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3. Ricoeur, Biblical interpretation (85)

model: scientific language, heuristic device/ instrument of re-description
three sorts of models:
scale models (materially resemble, model boat) / analogical models (structual identities,
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diagram) / theoretical models
5. Sallie McFague, Models of God. Theology for an Ecological, Nuclear Age, Fortress, 1987.
The essence of metaphorical theology is precisely the refusal to identify human constructions

with divine reality. -« To say that God is mother is not to identify God with mother, but to
understand God in light of some of the characteristics associated with mothering. -+ - God is/is
not mother, or yet again God as mother. -+ (22)
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10. McFague:
The dominance of the patriarchal model excluded the emergence of other models to express the
relationship between God and the world.
we must ask whether the Judeo-Christian tradition's triumphalist imaginary for the relationship
between God and the world is helpful or harmful.  (ix)
metaphorical theology is pluralistic, welcoming many models of God.
no metaphors or models can be reified, petrified, or expanded so as to exclude all others.
hypothetical, tentative,partial,open ended, skeptical, and heuristic tolerant of pluralistic (39)
The goal of my work will be to investigate the potential of the maternal model but to do so in a
fashion that will provide an alternative interpretive context for the paternal model -- a parental
one. (100)
cf: Rosemary Radford Ruether, Sexism and God-Talk. Toward a Feminist Theology, Boston,
1983.
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13. McFague
The question we must ask is not whether one is true and the other false, but which one is a
better portrait of Christian faith for our day. (xiii)
The Monarchical Model: God as Lord and King of the Universe/Omnipotence/Sovereignty
This imaginative picture is prevalent in mainstream Christianity (63)
metaphor or model: not description, as-if fashion about the God-world relationship,
Since both metaphors are inadequate, we have to ask which one is better in our time, and to

qualify it with other metaphors and models. (70)
14, <RKPL> — BUROZERS L8 LS (the new sensibility)  (16)
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A Holistic View of Reality/Responsibility for nuclear knowledge/
consciousness of the constructive character of all human activities)
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20. McFague
To say that God is present in the world as mother, lover, and friend of the last and least in all

creation is to characterize the Christian gospel as radical, surprising love.

these metaphors be allowed to try their chance at representing for our time the creating, saving,
and sustaining activities of God in relation to the world and that, together, the three metaphors of
God as parent, lover, and friend form a "trinity" expressing God's impartial, reuniting, and
reciprocal love to the world.

God as parent is on the side of life as such. Life is not something alien to God but as god's bidy
(which is not identical with God) is expressive of their parents. (91)

All three loves --- creative,salivic, and sustaining --- are united in that each points to a desire for
union .... Creative love (or agape) is the love of God for being as such; it is the affirmation of all
creatures by the parent who bodies forth all that is. Salvic love (or eros)is the passionate
manifestation --- the "incarnation" --- of divine love for us, the beloved;

The metaphor .. but with two qualifications. First, as a metaphor, the relationship of divine agency
and the world as God's body, to human agency and the human body, is one of analogy, not
correspondence --- that is, it both fits and does not fit.

it is obviously ridiculous to think of the world ... as the same kind of body as ours or in the same
relationship to its agent.

we must risk its nonsense as well.

Second, if our model does tend toward the claim that in loving the world, God loves what belongs
to God, is this not a desirable and indeed necessary direction for a vision of the Christian faith as
inclusive of all beings? Would it be more appropriate to speak of God as loving what is alien or
belongs to another reality?

the awareness that "we are not our own," that we owe our existence to the life that came before
us, and must pass life along to those who will come after. Awareness of the intricate,
interdependent network of life, with God at its center as well as at every periphery, needs to
become part of our daily, functioning sensibility: the model of God as the parent, lover, and friend
of the world as God's body is a promising candidate to give imaginative reality to that sensibility.
(94-95)
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Rosemary Radford Ruether, "Ecofeminism: The Challenge to Theology," in: Dieter T. Hessel and
Rosemary Radford Ruether (eds.), Christianity and Ecology. Seeking the Well-Being of Earth
and Humans, Harvard University Press, 2000. pp. 97-112.
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