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Evangelıcal New Testament inter pr etatıon
wıthın the Contemporary

Howard Marshall

UMMARY
and Judge IT but S Y little about how INC OUuTt what

HOow do d evangelical helievers interpret Scripture IT IS >SayINS Contemporary evangelicalism IS largely jed
discover what IT I5 >SdyINS and also what T IS nOoT sayıng) principlizing and applying the ([EXT 1IC| IS go0od ds

(JUTr siıtuation? Historical critical methods explore far d T S0CS5 The redemptive hermeneutic I5

exegetical and historica|l queSsUons what the (EXT eiende: ONe method applicable especially To ethical
and whether IT Was reliable hut offer |ıttie help and practical instruction ( an something similar to IT He

US INOVE what IT IS Sayıng US unc of meth- used understand theological statements?®? conclude
that varıely of methods mMmust hbe usedods evaluate what the (EXT 5>dYy> trom ValrlOus standpoints

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Aufschluss arüber WIE WIT herausfinden können WAdS$S
er heute aussagt DITSZ gegenwartıge evangelikale BEWE-

Wıe deuten WIT Evangelikale die Schrift dem Bemuüt- SUNg efasst sich hauptsächlich Cdamit Prinzıplen aus
hen herauszufinden Was SI UNS | UNSESTET Situation dem Jext extrahieren und S51 anzuwenden WAas

sagt und auch WAdS$ SIC nicht sagt Methoden der histo- weIlt möglich IST auch gut und schön IST DIIS erme-
risch kritischen Forschung gehen exegetischen un histo- neutik der redemptive mMmOovemen [Erlösungs ewegun

vertrıtt nsatz, der besonders he| ethischer undrischen rragen nach und erforschen WAÄdS$ der Jlext
Meınnte und ob ß zuverlässig WAar Allerdings helfen SI praktischer Unterweisung angewandt wird KOÖönnte Narn
UNs! dabe! EeINe Antwort auf die Trage finden nıcht EtIwas Ahnliches anwenden, WEeEeTN 5 (das Ver-
WAdS$ 61 heute für UNS bedeutet Fiıne hunte Auswahl VOo  —_- ständnis theologischer ussagen ge Ich komme der
eihoden bewertet Was der Jext Vo unterschiedlichen Schlussfolgerung, dass CINe ıeVon einNnoden NZU-

wenden ISTStandpunkten betrachtet Sa aber SI geben

KESUME Dermettent DaSs de dire gran chose SUur 1a facon de
decouvrir u OUSs dit DOUT aujourd hul La EVall-

( omment procedons-110US, Croyants evangeliques, DOUF geliques COntentent Ouvent de 2180N de Ir des
interpreter Fcriture et decouvrir JUu f  elle OUS dit (et DIIMNCIDES du et degager des applications

Uf  elle OUSs dit Das) dans nOTr: sıtuation concrete? YU! est UNe bonne approche dans les imites de U elle
_ es methodes deuhistorique de questions DeUuUt produire L’hermeneutique du MOUvemen de Ia
exegetiques ET historiques DOUTF determiner JUE e redemption eEst un  (D methode applicable specialement

signiflailt et etfaı fable [Nals UUC O  O ru ethique ET Peut-on employer UNe

DU alide DOUF discerner u 110OUS dit 1100 Bıen methode similaire VOUT Ia comprehension affırmations
des methodes ervent umiere de divers theologiques Marshall conclut encourageant Ia [NISE

ı de Va  (D YJUEC e dit et |Tals elles un  (D diversite de methodes

How do WC AS5 evangelıcal belhevers Interpret Cr1p- W AS essentially concerned wıth establishing what
[UTE dıscover what 1L 15 Sayıns an 31sSO what Scripture WAS SaYVINS 111 1CSs or1ginal S1ITLAaLION and

15 JO Sayıng IN 111 Ur sıtuation?! he hıs- wıth evaluatıng 1T 111 of whether 1T W 4S hıs-
torıcal eritical (T FamMatıcO eritical approac torıcallv rehable. Conservatıve scholars ended
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ASSUMIC that what the orıgınal tTers iıntended LO Wrıiting 1 A book concerned wıth SOMMNES ‘Beyond
SaV W ASs the £Oor Uus a1sO granted that there the Bıble Kaıser that thıs approac 15 NOL AL

miıght be SCHIIC dıfferences 111 applıcation More CXCIGIS 111 beyond Scripture ut rather 111
eceNT approaches evaluate the FE ftrom dıffer- IN 1L He ıllustrates the method wıth the LGSE KASEN
PTE PCI'SPCCUVCS Al tend IMDOSC SOMIC outsıde of euthanasıa WOINCN and the church homosexu-
authorıty AS5 the CIIEETION of 1CS truth and valıdıty alıty, slavery and embryos In each LASE Scripture
ut how do evangelıcals 0)8 NO W chould evangelı- provıdes ample princıples settle SS1LICS that WT
cals who C1CCCPt the authorıty of Scrıpture ind 3(018 necessarıly ı111 the authors’ mınds, that there
L what 1T SAaVINS and what 1T 15 a[(01]1 SaVINS USs 110 SCI1ISC 111 hıch WC A 'beyond’ Scr1p-
today”« 15 the value of ın authorıitatıve reveln- other than ı111 wıdening the applicatiıon of the

from God ıf 10L what 1T actuallyv timeless princıples that 1T CXDICSSCS
SaVsS? Thıs e  e  S the QqQUESTI1ON of what 1L NCAaNs

beyvond ScrHptutre. Fresh applıcations AL g0o0d and
Kaıser’ definition ot beyond’ 15 carefullyaiınstream Lypes of evangelıcal worded AS 1VO1d excludıng them He thus

inter pretat10n WAanTts Sa V that Scripture ıtself Wers :CS-
CCEN! SYIMNMDOSIUM edıted DV Gary Meadors and L10NS and the problems AL those of makıng applı-

entıitled Movıng beyond the Bıble 1 heology, brings rather than CrCalinNg tresh princıples There
together tor COMPACSON four apparently dıfferent ATC 110 1CW princıples about releasıng, slaves that
methods of 1nterpretm Scripture, 11 each beyond Scripture
motivated bDy the COMNCETE CL ftrom what the Kaıser IMAay ADPCAL be sımply rePresSCNUNG
bıblıcal TIFeErs what 15 the INCSSAaLC that the evangelıcal CONSCMNSUS approach CXPDOSIL1ONfrom them the church today. Hıs approac becomes 11 iındıyıdual however

It 15 A PILY that although the SYINDOSIUM has when he develops addıtional AX10 Ihe S
the word theology 1 1CSs title and the term O€Ss 15 that there 15 A DVOGVESSLVE revelatıon 111 Scripture
CL mentioned 111 the body of the dıscussıion 111 that ı15 perfect, 1: least ı111 sem1nal form AL
fact the fOcus Aalmost entırely ethics and > "CThe second ı15 that the authorıal INCANINSvather than ON theology For example the path from of AL FEXT [CI1141118S and the CVEN when
the New Testament Chalcedon and Oonwards (for example New Testament author quotes An
NOT trodden Nevertheless what 15 attempted 111 (JIld lestament PASSASC Kalser thus rEIECTS the CON-
the book 1mport:mt tfor dealıng wıth the ethıcal C€pt of SENSUS DlENLOYT
mater1a| TIhe YSt three of the tfour contrıibutors Hıs claım that AL ANYV 111 A PFOSICSSIVCthe book tend that theır methods MI revelatıon of GOod the revelatıon 15 perfect needs

1 COII]PCUÜOH wıth HE being rıght and the unpackıng SC ıf 1L valıd that he
others WTITONS ut rather that they ATC comple- could be UusS1ıNng the analogy f the growth of A baby
MENTAVY Collectively they FCCOQNISC SOTINC MmMerı:t whiıch VTABES off DV being perfect example of what
111 the ourth approac (the redemptive ILMNMOVC- newly born chıild hould be, and develops A

method) ut they also strong OPPOSI1- perfect example of } VOUNS chıld, A teenager aınd
1T eventually 4A11 adult Ihe dıffıculty ı15 that whereas

the 11C chıild develops ftrom E the
princıplızıng approach ATC dealıng wıth epısodes 111 A revela-

TIThe Yrst contrıbutor, Walter Kaiser, advocates A whıch A1C, speak, TOZeN 111 Scriptureprincıplizing approach, 111 hıch the 1nterpreter and therefore IHNUaV ADDCAL incomplete and
works upwards trom the specıfic teachıng of A DaS- misleadıng ı111 when thev AT

SaLC of Scripture the princıples SE dıfferent levels ftrom later C POINL. Taken OM theır WI)1
ON ladder of abstraction and generalıty that INAaYy STATETNETY about God V151tlng the of the Dar-ıe behind I, an then IL1IOVC down AYalN the children AL 11C sıded and miıslead-

the application (T CO  TEeLISATLIOTr of these PIIN- IN& 111 the lıght of other StateM: CVCN ıf theyCIpIESs ı111 the of Ur WI1I) culture. TIhere 1ı15 CONTAaıInN partıal truths
thus A mWa Y MOVEMENT from the PaASSASC the When AaDY problems 4A115C where Scriptureunderlyıng abstract princıples and then from ADPDCALS teach somethıing that unacceptablethese princıples theır applıcation ı111 the inter- (whether because LE 15 contradıcted by other
preter’ world because 1L ZOCS COUNLFeETr the 1nterpreter’s
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belıefs), Kaıser solves them AT the level OT the PNXE- ples AD AppropTr1ate tor partıcular problems
of the LCXES the author dıd NOL MCa what he There needs be SOTMTIIC analysıs of whether

commonly thought LO and Kaıiser offers there M IC ALLYV rules tor makıng UuPp and
fresh Of what he Sa1d. down the lIadder How do WE from applicatıonsIhıs sounds beautifullv sımple and 1T A princıples?standard approach that (and I1LALLYV evangelıcal How do know whıch bıblıcal princıplestheologıans) have frequently expounded and-
mended It 15 0 WEVer 11177 from CT1C1- appIY VOOLEMS NOLT tackled IN Scripture (e medi1-

cal research)C151
Kalser’s ıllustratıve examples :G al concernedKaıser achileves hıs ANSWECTS 111 SOTILIC by wıth ethıcs rather than doctrine and SC 21Sadopting rather unusual INLEVDVELATLIONS that ATC

unacceptable of the other contrıbutors OCc€Ss 10L SeL LO >  S wıtrh the problem indıcated
117 the book’s title of Movıng 1 heology Is 21Sthe book and doubtless other scholars 4A5 approach 11C that 15 by ICS Iımıtedell Hıs claım that DPaul actually teaches the abolı-

Of slavery 15 strongly contested Dy the tourth thıcal princıples: Maybe he IS ıke Packer who
WAS prepare: change the L1iMeEe bound applıca-contrıibutor W.)J Webh who AFSUCS (correctly 111
LIONS of thıcal princıples ut saıd nothıng about

111y Op1IN10N) that Paul OeS 101 Xx tar Else- the spirıtual truthswhere SOTIIC of the Argume NtatON SCCHS A bıt S1111-
Now admıttedly the boundary between theol-plistic

5y and ethıcal princıples and appliıcations 15 fUZZYyhe LICW applıcations that M tound and needed
SE Oftften dıfferent WaVsS of dealıng wıth the and there 15 consıderable of S  s

3T there AL rea] difAÄculties OI the theologıcalSALLIC probilems that WEEIC taced 111 the Bıble (lıke sıde that CaANN! be solved DY m1ntmg CVEr LNOTCwhether OC INAaY teach 111 church CTr how Par- abstract princıples It would be useful 1C18dıscıplıne chıldren) ut 0f dealına 1th ask OW the PFrOCCSS (‚ Al} be treed trom these meth-fundamentally dıfferent CONTEMPOVAT'Y problems for odologıcal problemsexample WC ALC 101 concerned establısh the do 101 thınk that the problems ATIC such 4A5ethıcs of relat1ıons between slave OWI1C715 and slaves condemn the method Searching for underlyıngut rather the ethıcs of relatıons between employers
and employees aınd although these IL14Yy be SUPDCTI- princıples OT conduct and extending theır applıca-

legıtımate and 1NCCCSSALV procedure MVfc1ally sımılar there AL basıc dıfferences between
the S1CULALCIO As result Kaılser slıdes the Naln DOINT 15 that 1L 15 miıstaken claım that noth-

INg 15 GVT requıred that ıT 15 always Ordıfferences between the problems of how VOU TGa pr 1aLCVOUFTF employees and OT whether the bıiblical teach-
IN  5 PCIMILCS (and merely regulates) slavery. redemptive hıstorıical mo

How do decıde whıch applicatıons01- he CSSAaVISTS 11 the book INAaYy ell SCCI1
cal princıples sheCLfLC problems AVE rıght an 0_ 10 much turther Davıd Dornanı offers
priate? I the abolıtion of slavery ı 10 advocated redemptive hıstorıcal MO ıke Kaıser he holds
111 the Bıble abolıition today appliıcatiıon of that Scripture 1 ıtself 15 sufficıent CO U1LD the
the bıblıcal princıples CONCCTININS slaverv (and ıfS believer for CVGEYV gxood work and thus do NOL
whıich ones)? f}> 15 1T A Jegıtımate and LNOTC really beyond 1L when appIV 1L 1I1f TSTt he
bındıne application that takes precedence ( VEr the Aanftfs STrESS the ILMDOTTANCE 0fNalongsıideprincıples that SOVECIN the of slavery? Sup- dıdactıc proposıtional mater1a| Basıcally he WANTts
POSC that olave OW 1 modern culture adı A USCc of bıblıcal Narratıve: 4A5 commenda-
1As slaves what do CXPDPECCL 1 do when he LIONS of LYPCS of conduct (Or warnıngs) Where
DCLS converted?* Do SaVy hım keeping slaves A SCIT1CS of ACTS DYy the faiıthful GCFrGALE A p;ltt€ rmn and
15 ne long ITCA: them ell that what God the Narrator the 1T dırects
the underlyıng princıples of DPaul’s teachıng Say ” belıevers ıf 110 Iaw spells UL the ESSON
Or do 5SdY. f understood and applied Dbıblı- Jeaching IMNAaV be drawn ftrom Nara ves especıiallycal princıples correctly, VOUu would realıse that yYOU where everal NMATTaA 111 the S4111 dırec-
4A1C WTITONS slaves’? Alongside hıs C1ps UuSs ıddress SSL1ICS5 that IIC VEr
thıs quesnon 15 the related 11C (whıch probably AAA the dırect iInterest of Scripture’
INCISCS wıth It) of how 11C ıdentıifies whıich PLINC1- TIhe second P&I't of hıs method 15 SEr up

EH 2027



Evangelical New Testament interpretation within the Contemporary

framework of questions ask about four ASDECTS of the P.ll't of preaching Preaching Mcan change
bıblical Aafa these ALC concerned wıth what WC the hearers CENCOUTASC and L emphasıse the
Ca learn trom @ } passage about duty, gyood char- changes that chould already be takıng place DPer-
AI worthy xoals and SaUNNS A { bıbliıcal world- ftormance Of what Scripture Sa yS A vıtal ASPECL of
VICW.  10 In thıs lıght he CI  NS specıfic quest10ns 1I'lt€l‘p retatiON wıthout whıch CANN! really Sa y
about gamblıng, archıitecture (1 satfe rOOIS) and that Scripture 3ASs been interpreted
especially DG and LIY, where he 4A11 So then need ll]t€l‘p['€t ınd ACT unlıke

of bıblıcal male ead- those wh. 18NOTC WG other of these tasks Ihe
ershıp and afırms that THCH IMaYy NOLT preach Bıble story IN

teach authoritatıvely AMONS 10d’s assembled SCT1CS of GCVECARES that when taken together AS5yapeople”. unıfned drama SCIVC 4A5 A} lens Interpretka-x puzzled DYy the WaY 111 which Dornuanı's tramework through whıch Christians thınk
ınter pret;1t1ve conclusıions regardıng the specıfic make SCLISE of theır CADCIICNCEC and decıde whatand the theme that he dıiscusses here do and how do 1T
ADPCAL be based purely (II1 11S rather

As pllfthlp;ll]t5 111 theodrama developthan ON hıs of quesnons about the tour 'JSPCCIS
from which TE Call approach the bıblıcal ata and CAanO1 SCNNSC find u what nttıng Kev CS-

LIONS ask about ALLY SCCIIC 111 the drama AT Whoteel that he has 10L done USLICE NaSs proposed
method Further puzzled AS what redemp 15 speakıng? Where ALC 111 the drama*” What 15

L1IVE hıstorıical” Canls 11 the title Of 71S SOINS OM when ftrom A} dıvıne perspective?
Ihıs approach 15 then applıed consıderatiıon ofAs wıth Kaıser find for the MOST Dart the

SAITIEC lımıtatıon ofA ethıcal SSLICS of CUASC studıes (Mary; transsexualıty)
At the end of Vanhoozer’s CXDOSIL1ON AIbehavıour. It IMaYy also be WOLTY1INS that by PFaC-

t131ng essentially the S\aJIllE methods Kaıser and st1l! batffed AS how A ind LLL what
DorunanıZ AL dıfferent conclusıions (J)I1 the place expected 111 Order INTEC rp reL dıffcult
of WONNI1CN 1171 the church 12 And neıither of them and I1ve them A It 15 al far LOO ä SCT of

CX E the CONTEMPOFALCV world what ATC ıke xoals wıthout ALLY clear iındıca-
(both Christian AN! Chrıstıian) S what of how ALTLaM them Vanhoozer 15 certamly

rıght that Scripture readıng 15 INCAant lead“ACtOrs make people unhappy about the hıerarchı-
calıst changed ACLTION nd character rather than ıntel-

ectual understandıng, and hıs contrıibution 15 1I11-
he Trama of redemption patıble wıth all the others ut 1L doesn provıde

he approach OT: the thırd contrıbutor Kevın Van- aV guıldance for dealıng wıth obscure ambıgu0us
culturally shapedhoozer 15 close that of ITom Wrıght 111 speakıng of

4A11 ONSOINS drama of redemption 111 which A1€ Certamly Vanhoozer has OTIC wıdely
(JI1 the subject elsewhere Here he makes 1T clearershaped DYy what MAas JONC OM 111 the earher CTI16G8

take Ur place OI OT knowıng how the that instead of lookıng for deculturalızed princıples
play wıll end reach ICS denouement ut (as he calls them) would do better tollow

canonıcal pI".ICthCS and NO much doctrinalON the dırection that 15 SCT bDy what has before
and the dıvıne ASSUTAaNCESs and PIC of what STALEMECNTS AS rather of jJudgment”, ut 1CC-
the future wıll be ıke Interpretation 1L11CaNs actmg OSNISINS that °*the Judgment CL} be rendered
jebE the bıblical teachıng 111 ıfe rather than sımply 111 A VarıcLVy of conceptual terms’. Hıs ıllustration ı15

11 HT mınds. Vanhoozer 1ı15 essentially concerned the WdY 111 whiıch the councıl of Nıcea has the SAa4MNMC
wıth thıs LLL iınvolvement A ACTOTFrS 111 thıs drama: jJudgment about Chrıiıst 1A5 expressed 111 Phulip-
who A showrunderstandıng ofScripture DV PLALS wıth 1CS STALTEINEHT: about Chriıst equality
domg God’s ll and 31OT talkıng and S wıth God’ Instead of SYS TCEMAUSIN the COI]CCPtS
about 1L essent1a| indıspensable Dart of 11- 111 Scripture (as DYy Packer) C: extract1ng princıples
gelıcal bıblıcal INTEe rp retatiıon be the workıng Kaıiser) WC cshould dıscern and the 20LCA
u of whart the LEXT 15 SaYINS 1 WI)1 personal PALLErNS of judgment followıng canonıcal DVACHLCES
lıves, both indıyıdual and 4A5 members of 1A5 make the SJa nd OT Judgments about
CO  1N1ıC1es including the CONgreSatiON which God the world and ourselves AS those embedded

belong Otherwise the iıntended effect of cr1p 1 Scripture’ As 1L stands 1L 15 ımpossıble SEC
Lure O€Ss 101 take place Applıcation 15 AaAn essent1a]| whart thıs CcCans 111
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15 the result of PTOSTITCSSIVC revelatıon whıchredemptive-movement approach
If the irst three contrıibutions hang, together faırly IMNCUns that the whole Oof Scripture NUST be taken

closely, the tourth rather dıfferent and demands ACCOUNLT 4A5 A possıible TOr mater1a|l aınd
that there IS fuller revelatıon trom TGcloserAl Wıllıam Webh advocates A vedemp

INODEMENET hermeneutıical method 111 whıich WC another Thıs applıes LO such per10ds 4A5 that ftrom
the creakt10n the callıng of Abraham trom bra-dıscover what he calls the LFAaJeECLOT1CS 111 under-
ham Moses trom Moses through the (JId lesta-standıng and that 111 Scripture ıtself

aınd then allow ourselves be carrıed along turther MmMeEentT per10d trom the bırth of Jesus Chrıiıst 71S
death ınd FESUTLTEGLEIOT ınd trom the FrFESUrreCLIOLbv them In thıs WAaV find of lving through the per10d Of the ecarly church Althoughthat IS 111 CONUNULLY wıth Scripture and AL p_ the Of Chrıst the CeTlt of Scriptureurally based ut take US bevond what Scripture aınd revelatıon the u11 sıgnıfcaNCE of that CVENntFactually SuaYVS, aınd INAaYy chow Uup the inadequacıes

of the earher st;1ges 111 revelatıon. 15 We Call TaCtt 111 NOT made clear untıl the per10d of the apostles
who unpack what W AS atent earlher Fn terms of theScripture A Set of chıfts A LLIOIC "redemptive' stvle work of the Spirıt the OPCHINS of the churchof behavıour compared onlv wıth that of SOM1C

of Israel’s ne1ghbours ut also wıth earher teachıng Gentiles and the superseding of the |aw of Moses
DY the 1 ıw Of Chrıst 0)8 the |aw of the Spırıt he

111 theır Scriptures, revelatıon SIVCH 111 the ıfe aınd teachıng of JesusIhıs LFAJECLOTFYV 15 partıcularly clearlv 111 the
NOL complete ut requıred the turther revelatıon thatIqaws and CUSTOMS regardıng slavery which make the dıscıples WT HNOT ready untıl afterfor A LE humane AS >  FOCS DY. Jal

the LFAJECLOTCV OC€Ss 101 SLOP there Although the 11S FeSUTTECHOT and the beginning of the ONSO1INS
work of the Spiırıt 111 the churchNew Testament authors ‘.1CCCPt slavery 45 ıll 1NSLT1- ut the Naın PO1NT emphasıse 15 that thısand tor the p.1rt merely ÜV rCRU- method deals wıth the Bıble 4S CallO1l ınd under-late 1L there E, atent tendencıes 111 chınkıng and Iınes that ındıryıdual) WVLOAN NOL he final For

attıtudes (partıcularly 111 Paul’s appecal Phılemon example 111 the Öt Ephesıians 15
regard (Onesimus brother NOLT only 111 the incomplete 111 that 1L SAaVS nothıing about

Lord ut also 111 the flesh) that POll]t the real1ı- lovıng theır husbands and 1T be comple-atıon whiıch W 4S slow 111 COMMNS, that slavery 15 mented Dy 1 ıtus
incompatıble wıth Chrıstian theology and ethıcs Webh 15 ell AWATC that thıs approach miıght be
(One mıght SAaV that the princıples that ead the mi1isappropriated generate LFAJECLOF1CS that would
abolition of slaverv ATC there 111 the canonıcal final be false developments trom bıblıcal teachıng In
revelatıon urt the application Of these princıples partıcular he FCJECLTS ALLY attempt ON from

that 155101C 1AS NOT y'€t taken place the bıblıcal teachıng Nat condemns homosexual
second example GOMIGETL HS the UuSsSsc of orporal pI‘(ICÜCCS 1A5 ıntul He 15  S therefore ar Dallıs SEl

punıshment. Here Webbh chows how those Uup SOMNNIC procedures tor LESTING whether proposedevangelıcal scholars and teachers who NSISLT OI1 Z VDALL NOLT and 17 thıs partıcular C ASC.

reLaunınNS the bıblıcal teachıng regardıng physıcal he ArgUCS strongly that there ATLIC 110 grounds TOor
chastısement Of children nevertheless quietly amel- SCCINS 117 the Bıble ALLY MOVEMENT AWAV ftrom the
OTrAate 1T apparently wıthout realısıng that thev ATC nCcS aLıVC TANCE (J)11 homosexual behavıour ut
domg He ATTLICS that the LFaJECLOFY ound 111 rather that the un;1nlm1t}f Of the bıblıcal teachıngScripture has been and being traversed turther torbıds such A Ihe pill‘t of hıs rst
11 Chrıistian hIStOrY, 4A5 111 the abolıtion of slavery, book SIaves OMEN Homosexunals 15 concerned
ON the basıs OT broader bıblıcal teachıng Granted wıth the princıples that IUa V be ınvoked LEST
that the bıblıcal revelatıon final and definıtive whether A PrOopOSsC; tr;1]ectory 15 actually there and
1L nevertheless CONTLA1INS the OomentLUumM take 1CS lav down Iımıts that torbıd the creati1o0n of Lra-

applicatıon turther Ihe MOVEMECNL JECTLOT1CS that ATLC 10L justiıfied, still less demanded,
wıth CANONISALIOT Scripture MUST be read 111 the DY the bıblıcal revelatıon
lıght of thıs nNOoOMmMEeEeNTLTUM and acted uDON Here then 15 A LICW approach that leads beyond

One particular characterıistic of thıs approach the Bıble NOLT only 111 the SCIISC of fresh applıca-
that 1L 15 canonıcal 111 the SCI1ISC that 1T 15 concerned LIONS ut also 111 the re cogmt1on OT dıyıne PIINC1L-
wıth the search tor materı1a| (JI1 partıcular tOP1CS ples whıch 101 fully palt€l]t and explıcıt the
throughout the Bıble It rCCODNISCS that the Caliion New Testament TI ut whıich AL thoroughly
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aınd deeply bıblıcal and whiıch ead conduct that and SCS nuclear the USC of torture)
ILL1LAUV be rather dıifferent from bıblıcal the indıscriımınate slaughter of PIISONCIS (genO-

ike the other contrıbutions LO Meadors mM  O= C1de); the dıstinction between LArgehng armed
1U 1T deals wıth princıples ofconduct rather than fOorces and c1ıvılıans and 0)8|
doectrine ut IL by layıng bare theological How do deal wıth quest10ns regardıng adul-
truths that AL expressed 111 Scripture Or that INUST LEIY, dıivorce and treatment of dıvorced persons?
be postulated 111 order ACCOUNLT for what Gr1p: Is medical and other SEIVICES) for ] people
1I7re ON the surface ınd then USINS them somethıing that A cshould be requıred PTO-
1L1L1OV bevond Scrnpture. vide?

ONSCquENtIY, thıs approach IMMaV (J)I1 CGS

PI'()P()SC conduct that would a(011 aV been allowed
117 bıblical he IUın an controversı1al) Crıitiquing Webh
F ımple here the reedom SIVCH WO VE er 1t1que of Wehbbh’s method needs o0k 111

ıy31SE theır husbands Or the IN 111 the church. GF the St;lg€$ 111 the PTFOCCSS he TrSt
It R>V ılso prohibıt behavıiour that W AaS acceptable 15 whether there a redemptive IVMJECTOTLES througl

Scripture ıtself and how they ALC be recognısedand permuitted ENCT encouraged ı111 SOMIC bıblıcal
such 4A5 the beatiıng of recalcıtrant chıld and tested Webbhn them Dy COMPDACISON of dıf.

SIave ınd the ownershı1p of slaves In SOTILIC CASsSecs ferent and external evidences Lra CCtOI'Y
IMaYy be spotted 111 A partıcular PASSASC ut the CXCTI-there 11) LV be 113871 411CEeS where the culturally condı1-

tioncd applicatiıon of A princıple has become INAaD- ( 156 FEUQULTCS A synthetic FITrEAEMENTt of the mater1a]
PTFOPTALC 111 A dıfferent culture (A holy kıss IMaYy Hıs book dıscusses 111 detaıl the princıples tor

ıdentifyıng the PICSCHNCC absence (Or weakness)send the WIONS 1 SOMNC cultures O
cbb NOTES AS5 4A12 111 favour of the of proposed LFAJeECLOF1CS He I1Ssts places where

Scripture modıhfes Al orıg1inal cultural Or 117 Aalıdıtv of 1S approach that SOTLIC of those who
GT that Cal be AS5 turther futureattack 31S method nevertheless actually follow

1T themselves when dealıng wıth such 4A5
modificatıon OLr where Scripture CONTALINS A seed
ıdea that CHCOUTASZCS further MOVEMECNT whereI'CStI‘ICÜIIg the degree of physıcal punıshment PCI-

Miıtted 111 Scrıpture FEven ıf the Bıble allows VYOU
sOoc1a1 1OTINS 111 11C Part of Scripture MC “broken
T: of 1 other where tolowıng FGXECO © [O :} partıcular degree of punıshment thev lıterally 1L10 longer achıeves the orıginally ıntendedtorbıd 1L Ihey A1C tacıtly and perhaps 11-

scC10UsIv SayıInSs that A NOT permitted do INfeENTr where the Dasıs of A
1€6S$s 111 the fa1] @18 the CONSUINS GCLHESE He lısts otherwhat Scripture PCTMILS NOT because of ultural less PCISUASIVC 4A5 when bıblıcalchıft ut because the Scriptural princıple O€s

take us far enough So Webb’s proposal TJOCS
15 preferred COITIPCUII PI‘Q.CthCS SCH' lptler
speaks ur strongly and he 31sobevond A chıft of application 111 changıng culture lısts other inconclusıve Important 15 theIt MUSE be emphasısed that thıs approach 15 101 qUCSthH of that ATC CONLFAFrY PrEesCNL-CO be applıed CVCLY bıt of scrıptural teachıng day sclientıific eviıdence 18

and HCC, 4A5 ıf everything WEeEIC UpD tor grabs
TIhere A INAJOF of bıblical teachıng that he second tor quest10nmg Webhbh'’s method

15 whether these LTAJECLOT1CS SET: haths that he
[CH1a4D unaffected by the PTOCCSS. I3 I} followed further beyond Scripture fuller redempAT tor dealıng wıth attıtudes and conduct where 1 the COUTSC of Lime Are there LLW princıplesScripture already wıth 1mıts 15 1T A AF of X applicatiıon OT knownsınful OPPTrESS1ON and need urther. Spe- princıples? And ATC these developments 111 accord-cıhCc qUCSUOHS that should be ınvestigated could wıth Scripture 0)8 do thev render SOITLIC Of 1Lbe obsolete? Do thev ead what mıcht be regardedDoes bıblıcal teachıng takes IN beyond Wr AS contradıctions of Scripture? Consıder how tol-

pacıfısm? lowıng the LFAaJECLOFY ON corporal punıshment fOr-
What should be the COIr  NCUONS accepted 1 bıds domg whart Scripture allows that 1L 15 110

S1CUAaLIiON. of war”? 28281 NOLT thınkıng of the changes defence for A PCISON wh beats chıld eXcess1ıvelyue [O changıng culture ut of those He the claım that Scripture perm1ts 1L
need reformulate bıblıcal princıples ı117 relatıon We al do beyond Scripture developıng

1CW kınds Of (includıng DO1SON JAS of Christian behavıour (e the Carc for
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the ENVI(TrONMECNEL that 1L A bıt of struggle CL the conduct derıved Here Varı0OuUus SS1LICS ATISC

1818 of New lTestament teachıng), and the : MeENTION three ut only the last Oof these CM be
would be whether thıs IS  S sımply A CN of fresh discussed here

applications OTr rather of redemptive CInNeEn AA Ihe SYSTEMATISATION of theology. Thıs ıncludes the
that ı15 B8l@)ne= than ME HE application. Whıat ı15 SO1INES synthesising of bıblıcal teachıng wıth al the prob-
OM SCCI11S [O 89l® be partiy the I'CCOgl'llt1011 of lems iınherent 111 CONSTFUCKHIN A theology of the
the relevance OT princıples that IMaYy 7IOT VE been Bıble of 1CS COITIPOHCHt tesTamentTts
applıed LO specılic problem 11 Scripture rather Ihe search for Chrıstian theological under-
than sımply A revised applıcatıon of the princıples
that 111 mınd would regard thıs AS domg standıng wıth reference VOOLEMS that AS yer

unknown the Scriptural authors ese iınclude
somethıng fresh that INAY ead applications that broadeır philosophical qLICSUODS ut 4lso partıcularbevond straıght scrıptural teachıng and that

SSLICS that 1 415C qUCS L1O0NS of princıple Is A foetus
May ınvolve 101 domnmg what Scripture allows (T

A PCISON 0)4 4A1l CIIÜIÜY LO be treated 4A5 A PCISON wiıthcommands and domg other thıngs that Scripture rıghts? Are SOMI1C torms of CONTF; CICCPUOH un;1ccept-May have prohibited edemptıive NL 15 able 111 that thev 2 essentially abortions? Is thefact of Chrıstian lıving wıth holdıng of ıfe Sup P01't 111 AL1LYV SCIISC murder”?Another M Aa mıght be where A Chrıstian AC- What 15 lıfe»
11C@ MaYy AVUC been based ON the surface (JI1 PLICL-
ples that 10 longer apply ut IMAYy st1l] be Justified he thırd problem 15 that of relatıng the teach-
0)8! the basıs of Oother princıples that be INS of partıcular what ADPCAIS be

the central (3 the fullest revelatıon of theologıcaltural 111 harmonYy wıth Scrıpture he Old lesta-
prohibitions ON e;1t1ng toods because truths 15 Scripture hıs 15 especlally 1mportant

when dealıng wıth that DresentT ALCLEthev WEIC regarded 4A5 rıtually unclean INAYy 110

longer apply wıth the chıfrt ı111 COVCNANTS, ut miıght dıfficulties In ınterpretaiion nd applıicatıon retfurn
11C delıcate that AVEC looked Ar else-be AS st11l worth enforcıng 1111 YOt

wıth A danger of the o0d SO1INS Ooff and becomıing where the 1ire of dıvıne Judgment Ihere 15

unsafe tor ıuman COI]SLII‘I'IPUOH In modern L1mMeEeSs what regard 4A55 clear maınlıne teachıng 111 cr1p-
Al analogous CAasSsCc mıght be the earher INTUCLLVE Lure that God 15 the SUPICHIC Judge wh; ACES 111

belıef that tobacco should NOLT be used DYy belıiev- wrath SINM1LICTS and wh. 111 condemn the
unrıghteous eternal punıshment OWEVerA tor A V111'16ty of somewhat inartıiıculate C AS5OI)

(waste of INONCV, unpleasant atmosphere created SOMNIC bıblıcal IMASCIY apparently depicts God 4A5

aCUNS 1ıke nıuman LTOTrTULL (J)I tOrmentO he PICtor smokers poss1ıbly health 1CASO115

such development of catarrh) ut thıs prohi1bı- of God provıded Dy SOIIIC of the parables of
Jesus 15 horrendous ıf 1L 15 taken lıterally ıf 1L 15LO W Sset ON absolutely firm clear ground

because USC Of tobacco CAaUSCcS lung CA11CGT and applıed metaphorıcally Sa y that God O€Ss SPIrE-
death ( ONMNCETIN tor the and PICSCIVA- ually whatever 1T 15 that corresponds human LOTFr-

of ıfe both IC WI1 and that of others 15 MIr (Matthew 25 51 25 4 | ıL
surelv bıblıcal Sımilarlv, the Chrıistian princıple of 25 28 Zl And of GOUTSE thıs language 15

COMNNGET-N for the welfare of other belıevers that led NOT confined parables and analogıes where
DPaul torbıid Catıng tood drinkıng alcohol tor mıght LLIOIC easıly find WaYS of SaVINS that what

God O€Ss analogously May be dıfferent trom whattear oft SCttll]g bad example (and CNCOUTAS-
INS dolatrv and ımmoralıty) ILLAY well need be human rulers do lıteraliy. God 15 also described 111

taken up wıth regard alcohol because of the NOTr- Scripture 4A5 aCUhNS through horrific human dısas-
rendous Health and soc1al evıls that ACCOMDANY 1CSs aınd through the cruelty of PDAaSan rulers wh
wıdespread avaılabılıty and USC OrtLure hıs sinful people (Isaıah God

CX  CS whatever 15 the spiırıtual equıvalent
Orture ()I1 the devıl and unrepentant SINNECTS On

Beyond the Bıble theology earth human rulers ear the sword (D)I1 hıs behalf
As developed DV WeDbb, the redemptive--IMOVEMECNLT (Romans 15))
tool deals maınlv wıth princıples of conduct which redemptıive LFAa)CCLOFVY through Scripture
ATC affected DY thınkıng through the applıcatıon of and beyond would torbıd the UMAN UuSCc of
redemptive princıples ı1 Sermpture; ut inevıtably Orture AS ınhuman granted that there INAaV
thıs ınvolves theologıcal princıples from whiıch be } fUZZYy ne between domg somethıng
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unpleasant eriımınals dıssuade them SOTT of satısfactıon I of ıt? Do know that
trom repetthon of the offence and domgg Has been done aınd tee] satıshed AS A

somethıng that LOO ecrue] }() ut ıf cruelty result? And how 111 ALLYV C Cal T
15 torbidden human beings MUST 1T 10 the offence and the punıshment 111 relatıon

another?al the be torbidden God Dy hıs
and rıghteous NAaCUr Sa y nothing of 11S Can find Al alternatıve WAdY of takıng
mercy” Can A relıg10n 11 whiıich God full ACCOUMMAT: of the bıblical INSISIENGE ON

permitted do what would be regarded Od’s 71S wrath and Judgment and
evıl ıf A human being dıd 1t? he p011]t hıs ICLI1ON 1 the Iast Judgment that O€s 3(0)8

INaYy be made ll the (IEC emphatıcally DV ınvolve somethıing akın LO torture? he WUAaY
reflecting that 110 evangelıcal preacher today solve the problem INaV be that the
15 lıkely LO SaV 111 4A11 evangelıstıc OUTFfCOME of dıvıne Judgment the exclusıion
“Chınk Of the MOST appallıng WaYS that Hıtler of SIMT1LLECTS ftrom the future kıngdom Of GOod

Saddam Husseın treated theır CHCLHIEsS that they 11l 10L destroy the and
ASSUTE VOUu that the tate that 111 befall SILIGES C(IVC that rC19N there (Matthew 23
AL the hand of God wıll be infınıtely ] uke 26); thıs would be A combına-
ethan theır ACTS of OTLUre of res  5E trom turther evıl] aCLIVICV and
uman beings AT torbıdden take DC- deprıivatiıon of the blessings of the kıngdom

A al Ihıs command 15 iınked the 111 other words fittıng punıshment.allotment of thıs role God alone Private 'Thıs exclusıon CONSISTS 111 spiırıtual death
VENSCANCC 15 torbıidden though ACLION rather than the ONSOMNS LOrmMmenT of SCCINSauthorıised Ihe implıcatıon 15 that God the blıss of the kıngdom ftrom outsıde and
111 ACT 111 A WUaV that avo1ds the INJUSLICES that knowıng that YOU wıll HE VEr CXDCI1ICNCC i
easıly attach the human ACLION (Romans Ihe alternatıve eternal ıfe 15 eternal death

19) We ATC NOT told how God Oces 5 destruction 101 eternal ıte 111 LOrmMeNtT 21

perhaps 111 Case should iımperfectly Alongsıide thıs IMASCIV of eternal death AS5
TNIEAFE IE But, far AS5 the Ainal Judge- exclusıon trom the kıngdom of 10d there

15 concerned 1L would lıkely that 15 second LYpPC of ıUIMNASCIV: ONSOLINS CO11-the AuUumMm an aAS PCC'[S that AT torbidden would C1OUS LOrMEeNT iınflicted by GOod Ir wouldiınclude ortLure and 1L 15 hard thınk of
SCCIH) rıght regard the tormer AS the CO11-dıvıne equıvalent A1CLION that would SOINC- trollıng and the second the HSE ofhow be acceptable where human (M£Uure 15

a(0)]1
human IMASCIY iıntended bring Ome
SINNCTS how Ar AL the CONSCJQUCNCCS of S1111

TMOTC dıfAcult decıde miıght be
1T the analogy of human despotic behav-whether the suffering of iINTLENSE and Iast- wıth the iımıted A1111 of showıng that the

INg 15 1CCCSSALY WIDC AI the ouut
(Or whatever MaYVy call It) of the suffering COMNSCYUCLICCS of S1171 AT dreadful ut wıthout

SCCINS them AS dıyıne VeErSION ofand Daln that the offender MaYy AVEC caused
hıs dıscussıon Dart of the wıder 15S51L1IC of thesomebody else If ALl offender murders

iınfant S()I1 the offence somehow C} NAakure of the final jJudgment whether 1L 15 (sımply)
exclusıon trom the kıngdom of GOod (J_ the 1Wcelled UL DY CXCCUMNN hım (9T kıllıng hıs sSOon”?

We face the dıfAcult qUESLMON of the relatıon Jerusalem whıch 15 LANTLAMOUNTC spırıtual death
between FESTLIEUTLION 4A5 WaYy of undomng aAM OT 15 never-ending punıshment (analogous
evı] aAacCcLiıon and 1CS effects and retrıibution ‚68 being 111 fire that JOCS OIM and ()JI1 destroyiıng
the SC1ISC of inflıcting UuDON the offender somethıing ut TIG VGL actually completing the PTOC-
hıs 15 al A1Ca that needs turther 111V€Stlgil- CSS) 1o a Opt either POS1IL10N ınvolves makıng

the result of whıich miıght ell be ask cho1ice NOL ‘JCCCPt bıblıcal teachıng that ADDCAIS
whether suffering, of Daln C somehow favour the rejected Opt10N Presumabily SOMIC

of those wh. take dıfferent Iıne from DA WOUcancel u evıl ACLIiON 111 CAUSINS
somebody else that the eternal LOrm
We mıght a1so the qUECSTION: how Oes spell LLL HC fully what the eternal death DaS-

SA V, whereas the latter AIC A sımplıfıcatıon Ofthe princıple of A eve tor 4A1l CyC do LAC 4A55
the bereaved tather ALLYV 700 Do CL SUOTLIC the former and ALLY harmon1ısatıon wıll do better
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[O al the evidence ıf the ormer 1G taken 111 hıs AaCctı wıthın thıs ımperfect world where
107rmMm9  1VEe eternal death 15 be understood 4A5 violence 15 endem1c 2 And 1L 15 only 111 Chriıst that

L1 Vving, never-ending TOTIMENE It could be argued SA perfection
(J)I1 the other sıde that the real PO1NLT of the eternal Space torbıds dıscussıon of these AL LGES ut
CO 15 ındıcate that the Judgment close mınds such quest10ns and
()1I1 S1111 15 S  HST that 1T IS  d A fate than that dare 3O{ proclaım A God wh. ımmoral when
described 111 term. of ınhınıte suffering he the hıgh and holy who CANN! stand q-

Ihus and thıs 15 vıtal 111 thıs partıcular Case UILY.
have tried ind A solution problem What hope have done here demon-

of the CXC SCCS LYPCS of STrALG briefly how placıng the dıfAcult ASSADCS
IMASCLY that AL 111 LeNS1ION and have tried find about 111 the wıder MNEGXT of Scripture
A solution the fension DV regardıng TAC- LyPC AS and ICS teachıng about how Od’s people MUSLEC Iıve
PIIMAaLY V6T: the other Ihe CXC also g_ provıdes A HXT wıthın which INAaYy SC that
111S5C585 the danger OT drawıng [NOTC LL of Al anal- the bıblıcal Janguage should NOT be iınterpreted

than 15 Justified (God 1INTENSE OPPOSILLON teach thıngs about God whıch E 1NCONSISLIEN
and wrath ut NOLT hıs rtu Of S111- wıth 71S 1I5C and 71Ss 12 There 15 110 sımple
ners) method’ for domg thıs It 15 ıke AL ATrTt than

Whart 15 happenıing ere 15 11C specıfic attempt A ut basıcallv the STAQCS ALl
dıscern how INTE rpre L Scripture 0)8! the basıs Identifying dAitAicult where the dıffcultvOf Christian mınd that 15 nourıshed by Scripture A1L1ISCS5 trom the PDASSAZC Or doctrine 111 relatıon LOIf do 101 belıeve that God and FOTMENTS AT basıc understandıng of God

1T 15 because of the bıblıcal teachıing 4A5 A } whole that Interpreting the bıblıcal LEXTIS DY the ordımarycondemns OTHITe ınd that extols the and
the of .od Ihıs dırects IC NOT take ‚NOTC methods of LO SCC whether they DO1INT

LTAJECTOTY.1818 of the applıcatıon ot human 1ıIMASCIY d
than ı15 permıitted, DY understandıng 21S wrath omparıng Scriıpture wıth Scripture
111 Al anthropomorphic W aAV. Ascertaining whether the dithicult mater1al INAaV

Ihıs partıcular example ı HNO concerned wıth be otherwiıse interpreted Wwıthout LYEALING unfaırlydealıng wıth that INAY be mısunderstood (e DV that OCeSs NOLT stand up CY1IC1-
ımply that GOod PI“J.CUSCS FOTT|  T ut C: the SAUaMıCc C1Sm)there IN  S A MOVEMECNLTL towards makıng clear Seekıng 13L the essential that the dıfAcultthat the biblıcal MCSSAYZC emphasıses 111 the strong- DASSALC 15 makıng and CXDTCSSINS IT cClearly.  23EST possıble INAaNnnNer the 1mportance of human
DEINSS takıng moralıty and relıg10n ser10usly SII Fındıng A vratıonale for whYy the dıffAcult PaASsSagc

15 expressed 1 dıfhcult HIA rather than 111 Athe CONSCHUCNCCS of NOT do1mng y AT ındeed 1re
that 15 free trom objectionIhe thus call hearers urgently seek 1CCOIN-

cılıatıon wıth God and respond the gospel IThus thıs ’.ISPCCt of LT inter' pI'CUVC task as
betfore 17 15 LOO ate And thıs 15 IMCSSAYC ftor today s1ıdes Posıtively, there 15 the desıre ORT Scripture
that the world needs ear free speak sıgnıfıcantly and meanıngfully uUur-

have used An extremely SCNSILIVE and CONLrO- selves and S: world We need unleash the lıon
vers1ial example of thıs LYypC Or INTE I‘p['€t'.1thl] (n 1TOATLT meanıngfully and bring fresh challenges us
the 11C sıde 1L INAaYy be VC ditAicult for belıevers ut also negatıvely, there ATC OCCas1011s when
who seeck be fully sanctiıhed 111 love truth ınd people dismıss teachıng of Scripture OMEe-
rıghteousness aCCCDL bıblıcal thıs INAaYy be 111e theır wılful 19NOF ant
teachıne ut ON the other hand put 1T bluntly, den1al| of bıblıcal teachıng (e den1al that adultery
ıf the ıdea that GOod O€es somethıng akın OrLture 15 sınful) Sometimes 1L IMaV be e miıstaken
Oes 31OT WOLHTL Y- 8n 15 there maybe somethıng ack- ıdea Of what Scripture actually Oes teach E that
1INS trom sanctiıfication? dıvorce 15 permiss1ıble ONLY 1 CASES of adulterv-?)

Tlo be AT st1ll leaves other QUCS- And OMeLIME. 1L ILLAY be Chrıstians wıth mınds
L1ONS unanswered We chal] still ANC S * the nurtured ON Scripture wh. ind PO1NT C:
hand of G0od 111 the of Hawed human ceptable inadequate 111 the lıght ofwhart thev SC

beings 1818 jJudgment wıth violence and 4A5 bıblıcal teachıng and bıblıcal theology. 25

INJUSTICE OIM earth. Somehow od 1ı15 constraıned would describe the Chrıstian mınd nurtured
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OI the Gospel 1A5 I6 that trıes understand v  4Q ng of ıt AS5 ell AS5 LO reCOSNISE where Scripture
calls Us tuller understandıng of 1fSs teachıng.rythıng 1n the lıght of the revelatıon of Gi0d’s char-

A essentially holy love lovıng holıness,
which CXDICSSCS iıtself ST agalınst the tallen EGa Dr. Howard Marshall 15 Professor Fmerıitus of

New Tlestament 1n the Universıtv of Aberdeen andt10N in wrath and Where iımages ADPCAC
conflıict, WC chall AaVe ask which mMmakes better tormer chaırman of FEEL the Fellowshıp of
U 1n the lıght of the dıvıne character. Ultimately European Evangelıcal Theologıans.
holiness and love IMaYy be the SATLIC qualıity, ut
SCCI11 need both words together LO Avo1d fallıne NotesINnto inadequate ıdeas of God

Thıs 15 the edıted version of g1ven AT the
conference of the Fellowshıp of EuropeanConclusıi:on Evangelıcal Theologians, ın Berlın, August 2010

Gooder., Searchıngf Meanıng. An ıntroductionWıthın the broad A1CA of bıblıcal interpretation
thıs artıcle has tocussed 0)8!| the problems of how IO interpreting the New Testament (London: SPCK.

aıscertaın what Scripture 15 Sayıng Uuls and Meadors (eA.). Four Vıews 0N Movınga eyon thewhat 1t 15 30 Sayıng usSs We Sa that Var1ı0us
methods MUST be used sıde DYy sıde approprIi-

Bıble LO 1 heology ranı Rapıds: Zondervan,
It 15 A DIty that the book eals Oonly wıth evangelıcal

Ale he grammatıco-hiıstorical method establıshes approaches and scarcely mMentions other COI1[CITIPO-DYy CXCZESIS what Scripture W 45 sSayıng when 1T W 45 LAaLY approaches ınd what learn from them.
or1ginally wrıtten, and vVC often the Rıchard Hays briefly ;1ppcnrs ON S t;lg€ (171-173)
be expounded and applıed UL 15 essentially the but that 15 about all! See further IV FEVIEW ın SCOL-

More KD approaches examıne Scripture tısh ALLELIN of Evangelıca 1 heology 28:2 2010),
1from dıfferent vIeWwpONtS (: A CONMNCETIMN tor the

oppressed) and thıs IMNaYy reveal LICW facets of IfSs Kaiser. } A princıplizıng mode!l” 111 Meadors
(ed:); Four Views, 19-509 although SOMIC wriıters tend Judge b Kaıser, Principlizing model” E OScripture and find 1T wantıng aınd subordinate 1T W.J Webb, A redemptive-movement model”, ınsecular authoritYy. kvangelıcal theologıansI Meadors (ed.) Four Vıews, 215-248

ally recognıse that the precıse application of Bıblı- For Packer. “Bıblıcal H  a NUST be taken
cal teachıng I1LAY need be adapted CO dıfferent what theır human authors WETE CONSCWUSLy EXPVESSINA .soc1a]| aınd cultural s1ıtuations. Ihere 15 A general Thıs then be "synthesized vIe unıversal
11CCCPtQHCC of the PTFOCCSS of princıplizıng, whereby aınd abıdıng truths about the wıll, work aınd WaVS
the underlyıng princıples in partıcular bıblıcal Pas of God |and| unıversal ınd abıdıng princıples of

loyalty ınd devotion the holy, SraCI0US Creator.”SaQCS AA a1d Are and then torm the basıs for tresh
applıcations; thıs applıes narratıve mater1a| AS IThe latter need be detached from theır orıgınal
el 4A5 teaching mater19]1. An ımportant STrESS S1ItuUAt1OoNs and cultural frames aınd subjected

“rational applıcatiıon.. See Fl Packer, Honourıng the15 being aıd ON the realısatıon that interpreta- Wrıtten Word of God (Carlısle: Paternoster,tıon of Scrıipture beyond An iıntellectual [53, LLapprehension of ICS teaching and commands MY problem 15 that do  9  2 belong o AVCTASCtransformatıon of ıfe that embodies and CAPICSSCS evangelıcal congregation whıch doesn’t ask CS-Scripture ın practical WaYysS Ihe recognıtion that t10NS aıbout these thıngs because that would be
there ATC trajectorıes in the redeemıng and Tans- question and perhaps reject Scripture. nNnstead ALl

formıng of Varı0ous 'JSPCCtS of scrıptural teachıng A member of A T1MOTC mıxed ONC where SOMI1IC people
wıthın Scripture ıtself, especılally ın the 1ILLOVC- have CYCS OC the really ıwkward bıts of the Bıble
IMNEeENtE from the old the 1CW COVECNAaNTt ut also and keep MI1C from being CO wıth turnıng A

throughout both per10ds, and that these tenden- blınd CVC them NOT tryıng find an '.1CCCPt-
able theodicy. preacher have help thoseCIes continue 1n the ıfe and teachıng of the church iın the congregatiıon who have these problems aındalerts Uus consıder the par;1mete IS DY whiıch

recognNIıse theır AI also DY whiıch ATLC worried by them. We sSha. return these later,
but for the shall register the pomt thatreject false beyond whart Scripture teaches. alser’s method sımply does NOT provıde d  y WaYyWhat has been pıoneered wıth reference bıblıcal of domgethics also needs be applıed the interpretation Davıd Doruanı, A redemptive-historical mode!”

of bıblical doctrine AS 1VvOo1d false understand- ın Meadors (ed.). OUV Vıews, o-1 here 80
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Dornunı, ‘Redemptive-historical model’”, 10 replaced. He also wrongly 4ASSUMN1CS that the author-
] 1 Doruanı, “"Redemptive-historical model’, 1 ICy for Webbh’s L1ICW code of behavıour 15 Webb’s SCT

ind It 1ard —  U o sıgnıfıcant dıfference here of CcSS, faılıng that these help US CO
trom alser’s approach that merı1ts callıng thıs dıf- VECOANASE 5ıblıcal princıples that contaın theır
fterent approach. C ecr1ıt1c1sms MT therefore A authorıty and do NOT confer authorıty ON them: c£
NX of puzzle, approval of the method aınd critique NOW the authorıty 7e bıblıical books 1S recognısedof the applicatıon of It that produces what he SCCS by theır CaNONIsSAt1ıON aınd NOT confterred ON them DYy
WTITONS results. that PT'  S

3 Kevın Vanhoozer, A drama-of-redemption model’ Thıs 1st 15 dıfAhcult understand and SL:
ın Meadors (ed.); OUMV Vıews, 151-199 here 155, cf. rIse ın the confines of thıs artıcle. It 1S ımportant169 for whart It orbıds ell whart It CNCOULASCS.
D3 Vanhoozer. The Drama of Doctrine: ( AanO0N1- In partıcular, It demonstrates that the bıblıical NCQU-cal-Linguistic VOACH IO Chrıistian 1 heology Lowuıis- t1ve attıtude LO homosexual Ppractices aınd adultery 1S
vılle Westmuinster John KNOX, 3ad hoped unchangıng.

ind examples of how do thıs ın thıs tuller Marshall WI Kıl] Vanhoozer ınd
treatment, but dısappointed. Porter), Beyond the 0VINA from Scripture15 See W.J ebb, Slaves, Women Homoosexuals 1 heology Grand Rapıds: Baker Academıc Mılton
(Downers Grove: S 2001); Corporal Punıshbment Keynes: Paternöster, 2004 C
l  TeExts T hat VOUDOLE The OU Biblıcal Journey Beyond Ihere 15 surely 1Ne between hıttıng A person’sThe Rod, The Whip an The Meat Cleaver (Downers hand wıth wıthout v WCUADON and amputatıng the
Grove: IVE Brutal, Bloody and Barbarıc: War Nanı Christian teachıng would certamly torbiıd the
Texts Wn VYOUOLE the Sozl (Downers Grove, IVE latter, regardless of whether It 15 prohıbited ın Scrip-

177eforthcoming). Also Nne Limuıits of A edemptive-
Movement Hermeneutic: Focused Response 21 For A dıfferent LYpC of solutiıon that SS the AISchreiner’, Evangelıcal Onarterly /5 2003) ıng STAfe of the OSt be that of TENIOTSE that 1S
N  27/7-342; A Redemptive-Movement Hermeneultic: 1in ASreeMENT wıth Judgment 0)8! SIN, SC

Encouragıng Dialogue ANONS Four Evangelıcal Blocher, 'Everlasting Punıshment and the Problem
Vıews’, Journal of the Evangelıcal 1 heologıca. Socıety of VL de (ameron (ed.), Unwersal-
48 °) (June 331-349 15M and the Doctrine of Hell (Carlısle: Paternoster

16 Ihe Old Jlestament permuits oaths but INS1sSts that TAanı apıds Baker, 283-  12
they NUST be kept, whereas Jesus AFrSUCS ftor A PFAaC- See Boersma, Violence, Hospitality and the (vOss:
tice of specech that does NOT need oaths because IT Reappropruating the Ätonement Tradıtion ranalwavs 4117185 ar truthfulness Laukewise the PrEC- Rapıds: Baker Academıic, 2004scribes procedure for dıvorce, but Jesus AFSLICS for 2R  ° bor example, the teachıng abourt submıiıssıon of
ıvoıdance of the adultery nat W aASs the DAS1S tor 1N1- wıfe her husband 15 NOT be rejected, but
tlatıng A dıvorce. Ihe 1S realıstıc about curbing A CORFEXT of redemption and accepted Part of
the bad effects of SIN, whereas Jesus attacks the SIN the bıblıcal teaching aıbout mutual submıiıssıon
ıtself, wn presumably recognIısıng the need £:1]
back the when SIN continues.

ONC another, 12 ofusbands WI1Ves (e.g OVi the
best WaYV J  C nner We of WI1IVes

n PASS OVCT the erit1icısms made of hım by the other husbands (6.S OVi( how understand the mınd of
contrıbutors Meadors (ed:). Four Vıews. See 31sS0 reDell10uUs LECNASZC son).

Grudem, Evangelıca. Femmausm and 1011CA: Truth: has been sufficıently demonstrated that mMmarı-
An analysıs of 1 18 ıspute. AUESTONS (Leicester: Apol- ral cruelty would HUG been taken for granted10s, 600-645, who regards the approach Justiıficatıon for dıvorce DYy readers of the Gospels;thoroughly unevangelıcal, replacıng the moral SEC the VAarıo0ous treatments bDy Instone-Brewer,
authorıty of Scripture wıth that of Webbh’s OWI)1
“better thıc? Grudem attacks for NOT real-

C Divorce and Remarrıiage In the Church Bıblıcal
Solıutions Pastoral Realıtıes (Carlısle: Paternoster,ISINS that INa V of hıs examples ATC related the ©

1ITt between the old ınd COVCNANTS, hıch 15 25 It 15 therefore pıece of Valuable Chrıstian apolo-dıvinely attested ın Scripture, whereas Webh thınks getic ıf show, for example, that what Scrip-that he has the authorıty find other trajectories ıre teaches about dıyvıne Judgment 1S NOLT that G0od
that ATC 31OT dıvinely authorısed ın Scripture. Ihıs 1l] ACT lıke human OoOrturer but rather that God
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