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AT Mnı Evangelıcal Dıvinıty School ıIn 2009 Pıper's 1eSs under €ess CONservatıve SUperVISOTS. (Perhaps such
chapter Q1VES al of hıs early spiırıtual and intel- study would o 1110 fruntful In examınıng such
ectual influences, followed Dy the retelling of hıs cOl- theologians Schlatter and Herman Bavınck,
lege, semınary and doctoral Particularly In term: for whom the choice LO study under ıberal theologians
of hıs PhD studies, Pıper’s ACCOUNT of hıs CNZASKCMCN arguably allı at er personal cCost?)
in Munich 1s largely negatıve. He worked AIMONS lıb- arson’s SCCHIS5 the 1NOTIC useful of the chapters.
eral New Testament scholars wıth whom he felt he had Pıper’s VIEW of hıs doctoral 15 neıther constructive
ıttle ın COINIMNON That the experlence Was NOT OMC he use Is there ruly nothing TMOTC eNCOUragINg TO
enjoyed 15 evident: used Fuller-taught method tell evangelical doctoral students in sımılar sıtuations?
of observatıon and analysıs wrıte Al acceptable dis- Furthermore, the centralıty of Christian Hedonıiısm In
sertatioOn; nd then left Germany quickly could? N1Ss approac the pastor-scholar model 111Calls that ıf
(42) Disappomting ın thıs regar 1S that Pıper offers 110 ONC 15 unconvınced Dy hıs sıgnature emphasıs, the COMN-
constructive ACCOUNT of how an evangelıcal theologıian SCqUECNL pastor-scholar paradıgm wiıll also ADDCar 11COMN-
might relate non-evangelıcal academıiıc colleagues. vincing.

signıfıcant portion of Pıper’s chapter 1s taken u Thıs book 15 useful rımarıly In the topıc It ralses.
wıth hıs Christian Hedonism CONCCPL. In hıs inımıtable Questions abound concerning the vocatıons of pastOrstyle, he offers an explanatıon of how God 15 MOST glor1- and scholar, an these quest1ons wıl only become
hed ıIn when dIC MOST pleased in hım Thıs notion signıfıcant VEr increasıng numbers of semınary grad-obviously takes central place in all of Pıper’s hınkıng uUaTtfes UrsSuc doctoral degrees However, thıs book bybut It 15 OINNC he has expounded at engt ıIn 1N1UIMMCTOUS NO [1NCanls offers the aSt word these questions.other places, an such 1It seemed rather UNNCCECSSALVY

rCPCaL It here where N1Ss audıience CXPCCLS read pr1- James glınton
Kambpen, Netherlandsmarıly about the CONVCISCNCC of pastoral callıng and

scholarshıp.
The remaınder of hıs chapter explaıns how ıper

understands the term “scholar’). In SUMIMMAT V, scholarly
Dastor 15 defined OMC who CNSAYZCS hıs mınd he “T’he Responsıbility of the Church for Socıety” and
miıinısters. Such pastor 15 theologically aM exegetically Other EsSSays by Rıchard Nıechuhr
MgOrOUS, but his “scholarshıp” 1$ defined wıthout al V
relatıon the academy. For OLC traıned In Ekuropean Library ofecologi Ethics
CONLEXL, Pıper offers VCIY non-European definition of Kristine Culp (ed.)
scholarshıp. Louisville /London: Westmuinster John Knox Press,arson’s chapter begins wıth the acknowledgement
that It 15 1MMCULIF provıde definition of the 2008, 155 20 ISBN 978-0-664723-048-7

UMMARYord “scholar’. He that in the European N:  E the
title “scholar’ 15 Ways g1ven Dy One’s ın relatiıon rıstııne Culp presents CSSxdyS DV ichard Niebuhr
sıignıfıcant academiıc contribution, and 15 thus inextrica- (1 394-1962), ON  (D of the MmMoOost influentia| theological ethi-
bly inked the academy. However, havıng noted the CIists of the twentieth CEeNLUTY. She introduces his theologi-
ambiguilty term, he does lıttle provide clarıfica- cal inking and presents his ‘’method of polar analysis’.tOon. (Perhaps the maJor shortcoming of thıs book 15 The reviewer IS convinced that these CS5SayS aile iımportantthat ıt properly defines na of Itfs ubject matter. ) for reflection the church'’s sOcCial responsibility Oday.Like Pıper, Carson FECOUNTS hıs path hrough un1ıversIity These classic XTIS ATe weighty enough he reprinted and
education. At ambridge, hıs Doktorvader Was Roman published agaln and the volume IS iımportant contribu-
atholıc monk who espoused higher eritical readıng tion the understanding of American Protestant heology.of the New Testament. arson’s ACCOUNT of hıs doctoral Niebuhr Cal) hbe Inspiration for social ethics.
studıes reads far ( ME winsomely than that of Pıper: he RESUMEmakes such study ın maınstream environment APPCar
stretching, interesting nd worthwhile for YOUNS V all- Kristine Culp rassemble ICI des articles de Richard

Niebuhr (1 394-1 962), qU! UTd Ete ’un des plus influentsgelıcal Anecdotally, he provides helpful materı1a|l for
evangelıcal students pursumng doctoral degrees under de l’ethique theologique du XxXe siecle. Elle pre-
non-evangelical SupervIisors: he adopted respectful, sente pensee theologique et C methode d’analyse

olaire » ( es ESSaIls revetent Uune iımportance certaıneinterested attıtude towards hıs SUpervisor nd fellow
students, nd offers helpful remıinders that the doctoral DOUT Ia reflexion SUrT Ia responsabilite soclale de l’Eglise
student needs be involved In ocal church How- aujourd’hutl. C es l[EexXtEes COMNNUS valent largement Ia peine
CVET, Carson focuses INOTC 0)8! how he acted than OM why d/’Gtre reedites et |’ouvrage constitue une contribution
he dıd We dIC st1 walting for MgOrOUS explora- iımportante Ia comprehension de 1a theologie Drotestante
ti1on of the principles, rather than practices, of orthodox amerıcaıne. Niebuhr peut stimuler grandement Ia reflexion
octoral students who choose Ursuc doctoral stud- dans leE domaine de l’ethique socliale.
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ZUSAMMENFASSUNG ety 1946) “The urches and the Body of Christ?
Kristine Culp nn Aufsätze VOIT] ichard Niebuhr 1953) Alternatively, the concluding YVs “Reforma-

t10n: Continumng Imperatıve" 1960), offers Nıebuhr’s(1 894-1 962), einem der einflussreichsten theologischen
thiker des Jahrhunderts SIe gibt eiıne Einführung In OWN 4ASSESSMENL of hıs developing and abıdıng CONCETNS

seın theologisches Denken und stellt seıne Methode der Ihe CSSaVYS have coherence when they dIC read
in the oughly chronologica order ın which they have‚polaren Analyse’ dar. [Jer utor der Buchbesprechung Ist
been arrangeddavon überzeugt, dass diese Aufsätze bedeutend sind für

die Reflektion über die gegenwärtige soziale eran  'Or- ng about the responstbilıty of the Church
tung der Kirche. [ Diese klassischen Eexie sind VOT/ derar- for SOCIELY, Nıebuhr WAarnıs agalnst the temptations of

worldliness and isolatıonısm. nstead of askıng “Whattigem Gehalt, dass SIE erneut gedruc und veröffentlicht
werden konnten. |)Der Band stellt eınen wichtigen Beitrag does the Lord require?” the worldly church has fallen
Uln Verständnis amerikanischer protestantischer Theolo- into the temptatıon ask Wha: does the natıon OT

gıe dar. Niebuhr kann Ine wichtige Inspiration für den the civılızatıon requıire?” uCcC church thınks of iıtself
responsiıble o SOCIeELYy pri10r God rather thanBereich sozialer Fthik geben God prior SOCIETY. Its end 15 110 the promotion of

the 107y of SOCIeELY than that of God Isolatıonısm 15
TIhe Library of Theological Ethics 15 esigne: presecnt the heresy Opposıte WOT.  1NeEss It ADDCAaIS when the

selection of iımportant that WOU otherwiıse be Church seeks espond God but does only for
unavaılable for scholarly nd classroom USC Ihe itself. Ihe iısolated church egards the secular sOcCIetIes
editors of the serl1es will make INOIC extensive USC of clas- wıth whiıich It Iıves outside the divine Nıe-
SIC TEXTS in order [O enable scholars nd teachers traın buhr’s alternatıve 15 Church 1C practises apostolıc
1L1CW generations of theologians, ethıcısts nd miınısters. responsıbilıty and ehaves the friend of publicans and

For thıs volume the editor, lstıne Culp, has sinners. The socıal responstbilıty f the Church needs
chosen CSSaVS by Rıchard 1eDuhr (1894-1962) who also be described that of the pıoneer. Ihe Church
W dASs ( of the MOS influential theological ethıcısts of becomes ploneer and representatıve of sOCclety in the
the twentieth CCNLUTY. Ihe edıtor D1IVES introduc- practice of equality before God, ın the reformatıon of
0N Nıebuhr’s theologica hınkıng and Instituti1ons, nd In the aCCCPLANCC of mutual respONnsI-
hıs method of polar analysıs”. Ihe dea 15 [O SUggeCSL ılıty of indıviduals for each other For Niebuhr, OVEeC of
fully dialectica attern of theologica hınkıng in 1C God and the ne1ighbour MUST be demonstrated irectly
contrasting pOsıt10Ns neıither sımply ODDOSC each other, hrough the Church’s sOocı1al responsıtbility.

The volume concludes with Niebuhr’s OWNNN 'O-11OT ATIC readily resolved Into ach other, but continue
Nvert nd gCNCFaALC themselves. Kristine spectıve evaluatıon of hıs theologica: thinking. In the

Culp underlines that thıs ever-converting, generatıve early he abandoned hıs connectlion wiıth the
approach ofNıebuhr’s vields basıc pıcture of the realıty ethıcs- and relhıgion-centred WdY of hınkıng about God
of ıfe before God an CMErgCHL held of tensioOns and and humanıty which 1$ generally called ıberal Instead
transformations. 'T hıs approac replaces VICW ofeol- he became latfe: wıth the MOVEMENT varıously called

offering MmMaster for resolving the ambı- dialectica theology, heology of CIISIS, neco-orthodoxy
nd Barthıanısm, but ın 1960 he that he had dıs-gulty of the Church an CONTTFASTS wıth fforts ocused

ensurıng institutional OTr dogmatiıc stabıilisation. sociated iımself from Kar'l Barth’s heology. He wanted
Ihe chosen CSSaVS A arranged ın three art CO ArgUuUC that nothing ın history 15 i1xed neıither ıberal-

eals wıth *DDivıisıon and Disorder In the Church’? and 1Sm 11OT orthodoxy, neıther church-union NOT churchly
relevance the WOT| My prımary today, hecontaıns CS5SaVS from the VCars 1929 1948 arf 11

takes “Ihe Realıty and Responsıtbilr of the Church? 5SdV5S, 15 NOT protest. It 1$ St1 that € the reformatıon
and includes Nıebuhr’s emphasıs -0)8!| Chrıistianı of the Church 1eDunr concludes hıs ologıa DVro »ıta
MOvemMent and the CINCTISCHCC of N1S “method of polar $  N by Sayıng: S still beliıeve that reformatıon 15 PCI-

Manent m  MECNL, that metano1ıa 15 the CONtINUOUSanalysıs’”, 11s aflırmation of the Church reality and
demand made ON us In historical ICNOT iıdealıty, and hıs power interpretation of the

PDULDOSC Church the increase OVEe fter readıng Nıebuhr’s CSSaVS, amn convınced that
and ne1ghbour. Ihe CS55aVS ın thıs part AIC from the they still have something substantıal SaV about the

church’s socıal responsıbilıty 'Oday. ese classıc1937 1956 Part 111 contaıns CS5aVS from the
1948 1960 under the title “I’he urches and the ATIC weighty enough be reprinted nd published
hole Human Community’. .° CSSaVS recpcat the agaln. IThe volume 15 Al ımportant contribution the
realıty and responsıbilıty of the Church in relatıon understandıng of American Protestant heology in the

miıddle of the twentieth CCNLUFY. 1ebuhr’s loyaltyecumenıical VISION of the Ole inhabıited ıuman WOT.
and extend the themes of reconcıllation and ONgOINg rıst. gratitude God and responsıtbilıty for the world
reformatıon the wıder WOT| Can stil] be of Insplration for systematıc theology,

TIhe edıitor recommends that the reader STAarts wıth especılally ıIn the Held of sOc1a]l ethics.
the y “Ihe Responsibility of the Church for SOCI- Torle1iv ustad, )sZ0
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