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Theologıa Carıtatıs an the Moral Authority of
Scripture Approaching Timothy 6-1

wıth hermeneutic of love
Patrıck Naullens

UMMARY
Augustinian cConcept of hermeneutics of love. In the-

The classical evangelical! VIEW of the moral authori of ologia Carıtatıs love IS seEeET] recede Knowledge and
Scripture IS eing cChallenged DY the postmodern shift. IS used dAS hermeneutical tool LOve IS lens throughThe questions as by postmodernism make ıt untena- 1IC!| SPEeeE rue values. However, love IS noTt
ble approac Scripture A providing objective answers emotiona!| notion, eprive of all normative principles.list of ethical dilemmas. In response this challenge, The ‘’covenantal relationship’ narrated In Scripture DTrO-need find DrODET balance between the Ma- vides the framework for mora| authority. rue love IS
tive and formative character of Scripture. MY claim IS ‘’obedient love We Will apply this hermeneutic of love
that scriptural authori Call only be appreciated In 1g Timothy 37 6-1 Y the DaAssasEC MOST commonliy used
of Jesus double commandment of love. We reviıisıt the tO affırm the moral authori of Scripture.

. y

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
kann. Wır untersuchen hier aufs eue das AugustinischeDIie klassische evangelikale IC| ZUT moralischen Konzept eiıner Hermeneutik der 1e Bel eıner theo-

Autorität der Schrift ird UrCc den Umschwung In der ogia cCarıtatiıs [Theologie der Barmherzigkeit] geht die
Postmoderne In rage gestellt. DIie VOI] der Postmoderne 1e dem Wissen VOTaus e ISst 1e aber kein
gestellten Fragen machen eınen Umgang mit der Schrift V emotionsgeladener Begriff, bar aller orm geben-unhaltbar, der objektive Antworten auf eIne el den Prinziplen. Vielmehr gibt die ‚Bundesbeziehung‘,ethischer Dilemmas erwartel. Als Antwort auf diese wIıe SIE die Schrift bezeugt, den Rahmen für moralische
Herausforderung mMmussen WIr eıIne dUSSCWOBENE Balance Autorität ab Wahre J1e ISst ‚gehorsame ı jebe‘ Wır
zwischen dem normgebenden un charakterbilden- werden diese Hermeneutik der 1e auf die Passageden esen der Schrift finden Ich ehaupte, dass die In Timotheus 6-1 anwenden, Jjene Stelle, die
Autorität der Schrift [1UTr Im 1IC| des Von EeSUuSs 5CHC- häufigsten angeführt wird, die moralische Autorıtat
benen Doppelgebotes der 1e gewürdi werden der Schrift behaupten.

y<  balrn y e n  i e f

RESUMEF
Une theologia Carıtatis considere UUC |l’amour precede 19

I3 doctrine evangelique Classique de l’autorite morale CcConnalssance et qu'il fonctionne [NMN outil herme-
de |’Ecriture est mMiIse question Dar l’&volution de Ia neutique. L’amour eEst UuNne lentille ravers laquelle MNMOUS
nensee Dostmoderne. Celle-ci rend effet Inaccep- vVOyOTIS les Vrales valeurs. |L’amour reduit cependanttable de considerer |l’Ecriture IM UTE SOUTCE de DaS UuUNe notion Emotionnelle/depourvue de tOut
reponses objectives UNE liste de dilemmes ethiques. princIpe normatif. Pa < relation d’alliance »} dont ’Ecriture
Fn reponse, 1IOUS devons rouver equilibre approprie fait e recıt Ournit SOM cadre ’autorite morale. |’amour

lEe Caractere normatif et ’effet formateur de l’Ecri- authentique est (< obeissant » L auteur appliqueture L’auteur considere UU |’autorite iblique pDeut ensuıte Ceite hermeneutique de ’amour de
etre appreciee qu’äa Ia umiere du double commande- Timothee 3 16-1 f QqU! est celui de |l’Ecriture UE ’on
mentTt d’amour eNONCE Dar Jesus Kevenons I9 CONCEP- cıte le plus Ouvent DOUT affirmer |’autorite morale de
tion augustinienne d’une hermeneutique de ’amour. celle-ci.
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Introduction! Timothy 6-1 In modernity, evangelicals
At the of the twentieth CENLUFY the Dutch aVve tended emphasise the objective A
Reformed theologıan Herman Bavınck made tiıve authorıty of Scripture. Recently, under the
rather bold claım about the Christian commıtment influence of postmodernism, 11Cc  S trends iın usıng

Scripture for ethics Can be perceived. In the secondthe Bible “IThere 15 dogma about which there
15 MOTC unıty than that of the Holy Scriptures.”“ Dart thıs postmodern chi will be riefly-
He underlines that the authority of Scripture 15 sed Overall there has een er ch1 from

the normatıve the formatıve role of Scripture.NOT based °scientific pronouncement’ but
hıs inevitably leads question: how then O€sthe claıms of Scripture itself. Much ike the

ogma of Trınıty, the inspıratiıon of the Bıble 15 the transformatıve aSPECL relate the normatıve”

ogma which Christians aCCCDL, NOT because they Ihe thırd Dart provides general direction with ref-
GTrELICE the Augustinian theologıa carıtalis, usıngunderstand the truth of It, Dbut because God
love AdS key conceptual model Philosophically,ATTeSTtSs ie 25 Most commonly, Timothy 2:16 has

been sed STrESS the fact that the Scriptures the STAtfeMeENT that ‘“love precedes understanding’,
God-breathed (theopneustos) and that 4S the Word especlally moral understandıing, 15 NOT oddity.

Several continental philosophers ave emphasisedof God they ATC therefore credıble 1ın themselves
(auntopıst4s). Bavınck’s observatıon that thıs ogma the epistemological primacy of love. Of course, the
brings unıty Christians 15 particularly tIrue CONCECDL of love 15 LOO and the word has suf-
for Evangelicals; the CONSCNSUS the authority of fered severely under iınflatıon of meanıng. Thıs

15 why in the fourth Dart of this article. wıth PaulScripture 15 generally consıdered be OC of the
unıfyıng factors iın thıs, in INalıy ther WdYS diverse MSECY, PFODOSC covenantal understanding
and dispersed, Sroup.“ of love 4A5 ‘“obedient love?. Finally, COMNC back

(OOne might wonder, though, whether thıs COIMN- Timothy 61 and re-read thıs TCXE in ItSs
broader CONTEXT of theologıa carıtaltıs.SCIHSUS 15 NOT merely superficlial, hiding painful

dıversity when 1t OWN the actual 1ISE of
Scripture. IThe relationship between the old LGX
and OUur> ay-to-day S1tuaAt1OnNns 15 IMOTC Evangelical sola scriptura: objective

revelatıoncomplex an mMYyster10us than tend admıt
The eOlogy of the second half of the twentieth Ihe evangelical V1ICW ofScripture stands in the tr -

CCENLUFY has een exposed INanıy developments dition of the Reformation and holds fast the
in biblical scholarshıp, especlally 1ın the AdICd ofbib- Reformatıon princıples of Scripture eing the

rvegula 1  E1 and vegula Ihe Reformersical eology. Since Wıttgenstein and Gadamer
ONC WItNESS dramatiıc changes iın the VICWS, NOT wanted STrESS above that the authority of
only of the textual SOUTCEC itself, but also of the Scripture 15 God-given authority; It 15 NOT given
reader, individually 4S ell 4S collective. Charles Dy humans. TIhe Scriptures AIC autopist4s, credible

in themselves. It 15 .0d’s Drı wh: testihnes inCosgraves Oobserves:
OUTLr hearts that the words arc divine. Ihe author-By the close of the twentieth CENLUF Y, the role

of the Bible 1n Chrıiıstian Ethics had become 1ty 15 A4aSsSE °‘divıne encounter‘’: God speak-
Ing us through the Scriptures. The Evangelicalhighly complex theological and intellectual Alliance testihes believing iın the authority ofproblem Except 1n fundamentalıstic circles,

ONC could longer sımply CQUaALC biblical Scripture in the YrSt artıcles of the Symbola
ethics wiıth Christian ethics.° Evangelıca. Ihe artıiıcles AL embarrassıngly short

SINCE they PFESUPPOSC the theological heritage of
Indeed, evangelical theologians arc VCrIY much the Reformatıion:of the importance an breadth of this ch:
lenge.® Art Ihe Dıvine Insplıration, authority, and

suffic1enCy of the Holy Scriptures; Art IheThıs artıcle alıms contribute thıs ONgO1INg right and duty of private judgment in the inter-debate, by stressing the “hermeneutics of love)?.
My reflection evelops 1ın five We OPCI1 pretation of the Holy Scriptures.’
wıth summarısıng the tradıtional evangelical COHN- In the COUTSC of will SCC that
mıtment the moral authorıity of the Scriptures hıle there 15 general CONSCMNSUS evangeli-
and the promınent role evangelicals TESCIVC for cals regardıng the authorıty of Scripture Cart:1);
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the second artıcle Caln become problematic when istic.'* Kevın Vanhoozer, himself evangelical,
talk about moral decisions AaSse: Scripture. remarks in thıs regard: ‘E vangelicals aVve een

In their 1  ology, evangelical theologians quick decry the influence of modernısm lıb-
ave CCn particularly influenced Dy the theol- eral ecology but do NOT SC the Cam of modern

and phiılosophy of the Old Princeton School.® epistemology in their OW) eVeS. Ihe challenges
The leadiıng work Was Benjamın Warfield’s The of postmodernism make us AWATC that applying
Inspiration and Anuthorıty of Scripture 1927). Ihe sound exXxeges1s arrıve Al clear-cut solutions
word theopneustos, which find in Timothy OUur ethical dilemmas 15 NOT feasıble. Modernistic
3:16, played key role In describing an establish- methodologies crashing agalnst the walls of
Ing the authorıty of the Bible a4s divine and yeLr also CONLTEMPOFALCY moral 1Ssues. We eed realise that
uman Scriptures. Thıs DaASSaHC has een quoted the challenge 1S NOT Just understand and order

the divine of Scriptures, together the biblical ata 4S f arc collecting facts and
wiıth Peter s ‘because prophecy CVCT Camec consequently appIYy them complex CONtTEM-
Dy human will, but INCN and moved Dy the POLAL Y 1SSUES. In general>postmodernity has
Holy Darı spoke from God? tradıtional CVall- altered the WaYV percel1ve truth and authority.
gelic understandın ofthe Nature ofthe authority hıs general chi ın OUur perception GT authority
ofScripture CdAdll be found 1ın the work of Carl has immense impact how SCC the moral
Henry, Revelatıon an Authorıty (1976-1983). authority of ‘Holy Scriptures’.  ? 16 One might Sa V
Henry Iresses the WdV ın which the provıdes that there 15 change in emphasıis from thed-
us wıth objective standard, evealed in proposi- t1ve the formatıve role of Scripture. IThe PCICCD
onal truths. The task of theology 15 systematıse tıon has changed from book of law book of
the ınformatıiıon hıch 1S conveyed through bib- the gospel, from moral blue-print COMMDASS
liıcal proposıitions. TIhe task of Christian Ethics 1S hıch shows us the direction
sımılar, but 15 INOTC specifically directed towards We observe S1IX overlapping trends which ch.
makıng moral decisions. Unsurprisingly, enry’s enge the tradıtional, evangelıcal VIECW the
Christian Personal Ethics the TCV->= authority ofScripture
Jatıonal dimension of Christian moralıty. Ihe
go0d’ 15 the of God, 1C he revealed Appreciation of diversity
us in Scripture. OQOQur thıs revelatıon Hiıstorical criticısm and bıblical theology aVe
should be obedience, which 15 the key CONCCDL In increased the of the unıque histori1-
hıs moral theology.” He SCCS the Bıble AS ‘“authori- cal setting of the different books ıIn the Bible In
tatıve lıterature? SINCE 1t reveals “unıversally valıd postmodernism there 15 much appreclation for

of goodness and truth? .19 It 1S interesting diversity and people ATC reluctant unify the plu-
SCC how he recCogNISsES the work of the Holy ralıty of VO1lCES Into ONC VOolce. The diversity of the

Spirıt 4S dynamıc principle, hıch has the canoniıcal books affects the WdY Scripture 15 sed
transform people. yeLr that the dynamıc 1ın ethics. Moreover, the 131078 itself 1S considered

work of the Dırı Oes NOT °rıd the moral ıfe of be discourse iın which invıted
objectıve ethıic which 1S mediated trough prophets ticıpate.
and apostles, supremely iılluminated by Jesus, and Indeed, diversity should be appreciated, but IT
ınscrvipturated ın the Bible? 12 So the moral author- has be SCT 1ın the larger framework of the ONC

1ty of the Holy pırıt 15 always in lıne wıth the WTIt- God, Creator and Savlour. Ihe plurality of the
ICn Word “CThe rule of the Spirıt Oces NOT TEINOVCEC four wrıtten Gospels O€s NOT result In four differ-
I1a from the wıll ofGod obzectively vrevealed 1n the ENT gospel INC  U The particularities and COMN-

creteness of the biblical aTICc be SCCH andBible !$ Thıs objective factual revelation Call be
accessed Dy ratiıonal indıividuals d they ook for explaine agalnst the wıder horizon of sal-
moral direction In their Iıves. vatıon history.‘/

Another LYyPC of diversity hıch 1s recelving
The postmodern shıft the formative INOTC attention 15 the diversity of SCHICS wiıthın

Scripture. One WaYV apprecıate these 1S relaterole of Scripture them the different formats of ethical aArgumell-
More recently, thıs typically evangelical under- tatıon. TIu8 *matrıx mode])? integrates the four
standiıng of the Bible A sourcebook of objective classıcal LYPCS of moral reasonıng wıth the diversıity
facts has ften een considered 4S LOO modern- of bıblical texts.!13 We 1IStINZUIS four LYyPCS alue
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ethics, commandment theory, character ethics manıftfested in the readıng of the Bible wıthın the
and consequentialısm. We ften limiıt ourselves cCommunıity of believers. It 15 the Church that lives

OUT the biblical ’ 1n the SAaIillc WaY that PaulONC of those models. For Instance, the search for
‘principles’ behind the TGXT betrays limiıtation describes the church in Rome An Aul of go0Odness,
deontological ethics divine command theory. led wiıth knowledge, and able instruct OC

IThe 1 aw 1S, of COUTSC, ımportant SOUTCC for ethi- another’ (Rom 15:14).*
cal reflection. But behind the laws lies world of One MaYy refer the cultural linguistic turn iın
values.!?” Wisdom lıterature then has JEn CON- Systematıc Theology. Theology 15 1ın fact explicat-
sequential bend the narratıves NOT only ıng the practice of the Church an the Bible has
cruclal demonstrate alue priorities, thev aATrCc be understood 4A5 the identity narratıve of the
crucıial for character formatıon. Nonetheless, these interpretative community.“° %  CYy Hauerwas,
four models ATIC but manıfestation of the OMNC ll the maın proponcent of thiıs school,; 1INSsIsSts that
of the ONC God AS the only SOUTCE of OUr morality. the 15 first of the Church’s book.4/ TIThe

particularıties of the moral lıfe ATG NOT grounded
Appreciation of pneumatology ın SOMNC kind of understanding of all realıty COMN-

Garl Henry already pointed the work of the bined wıth practical reasoning. In fact; the Church
Holy Daırı dynamıc principle work in OUr has Its OW. STALINAL, One INaYy conclude that the
moral consclence. Ihıs has become CVCN IMOTC individualistic tendency of much evangelical UusSsCc

promıinent 1in the past CCENLUFY, which has Gen of Scripture, 4S SCC IT for instance 1ın Art of
SCCI) d °the CCENLULY of the Holy Spirıt". Thıs 15 the Symbola Evangelıca (1846), 15 under er10us

large Dart due the growth of the charısmatıc attack.?®$
and Pentecostal Ovement: But iın the ethıcs of Apprecilation of character ethicsnon-charısmatiıc theologians, for example ürgen
Moltmann, the Spirıt also plays central role. Sınce asdaır MacIntyre’s After Vırtue
The pırı orıgınates and PICSCIHVCS lıfe; It 15 God the lıterature virtue ethics has vastly.

Ihe focus changes from the moral object theAT work e 118 40 other example of
moral subject. Ethics 15 NOT much about pPrın-the renewed attention the Holy pırıt Can be

found In E  CY Grenz’s decıisıon deal wiıth the cCiples eed and decisions make 1n difhcult
authority of Scripture under the subheading of Ihe maJor question 1n ethics has become

what kınd of people Want be Agaın b  CYVYpneumatology.““ Hauerwas Was driving force in the ofThıs emphasıis Word and Spirıt results ın
the virtue tradıtiıon 1ın Christian ethics.“? He advo-

INOTC dynamıc 1eW of Scripture. IThe Word of
God ‘happens’, 1t 15 the divine EeENCOLUNTETr that INOTC particular and ethics of discıi-

pleshiıp, rather than OC ofunıversal principles andmakes 1t word spoken us, NOT mater1al
decisions. Ihıs chi 15 closely related the prev1-TE ofwriıitten words. J His. of COUISC, 15 also INOTIC

1n line wıth Barthıian and Bonhoefferian V1ICW of ously discussed turn towards Communıty: It 15 1ın

SCHPfULG . Revelation 1s NOT much the PrOVI- the Communıty that tradıtions ATIC embodied and
the communıitılies dIC the Airst places where charac-S10N ofen truths 4S It 15 the self-presentation FGT formation happens We Can only develop VIrELN:-GT God, form of divine FCSCHNCC, self-presenta-

tıon In divine9 form of SaVINg fellowship.““ OUS disposit1ions through communal practices and
Webster refers Barth and summarıses: stOrles. Reading Scripture 15 therefore only ONC of

the INanıYy practices of the Church and 1t cshould
Revelatıon 1S thus NOT sımply bridging nNnOoetIC along wiıith the celebration of the eucharist, PraycCl,divide (though It includes that), but 1t 15 TE -

oncıllation, salvatıon and therefore fellowship. feeding the hungry CC

The 1iıdıom of revelatıon 15 4A5 much moral and Appreclation of tradıtion
relational 4S It 15 cognitional.“ In general, observe Srowıng appreclation of

karly Church tradıtion. ften this ZOCS hand
Appreciation of the interpretive hand wıth NDCW emphasıs catholicıty. Ihe paleo-

cCommunı1ty orthodoxy school (e:@ IThomas Oden invokes the
Maybe thıs 1S ONC of the MOST striking trends Ihe church fathers A essential VOlCE in biblical inter-
Church 1S SCCI1 4S the primal locus ofmoral forma- pretation.“” IThe Wesleyan Quadrilateral, usıng
tıon The moral authority of Scripture 15 mainly Scripture, tradıtion, TCason and experience AS
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four OUTrCecs for ecology, 15 welcomed IMNOTC and WdY, ut S1X Can be incorporated iın theological
IMNOTC in Evangelıcal Theology.“ Thıs new-found interpretation that from the unıfyiıng theme
appreclation iın iıtself 15 already quıite broadening IKEY. conceptual mode]l’ of love $ Theological
f perspective, compared INOTC STrICT USCcC of interpretation reads the biblical TEXT from the
Bible only. We might SdY, however, that the perspective of the Nnature of God As Vanhoozer
clatıon of tradition 15 LINOTC prominent In the ATICa summarızes, ‘A properly theological ecriticısm
of eology, biblical interpretation and spirituality wıll therefore seck do Justice the prior1ty of
than iın the LNOTC tangıble and CONLEMPOFArY arca God S Theocentric ethics CaNNOT but STAart from
of Christian Ethics the actıng and OVIng God John wrıtes passıon-

atelyAppreciation of theological interpretation Beloved, let us love ONC another, because love 15Ihe TOQ school of Theological Interpretation
be helpful for creating bridge between the from God; wh. loves 15 Orn of GoOod

and knows God Whoever O€Ss NOT love O€sScriptures and CHITeNT morality.““ Theological NOT know God, for God 15 love. .0d’s love Wasinterpretation make the transıtıon revealed aAM ON us in thıs WaAYVY God SCNT hisfrom descriptive ata In the Bible prescriıpts for
usc today through theological reflection 1ın the only Son Into the world that might live
CONTLEXT of the Church community.“° Ihe Bible through hiım In thiıs 15 love, NOT that loved

God but that he loved usSs and SCNT hıs Son beprovıdes the general “wısdom map that guldes the atonıng sacrıfıce for C(JUT S1NS.® PATRICK NULLENS ®  four sources for theology, is welcomed more and  way, but all six can be incorporated in a theological  more in Evangelical Theology.* This new-found  interpretation that starts from the unifying theme  appreciation in itself is already quite a broadening  or ‘key conceptual model’ of love.?” Theological  of perspective, compared to a more strict use of  interpretation reads the biblical text from the  Bible only. We might say, however, that the appre-  perspective of the nature of God. As Vanhoozer  ciation of tradition is more prominent in the area  summarizes, ‘A properly theological criticism  of theology, biblical interpretation and spirituality  will therefore seek to do justice to the priority of  than in the more tangible and contemporary arca  God.’3 Theocentric ethics cannot but start from  of Christian Ethics.  the acting and loving God. As John writes passion-  ately:  2.6 Appreciation of theological interpretation  Beloved, let us love one another, because love is  The broad school of Theological Interpretation  can be helpful for creating a bridge between the  from God; everyone who loves is born of God  and knows God. Whoever does not love does  Scriptures and current morality.* "Theological  not know God, for God is love. God’s love was  interpretation attempts to make the transition  revealed among us in this way: God sent his  from descriptive data in the Bible to prescripts for  use today through theological reflection in the  only Son into the world so that we might live  context of the Church community.®® The Bible  through him. In this is love, not that we loved  God but that he loved us and sent his Son to be  provides the general ‘wisdom map’ that guides  the atoning sacrifice for our sins. ... God is love,  us in our efforts of moral reflection. Barth’s com-  and those who abide in love abide in God, and  mentary on Romans is a classical example of this  approach. Lesser known is his posthumously pub-  God abides in them. (1 John 4:7-9, 16)  In this passage theological knowledge and moral-  lished book, Das christliche Leben (1959-1961), in  ity merge into one. Only the one who loves can  which Barth elaborates on the struggle for human  justice, giving Christian social ethics the necessary  know God. In a theologia caritatis ethics precedes  theoretical content. He discusses our responsibil-  understanding. Morality is not only a result of  ity in the light of The Lord’s Prayer and in doing  obedience to the Word of God; it is also a condi-  tion for understanding the Word.® The righteous  so he unites prayer with ethical behaviour. The  hear the word of God, the evil oppose it and are  prayers ‘hallowed be your name’ and ‘your king-  dom come’ stand in sharp contrast to the reality  deaf (Isa 6:10). In this sense, an ethic of love has  in which we live. In praying for the Kingdom of  an epistemological status.“°  God we fight the battle for human justice. The  It is, however, not merely the nature of God  that leads us to the priority of love. Jesus himself  Christian’s zeal for God takes shape in fighting  for human rights, freedom and peace on earth.**  provided us with the key hermeneutical principle  Similarly and expressed even more strongly, we see  in the discussion about the greatest command-  this process of moral reading of Scripture in the  ment (Mt 22:33-40). Love of God and neigh-  bour, on “‘these two commandments hang all the  oeuvre of Dietrich Bonhoeffer.® Although edu-  law and the prophets’ (v. 40). This double love  cated in Berlin by Reinhold Seeberg and Adolf von  Harnack, he felt that historical criticism had failed  commandment demonstrates the unity and focus  to understand the meaning of the text. His inter-  of Scripture and therefore it should function as  pretation was pneumatological and christocentric.  our main paradigm for understanding its moral  authority. All Scripture should be interpreted in  It is a continuous and dynamic search for the ‘true  light of this double love commandment.* All  way’.°° Only through prayer can one have access  to the meaning of Scripture. The fundamental  of Scripture (i.e. the Old Testament) ‘hangs’ on  question we should ask ourselves, he writes in his  the twofold commandment (Mt 22:40) and this  Discipleship, is: What did Jesus want to say to us  double commandment can be considered as the  ‘“hermeneutic programme’ for the understanding  today?”  and application of the Scriptures.*?  Using love as a hermeneutical tool has already  3. Theologia Caritatis: Loving precedes  been emphasized by Augustine in his Christian  knowing  Doctrine. In the first book he identifies the love of  God and neighbour.as the purpose of Scripture:*®  Essentially these six trends show us a way of under-  standing and of moral knowledge. It is not a new  Whoerver, then, thinks that he understands the  42°< E 221God 1s love,us 1n COUT efforts of moral reflection. Barth’s COMM- and those wh: abıde In love abide 1in God, and
MECNTLACY O Romans 1S classıcal example of thıs
approach. Lesser known 15 his posthumously pub- God abıdes ın them (1 John 4:7-9, 16)

In this PaAddSdsic theological knowledge and moral-lıished book, Das chriıstliche Leben (1959-1961 )e 1ın
Ity Into ON  @ Only the ONC wh: loveswhich Barth elaborates the struggle for human

Justice, SIVINS Christian soclal ethics the know God In theologıa Carıtatıs ethics precedes
theoretical CONTENT He discusses OUur responsibil- understanding. oralıty 15 NOT only result of
1ty in the lıght of The Prayer and 1n doing obedience the Word of God; It 15 also condıi-

t10N tor understanding the Word.* The righteoushe unıtes DIaycCr wiıth ethical behaviour. IThe
hear the word of God, the eviıl ODDOSC It and arcPIayCIS hallowed be yOUFr name’ and "your king-

dom come‘) stand 1n sharp CONTrast the reality deaf (Isa 6:10) In thıs > ethic of love has
in hich lıve In prayıng for the gdom of epistemological statıns.“©
God nght the battle for uman Justice. The I 1S, however, NOT merely the Nature Öf God

that leads us the priority of love. Jesus himselfChristian’s zea|l for God takes shape ın highting
for human rights, freedom and earth.°* provıded us wıth the key hermeneutical principle
Sımilarly and expressed CVCH ILOTIC strongly, SCC In the discussıon about the command-
this DIOCCSS of moral readıng of Scripture in the mMent (Mt 22:33-40). Love of God and ne1gh

bour, °*these commandments hang theOCUVIC of Dietrich Bonhoeffer.®> Although edu-
law an the prophets’ (V. 40) hıs double lovecated In Berlin Dy Reinhold Seeberg and Adolf von

arnack, he felt that hıstorical eriticısm had faiıled commandment demonstrates the Uunıty an focus
understand the meanıng of the FEXT.: Hıs inter- of Scripture anı therefore It should function 4A5

pretation Was pneumatological and christocentric. OUr maın paradıgm for understanding Its moral
authority. All Scripture should be interpreted ınIt 1S CONtTINUOUS and dynamic search for the *true
lıght of thıs double love commandment.*'way’.*° Only rough PTIaycCcr OC ave ACCCSS5

the meanıng of Scripture. The fundamental of Scripture (LE the Old Testament) angs
question should ask ourselves, he wriıtes ın hıs the twofold commandment 22:40 and thıs
Daiscıipleship, 15 “What did Jesus Want Sa V us double commandment Can be consıdered AS the

“hermeneutic programme’ for the understandingtoday?” and application of the Scriptures.““
sıng love 4S hermeneutical tool has alreadyTheologıa Carıtatıis Lovıing precedes een emphasızed by Augustine In hıs Chrıstian

knowing Doctrine. In the Mirst book he identifies the love of
God anı neighbour the PUrDOSC of Scripture:ssentially these S1X trends cshow us WdY ofunder-

standıng and of moral knowledge. It 15 NOT NCW Whoever, then, thinks that he understands the
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Holy Scriptures, anıy part of them); but DULS But from humanıstıc perspective, LOO, 1ın
such interpretation uDON them 4S O€s NOT CESSCIICC oVing beings. Ihıs 15 NOT surprisıng S$ince

WEeEeIC created ın 0d’s image. Kierkegaard’stend build thıs twofold love of God and
OUTr neighbour, Oe€es NOT yeL understand them reflections the Works of Love 1847 clearly
45 he ought I; the ther hand, INnan draws make anthropological claım. Kierkegaard

meanıng from them that IMNay be sed for the understands the eed o1VE and recelve love 1ın
uman relationships be deeply rooted ın umanbuilding of love, CVCI1 though he O€es NOT

happen upOoN the precıise meanıng which the >havıng een created that WdY Dy God OQur
author whom he reads intended CXPICSS 1n NAELUTe has Its SOUTICEC in the God wh: 15 love and
that place, hıs 15 NOT perniCc10Us, and he has left hıs mark and wh 1S, thus, necessarıly DPIC-

SCNT in all human loves.>°% Kierkegaard’s love ethics15 wholly clear from the charge of deception.“
In book three of Christian Doctrine the love grounds the equality of all uman beings. For hım,

commandments back the fore, thıs time love 15 also epistemological ‘Only he
wh abıdes in love recognize love, and in the

AW hermeneutical tool When literal interpreta- 751
t1ıon ZOCS agalnst gxo0d morals, FOXE should be SAaMıc WdY hıs love 15 be known.
read figuratively. What x0o0d morals arCc, 15 defined Indeed, OoViIng 15 WaY of see1ng, WdY of

understanding and ıIn 1t 15 condition for ICusıng the double commandment. Our interpre- moral knowledge. The German philosophertatıon should Ht the reign of love  > 45 It 15 only
through love that COMNIC the truth CAr1L- Max Scheler developed thiıs Augustinian line of
LAS ıntellectum (love seeking understand- ought. Only through the CVCS of love Can OIlC

discover Irue values. In ethics of love the sub-ing)  406 Jective and objective together IThe moralT hıs Augustinian approach Aits ell wiıth the
evangelıcal V1ICW of biblical authority. It has een 15 oving DPCISON wh: discovers the Irue

developed IMNOIC the pletistic and purıtan tradi- values of lıfe. IThe human PDCISON 15 neıither
ng eing 1L1OT willing eing (Nietzsche)Oons John Wesley’s eology, for example, be but oving eing loving beings, humanssummarısed 4A5 ONC of ‘Holy Love)’.*/ The Wesleyan

VIECW of sanctification and perfection (sımılar created ın the image of God LOve 4A5 hermeneu-
that of Bernard of Clairvaux) growth 1n tical tool discovers the world of objective values

and determiıines OUTr moral knowledge Schelerlove.48 Sımilarly, according Jonathan Edwards
QqUOLTCS Goethe:for INStanCce, I 15 only by change of the affec-

ONs that OC 15 able understand Scripture. One know nothing CXCCDL what OC loves;
and the deeper and LNOTIC complete OC desiresIrue regeneratıon 15 °real Circumcısiıon of the

heart’ * God has endowed the soul wiıith the knowledge DeE; the MMOTC powerful and
capacıtıes: ‘understanding, hıch merely percelves dynamıc MUust the love, indeed the passıon be.>%
and speculates’, and inclination, which 1s s Because AIC primarıly oving beings, OUr rela-
Ity that “does NOLT merely perceive and VIECW things, tionships precede both the intellect and the will
but 15 in SOTIC WaY inclined wiıth FrESPCCL the Scheler SCS colours 4S metaphors for values: Ihe
things It VIEWS consıders). PCISON wh ‘has intellect 15 4S blind values 4S the Car 1S 1N:
doctrinal knowledge and speculatiıon only, without colours. He COIMLICUTLS wiıth aSC ATl thiıs po1nt, wh:
affection, 1s engaged 1ın the business of reli- refers the logıc of the eart SCS ral-
2102 and has therefore *true virtue). On the SOI115 UJUC la ralson connalt pomnt.‘ LOove 18 the
ther hand, ave the right inclinatıiıon 15 also highest human Capacıty and forms the basıs for the

ave the right knowledge. There 15 COSNI- ympathy required develop moral relation-
tiıve dimension affections, because what makes shıp wıth another PCISON. Ultimately, love ea
the will choose, 1s something approved Dy the us God and renders us willing aCCCDL what
Understanding)’. there be lıght (knowl- he desires from 1ove thus plays ımportant
edge) wıthout Afire (affections), neıither there role in enabling us both recogn1ıze values and

Ereate them Scheler describes love IMOVC-be fire wıithout lıght
Not only theologically, also from the PCISPCC- MENT that focuses ever-higher values. Love

tıve of moral philosophy love 15 interesting 1s lıterally “e-motlion’-a AWdY from
ourselves hıch transcends OUTr e20: cheler’soption for the grounding of OUrTr ethics. rTrom

theocentric perspective Cal Sa V that God 15 love. alue personalısm combines the anthropological
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understandiıng of uman 4S PCISON}N wiıth alue 15 Ways FECSDONSIVC It 15 covenantal love that
eory ethics Somehow there 15 objective 15 revealed the full the of the DNDCW COV

hıs covenantal love of the NCWmatch between the human PCISON and the world
of values 45 CAÄDCIICHLC them OUr daily realı- forms the basıs of OUTr understandıng of the moral
L1ESs authorıity of Scripture It 15 of the pirıt

In CONTCEMPOFALCY hermeneutics the formatıve WT1UNg the law OUr hearts eremlah and Ezekiel
aSPCCL of understanding has become IMNOTC OI described the 4A5 radıcal change of the
tan For Hans corg Gadamer philosophical eart (Jer 31 Ez 29) UNTFECSPONSIVC
hermeneutIics 15 about “tormatıon the German hearts of turned 1INTO hearts of flesh It 15 the
ıldung In the word Bıldung there 15 the idea of that changes OUrTr identity; 1L has changed

1ıld hıch entaıils both “Nachbild? ımage CODY the identity of the moral subjects the 11ECW COV-
and rbıi model) Irue understandıng 15 only enantal COMMUNITY and the readers of the TeXT
possible by distancing oneself from OIlC PrıVvate The uman heart has changed the affections
PDUrpOSCS and keeping oneself OPDCH the ther aVe changed the direction of love has changed
Paul Rıcoeur has TIHEN extensively how the LOove changes the eArt IT 15 formative At the
LOCXT and should transform the reader Sal c LU1m IT 15 Jesus mself has SET the
CNULY iıtself 1T appeals COUT IMagınaUOoN OUur standard he has demonstrated love us (John
feelings and OUuUrTr CrCeDUON of uman relatiıon- 13 34) Paul speaks about radıcal transformation
ships For Rıcoeur CENSAZSCMECN wıth the ther 15 that nables usSs discern the ll of God that
NCCCSSaAL V NAaArCISTLIC self: projJecCcuonN hıch 15 gxo0d and perfect (Rom Love 15
of the self INTO the TEeXT Religi0us hermeneutics broad CONCCDL that INCOFrpOrates OUur whole being
involves ENCOUNTEr wıth the wholly ther the 4A5 CTrE21117r6S of God
Dıvine Ihe sacred teXT Causcs disrupting, diso- Ihe American ethıicıst Paul Ramsey 19153-
MNMeNUuNg and confusing effect POINUNG the reader ASSETTS that love 15 the predominantotherness and the fallen Of: ordı CONCCDL of Christian ethics by hich 1L Can CrI1C1-
Nar uman understanding OWEeVer there 15 cally wıth different LYPCS of moral phıloalso Ti1ENTLALLON NOT the of sophical models According Ramsey, Christian
of coherent world of INCAMNUNES, but as ect1i- ethics 15 about ‘“love transforming natural law 0)4
cal relatiıon Dy hıich the human PCISON 15 trans- ‘love transforming Justice’ He CIY1C1C1SES
formed Rıcoeur has escr1De': the CSSCIICC and medieval scholasticısm when theory ofnatural
unı of bıblical ethics CVCNMN if IX manıfests itself law and the ethics of Aristotle WCIC assıgned thedıfferently, A4Ss CCONOMVYV of the oift” (€  OMmMI1EC du fundamental Christian faıth and love only thedon) thıcs 15 the unfolding of human transfor-

relation the divine It 15 CCONOMNY
second 9 POSIUON

Only love Can aVve thıs PILMACY Ramsey underof taıth hope and love All three oifts All
standiıng of Christian love 15 VCL V christocenthree arc connected lımıt CAPCI1ICNCCS Or OUTr dıa-

lectical relation wıth God Our GOd)’ LIrıCc The reference 15 always Jesus himself: he 15

self manıfestation and oift 15 obedient loving, the PFrOTtOLYPC LMY command 15 this LOve each
obeissance almante’ 1ove AT15C5 OUuTt of arıt ther dS aVve loved YOU Greater love has ONC

LOve 15 the command DIVC others ONC OW. than this lay OWN OC ıfe for OC friends
which 15 Yrst by God I hıs OgIC (John 15 13) Christian love 15 self-emptyıing

of superabundance 15 the for OUT obedi (kenotic and grounded the divine condescen-
CCC SION self-sacriıfice toward INCeCNnN TIThe INal ref

CIGTIEC for all Christian ethics 15 the controlling love

Covenantal love
of Christ (2 Cor 14) Quoting Luther, Ramsey

> 6.defines love AS5 “being Christ OUuUr neighbors’.
One might be SUSDICIOUS about the VagUCHNCSS of So he reminds us of the tact that love should be

love d the PrFrOMINCNHLT CONCCDL under- defined Dy Christ himself.
standıng bıblical authority Here ATICc Y For mSseYy the bıblical CONCCDL of ‘obedient
wiıth circle It 15 only Dy studyıng Scripture 1TSs love? 15 central distinctive Christian ethic but
CNUFrCLY 4S of 0d’s V1 ACTS that 1T needs be explained wiıthıin the larger frame of

the COVENAaNT God acted Hirst and establishedunderstand INOTC about the INCAIUNS of love
LOve 15 inıtiated by God and therefore OUr love covenantal relatiıonship Therefore OUrTr righteous-
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cs5 CAaNNOT be imited respecCL obedience 1ın the CONCCPL of carıng, love. In hıs first letter
divine authorıity. It ZOCS deal beyond sub- Paul®? already made VCeLIY clear that the xoal telos)
mM1sSsSI1ON divıne commandments. The biblical of Timothy’s assıgnment (parangelıa) 15 ‘“love that
religion 15 OC of ‘grateful obedience’ Or ‘obedient 1SSsues from clean eart and gxo0od consclience
gratitüde :° God has Hrst delivered us and there- an incere faıth? (} '1iım OSe three virtues,
fore OUr attıtude has totally changed. Wıthin the clean heart, good conscience and incere faıth

the OUrccs of love./® As Howard Marshall DULTS lIt,wider perspective of the COVCNANLT, Justice 15 NOT
corrective distributive, but redemptive66 SUuN11$S the quality which should result

IThe hermeneutical prilor1ity of covenantal love from obeyıng Paul’s command perhaps from
embraces the S1X tendencies discussed above. obedience the gospel MCSSAHC 45 whole It
Fırst, covenantal love te all-embracing 15 SOMNIC EXTENT criter1a of Irue preaching.””
(universal) narratıve, but the Samıec time 1t 15 LOve 15 NOT SOIIIC kıind of abstract theological COIl-manıfested differently 1n the different biblical
ratıves, stylistic ftorms and discourses. Second, love CePT It 15 VC real and personal. Ihe personal style

of thıs letter of Paul hıs SUCCESSOT Timothy 15
ethics 15 pneumatological. 1t 15 the love of the Holy ell demonstrated Dy the opening PaSsSaic (2 l1ım
parı that 1s poured in OUTr hearts It 15 through 1:3-5) Paul remembers Timothy constantly inthıs OVINg Spirıt Call understand the BEXT he
inspired. Third, love 15 manıiıfested 1ın the eucha- hıs PFraycerS, he really mi1sses hıs friend, hıs

‘hbeloved child’? (1 and he remembers Timothy’sSt1C COomMMunItYy of the NCW IThe maın
tears when they separated (1:4) But the circle ofdistinctive of the Church 15 that they love Jesus love and relationshıips 15 CVCMN broader than thatO€es Only 1ın thıs CORNTEXT do biblical words make

Fourth, SiNCEe in CESSCIICE Lovıng Ihe apostle Paul perce1ves himself 4S SOMCOIMNC

serving God, hıs athers (1:3) Timothy’sbeings, hermeneutic of love challenges faıth 15 the SAamMlc faıth that W as 1in hıs grandmotherform OUT character d love IMNOIC, AS5 Jesus did 1.01s and mother Euniıce (4::5)) So the letter STartsFıfth, the prilority of love has long tradıtiıon even
though 1t 15 mainly Augustinian ). Sixth, covenantal wıth reference intimate love relationships. Ihıs

relational, CVCN emotional dimension should STaVYOVEe be sed An key CONCCDPL for theological 1in the back of OUrTr miınds 45 interpret differentinterpretation of Old and New lestament. In thıs
Scripture should be understood 4S the book which involves God himself. Paul la1d h1s hands

Yet ultimately AIC readıng Praycr,
of the Vanhoozer stressed, 1t 15 only Timothy, but It Was God wh: SaVC the gift God 15DYy partiıcıpatiıon an performance 1ın the °‘drama of the o1ver of that 15 needed for MINISTLY. 'Thıs 15redemption’ that COMIC full understanding siımıiılar what Paul Rıcoeur calls the CCONOINY ofof the TEXT “CThe church 15 constituted gathered
and governed Dy divine covenantal inıtlatıve the gift hıs oift 15 parı (not spirit )”“ of "pOWerT,
that 15 both the SOUTCEC of ıts identity and ItSs author- love and self-control? three Call be related

the work ofthe paırı in the New Testament.”® Theitatıve principle.’ “Scripture 15 divine COVENaAaNT
J moral authority ofScripture should be understooddocument before It 15 ecclesial constitution

COVeENanTt document hich provides °“dramatiıc wiıthiıin thıs broader framework of the oift of the
Darı (pneumatological), loving relationships anddirection? for performing Chrıistian wisdom.®®
minıstry (ecclesial).

It 15 within the CONTEXT of loving relationships
Rereading Timothy 6-1 TOom the that aul ralses the 1Ssue of the authorıity and

key-concept of love Insplration of Scripture, LHNOTC specifically 1ın the
CONTEXT of imıtatıon of Paul ‘“Hold the stand-What O€es 1t really sign1fy when Scripture SdyYS ard of sound eachıing that VOU ave heard fromScripture 15 God-breathed and 15 seful for

teaching, rebukıing, correcting and traınıng 1ın m in the faıth and love that ATC Christ Jesus’
righteousness, that the ervant of God INAaYy be -Vanhoozer DO1NtS OUuUTt that thıs follow-

ing ın Paul’s footsteps 15 NOT mechanical IMOVC-thoroughly equipped for go0od work.? (2
MenT but requıres personal and creative Input,Tim 3:16-17)? Wıthout the hermeneutical PMNC1-

ple of love unable understand the actual 4S 1VE direction the theo-drama.“* It 15

meanıng of thıs I0CUSs ClAssiCcus biblical authorıty essential that the Drı has the freedom ead
the The direction doctrine provides 15 less Marttier
The Pastoral Epistles AIC completely immersed of moral rules than of ethical a1ms that pertaın
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the shape OUTr freedom MUST take 1ın order ‘through Jesus Christ’ that It becomes SOUICC of
realize the g00d© PATRICK NULLENS ®  to the shape our freedom must take in order  ‘through Jesus Christ’ that it becomes a source of  to realize the good. ... Doctrine thus fosters a  wisdom and salvation.  certain ethos, or sense of the overall shape that  It is in this context of relationship, tradition and  community of faith that Paul makes a more gen-  one’s life must take in order to realize the good  and the beäutiful.”®  eral statement about the Scriptures. All Scripture  Paul’s aim is not to create a copy of himself, but  is God-breathed.®! The four pros-clauses (for  teaching, rebuking, correcting and training) come  sincere love gives freedom within the framework  together in the one hina clause ‘so (in order) that  of a relationship. As Jean Paul Sartre would say: ‘If  the beloved is transformed into an automaton, the  the servant of God may be thoroughly equipped  lover finds himself alone.””®  for every good work’ (3:17). Paul gives the ulti-  In contrast with the false teachers, Timothy’s  mate purpose of Scripture’s inspiration. Scripture  has a divinely intended purpose for salvation.®?  response to Paul is to be one of obedient love.  The four prepositional clauses may be said to  Timothy follows Paul in everything: ‘you have  observed my teaching, my conduct, my aim in  form two groups, the first two dealing with doc-  life, my faith, my patience, my love, my stead-  trine (orthodoxy) and the second with behaviour  (orthopraxy).® Timothy and all Christians can  fastness...? (3:10). To. better understand the  find in Scripture everything necessary to do good  contrast it might be useful to take a look at the  false teachers of the last days. These can be con-  works.®* TThe concluding phrase underlines that  sidered as people teaching Scripture falsely. They  the servant of God will be well equipped for every  kind of good work.  are described as people with wrong loves (3:2-4)  The general scope of this locus classicus on bibli-  or wrong desires. As Max Scheler would stress, all  cal authority is less about doctrine as such than it is  evil is caused by the intoxicated soul of errone-  ous loves and the disposition of ‘resentment’. Paul  about morality, the servant of God being equipped  for charity.® There is a dynamic movement of the  gives a long list of eighteen vices (3:2-4) which,  Spirit. Through the word of God the Spirit equips  as George Knight rightly observes, starts and ends  the servant of God to do good works and in doing  with ‘words expressing a misdirection of love’:” it  opens with “lovers of self” and ‘lovers of money’  so to participate in the Missio Deo. Because of the  and ends with ‘lovers of pleasure instead of lovers  Word of God we can be salt and light: ‘Let your  light shine before others, so that they may see  of God’. These false teachers value the wrong  your good works and give glory to your Father in  things; therefore they only have the appearance of  heaven’ (Mt 5:16).  true religion (eusebeia), which in fact is mislead-  ing. They are not led by the desire to serve but  6. Conclusion  only to fulfil their own appetites.  The passage about the ‘weak women’ or “silly  It has been my claim in this article that postmo-  women’ (3:6, 7) may seem somewbhat bizarre,  dernity discourages us from treating the Bible as a  but is very interesting in light of our topic.’® As  an important part of the audience of the false  compilation of objective facts and from seeing the  ethicist’s task as finding the will of God within this  teachers, ‘they are always being instructed and can  collection of information that consequently directs  never arrive at a knowledge of the truth’ (3:7).  the Christian towards obedience. We need a theol-  They are diligent students but never learn. What  ogy and an ethic that takes the longing for authen-  they are so enticed by is religious babbling, a love  ticity and character, the appreciation of community  for novelty and fantastic stories. Unfortunately,  and tradition, the recognition of canonical diver-  this is also how Scripture is used in our churches  sity and pneumatology and the need for theologi-  at times. Without the gospel of true love there is  cal interpretation into account. This can be done  only blindness and ‘more Bible’ will not help. A  through a hermeneutic of love.  ‘corrupt mind’ (3:8) cannot learn.  Speaking about a hermeneutic of love stresses  Paul provides another example and urges  the epistemological character of love (1 John 4).  Timothy to keep in mind ‘from whom you learned  Love is the lens through which we understand the  it’ (3:14).” The circle ofknowledge is as important  world (Augustine). To loving beings, love comes  as the knowledge itself. It is from his childhood  first, before intellect and will (value personalism).  on that Timothy ‘had known the Sacred Writings’  In biblical perspective, we speak of covenantal love.  (3:15).®° Scripture in itself is not enough. It is only  The relationship between God and humanity is  46 * EJT 22:1Octrine thus fosters wısdom and salvation.

certaın ethos, of the overall shape that It 1s in thiıs CONTEXT of relatiıonshıp, tradıtıon and
Communıty of faıth that Paul makes INOTC SCHhnNne’Ss  S ıfe MUST take in order realiıze the x00d

and the beautiful.”> eral STatement about the Scriptures. All Scripture
Paul’s a1m 1S NOLT (TG CODY of himself, but 15 God-breathed.®‘ The four pros-Clauses (for

teaching, rebuking, correcting and trainıng) COMNICincere love Q1VES freedom within the framework
together in the ONC Na clause So (ın order) thatof relationship. Jean Paul artre would SdYy. “

the beloved 15 transformed iInto autoOmaton, the the SEervant of God IMaYy be thoroughly equıpped
lover finds himself alone.?/® for go0od work)’ (S7) Paul 1VES the ulti

In CONTFrAaSTt wiıth the false teachers, Timothy’s Mate DUrDOSC of Scripture’s inspıratıon. Scripture
has divinely intended DUrDOSC for salvation.®%Paul 15 be (MIC. of obedient love. IThe four prepositional clauses INnaYy be sa1dTimothy ollows Paul in verything you aVve

observed teaching, conduct, 4a1 1in form ZSTOUDS, the first dealing wiıith doc

lıfe, INY faıth, patience, INY love, stead- trıne (orthodoxy and the second with behaviour
(orthopraxy).®® Timothy and Christiansfastness...’ Io better understand the iın Scripture everything NCCCSSAL Y do Z00dIT might be useful take ook at the

false teachers of the last days ese be COIl-
works.®* The concluding phrase underlıines that

sidered AN) people teaching Scripture falsely. They the EeErvant of God 11 be ell equıpped for
kind of g0o0d work.

dIC described AN people with loves (3:2-4 Ihe general of thiıs I0CUsS CIAssıCUsdesires. As Max Scheler would Lr  C cal authorıity 15 less about doctrine d such than It 15eviıl 15 caused Dy the intoxıicated soul of CILTOIMC-
OUS loves aM the disposition of *resentment’. Paul about morality, the SErvant ofGod being equıpped

for chänity.”? ere 15 dynamıc of the1VES long list of eighteen VICES 3:2-4) which, pırıt Through the word of God the Dırı EqUI1pSAS George Knight rightly observes, and ends the CEVAaNnt of God do g0o0d works and In domgwiıth ‘“words expressing misdirection of love  2,.77 1T
wiıith ‘“lovers of self? and ‘“lovers of money’ partıcıpate 1n the MiA1Ss10 Deo Because of the

anı ends wiıth ‘“lovers of pleasure instead of lovers Word of God Call be salt and lıght c YOUT
lıght chine before others, that they INaYy SCCof God’ These false teachers alue the WIONS VOUTr g0o0d works and o1ve glory yYOUF Father Inthings; therefore they only ave the ADPCATANC of heaven)’ (Mt 5:16)Irue religion (eusebe14), which in fact 15 mislead-

Ing Ihey NOT led Dy the desire but
Conclusiononly fulfil their OW) appetites.

The PassSagc about the weak women) Or °‘sılly It has ern claım In thıs artıcle that ©-women)’ (3:6, /:) INay SCCHMN somewhat Dizarre., ernity discourages us from treatıng the Bible 4S
but 15 VCLIY interesting in lıght of OUr topic./®

important DPart of the audience of the false compilation of objective facts and from see1nNg the
ethicıist’s task aS5 iinding the will of God withıin thıs

teachers, “theyv always being instructed and collection of information that consequently directs
arrıve at knowledge of the truth’ (S:7) the Christian towards obedience. We eed theol

They aATC gent students but learn. Whart and ethic that takes the longing for authen-
they aTrc enticed by 15 relig10us babbling, love tiC1ty and character, the appreclation of communıty
for novelty and fantastıic stOrles. Unfortunately, and tradıtion, the recognıtion of canoniıcal diver-
this 1s also how Scripture 15 sed In OUur churches SIty an pneumatology and the eed for theologi-
at mes Wıthout the gospel of Irue love there 15 cal interpretation into ACCOUNT hıs be one
only blindness and *more Bible? ll NOT help through hermeneutic of love.
“Corrupt mıind’? (3:8) learn. pe about hermeneut1c of love tIresscs

Paul provıdes another example and the epistemological character of love (1 John 4)
Timothy keep in miınd “rom whom YOU earned Love 1S the lens through which understand the
1t” (S:14): TIhe cırcle of knowledge 15 d important world (Augustine). TIo Ooving eINgs, love
AS the knowledge itself. i 1S from hıs childhood first, before intellect and will u€ personalism).

that Timothy ‘had known the Sacred Wrıitings’ In biblical perspective, speak of covenantal love.
S5:15) 8 Scripture 1ın itself ıs NOT enough. It 1S only The relationship between God and humanıty 15
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inıtiated Dy God but It requıres uman ymbola Evangelıca’, Evangelıcal Allıance, 1846,
artıcle Ke@r Schirrmacher in the present 1SSUE,obedient love Ramsey) Wıthin thıs COVENaNTt of

obedient love the ANSWCT C(IUT INquUIrYy (ed.)|
nto the nNnature of the moral authority of Scripture. Princeton eologians WEeEIC influenced Dy the

cottish Common Sense Realism of I1homas eıdThıs broader theological framework helps us C Mark Noll, The Prınceton Theology, 1812-
understand the meanıng of Timothy 6-1
The Bible 15 NOT much sourcebook of facts 1921 Scripture, SCLENCE, Theological ethod from

Archibald Alexander BenjJamın Breckinridge
and principle that aVe apply in OUr COIN- Warfıield Grand p1ds aker, 1983
LCMpOFarY CONtTEXT f 15 first of testiımOonYy of Garl Henry, Chrıstian Personal Ethics (Grand
covenantal love that read and understand in pıds Eerdmans, 957 209-218
communıty of love. It 15 only from desire 10 eNrY, Chrıstian Personal Ethics, 149
OUur neighbour in love Dy go0od works that ave L} enrYy, Chrıstian Personal Ethacs, 42327458

Henry, Christian Personal Ethaics, 259 talıcs mıne.
ACCECS5 the depth and richness of Scripture. 13 Henry, Chriıstian Personal Ethacs, 260 talics mıne.Kierkegaard rightly asserted that love 15 divine We 1n particularly of the discussıon about theand incomprehensible MYSLTECTY. However, the Chicago Statement Biblical Inerrancy, 1Cc.
works of love MaYy be perceived, they ftorm the SCC / /äbtrary.dis.edu/Pages/ EL/Special/observable frult Kierkegaard qUOLCS John 3:18, ICBL.shtml

15us NOT love 1n word and specech, but 1n deed Kevın Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine:
and truth. ’& Words only the leaves of the 1ITGcEe Canonical-Linguistic YOAC Chrıstian
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