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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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RESUME tıon an which AT ıts causes? Here he enters
Ce ivre irajte CU declin de IC frequentation des eglises into discussion ıth several other heologlans,
neerlandaises. Aquteure IC sECularisation, /} Darticulier
selon les Scyıits de Hendrikus Berkhof. Qul le CONdUIT

such Berkhof himself, Newbigin, myself (my
book Waar blıjft de er (What LS left of the

considerer de acon nOoUuvelle IC TNeologie ] IC spirtualite de CAHUFre (Kok, Kampen, etfc But hisIc KEformMme. Pour Jul. INSsISTe, I8 TGI Dro|  me entre Ies maın discussion partner throughout his olecalvinistes e? Ies agrmINIeNS Dordrecht Doralit SUTr IC Justifica-
tion, et NOn SUTr IC double Dredestination, blen UE cette book 185 Berkhof. He agrees ıth him that LO
dermlere doctmnne GT Dris Dlus de Dlace dans - OCUMET believe to choose. Yet he has the 1mpres-
inal. ‚ ouvrage Corrige de aCcon nteressante olusieurs des S10N that 1ın hıs earlier wrıtings the subject
Vues tradifonnelles, IS IC regeneEration nsque de Drendre al hand Berkhof puts t00 much emphasıs the
UNS DIacEe IrOop centrale, Quli 'CQVOTSE UNe TOIS de Dlus UuUNeS choice of Man, even though he admıiıts that INa  }
dangereuse nNterlorisation de IC spirtualite. chooses 1n close cooperatıon ıth God 78) In

his later wrıtiıngs Berkhof puts INOTeEe emphasıs
the role of human S11n 1n the ProCesSs of sSCC

larızatıon 79) What 1s the ALNLLSWEeTr of Reformed
heology LO a ]] this? Here Taallan mbarks

Das Buch eNnande!l den Niedergang der Kirchen besucherzanl
In den Niederlanden Der utOr ISKUTIE! das Problem der discussion of EIOoTrTMEe spirıtuality. He traces
Säkularisahon, ssonders In den Chnffen VOoNn eNdNKUS Berkhof, ıt back LO the Reformation ıth ıts three sola  ’  s
WOGS eiINner \EUE| Diskussion VOT) Reformationstheologie Uund an to the subsequent eiorme Pietism the

so-called Nadere Reformatie) 1n theDl  al führt. FS ira befTtornT, daß der eigentliche Streimpunk(t
zwischen alvinisten und Arminianern n Dordrecht die Netherlands In other words, he takes hıs STArt-
Kechtferngung UNG MIC| die doppelte Prädestinaton geweSen) ing po1ın ın the eiorme tradition. At the
sel, obwohl diese In den Schlußdokumenten größeres Sewicht Same tıme he agaınst the danger of

| CGS Buch Ist en nteressantes Korrektiv ZUT herkömmlichen
IC} dennoch DIrgt die (sefahr, daß der Wiedergeburf an embellishing this tradıtion, SsOTNE AT e inclined

LO do 100{f.) Undoubtedly ere ATe certaınzeniraler eingeräumt WIrd., WOS ainmal ehr eIner shortcomings 1ın thıs tradition an should bege!  ichen Vernnnerlichung der Spirtualitäat ren KÖNNTE. willing to ıt frankly ın the 1g of
Scripture iıtself. The eart of the Reformation 1s
the doctrine of Justification, 3C 15 also the
heart of the itself. But the "CONJU-

Just ıke all the churches ın estern Europe gates’ this salvatıon 1n ılileren sıtu-
the churches 1n Holland AIe eing hıt hard DYy atıons, salvation-historically, culturally-social-
the onslaught of secularısm. Though ıt INa Yy be 1y, psychologically and personally This

naturally also mplıes that cannot act ıftrue that ın erms of percentage Man Yy people
ST1 ATe attending church 1n the Netherlands, ın experıence Justificatiıon of faiıth 1ın exactly
actual fact theıir number has been roppıng the SaTrne WaYy the people of the Reformation

dıd Undoubtedly, STaCEe an salvatıon aredrastically 1n the ast Lwenty Hardest hıt
15 the Roman atnNnolıc Church IC INa Y ave always the sSame, yeL they must be ‘re-actual-
ost 19010) 8° than percent of ıts churchgoers. ized’ (a term he borrows from me) al the tıme
But the larger eiorme denomiınatıons SuC We should not forget that much has hap-

the Netherlands eiorme Church an the pened SINCe the Reformation. In the per10d of
eiorme urcnes ın the Netherlands aAare Pietism salvatıon Was ınterlorized, spirıtualized
suffering t00 The maller eiorme anı individualized. As matter of fact SOINE of
denomiıinatıons aTre farıng better, but ONCeEe 1ın these tendencies ATe already oun 1ın Calvin

12341.) The Pıetists took these elements anıle 0)81 hears complaınts that the PFrOCEeSS 1S
startıng there LOO Last VYcar Dr Traallan concentrated one-sıdedly them, the result
Professor of eology 1n the Universıty of being that the 1etilsts themselves gradually

changed into kind of subculture an landed 1nUtrecht, WTOLEe important book dealıng ıth
the 1ssue at hand behalf of the eiorme kınd of spirıtua. gyhetto sıtuation, eVEenN wıthin
Alliance wıthıin the Netherlands eiorme theır OW church eır entire attention
Church It 15 called Gereformeerden Zz0eRß W as focussed hat 1S happening 1ın the soul
naar G(God (Reformed people ıUn search of od) of INa  } an they usually had real interest ın
The Su reads: “ ’he wiılıg of (God ın the the broader questions of life, such the STrUuC-
1g. of eiorme Spirıtuality". ures of socıety the ecological problems.

In the first. part of the book he eals ith the Although he 1Ss VeTrY confessional ma  9
questıion of the ‘twilight of od’, term first. TAaallan onestly admits that SOINeEe of these
applied to the sıtuatiıon of secularızatıon Dy Dr weaknesses aAare already present 1ın the Canons
Hendrikus Berkhof. What really 185 secularıza- of Dort (1618—-1619) Unfortunately the athers
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RESUMEof Dort allowed themselves to be pushed into
CoOornNer by the Remonstrants, who constantly Sreidanus OUuS Offre Iıvre de grande valeur, Qul Urn
attacke them the issue of reprobation and Champ exceptionnellement Vaste, SaNSs Stre superficiel. Le

focussed the ole CONLFrOVerSY the 1SsSsue@e Dredicateur qul travalliera serleusemenT Ivre Trouvera
comprehension de IC ible enrichie, VoIre Dredicationof double predestination. The athers of ort transformee.Ooll0We!: them this path and dıd take their Le SECONC volume ST ISSU d’une conference enue New-startıng poıint ın the doctrine of double predesti- YOork 988 LO le dOIT STtre COomprisenatıon, thereby anding themselves 1ın insoluble OCUMEe SO me dans SOr} COMNTeXTe Nistorique, eT

problems. Taallan ıth Kohlbrugge, le DrINCIPDE Drotestant SOlg Cripturg n aUTOrISe DOS lINdvIduUAaI-
who had always maıntaıned that the real 1sSsue SMe OU!  IeUX de 'Eglise.
between the Remonstrants and the Counter-
Remonstrants Was the doctrine of justification
itself Nevertheless, TAaallan himself, 1n
the closing part of hıs book, returns LO the
Canons an! emphasızes the eed ofa-
tıon agaın (156{f., 183{f.) However much (Sreidanus Dräsentiert an UDEeraus WEeTrTVOIes Buch das eIN

außerordentlich weltes Feld abdeckft. ohne e| Inıth hım and ıth the Canons that Oberflächlichkeit vertfalien Der rediger, der das Buch
regeneratıon 185 necessıty, ave LO be Care- quimerksam durcharberert, ira sich In seINEN Verständnis der
füul 1n not makıng it the centre of OUurTr theology IDe| bereicher finden UunNd kÖöNnte seINEe Predigt geradezu

revolumonlieren.anı spirıtuality, for before NOW ıt INaYy
fall agaın iınto the trap of the internalızatıon Der zwelle Band entstand aufgrund einer Oonferenz IM Januar
and subjectivization of DSTYaCEe and salva- 988 In New York. Die IDe| SOIl salbs n inrem historischen

KONTEXT, als OKUuMeEeTY der Kırche verstanden werden, und dastıon. Taallan! certainly has not gı1ven the ast
Drotestantische PrinzIp des Sola Scriptura stellt NIC eINneand ına aAansWEer, but ATre grateful for the omel! für einen Irchenverachtenden InavIiduGaIliSMUS dar.honest WaVY 1ın 10 he has raised the 1SSuU@es

an hıs book makes 1n agaın. Perhaps the
latter 15 the highest praıse OTIle Ca  — accord LO
author!

Klaas Runzila friend of miıne, the princıpal of college for
Netherlands preachers ın Brazıil, ONCeEe told he WOu

always award diploma to student whose
uroJIh 992) 1l 0293 work Wa weak, provide he passed ın both
The Modern Preacher and the Ancıent hermeneutics an homiletics, LWO essentijal diıs-

ciplines for preacher. Both these volumesext. Interpreting and Preaching ddress hermeneutics, ıle the first of themBıblical Lıterature relates the two disciplines LO each other
Sidney Greidanus Dr Greidanus has gıven moOost valuaDbile

Leicester, 1988; PP-.;, £9:95; book, coverıng exceptionally wıde 1e ıth-
ISBN 8028 0360 out superficlality. He SaVYS, ‘In the present vol-

S cross-fertilization takes place not only
between hermeneutics an homiletics but alsoBiblical Interpretation ın Crisis: The

Ratzınger Conference and between historical and ıterary studies.’
Church The first half eals wıith the ma)or steps of

oroug. s@ I 1I11011 preparatıon from a-Rıchard Neuhaus ed.)
kKerdmans, TAn! Rapiıds, 1989; DD., tıve evangelical perspective. The author
ISBN &028 0209 that eXpos1ıtory preaching 1S essentiıal an then

consıders the relevance of Varıo0us ypes of ıblıi-
cal eriıticısm LO the preacher’s task He empha-
S1SEeSs the eed to 20 beyond atomıiıstıc approach-

Ur Sreidanus gives US OST valuable 0101014 COVerIng LO INOTe Ool1lstıCc perspective and welcomes
exceptlonaliy Ide lel WITROUT superficIaliTy. Ihe recent trends 1n this direction. He also laysT'  er WNO WOTKS NIS WOY SerlOUSIYy Through This DO0OKk Stress the eed LO recognıse the richness of4] find NIs OW  —_- understanding Of iIhe le greaTtiy lıterary forms ın the Scriptures anı particularlyeNrTICANE: ANd COUl find IS Dreaching evolutionized LO let these forms affect the structure of the SeT'-Ihe SECONG volume from CONference In New
YOrK Mn January 1988 Ihe IDIe UST De UNnderstooCd N IN0O  - itself. ong the WaY, Lext selection, theme
Church umen eVer) M ITS Historica| CONTeXT an the formulation and relevant communıcatıon are

also addresse:Protestant DriNCcIple Of solı Scriptura IS NOT Ormula fOr
Church-rejecting ndividualism The second half applıes the principles estab-
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