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hıs well-known altercatiıon with Childs) for influences an Yy human mind 18 likely to be
Genesı1s ıIn ıts 1na. form (p 60), and ith his impossible, and there 1s TeEaSon why such
recognıtion that Israel did ın fact transform CeTr- influence should be ruled out of Cour‘ Indeed,
taın ideas of the other nations. The eed to read the of Hellenistic ideas ın the New
Genesı1s iın ıts final form'’ 18 argue' cogently Testament, especlally ın connectı.on ıth the
whoever put the original storles into their present anthropological concepts 1C. ATre vleW,
form did consciously, an ıth eiinıte be demonstrated ere. But such influence
Purpose. arrs insıstence thıs, however, MaYy Paul 18 hardly incompatible with his reasoned

t00 much for his general vleW, for it, begs and intelligent interpretation of (jenesıs.
The book 185 lıkely tO be andmar. in tudiesthe question of the significance of the broader

context of Genesıis 2—3, namely ıts immediate of immortality ın the 1  e, and rightly ere 18
jJuxtaposıtion ıth (Genesı1ıs L and INnOTre generally wealth of perceptive commen(t, together ıth
ıts posıtiıon 1ın (Genesı1ıs 111 the author’s CUStLOMArY readiness to slaughter the

If, In fact, the relationship between (Genesıs sacred CO It ll be clear that the book 18 not
and chapters Bn Were taken seriously the Just work of 1Ca Studies ın the DNDartToOowW

ONe between the hypothetical constituent parts of but has implicatiıons for Systematics, and
the latter, the conclusions of the investigatıon perhaps most importantly, Pastoral Theology
might be quıite ıLieren: HKor the progression from
chapters arguably implies strong Gordon MecConville

Oxfordof ‘loss’. And if this 18 not explicitly 17 erms of
immortality, nevertheless context 18 provided England
for chapters 1C shows that the 1Sssues
there are essentially OU' created that
has een frustrated The SaIlle kind of considera- FuroJIh 993) 811tıon applies to chapter 4, 1C arr ca
‘different story (p. 66), but hıch Can T’he Doctrine of G(God
interprete: extensiıon of the infections of Sın
and ea 1C. ave entered the uman WOT. Gerald Bray
with nes, T’heme ofthe Pentateuch, Leicester: IVP, 1993, 281 ISBN 8511

S 9()Sheffield, 1979, 61{f£f., building in part Vomn

Rad, Genesıis, though more orientated towards
the ına EeX' So ın turn the flood-narrative mMaYy
be SCCHI., not further creatıon account, but RESUME

deliberate sequel the first, expressly intro- L/’ouvrage est DGTU ans UunNne nouvelle ser1e SUur la
ducing the question, hOow MaYy Yahweh continue theologıe chretienne. L’auteur faıt UNe presentatıon
with his reated humanıty 1ın VIEW of ıts er evangelıque Ia doctrine de Dieu, s’appuyant
sinfulness, and answering in erms of covenant. beaucoup sSUur la theologıe patrıstıque. Dans la cCON-

Now ıt MaYy be replied that such scenarıo0 18 naıssance de Dieu, Ia rencontre personnelle est
a ve ate rationalization, gmen of the ‘P centrale; le caractere autre Dıeu est affırme contre
writer. But ın this kind of argument ‘lateness’ 1s ’immanentıisme; Ia distinction entre la nature eft les
rather relative, and S} ave noted, the work of divines Joue generalement ro  Ze ımport-
the editorial hand 1s accepted without demur at anft ans ’argumentatıon. T’auteur tablıt, 2  une

manıere nouvelle, dialogue fertile entre theologieother polnts. In an y Case, 1s not the 1SSuUe, Barr
himself has introduced ıt, hat 1s ıblical, protestante et la eologie orientale.
poss1ibly Hebraic, understanding of human des-
tiny? By what erıteriıon the writer SQqU:
from representing such understanding—while USAMMENF  SSUNG

Als Teıl einer uen theologischen el entwickeltthe mythologic sStreams are permitted to flow ıIn
and OCCUDY places of honour? der Autor eıne evangelıkale 1C derre UOnN Gott,

At the very eas it 111 be acknowledged ındem sıch stark auf patrıstische T’heologıe gründet
that Paul Was readıng (Gjenes1ıs 4A a whole, the Be:i der Erkenntnts (jottes ıst dıe persönliche egeg-
mysterı1es of Pentateuchal eritic1ısm presumably nNUung UoNn zentraler Bedeutung. Dıe Andersartıigkeıt

(jottes ım Gegensatz zZur Diesseitigkeit ırd bekräftigt.remaıinıng hidden from him 'Thiıs should be gıven
due weight 1n reading Paul, and ests, Der Unterschied zwischen der Natur und den
1n that he Was closer the mark than arr Personen (7ottes ıst beı dieser Auseinandersetzung
WOUu. ave us elieve Thıs 1s not to Sa y that bedeutsam. Dieses Buch ermöglicht eıne neuartıge
Paul mig not also ave been influenced by the gegenseıtıge Bereicherung der evangelıischen und

orthodoxen T’heologıe.i1sdom of Solomon; complete account of the
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The Ne'  S serl1es aunched by ntitled “contours W1ıse iıth the OU: chapter, “The Persons and
1ın Christian theology has Gerald Bray the the Nature of God’, hich STIresses the distinetion
serl1es editor, and his OW) book falls 1ın the agaın of nature and person, the former unknow-
ser1es. The serl1es intends to Cater for theological able, the latter encountered ın revelation. Calvın
Students at al levels, from Bible college to Uni- and Eastern Orthodox theologians are brought
versity department, and a1lms to present the into unusual creatıve relationship to orge
evangelical theological perspective TeEeS. and Eastern style synthesıis. The Reformation led to
creatıve WAaY, °top priority has een gıven to Nne Lype of christianity, more than INneTrTre

contemporary issues’. The writing style 1mMs at reform of the old, 1ın iıts stress the utter
eing accessible tOo wıde of reader equality of the DPersons autotheos. This
possible. Such are the criteri1a a1id down for the LO be approaching the influential thesis of John
volumes ın the ser1es, and clearly they should Zizioulas of being commun1lon/’.
meet eed ıf they Ca  - meet these standards Bray wrestles wiıith the issue of election usıng

T’he Doectrine of God empts to meet the ONnCe agaın his normatıve distinction between
challenge vahantly and wıth impressive range nature and DeETrSONS,;) wiıll he 9 elates to
of scholarship. We are taken through inıtial nature rather than persOon, and (G0d does not deal
chapter evıdence for al In God, through ıth at the eve of nature Rather it 1S
consideration of God’s nature, triınıtarıan DerSsoNSs personal encounter that 1S decisive an which
and characteristics of specific  y evangelical that election 1S not a matter of grid of
doctrine divine will but of mutual trınıtarıan ncounter ın

The classical theistic arguments for the eX1S- extiende: tOo humanıty by the Son and Dir|
tence of are felt tO be not. compelling and the 'This g1ves the flavour of the creativıty of the
evangelical approac. of NCcounter with the living book 1C from the interface of eastern
God, revelatiıon controlled by the Biblical esti1- and alvınıs traditions No oOu INOTeEe
MONY, remaıns the authentically christian 1eW. COUuU. ave een devoted to eater of
But Barth, who upheld this tradıtion, 15 held to modern 1ınkers and the pressing question of the
be vague ın hiıs understanding of revelation. The feminist crıtiques of (God-talk ın partıicular, but
author reveals his OW. predeliction for patrıstic hopefully the volumes creatıon and providence
theology early book, drawing discussions will do this ven Bray mManages LO nclude
of Plato and Arıstotle and elr influence early SOMEeEe consıderation of ar oltmann an
christian thought, elaborate his theme Jüngel In his discussion, ell SOINE remarks

The second chapter (GG0d’s nature affırms the slam, 1C 1s interestingly compared ıth
er otherness of God, and defends the notion of Mormonism. Here 18 earned and highly trını-
G0d eing‘ the face of ProCess theology tarıan ınterpretation, cross-fertilising Eastern
1C. regards immanent lıfe behind and Protestant theology, itself Nne even ın
and through the reated realıty. This debate theology
mi1g. ave had INOre and attention devoted
to it, ıt 1s erıtical ATea of CONtroOvVersy oday It Tadshaw
1s argue that the distinction between the nature Oxford
and the PeErSONS of the trıune god has not een England
bserved by modern ımmanentists, who aCCOord-
INg1IYy posiıt developing We learn also that
LO absolutise 1s love'’ alls to keep 1ın tensıon FuroJIh 993) 182—]
the wrath of God visıted SINn, a  oug: the

SCHermeneutifusion of these LWO Concepts christologically 18 not
explored. (God 18 not vulnerable to the WOor. Gerhard Maier
following Calvin, and the majesty of the sovereıgn Brockhaus Verlag, überarb. Aufl.,
Lord galns much emphasıs; ıt, 15 plty that ere Wuppertal 1991, 404 S., 49,
1s dialogue with Fiddes’ influential work,
The Ureative Suffering of (10d at this poın The
patrıstic approac that the divine Derson of the SUMMARY
Son Sullere:! ın human nature, not ın divine In accordance ıth Reformation princıples, Maıer
nature, SWaY, God suffers the economıic, WAanilts LO understand the nolt only human
not. the essential, Trinity wıtlness FO God, but also ord. He thereforeThe thiır chapter, ‘“One Trinity’, provides seeks fO establish essential priorıty of Scripture
SOINe excellent patrıstic discussion of the develop- VLS-A-ULS the exposıtor. In contrastl, for example, LO
ment of the trınıtarıan understanding of (50d, Luther, Maier bases the revelatory authorıty of the
and the book 1s ell orth uying for this Like- ormally only ıts ınspiıration’, an nolt
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