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M eh3E 5 #E E ey 3K (paradigm) - ERIVAEH — L FH4E
B o MET A —EERGRE 28R T TR
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HEFF (Steven Best) KEMiFH (Douglas Kellner ) 7£ (£ Fif i
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! Ludwig Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigation, trans. G. E. M. Anscombe (Oxford:
Blackwell, 1958), § 50.
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B MENERLYF - BEER - i€ ~ T~ - 28 > el -
(3) HHEXIERETESm (epistemological realism ) s 2 ¥ Bd ELHIHY A -
PRI R AR Em (anti-foundationalism ) ~ XXAA W (intertextuality )
FAHH EFE o (4) SRR TSR X 21 1) REA s B SR -

AR E A R I B R B ARYEE S8 (linguistic turn) T35
S ENEERERE EE TR ENE  REE R EE R
- O MEL REARAREHES LIRS - BEIE (Jean-
Frangois Lyotard) f&ELAYERIRAUE B2 FHAE FIE S« T
R EE R B ZRKME (metanarrative) R EE-- B (BRI
] BEHRESIFRGESE TR /BRI ERE M - 5]
REHE A —— R EH (local determinism) FIIRE - | * &
EREENE - fEPBUEEE Z RS Gl T - #ERITH (Ludwig
Wittgenstein ) A5 REEAHIAL " HEARETHAYERS & BEAE AN L
FHHEHAE)R (Vienna circle) #ENERETE » KIMIEMEEE S HEL
HUBFFEEE » fifgH— A TR E N EIE (performativity ) FYEEME »

2 Steven Best and Douglas Kellner, The Postmodern Turn (New York: Guildford, 1997),
255-58.

? Best and Kellner, The Postmodern Turn, 260 - " SB[ | JEEES (Richard
Rorty) - P2 EE A EEH 2R GRE Y T 7 EmIMEAE ) (methodological
nominalism) R E 2 MR M HEE S AR - tithiisiEE s R s
TERZ g R R 2 - ERichard M. Rorty, "Introduction: Metaphilosophical
Difficulties of Linguistic Philosophy," in The Linguistic Turn: Essays in Philosophical Method
with Two Retrospective Essays (Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Press, 1992), 38 - fi{E%EH
R+ A ¢ "So, insofar as the linguistic turn made a distinctive contribution to
philosophy I think that it was...to have helped shift from talk about experience as a medium
of representation to talk of language as such a medium—a shift which, as it turned out, made
it easier to set aside the notion of representation itself." Richard M. Rorty, "Twenty-five Years
After," in The Linguistic Turn,373.

¢ Jean-Frangois Lyotard, The Postmodern Condition: A Report on Knowledge (Minneapolis:
Univ. of Minnesota Press, 1984), xxiv.
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HERAE > WM - 25558 R & B A SR 5 1 3R A

A EEEBILEME T (George Lindbeck ) M4 (Kevin
Vanhoozer) HJRBAMIE Gl - 5 HIR A SHE M T mRe S # e
SRWTHEETE (reality) - W HTERBLEL G (E 0] 58 PR
FIE R B IR« AR 3 Ry PUER 3 » 28— 053 /i vk 2 vl i 22 1Y)

F{b—3EE# ,  (cultural-linguistic approach ) BEVERYEEH K HAEF
BE Ry RIS ATE RS AN R e B R AR R BUEE S A ER A -
B I G RS AR A B R BRI - I E AR AN AT AR AR 2 T
B T —FE S RS ) RN E o BB =80 & 48 VO A WA SRt fh iy

FIFEL—FE SRS |, (canonical-linguistic approach ) HEFESIZIRCGES
HERRHIPRE o BB IUE > EE KRR E HE A EEUE - EEE R
JE ATEHEE S 30 - I RERER IR B T EE S0 ) AT E 1R
P -

— MERMNBEHRWEER "{t—FE5E&K,

METEIHE - ey TR EEE  (postliberal theology ) HE
AR TARIRAIER | o O TS S A4 S AR R -
Bh - s

3 Lyotard, The Postmodern Condition, 41.

6 George A. Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine: Religion and Theology in a Postliberal Age
(Philadelphia: Westminster, 1984), 135n1.

7 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 24 - thE 5132 B 2% ( Clifford Geertz) 11l
INERE - BR T AR - A gl K58 T o
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iy vy 2 L BLAR GG R AR AL e flde » £ —1AWRFE - FHehe
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T EERARET - MEWRRIGEEE = ERR AR
HEG © BRI —am& (cognitive-propositional ) = FG - iR
FHEHMEMMaE - 5 2R —F (experiential-expressive ) =

Higm - TR AEE s NNTERE R ERR AR5 (symbol) B =HEE
{b—fE 5K (cultural-linguistic approach) - ? MR IR SR
REBRE RIS AU ERE - AISCE R T EfEHIEES

(_) *u_nné Etg

HETEH - A mERER ' AFEAEE TR e
<WMMm>mE@gwoJ ! 3 R L B0 ) R L R
(correspond ) EH#F » [ HENBKEME - St - KR "1E
GEAEEELERE RS - AN EaEREEEEE -
B R AR E TS (Immanuel Kant) B9 22 S AT
W FEFBENE TRECER R R | i A EREREE
G - SR HIE R — B - 5 RS

llll
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8 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 82.
? Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 16-18.

10 MRS BORE EES RRR A £ Bk YR FERARAH
HLindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 20 °

1 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 24.
12 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 47.

13 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 20-21.
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HE AR - HE AT DARREEE B R - A S K RsE T
G ATHAEME - ' LB L B B - AT A — SRR AR R R
& TfES  HERE - Her TRy A —ESHMEREEE -
TERETRT KT & EEIEMER T R EZEHAM - EEEERL "
& r

3B IR (LR — S R SR O T R, o AL EN
Bk B ARi#E (Deism) BIfEK » It HRAEE FERL 4 PR S IR s
STALHEEHA: - T A S m e s BB s B g -

(Z) $&Ee—RIAEERR

PhE T R B — R EE IR T A R B E VR AR 3
BT E R E (Friedrich Schleiermacher) ¥f 5 EAERE]FE - 8
BRI - B3 TR R IR SRR S - AT 28 T DABERS
B o [HI - SRR S S TR R R o TR e B T8 R
B HMINTERLE « BB R FIEE R, (existential orientations) « ' 130k
B SHE SRR RAT RIS (A (8 A 38 5 % 70 3 8 A I 5
T EEBEL ) (deobjectification) » tHA A G Ryt HEFEHEE Bh o= 28
25 - 0 B - ME IR R SR S L RS LR R IR -

o

Il

14 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 47-49.
15 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine,51-52.
16 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 57.
17 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 64.
18 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 19, 21.
*” Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 16-17.

20 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine,21-23.
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DIBAZAR (Bernard Lonergan) Fffil < fifis HAEEARAYEAEH - 25
HI S BRI TR E A B INTERZ A » A SMER » RIS
OIS S SR R A TE L A S © S0+ B R T S e S 4
T LB + (8 ST 2 R A e A (LR R A O TE %mﬁm
B - DS R TR R R R, B o Rk
HLAEIRATI TS 2 TRAAGES | WUTTAEME it - MR SR S
JEVRE B A TR - TR IMER B B ES - I - RS
B R EREY - TR (L R R
HOBFTIR T - 7 AL - KB —FIUER R TR + T AT O
SR DR TS — S R -

(=) t—EEERE
DU SZ BB BT bk S L = S A -

ST A B — T A e B B XA B/ RIEE
WIAER R T kB A R — @$ﬁ%ﬁ&3%ugﬂm
(BERETRafEREE) » RERBEAREBE - B2 RIE4H
%’I’% (srREMEHAEL) 7]‘3)51 ‘Kf%uf‘ W AL B E

CHREARERNAEGRE BT RS o BRI
&E%a’;x’ C A ﬁfﬁk@nﬂia*éﬁf? MR R mIELGE
RARE TG KR - B A ERIL SR IR FIR - i
AR IR R SR R R AR B R - kA Bl kAR
T (RMERITILIE © (BT ) RN A SR
KABH > X Ede XA XACAH R BATL R @ FHREHK T
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2! Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 32-33.
2 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 38-40.

2 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 33.
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MEZ > - B ERNELRERRE RSN T BB
25 BB TEIOMER R ] (rules) | o 2 BRI EIEE
HLE - MR BB R R R A R A FIS SME T
HOTEAR - LR R AE R ZHOEEH - LR e R AT R R o T
S B TS PR AR ) AR B R A - R by
R - | 2 AR -

RAVRT AR - AMOYETEIEG T ko b N w s
HH R mARISTNARG LT EF BT — %
IR g YA T B &8 TEAR L AGBRIE | o AZAN 4
F|o MR EEG SR RAZ TR A ACEE T AR
B RmIER A (R A FR KA E & EEH
0) o JER A FARERATE L o #hoT R e — AR T
BT R B AR ) S TSR R N ALAR E I AR
WSE S TR L BT Ak o 0

R+ SEEE TIRE - M EEEE LT - BIEEEELE
W T R M E SRS EEE -, Y bR
Sk o B T DUBCAOREGLAC B BB o 79 RV S R o e
B o BRI TTER R ¢ SCARIR (absorbs) THERL > IR SR T2
Aoy P SR AR, Cintratextual ) BIHEE - 2 L
AR » bk E B (S R B S S LR R TR - T
HEEMERA T - MRS SR E R R AR - AR 2 LARER 2y

2 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 18.

» Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 82.

2 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 62.

7 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 117.

28 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 118.

* Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 113-14.
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RE - WIS - MEARITH A SR P oy TR S S ) B S
EHE SR HE -

E# AGE S E R BRI EEEM - B4 AT EHHE SR
LIV EE B {ERIETRENE 2 M E e th B BE B N aE M nny - RIBEE
fE THTEHERE G EREES O A RPN
PR T SO TSR S b —RE SR AT Ak T EEE
(truth) - DU @ BB HHAFENIT e 2 METE R EREHE
HMERAEWTHE - RAHAREE (intrasystematic truth) AR
# (ontological truth) - RN EEEEHAZE S M EAEEE
#3—H (coherence) : AEWEMAIZIEEH EHEMEERES
i/ (correspondence) * AHEEM VA EFH—Fm@ (first-order
propositions ) © ' B - fiFR R i AR AL T A AN LTI |

MEERARLENEFRLZEREM LG {2k [ 4
M) AB_FpmIER— e CMEEA T EIRAIERA
BOSMNYBRE - T B HN T REFLRELER
— A WE%%%&%aFA%-bﬁﬁﬁ ------ A &N
JERRY Y AL S AE -

gk - HAEAGEXEEHELRERMANEENS - EfM2
% "0, (grammar) —HAERMANEE » AINGEAEMKE E
HMETH FE B - Is{Ejiiﬁﬁ2§ﬁ§%%ﬁﬁqEﬁﬁEFHVEHjEiﬁ§¥J§ﬁ YESE S
HEET AR R T A LB E S - ME RS a S

30 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 63.
31 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 64.
32 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 80.
33 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 69.
34 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 81.
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VLHEREIMERAVHEN - A EEREAEEMEY TAREE ) ¢

FHRETROAMAEN L AK N AL 4k LA
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NFERBE R S - BEREERE T HREE 2R
B - 155 [P EERNAETE P A > FHERAREE MR E - oG
A ERAER - AR RA TR A CHR TEE ) 2HEN
WiMEEHR " AN, - AMTRERBHE © 8 T AN ) (EBRILA
REMERARE 5 —nt &R - thTREREBRE AR IR L L IR -

Z BESHBEANIEREY "E—EESER,
B EF

TR RELRE S TR 7 5 EUE R SO A T 4 55
5o (T ATERAOTIELERT + 408 ST B2 5 A0 PR TR
o 0 i R R A AR T, O (MR EUEY

33 Lindbeck, The Nature of Doctrine, 65.

3 Kevin J. Vanhoozer, "Preface," in The Cambridge Companion to Postmodern Theology ,
ed. Kevin J. Vanhoozer (Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2003), xiii.

37 Kevin J. Vanhoozer, "Theology and the Condition of Postmodernity: A Report on
Knowledge (of God)," in The Cambridge Companion to Postmodern Theology, 3.
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Bk ISR IR (condition) MG EAFRZEARCE - BB
ARSI AR - A A R IR - AT B
TGRS | o WA R ACERE SRR AR RS
UG - O R - MERRARA TESEN , HEREERA
) T EER AR SRR RRRR A
R 4 20 5 P AT S B PR R AT OU(E  AEPRIEME (
RIS MBS - ) ERBME TR TSR
B HERRIERIREITA N EE - RL R e R R - N
It TR EE R - Y

Tl - SRR AR R (St — B SR | TR I R
HEE - MK > ME RN TS ) S T (b—3
SiER 2 TFEE, (cousin) - MEFEARSHANM S -+ g
R ATES SRR Tt — SR R 0 (1) EEME
B SR — o R A I T L R S B
B o 7 At bk B ST S — R BER AT - Y e R
(THEEGR2REER ) (Is There a Meaning in This Text? The Bible, The Reader,
and the Morality of Literary Knowledge ) W » fli X fg7& K H 5o g D e
BTk (Stanely Fish) M3 - FIR AR @IS - MIER @R
SRR - G I — SR A A IR EEEE - T

3 Vanhoozer, "Theology and the Condition of Postmodernity," 10.
3 .. .
’ Vanhoozer, "Theology and the Condition of Postmodernity," 12-13.

0 Kevin J. Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine: A Canonical Linguistic Approach to
Christian Theology (Louisville: Westminster John Knox, 2005), 10.

4 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 16.
42 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 89.
3 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 91.

“ Kevin J. Vanhoozer, Is There a Meaning in This Text? The Bible, The Reader, and the
Morality of Literary Knowledge (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1998), 173-74.
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—E TR EAZ A T8 |, (relatively absolute intersubjectivity )
fosEes - (2) MERE b35S ) ERIRRM - M H
FTER IR BE A0 0 T Bk AT R R IR TR R 47
BRI+ SO S O R R S R S R Y - S
SRR BT A o TR R PR T AR 1 R B Y R L B
B WE e sEmRm e, Y THERS L EE
Bt EHREEI LR (persons) AR ETE % EHENEE S 1S
( grammatically correct linguistic practices)  [j35 B /e HE LG
BB EE S - (3) MERBEHEETE - BESEHEN
BRI R A Y - TS S R I B A - 0
EHENHHE (emplotment) FEEE T YRR — LB LU o
BEARFSR I A RN ARSI S - PR RS -
AT LRI A A — 1k - 557 - SUBAPEWEETE (identify) CHSAHYE
53 (person's identity) —HEEHINE K EEZN S HTEEN S5 -
P A (AR B S ) DS B A A AR
HOSESK - Pt AR E T 4y -

T AR B, IR SR bk E S A A R R R EE A Y
HEBORSEER © (1) BEAEFR—EHERE . (2) B2
HESEEES BRI EREEEERCE . (3) #%
A -

4 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 10.
46 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 16.
47 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 13.
48 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 96.
¥ Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 6n17.

50 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 93-94; Kevin J. Vanhoozer, "Scripture and
Tradition," in The Cambridge Companion to Postmodern Theology, 161.

! Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 94-95.
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TERE EABREZ a2, ik ﬂ%%%E%% AL
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(corporate expressivism) - {fIZFEBEEEEREN EBRST - o
Gh R SRR E TR A TR » BTSSR T SRR
i 55 L UM B 7 F LB » 5 O (51988 e — (] 5 TR B AT S A
R THEE BRI E SO FAREIHET - O BN E RS
B TSCARPIVE | S RO - T4 B M = HTEHEY T (b—E
= R

(1) wE&FaMH > EMaER L& (fideism)
ERBEHNEBTARALARNERG TR TR EQ
(incommensurable) * %3 E A ZERE ? RA XRNB G —
B R ARGy E F (2) %%{éﬂ\ﬁ@ﬁé&} C A

®) 7 & &% (idealism) ----- ey Sl 4 SRR R
B RIETF? | A AR TR ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁ] S
fZ o RE ARG BARE T A FAE M (3) s by
fmims 0 A& IEE A% (nonrealism) ° Ak B M2 & sLAEIE
Ao AP SRR L R AR 0 B KRB - AR f%‘i%i%;t"{i
B ko 2 TR R IR A AR 0l TR AR R R AR 2

52 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 94.

53 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 172.

>4 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 95-97; Vanhoozer, "Scripture and Tradition," 161.
55 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 95.

3 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 174-75.
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Y TUE—FEE o BRI - U AR ERERKEER
5 5 i OB E Ry e A (I R B %ﬁ'ﬂ?ﬁaﬂi i HRERL / Fl SR
(divine authorial discourse) FIF#t (canon) = LA RIS MEIETE
AANfArEE P&@%Hﬂuﬂﬁ FIEBL—GEE | R - — T HEHERBTAESHE
MIEHRE - SH— M NEEMIE " SUb—FEE o HERHIREE -

= SeE4R) TIEs—EEE ) R

EEIEF—ETEIEH - TR SRR IR TS —EEE ) JERHE
EET BRI 1SR4 S E0 SR rf A E e R P e LA B
(EATRERIIRIRE E - {IEREE S R BN  (E T E s TR
fese Lt RESEEm—8, - fEE T LR ERE TR
% RHEBEECOEERET B2 B E BER R —F
Hi— o FIL - ERSRMERH TR LW ERFEOLE (1)
ERES— FWEREGHRE RFENETRE © (2) ChTHRaE
Bl M ERESEENEE - WS T ERE R AR
T RO I E B - 67 %E%E%%%@ﬁ$1°wLﬂ%j
EREaE LR ERIEE » G E R 2 T E SR -

B EROEEE AR T o 5 I S 0
VB 2 ¥ A SRR - B — M TR M A B BB L it 35
B EFAF(E » TR 2 (Paul Ricoeur) FHRHAGHGRTER—1%

57 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 11, 16.
38 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 177.

5 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 177-79.
60 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 181.

o1 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 184.
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(ipse-identity) + S MEENETE LR - & HE - SE8h— 1 UERIBES
FE 2 T TR RACHI RS HE ¢« T BEARAYTIE] (theo-drama) (534
TS R T B S T T B A B R TSR B AR S - Rk
R R E P o R B IE B s — (B 2 RS R - | & DR R B 2k
FIBE LA S5 E — MR - R S R RS B E R T
> MigEEEnLERRREE - Wit FWesesEicRE
O WEEED ME AL E R - BT EEZ  BEGT]
SHETEE RIS - (SR ENREE RS - 155 B A T
ERHLETIG - HR TS R EREE - © s T
SRR R BT o I T IR S R R T B R T (FY
EIHE , - Ak o HCEREURESE © BERCR BRI > FerH T IE
H—EAE | ER IR BRI TRENE: -

We T e b R R (E AR DA R B B T STk —
BT ERMA@N EEREEEEM T S &
B BE TS M AR LS R - s
4R FE R ENE S RN MR R EE RS A G E R
(Propositionalism ) ° {5 HarE £ i AR EE R R IR ERYRE
= TENS IR G ERS - R MBS BT
MR EREESA T, oY E - RMEEEE G AE S
Bl WERRAEE BRSO SO LR EY - |
B P ATRE R E R MRS - © B - s R IR ER

62 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 144,223.
63 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 223.
o4 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 196.
65 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 199-202.
66 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 202.
o7 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 266, 268.

o8 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 274-75.
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PR EBEEZEZ Rl - IR e B - s R RTEE R
it HEWALIEaEAAER » bl WAL EarE 8%
AT e 2B A ENI IR AT REE: -

AN MRIEZE U RRER I - FRHIFEM (metaphor ) BEZRYE Ko P A
(8% (imagination) < (HEBEWMERAERD - KEZEECHEAMEE
EREG I —EE UANHBRE S - B — (R L BE RS - f
W T HEREEN SN ) (R E N [FEE B ERE R P RS s - EHL
P RMRAAS - HEENZE - CRERSHR—1TE) - HEHARE
WFEIIEETT (illocutionary energy ) ° REFRFRAEE ERLE SO T H 255
i)ﬁ'l{’ﬁﬁzgﬁ .lﬂ: CHEEHGEEEERBE - AR R
ZANIDILER T W E RS ZR A LM TR A
@m%ﬁgﬁxﬂﬁﬁﬁ%r~mmh T RBE ARG, -
Bk EER—EE W 0 T RRSTIEE (postconserative theology )
FEF B (literary forms) HEBEENER - E
F| » 2 ERRIE— Rl R FE R H s @i@?ﬂi‘ﬂ (ITHKT) -
BT E Eﬁiﬁ[ﬁ% AT ARG - | E I s R
H TIEB—EEE ) RS — ﬁj\_%ﬂ’]ﬂiﬂﬂff (well-versed canonical
realism ) G EEAFRENAYRER E /LSS (naive realism ) FHE :

SH

l

MEEAHA AR AARGDGE AR © RS A%
FEAEey R (BEM TR TEGNRE) AAEL
B o FAR 0 — AR TR 7 A A B AT R b i 42
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69 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 278-84.
70 Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 284 .
" Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 286.

& Vanhoozer, The Drama of Doctrine, 290.
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fevEit A ERFE A - A IS E R B AR (F o S R R E
FERMAVER - AR e L H PR TS —FEE ) EREEREE -

HEARVOIEAEAE (HGEEHIBIE) (The Drama of Doctrine) Zi%
HR T CEREE{LHES)  (Remythologizing Theology: Divine Action,
Passion, and Authorship) —& » ZESEEFELH " L2

(metaphysics) J " A5 Contology) » ' [HFEH - A EHH:
AEJTAIME » IR A EBhE (ZERAVEE) sy " E—3E
5 g o R RRE RS AR - R T, R B R =
TEIERE (triune communicative agent)  MIAY{TEI R EFHE (being)
RANEE S R - T

T —Hih  EEEE— RO E RSB Z SR
#5% (Hans Frei) MRS - ST MRTE OO - E5RE -
WIS 5 3R LB e R S - ST B — (8 T2 I
(strange new world) HHSTRTES - © I A LM SH— (T8
SRS BT (reality) » DAL T 28R, MRESEHY T0(b— RS
SROLEORRE - (BEERIETE EREIUSAORER - I E R TA -

” "Remythologizing is not a 'fall back into myth' but a spring forward into metaphysics.
It seeks not to take every thought captive to ancient myth but to recover the biblical mythos,
its theodramatic sense together with its theodramatic referent, and to provide a coherent and
appropriate conceptual elaboration of the ontology of the divine dramatis personae in terms of
communicative agency." "Stated differently: the goal is to lay out the contours of a theodramatic
metaphysics whose categories derive from descriptions of God's word-acts." Cf., Kevin J.
Vanhoozer, Remythologizing Theology: Divine Action, Passion, and Authorship (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2010), 27, 32.

" Vanhoozer, Remythologizing Theology , xiv.

P s E e RS FIFS (Karl Barth) B9ZR: - 2Karl Barth, "The Strange New World
within the Bible," in The Word of God and the Word of Man (Gloucester: Peter Smith, 1978), 28-
50.
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ABSTRACT

Postmodern linguistic turn doubts that how we can make a theological discourse
that really refers to the divine reality. George Lindbeck and the post-liberal theology
suggest that we may utilize Wittgenstein's insight on language to construct a valid
theological discourse through the reality of biblical narrative and linguistic community
(i.e., Christian community). But, Kevin Vanhoozer worries the post-liberal move may
reduce the Triune reality into a mere communal expression of experience. In return,
he proposes a canonical-linguistic approach of doctrine for explicating the Triune
communicative act. He believes that his proposal can correct Lindbeck's deficiencies
of fideism, idealism, and non-realism. But, after a close comparison of both theories
in their using of typology, intratextuality, and the metaphor of map, this article argues
that Vanhoozer's proposal is very similar with Lindbeck's. The article also find that if
we compare Vanhoozer and Lindbeck through two theologians' theological roots of
Ricoeur and Frei, in their understanding of text, faith, and reality, we will be aware
that Vanhoozer's canonical-linguistic approach cannot advance Lindbeck much in

terms of realism.





