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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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refers INnOre the most recent journals, 00 crıtıques. est 0OUvrage stimulant, qul apporte
and approaches and who offers SOMIMeE interesting UNnNe contribution precıieuse sujet, MALS ıl souffre
suggestions the structure of the gosSpe. Morris d’un de clarte quan: ro.  Ze de Christ dans
1sS INOTe strictly exegetical seeking to elucidate Ia creatıon, et ebreu du premıer chapıtre de la
ew’s meanıng; omberg reflects INOTEe (jenese est mal COompTrI1Ss.
though necessarily briefly) questions of applica-
tıon

The commentarıes agr Man Yy things, not SAMMENFASSUNGof them obvıous: © they both trace the 'exception’
clause D:802, 19:9, back esus and argue that Der Verfasser erarbeitet eıne Umweltethik auf theolo-

gischer Grundlage. Im ersten Teil des BuchesJesus OWEe: divorce and remarrliage CD- ehandelt Aufkommen des Umweltbewußtseins,tional (contra eth and enham esSus dıe Öko-Spiritualität und dıe verschiedenenan Divorce, Collins, Diıvorce ın the New chrıstlichen Positionen geübte Kritik AnschließendT’estament, and thers) They diverge er
ints e Morris entertaıns the VIECW that on

antwortet auf1ese ritik Der Verfasser entwickelt
rock’ (16:18) coul reference esusaC

selbst eine trınıtdre Schöpfungstheologie. Seine
Argumentation ıst nachdenkenswert, dieand omberg prefers take it, reference OChristi beı der Schöpfung bleibt jedoch unklar UnıPeter:; Morris takes 16:28 refer esus ea der bräische Text ın (jenesis urde miıßverstanden.and resurrection and Blomberg the ansfıgura-

tıon
Both commentarıes Al well-written, and

warmly recommended-—wit; Morris hav- In thıs book Dr Lawrence Osborn, who has
degrees In both sSclence and theology, seeks toıng the edge for those wantıing INOTe detail, and develop 1an environmental ethic groundedomberg for ose wanting somewhat INOTE ıIn eologic: understanding of the envıronmentaccessible, modern approach and INOTe up-to-date

bibliography Wıth France an Carson already dimension of (0d’s good creatıon. It egins
avalılable, English-speaking readers NO  < ave with brief SUTFVEY of the MSsSe of environmentalism

and of the 1sSsues hıch ead to talk of present
mentarıes Matthew Wıth the massıve Tee
remarkable of middle-level evangelical COIN- envıronmental crısıs. He then outlines the Case

that SOMEeE environmentalists make againstvolume International T1E1Ca Commentary of Christianity AS being responsible for the attıtudesDavies and Allıson almost complete and
Don Hagner’s Word commentary expecte shortly, and beliefs that ave precipitate: the CYIsS1IS. This
StuUudents of Matthew SOON be very well served ea to chapter non-Christian forms of
ee 'green’ spirituality, 1C 15 ve useful gulde

to thıs Tea fter this of SomMe
Christian reSDONSECS to the environmental ecrıs1s.avıd enham

Oxford These are helpfully classiıfied into three
England oOSse that aTe negatıve reactions to

spirituality; those 1C Cry to reconstruct
Christian theology ınto hat 1s claimed to be
INOTre envıronmentally friendly form; ose 1C.
re-examıne traditional Christian beliefs ın theFuroJTh 993) 178-] 1g. of the 1ın order to find resources to

G(uardians of reation: atfure The- address the present CerNs1s. There 1s disappointing
weakness ın the crıtique of the VIEWS surveyedology and the "1stiJ]an ıfe under the first two categorıes. The TEeASON for thisorn mig be ıts NECESSATY brevity, but INOTe couldLeicester: Apollos, 1993, a 7 £9.95,

paperback, ISBN 951
ave een saıd without expanding the chapter
vVe much. Another WaYy of dealing ıth this
weakness ould ave een pOo1N! the reader to
x few 00 articles where uller crıtique Can

RESUME be OUuUnN! ıIn fact, the book COU. do with short
T/’auteur s’efforce de hı  Ätır  A UNe ethique de Penvironne- annotated bibliography rather than Just the hst

of works C1Te!ment sSur fondement heologique Dans premiere
moLtıe du livre, ıl aborde les sujets de la monte de Dr Osborn’s OW approac to developing
’ecologıe eft la spirıtualıite verte, el ıl presente des theologically based Christian envıronmental ethic
crıtiques de l’attitude chretienne et les reponses qul falls into the 1r of his categories, and makes
peuvent etre donnees L’auteur edifie Iui:-meme une the second half of the book ere 1s lot that
ologie trınıtaıre de la ereatıon enonse Q Cces 1s veryY g0o0d here, especlally the insıstence
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