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raıised by Barth’s ethics. Specifically, he RESUME
responds to LWO erıtic1ısms frequently directed to ‚Oouvrage CONTIEN des CO  rences DroNONCBES Australie

989 Le ilre, ‚e uvernement dIvin, USe d’une formule deBarthi’’s talk of ethics to the divine
SUDSTI  107 DOUT «ROoyaume de Dieu», CeC| DOUT soulignercommand. The first 1s that ar 1S thical ’approche nOUuvelle de IC question dONT IVT! fait ICcharısmatic who treats the divine command TenTtaTlive. L Ouvrage est destine arge oublic. IS

prıvate revelation. According to this line of contribue NEANMOINS CJUX es Dlus CVANCOEeS SUTr l Evanglie
cr1t1c1sm, ar 1S essentially irrationalist, de GArC. est ufle, IN  TeSSAIY STIMUIOY
LO be categorize ıth Spiritualists of the left-
wıng Reformation. T'he second charge depends
upon the first Barth’s theology precludes 19107885 ZUSAMMENFASSUNGmatıve ethics. In» Biggar shows that Jese Vorlesungen wurden 989 In ustralien gehafen Der
the hearıng of command 1S not to be
etache from prayerful reading of cripture itel IC Kegierung steillt eINe Alternative ICl

es dar, den ZUugaNg dieser rage
wiıthin the context of the Church 'T’hıs text. and unterstreichen, den das Buch VersuC| Das Werk wenderT SICH
thıs context act checks prıvatısm. Bıggar en Dreifes UuDBIiIIKUM. AT Qber dennoch ZUr wissenschaft-
gOCS LO show that ar actually eNSASLCS ichen Auseinandersetzung mf dem Markusevangelium DEl Fs

ıst e1INn sehr nützliches InTeressanTtes un gedanklich(covertly'!) 1ın soft form of cCasulstry. So Barth’s
Drovozierendes Bucheology 15 not at all ackıng ın normatıve

ethics. What ar does do 15 to leave certaın
salutary gap between rule an! Case that
aDsolute casulstry W1 the attendant rıisk of This work 15 collection of lectures gıven by
self-justification) 185 rendered imposs1ble. Room France 1ın 1989 at Moore Theological College,
15 thus eft for (God LO speak aneW, to apply the Sydney oug. eAasure of acquaıntance
rule LO OU. sıtuatıon 1n such WaYy that the rule ıth scholarshiıp 15 assumed, the ole
1S5 qualified by the Tes command. The net the work 1S accessible LO the vast majJorı1ty of
result 1S that thical principles readers ıt 1s clear, own-to-earth an read-
preparatıon for hearıng the command of (G0d able The book eflects desire LO CONVEY the
but they AT not substitute for that hearıng. results of speclalıst discussıon %a wıder publıc

It 15 to be ope that second edition of this 1ın intelligıble non-technical form, pOos1-
informatıve and interesting volume 111 elım! ı- tıve contrıbution LO Christian al and lıving‘
ate the misspellings of (Gjerman words which (p V111).

from tıme LO tıme, ell Alıster The phrase ‘divine government 15 offered
McGrath’s miıistaken attrıbution of Richard alternatıve LO the traditional expressıon ın
1ebuhr’s T’he Kingdom of God ın Amerıca LO studıes, ‘the kingdom of God/.’ T’he SUu
hıs brother, Reinhold Notwithstanding such makes France’s emphasıs clearer yet
blemishes, the book 15 ell worth recommend- actıve ‘kingship' instead of statıc ‘'kiıngdom' 15
ıng to anyone who about the future of the- 1ın VIEW. WKor France the plethora of Varıous CUT-
ology rent understandings of ‘the kingdom of God’

Bruce MecCormack and the unfortunate popular trend to make
Universıity of Edinburgh ‘'kingdom'’ adjective warrant nNne and Tes

CcCotlan:! approaches LO thıs central concept ın the teach-
ıng of ‚Jesus.

UroJIh 992) 11 89—90
The introduction seis 0ut the aims of theDıvıne Government: od. Kıingship ın work ın erms of the historical Jesus an the

the Gospel of Mark evangelist’s ıtz ım en We AT told, "The
France prımary object of thıs book 1S LO enquıre hat

SPCK, London, 1990; V11 135 £6.95, Jesus of azare had 1n mınd when he
paperback; ISBN 281 aunche this powerfu slogan L1.e., ‘the king-

om/kingship of the world’ (p 2) T'hiıs

UMMARY
task 1s not attempted pan-synoptic basıs
but by studyıng Mark, the earliest of the

ese lecTures ere given n Australia n 1989 Ihe ITle Gospels Further, the focus partıiıcular CONM-
divine government IS GT alternativ TO Kingdom OT cCept does not elımınate the eed to ‘Tread arkS0Od In Order TO underline ine res| approaCc TO TAIS
question WRAIC Ine DOOK attempfs. Ihe 'Ork IS esigne: whole  ” (p 6); Ca  - only do Justice LO Mark’s
fOr DOopular readership DuTt IT Glso CONTNDUTES TO Ihe account of Jesus’ eaching ingshıp
scholarly STUOY Of OI! Gospel IT IS VeETYy useful, nTer- when read specific eXtis agaınst the back-
esting N thought-provoking 01010) 4 drop of the broader narratıve. As the chapters
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unfold, the emphasıis LO be uponNn Mark’s My only sıgnıficant objection LO thiıs work 1S
portrayal of Jesus’s teaching, but, CONCEeTN LO that there 15 certaın ack of clarity ın the
TeCover the INeESSapec of the historical Jesus also introduction and throughout the work to the
L[U1S through the work. focus of analysıis: France seeks to understand

The five chapters discuss key ‘kingship’ both hat the historical Jesus had 1ın miınd and
(basılezia) exts, but ATe also concerned to reveal the Markan portrayal of him While ıt 15 quıte
the pervasıve 1n ark of Concept approprıate to approac exXtis both of
that cannot be restricted to CCUTITENCES of the these levels, this book has neıiıther dıifferentiated
term 1g 15 shed Mark’s Gospel by fre- consistently between them (frequently the work
uen references LO background paralle EXTS slides from the Jesus ıtz ım en LO the
ın atthew, Luke and the OT, ell other Markan, Vice versa), 1910)8 provıded method
wrıtings France SLresses the paradoxıica: nature by which OoONne Can confidently work back from
of (G0d’s kıngship ıt 1S en, humble, mısun- Mark’’s ına text. LO TeCOover the mind of Jesus.
ersto00| and rejected. (0d 185 C  takıng over’, but Of COUTrSe, France 1s not suggesting that the fact
ordinary nationalistic ideas of G0d’s deliverance that Mark’’s 15 the earliest of the Gospels (pPp
m1ss the poıint. savıng actıon (1.e., hıs 2-5) that it 1sS free of redactional fea-
ngship 1s LOO revolutionary for Jesus’ contem- ures an constitutes perfectly clear lens LO
porarıes LO STaSp, ıt 1s ocused not OVeTrCOM- the per10d of Jesus, but the reader MaYy
ing Roman rule (Jesus 1S not ealot) but the nonetheless get the ılmpression that there 1S
INOTe fundamental task of opplıng demonic CasYy transfer of content from the INeSSage of
forces. pırıtua. confhets punctuate the Markan Jesus 1n history LO the mMeESSapge of Jesus ın
narratıve, an INanYy indıvıduals whose lives Mark’’s Gospel.
had been dominated Dy demonic W Are 1b- That CONCEeEeTrTN asıde, thıs 1S Very useful,
erated In the revolution ‚Jesus ea!| interesting and ought-provoking book

ell refuting claıms that ark 9:1 1S Students, miıinısters an an y who wiıish LO under-
instance of faıled prophecy, France maıntaıns stand the better 111 benefit by readıng ıt.
that 8:938, 13:26 and 14:62 correlate ıth Q9:1 Further, there 1s ack of relevance for ‘real
and ave theır basıs 1ın the enthronement visıon 1ı1e today Thiıs 1S especlally true ın regard LO
of Danıiel T’hıs implıes that the "comıing’ of the the sharp crıt1que the work offers of conventiıon-
Son of Man and the "comıng of the ingship of a| ideas about authority, W and prestige:
God 1ın W antıcıpate Jesus’ enthronement ın Jesus rings kingship LO SEerVeE the owly,
heaven anı not the Parousıia. France concedes the ©  1 the outcast; ordinary values of great-
that this 1S controvers1]1a|l thesis, but ıt. has the ess are thus turned upsıde oOWn
advantage not only of removıng the problematic Peter Nelson
edge of ET but also of oing Justice LO Markan
anguage an! imagerYy.
oug. thıs work 1S argete mostly al

popular readership, France interacts ıth and UuroJTh 992) 1:l 9092
contrıbutes LO the scholarly discussion of Mark’’s
Gospel. On the 1SsSsue of the obtuse Markan dis- Gereformeerden zoek Naar G((0d.
cıples, France maıntaıins (agaıns Weeden) that Godsverduistering ın het licht deark has vendetta agaınst the disciples Gereformeerde SpiritualiteitST0uUD 1C they represent. Rather, the disci- Graaflandples exemplif; ordinary people who eed LO
OW the paradoxical ingship of Jesus LO Kok, Kampen, PP-;, 29,90
IEVEeTrse their conventional system of values. As
for the mess]lanıc secret, France that ıt UMMARY
reflects ttempt of the Markan Jesus LO Ihis DOOK IS CONCeMed ITn Ihe declIne In Church altten-avo1ıd handiıng ammunıt.ıon LO his opponents Aance Mn ihe Netherlands Ihe QUTNOT AlsCUusses eCular-
any notıon of royal messlanıc identity Was ZaTION especlally In tThe WrITings Of [r Hendrikus Berkhof
lıkely LO ear'‘ ıIn political terms). T’he ‘Son of WNIC e IM TO Tres) dISsCUussion Of Keformation Tihe-
man 1ın ark 15 heavıly dependent the INan- OlOgYy and spirituality. He NSsISTS InatT iIhe eal DOoINn @|| ISSUEe
ıke ıgure In the Vv1lsıon of Daniel (there 1S Dbeiween C alvinists Aand Arminlians GT Dort WOS JUSTINCA-

1ON, nOoT double oredestination TNhough ihe alier dOC-discussion of possıble collective Son of INan ın
Dan 13 Finally, Markan christology has been rine assumedd greater Importance n Ihe inal dOoCUuU-
greatiy underestimated: 1ıt. INaYy be less evel- MenTs. Ihe DOOK IS Interesting COreCTlive TO uch TAdI-

HNonal TnNoUughft, TNOoUugh IT CONTAINS iIne danger INnaT NM-oped than that 1ın other wrıtings, but there eratlion ıll De given TOO CcentTral Dlace, (eadiNng ONCeEe
AIe ST1 strong implications of ‚Jesus’ divinıty. Ofe TO dangerous inTternalization Of spirituality.
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