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The Theological Foundation of Christian
Ethics Methodological 1ssues

Henrz Blocher

Me suschematizesthe tO aIlOnI toutö, alla metamorphousthe tE anakainösel (OU MNOUS, EIS
dokimazein humas { thelema (OU Theou, agathon kal euUuareston kal eleion Rom 12:2)

RESUME
fie d’ethique (le devaoir, le Bien e) I9 cible de E  Gvaluation
el formation morale (l’acte I’habıtus ’individu 1aIX  tude Droposee Dart de Ia convıction JUE 1a theolo-

gie et Ia reflexion chretienne SU|T les questions onda- communaute et les OUTCES des NMoOormes quelle herme-
mentales de Ia construction de ’ethique Deuvent neutique le culte, Ia theologie reve  ee naturelle

separer, nı Ia methode du Contenu omme L(OUTtes e historique €} | es Dartenalres du present
deux SUT le [ OC sous-Jacent de Ia fOl evangelique lalogue Comprennent UO’Donovan, KICOEUT,
es quae), 1a theologie peut eclairer les decisions de Burkhardt prete attentıon Ah. autour du livre
premier rang SUr le princıpe constitutif de qu'on quali- recent de Brock

e  a ‚. > . q y q

UMMARY of the ethical (duty, goodness/happiness®), the target
of moral evaluation and trainıng (act OT habitus, INdIVICU-

The propose INQquIrYy sStarts from the conviıction that the- als OTr ommunıtties®), and the OUTCES of guidance
Ology and Christian reflection Hasic ISSUES In ethica|l (proper hermeneutics, worship, theology revealed OT

eOorYy Cannot be separated, NOr Cdfll method fraoam COT1- natura| historica| context®) The maın partners In the
ten. Since both rest the edrock sub-foundation of jalogue include Oliver U’Donovan, Paul Ricoeur and
evangelical al (fides quae), theology [T1AYy cCommMentT Helmut Burkhardt, while SOMe attention IS evoted
first-rank decisions concerning the constitutive principle the debate around Brian Brock’s recent book

y.q y q  Al A y y<  e

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
dessen, Wds$s ausmacht, (Pflicht/Gutes/Glück?), z

DITZ VOIT1 dervorliegende Untersuchung geht je| Vo moralischer ewertung und Bildung (HandlungUÜberzeugung dUs>, dass Theologie un eıne christ- oder Habitus? Individuum oder Gemeinschaft? SOWIE
IC| Reflektion über die grundlegenden rragen VOTIT] den Quellen für Normen (eigentliche Hermeneutik?
Fthiktheorie ebenso wenIig voneinander werden
können wWwIıEe die Methode Vo Inhalt. Weil el aare

CGiottesdienst? Theologie geolenDbarte oder natürli-
che oder historischer Kontext?®) Bedeutende Partner

auf dem Fundament des evangelikalen aubens en Im Dialog sind hier Oliver UO’Donovan, Pau! KICoeur
es quae), Ist Theologie In der Lage, über die iICH- un Helmut Burkhardt; ebenso Ist die Andacht auf die
tigsten Fragen aufzuklären zu konstitutiven Prinzip Debatte das üngste Buch VOT) Brian Bock gerichtet.
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Introduction duction Cal therefore te the clarıfica-
My tOpIC 15 ımportant at al] mes an Its relevance tıon of the WdY the words of the tle should be
In OUrTr late modern CONTLEXT 15 obvious.‘ The intro- understood.
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IHE [ HEOLOGICAL FOUNDATION OF (CHRISTIAN ETHICS: METHODOLOGICAL SSUES

Theological which the foundation 15 laid; ın ther words: the
presupposıitions that form the “iducial framework?The author ofthis 15 theologian wıithout SPC-

c1al expertise ethics. Can only Offer theologi- (Polanyi’s phrase), the SOUTFCC of ıght an crıter1ia.
41178 observations the foundation of ethics. his Concretely, I1lcCcan the of classıcal
15 slıghtly dıifferent from what the wording of "evangelıical’ theology, d expressed, C DYy John
title ould SUggECSL. CXCUSC this (modest) depar- Stott iın his beautiful °testament) / It includes, AS
Ture wıth the consıideration that Christian think- MOST relevant OUur tOpIC, Irıinıtarıan creational
GES AdLC called partıcıpate 1ın the larger debate: monotheism, the anthropology that ZOCS wıth 1T

(1MAg0 Dea, orıginal SIN, the doctrines of grace),they grapple wiıth the foundational problems that
“Philosophers’ also attend Oliver O’Donovan the “already and NOT yet scheme of eschatology,
eENOUNCES the claım that Christian ethics AVE and the total relhability of canonıcal Scripture,which 15 the Word of God wriıtten. INaYy INsIsStnothing do wıth moral philosophy 4S profit features of created reality. God has establishedless “bravado)’: ‘Ar est It theological aban-
donment of the field  22 TIhe “modern)’ partıtıon laws that SOVCIN the phenomena of this WOr.
between theology and philosophy 15 POFOUS ON  @ (: Jer regularities that show hıs wısdom

(Pr 9-20; 8:30, translating F  AamOn “Craftsman,11 keep ın mınd the general problem of ethical
foundations from theological angle master-builder’).® At the SaJmnmıec time, should

recCognIıse the “granular’ constitution of that real-
Foundation Ity though ONC of them Cal subsist 1n isolation,

creatures retaın distinct identity, relativelyAttacks ‘“ftoundationalism?” make INanYy sShy of
usıng the word but should free of the enduring CONSIStENCY, an should NOT be cons1ıd-
spe of taboo words! Whatever retaıns SOMC force ered d HIGTIC intersect1ons, knots Or nctions. hıs

15 the truth that the time-honoured metaphysi-1in antı-foundationalist Largets the
Cartesian Cogtto an the alve ASSUTaNCE of DUrc

cal doctrine of substance tried safeguard, an
EMPIUICISIS; but the c  sou!l? of evangelıcal theologi- which the mighty CEIEIE of that doctrine, Herman
cal method 15 radically dıfferent. Of ner interest Dooyeweerd, maıntaiıned under the AL typıcal

ındıyıdual STITUCLIUVES — how successful he WdS5, let15 Helmut Burkhardt’s remark that the ımage of others appreclate.”the bullding which ‘“toundation)’? recalls C-
sponds the FG6 word ethos (from which, of Method
> ‘“ethics’? derives), hıch first res1- Choices of method ften decisively Orlentatedence, whereas the bıiblical image, INOTC dynamic
ONC, 15 that of the W4y. Although SOMNC scholars, the development of Argum«eNTtSs, and NOT seldom

wıthout being scrutinısed carefully enough;In the wake of Martın Heidegger, AdIC happy inclined focus such Yet; also 1ın sympathyexploit the etymology of ;ethıcs’,“ It should NOT wıth Brıan Brock’s warnıng agalnst °the modernrule OUur uUuSsSsc of words,> and, ın the PFrESCNL CaASC  -
bınd the metaphor of foundations Greek

obsession wıth method’ 190 One of the meanıngs of
methodeia 15 MCKELYV. , the clever manıpulation ofDETSUS bıblical perspective. Burkhardt wisely evidences, an both New JTestament OC|  Csadds that ONC should NOT CXAggCraLE the distinc- peJoratıve (Eph 4:14; 6:11) The key CcCons1d-tıon he has highlighted.® After all, the image of

building, wıth emphasis foundation, looms
eratıon erfre 1S that metho: be separated
from CONTLTENT sclientific procedures MUST adaptlarge 1n Scripture. It concludes OUur Lord’s Sermon the object of study. methodological COHCcETNthe Mount (Mt 4-27), whose re_levance for

Christian ethics 15 undeniable. ımplies SOMNC Casure of reflective distance; IT
vigilance A the chains CL reasonıng, theMy real problem relates the depth of the adequacy of concepts, hıdden aSssumptlions, WAar-foundations consıder. In legitimate. the ranted disjunctions and symmetrI1es, prıincıples altheological foundation of Christian ethics requires stake and A HR work. The exerclse could be calledthe whole biblical world-view, the basıc theo- “metaethics’, the word which Paul Ramsey used.!!logical LeENETS of the faıth feel.: however, that feel It Srants the teedom NOT PUrsSuc thedealing wiıth such wıde deployment of truth lines ll indicate, SUSSCSLT preferences wiıithoutwould far exceed embrace. choose, therefore, setting forth corresponding proof, leave SOINClocate the saıd theological deposit of faith below 1SSUES ’open . hıs INAaY DaSS for methodologicalfoundation: It constitutes the bed-rock level upON decision!
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'CThe object of OUuUr study the anı kerne]l of meanıng of that modality of human
of ‘ethics’ experlence? Not clence of 0)8 E/Ei  th  € 15 eli-

gxible ethology 15 HOT ethics!What referent!? do aım at when SaV ‘“ethics’? Common 1l probably aAaNSWCLI, stillIhe disjunction between ethical (doctrine, ete.)
and moral 15 famılıar. Paul 1COeur O1VES It title- today ethology 15 descr1ptive, but ethics hrescr1p-
rank ın OLLC of hıs artıcles an It determınes the t1VE. Ihe OC deals wiıth what LS, an the ther

wıth what 0U be Such 1S, basıcally, the eON-archıtecture of Its richest development in the tological emphasis, though ()’Donovan distin-hield.* Helmut Burkhardt describes the SAdI11Cc

disjunction as well-established phenomenon gulshes between deontic ATl prescriptive.”” The
key notl1ons that belong the SAdLlıCc constellationProtestants.'* Ethical 15 roughly EQqUIVA- would be duty, obligation,„ law and COMN-

lent teleologıcal, fOCUussSINS ends xOals,
the o0d PDULISUC, an moral deonto- mand, imperatıve, authority (which ()’Donovan

rightly defines, ın earthly relationships, 4S °*the
logıcal, focussing ON duty, an obligation. Capacıty of OILlC human being command the
Primacy ZOCS the ethic Rıcoeur abours hard obedience OT another rough specch‘“). IThe ref-

establish that PI1IMAaCY, an then find S - CI 15 wıll; he decıides what 15 rıght
Sar y place for the moral level, but INaLLYy despise an what 15 WIONS. Our posıtion, Jochem Douma
the latter and would destroy 1t altogether. Some, writes, 15 known 4S the DDıvine Command Theory.according Burkhardt, attach ethics inward- AaCT 1S right because an only because God
C6sSS5 (though OC would rather ind the C VGIS5 1n W1 ir  221 Ihe thought of jJudgement 15 Car moral
egel) other wriıter, the Catholic philosopher agCNLTS ATC vesponstble before the Judge (they o1VveNıkolaus Lobkowicz, would UuSCcC the word “moral’ ACCOULUN the Authority above them); actions
for the which actually gulde us In OUrTr daily that conform the |aw ATICc morally praisewor-
lıves, an ‘“Ethik? for the philosophical critique and thy, and those . @ do NOLT deserve ame an
grounding of these norms.> condemnatıion, the Incurs ouillt; consclience

°From the PTFrOPDCI meanıng of the words)’, ACCUSCS5 the who has broken the moral law In
Burkhardt rmly adjudicates, “there 15 real dıf- the role of inward representatıive of the moral
ference between the N  B and, above all, Judge Most wriıters choose Immanuel Kant AS the

[CaAaSOIN for disparaging the “moral” CONcCEPL. PUrcest representatıve öf the deontological 1e W of
Between Greek e/ethos (plural _ß) and Latın IMMNOS ethics.“% though NOT features ATC found wıth
(plural mOresS), the whose 15 still him, hıs SUPICIMCEC CONMNCETN that duty be one for
being felt In the UuSsSCc of the words, quasi-perfect the sake of duty alone, the centrality of the Caf-
equivalence of CUTFeNTt meanıng obtains. Rıcoeur egorical imperatıve’, hıs emphasıs ON ll 4S the
acknowledges that “nothing ıIn tymology and locus of moralıty, the rational NECESSILY he stressed
hıstorical uUusc requires makiıng difference? ! We Dostulate Lawgıver and Judge, do COMDOSC
INAYy only low that “moral’ retaıns LNOIC Roman paradıgm of the deontological option. Maybe
Catholic flavour, sSımply because of the larger place Emmanuel Levinas could also be named, despite
of 1 atın In Catholic educatıon! The disjunction hıs rejection of rational order: the absolute
1S NOT innOocent: It partıcıpates f the culture’s intensity of the moral demand rnpSs apart the cohe-
deep resCNiIMENT agalnst the ought of superi10r S10N of being ,“ the uncondiıtional ımperatıve CUTS

authority, Lawgıver an Judge God worthy ACTOSS all indicatives, the ethical requlsıtion (whose
epiphany shines the face of the other humanof the alMıc It agalnst what 1S left of the

biıblical iımprıint (dez, from which ‘deontology’ being) constitutes the subject, whom IT ummons

derıves, OCCUT'S 104 mes 1ın the New Testament!). and bınds iıke hostage OC INAaYy hear in such
preaching the DarOXYSIN of the ofobligation,We NOT aCCCDL the disjunction.”®
ınfınıte obligation.

Those who disagree find the deontological COIMN-
a Deontology centrätion lacking iın “humanıty”. Ihe teleological

TIhe vocabulary debate resonates wıth the chief VIEWS wıth humans ASs they ar People CNSAYC
1SSUEe confronting us what 15 the decisive traıt that 1ın purposive actıvıtles; their e  ©  th|  € directed
makes ethıics be ethıcs? What 15 the feature that towards xoals Ihe role ofethics 15 shed light
specifes moral consıderation d such? 210 speak the goals worth pursumng, pomnt what 15 good
Dooyeweerdian, what 15 the ‘nuclear moment’ for the The 00d 15 the central ought.
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THE THEOLOGICAL FOUNDATION OF CHRISTIAN ETHICS METHODOLOGICAL SSUES

Ethical doctrines dıffer primarıly through their EVCN in Paul’s epistles NOT mention Matthew
rıval identifications of the g00d The anclent 0)8 James whom INAalıYy would charge wıth legalisticGreek philosophers did NOLT doubt that human tendencies Yehe Just requırement of the Law,beings desire an seeck happıness, the enjJoyment of which 15 1ın tune wıth love, remaıns standard of
the g00d Their moral teaching showed the WdY righteous vAn . One might ad| that “bond?’ 15

happiness (including Socrates’ INCSSAYC that lıkely meanıng of b“ rit, that which binds AT alıy
ONC 15 happier if ONC suffers from inJustice than rate, °covenant’? iımplies oblıgation. May relate
if OC behaves unjustly). Whiıle SOTMIC ocated the Kant’s SENSIUVILY in this Mafter his pletisticx0o0d ın pleasure, OT, at [east; untrouble upbringing? Levınas’ what remaıns of bib-
tranquillity, the MOST influential doctrines closely lical substance iın talmudic an hasıdic tradition?
alliıed Zo0Odness and being what 15 eviıl for humans Analysıs AaDPCAISs corroborate bıblical Impres-15 death; dechne, destruction non-being), the S10NS. Since Davıd Hume, thinkers CaNNOT ignore
DUIC being of heavenly Ideas Or the all-encompass- the difficulty of deriving what ought be from
Ing being of the divine-cosmic whole Christian what 15. TIhe *naturalistic fallacy” has GEn exposed.tradition accepted the legacy and wrought HG arl Barth shrewdly observed that Promoters of
synthesis: transcendent eudemonısm, 4S It has the thesis that identifies what 15 natural biologicallyeen called, became the dominant VICW. In teleo- and what 15 moral offer the EeSst refutation of It
logical perspective, God, who 15 ıpsum EGISE (being- they fee] compelled preach it 28 Wıth those who
ıtself), 15 the SUM MUM bonum, the SUDPIEMCEC Good, flatly deny obligation, dialogue 15 difhcult: theywhose enjoyment (in beatific VISION) 15 the End of resemble blind INCIL, unable percelve Dasic,human eXISteENCE; IT 15 at the SaJmıe tim: the ful- irreducible, ingredient of EXPEMNENEE, human
filment of the being of human PCISONS, the full Urphänomen.“ Actually, believe IT 15 there (Romflowering of theır Nature ıIn the richer POSSESSION 2:45) but repressed ın WdYS that resemble the
of being While Bentham’s utilitarianism 15 ften mechanisms psychoanalysis calls negatıon and disa-
DUut orward AS the example of teleological ethics vowal ( Verneinung Verleugnung). XEr INOTrC
(wıth such glarıng weaknesses and Opposıtion honourable eories which EXFTAG:E “ought-Christianity that It 15 NOT option for us), the ess  7 from being AdIC found, under closer INSPEC-Catholic version 15 worth INOTrC attention. John tıon, wantıng. Why should the tendencies of
Paul 11’58 encyclical Verıtatis splendor 1993 offers nNnature 1IMpose UDON treedom the obligationevangelical theologians CONCISE an Conservatıve of fulfilment? Why should fee] guilty if do NOL
eXpression of that tradıtional model ** The ther strıve towards the fullness of being? Why oughtteleological example wıth high credentials and PUrsuc happiness (and/or that of others)?
Argume«eNtTts worth pondering would be that of the Whart 15 Cal only yleld the 0U of duty, the
lıberal Protestant Paul Rıcoeur, who STAarts wıth authority of rightful command, f the princıiple of
the desire and effort he (Spinoza’s CONATUS). obligation has previously surreptitiously GCnN

One Can hardly deny that the IrsSt impression, introduced into 1: ven the fact ofOd’s absolute
when OLlC reads Scripture, leans the deonto- W! Can crush creatures ofust but NOT obligatelogical sıde. Ihe emphasis command, PFECEDL, them might O€s NOT make rght, d arl Barth
law an Judgement 15 overwhelming. John urray perceived.*“ It 15 NOT ObvIOus that the fullness of
candıdly observes: “When examıne the wIıtness being entaıils being the moral End of created ıfe
of Scripture ıtself 4S the or1gın of the CanNnonNns that thought has een °the supernaturalistof behaviour which the Scripture> do 1allacy If SaV OW. OUur Maker everythingNOT that love 1S allowed discover CiCc- dIC, and if do NOT sımply the fact Of
Late ItSs OW! standards of conduct? OUur or1g1in, alreadyDobligation. TIhe
rather AIC led Dy “objectively evealed> SaJmnıe wıth vecıprocıty, hıch has eecn propose A
institutions, commandments. . .??2> Burkhardt, who foundation of ethics: It ANSWETS the of
notices the between the biblical empha- rCason for SYIMMETTY, Can be attached the
S1S the divine expressed In commands Golden Rule.° Whence the moral force of reCIp-be obeyed (a STIruCLuUure hich sinners INAaY abuse) rocal treatment? ar“ himself, in the interest of
and modern “autonomy’, easıly disposes of SrFaN- hıs Christological grounding (a fact!); wriıtes of
matıcally unsound objection that the Decalogue OUrTr “obligation which CI1SUCS ı sıch ergibt AuUS| from
prohibitions arc 1ın the indicative mMmO00d.6© The hıs God’s| gift, beyond CasSsure and comprehen-New Testament O€s NOT produce another sound: S1ON, ofhimself us’ 54 But thıs requires the prior
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aCCCPLANCE of the rule: ought render hanks of the J avır 740 We should NOLT reduce Old Testament
for gift! ethics commandments an> apodictic

ven the ablest LreatmMeNTS faıl CONVINCE. The Or Casulst1ic: the wısdom books AlC important, an
critical In 1COeur’s patıent demonstration 18 the “ consequentialism’ of the warnıngs
made when he claıms that the “standards of excel- an advices of Proverbs. Ihe rst theme of Jesus’
lence” confer °the properly ethical qualification’ preaching and teaching 15 the ‘kingdom of God’
the rules of arı OLr trade, which, ın themselves Od’s rule, but also the reality that embodies

the rule.** hat God be the End of human acti1onsZ m merely technical norms.° He claıms It ut he
O€s NOT show how technically xood physıcıan AYICCS wıth the STaAatemMenNT that things dIC “tor
becomes, AN such, morally xood OIl  e TIhe self- hım (Rom 11:36 The biblical God deserves
assured tone of the Statement conceals metabasıs be called the SUMLINUML bonum: he 15 the only One
P1S5 allo genos. Ihe standards GE technical excellence absolutely Z00d (Mk 10:18); he 1S the fountaın of
acquıre ethical quality only when ONC AdSSUTM11CS goOdness 0)4 x0o0d things (Jas 1:16); he Q1VES
the prıor obligation Str1Vve for technical excel- hımself d the x00d be enjJoyed Dy hıs aithful
lence. Another of 1cCOeur’s theses also deserves (Ps 16:2; Ö, 113 ct. Pet Z Gen 151 if ONMNC
mentlion: eV1l, he ArgUCS, makes 1T CCCSSaALVY that understands, wıth N  ö that the Lord 15 himself
ethıcs should be supplemented Dy moral doctrine Abraham’s reward). It 15 of interest that Cornelius
(deontological): “Because eviıl 15 there, almıng r Van Tl chose AN) the Organısıng theme of hıs eth1
the “  o0d lıfe” MUST undergo the trial of moral cal teaching the Kıngdom of God AdS humanity’s
ObHigafion... SV this claim would ODDOSC that SUMLIMNUM bonum.**
eviıl PIC  CS the Or hıch It violates, 45 the Analysıs It 1S ımpossible ultimately
VCLY construction of the word an0omı1ıa testifes between being and obligation. Whart
and Rıcoeur himself had COMNIC Car thıs insight: x ought be ought he! Norms intended
CANn only thınk of eviıl AS evil when wıth that apply In real CONTLEXL, an WOU lose all meanıng
from which It 15 defection. ’ Ihe of SIN otherwise; PUrC dualism would forbid them CVCN
Into the pıcture only makes coercı1on NCCCSSAT V, INGE:E TIhere MUST be iınk between the
whıiıle obligation 1n moral perfection 15 nothing but maın mMeanıngs of 00 hıs INaY be discerned
PUrC delight.“® Roman CGatholic tradıtional in the maJor defenders of oblıgation. In Levınas’
understandings, Verıtatis splendor openly, though CaASC, the Oopposıtıon 15 between ethical
briefly, acknowledges that the principle of obliga- demand and ontology and rational coherence
tıon precedes the cConstruction of moral theory, that iınk 1S difhcult fın  „ unless OLlC cCons1ıd-
through quotatıion from Leo u41l “These DIC- CS the Opposition iıtself d the link! TIhe paradox
SCIptONS of human LrCason could NOT wıield legal 1n which he glories, that AKC “constantlyforce WEeIC It NOT the anı! interpreter of what 1S sald, back the ACGE of sayıng
higher FCasON, whom OUur mınd an (D111: free- which 15 always betrayed Dy what 15 saıd: INaYydom ought ODey. * be SYMPpLOM of embarrassment “* ven INOIC S1S-

nılıcant: Levınas e the eed make LOOIN forBible and santihication ratiıonal, consistent, discourse Justice,* and he
VeL: whıiıle should maıntaın at reaches that 0al through the introduction of the

the deontological dimension of ethics, unpopular thırd PCISON. But how? In the boOok, ‘furtively. Not
though It INaVy be Me suschematızesthe FO A1L0N1 Just OMNCC, but LWENLY, thirty tımes, an each time
FtOutO should also DaYy attention the diversity incıdentally, 4S if there W d reason. 7’46 One INaYyof the biblical presentation. Already 1ın ItSs vocabu- seri1ously doubt the adequacy of this INOVC, which
lary the ll of God 1S defined 4S °the 700d, what Rıcoeur labels “COUp de force’ + Kant’s claıms
pleases hım (and,; presumably, those who lıve In ave esen scrutinised Dy INanY. O’Donovan under-
the harmony of hıs fellowship), what 15 whole and lines Kant’s the ıdea of “humanıty”tulfılling’ (a possible paraphrase of Rom 122) show that he had °to appe SOMNC teleologicalthe Decalogue ımpressively remiıinds UusS, the 1SSUINS determinant siıtuated outside the rational will? 4S
ofod’s commands 15 part of MOST actual reality. Dooyeweerd that °the Kantıan CONCception“dettung the Old Testament law 1n this perspective of the moral mMOtI1VEe, that ofduty OT rESPECL for the
(God’s redemptive actıon and human moral law.  „ ıf It 1s ave an Y moral meanıng, DIC-t) Chriıs rıght aptly describes, 1S helpful ın sof- moral feeling-drive’.*? Rıcoeur offers
tenıng the otherwise starkly deontological flavour the SaJmıec argument 1ın ther words: reESpEeCL 15
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affection, 15 affected .° Lobkowicz SCCS NOT draw obligation from the IHGFTE fact of being,in the thırd Orıtiqgue (S 63) FESUrSCENCE of NTO- divine authority from ontological fullness AWN
logical concerns,> and, Gr Aal1Yy rate, the doctrine of such: 0od’s wiıll 1ın the Hirst place produced that
the postulates of Practical Reason shows that the TCAaUtV- Actually, he also yıec NOM1-
moral 11 15 concerned wıth realisation. Rıcoeur nalıst influence (l when, dealing wıth Christ’s
also highlights Kant’s confessed startıng-point: authority, he objects the VICW that thıs author-
°the fact of reason)?.°® Ity from Jesus’ identity wıth the Logos “a

O’Donovan has authored magnificent attempt ıts uUuSCc of the LOogos-concept AS bridging-notion
at balanced synthesis, under biblical auspices.”* between God af) creatiOnN, 15 It NOT hinting that
He nowhere denies OUur obligation submıt the moral order 15 NOT created order Aat all, but
.0d’s will, but the "enemy” of his unrelenting eXpression of the character of dıvinıty?”” Hıs
struggle 15 *modern voluntarism’, the grounding powerful reply Ockham demonstrates that It 15
of ethıcs the DUIC choices of free-will, free from NOT the CaASC, and he afırms that °God’s freedom 1S
aV Orm pattern that reality COUu lay upDON exercised ın CONSTFUCNCC wıth 1tseclt . StTtatement
humans. O’Donovan’s central theme 1S that of which implies (as understand It) that It CXPICSSCSereated order, the order of the WOTr. realıty“ God’s character.
hıich Was established In creation an vindicated Compared wıth what gather from Scripture
(therefore confirmed) Dy Christ’s resurrectlion. an the synthesis Ör Burkhardt, O’Donovan’s
In thıs order °“kinds’? (generda) an c  ends  ? AIC COM- LOO much world-order and
bined an these aVve ethical iımport. Moralıty underplay the reflection of 0d’s NATLUVE iın his

tOrd an revealed wısdom (that enable humans15 defined aSs mMan’s partıcıpation In the created
order>5 O’Donovan critic1ses sixteenth-century think 0d’s thoughts after him), 4S ell AS the
tendencies: human callıng transcend the wordly horizon In

moral unıon/fellowship wıth OUur Creator. Is °cre-Natural Law thinkers of the Renaissance and
Counter-Reformation showed themselves under ated’” the est qualification for the moral order
the S>SWdY of voluntarism when they as. what IT established ıIn creation and for creation” YEt: he

O€s NOT deny them, an he provıdes PreCIOusWasSs that SaAaVC the natural order 1ts authority, AAal cCounter-weight FrulnNOuUs modern tendencies.replied that It Was authorized Dy the command
of God The creation thus appeare them The key ISSUE, It ADDCAIS, 15 the relationship of
be inert thing, meanıngless for human actıon being and obligation (or the right obligate,

command). Ihe upshot of the work aVve SULr-ntil assıgned by divine command significance
that It dıd NOT otherwise AVE Our a1MmM 15 sımply veyed, SUSSCSL, 15 that INaYy neıither identify

contradict thıs The created order cCarrıes ItSs 1107r the LW! They AIC ONC wıthout COIMN-
fusion and in WadY CaNNOT fathom, In God,authority for actıon 1n itself, because agCNLS, 1n God alone. 10 God belongs ontological fullLOO, dIC Part of the created order and respond

It wıthout being told so.°°© NCSS, ıpsum ESSE, AS tradition has afırmed. NIYythe absolute Am'’, Van Tl teaches, can SdaV, C‘ISuch welighty STatement could SOTMNNC Am? wıthout needing Sa V an  Ng more .?°!
CONCeErn ıf It WEeIC NOT clear that O’Donovan Despite widespread Op1nıon, Exodus 3:14nıghts agalnst VIECW that completely disconnects
ethics from the order of creation: 4S when elmut

ımplıes, and Rıcoeur Was happily ODCH thıs
truth.°* that God 15 the Good, absolutely, InThielicke labels the divine command “"extraplan- the NOrmatıve, moral (Mk 10:18 Thereforematerial.?>7 When O’Donovan asks °‘How the creation that proceeds from hım (and revealsOes 0d’s word CNSHASC OUur obedience...? he what INaYy know of him) has ethical ımportANSWEeTrs that HEes arc found ın Scripture (and yeL wıthout AaLLYy confusion of fact and obligatoryollows them) “God speaks through the order force: only according free’AS hehıich TCason perce1ves’ and, 4S he remaıns free

above that order, °God)’ command CULS ACVOSS OUr
speaks through an 1n creation, the only earthly
CreEaturES endowed wıth responsibıility (abilityrational pErCeptIONS. *” Thıs COFTTGCE what respond). aybe the bıblical CONCCDL of holıiness

1$ found the SAaM1C DaASC °divine authority ıll corresponds the intimate un1ıon of being an
prevaıl only because It belongs that rsSt real- Zo0Odness SINCE the Lord himself, the Kıng of the
Ity 1ın which truth 15 grounded.’ Contrary the unıverse, 1S holy, and holy, an holy, hıs imagesiImpression made Dy such words, O’Donovan O€es ought DE, his people; their fulfilment of the
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righteous demand of the law wiıll become effective deals wıth the application of Savıng oräce!* In hıs
ıIn reality through the PTFrOCCSS of their sanctıfica- WI1 WdY, (O’Donovan also includes significant
t10N. AMOUNT of soteriological material 1ın his evangeli-

rom methodological viewpoilnt, observe cal ethics’ he devote DaAC baptiısm,
that the popular CONCCDL of valyue would combine mark SOTIIC sympathy for the theme of °divinisa-
reality and the authority ofNOTIS hıs 15 why IT 15 tıon  3A0 Romans 12A2 might be quoted ın SUuD-

attractıve and IT SU1ts pluralistic outlook ut DOrt the transformation and renewal of the mind
It could be , though do NOLT deny that 1T belongs the work of sanctihication.
INaYy be useful When the alue of love 15 made the SCC theological.objection defining ethics
prominent CONCCDL, as Patrıck Nullens realistically that It Incorporates the working of In
observes, ON Can be SUSPICIOUS of the VAOgUENESS Christian ıfe the latter, confess, provides the
introduced.°® Rıcoeur strikes the FOOTL when he dynamıic of moral behaviour. Yet: chiefly for practi-
wriıtes: *x hold the quası CONCCDL of alue be cal PCASONS, would prefer CIrCUMSCKP-

term of COmpromise... ’° “Value’ 15 mongrel t10N It ollows hıistorical precedent; and makes
CONCCDL: neıther truly real NOr clearly authoritative. dialogue wıth other persuasıons easler. Theological
When OC lacks the COUTFaSC of clarıfıcatıon, 11C permissıon Call be found in the dıifference of VIEW-
Ca  — talk of values. pomnts: dogmatiıcs focus (30d’s work for us an

()’Donovan’s formidable concentration ın us, whıile ethics still focus the works which
the created order of natural nds and ends C111a WC ArC called accomplish Soteriology an Sp1r-
bles hım circumscribe the field of ethics 1n itualıty primarıly interested ın OUr fellowship
orıginal WaV methodological plus. Only geNeErLC wiıth God, whereas 1n the moral Held thınk rSsSt
duties, he shows, dIC properly moral, NOL the duty of discharging OUur responsibilıties.
Orn of indıvıidual vocatıon which proceeds from

historical providence, NOT from the order of
creation). COUISC, there 1S moral duty that The object of ethics: what 15

conform God’s wiıll?should follow OUur VOCAtIONS but that 15 generıC
duty, NOT particular one!?6> It remiıinds us of Exploring the of what call ‘“ethics’
Dooyeweerd’s effort pınpomlnt the kernel-mean- WasSs the rst methodological StCPp had make,
Ing (or nuclear moment) of the ethical modalıty of complexity import. There AIC,
OTr law-sphere. It MUST be love, but love 1S NOT however, ther 1SSUES IC arc consıider
onfined the ethical modalıty, It characterises though It MUST be one TMOTIC briefly. We MUST
the central relig10us relatıon above OFr beyond the leave the sıde Raıner ayer’s stimulatıng call
modal diversity. Distinguishing Christian religion for reflection °the ension between eing,
and ethics 15 °the 7Cape Horn  7 of Christian Duty | Sollen | an Wıiıll | Wollen |” and the rela-
V1IECW of the “moral sphere” ® vVCLY careful PFO- tionshıp between moOt1Vve, and O; TIhe
gressiON, including critical evaluation of W.J X41 question that which ethical
Aalders’ and Emil Brunner’s proposals, reaches
the conclusion: °In the odal ethical relatiıon love

anı moral Orlentations arc bring into conform-
1ty wıtholl Mores OTr e/ethe YCS, but INOTC

manıifests iıtself the normatıve aw-sıde only INn precisely? TIhe object shows the polarıty of act
balanced proportion between self-love an love an “character , the OC hand, and individual

of ne’Ss  B neighbour. ’° Worth pondering, though It and soc1al ethics the other; word MUST be
expels duties towards God OUT of the moral neld “nstitutions’ SCCH from moral angle

One LNOTC 1SSUE relates the definition of
ethıcs. I, 4S Just sald, moral obedience 15 3.1 Acts
fruit of sanctification, should the doctrine of SAdli1lC- Act has een considered 4S the primary object of
tiication be part of. moral theology? Burkhardt moral appreclation (and delıberation). thıcs 15
almost vehemently Cal for the inclusion of teach- interested In DrVAasxXıs (which 15 distinct from DOLE-
Ing spiırıtuality wıthin the study of ethics.°® Hıs Y (Q)’Donovan shows, EVEN Thomas Aquinas,
Eınführung In dıe Ethik offers 4S ItSs last and sub- who emphasised habıtus and virtue, 15 much INOIC
stantıal Dart exposıition hıch corresponds inclined act-analytıcal approach’””® when ıt
the soter10logy of cOology textbooks; actually, moral appreclation. But the a ıtself 15
ave found 1t closely parallel the thırd part of NOT “monad’, perfectly sımple thıng AaCT 15

Doctrine da peche de Ia vedemption, hıch orn from intention, It embodies It and makes It
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TGal whatever the intention, however, It 15 also Character
something done ıIn the MOMENT wiıth ItSs wn fea- Scripture and, agaln, COINIMNON Ar exper1-which INay conform conflict wiıth> CNCC, testify the Importance of character. Our
an It produces CONSCYUCNCCS, SOINC of them Lord himself stressed that bad frunts SIOW bad
intended, SOIINC of them NOT Aat ö which of EEGES Hebrews 5:14 confirms that through CXCI-
these elements should ethical judgement attach C1Ise ( hexıs, which Latın habıtus corresponds)itself? disposition INaYy be strengthened and sharpenedCan ALLVOLLC bring M ZOrOUS answer”? Scripture that plays part ıIn behaviour interestingly,ın Its general 4Ar COIMMNMON SCCIN 4S 1ın Romans Z the priımary aSPCCL 15 intellec-
favour °this, but NOT forgetting that’? approach. tua] (an CENCOUFASCEMEN for COgnIıtIve psychology)Intention 1s important which 15 normally of ONC CL should character be reference-point ıIn
plece wıth the GE and It MUST be taken Into moral deliberation? Ethical authors iıke Alısdair
AaCCOUNL, AS ın the CASE of unıntentional homicıde, aCIntyre and Stanley Hauerwas apparentlywhen mortal accıdent happened only hrough think along such lines, but ()’Donovan brilliantly.0d’s decretive ll (BxX 21:11-14); though the refutes them Character 15 NOTLT known directly but
murderer had NOT planned OTr wiılled It Ven through the ACTS of the DCISON}N exactly AN Jesusin this CaASC, however, the ACKE cCarrıes ouilt, wıth taught: °the ITr 15 known Dy Its fruilt’; should
udıcıal CONSCYUCNCCS. The focus 1ın MOST biblı NOT consider character when aVC deliber-
cal9C 1n the lists ın apostolic epistles, atC,; for IT 1l [WIST decision”® He INap-1$ aCITS, ETa (ef: COr 6:9-10; VCLY precIse, propriateness of character-knowledge the tasks
Rom 1-22) Judgement Largets things one fdeliberation 15 the clearest demonstration of the
through the body (2 Cor 5:10) But CONSCYUCNHNCECS epistemologic prior1 of Q ES 1ın disclosing char-
INAaYy NOT be ignored, the fruit that remaıns. No acter.’”” Above all, the argument that makes char-moral deliberation IMaYy be indifferent C - the ground of moral choice deserves be
YUCI1CCS "rgor1sm’ that proclaims Fıat ınst1- called “argument of impeniıtence’: for IT rulest1M, Ppereat mMmMuUuNdus should be deeply abhorrent OUuUT that the ILICW Ssıtuatiıon face INaYy be the KChristians.”* Agents SCCHÄ be responsible for S1I0N for vepent from WdYS that ave enteredthe foreseeable CONSCYUCILICCS of their aCTS, but NOT character.®° Actually the “neo-Aristotelians’for longer-term effects, which beyond their NOL faithful istotle:control. O’Donovan also recalls the ımportant
Prıincıiple of Double Effect, hıich helps us distin- The CONception Gf. moral decision d CONSCIOUS

proJjection of CS  d character really ar1ses fromgulsh between intended an unıntended EiteCtS:
foreseeable not./> the modern voluntarist Conception of the self 4S

historical proJect, the VeLY CONception whichActs take t1m: perform, but themselves
inserted 1ın the CXTHTEe of INOTC enduring realities: INanYy representatives of this school boast that

they AaVe found alternative.®)FEGENt ethical reflection has pushed orward the
PCErMANCNT disposition ın the subject which the
scholastics called habıtus (more than ‘habit’) and, Community
if moral an praiseworthy, DIrENE. ( Vırtus 15 Orgl1- Christian ethics, ıIn former tiımes, mainly addressed
nally the force and COUTFAaSC of valıant vLV, and the individual The last decades aAUS WIT-
translates TE arete, EXGeNENHCE.) TIhe trend has nessed the spread of StIroONg reaction: the COML-

been haıjled 4S FGIUTR istotle: ethics should muNnıLty 15 the Irue moral subject 1 rough
Its lıfe-style shapes the attıtudes and sensIıtivitiesfOocus these. ()’Donovan wriıtes of “policies’

frame °tor the conduct of OUur lives’7® an Donald of ItSs members; above It 15 COMPECLCNL inter-
Evans has coined (Oor borrowed) the word pret the ethical tradıition IT Carrıes in OUTr days

‘behabitives’ tor the Dasıc attıtudes which shape hıs 15 Ir DE of each COoMMuUnNItY, however diverse
‘habitus, behaviour)’ / Ihe whole pattern of SeT from ItSs neighbour, ıIn OUur pluralistic WOr Many
dispositions and attıtudes Can be named °charac- factors VE fostered the flowering of this *COM :

munıtarıan? MOo0d an mindset: the late modernter Ihe Ole progression INAaYy be described 1ın
the words of the quası proverb “SOW ought, distaste tor modern individualism (at the level
you’ll FCaD aCL; SO aCL, you’ll FCAD habıt; of discourse: INMalıy who talk in that WdY behave
SO habiıt, you’’ll FCAaAPD Character: SO charac- 4S hyper-individualists, AT least towards famıly
CCE, you FCAPD destiny.’ nation); the impact of the socı1al SCIENCES, SOMNC-
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mMes wıth actıve arxıst residue; in lıterary Ity ‘How shall live?? But the anthropology of
studies and hermeneutics, the influence of reader- Scripture also highlights individual responslbility,

theories; AINONS Christians, ecumenıcal together wıth the ırreducıble reality of the ind1-
Ihe MOST famous the intel- vidual PCISON, who INaYy be saıd transcend the

ectual leaders, al original theologlian, Stanley NOLT INOTC clog in the machine, NOTLT IMHNGEGC

Hauerwas, has also mbıbed free church ecclesi- cell ıIn the body. Actually, cultures WEIC MMMU-

Oology (mediated through hıs former colleague, the nitarıan, ntil the breakthrough of the of
mennonıte theologian John oder), wıth stark the indiıvıidual In the Bıble modern individualism

between the “world’, ruled by the DOWCIS eing corrupting secularısation of that sense! De
of darkness and full DE violence, an the church ACLO indıviduals do rebel Or criıticıse their11

the church 15 the COoMMuUunNItYy of the “Peaceabille nıty’s ethos, and if they dOon - t; IT 1S still their choice.
Kingdom’ whose ONgOINS history draws the ethi- de IUrE? They aArc answerable, ultimately, NOLT
cal line. the COoMMUNItY hıich they do NOT belong

In everal FrESPECLS, the communıtarıan DPCI- absolutely, but the God only 00d who made
spective dABICCS wıth “polıitically correct’ prefer- them for himself£, who Put 1n theır hearts c  eter-
C  > INanYy crıtics 1in the academy, however, aV nıty’ (Be 2° 1 1) and has wrıtten there hıs moral law
voiced their (AMIECTUAS Roman CGatholic scholars, (Rom Z 5) The emphasıs individual of
N 11C COUu CXPECCL, consider Hauerwas’ pESSL- JjJudgement In the New Testament 15 overwhelm-
mısm EXCESSIVE: he underestimates the ecology of Ing ll bear his/her OW: burden (Gal
creation an cultivates unwarranted SUSPICION As UO’Donovan maılntalıns wıth Iuciıd COUTASC,of uman [CASON an freedom *® Evangelicals 111 Jesus eriticısed the eXproprlation of the individual

otherwise, but SOMIC wiıll fear the LCMPLA- Dy the COoMMuUnNItY:
t10nNn of Manıchean over-simplification. The maın
burden of Catholic cr1ticısms 1S CEVCAN IMNOTC central

This criticısm afırms the individual a  9 In
hıs SECTE chamber and apart from all observingthe loss of unıversality.”® hıs AaDPCATS be the CYCS, AS the recıplent of moral demand;MOST disquieting problem TIhe authority attrıb- he 15 NOT merely conforming member of theted the Communıty makes It immune for COTI- COMMUNItTY which God addresses.®®rection from outsıde. Brıan TOC complains:

TIo restTate reservatıon about the u- Institutions
nıtarıans, they SUTC that they the Since human lıfe, d created, 15 ırreducibly indıvıd-Church that close readıng ofScripture ua] and soclal, specıal paragrap MUST be addedfade in importance’; their “nsulation... SUgSCSLT the doctrine of and ends: iınst1tu-

trajectory of domestication of Scripture an t10NS. Rıcoeur Was careful underline the point:the God whom It wiıtnesses ** ethıics a1M at °the g00d lıfe, wiıth and ftor the other
How Can the emphasıs COoMMunıIty mould- PCISON, ın Just ınstitutions .87 Under the word, he

Ing CSCADC relatıvism? Gordon enham SU1111- understands °the of lıfe-together of his-
arlıses Brock’s COMMMON question: “Where torıcal COoMMUNItY people, natıon, reg10n, ET
there ATrC differences of VIEW, how do judge STIrucCctLure which be reduced interper-who 15 being led Dy the Spinte Communities, sonal relations and yeLr tied wiıth them In remark-
Ca °“Christian’ cCommunlıitıes, ave en able, able Way  788 Definition, precisely, 1S difhcult!
less than indıviduals, T: the MOST moral number of scholars usSsc the Ferm translate htis1is
aberrations. In Peter 2158 where political ofhices AdIC ın VICW,

We should a1M ar biblical balance. Reversing but this 15 disputed. tend UusSsc “nstitutions’ for
the idolatry of indıvıidual interest which 15 char- stereotyped anners of proceeding among PCI-
acterist1ic of agıng modernity be sound: SOS, which acquıre kınd of objective exIistence

reaction of the iımmune SYSTCEM. Human nNature, (sıgnified Dy tools an symbols, such 4S palace)
indeed, includes the eed belong, essent1al and relatıve CIMANCNCEC In sOoc1al lıfe, invested
socıal dimension, an CAaNNOT deny thatu- wıth CadSurc of ethical authority.“” They sed
nıtles, de facto, shape the ethics of their members, aVe dUuTra of pPrestuee. indeed of sacred dig-1n holıistic fashion, an Orlentate their reading of NIty the moral CIISIS of OUur culture 15
the sacred TIo the Kantıan question “What CXTeNnt due the loss of thıs aura Theologically,ought do?®?? the wıder question INAaYy gaın prl1or- they SCCIHMN correspond "roughly’ the clas-
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sical ‘orders of creation’, Ordnungen,® and The HOr 1SSuUeEe today the WaV read
Bonhoeffer’s “mandates’ work, famıly, authority, Scripture. There has GEn rather vocal dissatis-
church.?! would resist putting the church, the faction wiıth the alleged WdY of PrevIOUS SCNCIA-New Creation humanıity, In the SaJmıec 4A5 t10NS, wiıth their concentration law objectivelythe orders ofthe ISt creation. The New LTestament studied. The IL1ICW emphasıs falls the dıversity of
Hanyustafeln (codes lısting household duties, C in biblical SCHICS, and, above all, nNarratıvpe. ‚ ven
Eph 4A16 also relevant. TIThe topıc surely INVItES beyond the ranks of Communıtarl1ans, narratıves
further exploration. Methodologically, the Lrap of which the Bıble 15 full arc consıdered the MOST
be voıded 15 IHEILMENT of the Varlous institu- POLTLCNL factor In the moral shapıng of U-
t10NSs AaSs if they had the SA4amıec STatLUuS, ın SOCIETY, and
before God.*®

NItYy. More recently, the language of worship, COIMN-
munal pralse, has een the fOCus, ın Brıan Brock’s

Debates AavVe eCHh MOST passıonate the ımportant book SInNging the Ethos of God.
institutions of famıily an polıtical authority. SUuS- The I0CUS of possible dissent MUST be clearly
DECST that should clearly distinguish, wıthın the iıdentihed Ihe USsSCc of the nds of bıblical lıtera-
famıily, the institution of marriage an that of UFE an for ethical guldance, 15 welcome indeed
enthood Regarding the„ only mention that Beyond tOrd, prophecy, wisdom, POCLILY AS5 when
O’Donovan has worked intensively the subject, Chris Wright SLLINS the import of the Song of
and authored the iımportant book The Desıre of the Solomon’s celebration of legitimate SC  < in this
Nations.?> Hıs thesis, bit surprisingly, changes the CASC, the Wısdom tradition adorns what the law
function of political authority wıth the advent of PrOLeGCtS.. Narratıve 15 morally instructive and
Christ, which 15 educed the righting of WIONSS powerful VeECIOFr of moral influence. There 15 placeleaving IMOTC ımportant role the church ıIn for meditation, beyond MN ZOrOUS CXCESIS, an
the ordering of SOCIEetY. hıs INaYy correspond communal worship 15 PreCIOUS CONTEXT of ethical
tendencies ın hıs overall VIEW, and his Anglican renewal. this IAYy be granted, an applaudedidentity. Jonathan Chaplin’s sympathetic critique
15 the est treatment ave read.?**

Problems begin when narratıve becomes, in PLaC-
tice 0)8 GVGi ıIn theory, the only medium. Rıcoeur
himself warned that IT should NOT engulf the
other SCHICS: especlally the mutual determinationSources of moral truth whence the

gulding light? of an Iaw aSs maJor Old Testament feature
(already ın the Yahwist document, AS he ACCCDLIS the

Method 15 also about the identification of the t{HeOry) . Bartholomew AQrCCS wıth UO’Donovan
guldes AIC follow. Issues ALC, legion We Caln that “thought CaNNOT live sola NArratıione) 0}
only offer sketchy number of them Gordon Wenham observes the obvious: narratıve

1S ften ambiguous. °1t 15 essential that descriptionScripture of behaviour 15 NOT confused wıth Prescr1iption’Jean-Marıie Aubert feared that pessimısm rela- and eed the ther discern .1°©°% After
tıve CONLCMPOFArCY culture should ead ethical al SIVINS ethical direction an makıng known the
students Scripture 4S their > thus [UMN- ll of Authority 15 the VCLY function for hıch the
nıng °the risk of fallıng Into L1CW concordıiısm SCHNICS of law an WI1SE admonition exıst! Wıthout
0) CVCN, the Lutheran fundamentalism of “sola them the risk that the GIVanı mi1xes his OW) pref-Scrn©ptüra . Evangelicals, if they aIrc consıstent, GCEGI1ICES wıth whart the LGX E SaVS CAaNNOT be denied
11 rather be attracted Dy that risk. Yet confess The S4’'111E wıth imagınatıve meditation! If the
SOMC ULNCcCaSCc when chance ACTOSS Statements that SUMMALY of Brock’s °relocation of hermeneutics’
smack the fear of being abelled ‘“tundamental- 15 COTITEGECGE “aWay from seeking the meanıng of the
1St UsSCc ‘biblicist? wıth peJoratıve slant.?®© TIhe CEeXT, toward encountering the FEXT through lıved,light OUur path 15 the light of hıs Word, W.  IC  > intımate, generatıve relatiOnship‘ , (JIHG wonders
1ın providence, has entered the cırcle of OUur what 1S left of the Word Narratıve, meditation, VCSwanderings 4S Od’s Word wrıtten. ven In Eden, provided the revelatıon of ll iın Its HHCTE
AS Van il loved Stress;”” God expressed hıs ll direct eXpression least susceptible of human
through specıific command (Gen 2:16) Any manıpulation controls the experlence.weakening of the authority of Scripture affects the
foundation of Christian ethics.?® But MUST NO

It looks ıf Christians wıshed SCL rıd of this
control. Wenham Oc€es NOLT SCC the arrant for

leave this problem asıde. Brock’s sentiment °that princıiples an rules, models
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104an virtues, CaNnNOT be derived from Scripture Institutes 59 ıf the Spirıt 15 Anger’ (Lk
for such 15 the import of the °relocatıon). ON: 11:20): Scripture 15 hıs finger-print the Spirıt’s
Wood resists eIng “torced iInto deciding between

7105
ecadıng Caln be discerned rough the interpreta-

scriptural LFaANSPAFENCY an systematıc tıon of Scripture semetipsam interpretans. Any
SInCEe he feels the Brıan Brock hıimself Insınuation that such rule the VOlCEe of the
replies an explains fChristian ethıics 15 MmMafter Spirıt cshould be repelled AN) slanderous.
of applying COr choosing obey SCETt of princıples Interpreting Scripture 4S Scripture itself requires

AVE ın hand, become ike Hercules Aat the 15 SYNONYINOUS wıth doimng According the andal-
Crossroads, reinstated AS Judges of OUur OW) des- 0G'Y of fasth. ” hıs validates O’Donovan’s *asser-
UNY, which 15 ourselves from 0d’s deal- t1on of the eed for archıtectonıc hermeneutic,
Ines. Pröton pseudos! If. brush off the mınor 11C that O€Ss Justice the shape of the edifice
traıts F Caricature; MUST Sa V that for ervanı ofScripture as whole?.  > 109 It also Patriıck

DOSSCSS objective directions from hıs Master, Nullens’ call for hermeneutic that takes ser10usly
set of “principles’ he 15 responsibly apply, 15 the OUrTr sSayıng in Matthew 22:40, an ollows
vVCLY condıtion of obedience; thus Caln he ratıfy hıs Augustine.  110 central “architectonic’ problem
dependence ON the master! 15 the relationship of Old an New JTestaments,

Brock: whose example 15 telling because of the which impınges Man y ethical problems.  111 We
dIC made of the relevance of the debatehıgh quality an evangelıcal substance of hıs CON-

triıbution, PULS orward another argumcent: “CThe when read that TOC charges communıtarıan
search for hermeneutical “centre” of Scripture ethics, wıth apparecnt justification, wiıth Marcıonıite

Master-CONCCDL MUST Ways faiılure tendencies.  112 We INaYy OoTte (O)’Donovan’s earned
and distraction, for Scripture 15 STAIMNIMAL, and defence of the Christian (already patrıstic herme-

STAIINAL has 110 “centre” ?107 IThe word “gram- neutical principle of the distinction between COIM-
mar  A OCCUFTS several MeEeSs In the speclal 1SSUE of the PONCNLS of Old Testament law.  113 clarıflcation
European Journal of Theology devoted Brock’s of the STIrUCLUre of the biıblical histOry of dispen-
DOoOKk, and aCCCDL IT It 15 Sat10Ns OLr covenant(s) 15 ımportant for Christian
remarkable SYMPLOM: for STaAMMINAL has nothing moral doctrine.
do wiıth truth! Applying the Sa”anılc STAINUNAL, VOU Can

Theologytell lies OTr tell the truth! Grammar INaYy help us
understand the Word; this formal clence only Reflecting the analogy of IT already belongs
be tool 1n the servıice of the Word ofruth Lhıs cOlogy, but cOology INaYy be considered
remark IMNaYy be extended George Lindbeck’s SCIWTES for ethics in principal WdVY5. d the legacy
thesis that assımilates the doctrines of the Varıous of tradıtıon and 4S the systematıc eXposition of the
churches 1d10ms, such AS French,S I credendum, provıding locatiıons an connectlons.
1gNOres the basıc Saussurlan istinction between Iradıtion should be treasured d iımmensely
langque and Harole; It betrays hOow Ilukewarm the useful assıstant, gift ofGod through the IC  5 and
passıon for truth has W 1in Christendom... W he has excellently oifted Though fallıble,
( claıms that depriving the objective WItNESS of IT 1S lıkely less than COUTLr OW) brainchildren
Scripture of Its determinatıve role 1in the search being understood that MUST wisely choose OUrTr
after ethical truth happily the required tradıtion! It INaAaY PrOteCL us from the S>WdY of fash-
for the Spirıt’s leading, thıs 1S NO  ng else than 10N, an LNOTC broadly of the Zeutgeist. In Brock’s
the old ıllumAanıst1ıc temptation, whose pernNICIOUS proposal there 15 nothing INOTC heart-warming
ffects CONSPICUOUS throughout histOory an than hıs desire wiıth the Salınts AaSt

Present churches an cults a Present). He dares attack the belief that OILIC 15
ere 1S sound interpretation of Scripture bound Ne:S  > epoch, he wıshes think and read

wıthout the Holy Spirıt. We desperately eed his agalnst the schemata of. the AQC, he draws hıs INSPL-
help AL least three COUNTS he MUSLT TEINOVE the ratıon from Augustine an from Luther:1!* Amen!
veıl upON OUr hearts, he MUST heal OUrTr distorted Karl Barth offers the superlative example ofthe-
spiırıtual sıght; he gZrants EXPENENCGE;, "taste’, ology AS SOUTITCE He insısted that ethics belongs
the realıties of which the speak; he adds char- wıthın dogmatıcs and he en each of the vol-
ısmata, specılal Sifts the church of Christ But, 1I1NCs of hıs Kırchliche ogmatı. wıth (some-
SINCE ATIC LESsSt the spiırıts, the touchstone being mes lengthy!) ethical section them the
the apostolic Instruction (1 Jn 4:1-6; cf. Calvin’s last ‘fragment’, 1V/4 baptısm. The problem
124 EDA
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wiıth Barthıan ethics 15 the problem wıth Barthian same. . 120 The creation al redemption scheme
dogmatics. Hıs “Christological concentration’ ea enables us better apprecılate biblical ara As
hım enclose everything in the unıque Event O’Donovan’s entire work demonstrates, God
Jesus Christ, ethıcs d everything else: 1t establishes 1n creation order wıth moral direc-
Jesus Christ d the sanctihed man.!!> “Man’ ONs Romans 1% Cal hardly ear anıy ther read-becomes ’SUbject an remaıns InNere predicate: ®
od’s command 15 general an requires Ing Burkhardt aptly notices the parallelism of para

LON htısanta 1ın 1:25 an DAra phy[u [sın in 1:26 .21interpretation.  117 Law O€es NOT precede but 15 the Claus-Dieter to fine SUMIMALY of the EeV1-form of the Gospel, the OMNC thesis that aroused dence:much discussion (already DPut forward ıIn 1936, 1n
The VarlOus indications In the Old TestamentEvangelıum UN Gesetz). One CaNnNOT effectively

distinguish creation from reconcıliation. telling AN) ell A ın the New Ol moralıty eXxpressing
iıllustration of Barth’s shortcoming, despite the ll an according creation standards,
wealth of hıs insıghts, 15 the WdY he reduces the and the fact that the prophets call ACCOUNT
Opt10Ns, apart from hıs OW.  ö the alterna- also foreign peoples who do NOT know srael’s
ves of legalısm (obligation without the power) law.  „ low us understand that the creation
and antınomın1anısm (power wıth duty jeit). iıtself wıitnesses unıversal moral law, d IT
The biblical siıtuation 15 INOTC complex: humans 4S pomnts Z00d wıth his CIEA-
created had both obligation an > inners t10on hıs unıversal ethics 15 NOT only accessible
remaın under obligation, they retaın W! 45 the Israel but also the peoples, though 1n
creational faculty of choice but ave lost the actual imiıted WaY for them because of the absence ofof full obedience (through self-love, ete.): the criteria of interpretation and COT-=-
regenNerate inners still remaın under obligation rection given 1ın the explicit revelatıon GE 0d’s(though they aTre accepted Dy God the basıs Wlll 122of Christ’s obedience) an gradually recelive the

Yet; because of the NOetIC ffects of SIN (darkW please God hıs corresponds the COIMN-

pattern creation fal] redemption hich ened intelligence), natural theology 15 NOLT rel1able,
sound methodl follow. an the recognition of °natural law 15 corrupted

Barth touches the 1IMA1LtatLı0 Christz.\}? Ihe Dy the Concomiıtants of idolatry, human l1es In
theme, central In the history of spirıtuality, also the servıice of lust an gree O’Donovan himself
belongs theology. The implications for ethics speaks of “misknowledge’.**$ He CVCN refers
ALC Oobvilous. The danger that It eclipses the CEN- “Antichrist? for modern and late-modern COITUD-tral proclamation of atONCMECNL, Christ for uS, t1on of tradıtion informed DYy Christianity. “* hıs
NC for all, 15 real But this anger should NOCT, explains why evangelical Protestants aVe NOT eecn
ıIn turn, ead the erasıng of important New convınced Dy Many conclusions hıich Catholics
Testament truth If due C(AFG 15 taken SE , TaW In the MNamnc of natural law. H also nablesChrist’s behaviour, whart belongs hıs unıque us ACCOUNT for the COILLMTMNON elements between1SS1O0N an depends hıs deity, hıs moral model CUFFEH:E ethics iın MOST cultures and bıblical teach-15 vital SUOUICC for Christian ethics. no: thıs should embarrassment for

Nature and Conscience these elements proceed from God’s creation and
INaYy be retrieved purged an inserted ıIn NCThe question of natural law has een abundantly

debated for centurIıies. Theologically, It runNns paral-
lel that of natural revelatıon Al natural the- One of these 1S the notlion of CONSCLENCE. It DIays

ımportant role In Paul’s epistles thatOlogy, anı the key methodological distinction 1S
precisely that of revelation an ecology: of the the Hebrews. We should be WdLY of Its “hyposta-

tisatıon): A ıf CONscCIENCE WEIC the °‘VOlce of G0d)’objective COomMMuUunıIcatıon Part, and the
perception, reception an interpretation the ItSs OW) Romans Zl INaYy safely be inter-
uman sıde. Hıs christological concentratiıon led preted of the reactions of the inner PCISON 1n Its
arftı the flat denial of ALLYy revelation before the relations wıth the world and wiıth others,
Incarnate KISE, the only Word of God hence hıs Deo ()’Donovan beautifully Lraces the historyfamous Neıin Brunner; ıf he later mellowed hıs of the growing isolatıon of “CONSCIENCE, wıth
posıtion, believe hıis basıc remaıned the unfortunate separatıon from will?. 126
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History between Old and New Jestaments, already 881905

Ihe last 1SSUE which chall touch 18 that ofethi- tioned, d speclal 1sSsue deserves mention1ıng. Is the
idea of moral ErAJECLOTLES helpful 1n ethical discus-cal change ın HLME. Does Christian ethıcs change

AS history [UNS ItSs COUTISEG an brings the fore S10NS$? It 15 sed for slavery: the abolition of slav-
CL Y, though OT ftound ın the New JTestament, 15insıghts and Hc  S problems, 4S ONC usually

thınks? Evangelicals aVe CcEn ON the alert agalnst the end of trajectory which STAarts ın the New
the inroads of historical and cultural relatıv- LTLestament a! recCelves ItSs impetus from the L1CS-

SdRCcC Should 1T be applied women’s roles and1SM, wiıth ample Justification in INY CVCS; the cult
status?of novelty all around (based the spectacular

advances of natural SCIENCES and technology) 15 Biıblical history 15 dertermined by eschatology.
As conclude wiıth question-mark It 15 PFrODCLften openly directed agalnst the Christian herit-

ADC ()’Donovan O€s splendid job of refuting that should ad| that Day, the 1SSuUESs chall
be solved LNOTEC that Day, chall bethe MOST sophisticated hıstor1cısm. He reminds us

that ın the strict of the word, do lıve in iıke hım, SIN eing LLNOTC We chall perfectly
the SAaMıc world AS Abraham, anı H.- Gadamer’s conform Hıs ll We chall Joyfully embrace

what 15 x00d, well-pleasıng and tulfılling, shallHorizontverschmelzung INaYy be misleadıng MmMeta-

DhOT.: He convincingly cshows that the NECW eN]OYy Hım for CVCL who 1S the 00d 4S the TGC-
Personed-God.questiOns which arıse because of LICW technical

possibilities, such aSs ıN »iIEro fertilisatıon, ATC NOT

really 1N1CW ethically: Dr Henriı Blocher 15 professor emerıtus of
systematıc ecology at the Faculte Libre deIT moral “1ssue’ has arısen about this L1CW tech-

N1que, It has arısen NOLT because of questi1ons the Theology Evangelique ın Vaux-sur-Seine, France.

technique has Dut us, but of questi1ons
128aVe DUut the technique. Endnotes

read ften the praise of 0d’s iIMmUu- Thıs artıcle 1$ 4SE: ecture held at the blen-
Fa>of the stabilıty of the world which nıal conference of the Fellowship of European

It 1S SUT- Evangelıcal Theologians in rSay NCArhe uarantees *the earth 1S iixed > 129 Parıs ın 2014prisıng ear what Brock ASSCITS ‘the of
Christian ethıcs 1S therefore approprliately ocused Olıver O’Donovan, Resurrection an Moral Order.

outlıine fOor evangelıcal ethics (  icester/Grandchanges, surprisıng AaPDPCAFANCCS, in short, p1ds /Eerdmans, 2)) I8) |henceforthadvent)?.  > 130 HOow typical of the ‘epoch’! RMO| ll often refer thıs book, IC Ss-
ycL the God of creation 15 the God of his- HTE the deepest and richest treatment of Ethics

LOTY, who makes things L1IC If confuse the have SCCI1 iın several decades
LW  > lose both, but MUST avo1d at Helmut Burkhardt, Eıinführung ın dıe

Teıl VUN UN Norm sıttlıchen Aandelnsultımate dualism. Under the influence, maybe,
of disputable idea of divine eternity 4S DULC (Fundamentalethik) Gießen Brunnen,

1996 1/ | hencefor EE|a-temporality, classıcal and evangelical thought has
So Hans NC “)n Finding OurDChristianNOT always SC the danger Cr MUST be WdYy

accomMmMoOdate the diversity 8 tımes, and there- Erthics ın Realıity’ ın European Journal of
Theology 189 2009 139 ethos 15 the abıtat 1n

fore novelty, ıIn the stabilıty of 0d’s revealed ll 1C people belong. Martın Heidegger has DIC-Raıner ayer AISUCS that the of CasSulstry served the TCEC STAMMAAr of the term, translating
1n the law chows SENSIUVILY time-bound SIFUA- ethos “tl.le place of dwelling  ”  9 the place where
t10NS, and therefore legitimates change.  131 Even people AIC AT home. Ihıs reflection about the term
the LThomist hınker Jacques arıtaın afırmed ethos should NOL be SCCI1 lıngulstic sophısm, but

hınt? in the direction of Brock’s proposal Thethat “humankind PaASSCS under historical skies
reference “sophısm’ chows Ulrich of DOS-Darıed) wiıth, each tıme, different °moral physio0g-

NomYy. * IThe combinatıon of unıty and diversity S1 criticısms... Concerning Heidegger’s philol-
ıt 15 itillatıng COINDALC translatıons ofın plan, iın which he fore-ordains whatever Heraclıtus’ Fragment 119 e  +hos anthröpo daımon.

PaSS, provides the theological foundatıon Heidegger interprets: “Man dwells, inasmuch
for the corresponding character f ethics but he 15 INall, in the of God._? ( Lettre ur
who Cal tathom the counsel? ”humanısme Jean Beaufret, German TEeXTt and

In ddıtion the treatment of the changes French translatıon Dy oger Munıiıer Pärıs: Aubier-
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Montaigne, ICV 144 transl/. 145) But 65 an independent bearer of meanıng', 69) When
interprets the ame words: “character 15 he denıes “being (Dutch: Zun CrCaLurces, he

destiny’ (Les Grecs et l’ırrationnel, French transl/l. “independent eing and when he afırms
Michael Gibson Champs 2 Parıs, Flammarıon, them “meanıng’ (Dütch: z1N) he does NOT deny

182 SINCE had NO ACCCSS5 the Englısh reality (74); whether he has found all the
orıginal, translated back from French nto English; W Out hıs intention 15 another As
unless otherwise indicated, translate MY a- Stoker, after listening Dooyeweerd’s crit1que, he
t10NS from SOUTCCS ın other languages). SAW fit drop the word “substance” and coined,
Agalnst the “etymological fallacy”, James Barr, of instead, the word “idiostance)? (note hıs °Letter’
COUISC, but also Sylvaın Romerowskıiı’s ımportant Van Tl ıIn Jerusalem an Athens, 456 35)
synthesis, Les SCLIENCES du AaNngage et tude de la Brian rocC SInging the Ethos of God. On the

(  arols: Excelsis, Z011); SCC references ıIn ACE of Chriıstian Ethics ıIn Scripture (Grand
the index, p.601 Etymology 15 historical disc1- p1ds Eerdmans, X111, quoted by Bernd
pline which tIracCces the semantıc evolution of word Wannenwetsch, “Conversing wıth the Saılnts
through centurlies: the EILUMON reveals the O:  er NOT they wıth Scripture In conversatıon wiıth
necessarily the u  > meanıng. Knowing about the Brıan Brock’s 5ınging the 0S0 ın 182
er meanıng and the WaY It changed ın tiıme INaYy 129
enrich the understanding of present UuSCS, stimulate 11 ccording U’Donovan, RMO,

'Thıs term, borrowed from lıngulstics, has beenmeditation and provide preachers wiıith iıllustrations.
It INay determine CONTEMPOFCACY meanıng inasmuch widely accepted, though conformıity the Latın

the DICSCH! of the er N:  - especlally of the orıgın would ead the form °referend’ from the
c  TOOTt. ın derivatıves, 15 st1 eing felt (at least bDy the gerundiıve), form have Oun: years ag0 used
peaker writer). Dy few French authors.
ur  ar E. 13 Paul Rıcoeur, “Ethique er morale’? 1990); reprinted
John Stott, Evangelıca Truth Personal ın Lectures Autour du polıtıque (F ans: euil,
Plea fOor Unity, ntegrı Faithfulness (Downers 991 256-269; So1-mMEMe AULVE (Gifford
Grove: IVE: 199 Lectures; arıs euil, 1990 199-344, develop-
On the aWS ‘“of nature’ Created: SCC Lydıa Jaeger’s mMent he Ca\| his “petite ethique’
Man Yy OOks, especlally Lo1s de Ia ALUVE et YA1LSONS Burkhardt, E. 18-19
du Les CONVLCLLONS velıgienses ANS le EOO eD1S- 15 Nikolaus Lobkowicz, ‘UÜberlegungen ZUE phi-
temologıgque contemporaın Bern, eic Peter Lang, losophischen egründung der Ethik? 1ın Helmut
2007), from her doctoral thesis, and at TNOTIC Burkhardt Hrsg Begründung ethischer Normen
popular evel,; Vırre Aans monde CVEE (Marne-la- Wuppertal/ Basel: Brockhaus/Brunnen,
Vallee/ Nogent-sur-Marne: Farel/Institut iblique, 1988 8-9

art of her work 15 13[{0) avaılable ın Englısh Burkhardt, EE,
translatıon 1/ Rıcoeur, thique CL MIOTalE“. 256 In 1991 1n hıs
Herman Dooyeweerd, New Crıtique of Theoretical “Postface EMPS de Ia vesponsabılıte” , reprinted ın
ought Vol 111 (s.1 Presbyterian eformed, Lectures T Z he uUuScCcS5 both synonymously
1969 art chapter Z 3-1 CSD 61-76 He (°comme Frederic EenNOoM ).
interacts wiıth the Thomist critique of the Jesuılt 18 already commented the 1Ssue In Henrı Blocher,
Michael arlet 72-74 an wiıth Hendrik Stoker, “Pour fonder UNCc ©  que evangelique’ iın Fac-
who doubted the adequacy of Dooyeweerd’s solu- Reflexıon 4()-41 1997) 2122 also wıth refer-
t10N and who, wıth Cornelius Van “Pil: vaınly tried 1ICcCE Abraham uyper. CaNnnNOT avo1d overlap

induce the change of Dooyeweerd’s title between this artıcle and the present D:  9 but
°*the philosophy of the creation idea”, according triıed keep It wıthın bounds

Van IU “Response Robert Knudsen)’ ın UO’Donovan, RM 138 In order do he
Geehan (ed )S Jerusalem and Athens. Critical paınts the deontic with unpleasant colours (a

DIISCUSSLONS the Theology an Apologetics of burden, It Uuts ACTOSS5 natural aspırat1ons, 137 and
Cornelius Van Tıl (s:1 Presbyterian ecIorme understands “prescriptive’ of °the action-directing
1971 303-304 One MUST register Dooyeweerd’s function ofall moral speech’ entirely legitimate
confession: c egin wıth repeating that OUr understandıng, but I[NalıYy would take “prescriptive’
Christian COSMONOMIC Idea contaıns the Idea of MIOTC narrowly, wiıth of binding authority
creation and 15 completely permeated wiıith It ( New IG non-deontological VIEWS of ethıcs find hard

sustaıln.Crıtique IS 66), an “Lheoretical thought here
reaches Its limits and thereby reveals that It 15 NOT O’Donovan, 125 He avo1ds the COMNMMONMN

self-sufhcient? (66) sympathetic modesty. He “etymologic fallacy” IC appeals the Latın
makes clear that the “substance” he rejects has rOoOOoL, AUUNAETEC, AUCLOT, blot OUuUL the normal, bur
absolute character (‘an absolute point of FGIELENCGE . unpopular, meanıng of the word.
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Jochen Douma, “The Use of Scripture ın Ethics’ In CONSCIOUS evel, betrays, 1ıle Verleugnung refers
ElE 12 110 the denial of external fact of re whose
EB Obkowicz, ‘UÜberlegungen), perception 1s eing suppressed. Laplanche and

23 'Thıs 15 the meanıng title of (perhaps evıinas’ Pontalıs, however, SUgSZCSL (116 that Verleugnung
MOST signıficant book AÄAutrement gu Etre MaYy affect foundational element of human real-
deld de PesSsSence (Ihe Hague Martın Nijhoff, ILy rather than IET fact of perception: thıs WOU.

I ıvre de poche Kluwer Academıic, 1990 sult the of obligation well!
31Luattle known, sSymposium deserves mention here‘: ar Kırchliche ogmatı. 112 613 (beginning of

Joseph Selling an Jan Jans (eds), The ENAOV
of ÄCCuracCy: An Examınatıon AÄsSssertions made 27 erold Westphal, “ITheism and the Problem of
by Veritatis ENAOT (Kampen/Grand p1ds Kok Ethics’ ın Ronald ash (ed.); The Philosophy
Pharos/Eerdmanss, 1994 and 1L995 Maodernists of Gordon Arı Festschrıift (Philadelphia:
Hire aC They ATC able, apparently, SULL- Presbyterian CIOrmMEe 1968 BA
prisıng INaCccCcuracles 1ın the magisterial document. 33 ( Olıvier du ROoy, ‘L’Explosion de la regle d’or
eCir motıive 15 clear iın Jans’ words (167 the XVIlIe siecle anglaıs’ ın Revue ethique et de theolo-
authors reject the VIECW of “God ruling kıng and gıe morale 278 25-56
human beings obedient servants’ and understand ar Kırchliche ogmatı 112 618 ($ SN
°God the transcendental MYSTLCLY of involved OVEe lıttle before mıddle part 6 726 We dAdIC first sub-
and the human CISON categorical moral subject”. Ject obligatiıon | erst sollen wir|, distinct from

25 John Murray, Principles of Conduct: Aspects of willing, because OW! thıs debt G0d)’ (S$
210L1C0. Ethics (London: Iyndale PTrESsS. I95% 24; 56/1. about two  1ır  S after beginning).
c£. 106 “T’he ethıc of the New Testament 15 OC 235 Rıcoeur, So1-MmMEMe ULVE, 207

306 Rıcoeur, S0o1-MEME ULVE.  > 254of obligation; It requires obedience; It reCONISES
authority. Paul Rıcoeur, 1L’Homme faıllıble (Phiılosophie de Ia
Burkhardt, E 50-52, volonte 1E Fınıtude BT culpabılite 9 (Parıs Aubier-
Stephen Mott, “Ethics’? iın Gerald Hawthorne, Monta1igne, 1960 160; thıs °reference the Or1g1-
Ralph Martın and Danıiel e1id eds), Nal y constitutes evıl OMNEHCE e de-parture,
Dictionary of Paul an hıs Letters (Downers Grove de-viation.
and Leıicester: 19925 2/4: who ZOCS 38 Rıcoeur COUu. have quoted JM SUSSCSL
°It provides pattern, warnıng, iInstruction and that heıitaı should be interpreted of the romulga-

H10N of the law, NOT of the existence of the moralexhortation, including MafTfters pecific sexual
iımmoralıty and remuneratıon OT eidgers Ihe antı- princıple iıtself.
nomı1an exploitation of STatements about the “law’” 39 translatıon TOM the French versi1on, DIC-
ın the defence of gratultous Justification and of sented by ean-Louıis Bruguces arıs Mame, 1993
Christian treedom 15 refuted DYy Paul’s UuSc f entole, 71 er STATEMENTS 1ın the Encyclical SC TMOTC
hıs quotations from the Ora the Hanyustafeln... favourable rational an bIıt weak
One beneft (maybe the only one!) of the “New the need for specıal revelatıon.
Perspective’ 15 that It has eprive the antınomıan TN1Ss right, thical Decıisions ıIn the Old
misınterpretation of 1Ifs Cre:  1 (n Paull’s USCc of Testament)’ InE 1992 135
Hellenistic elements, cf. Helmut Burkhardt, °“ Der Lincoln Hurst wisely mitıgates Gustav Dalman’s
Naturrechtsgedanke 1mM hellenistischen Judentum choice of "reign’ OVCTLr agalnst °realm)’: af It could
un: 1mM Neuen Testament’ ın Begründung ethıischer NOT be both 15 hardly evident from Jesus’ teaching.
Normen, RIO ven ın Englısh the word kıngdom O€Ss service for

28 Karl art Dıire Kırchliche ogmatı,2 Zollikon- both “Ethics of Jesus’ ın Joel Green an Scot
Ur1ıc Evangelischer Verlag, 570 (near the McKnight (eds), Dictionary f Jesus an the Gospels
beginning of $ (Downers Grove and Leicester: 1992 240

CorneliusBurkhardt, EE, 91 borrows the word (the phrase Van Tl  „ Christian e1StLC Ethics
ethischer Urphänomen,) from Romano Guardıni ın (In Defense of the Faıth HI yllabus
hıs CONLTLEXL, of the CONCCDL of the Good Burkhardt Christian Foundation; hıladelphia Presbyterian
adds the implicatiıon of the uncondıtional Opposı- eformed, 1974
tıon of 006d and Evıl 43 Levınas, AÄAnutrement T' ELVE, 2A8

3W) On these CONCEDLIS, cf. Jean aplanche and Commenting Levınas’ de  erately broken
]- Pontalıs, Vocabulaıre de Ia psychanalyse Parıs: and EXCESSIVE anguage, Rıcoeur sks °Is thıs
Presses Universitaires de France, 1981 12A1 NOT the avowal that ethıcs severed from ontol-
Freud started differentiate between the has diırect, PTrODCI, appropriate anguage?”
erms ın the mıd8asıcally, Verneinung (a few (Autrement: Lecture d’Autrement qu’etre
mes Negatıon) refers of something delä de P’essence d’Emmanuel EVINAS |les EssaIls du
ıIn the Unconscious C Ifs CXDICSS CN at the College International de Phiılosophie; Parıs: Presses
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Uniwversitaires de France, 25) 2013)45 Levınas, Autrement gu Etre, 2323 (announces the Ricoeur, So:-meme, 2326 nı The COMpromıse he
theme), Dassım, especlally 146 ü

65
thinks of 15 between unıversalıty and historicity.Rıcoeur, Änutrement, U’Donovan, RM 43, cf. 157

4 / Ricoeur, Äntrement, (he evelops his remarks Dooyeweerd, New Crıtique, II 1453
the following pages) C also the Lreatment Dooyeweerd, New Critigne, 11 160

Dy Jean-Louis Chretien, *18 Dette GE P’election’? 68 Helmut urkhardt, “Spirıtuality and Ethıics’ ıIn
in Catherine Chalier and Miguel Abensour (edS): 191 2010) 45-49 48
Emmanuel EVINAS (Biblio Essals 4173; Cahier de Some coincıdences AIC striking. .2 the interpre-L-Herne, 199% DE (hıs Ole ZETETTT 15 tatıon of Romans (Bur  ardt, 142-143)remarkably perceptive).

48
practically the SaMC, though I 15 NOT COMMON,U’Donovan, RMI 47-48 the ONC offered In 1972 In chthus artıcle!

Herman Dooyeweerd, New Crıtique of UO’Donovan, RM 259 (baptism), 56 and 65 APheTheoretical Thought vol I1 (s.1 Presbyterian dangerous but excıting term Av zZatIoN ... ).Reformed, 1969 150
5()

Thıs sounds lıttle surprisıng, given the ACGERNT
Rıcoeur, So1-meme, 249 the restoration of created order. Could It be that

51 Lobkowicz, ‘Uberlegungen)’, 16 the emphasıis the INEIC createdness of the moral
572 Rıcoeur, So:-meme, DL
53 In ddition RMI mention O’Donovan’s

order called for Compensatıon when supernatural
became the theme?

eautı SUMMAALYV °Christian Moral Reasoning’ ın A Raıiner ayer, °“Ethik ohne Normen? Herkunft,aVl Atkinson and aVl 1E eds), New Wesen und Kritik der Situationsethik?
Dictionary of Chrıstian Ethics an Pastoral Theology Begründung ethıischer Normen, 148 TIhe chapter(Leicester OWNners Grove: PE m T 14/-167) offers V1IZgOrOUS theoretical STIrUuCLUre

DIrECSUMC that ()’Donovan WOUL welcome the 72 Lobkowicz, ‘Uberlegungen), 15
connotatıons of the German word Wırklichkeit /3 U’Donovan, RMO, 208
(more than the etymological flavour of VES, ng Lobkowicz, ‘UÜberlegungen’, 15 He brands Max
What TI AZ1aUX rCDOTTS of ons Auer’s VIEWS eber distinction of ethic of responsıtbility and
COu. also be wriıitten of O’Donovan’s: every duty ethic of CONVICtIiON ‘absurd’.
has 1ts foundatıon 1ın being, and the g00d 15 what 75 U’Donovan, RMO, 192-193
conforms reality in the of effectiveness U’Donovan, °Christian oral Reasoning’, P2Z
( Wırklichkeit). TIhe realıst epIstemOLlOgYy that 15 Quoted Dy Gordon enham  5} “Reflections
PUut work requıires ascet1ic exercıise eliıminate 5SInging the0, 1ın 172
prejudices and make rC  1 nNnto the INCASUre of 78 U’Donovan, 206-207
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