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of T1S 1C. Man Yy wıill find informative and and make tradıtional christologica. and
stimulating. ere Ca  — be ou of the eed soterlological belief implausible for ManYy. While
for INnoOre Ser10us theological wrıting at this evel, White sympathizes ıth oOse who reaC ın this
an both the serles Contours of Christian WaYy to the restrietions savıng knowledge, he
eology and this volume In particular are to be Wants to emphasize instead the unıversal dimen-
welcomed for that Treason S10N of savıng actıon. avıng surveyed 1ınKers

the ıLieren s1ıdes of the debate, White sets out
Trevor Hart hisz proposals In three central chapters 5—-1{)

erdeen ese expound the claım announced thus page
CcCotlan

'The heart of the model be proposed rests hat
FuroJTh 993) 76-]1 might be called the erıterıon of moral authenticıity,

and goes something like thiıs: unless and untıl G(Gjod
tonement and Incarnation: SSaYy INn himself has experienced suffering, death an the
nıversalısm and Partıiıcularıty temptatıon LO SIN, and OUercome them, human

Vernon White ındıvidual, he has moral authorıity LO OUVecome
them ın and zıth est of humanılty.ambrıdge: CUP, 1991, 134 ISBN 521

White makes much of the moral dimension. On
the basıs of OUuUr ‘natural moral intuitions’ he
expounds the difference between retributive and

RESUME recreatıve funections In punishment. In personal
relations, only actıon with recreative intent 1sıle soulıgne le caractere unıversel de ”’oeuvre unımpeachably moral. But a  oug this 1Ssalvatrıce de OChrist. L/’experience QUeE Dieu Iu:-meme

faıt la souffrance el de la mort Iu} donne ’autorite 1lrecte! agaınst traditional not.ions of pena. sub-
DOUT remporter la vıctorre SuUur es faveur de stitution, White Wants LO Incorporate the 1D11cCa.

elements of that doctrine the reality of divıneP”Phumanıte. L’auteur consıdere la dıfference entre la wrath and Justice into his OW:' claıms. Hence ınfonction retributive et Ia fonctıon re-creatrıce du
chätıment, et A montre comment les CUX Sont the en! Mora intuıtion ere Meets theological
ımpliquees ensemble dans le’expiation. L’auteur de la claım, and sends ıt. ıts WaY rejoıcıng' (p 106)

This elaborates the argument for the WaYy hatrecensıon mel question la manıere ont "auteur has done ın Christ 1s constitutive of salvation.defend posıtıon doectrinale d’argument
philosophiques, de meme QUE facon d’assımıler la
doctrine de l’expiation des pretendues ıntullions particular act could constitute unıversal redeeming
morales naturelles. possibilities because ıt. equıps the agen wıth certaın

qualities experlences hıich ‘'qualify’ hım to relate
INOTe effectively the objects of his actıon (p. 53)

USAMMENFASSUN! The conceptual requırements for this set of COMN-
Ahıte betont dıe Unwersalıtäat des rettenden victions x  } be fulfilled The doctrine of incarna-
OChristi (zottes eıgene Erfahrungen UOnN Leıid und Tod tıon 1S conceptually coherent and ere the author
begründen seıne Autorität, sSıe stellvertretend für die avaiıls himself of work the brain and the
Menschheit überwinden. Der Unterschied zwischen Person buttress coherence. Particular attention
den vergeltenden und wiıiederherstellenden Funktionen 1S gıven to the question of divine eterniıty. Here
der Strafe ırd behandelt el Aspekte werden ım White believes that account of relation
UNnelo| Christ: vereınt. Der Rezensent hıinterfragt LO tıme Ca  - embrace both divıne transcendence of
sowohl dıe Verteidigung der Lehrmeinung UrC. empora and temporality wıthin divine
philosophische Argumente als uch dıe Assımıilatıon experilence. The book ends ıth postscriptder re UOnNn der Nne mıt angeblich natürlichen defending the author agaınst the charge of
moralischen Intuitionen. anthropocentric rather than cosmocentriıc)

eology an warnıng agaınst imperialistic
evangelism.

In this work, the author defends the claım that 1S brief and economically-written account
hat Jesus Christ accomplished 1ın particular IC COVeTrs a grea deal of groun It 15 go0d,and tıme has uniıversal effect The strategy succıinct, introduction to the status quaestionis ıIn
1S simple and the presentatıon succinct. er British theology Hıs proposa. has much to COTMM-
sketching 0out the relevant tradıtional claims, mend ıt, maıntainıng, ıt. does, incarnation and
White indicates why such belief has COINE under reconciliation In history intentionally bib-

The dimensions of OUr WOTF. in tıme 1CaA. foundation. But two aspects of his work call
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for comment-—each the subject of theological FuroJTh 993) 77=-=1
method. The Gospel Accordıing LO atthewFirstly, White consciously ollows the pattern Leon Morrisestablished ın analytic theology of defending the
coherence of his OCctLrına. position at conceptual Grand Rapids: Eerdmans/Leicester: IVP,
(loosely ‘philosophical’) eve T’he difficulty ere 1992, 781 ISBN 3389
18 that the plausibility of behef ın incarnatıon

excessively dependent the philosophical The New American Commentary Vol.
SUCCESS of conceptual construction. On the ONe atthew
hand, ıt. 1S true that questions of conceptual Craig Blombergcoherence Can not be dodged f claims are to be
intelligible. On the other hand, claiıms zx  — be Nashville: Broadman, 1992, 464
both intelligible and plausible without needing to ISBN 8054 0122
be demonstrated at sophisticated conceptual
eve It WOUuU be quıte unfair to eXxpect the
author to address the question of theologica RESUME
method involved ere but, equalliy, the poiın Ue sont deux NOUVDVEaUX commentaıres Sr ’Evangile
needs LO be made. atthieuDr deux specialistes evangelıques. Morris

Secondly, Whıiıte assımilated the doctrine of the SOUCL strıctement exegetique, tandıs QUE
atonemen to alleged natural moral intuıtions. omberg s’attache plus SiIructiure de ’Evangıle el
But those who seriously encounter the love and R Son applıication. omberg manıfeste plus grande
holiness of 1ın TY1S erucified must ever after famılıarıte (QUeC les pudlications recentes.
humbliy conform an y moral intuıtions to hat
they ave NO learned 0ora. Ca  - not. stand
ın udgement! Yet this a conjJures the ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
pıcture of intellectually alanced, morally Dıiıes sınd zweLl CUE Kommentare zUuU. Matthäus-
composed heologian, shapıng the 1Dlıca. matter evangelium UonNn evangelıkalen Wıssenschaftlern.according to the Canons of his judgement Now iıt Morris’ Anliegen ıst ausschließlich exegetischer Natur,
MaYy indeed be the Case that cardinal features of

proper doectrine of the atonemen .  . be
während omberg seınen Schwerpunkt auf dıe
Struktur des Evangeliums Un seiıne Anwendungpounded 1ın the hght of moral experlience; with Blomberg ıst muıt der Literatur hbesser vertraut.

Ser10us qualifications ON might even OW talk
of SOME natural moral intuıtions. But moral,
intellectual, wisdom must OW ıts Counftfenance These LWwo commentarıes ave much In
to pale In the light of the CYrO5SS, Just far the both ATre mıddle Eeve ONe volume commentarıes

and ıts foolishness require. wrıtten by leading, well-informed evangelicalIt would be unjust, however, LO overstate these scholars. Both aAare based the English of the
poınts Conclusions that similar could, think, gospel, though referring TEee the footnotes.
be argue! ın ılieren WaYy toO quıte convincing Both cautiously recommend the traditional VIEW
eCcC But a  oug: ONe could ave discussed the that atthew the tax-collector Was In SOINE
1SSuUes of substance that arıse here, it, 18 ımportant author of the gospel, and both respect Matthew
also to to theological method and, indeed, toric: whıiıle interacting eatermo0d, 1C. Ca  - not leave substance unaltered. lesser extent wiıth CT1UL 1Ssues. Both ave
It 15 Just that mı1ss Luther useful introduction Matthew’s themes at the

st, of the commentaryStephen ılllams
Oxford

Morris provides his OWN nglıs translation of
the gospel; omberg cComMmMents the NIV

England Morrtis’s ommentary 1s almost twıce long
Blomberg’s, and Morris 1S able offer Verse Dy

treatment of the gospe. (with the vantages
that INOTre detailed approach brings), whereas
omberg works INOTeEe In sections wiıth the ad-
vantages that less fragmented approac. rings
Morris veteran scholar, who 18 most famıliar
with the er Literature and whose maın inter-
actıon wiıith recen literature 15 wıth SOINE other
recent commentarıes (including Gundry, Carson

France) omberg younger Olar who
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