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er W: he > cognıtıve dıssonance between In Modern Britain: ıstory from the 7305 LO the 9Q80s
Ihe style of thıs book 15 far ftrom Bebbingtonian. ut hewhat W as actually happenıng Brıitain urıng the 1990s
succeeds.and the hype and rhetorıc of SOMC eadıng evangelıcals.

Ihıs MAaY. he also Ssug: gCStS have contrıibuted the OVCI- Miıchael Bochenskıt, Rugby, England
all trend of evangelıcal decline ın post-modern Brıitain.

Ihe overall trends Warner dıscerns do NOT make
encouragıng rea the massıve levels of ndıfter-
CI1CC organısed relıgıon aAM ONS VOUNS dults SuS Bartlı"s Theology of Interpretation

that evangelıcals May aVve enjoyed brief furry Donald Wood
of promınence in the esidual remaıns of the churches ın Barth tudıes Ser1es. ershot hgate, 2007 X1V
England before the entire edıfice of organısed and INSt1- 189 £55: hb, ISBN 978-0-7546-5457-5
tutional Christianıty sınks into acceleratıng VeCcn
termınal declhine (4) More posıtıvely the expansıon of UMMARY
the Alpha UTrSCcS ACTOSS the and WOT. 15 also d- In his ıne book Donald Wood arSUCS that for Barth the
lysed; Warner concludes that 1fs all-round strengths interpretation of Scripture depends doctrinal account
vindıcate 1tSs posıtıon the market leader aAMONS CVall- of the reader’s ocation (the cChurch) and of the reader’s
gelıstıc programmes.’ Here: COO. however, salu- OW| relationship both the Lord of the church and the
tary OTe 15 struck ındıcatıons of ph:  as later) lower 1Ca (EeXL In his WAdY, hermeneutics hbe under-
take-up AT consıdered alongside the perennal problem SstOOC In soteriological erms rather than n epistemological
OW instıtutionalısatıon weakens ımpact. Ihe excıting CIr technical|l FOor Barth, the decisive interpretative
growth ofIE Fund 15 also traced thıs section ISSUES dIe the forgiveness of SINS and the obedience ofa

example of what (& happen when the best of CVaAdil- RESUMFgelıcalısm’s socı1al] ethıc learns CHgaALC constructively
wıth the values of post-modern SOCIEtY. ans Cel OUVTaSsC ıen fait, Donald Wood ontre YUC,

the second pWarner exXxamınes what he VOUT Barth, ’Interpretation de I’FEcriture depend 1a OIS
de 1a anıere dont 1E ecteur sıtue doctrinalement (de 1a15 the second maın AX1S of evangelıcalısm durıng these

Our decades the biblicist-crucicentric AX1S Thıs 15 NOT traditjon de SO Eglise) el de DFrODTE relation Seigneur
Cas :ead the trap-lıne for thıs sect1on demonstrates: de ’Eglise el iblique. DI3Z 1a sorte, 1 comprend
°“From pre-critical inclusıvıity the self-attenuated cal- I’hermeneutique termes soteriologiques plutöt qu en

termes 6pistemologiques techniques. 565 YCUX, lesVINISt1IC egemoOnYy, and the subsequent CMECTSCNCC of
interpretations decisives SOont celles QquUI SONT relativesPOSt- and IICO-COI]SCI'VQ.ÜSIII, wıth bıfurcatory prospects.‘

'Thıs book 15 NOT for eck-chaır real  g' Warner CX ann- Dardon des peches et l’obeissance de 1a fOl
ınes, wıth hıs characterıist1ic evangelıcal-theological CCU- ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
LACY, INalıy of the key doctrhlal STatemeEeNTtS of taıth 1C In diesem ausgezeichneten Buch vertritt Donald Wood
emerged OVCL the per10d question. ese iınclude tolgendes Argument: Für Barth hängt die Auslegung der
eeie 196/,; Lausanne 1974, Nottingham 1977/, LBC
1998 and IVCF 2000 Hıs conclusıons E that the ten-

chrift VOorn dem lehrmälsigen Kontext des „Sıtzes Im | eben  M
des Lesers ab (n Kirche und emeilnde) SOWIE VOo  - der

S10NS the between OV! Jones and ureigenen Beziehung des Lesers sowoh! Z7u Herrn der
John Stott (VEer the future dırection of evangelıcalısm emenmnde als auch JR biblischen lext Auf diese Welse
have, In fact. been replayed OVCTL much of the per0«
Issues such revelatıon, soter1010gy, socıal Justıce and

wird Hermeneutik eher In soteriologischem Zusammen-
hang verstanden als n epistemologischer oder technischer

the role of leadershıp, ongsıde continung Hinsicht. Für Barth llegt der entscheidende Punkt für die
tens1iONs about what exactly bıblıcal inerrancYy INaYy Auslegung hei Sündenvergebung und Glaubensgehorsam.
INay NOT INC threaten NNg about dıvorce wıthın
pan-evangelıcalısm. ere IS Warner concludes, deep-
enıng polarısatıon' evıdence OVCI the peri0d. Ihıs book slıghtly revised versi1on of OnNn:; Wood’s

Warner ends hıs sStudy DYy outlınıng possıble SCC- doctoral thesıs (Oxford, carrıed OuUrtTt under the
NAarı0s tfor British evangelıcalısm 1n the 7lst CCNLUFY: °“If supervısıon of John Webster. 15 self-effacıng work,

LLOTC modest than It needs be about 1ts central CON-kuropean secularızatıon should termıinal... ECVAanN-

gelıcals 110 be expected aCE late-onset decline, tentions and Its me of mıinıng what Barth ınks 15
followed Dy full partıcıpatıon the death of Chrıstian appenıng when the church the of Holy
urope However, European secularızatıon PDIOVCS Scripture.
be elf-Limiting the futures of evangelıcalısm depend Elegantly wrıtten throughout, the strengths

1C SECECTOTFS of the evangelıc tradıtıon SUrVIVe and of thıs work ATC Oocated precısely ın the sımplıcıty of Its
PrOSPCI 'oug| the internecıne attles of reconstruction claıms because Wood has wrıtten iın the SCHIC of COIMN-

currently ferment.” (242-243) Thıs kınd of wrıiting 15 LOO Lal iın much
Warner’s stated 4a1 15 that hıs work wıll buıld academi1Cc discourse whıch PFESUMCS tell what

the classıc study DYy AaVI!| Bebbington, Evangelicaliısm great ınker OUu often conceptually abstract

/ EJT 19:2



Book Reviews

terms) wıthout tyıng us close attention theır words the of Barth’s archıitectonıc “wıtness’ motıf
mandatıng patıent lıstenıng, theır WaY of putting for Scripture 15 deft and insıghtful, understood iın both

ıngs If 'o0d’s sımply up “ınes of ontologıcal well hermeneutical 5 and Chap-
eNquIry that requıre far IMOTC extensive and nuanced ter 15 compellıng theologıcal ACCOUNLT of obedience
treatment‘ 1/ then er workers in the field of Ndament: LOTINN tor readıng the The
Barth’s theology of interpretation wıll 1O know where overall effect 15 chıft ın the anthropological componen

of theological hermeneutıcs’ the self-posıtingand IMOTC ımportantly, how dıg Wood eed NOT
be apologetic he often 15 that he has NOT done IMOTEC reader 15 searched and chattered and owned DY the free
than thıs here Lord of the church, and therefore CO instead read

Ihe 1VINg argument of the book G be easıly in the obedience of tfaıth
stated. For °the primary thıng be sa1d about the GT ATC SOLII1C SADS the of inspıratıon 15
ıinterpretation of scrıpture 15 that It 15 dependent WNHOLVY surprisıngly thın, resultıng, real explanatıon of how
uDOL logıcally and ındeed mater1ally pri0r hearıng that, the humanıty of the ıblıcal wrıtiıngs (CrySs clear in
being coıncıdent wıth the forgıveness of SINS, 15 be '"90d’s treatment) 15 held ongsıde claım that,
explicated soteriologıcal rather than abstractly herme- iın the mıraculous even! of revelatıon, “God 1mse. 110

SdyVS what the TE XE Says’. For thıs reviewer Aat least. Barth’sneutıcal terms’ Wıth attention etanl,
(Q)VEGL four tightly argued chapters, Wood pleces ogether approac 15 problematıc and 'o0d’s largely one-sıded
the OV(CATC constıtuent arth’s soter10logıcal treatment of scrıpture’s creaturely ıIn Barth dıd
explicatiıon of interpretation. NOT alleviate perplexıity. Ihe of “*the ıme

In Chapter (Discoverıes and Developments), Wood of Revelatıon iın Chapter remaıned OPAQLIC despite
several readıngs; ou  €ess the roblem hes wıth Barthexplores SOLINC representatıve from 7-1

namely ‘“DDıie LICUC eit lecture, the first edi1- here, MOST CIV wıth the reviewer, rather than wıth
t10NS of the 7  E(wıth specıal attention Barth’s '00d’s
readıng of Romans 4) and SOINC of RBarth’s Göttingen In thıs, Wood has produce: fine Study. He pr *

viıdes wıth theology of crıptural readıng 1C)ectures. Here SCC developıng chrıistologıically
construed understandıng of the unıty of hıstory, and CONtEM POTALV approaches such John
Wood 15 able cshed ıgnıfıcant lıght the theologıcal Webster’s Holy Scripture: A Dogmatıc Sketch (Cambrıdge,
presupposıt1ons of approach historical-critical It 15 be ope that what Barth o1veSs u
exeges1s. We learn how eg1INS describe the rela- what Wood 1veES from Barth, wıll ead TMOTC of the

Samlııc VCAaLS OMCcC and, the eviıdence of thıs work,tionshıp between F and reader ın drawn from
the Bıble ıtself” (X11) that interpretation 15 actually hopefully ftrom Wood 1MSse
CONSCEQUCN' upbOonNn the reader NOT tryıng CXCI'IIPI them- ayıd G1bson, Aberdeen, cotland
se|ves from *the umanıty OUN! ogether SIN DYy the
jJudgment of God in Chrıist" / Chapter (Hıstory
and the Polıtics of Interpretation) Treats ectures Deuteronomy anı Exhortatıon ıNn Hebrews.modern Protestant theology ıllumınate hıs claım
that hıs scrıptural hermeneutıcs actually generally Study ınNarratıve Re-presentation
applicable, and thıs readıng 15 then brought Into CONLTLACT Davıd Allen
wıth SOTI1NC contrastıng approaches iın modern herme- I1 Z58. Tübıngen Mobhr Sıebeck, 2008
neutıics. S > e ISBN 978-3-1_6-149566-3In INalıy WaYS these first chapters A1IC prolegom-
CNa the real focus 15 the doctrinal ACCOUNLT of scrıptural ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
readıng Church Dogmatıcs 1/1 and 2 Chapter David Allen rın ın seIner Dissertation (Edinburgh) eınen
(Revelatıon and the Grounds of Interpretation) focuses euansa: für Hintergrund und Verständnis der Darane-

the theologıcal neCcess1Ity of scrıptural interpretation; tischen Abschnitte des Hebräerbriefes. Von deuterono-
Chapter (Hearıng and ÖObeyıng the Word of God) mistischer Perspektive zeigt auf, welchen Einfluss das

the character lımıts of interpretation AT Deuteronomlium, iınsbesondere das Lied des Mose auf
die aranese des Hebräerbriefes hat E| werden dieof obedıence by the readıng church. Here, the explıca-

tiıon of hOow the first volume of the actually works verschiedenen textlichen, thematischen und rhetorischen
TE  A 15 fine aU®@ ead the attention How Verbindungen zwischen beiden Büchern aufgezeigt und

of argument Barth explaıns the dogmatıc nctıon of untersucht. SO finden sich neben v Zitaten und Anspile-
Jungen auch die gemeInsamen thematischen Ootıve Bund,prolegomena; the understandıng of constantly

WOT| in lıght of agalınst the Maın alterna- Segen und Fluch SOWIE Land und der homiletische Chä-
t1ve systems of Roman Catholicısm and modern TrOot- rakter vVon Dparänetischer Dringlichkeit. In Anlehnung
estantısm; the WaY 1C| Wood shows how Barth 15 das Deuteronomiıum werde den Empfängern des Hebräer-
Ocatıng hıs eIorme: scrıpture princıple wıthın Fr1N1- riefes die Siıtuation des CGiottesvolkes der chwelle des
tarıan doctrine of revelatıon each of these ESSONS verheißenen | andes DZW. Heils Vor Augen gestellt, welche
in how read Barth oughout apter S 4, SIE VOrT die Wahl zwischen egen und Iuc stellt.
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