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“I prefer ‘THUS saith
the Lord’ over ‘once
upon a timme”

~Pastor




“Ser ip&m‘a is to
im pm&av\& to
leave ko stor 3.”

~Pastor




"I have been taught how to
outline and analyze Scripture,
but I have not been taught how
to capture the drama o? story

av;cl communicate truth through
.L&‘

~Crrad student




“Could it be that this narrative
theology is just ancther
methodology to meet felk  needs
of people rather than  the

ulkimmate need?”
~Grrad skudent







Bible as
Private Devoltional?
Self-help?
Moral mawnual?
Rule boole?

Textboole?



Parts valued over whole







#1: “Trabning n Logic
and science %or ms

an excellent
background
exeqests,”

1954




#2: “Systematic teaching
of “Scripture is the |
Scriptures final
intention”

1954




Defining Theology

A. H, Strong: “the science of God and of
relationships between God and the universe” (1972:1),

Charles Hodge: “the science of the facts of
divine revelation so far as those fockts concern the nature
of God and our relation to him"

Lewis Sperry Chafer: “the collecting,
scientifically arranging, comparing, exhibiting, and
defending of all facts from any and every source
concerning God and his worlks,



Defining Theology

3. Oliver Buswell (Presbyterian): "Theology has its
owh Laws, and the theologian merely obsérves
these, confident that their observation will yield
doctrinal fidelity to God's trubh,"

Friedrich Schleiermacher: "the science of
Christian faikh!

Carl Henry: “In brief, the Bible is a propositional
revelation of the unchanging bruth of God!



Fragmented Bible

“wthe fragmenting of nowledge within the
seminary curriculum, Subjects and fields
develop their own Literatures, working
assumptions, vocabularies, technical terms,
criterio for what is brue and false, and canons
of whak Likterature and what views should be
common khowledge among those working in
the subjects, The result of this is a profou.ud
increase in khowledge but often an equally
profoumd loss in understanding what 3& all
means, how the khowledge
in one field should inform
that in another, This is the
bane of every seminarian's
existence,’




Fragmented Bible

“The dissocioked fields—biblical studies,
theoloqgy, church history, homiletics, ethics,
pastoral psychology, missiology—become a rain
of hard e&z&s relentless bombarding those who
are on the pilgrimage to graduation, Students
are left wore or less defenseless as they
run this gauntlet, supplied Little help in their
efforts ko determine how ko relate the fields
one to another, In the end, the

only warrant for their
to endure the

that somehow
someday it will come
W a church.”




Theology Perspectives

Systematic theology — philosophy based

Biblical theology — “successive
ustallments”

Natural theology — “h;.:veus pour
rth speech”

Historical theology — diachronic







Interpretive History & Oralit
.Etailzirmp&s T hz,otogv /
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S!:arv Movements
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Sacred Story Movement
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“discourse
aboult God in
the setting of

s&brv. ”

(1926-201%)



ECLIPSE OF
BIBLICAL
NARRATIVE

Disrobing
narrabtive
from full
textual
meaning Ls
des &ruc&si,.ve.



Bible = Literary text
depicting unique
characters &
personages.

Problem: a

N pa&k not kaleen”




to
Lightenment reduced theo
gzn‘ga(. principles est by reason

Restore “realistic narrakive" =

combination of

“ordtvmry evenks

w/ exl:mordtvmrv

happenings”

THE
ECLIPSE OF
BIBLICAL

A Swdy in Elghteenth

Hermenewics




] d
] Bible stories should be rea
Bbfrom their pers Pecl:i.ve,
wobt our’s

ing o} stor
M?e?iu?zd the story
and Larger story

THE
ECLIPSE OF
BIBLICAL

S(:orv = meaning Of o,
doclrine, nof an

illuskration of




“The oral medium .
- kaud!ées
wtrormation
dif:foerev\!:{v frowt
the written medium
RS Tkis axLom

rms the re.?«i.se.
2 Mj UJQPV":

WERNER H. KELBER
h:kmo!db_r WALTER . ONG, 5. ).

19%'3



“The nature of
the Mediunzkkdrs
determine the
{::rm and kind of
lemowled: e
preserved.”

WERNER H. KELBER
Foreword by WALTER )LONG, s ).

19% 3



“Hove our

‘texb-bound
minds’ blinded
us ko other
p::ssi.bi.ti&ies?”




“1f [only] we can
wean ourselves
from the notion
that texts
cownstitute the
center of gravity
in Eradition.




THE HEF‘.“E."\EUHCE OF SPEAKING AND W RITING
IN THE Y WNOPTIC TRADITION,
MARK, PAUL, AND Q

WERNER H. KELBER

Foreword by WALTER 1.ONG, 5.1

1983

JESUS,

'THE

VOICE,

AND THE

JRAL AND TH
WRITTERN GOSPI '.J[-

TOmM THATCHER
EDITOR '




Coins “post-Liberal”
Key boolke in forming pos&-l.i.b theology

19% 4

he
ature of
Doctrine
Religion
and

Theology

Dostﬁblgr%l
Age

P

Greorge Lindbecke

George A. Lindbeck

(1923-201%) I——




Challenges & Changes

Challenges the assumption the Bible is

1, Primarily a conceptual bool (Bible
ncarnates ibts meanings in concrete images,
characters, and events, and
highly affective,
appealing to our will, o
emotions, and imagination EFFECTIVE

as well as our minds). BIBLE
TEACHING




Challenges & Changes

Challenges the assumption the Bible is

1, primarily a conceptual bool¢

2. o theological oultline w/ prooftexts

EFFECTIVE
BIBLE
TEACHING




“the biblLical authors
affirm a theological
story i their

communication—the -
story of who God  is|Ew pe
and what God is doing e
tn this world. .




Challenges & Changes

Challenges the assumption the Bible is
1. primarily a conceptual book

2. a theological outline w/ prooftexts
3. o single bype of writing style

EFFECTIVE
BIBLE
TEACHING




“Poetbry, epistle, (R
narrative, Pand oall othe 2 (&
biblical genres show
their narrakivity by
assuming s&m'i..es 5 Vi B
affirming stories, o
and often

Commuy nication

subverting storiesy




Challenges & Changes

Challenges the assumption the Bible is
1. primarily a conceptual book

2. a theological outline w/ prooftexts

3. a single type of writing style

4. should be treated differentiy

EFF ~CO'TITV
thaw other booles ECTIVE

BIBLE
TEACHING




., TOM STEFFEN
& RAY NEU

e TOM STEFFEN
& WILLIAM BJORAKER
. fazgword by R. Daniel Shaw

THE RETURN OF
ORAL HERMENEUTIGS




Nka& LS " OT‘&t
tprint on njou.r




Character—cenktric €s

¢ What emotion(s) did the father
uexperience when the younger
&on asked for his inheritance?

Wheo made wise choices?

Who was shamed in the
sl:ory?

¢s thak b



Character-centric ?s 9@

How does God’s character
-giiffer fram the older son’s
Shords/actions?

'_§ Which character put it in
= ?ou,r head failure is
. Eemporary?



Character-centric ?s S5

Whak svmboi. / Frove.rb* /
famous saying depicts each
ey ckamc%er i the sl:orj?

Who would Like to sing /
draw / dramatize bhis s&orv?

¢s that kteach



Character-centric ¢s

Heresy-buster ¢

Whe in/outbside
the s!:bry sup orts
your concluston?

¢s that teach




How s&rovxgbj

jowr que skiowns
b vO V\d O V\t

Eo reading
Reading roo ms?




Narrative Theology: Pros

It focuses on Scripture
It respects the narrative genre

Listens to entire text vs.
proof-text (Li 24:27; Ro 15:4)

It’s ear&kj, holistic

It connects




Narrative Theology: Pros

Its communal
It provides other genres a home

g Serves as third acr!:

(soft btuv\&v\e.ss)

Tales us be.vond
Enlightenment quilk
to shame




Narrative Theology: Cons

Other stories given same status
as Bible stories

Dehistoricizing = relaktivism
Nar theologians often

distance themselves from
Literalist view of Scripture







Bible as Sacred Sl:arvhmk

Stories

Imagination —~
Emotions — Facks

Panoramic Bible

R
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“for many publishers and preackers am

Offliharv i go ple, the Bible is large u,L

manual o proposu&uo\«s* The col.o':’: {:
ersonalities pushing their way o a :

r ges are seen as se.cohdarﬂ thal

M F:uv attempt to turn this incredible

chronicle into a theological -

dissertation destroys the ver essen :

of it message, We Leari how fo Live a

how to die by putting ourselves v —

the narrative, Indeed, we recos O(JRMHICM

these t:karad:ers by i.ookw\g

the mirror! l
.-"";'. l=' i‘

\ﬁ' 1"' "'T

AVLORING THE Bing o) MARRAT IVE
Ao ADAM AND Ly e G0 Parsios



Bible “is an affective
boole that communicakes
its meaning by moving
the feelings and the
will of its readers!

“Let the
Bible be the
Bible/

A COMPLETE. W

- IMBERERN

: LEMI\,IR nR)’KEN |

TREMPER
LONGMANII




A COMPLETE

LITERAR
GUlD

ERITED BY

LELAND RYKEN

AMND

TREMPER
LONGCMANIII

THE :
NEW TESTAMENT
AND THE PEOPLE OF GOD

N.T. WRIGHT

GABRIEL FACKRE

me Christian
Story

A NARRATIVE INTERPRETATION
OF BAsIC
CHRISTIAN DOCTRINE

Volume 1

T HIRD EDITI1ON

The

Poetics
of Biblical
Narrative

MEIR STERNBERG

READINGS I[N MARRATIVE THEOLOCY

WHY NARRATIVE!

Scripture as
Communication

STAMNLEY HALUERWAS
L. CRECORY JOMNES




' RS, i
T LR -
. (Y % Tm_?‘d}“m i 5 s Narrative Dynamics in Paul
':';_ ! i ”:i.%;‘ UE “ﬂupﬂ'l' |. L] —l tl-.‘-»."! T _.',‘.3'4'. e A Critical Assessment

7 it e 17T 1] T OF-RPALL R

g by Bruce W. Longenecker, ed,

"I__..:‘-_,#.'r_. . .._.l -_.'.H:'.

contributors

Edward Adams

John M.G. Barclay
Dowglas A Campbell
James D.G. Dunn
Moma D Hooker
David G. Horrell
Andrew T. Lincoln
Bruce W. Longenechér
I Howard Marshali

Paul’s Narrative
Thought World

ItNerngic

Francis Watson

Reading
Biblical

How Bible Stories Work Na rrat ive

An Introductory
A GUIDED STUDY _
OF BIBLICAL NARRATIVE Guide

Robert Alter

LELAND RYKEN J.P. Fokkelman







meaning °¥
MQT'T‘O&EVQS di.ffe.r
grom the meaning

of fOLCE s¢

i




challenge our
fragmented grasp
of Scripture!

~




How C’&OQS Nar "

&QRQ Wwus "
ﬁ,o osnhonad. Logic?

hot different
Logic is re.quwe.d?







tom.steffen@biola.edu
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