtself often trom problem, need, Wrıight could NOT keep from remarkıng that
COI'1tI'OVCI'SY ( threat that the people of God had urıng MOST of NIStOFV Christians A een good

deal wıth 1n the CONTEXT. of theır 1SS10N. Ihe AT theır mess1anıc readıng, of the Old lestament but
bıblıcal text ıtself 15 product of 1SS1O0N in act1on. inadequate (and sometımes utterly blınd) ar theır
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ın OMAanNns en He ıdentifies hımself theologı1-miıssıiıonal readıng.“ 'Ihe promised Messıiah WAS
ıncarnated 1ın the ıdentity and M1SSIONAFY callıng cally wıth those wh@ call themselves #Sstrong” but
of Israel 4S ICS representatıve Kıng, Leader Aın ın general ENCOUFASCS the readers 21CCCPIT others
Savıour. Under the Abrahamıc Covenant Israel wıthout condemnatıon and Ihe unıfy-
W daS5 be lıght the natıons an of ıng elements for hım AT Chrıst an the gospel.

Mıssıonal hermeneut1ics MUSET iınclude the multı-the redemptive blessing of God them. Christ
D1VES us hermeneutical matrıx for ur readıng plicıty ofperspectives AN| in whıch people
and interpretation of the Bıble Besides the (Chrıs- read the bıblıcal It 15 possıble speak about
tologıcal matrıx there 15 a1sSO the M1SS1ONAFY MaAatrıx. the hermeneutıical richness of the global church In
I hıs approach shows the meanıng and LTCason tor thıs CONTEXT Wrıight quotes STAFEMCNT of James
the ey1ıstence of the Bıble God wh: 15 presented Brownson about the dıversıty of an PCI-
DYy the Bıble, 4N the people whose ıdentıty AN! spectives:
1SS1O0N ATC Join. Ihe narratıve of the RBıble call the mode]l developıng mıssıional
talks about God, people, the world aN! the future. hermeneuti1cs because It Springs trom Dbasıc

observatıon about the New Testament: namely,
the early Chrıistian that producedMulticultural hermeneutical perspective ıN! canonızed the New Testament W as [NOVC-Ihe estern academ1Cc world 15 V slow ın aCCCDL- MenNtT wıth specıfically M1SS1ONArYy character <

Oes NOT SCCI1I be een do It. Neverthe-
ıng theologıes from other parts of the WOT. and

Ihıs approach 15 iın ILLALLY WaYSs sımılar the
less, the ınfÄduence of mM1SsS10102y presented the theo- well-known hermeneutical spiıral emphasızıng the
Jogıcal Communıty of the West wıth wıde raANSC of NECESSILY of readıng Bıble NOT only ın the
theological and hermeneutical perspect1ives which C(MMHMEXT of other but also ın lıght of the

relatıons between the author, the orıgınal readers(at least ıIn SOMIC CaSCeS) product of the 1SS1O0N-
d UCCCSsS5 of the Past 1SS10N changed the INaPD of aM CONtTEMPOFACY readers. I€ 15 also
global Chrıstianitvy. In the beginnıng of the L[WEeNTL- consıder the world of g1ven tOpI1C aN! the prob-
ıeth CCNTUTY, 90% of Chrıistians Iıved in Ekurope lem of specch AS the medium of communıtıcatıon.“

Sınce dIC placıng heavy emphasıs thean North America. In the beginnıng of the LWENTY-
TrSt CCn AT least /5% of the world’s Christians ftor dıversity in contextual readıngs of M1S-
lıve 1n Latın Amerı1Cca, Afrıca, Asıa an the Pacıfiıc S10Nary hermeneutics, MUST also pomnt 1818 that
reg10n. The CEIHTE of SraVItYy of Christianıty moved 1T O€es NOT equal relatıvısm. Both Brownson and

Wrıight Arg uc strongly for hermeneutics of coher-south. We ear about the phenomenon of “the XT
Chrıistendom”. We Iıve 1ın AYC of multinational ence.‘4 Beyond the pluralıty of certaın interpre-
church an multidirectional M1SS1ION. tatıve emphases, the Bıble ıtself contaıns poınt

Multicultural hermeneutics Al C developıng of Oorlıentation: Jesus Chrıst hımself provıdes the
CoOp of these developments. People 111 INSISt hermeneutical coherence. hıs dıscıples MUST

rca  g the Bıble for themselves. Wrıight thınks IT 15 read these 1n the lıght of the story that leads
1ronNYy that the Western Protestant theologi- Chrıiıst (mess1anıc readıng) an of the story

cal academYy, hıch has Its 1ın the hermeneulti- that leads from Chrıst minıstry and sServıice
cal revolution of the Reformation (separatıon An anı the ulfiılment of the M1SS1O0Nary callıng (M1S-
independence from the authoritatıve scholastıc the- s1ı0nal ecadıng) Ihıs 15 the STOFY of the gospel that
ology), has en slow o1Vve K AT those of ther OWS from the mınd AaN! PUrDOSC of GOod INto all
cultures who choose read the Scriptures wıth the Scrıptures for all natıons. It 15 the mıssıional
theır OW) CYCS. TIThe phenomenon of hermeneulti- hermeneut1ics of the whole Bıble hıs herme-

Ihe New Tlestament W daS5 Orn OUT of herme-
cal varıety ZOCS back the Bıble ıtself, though. neutics has certaın sympathy for the post-modern

emphases dıversıty but ıf includes safeguards
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