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Oskar Skarsaune NOT mplied plurali WITAIN the divine esSsENCEeE, Dut The
Overstepping Of ihe OundarYy Dbeiween God andIncarnatıon Myth Fact?

(tr. from the Norweglan by Irygve Skarsten) Numanıity WNIC ihne INCOAMMNOATION mplied
Yet ONe MOY CSK wNneTtTher Ine CONTrOvVerSY In John —l

St. Lou1ls, Concordia Publiıshing House, 1991, does noT Imply TINaT moOoNOoTheisM WOS ISSUEe Ihat S,
134 (paperback). not ONIy Ine Nazarene self-affirmation Of divine Drerog

aTtfives, DUuT ihe clalm Glso Of ontological equality ITn ine
FaTlTher In the Socdhead

NOW TIhaT Bultmann s eyxistentTIa| restatementT Of Skarsaune VIEeWS the Chalcedonian Definition ITA
Christology nas Crumbple: ANnd TeNTa| NOTIONS Of an s respecCT, DUT Thinks T IMOY SSEIrVeE 5 iINe oreiude TO Me'  s

ohase In Christological CONTroversy Ihe ullmannquasi-Aivinity (re Invading ine West OTe SCNOIOGTS (dre
evoting aTienTION TO Ihe New lestament OCTINNe Of MYT ne SUVYS, 'has disintegrated Aand virtualiy ISap.
once-for-all divine INCAMAATION In eSUS Christ Deared from debate and ihe search fOor MYyTAS Daral-

TO derive Ine New Testament OCTIMNNEe from leiIng claims made fOr eSUus NaSs Deen frulfless (P.132)
Behind ine incarnation-Christology |Jes ine IdenTITy Ofnon-DBIBICA| environmMmenT Gre wholly unpersuasive,

Skarsaune CONTeEeNAOS. Ihe Christian OCTMNE Of Ine INCAOAT- eSsSUus WITN Ine ISCdOM LOgOS Of S0d WRNIC| IS IıdenT!-
nNaTION Of ine [0]0[05 WOS nOoT IaTe evolutfionary uperim- COl ITth 0Od’s OW SGIvVITIC and Crealive intention
DOosition Of r ee Hellenistic Thought. Nor WOS IT derived Inhrough IC the WOTII WOS CreaTe: (D 134)
ITrom TIne Drevalent JewiIish VIEW OT Messiah nstead IT

In Cclimate TINaT WOUl have CcCOoNsIidered divine DESUME
NCATNAATION In eSUSs ontological IMPOSSIDHTY. Maintenanft QUE Iq reformulation existentialiste IC

Ihe New Testament ITh IWO VIeWS TnaTt GTre christologie DOT Bullmann s es effondree. et QUS Ies NOTIONS
ncompatible ITn Christian NCcaMmAaTioNn-docirine One IS orlentales sOouteNanTt IC quası divintTe de INommME envanısserY
ine Jewish CONCEPDT OT strictIy uman eing Ivinely ’occidenT, davantage de Meologlens Dorter Ie@Ur attention
chosen 5 Messiah Ihe er, Ine reel anTtI-MyTNOIOgY SUT IC dOocCtrine Nneo-testamentalre de HNCATNATION divine, UuNese
ohillosophy that eCIares Thart 3506 CANNOT sı uffer De fOIS DOUT es, Jesus-Christ.
DOowerless. Skarsaune affirme QUE TOUS 1es efforts DOUT ırer de

NSsSOTfar 15 VIEW Ihe Oldest INCOATNGTION eXTS In Ine ’environnemenTt MOT) {  IQU! Ies dOocTrines Cu NOUVeQUu
New lestamenTt n Old lestamenTt background, TnatT estamer SONT DOS CONVAINCOANTS. L ne chretienne
DacCkground harpiy distinguishes Creator ANO created de incarmcation U 09 n e DO>S UTr  D CGadMOoN ardiıve
eQalTy Ihe New lestament OCTIMNe WOS tTherefore 45 surlmposee Ccnhristlianiısme origine! DOT |Influence de IC
Offensive TO such Hebrew TNOoUught 45 1T W5 TO ree DEeNS! GrSCQUS hellenistiqgue. Fie derve DOS MOM Dlus
ohllosophical CONCEPTIONS des concepflions Juives dominantes, CONCEMAANT le Messie. Au

Ihe centTra| Concepltlon Of tnhe New Testament contralire, elle le JOUT SOUS climat Quli Curait CcCOoNnsIdere
Skarsaune CONTeENAOS, IS That Christ WOS ine (pre-existenT) ’incarnation divine une ImMpossibilite
gen n CreaTlion Ihe Old lestamenTt had used Isdom ontologique.
Word ANnd Spirit Of S0 S Ore Ihan DersonNIfiCATION. Ihe Le NOuveau lTestamenTt fait AaCce CQeUX Theses In-
ranster Of Isdom TO eSUSs JUVE ine concepltlion e compatibles OVSC IC ine chretflienne de INCAMAGTIO!
SIgNINCANCE Doremlere, C’est IC cConcepftlon Juive d’un simple nommMe,

eSUSs Nad affırmea IS Dersonda QUTNOT In especCT TO divinemenTt Cholsı Messie: Ic ‚e2Conde, c s IC CrMque
INIC Tradition Dropheftic Inspiration elale the LOW, ANnd ohilosophique GrSeCQUE de IC myThologlie, QqQui ‚ouNnenT UQUS
ine forgiveness Of SINS also He epicte himselrf 4S ine Dieu DEeuft DOS sOouffrir al connalre | MpUuIssanCEe.
INCAMAGTION Of ISCdOoMmM Ihe background for tIhe VIEW Of S} 1OUS CONSsI  rOoNns les Dlus anclens ’es ne0o-testamen-
Dersonally Dre-existen an Incarmate Messiah les In ine talres reilatifs INnCarmaTION tels qu  ils detachenTt SUTr Ic 'olle
Ola Testament AaNnd JewiIsn dISCUSSIONS of The Isdom of de fond de nclen Testament. celle-CI distingue Tres
S0 neTTeMernN e Createur 7 les Salites Creges. LO doctrine el

varieTy Of VIe@eWS Of Messiah eyxisted M Jews n NOuveau Testament ar donc CUSS| Choquante DOUT IC
esus Iıme BuTt ine resurrectiIon Of eSU: inked MEeSSIANIC DeNsee nebraique qu elle DOUT IC Dhilosophie GreCQUE.,
CONfession ith ine Cconfession Of eSsUuSs ON LOrd Of ine IV- centrale Clu NOUVeEOQU Testament, Dlaide 'Carsaune,
INg aNnd Ine dead Ihe Oldest Cconfession eCIares eSsUus est Qque le Christ Stait agent de IC Creation (preexistant).
TO De DOTN Messiah AGNd Inhe INCOArAGaTION OT ISCdOM Ancien estamMer Darlı de IC Sagesse, de Ic Parole 97 de

Skarsaune INn Mn the New TestamentT apOsTOlC ’Esprif de |DIieU depassanrt IC simple DersonNNIfication. LE fa
athers TAOCEe WNaTevVer Of CONTIIC Detiween Hebrew de MOMMMEST SUS «agESSE» ONM concepft UNS

nOouvelle DorseMOoNOTNEeISM An Christian (ell n esus dIvINITY. LONg
Defore esus me udalsm SO Oof "personified” yYPO- SUS GQvalt affime SOT) aqutforTe DersonNNelle DOT rappor IC
statized) aspecCts Of S0 Serving N NTS acTting tradmon rabbinique, /inspiration Drophefiqgue e7T Ic IOl, GINs!
QUTNOTrITIeSs fOr S0OCd pp.4/f.) What WOS SCANAAAIOUS WOS QU ' QU Dardon des DECNES. s’est CT lul-MEeMeEe
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|Incaration de IC agesse L arriere-plan WOUT d’un Skarsaune Dbehauptert, daß die grundilegende christolo-
Messie INCAMMG, DersonNNellemMEN Dreexistanft, Irouve dans gische Aussage des NT die der (präexistenten) SChÖpfungs-
“Anclen Testament 7 Ies dISCUSSIONS Julves SUT IC Sagesse de mitHerschaft Christi SE Das AT en!| Weisheift, Wort und
DIieUuU eIls es IN umfassenderem Inne denn als loße

Toute UuNSJ! de CONCEPTIONS du Messie Circulalent Personifikationen Die Übertragung der Weisheit Cuf eSUS gab
emps de JEsus. CIIS IC resurrectfion de SUS Ie IC CcOonfes- der Konzeption eINe Meue Bedeutung.
SION messiaNnıque AQVeSC IC CcOonfession de SUS Jesus Dersönliche AufTtoriTtäÄt hinsic!  IC| der rabbinischen
eigneur des VIVAGNTS 7 des Orts. LG DIUus CIeNNne CcONfessIiON Iradfonen der Dropheftischen Inspiration UNd des (5eseTtzes,
declIare UU SUS es7T IC fOIs le Messie eT IC Sagesse aber auch der Vergebung der Sünden beansprucht. Er
INCANMNGE., beschrieb SICH selIbst Gals die Inkaration der elIshner Der

Skarsaune OUvVe nulle iracCe, dans le NOUVeGQuU eSTA- Hintergrun: für die IC| eINnes Dersönlichen, DraexistenTen und
ent chez Ies res aposTOollques, d’un CONTfIIT entre le nkarmlienen eSSICS, ST IM AT UnNnd den jüdischen UDiskussionen
MONOTNEISME nebreu T7 IC fOl chretflienne IC divintTe de Üüber die elisher OTTes en

FINEe el verschiedener Ansiıchten über den MessiasSUS Blien QVONnT IC de SUS le Judaisme Darlalt
«d’aspects «DETSONNITES» (hypostasies) de DIieu SErVanT DOUT kursierten Uunter den en ZUT Zeit Jesu Aber die Auferstehung
DIEU d «agenTs» de «DUISSANCES agissantes» » (Dp.47sg) Ce Jesu verband das messianiIsche BekenntTtnis MIT dem
qui falsait SsCaNndale n eTlalt DUS IC Dluralite semln de |  A  S  Tre BekennTtnis Jesu Gals Her Uüber die ebpenden UNd oTen. Das
IVIN, mMaIs blien Dlus le falt QUuUE Dieu SOI Sle |humanıte, Ölteste Zeugnis SIE| n Jesus belides den esSSIGCS UNGd die
le «franchiIssement de IC TOY  e entre Dieu e7 Ihumanıte Inkarnation der eIsher
qu implique lIncarmation» (p.48) Skarsaune findet IM UNG Dei den Apostolischen Völern

POourtfanTt, DEeuTt eMmMmaAander S] Ic CONTroverse dans Jean keinen HIinwels Cuf eInen on zwischen nebrälschem
9,1/SCQ SOUS-entTend DOS UU lje MONOTMMEISME Stait Monotheilsmus UNd denm christliche Glauben die
question dans - debat [1OT7) DOUS seulement IC revendiICca- SÖöMichkeit Jesu ange VOT Jesus sprach das udenTUumMm VOT)
Non DOT le Nazareen de Drerogafıves divines, MAaIS QUSS! IC personifizierten‘ (hypostasierten) Figenschaften ‚OTTes, die als
DretfentIOn / egalite ONTOIOgIque AQVeSC s Pere dans IC Mitnller oder handelnde Autori  en für ott eintraten
AvinTe (S.47ff.) AnstOßig WGT MIC| eINne Impilizierte ura InnNnernm a!

Skarsaune Sprouve U especCt WOUT IC definton CNalce- des göMichen esens, onl aber der Üüber die Grenze
donlienne, MmMaAaIs qu’elle DEeUT SerVIr «Orelude ischen SO UNG Mensch. der die nkarmcaton Implizierte‘
UuNe nOoUuvelle Dhase du CAristologique», « Le mythe
Dbullmannıen, SCTHT-I s’est desintegre T DrESQUE disparu de Man MAQ fragen, OD Jh 5 1788 belegen KÖNNTE, daß der
IC dISCUSSION», T7 IC recherche de «MYyTNEeS» MoOonNTI an des Monothelsmus an Streitpunkt gEeWESETN) IST, also NIC| 1Ur die
paralleles QUX affırmations chrefiennes SUT ESUSs Ste valne Selbstbezeichnungen des Nazareners MT göMichen Titeln

erriere IC Christologie de |Incarnation Trouve sondern auch der Anspruch Aauf ONTologische Ubereinstim-
ldentite CU Je de SUS (8\/S] IC Sagesse OQU LOgOS de Dieu, [MUMNO mMT dem aler In der Sottheit.
QquI est Identfigue ' Intention de sGlut 7 de CreaTIon CONCUE Skarsaune ZOlNT dem Chalkedonense Kespekft, MEeIN aber,
DOUT DIieU lul-MmEme, DOT aquelle e mMmonNde STEe CreEEe» daß Gls für eine eUuUue Ase christologischer

Auseinandersetzungen dienen Kann ET meınnn er Dult-
ZUSA|  SSUNG maNnNscChEe MyInos SICH aufgelöst Uund Ist praktisch QUS der

Diskussion verschwunde uch lle die uC nachNachdem Bultmanns eyistentiaglie Darstellung der Christologie Myihen die Allıche ussagen NINSIC|  IC| eSUSs machen,en verloren UunNd S!  SC AÄNnsChauu  n einer
Quasi-Göftftlichker des enschen IM esten EiNZUg anen erfolglos (5.132) Hinter der Inkarmationschristologie legt die
zollen enr UNG enr Wissenschaffler der al re VOT) der denttät Jesu MIT der elsher Oder derm ‚0O90S ‚OlTes, der

IıdenTISChH ST MMt OTTes eigener erlösender UNd schöpferischereIn für allemal güffigen Menschwerdung Jesu COChristi! Ihre
Aufmerksamke!l ADsicht, UrC| die die Welt erschaffen wurde‘ (S.134)

Skarsaune stTe| nNeraus, daß die ersuche, die Inkarmaton
QUuS eIiner IC IDIIISCH geprägten Umwelr herzulerfen, IM This sturdy evangelıcal contrıbution LO
gaNZEN NIC| üUberzeugend SINC Die re VOT) der Inkarnation Christology, appearıng ın the serles titled
des O9gOS WGOIT NIC!| eINe späte evol  1ONdre Uberlagerung
griechischen Ooder nellenIstische! Gedankengutes uch Concordia Scholarship oday, addresses the

debate OVer the identity of Jesus of azareST sIe MIC!| VOT)] der vorherrschenden jüdischen IC| des
eSSIGS abzuleiten SIe enTtstan standessen In eiIner Contrary LO those who reduce Jesus to merely
Atmosphäre, die eINne göMiche nkarmkaton als ontologische ea role model, ımportant that 1S, the
Unmöglichkeit angesehen hätte. Norwegılan cholar ar karsaune insısts

Das NT STE| Z7WeE| Sichtweilsen, die mIt der christlichen the factuality of once-for-all incarnation
Nkarnationsliehre MIC| vergleichbar SIiNd FS handelt sich ZU  _ 1n Jesus Christ. Hıs grappling ıth Christologydas jüdische KonzepTt 8INnes enschen, der eINne
g  Iche IW  UuNng ZU  3 Messias ZU|  3 anderen

1s Tes breeze that Christologica
discussion forthrightly antiı-Bultmanniandie antfımyinologische griechische Philosophie, die CQavon
COUTSC, and deserves the wıdest readingausgehrt, daß (SO1t weder eiden NOCH MacCchtIlos semI kannn

Wenn IMOAaN die Öffesten Zeugnisse der Inkarnation IM NT VOoTr) evangelical interest increases 1n the personhood
eIneM altt. Hintergrun QUus Detrachtet. Ird VOT) diesem of Jesus Christ.
Hintergrun ner SC} Ischen Chöpfer UNG geschaffener Skarsaune aAargues that neither the then-
ealı unterschlieden DIe MT re STAN desnhalb IM prevalent Jewısh V1eW of the Messiah OT the
GegensaTz sOowohl ZUu  A jüdischen Denken Gls Qqucn den
DNilosophischen griechischen Konzepfionen.

Tee V1eW of ivinity COU. ave engendered
the Christian doectrine of the incarnatıon of the
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Logos. Moreover, the beliıef W as nNnOot ate evolu- Only John 1:14 'speaks irectly about 1INCcar-
t10Nary superımposıtion. The doectrine he natıon’, Skarsaune concedes, a  oug Man Yy
emphasizes, 1ın envıronment that WOu ave spea indirectly of Jesus’ pre-ex1Ss-
considered ıt ontological impossibility. ence an incarnatiıon. But foreign LO all the

Skarsaune’s maın thrust W as first delivered EXTS 1sS an Yy affırmation of the pre-exıstence of
ın serl1es of lectures to the ndependent the human soul, of reincarnated eavenly
Theological Faculty 1n Aarhus, Denmark, after angelic form, of Messjah °‘resurrected
he had spen LWO leaves ın Israel Daviıd’ "The central thought rather’, STLresses
researchıng Old Testament aspects. Hıs faculty Skarsaune, 1s that T1S WAas the agen 1n CTe-

colleagues at the ndependent Theologica atıon and hence pre-existent LO ıt) The Old
Faculty 1ın Oslo subsequently encouraged publi- Testament ses the isdom, Word, Spirit of
catıon 1n Norwegılan. rygve arsten has (30d as though referring to person.’ Poetic
translated the revised Norwegıan edition, COIN- personification less than adequately explains

such eXitis “T’he moment discussion about thetaınıng extensıve end-notes, an has appendebıbliography. 1ısdom of God WAas transferred LO Jesus, the
Skarsaune focuses the technical Concept of discussion of 1sdom person took totally

incarnatıon INOTeEe than the wıder of 1E shape
Christological credal development The New Skarsaune shares the 110  S widely held VIECW
Testament, he contends, already ıth LWO that we mMust O LO the Old Testament ‚JJewısh
VIEeWS incompatıble ıth the Christian incarna- understandıng of 1sdom if wısh to find the
tion-doetrine. One 15 the Jewish cConcept of ackgroun of the New Testament statements
strıictly human eing ıyınely chosen about the pre-existent T1S agen of CTe-

ation.’Messıiah; the other 15 the Tee antı-m  ology
phılosophy that insısted that God cannot suffer But thıs raıses LWO pressing questions: firstly,

be powerless. Hence ıt. 18 LO suggest hat led LO the identificatıon of Jesus an
that the early Christian mılıeu inevıtably 11UT- Wisdom?; and secondly, do 1sdom Christology
tured incarnation-Christology. The eilenıc an mess1anıc Christology entirely er, 15
WOT. perceived that the Christian incarnatıon there interconnection?
claım dıffered qualitatıively from the polytheıs- ‚Jesus’ usSe of the &I’ set hım apar from the
tıc relig10us myths and,, consıdered prophets less than from the rabbıs 1ın that he
that even philosophically iımpossı1ıble. not only spoke representatıve of (G0d but

Sıimilarly, ıf4> that the oldest 1incarna- additionally get hıs personal authority agaınst
tıon EeXTiISs ın the New Testament WeTe nurtured the entire tradıtiıon of the Law “T'he law had LO
by Jewish backgrounds, ON 15 confifronted by be understood through Hım.) He EVEeN ‘admon-
Hebrew SOUTCEeSs that sharply dıfferentıiıate 15 hiıs disciples LO be prepared for martyr-
Creator and created. Belief 1n divine incarna- dom for his sake. He did not implore God to
tıon W as therefore less offensive 1n Jewısh Sı the storm, but did ıth his OW: word. He
than 1ın Tee envıronment. Matthew (16:16) exercised the dıyıne prerogatıve of forgıving
and Luke CTIS 2:36) and Peter whom they S1NsS. He spoke creatıve word: ‘Rıse, take
quote) regard the basıc Christian confess10n LO VOUTr bed an wa Hıs role an function
be that ‚Jesus 1s the promised Messiah the ‘hurst all previously known categorıes 1n
Christ, Nnoıntie One Thıs Messjah W as Judaıism ‘He who saıd of Himself hat W as

expecte LO be royal 10101 of the Daviıdic lıne. usually reserved only for i1sdom Law COU
Prevalent Jewish thought ‘directly excluded’ not be understood anythıng less than the
an Yy hought of messlanıc pre-exıistence incar- incarnatıon of 1sdom
natıon; at are minımum...nothing 1ın the inner Skarsaune belleves that Christian scholars
dynamıc of the oldest (pre-Jesus) Messıiah COI- ave often been misled Dy the notıon that
fession...would call oY incarnatıon-faıith.’ Judaısm assumed that salvatıon ın the 11e$S-

In Jewısh literature contemporary ıth ‚Jesus S1anıc aAsCc WOU. be ‘tied iırectly LO the Messiah
the Messıjiah has NO divıne “I” 7 himself an to hıs work...as Savlor.’ ere ex1ıst-

During the INalıy eritical scholars COIN- ed ın fact to varıety of VIEeWS of
tended untenably S  „ Skarsaune SLresses the essliah, including that of Messiah who,
that incarnation-doectrine originated relatıvely 1ın combinatıon ıth i1sdom, would destroy
later than the earliıer Messiah-confession an demonıc W and usher ın the Kingdom of
emerged TEee so1l1 ın heavıly (50d. But the domiıinant belhief W as 1n comıng
Hellenistic form of Jewish Christlanıty. Martın ‘messlanıc age political state. 'T’hiıs expecta-
Werner maıntained, unconvincingly, the medi1- tıon did not ead to personally pre-existent
atıng V1IEeW that angel Christology Was the PI'C- an ıincarnate Messjah The backgroun for the

er V1eW lıes nonetheless ın the OldNicene church’s original Christology.
UuroJIh LA  ®
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Testament and 1n Jewish discussions of the and absolute impossibility (to recall Celsus and
1ısdom of God Tertullian), also the ews hat Was SCAN-

More importantliy, the disciples’ belief ın dalous WAas that particular historical
‚Jesus’ messlahship, Skarsaune contends, rested should be identified the divine 1sdom and
primarıly al In his resurrectjion and 11- ‚0g0S If Jesus’ humanıity WAas g1ven, his iden-
103 the beginning of his real mess]i1anıc tiıfication as divine Wisdom 0g0S,work. karsaune does not doubt that there Was Theos, 18 exclude! °It 1s miracle’, Skarsaune

elemental pre-resurrection mess1anıc confes- wriıtes, the evangelical account of the suf-
S10N, along ıth ‘the disciples’ keeping of fering Savior WAas not ffered the altar of
Messiah-secret,’ but he that the fact of the Tee logic, which demanded either that ‚Jesus
resurrection coupled that mess]anıc confession WAas not God because He suffered, that He
ıth the confession of Jesus Lord of the 1V- had not Sullere since He Was God’ (p 1110
ıng an! the dead Hence ıt. Was not Hellenistic Hence ıle Tee philosophy an! Judaic the-
myth but the Old Testament background and ology WOU. ave rejected ıncarnation-theologythe resurrection that Were decisive. ‘When the
oldest confession LO ‚Jesus confessed hım to be

for ılleren recasons, neıither of ese involved
basıic dispute OVer monotheism which both

both the Messjah and the incarnatıon of assumed.
isdom, ıt W as Juxtaposıtion that COU. al uch Skarsaune insısts that monotheism
least be understood ın Jewısh envıronment Was not 1SsSue@e for early Christianity, ıt
where the first. rıstıan proclamation Was 1I11cCuU LO read the CONLrOVerSYy 1n John ın
ear The ına and eciding factor ıth regard an Yy other WaYy. Jesus’ self-affirmation Was DeT-
LO thıs Juxtaposıtion lay not 1ın the expectation ce1ved CXPTEeSS assertion of equality ıth

demand of the people but rather In Jesus’ the Father, an! ıIn reply tOo the hostility of unbe-
OW erson and 1ın Hıs behavior’ (p 44) heving ewWws he claims the prerogatıves of deitySkarsaune disputes the VIEW long dominating Skarsaune aAaPPCAaATS al tımes, LO CONMN-
historical heology that early Christianity DPTre- cede t00O much LO fideism 1n defending rthodox
cıpıtated conflhiet between Hebrew monothe- Christology. 'To be SUre, personal al 1s gift1SMmM and Christian al 1n the divinity of Jesus. of the Holy Spirit. But Skarsaune LO
He 1N! not ‘even TACe of such‘’ conflict eıther Tea not only speculative reason1ıng, but also
1ın the New Testament 1n the apostolic Teason and logic per necessarily hostile LO
athers Much Jewısh monotheism repudilat- revelatory truth The unqualified reference LO
ed heathen 1dol-worship and insiıisted the Greek logic, already mentioned, 1S noteworthy.unqualıified distinetion of Creator an creatıon, The theologians, Skarsaune comments,ıt. W as not engaged 1ın Controversy OVer dıffer- ‘made clear the Olly for human mınds) of the
entiatıng between dissıimilar attrıbutes of God iıncarnation’ (p 110) The theologians ‘wh

though God has inner structure.’ Despite clung LO an expande uDON the doctrine of the
talk of Son of God an agen wh: partıcı- ıncarnation), he 'taught that God Was
pate ıIn the creatıon of the WOor. ell “beyond all Our comprehension an conception ”servıing as soteriological mediıator between (p 133) The early church theolog1ans ‘believed,God and humanıty, there not LO ave taught anı confessed’ mystery 1C. they had
been clas. OVer monotheism, SayYs Skarsaune. desire LO ‘'explain’ (p 134)
Long before Jesus’ day Judaism spoke already Yet Skarsaune insısts that this mySstery 18 not
of “personiıified” (hypostatized) aspects of (GG0d product of 'mythologica pressure’.servıing “agents” “acting authorities” for Affirmation of the incarnation rather
(30d)’ (p 477) . W as not ın an of ıtself offensive because of theological pressure’ inherent 1ın
LO spea about inner structure 1n God “ Jesus’ OW:' Jewiıish context an 1C became
that for example, Hıs 1sdom WOU. be spoken unleashed through this context’s OW. encounter
of attrıbute wıthın (0d)’ (p (5) The SCa ıth Jesus the historical Jesus’ (p 135)dal lay rather ın the transference specıfically to karsaune notLes that the early Christology of
‚Jesus of azare of the tradıtional hypostasis the Fathers e.g., that of gnatius emphasizedCONcepts (pp f.) Wha W as scandalous for that the ‚Og0S truly became human eing an
Judaism 1n 1sdom Christology Was not the (sSO Barnabas ell Ignatius) that 1sdom
implied plurality structure within the 1s the ategory that describes the relationship of
ESSEIICE of God but, from Jewish perspectı1ve, the Father anı the pre-existent Son Skarsaunethe overstepping of the boundary between God somewhat hurriedly OV! through the Fathersand humanıity 16 the incarnation mplie 1n SUTVEYVY of ‘Christology 1n ast an Wegst’
(p 48) Just LO TEee ears suffering and (pPPp 7-9 He regards the Chalcedonianerucified Son of) God Wäas self-contradietion Definition reflective of 'great theological an!
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ecclesiologica wisdom)’ (p 124) but thinks ıt. the incarnatıon ews The
maYy approprlately be considered ‘the prelude ellen1ıst1ic envıronment denijed that gods COU.
LO Ne  < phase ın Christological CONtroverSsSy actually become human beings, a  oug. few
the conclusion of earlıer one (p 129) select humans mig become divine. The

But of ONe thing Skarsaune 1S S cholar- Hebrew envıronment maiıintained the sharpes
sh1ıp has SEEIN the collapse of Rudolf Itmann possible separatıon between God and the Cre-

ready dismissal of the New Testament piıcture atıon; compromıiıse of ıt WAas blasphemy
of Jesus T1S ‘easıly traced to the contem- Moreover, the philosophical tradition of ose

mythology of Jewish apocalyptiıcısm and who refined the doctrine WAas anti-mythological
the Gnostic myt. of redemption’ (so Bultmann, and considered heology be cognıtıve enter-
New Testament and Mythology, tr by CAuDer prıse. Judaism had Man y messiah-candidates,

gden, Philadelphia, 1984, 1-3) but the incomparable claims made for Jesus
‘Few scholarly positions,’ COMMEeNTS Christ are to be traced not the cultural eNVvI1-

Skarsaune, ‘have had LO endure such treatment ronment but tOo the ıfe and ee of Jesus him-
133) Behind the incarnatıon-ın recent research has thıs Bultmann myth, self (p

1C has disintegrated and virtually disap- Christology Was the fact that “Jesus  ? 1s identi-
peared from debate’ (op CI 132) Skarsaune cal ıth the isdom Og0S of (G0d, 1C 1s
cComments, “r an y relatıvely certaın conclusion identical ıth OW salvıfic an creatıve
Ca be drawn from the ast few decades of intention through which the WOT. WAas created’
research regarding the background of New (p 134) Yet the early church insisted that
Testament Christology, ıt 1s the acknowledg- ‚Jesus WAas completely human being...a truly
ment that andy, avaılable mMY  S, ıth the human Chalcedon eclare that without
sSame STrucCLUre the confession of T1S that comminglın them ‚Jesus’ 1vinıty and
COU. easıly be transferred LO Jesus, ust aAaTe not umanıty AT intact; (p 134)
to be found 1ın spıte of the fact that INanYy ave Carl Henry
searched for them'’ (p 132) rlıngton, US

In SUMMATY, Christian belief 1n the realiıty of
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ZUSA|  SSUNGReckoning wıth ar'‘ Essays ın

Commemoration of the Centenary of as Buch [16U7)} Aufsätze, die Cuf eINner Konferenz ZU|  3

Karl Barth’s ır Scdenken Gn KOar| Barth 986 n Ol gehalten wurden. SIe
decken In weiltTes Spektrum der Theologie Barths ab DIeıge Biggar, ed. Verfasser SINC Krifisch doch vereint UrC| die Überzeugung.Mowbray, London Oxford, 1988; PP; daß der Weg neufiger Theologie 'Cr UDer Barth NINGAUS!  ren

ar  ack; ISBN 264 MUuß, ohne aber INM vorbeigehen KÖNNeEN. FÜ den
Spezialisten ıST CCS Buch allerdings VOT) geringerem nteresse,
OÖobwohl einige Aufsätze, insbesondere die VOorn Willlams UunNd

UMMARY (Sunton empfehlenswel SINC
This book Drings together nıne eSSayS Wwritten for (D omMmmMmMenNO-
ratıve conference heild al Oxford In 986 The 655xaysS May 10, 1986 marked the annıversary of
ıde of tOpICS In Barth'’s e0l09y. The writers Ale CIl
cal, but they are united DY the CcOoNVIction hat while the WaYy for. the Ar of this century’s most prolific and

(arguably) most significant theologıan, arl
ard In e0ol0gy oday May Jje beyond Barth, ıf certainiy es ar The book before brings together ıne
hrough hım ere IS ittle In I1 @)| interes for the pecial- eSSaysS wrıtten for OIle of several COM MEeIMOTA-ISt, Dut evera|l eSSayS dre Wor recommending, especlally
0Se DYy Ilhıams and Gunton tıve conferences, held al Oxford, by eading

British, Amerıcan and Canadıan theologians
an! ethicısts.

'T’he essSay>s wıde of topıcs ınRESUME
Ce Ivre neuf eSsSAaIS SocrIits DOUT UuUNs conference Barth’s heology the nature of heology CONMN-

CcomMMEMOTATIVE 'enue Ol 9286 IS COUVrer Toutfe IC ceived by ar and ıts relevance to church lıfe,
ades sujJerTs elatıfs IC Theologie de Ba  3 _es Qutfeurs the doctrine of creatıon, relig10us and moral
SONT Crinques, MAaIS SONT UNIS DUT IC COMVICTION QUG, S} IC Vole
de IC theologie AQCTuelle ene eut-Eire Qqu-delä de Barth epistemology, politics and ethics. The wrıters

aTre ritical but they AaTrTe unıted Dy the convıctjion
elle U certalnemenNT Dr ul L Ouvrage apporte DEU QUI that ıle the WaY orward ın theology odaySOIT de gran NTeret DOUT Ies specCIalstes, IS olusieurs des

mMaYy hıe beyond ar ıt. certainly les throughchapitres mernen recomMAOANdAaTION DamiculieremenTt eUX hım ar oug! not be ignored. Not all of thede llams 97 de (Sunton

uroJIh 87


