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‘Surprising’isawordthatoftenoccursinrelationtoScripturalReasoning,asregardsnotonly
theunexpectedthingsthathappeninconversationsaroundtextsbutalsootheraspects,suchasits
spreadbeyondtheacademyandaroundtheworld,itsabilitytoenrichanddeepeninterreligious
engagement,anditsgenerativecapacityindiversecontexts．Thispaperbeginsbyinquiringintothe
reasonsforsuchsurprises,drawingsomeconclusionsaboutkeyingredientsinScripturalReasoning．
ThisleadsintoexpressingsomehopesforScripturalReasoninginChina．
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　　SurprisesinStudySessions

IbeginwiththesurprisesthathappeninScripturalReasoningsessions,thecharacterofwhichis
welldescribedinProfessorYouBin􀆳spaper,‘ScripturalReasoninginChina’．Iremember,inthefirst
yearsofScripturalReasoningintheearly１９９０s,asItookpartinsmallgroupsofJews,Christians
andMuslimsintensivelydiscussingtheirscripturesonaparticulartheme,thatIsometimesthought:

probablyneverbeforein worldhistoryhavethesethreeparticulartextsbeenreadtogetherby
membersofeachofthethreetraditionsinacontextthatisnotdominatedbyoneofthetraditions,

andwithanethosofmutualrespect．
Perhapsitshouldnotbesurprisingthatthisengagementbetweendiversetextsandtheirdiverse

readersresultsinsurprisinginsights,newunderstanding,andfreshappreciationofboththetextsone
ismostfamiliarwithandthetextsthatarelessfamiliar．Justlimitingremarksfornowtothe
Abrahamictraditions,consider,first,whatwaspresentonthetableinthoseearlysessions:extracts
fromthreescriptures(and,insomecases,relevantextractsfromcommentariesonthosescriptures,

fromTalmud,fromhadithandtafsir,andfromchurchteachings),eachofwhichisbroadanddeepin
meaning,andhasbeenthesubjectofinterpretationcenturyaftercenturyandaroundtheworld
today,nowrelatingtooverthreebillionoftheworld􀆳speople．Forthesestreamsofmeaningtocome
togetherandinteract,aftercenturiesduringwhichthey mostlyfailedtointeract,oronlydidso
polemicallyinthecontextofoftenbitterconflicts:thisisalmostcertaintoproducenewreadingsand
surprisinganglesofinterpretation．Thehorizonofeachtextisbeingbroughtintocontactwithnew
horizons,andthisleadstonewquestions,andnewcomparisonsandcontrasts,openingupfresh
possibilitiesofunderstanding．

Next,considerwhowerearoundthetable．Weweremostlyacademicswithuniversityposts,and
camefrom several disciplinesＧtextscholarship in Judaism,Christianity and Islam;theology;

philosophyofvariousschoolsofthought,rangingthrough C．S．Peirce,Kant,Hegel,Ricoeur,

Levinas,Cohen,AlGhazzali,and more;socialsciences;GreekandLatinclassics;medicalethics;

computerscience;andmore．Eachpersonaroundthetableapproachedtheseshorttextextractswitha
considerable‘internallibrary’(aphraseintroducedbytheMuslimscholar,DrArefAliNayed,who
laterfoundedKalam Researchand Media),anditwasfascinatingtolistentopeopledrawingon
sourcesunknowntoothers,makingnewanalogiesandcomparisons,offeringlinguistic,historicaland
hermeneuticalinsights,and experimenting with ideas．How could such diverse sources and
participantsfailtoproduceanunprecedentedinterplay?

Yettherewasevenmorediversity,bothwithineachofthereligioustraditions(forexample,

OrthodoxaswellasotherJews,SunniandShiaMuslims,CatholicandProtestantChristians)and
alsointhecontextswithinwhicheachparticipantwaslivingandthinking．Allwereinsomesense
partof‘modernity’,thoughwithastrongsensethatmodernitywasgivingwaytosomethinghardto
describeorname(postＧmodernity? latemodernity? chastenedmodernity? postＧsecularmodernity?)

andthatreligion,whichwasnewlyprominentinpubliclifein manypartsoftheworld,wasan
importantpartofthistransition．EveninWesternacademicinstitutions,manyofwhichrepresented
strong‘secularist’assumptions,itwasbeingrealizedthat,whateverone􀆳sownposition,religionhad
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tobetakenseriouslyasaformativeelementinourworld．Therewerecrudeempiricalreasonsforthis
(suchasover８０％oftheworld􀆳spopulationbeingdirectlyrelatedtosomereligioustradition),sharp
practicalreasons (theacutedangerthatsomeformsofreligion posed,as wellasthe major
contributiontohumanwelfareＧeducation,health,socialcare,andmoreＧbeingmadebyreligionsin
manypartsoftheworld),culturalreasons(somuchmusic,art,architecture,literatureandthefull
rangeofthehumanities),andintellectualreasons (theslow realizationthatthere wereJews,

Christians,andMuslimswhowereatleastaseducatedandsophisticatedinthearts,humanitiesand
sciencesasanysecularpeople,andthattheirintelligentfaithandreligiousideasdeservedtobe
respectedandexplored)．Inthiscontext,wheresomeWesternuniversitieswereopeningupinnew
waystoanacademicengagementwiththereligions,ScripturalReasoningwasawelcome‘space’for
intensiveconversationthatallowedfornewexchangesandinteractions．Italsogavemanyacademics
aplaceoffreedomfromthelimitationsoftheirowndiscipline,enablingthemtoreturntoitwith
freshideas,perspectives,methodsanddialoguepartners．

FurtherSurprises:TheSpreadGlobally,intoOtherSpheresofSociety,to
OtherReligions

Thiswascertainlyalively,oftenexcitingandinspiring,spacetoinhabit,anditwasacomplete
surprisetome———Ihadneverexperiencedanythinglikeitbefore．Butthereweremoresurprisesin
storeＧandtheyhavecontinuedtooccur．Themostobviouswasthegeographicalspread．Thegreatest
surprisehasbeenwhathashappenedinChina,aboutwhichIwillsoonsaymore．But,havingbegun
inNorthAmericaandUK,ithasspreadfurtherthere,andalsoelsewhere．Ihavemyselftakenpartin
ScripturalReasoninginIreland,Germany,Italy,Switzerland,Jordan,Oman,Israel,India,andChina,

butithasalsobeenhappeninginmanyothercountries,suchasSouthAfrica,Kenya,Nigeria,Egypt,

theNetherlands,Indonesia,Pakistan,Chile,Singapore,Russia,andAustralia．
Yetanotherunexpecteddevelopmentwasitsspreadbeyondacademicandeducationalcontexts

intolocalcongregationsofvariousreligions,andintohospitals,prisons,businesssettings,leadership
programmes,civilsocietyengagements,andanumberofsituationsofdivisionandconflict．Ithas
provedhelpfulineffortsatpeaceandreconciliationinseveralcontexts,andhasledtothefoundingof
aneworganisation,theRoseCastleFoundation,whichisbasedinacastleinCumbriaintheUK,that
isnowbeingrenovated,andisdedicatedtoreconciliation,interfaithengagement,religiousliteracy,

andenvironmentalconservation．TheDirectoroftheRoseCastleFoundation,SarahSnyder,isa
leadingpractitionerofScripturalReasoning,andthecastleactsasahubforScripturalReasoning,

hostingthewww．scripturalreasoning．orgwebsite．
ButperhapsthemostimportantspreadhasbeentootherreligionsbeyondtheAbrahamic．This

beganin China,where,asProfessor You Bin􀆳spaperdescribed,ScripturalReasoninghasbeen
developedtoincludeConfucianism,BuddhismandDaoism,besidesJudaism,ChristianityandIslam．I
willreturntothis,butneedtonoteatthispointthebeginningsoftheinvolvementofHinduismand
Sikhism．ThisishappeninginIndiaatDSVV University (DevSanskritiVishwavidyalaya)in
Haridwar．WhenIvisiteditinFebruaryandtookpartinScripturalReasoningwithmembersofstaff

９７



国学与西学 国际学刊 第１７期,２０１９年１２月

andstudents,westudiedtogetherinabuildingnowdesignatedforScripturalReasoning．Thehopeis
thatthepracticewillinvolveIndianChristians,Muslims,SikhsandBuddhistsaswellasHindus,and
thereareplansforthistohappenfirstthroughleadershipcoursesforthoseinleadershippositionsin
universities,business,andreligiouscommunities．

SomeLessonsfortheFuture

Beforeconcentratingon China,Iwanttotrytodistiloutofthefirstquartercenturyof
ScripturalReasoningsomelessonsforthefuturethatseemto metobefairlygeneral．Inother
words,IconsidertheselessonsarelikelytobeworthtakingseriouslywhereverScripturalReasoning
happens,ifthepracticeistoberecognisablyinlinewithwhathasbeenhappeningsofar．Iamtaking
forgrantedthebasicdescriptionofScripturalReasoninggivenbyProfessorYouBin,andalsothe
rulesthatspringfromtheexperienceofwhatworksbest．Iofferthreelessons．

１．ScripturalReasoningisfirstofallapractice,andthemostimportantthingisforgroupstodoit．
Academicslovetobeginbyexaminingassumptionsandpresuppositions,sharingideas,deciding

onmethodsandcriteria,settinggoals,seekingoutcomes,andsoon．Inotherspheresoflifethereare
oftenverypracticalagendas．Noneofthesearebad,butinScripturalReasoningthefirstessentialis
tostudyspecifictextstogetheringroups．Giventhesignificanceofthetexts,thisisworthdoingfor
itsownsake———asJewssay,l􀆳shma．Loveofthepracticeoftextualinterpretationinconversation
withothersisfundamental．A ScripturalReasoningsessionhassomesimilaritieswithaliturgy,

whichmakesdeepsensetoparticipants,butmaynothaveanyobvioususe．
２．Thedesirefornewmeaning,athirsttomakesenseoftextsforoneselfandtolearnfromhow

othersmakesenseofthem,isthemainsubjectiveorientationbothinindividualsandinthegroup．
Thisdesireisattheheartofgoodlearning,andisoftenevidentinfruitfulScripturalReasoning

sessionsinthewayphrasessuchas‘Iwonder􀆺’;‘Perhaps􀆺’;‘Mightthisbeunderstoodas􀆺?’;
‘Whatifyoureadthistextinthelightofthatone?’;‘WhatIdonotunderstandis􀆺’．Itisa
questioninghumilitybeforethetext,combinedwithawillingnesstofollowthequestionswherethey
lead,andtoexplorealternativemeanings．

３．ScripturalReasoningislongterm,justasthetextsstudiedhavelonghistoriesofinterpretation,

anditrequireslongtermcommitmentinordertogodeeper．
ItwasgoodtoseethatthepilotprojectdescribedbyProfessorYouBinhadtenthreeＧhour

sessionsinthecourseofayear．Thatwasclearlyenoughtoenablethepracticetobefruitfulin
variousways．Butitneedstobefollowedthroughwithevenlongertermcommitments．Iremembera
keyeventinthehistoryofScripturalReasoningwhen,attheannualgatheringintheUniversityof
Cambridge,ProfessorLaurieZoloth(nowaprofessorofmedicalethicsintheUniversityofChicago)

challengedtheinternationalgrouppresenttobecommittedtomeettwiceayearforatleastthenext
threeyearsforresidentialmeetings．Notallcouldcommit,butmanydid,andittransformedthe

group􀆳srelationshipsanditspractice．Goodstudyofrichtextsisnotjustaboutreading;itisabout
reＧreadingagainandagainandagain,andlisteningandrespondingtootherreadingsagainandagain,

andthattakestime．ThisslownessiscounterＧculturalinmanyacademicandothersettings．Perhaps
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the５０００ＧyearChinesehorizononcivilisationwillhelpChineseScripturalReasoningtohavethe
requiredpatienceandlongＧtermperspectiveneeded．Withoutsuchpatienceonecannotfathomthe
depthsthatthesetextsopenup．

Iamtemptedtodrawfurtherlessons,ofwhichtherehavebeenmany,butIstopherefortwo
reasons．

First,Idothinkthosearetheessentialones,distilledintothreeimperatives:

Doitforitsownsake! Seeknew meaning! Commitlongterm! Ifthoseareobeyed (and
assumingProfessorYouBin􀆳sguidelinesaretakenseriously),thenIamconfidentthatworthwhile
ScripturalReasoningwillresultanywhere．Itislikelytobehighlydiverseindifferentsettings,

betweendifferentgroupsofreligions,andrespondingtodifferentconstraints,butthatdiversityis
actuallydesirable:therewillbecontinuingsurprises．

Second,Iinviteyoutoconsiderwhetheryoufromyourexperiencewouldwanttoaddtothese
essentiallessons．

SomeHopesforScripturalReasoninginChina

IamhesitanttogivemyviewsonthefutureofScripturalReasoninginChina,havingonlydone
ScripturalReasoninginChinaduringtwovisits,in２０１２and２０１８．ButwehaveinProfessorYou
Bin􀆳spaperaninsiderChineseviewofthefuture,whichIhavegreatlyappreciated,soIwillriskan
outsider􀆳sview,whichIwillexpressintheformofsomehopes．

Obviously,myfirsthopeisthattherewillbefoundinChinamoreandmorepeoplewhowill
committodoingScripturalReasoningingroupspatiently,yearafteryear,leadingtothediscoveryof
new meaning,freshunderstanding,andthesortofmutualrelationshipsthatProfessorYouBin
writesabout．Inthisextraordinarilyrichcivilisationwithitsdiversereligiousandothertraditions,it
isclearthatScripturalReasoningisalreadyathome,andisinharmonywithmuchthathasgoneon
inthepastinengagementbetweenthetraditions．(IamnotanexpertinChinesehistory,butfrom
whatProfessorYouBinandotherssayitseemsthatoverthecenturiestherehasbeen more
interweavingandmutuallearningamongChinesereligiousandphilosophicaltraditionsthanhasbeen
thecasebetweenJudaism,ChristianityandIslam．)YetitalsoseemsthatScripturalReasoningis
enablingsomethingnewtoo,and myhopeisthattherewillbesufficientpeopletocommitto
sustainingthispracticeintheyearsahead．Thedesireformeaningandthedesireformeaningful
relationshipsaretwofundamentalhumanneeds,andScripturalReasoningcan makeasignificant
contributiontosatisfyingboth．

MynexthopeisthatScripturalReasoningcanhelptoshapethewayinwhichscripturesand
religionsaretaughtinChineseuniversities,seminaries,andothereducationalsettings．Irecently
wroteaForeword(givenbelowasanAppendixtothispaper———thereissomeoverlapbetweenit
andthispaper)towhatpromisestobethemostsubstantialbookonScripturalReasoningsofar,

ReligionwithoutViolence．TeachingandPracticingScripturalReasoningbyPeterOchs．〔２〕Itisa
fascinating,multiＧdimensionalbook,buttheelementIwanttoemphasisenowisitswisdomabout
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teachingScripturalReasoning．Ochshasmanyyearsofexperienceofteachingitinmanyeducational
settings,andheshowswhythiseducationalapproachissovaluable．Thishasimplicationsforanyone
whohasresponsibilityforshapingcoursesandresearch projectsintheareaofreligiousand
theologicalstudies．

Thementionofresearchleadstoathirdhope:thattherewillbemanymoreresearchprojects
relatedtoScripturalReasoning,suchasthisone．

Myfourthhoperelatestothetitleofthisresearchproject,TheImpactofReligiousValueson
ChineseSocialLife．Iamacompleteoutsiderhere,soIsaytentatively:simplyhavingmanygroups

practicingScripturalReasoning,whetherwithinacademiclifeorelsewhere (ProfessorYouBin
suggestsitbeintroducedintoChinesereligiouscommunities)willimprovethequalityofsociallifein
waysthatarehardtoquantify．ThereisimmensediversityinChinesesocietyandthispracticeis
wellＧsuitedtoenablingbettercommunication,mutualunderstanding,andcollaborationforgood

purposes．Ahealthilydiversesocietyneedsthoseindifferenttraditionstobeabletogodeeperinto
theirowntraditionswhileatthesametimeengagingwiththedepthsofothers,andthisissomething
towhichScripturalReasoningcancontribute．

MyfifthandfinalhopegoesbeyondChina,andlooksattheexpandingglobalroleofChina．IfI
werechoosingjustone globalissueto whichIhope Scriptural Reasoning mightmakesome
contributioninthecomingdecadethatwouldbetheenvironmentalcrisis．Governments,international
organizations,thescientificcommunity,business,andmanyothersarenow mobilisingtofacethe
mostseriousglobalproblem wehaveeverknown．Thereligionsneedtobepartofthistoo,andto
contributefromtheirdepthsofmeaningandcommitment．SometimeagoIwasintheUniversityof
TübingentakingpartinScripturalReasoningbetweenChristianandMuslimstudents,inwhichtexts
relevanttototheenvironmentfrombothtraditionswerebeingexplored．Itwasadeeplymoving
time,andasIspokewithstudentsandprofessorsIfeltIwaswitnessingoneofthemaingiftsof
ScripturalReasoning:inthisspaceofquietlyreadingandinterpretingrichtextstogethertheywere
formingunderstanding,habits,andrelationshipsthatwouldenablethemtothinkandworkfarbetter
forthegoodoftheenvironment,notonlywitheachotherbutalsowithallsortsofothers,religious
andsecular,whowillneedtocombineifwearetohaveanychanceofavoidingecologicaldisasters．
Mightitbethat,inthismassivechallengefacingusall,thisquietpracticeofScripturalReasoning,

withinandbeyondChina,mightmakeasmallbutvaluablecontributiontothecommongoodofour
world?

APPENDIX

ForewordforPeterOchs􀆳ReligionwithoutViolence．TeachingandPracticingScripturalReasoning
(CascadeBooks,EugeneOR,２０１９)

byDavidF．Ford

ScripturalReasoningisanextraordinarilyimportantpractice．IthasfarＧreachingimplications,

notonlyforeachofthereligioustraditionsthattakespartinit,andfortheirengagementswitheach
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other,butalsofortheeducationalandacademicstudyofreligions,forpeacebuildinginreligionＧ
relateddivisionsandconflicts,andforhowthemultiＧreligiousandmultiＧsecularmodernworldcan
understanditselfandaddresssomeofitsmostprofoundproblems．PeterOchsiscoＧfounderof
ScripturalReasoning,anditsleadingpractitionerandthinker,andthisishismajorbookonit．The
bookdistilswhathehaslearnedthroughovertwentyＧfiveyearsofdoingandteachingScriptural
Reasoning,asithasspreadaroundtheworldandintomanyspheresoflife．But,beyondthat,Ochs
nowtakeshisthinkingfurther,andalsochallengesreaderstoread,think,relate,andactinnew
ways．Ihavebeenlongingformanyyearstoseethisbookappear,andithasbeenworththewait．

WhyisScripturalReasoningsosignificant? AsIreflectonthisbook,andalsoon myown
involvementwithOchsinScripturalReasoningsinceitbegan,whatstrikesmemostisthewayithas
combinedvariousdimensionsofmeaningandpractice．

ScripturalReasoninghasenabledtheexplorationofmultipledepths．
TherearethedepthsofmyownChristianscripturesthathaveopenedupasIhaveengagedin

intensivestudyandconversationwithJews,Muslims,andscholarswhomaynotidentifywithany
tradition———and,later,alsowithBuddhists,Confucians,DaoistsandHindus,asIhavetravelledto
ChinaandIndiaandtakenpartindevelopmentsofScripturalReasoningthere．

Atthesametime,thedepthsofthescripturesofthoseothertraditionshaveopenedupinjoint
reading———andinwaysthat,inmyexperience,havenothappenedthroughindividualstudy．

Therehasalsobeenadepthofunderstandingandengagementwithoursharedworldandwith
theproblemsandchallengesthatweface．Manyoftheseissuescannotbesatisfactorilyaddressedby
onereligionalone,andsomeappreciationofthedeep meaningthatothersdrawuponisvitalto
worthwhileconversationandcollaboration．

Thereisalsodepthofdisagreement．AsOchsmakesclear,ScripturalReasoningisnotabout
arrivingatconsensus(thoughthatmayhappenonsomeissues);ratheritcandosomethingessential
toapluralistworld,whichistoimprovethequalityofourdisagreements．

ThenthereisthedepthofrelationshipthatScripturalReasoningcanenable,andthewarmth
thatcancomefrom whatOchsimaginativelydescribesas‘hearthtohearth’engagement．Someof
myclosestfriendships,withinandbeyondmyowntradition,havebeenformedthroughyearafter
yearofScripturalReasoning．Ioftenthinkthat,ifwearetohaveahealthilypluralworld,itneedsto
havesuchapluralismofmultipledepthsthatareinconversationwitheachotherand,ifpossible,also
incollaboration．

TheeverＧwideningbreadthofScripturalReasoninghasalsobeenstriking．Threeobviousaspects
ofthishavebeenitsextensionbeyondtheAbrahamicfaiths,especiallyinChinaandIndia;itsspread
beyondacademicandeducationalcontextsintolocalcongregationsofvariousreligions,andinto
hospitals,prisons,businesssettings,leadershipprogrammes,civilsocietyengagements,andanumber
ofsituationsofdivisionandconflict;anditssimultaneousgeographicalspread,notonlyinChinaand
IndiabutalsonotablyinNorthAmerica,theUnitedKingdom,continentalEurope,Egypt,Pakistan,

Oman,Chile,Israel,SouthAfrica,Australia,NigeriaandKenya．Throughmyinvolvementwiththe
RoseCastleFoundation,whichisbasedintheUK,hoststhewww．scripturalreasoning．orgwebsite,

andactsasahubforScripturalReasoning,Iseesomethingofthegrowinginternationalinterestin
thepractice,andcolleaguesinothercountriesreportsimilarinterest．
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ThereisalsothelongtermcharacterofScripturalReasoning．ManyinterＧfaithpracticesand
relationshipslackstayingpower．Oneadvantageofgatheringaroundscripturesisthattheyare
inexhaustiblyrichandgripping,andcansustainyearafteryearofjointstudy,justaseachhasalready
sustainedcenturiesofstudyanddiscussioninitsowntradition．Ochs􀆳ownlongterminvolvementis
matchedbyotherswhobeganthepracticeandbymanymorewhohavebeentakingpartconsistently
overtheyears．Theresultisanongoing,expandingcommunityofreaderswhohavethepotentialof
movingbeyondwhatOchscalls‘formativeSR’intootherformsofthepracticethathedescribes,

andthroughtheseintolongtermrelationships,‘partnershipsofdifference’(NicholasAdams),that
candevelopbeyondstudyandconversationaroundtextsintocollaborations,andevenintowhatone
mightcallcovenantalcommitments．

Besidesthedepth,breadthandlength,whatabouttheheight? BythisImeantherelationshipto
God,orthetranscendent,orhoweveraparticularfaithrelatestoultimatereality．Myownconviction
isthatScripturalReasoningisatitsbestwhenitisdone‘forGod􀆳ssake’,orwhatevertheanalogy
ofthismightbeinnonＧtheistictraditions．Ihavebeenrepeatedlyamazedbytheinsightsintoprayer,

worship,andtherealityofGodthathavebeeninspired (sometimesthroughdisagreement)by
intensiveconversation aroundtexts with those who pray,worship andidentify God orthe
transcendentdifferentlytomyself．

AtleasttwomorepointsneedtobemadeaboutthesignificanceofScripturalReasoning,bothof
whichareevidentinwhatOchswrites．

Thefirstisitsrelevanceto Westerncivilization􀆳smodesofthinking,especiallysomeofits
dominantwaysofknowingandreasoning．Theseareparticularlyevidentinthemodernuniversityand
itsdisciplines,butalsoininternationalrelations,secularattitudestoreligion,andareligion􀆳sselfＧ
understandingtoday．Ochshasaremarkablerangeofreferenceacrossseveraldisciplinesbothinthe
humanitiesandsciences,showinghow ScripturalReasoningrelatestothem bothpositivelyand
critically,andalsohassomefascinatingthoughtsoninternationalrelationsandthewaysreligionhas
beenunderstood,internallyandexternally,inrecentcenturies．

ThesecondisthecapacityofScripturalReasoningtospringsurprises．Thepracticeitselfis
surprisinginthepeople,texts,andcontextsitbringstogether．Ihaveoftenthoughtduringasession
thatperhapsneverbeforeinhistoryhavetheseparticularpassagesbeendiscussedtogetherby
membersofthetraditions whosescripturesarebeingstudied．Laughterisoftenoneresultof
juxtaposingtexts,topics,languagesandpeople,leadingtoallsortsofhumorousmisunderstandings
ormistranslations,unusualangles,andacknowledgementsofsheeroddnessormismatch．Ochsalso
showshowfruitfulnoveltycanbegeneratedinunderstanding,imaginationandpractice,withfarＧ
reachingimplicationsnotonlyforinterfaithengagementbutalsoforotherspheres,rangingfromhow
academicdisciplinesrelatetoeachotherandthewidersocietytothewaysconflictsofmanysortscan
beanalyzed,diagnosedandhealed．

ThisisthefirstbooktocombineengagementwithallthosefeaturesofScripturalReasoning,

anditalsoaddsyetanotherelement,therelationshipwithTextualReasoning．Ochswasoneofthe
coＧfoundersofTextualReasoningtoo,anditwasbysittinginontheextraordinarilylively,learned
andargumentativemeetingsofthatgroupintheearly１９９０sthatIandotherswereattractedintocoＧ
foundingScripturalReasoningwithsomeofitsmembers．Ochsinthisbookgivesthefirstaccountof
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howtointegrate,ineducationalandothercontexts,whathasbeenlearnedfrombothpractices,one
focusedmainlyonhowascriptureisreadwithinitsowntradition,theotheronreadingscripturesof
morethanonereligionsidebysidewithmembersofthosetraditions．

FromwithinChristianity,Ihavefoundthatoneofthemosthelpfulwaysofunderstandingboth
TextualReasoningandScripturalReasoningisbyanalogywiththeSecondVaticanCouncilofthe
RomanCatholicChurch(VaticanⅡ,１９６２Ｇ６５),whichwasoneofthemostimportantreligiousevents
ofthetwentiethcentury．TheparallelwasoriginallysuggestedbyGeorgeLindbeck,whowasa
LutheranobserveratVaticanⅡ．Heidentifiedathreefolddynamicofressourcement,aggiornamento
andconversazione．Ressourcementisthereturntosources,centredonrereadingclassictextsin
relationtothepresent．Aggiornamentoisengagingwith modernity,anddiscerning,criticallyand
constructively,howtorespondtoitschallenges．Conversazioneisthepracticeofconversationacross
differences,bothinternaltoone􀆳sowncommunityandacrossthosewithothercommunities．The
wisdomofthesethreedynamics,andtheiranalogousrelevancetoanyreligiousorothercommunity
thatisrootedinthepastand wantsahealthyfuture,hasin myexperiencebeen generally
acknowledgedamongScripturalReasoners,andScripturalReasoninghasbeenfoundtobeafruitful
wayofbringingthethreetogether．

Iconcludewithsomewordsforreadersofthisbook．Itisabookinwhich,asthesayinggoes,

micecanpaddleandelephantscanswim．Noreadersneedfeelitisnotforthem,butIhopeitmight
behelpfultomakesomesuggestionsabouthowitmightbeapproachedbyarangeofreaders．

ThemostbasicthingtograspisthatScripturalReasoningis,firstandforemost,apractice．As
Ochssays,practicehasbeenprimary,andtheapprenticeshipoftakingpartinithasbeenthebest
waytounderstandit;thenhascomereflectionandtheory,whichinturnhaveinfluencedpractice,

leadingintofurtherreflection,andsoon．EvenreaderswhohaveneverpracticedScripturalReasoning
willprobablyhaveanalogousexperienceofreadinganddiscussingrichtextswithothers．Thiswillbe
sufficienttoappreciateagooddealofwhatOchswritesandtofollowitsimplications．

Yetitisundoubtedlyanadvantagetobeabletoreadthisbookafterhavingpracticedit,

especiallyintheapprenticeshipthatOchscalls ‘FormationalScripturalReasoning’．WhatOchs
writeswillobviously make moresenseandbeof morevaluetothoseinvolvedin Scriptural
Reasoning．

ForpractitionerswhoarenewtoScripturalReasoning,thisbookcangivebasicguidelinesand
concepts,encourageinvolvementinFormationalScripturalReasoning,helpinavoidingmanypitfalls,

andopenupanhorizonofitssignificanceandpotential．
Forthosewhoaremoreexperienced,Ochscanenrichtheirreflection,challengetheminrelevantＧ

andsometimesverydemandingＧways(whethertheyareordinarymembersofreligiouscommunities,

academics,teachers of Scriptural Reasoning,or peacebuilders),and help them navigate the
complexitiesanddepthsthatopenup．

YetnoneofthethreegroupsＧoutsiderstoScripturalReasoning,beginners,orexperienced
practitionersＧneedtofeeldiscouragediftheyfailtounderstandwhatOchssometimescallsthemore
‘technical’elementsinthisbook,suchasthetheoryofpragmatismorthepassagesexpressedin
logicalsymbols．These require quite a rarelevel of what might be seen as postＧdoctoral
sophistication,andopenupexcitingpathwaysforthetesting,refinement,extensionandgeneralizing
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ofScripturalReasoning,buttheyarenotessentialtothemainmessageofthebookformanyreaders．
Toputitsimply,readersshouldbewillingtoskipsomedifficultsections．Butitwillalwaysbe
worthwhiletogobacklater(evenalongtimelater)towrestlewiththem．

Beyondalltheabove,themainguidancethatIwouldgiveonhowtoapproachthisbookis
twofold．

First,recognizeitasthemostimportantdistillationtodateofknowledgeandwisdomrelatingto
ScripturalReasoning,howtoteachit,andwhatitsimplicationsareforbothreligionＧrelatedconflict
andmodernWesternwaysofknowingandreasoning．Ifyouidentifywithareligioustradition,this
bookmightenablewiserfaithandwiserengagementwithotherfaithsandthecontemporaryworld．
Ifyoudonotidentifywithareligioustradition,thisbookcanenablewiserunderstandingofreligion
andfaith,andperhapsalsostimulateconversationandcollaborationwithreligiouspeopleforthesake
ofthecommongoodofourworld．

Second,treatitalittlelikethescripturaltextsitdiscusses．Thatwillmeanreadingitnotonly
individuallybutalsoingroups,ideallywithScripturalReasonersfromdiversereligioustraditions;

exploringdiverseinterpretationsfordifferentcontexts;helpingtocreatearounditabodyof
commentarythat makesconnections,bothcriticalandconstructive,with otherrichtextsand
discourses;andbeingopentoitspassionatesummonstowiserpracticesofreading,discussion,repair,

compassion,andpeacebuilding．
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中文题目:
宗教间对话在中国和全球化的潜力:经文辨读在中国

大卫􀅰福特　荣休教授

剑桥大学赛尔文学院神学学部委员,电话:０１２２３７６３０３１;电子邮箱:dff１０００＠cam．ac．uk;下列学术组织的创会主席:剑

桥大学高等宗教及神学研究中间中心“剑桥宗教间对话项目”(犹太教、基督教和伊斯兰教,２００２ );联合创会主席“经文

辨读学会”(包括来自亚、欧、非、美洲的犹太教、基督教、伊斯兰教学术性哲学家、文本学者和神学家,１９９６ );联合主席

“CＧ１世界对话教育委员会”(２００９ ).

提要:本文包括如下几个部分:１)学术研究中的惊喜;２)进一步的惊喜:经文辨读的全球化传播,进入到其他的社会领
域和其他的宗教;３)针对未来的一些功课;和４)经文辨读在中国的一些希望.５)附录:为彼得􀅰欧克 (PeterOchs)的
«没有暴力的宗教:经文辨读的教学和实践»(CascadeBooks,EugeneOR,２０１９)所写的序言”.

关键词:经文辨读;全球化传播;针对未来的一些功课;经文辨读在中国的一些希望;彼得􀅰欧克
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