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‘ By| Elisabeth Schiissler Fiorenza.
Beacon, 182 pp., $17.95.

- ong¢ eye dominates, but

Ellisabeth Schiissler Fiotenza remind me
of, my medical condition, binocular
autonomic strabismus: at any moment,
e next moment

~ the pther eye—beyond y control—takes

ovet. The Book of ReYelation sees main-

- ly thkough the scholaf's eye, seeking and

; expolnding truth, with occasional

. referen

o e —

. author’s doctoral and postdoctoral { s Yapplaud.

(as the subtitle indicates) to-
justice. ad Not Stone sees mainly
through_the partisan’s eye, pleading for
justice for women. Here Schiissler
Fiorenza uses her scholarly tools as
weapons in a power struggle.

Three cheers for Revelation, one cheer '
for Bread. The former is a model of
historical-criti iblical scholarshjp,
gathering and integrating previously :
published essays in the area of the

- studies. Nothing more up-to-date or|

, tiquarian or dry or lazy or dull. The
. author’s excitement about the Bible’s last

stimulating has been written on the Book
of Revelation.
Revelation is nowhere pedantic or an-

book involves the reader in her passionate
conviction of its here-and-now relevance |
to the struggle for a more faithful church;
and a more human world.

Readers of Schiissler Fiorenza’s In
Memory of Her will expect her feminist
paradigm of critical interpretation to in-{

fluence and even control her connecting

of the biblical then and the contggnporary |
now. They will not be surprised'that she, |
like so many post-Holocaust German|
scholars, is intensely committed to the !
humanization power, which (withi
Ernst Kisemgn) she sees as the c:entralS
issue in apocalyptic. Nor that, observing!
that *‘the images of a patriarchal God andi

_ all-powerful Lord in heaven legitimate

and perpetuate patriarchal domination on
earth,”” she struggles, using all of her
considerable critical acumen, to squeeze{'

“outof Revelation-a-transpatfiarchal Word/
od ‘
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Bread, however, is a tedious diatribe

-.for ‘women-church’’ feminism, repeat-

ing ad nauseam what will be obvious to
most readers who plow all the way
through it—viz., we should be free in the
Bible, knowing it; free with the Bible, us-
ing it in private and public life; and free
_from the Bible, transcending it, as Jesus
did, in the interest of a more humane
church and world*Not by way of rejectr-

ing feminism_ BUE in the interest of imi-

proving it, I must ask these questions:
_J1. Why has Schiissler Fiorenza not ap-

S -
nism”? A Catholic woman, she Has

created a ‘‘feminist critical theology of
jberation’’ that is ‘‘indebted to historical-

' critical scholarship, critical theory, and

political as well as liberation theology."’
And she calls for biblical scholarship as
‘“a critical historical-theological under-
taking.”” Why, then, her simplistic-

_moralistic. uncritical acceptance o
women's-movement buzzwords, both
negative (*‘patriarchy, oppression'f.

and positive (‘‘feminism,”” *‘equality’")? Q

phrastic weapons, slogans. But scholars
within any movement betray their high*
calling if they do no more than boo and

ToTail to be eritica) of as well
as in a movement is the action 6f-a par- '
Zisan rather than a prophet, or an

Eritical advocate instead of a detachdd-
pngaged scholar. Rightly, Schiissler-
Fiorenza :challenges Christian co

Eunities and the biblical guild to be self-

ritical: why has she exempted the-\

eminist movement? .

\ 2. Why is the author’s etiological myth
for human misery only male (‘‘patriar--
chy’”) instead of human (*‘sin’’)? Assum-
ing that she grants the moral equality of
the'sexes, recognizing that woman-ev
is as great potentially as, under the old’
patrigrchy, man-evil has been actually,
why o critical warning against increas-

woman-evil concomitant With™ in-
creasin§ woman-power in ‘‘woman-
church’"\and woman-world?
3. Why the denigration of biological
factors? Schiisster €xhausts

hermeneutical theory and looks hopeful-

_ly toward all the human sciences, but

(“*nature’’) and puts the
ender dimorphism’’ on -
nurture, as though nothing relevant has
happened in hotmonal and genetic

en Theo

m»&)

_plied her critical tools and critical con-
_sciousness to *'patriarchy’” and *‘femi-
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not_a liberation theology for this helix:
Honor thy and thy neighbors’ hormonal-
- genetic helix? Discover and release the
gifts God has given each human being in
both helixes, and respect the limits and
i weaknesses of each. Men and women are
i also bodies. not only ‘‘persons.’’

4. Is Schiissler Fiorenza gynecocentric
(woman-centered) as a midpassage be-
tween androcentrism (male-centered

. history, language, society) and an-
- thropocentrism (human-centeredness)?
¢ I'd like to believe. so, but in Bread she

! doesn’t help me to know.

:» 5. In narrowing her hermeneutic to
- gender-analysis ‘‘critical’” thinkin
l W\\T]ﬂ’l Marxist class-analysis
? ‘‘critical’’ thinking), is Schiissler

! Fiorenza being rhetorical—that is, tem-
l porarily making a witness from a single
| perspective—or is that ir for her? From
' Bread 1 get the impression that this
E paradigm is not rhetorical but doctrinal,
even ideological. This would explai
Bread:'s disdain for critics of the Inclusive \
} Language Lectionary. \IQ
6. Who is the God whose authoritative ./

N Word Schiissler Fiorenza discovers

| \through reflection on women’s ex- ZV\\S
. perience? Tillich’s God beyond God? \é\z)\%
K idealized deity into_a Bible she's % " e
) bowdlerized by expurgating it of %,
‘‘patriarchy’’ in heaven and on earth? @ /
While Bread Not Stone worthily aims ;"
to free the Bible to be better news for N/
manity, we must wait a little longer for
a cxilical feminist biblical-hermeneutic .
ore balanced than adversarial, -
more congiliatory than shrill, and so‘\
more usefulNo women and men in shap- Q\;
ing, together,a more human past, pres-
ent and future. Bread nudges us in that
more feminist than

7
mical than critical. - %
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toned down, both style
and substance--though
was temperate (for me!)
...Hit-me-again uncriti
cal patronism is a dis-
service to any movement,
but the friendly critic
gets pegged as enemy.
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