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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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developing ruly trinıtarıan understanding of FuroJTh 993) 179—-]
creatıon. It begins wiıith study of relevant biblical

T‘his section could be strengthened by Garden ofEden
James Barrmakiıng INOTre use of the implications of ‚Job

(dismissed ın ONe short sentence) and the SCM, London, 1992, 146 £9.95, pb, ISBN
Vvis1ons of Ne heaven an Nne earth (e.g ın 334
Isa and 66) It 15 also possible to present
stronger defence of Gen 6—28 agaınst the
eriticısm of ıt by environmentalists than that RESUME1C. Osborn g1ves. Surprisingly, ere 15 L/’auteur essalie montrer que les ıdees de TeC-discussıon of the favourite text of Tıstlan antı-
environmentalısts, eier 3:10 tıon el d’immoaortalite sont 0DPD P’une

not at all convinced DYy the definition of autre dans la peNsEe zblique. Les chapıitre deux el
the role of the Father In creatiıon 1n terms of the troıs de la (Jenese n enseigneraient DasS la doectrine de

la chute de l’homme, MAaLSs la perte de Ia chanceg1ving of promıiıse ereation (pp 893, 13310 d’obtenır l’iımmortalıte. . DeNsEe zOLlique sSUur Ia ULEThis to rest semantic sleight of hand
It 18 true that SOMIME not all) of the commands 1ın el la mort seraıt plus proche de la penNsee grecCque
Gen aAare expressed by Jussıve forms ın Hebrew qu'on le parfols. I’auteur de recensıon

mel question Ia facon ont les paralleles eXLIra-(translate let This 1sS taken to INean that bıbliques sonft utılıses DOUT comprendre la penNseethe Father g1ves the ecreation ‘permiıssıon to be
This ‘permission’ 18 then mysteriously transformed 'hebraique‘ et pour expliquer le ens du Lexte ıblique.
iınto a  ‚. promıi1se of future with (G0d’ However,
the Jussıve 18 the normal form sed for ird- USAMMENFASSUNG
person commands ın Hebrew and the context of Hier ırd ehauptet, die Vorstellungen UoON ufer-Gen makes ıt. clear that that 15 the force of the
Jussıves ere The statemen that Gen stehung un Unsterblichkeit stünden ım biblischen
does not impose an y ontological distinction Denken ın keinem Gegensatz zueiınander. (jenests

unterstiutlze nıcht die re des Sündenfalls,between the human and non-human (p 136) 1s at sondern zeıge eıne verlorengegangene Chance dereas questionable. Clearly, iıke the non-human Unsterblichkeit auf. Bıblisches Denken über encreation, humans ontologically creatures,
wiıith all that that mplıes However, ıt. (01 SEEeM und Tod spe dem griechischen Denken näher als
possible that eing ın the image of implhies manchmal angenomme ırd. Der Rezensent stellt

dıe ethodik ın Frage, wober außerbiblische Parallel-ontological distinection of another kind eispiele herangezogen werden, das ‘hebräische‘’ere are SOINE poiınts where WOU. iıke Denken erleuchten un dıe Bedeutung desclarıfication. Kor example, hat 18 mean DYy the
statemen that ‘through Christ, creatıon 18 schen Textes erklären.
nabled to resist Ntropy and, hence, disorder’ (p

Does this simply INnecan that the INa-
tıon of God’s PUurpose for the uniıverse will COIMNE The book 1S Aase| the Read-Tuckwell lectures,
about before ıts ‘heat death'’ (which 1S bıllıons of gıven 1n the Universıity of Bristol the subject

off anyway), 1s Dr Osborn sayıng that of Human Immortalıity. Professor Barr Sses the
opportunıty LO the ideas of immortalıtyGod 1s working agaınst the Second Law of

Thermodynamics, Law 1C. he brought iınto and resurrection they ave een understood ın
eing and sustains? Christian theology The book has SOMME of the

These erıticıisms and cCommMmMments are not-: meant marks of ıts Or1g1ıns lectures, ıth asıdes and
to detract from the book; rather they indicate ıts digressions, and s()INE of the author’s ıimpatıence

ıth VIeWws he regards untenable. But it 1sthought-provoking nature, hich makes it, valu-
able readiıng this ımportant OopP1C always interesting, en ngagıng, and reveals

little INOTe of the author’s OWN piety than SOINE of
rnes Lucas his er works.

London The maın thesis of the book 1s that the ideas of
immortality and resurrection not In opposıtıonEngland
to each er Certain strands ın Christian
theology ave tended to Overstress resurrection,
1n the belief that immortality (especlally 6}  1mM.-
mortality of the soul’) 1s Tee an therefore
unbiblical This posıtıon has een informed
ın recent decades DYy the pDOoS  ate of so-called
‘totality ın Ving’ 1ın the Old Testament (1.e
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