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that OINe MaYy ome LO salvatiıon by worshipping 3) le judaisme seın du monde greco-romaın du
YT1S' ın ıgnorance. oug. careful to limıit the premıer sıecle,
extent of thıs ‘opaquenesSs’, elm 18 surely closer 4) le premıer sıecle chretien.
to OoONe of the forms of what Man y ave 5) Une brı  'eve conclusıon ınsıste SUr le faıt qQUe le
inclusivism)'. It IMaYy be true that there are INOTeEe probleme de Diıeu est fondamenta DOUFr foutes les
posıtions than the generally accepted three of questions qu on aborde rapport (AUEecC le Nouveau
pluralısm, inclusıyı1ısm an exclusivism, an Testament.
elm does ell LO defend his standpoint, but est claıir el hien ecrıt, quı Sera apprecCLE

des specıalıstes des etudıanlts. constıtue UunNne
dıI_r_10re needs LO be done wıth regard to hıs pa  -

bonne ıntroduction bien des questions dıfficıles,E S  The final aYy 18 attempt by Henrı1i Blocher ITUMS l’hermeneutique et la erıtıque des formes.
ook al eodicy ın the 1g. of the doectrine of ependan son contenu n’est DaS auUss.ı NOUVEAU qu'ıl

hell He presents strong erıtic1sm of human le pretend. De plus, ıl separe l’hıstoire, la theologıe et
attempts LO deal wiıth the problem of evil, and la crıtıque lıtteraire de facon Lrop rıgıde et DTODTe
1SSues call to remaın wiıithin the boundarıes of notıon de recıt n  est DaS manıee AavecC une precısıon
revealed truth At the SaInle time he 1S WISe LO suffisante. empeche cest 0OUUraßge quı stımule
cautıon agaınst reading iınto ıD11ca EXTIS m1s- la reflexion et quı 6veılle notre d  esır de voLr les

volumes Suıvants.conceptions concerning hell 16 ave almost
become 0  Odoxy, hıs contentment to remaın ın
the miıdst of mYySterY, together wıth his dismissıve USAMMENFASSUN:!
attıtude towards eodicy ase: human Dies ıst der erste Band einer geplanten fünfbändıgen
freedom, will not be shared Dy all T’heologie des Neuen estaments. Die anderen Bände

One maJjor disappoıntment ıth the book has werden jeweıls dıe Schwerpunkte Jesus, Paulus un
nothiıng LO do wiıith ıts content, but wiıth ıts PTe- dıe Evangelıen behandeln, abschließend miıt eıner
sentatıon and type-setting. It 18 shame that Schlußfolgerung. Dieser Band ıst als Einführung
such relevant and vital work should be let. down ge|

the production sıde. Havıng sa1d that, the Er ıst auUs fünf Teılen aufgebaut. Der erstie Teıl
other maın limıtatıon of the book 18 inherent ıIn an methodologische Fragen. Der zweıte Teıl
ıts nature Wıth such wide of matenal versucht lıterarısche, historische und theologische
and diversity of tOop1CS covered, Man Yy questlons Wesen des Untersuchungsgegenstands muittels der
remaın. Kvangelıicals wiıll hbe eft ın Ou of Kategorie Erzählung eng S  story  J erfassen. Der
the significance of these Papers, but also eft wiıth nächste Abschnuitt olgi mıt der Behandlung des

lot. INOTE ınkıng LO be carrıed out. Judentums des erstien Jahrhunderts ın seıner
griechisch-römischen Umwellt, annn olg der vıerte

Tony Gray Teil über ‘das erste christliche Jahrhundert. Der
Oxford, England letzte Teıl esteht aus eıner kurzen Schlußfolgerung,

dıe erklärt, daß dıe Gottesfrage den meısten, MOß-
licherweise en anderen Fragen neutestamentlıcher

Uro. 994) 3:1. 900—-93 T’heologie zugru  elıegt
Dies ıst eın klar verständlıches, lesenswertes Buch,

Studenten WLe Wissenschaftlern gleichermaßenT’he New Testament and the eople of reude bereiten kann Vıele schwierige Fragestellung-G(God Christian Origins and the Questi:on
of (r0d, vol. C  ‘9 WLie zB Hermeneutik un Formgeschichte,

werden gul und verständlic eingeführt. Allerdingsrıg ıst seın Beitrag zur neutestamentlichen T’heologıeLondon: SPCK, 1992, X1X D3Q,; nıcht orıgınell, WLıe seın möchte. Darüber
hinaus werden Kategorien WLe Geschichte, T’heologie
und Iıterarische Methodik prinzıptell stark UON-

RESUME einander losgelöst, während dıe Kategorie Erzählung‘
s’agıt Ia du premıer de CIn volumes chantıier undıfferenziert gebraucht ırd. Trotz dıeser

Anmerkungen handelt sıch eın stımulıerendesSUr la theologie du OUVEAL Testament. Les SILVAaNtks
seront Consacres JSesus, Faul: et AEvangıles, Werk, Appetit macht auf dıe folgenden an
AUEeC UNe conclusıon. Ve volume est UNe ıntroduction.

rte CIn partıes:
1) les questions de möethode, In engagıng Preface, rıg us that he
2) la comprehension de la nature lıtteraire, set out to wrıte LWO 00 sıde by side, ONe

historique et theologique de ’entreprise yen du Paul and his theology, and the other Jesus In
des recıts, his historical context, It dawned him that the
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LWwO Were intertwined both ea wiıth ‘the his- has often put asunder, rıg emphasises the
torıcal description of events and beliefs ın the ategory of story not only because much of the
1rs' century—though that much COU. surely be New Testament Als story not least the StOrYy
sald about, SaY, treatment of the Zealots at the of Jesus), but because the itself must be
tıme of the ewWwl1s Wa  - In an y Case, ike Topsy read along such nes Act 1—Creation; Act
the project ‘'growed’, and rıg. NO envısages Fall; Act 3—J1srael; Act 4— Jesus; Act 5—the
five volumes: ONe each Jesus, Paul, and the wrıting of the New Testament, including the
gospels, plus introduction the present volume) gospels the first of the fifth ct) The ast
and conclusion. right’s aım 1s offer CONMN- Act Iso includes INTSs (1 Corinthians 15, parts
sistent hypothesis the orıgın of Christianıty', of Revelation of how the play will en!
1C. 1S, In fact, nothing less than ONe form of Because Man Yy of the disputed poıints turn
New Testament theology But unlike most New one’s understanding of first-century hiıstory,
Testament theologies, rıght 0€es not intend to especlally between D30 and AD70O, right
control hıs discussion by inductively studying devotes the ext LWO sections study of ‘First-
each New Testament document though he entury udaısm wıthın the Greco-Roman orld’
promi1ses faır bit of such study) er, the Part IL, 145—-338) and of “"The 1IrSs T1sSt.1an
maın tıtle of the project reveals both ıts organıza- Century’ Part I 39-—464) respectively. In
tional unıty and Wright’s commıtment to the the first, Wright’s aım 1s5 to ‘uncover the world-
concrete the organızıng centre 18 the question of VLEW of second-temple Judaism)’. While seeking
God, sınce, accordiıng to rıght, the early be fair Judaism’s diversity, right arrıves at,
Christians wrestled with that question INOTe Judaism’s characteristic beliefs (monotheism,
than 18 usually imagıned’. election, eschatology characteristic hope

This first volume, then, 18 ‘basically exXxercıse The presentation of the latter includes sensible
ın ground-clearing’, designed LO enable rıg tO comments apocalyptic, the messıliah, and future
produce the ext Tee volumes without tO0O much lıfe T1g 1s of that Man Yy students
question-begging and wıthout including 1ın those of Judaıism Judge it ınapproprlate to spea of
ater volumes lot of this preliminary materilal characteristic Jewish ‘beliefs’, the grounds
The book 1s into five uNeven parts In the that for most first-century eWws the identifying
1Irs (pp 3—28), 1C 15 introduction focusiıng patterns of ife Were not much beliefs

me  od, rıg. uses the parable of the WIC. rıtuals, values, cultura badges. But right
enants interpretatiıve for four insısts that these things betray entrenched
approaches he rejects: the pre-critical, the purely ‘worldviews’, an ıt, 1S these worldviews that
istorical, the narrowly theological, and the pOost- Jesus and Paul sought to edefine
modern. Many of the problems he ralses wiıth As for “CThe First T1st1aAn Century Wrig!  s
each approac turn the tensıon between ıntention 1s to lay out the CONTOUFS of early
reading that seeks to be normatively T1ıstlian Christian history, especlally but not exclusively)
an! ONe that seeks LO be alr to history. The from D30 LO AD70, wıthout appealing to either
Knlıghtenment has een t00 ın ıts denune!i- Jesus Paul—thoug! he acknowledges that this
atıon of traditional Christianity, and unda- 1S hLttle ike ryıng to desecribe European musıc
mentalism has een t00 SUSPICIOUS of Soll! between 1750 and 1850 without appealing LO
1STOr1ca. INQqUITY. rıg. intends to combine the eethoven Mozart Hıs CONMNCEeTrN 15 to set out the
pre-modern emphasıis the authority of the text, matrıx of realıty In 1C Jesus and Paul must
the modern emphasıs the text’s iırreducıbDle be interpreted (ın ater volumes). He proceeds
ıntegration with hıstory, an the postmodern along Tee AXeSsS On the aX1S of history, he picks
emphasıis the reading of the text, His entire out ıne assured facts, beginning wıth the Crucl-
approac he labels ‘eritical realism'’. fixion of Jesus an ending wıth the martyrdom of

Simultaneously rejecting posıtivism, the search olycarp. Turning to praxıs, he offers T1e
for timeless truths, and purely subjective readings, study of mM1SS10N, sacraments, worship ıth refer-
rıg. devotes the second part (pp 29—144) to EeENCE Jesus, Ne  < ethic, the absence of sacrıfice,
Tes examınatıon of hat contemporary and martyrdom. The 1r! QX1S 15 the study of
Christian iterary, storıca. and theological pro- symbols: the mM1SS10N, the church, codes of
ject mig ook uch of this STOUN! 15 personal behaviour, Jesus embodying the
familiar, though it 1S en freshly put It 1S of God, early creeds, and martyrs. TOmM
impossible to ave ‘mere’ history; ıt 18 impossible these elements he egins his construction of the
to abstract Christian theology from the history of “Christian worldview). He SOonN 1nN! that the
first-century Judaism; merely private readings sketch Ca  - only be filled Out by appealıng to the
end ın impossible solipsism, and forth In storlı1es Christians told He therefore SUrrVeEYS ın
bringing together hat contemporary scholarship turn the ‘longer storjes’ told Dy the synoptic

uroJTh O]



Book Reviews M

Of the Varıous hesıtations ave about theevangelists, INOTeEe riefly SsSummarızes the ‘stori1es’
told by Paul, Hebrews, an! John, and ends with book, perhaps should mentı]ıon three First,
the short storıes called by ‘revised form despite the form ın 1C ıt, 1S cast, thiıs work 1s
eritic1sm.’. He concludes thıs SUrVeEY wıth not nearly novel ıt. purports to be In SOINE

examinatıon of ‘“Stories but Story”?”, 1.e and WaVYySs, of COUTSC, that 15 good ing studies ın
the Gospel of Thomas right doubts that the theology and 1D11cCa. studies that Are entirely
hypothesıs 1S valı and dismisses Thomas novel Aare almost always wrong-heade: LO
‘subversion’ of first-century Christianıty iınto equal extent. But this book, quite unacceptable

degree, resorts to the kind of argument Kissingerquıte ıl1eren sort of religion’. This fourth Part
of the book ends wıth Wright’s outlıne of the desecribes ın T'he ıle House Years: wherever
worldview of early Christians, especlally ith bureaucrats Are as to ist TrTee four
respect LO their understandiıng of (G0d They alternatiıve policies for their politica. masters,
eheve! that the eWIlS. hope had already een they invarıably produce ist that deseribes twıts
fulfilled In the comıng of Jesus, though they left to the eft and twıts to the right, wiıth the safe,

place for future comıng of Jesus. Because ‘recommended’ policy the sensible ing ın the
rıg. interprets apocalyptic primarıily meta- middle Similarly, Ng. constantly escribing

hat he does not ıke the eft and the riıghtphorica and ocused this WOT. he rejects the
COMIMMON argument that the elay of the parousla though of COUTSE he o0€eSs not uüse the categorıes
constituted ma)Jor problem for the early church left’ and rıght’), and then SaVySs, ‘My proposal 18

Part (pp 467—4776) SCTrTVES conclusion, ‘1 uggest that ‘My suggestion 1s
returniıng “The New Testament and the Question that the iıke 'T'hıs invarlably sounds if

the recommended stance 1s both the sensible 70of God’ By the end of the first centurYy, LWO
separate communiıitıes, the Jewish an the medıa and entirely novel; ın realıty, it 1s pretty
Christian, havıng SPTUuNg from the OoONne ro0ot, often the former and almost the latter For
had developed LWwO disparate self-understandings, ınstance, a  oug. he emphasises the inkage
two disparate WaYys of reading Scripture, LWwo history, theology, and lıterary sensıtıvıty,
disparate understandings of God Why? T’he TrTee and z  oug. his efforts to cast the discussion ın
0Ca. pomınts for debate Are ‚Jesus the CONCETN of Just this WaYy are his OWN, freshly minted and
the hıstor1an), the New Testament documents much appreclated, yet at the Same tıme, the best
the CONCeEeT N of the Tary er1tic), and the question exegetes believing and capable scholars
of the CONCEeTN of the theologlan). right ave resorted LO all three dimensions for long
agaın attempts LO bring these together, Judging tıme. It WOU. ave been helpful, not to Sa y INOTeEe
the latter to be foundational “The question of god humble, thiıs had pointed Out, how right’s
(sıc—one of Wright’s orthographical predilections], synthesis meshes wiıth the work of SOINE others.
though CONSPICUOUS Dy ıts absence from the great Second, occaslonally the controlling paradıgm
maJorı1ty of00 about the New Testament, 1s In L +hS COMNCeEeTN to integrate the three focl, VIZ.
fact the question 1C hes at the ro0t. of most if history, theology, and lıiterary eritiecism— leads to
NnOot all of the 1ssues 1C AIe INOTe frequently reductionistic analyses. Thus ın the concluding
discussed’. As Christianıty evelops In the first chapter, hıstory 1S tied LO the study of Jesus,
century, it, 15 clear that DE  S claıms AT eing theology to the question of God, and hlıterary
made at this fundamental level’, affecting nOot erıticısm to the New estamen But ONE cannot
only language but symbol and praxıs, not least lJegıtimately approac. the challenges of the study
the symbolic praxıs of readıng the Jewish SCYT1P- of the ‚Jesus apart from sensıtıve Tary
ures ın Ne way readings of the New Testament and theological
ere 1s useful appendix offering ‘“Chrono- reflection the nowledge of presupposed

by Jesus’ contemporarıes; ONM cannot longlogical Chart of Second-Temple Jewish Hıstory
and of arly Christianity’”. profitably CNSgagE ın theological reflection

Despite ıts en anı erudition, thıs book 15 apar from lıterary apprecılatıon of the Old
extraordıinarıly ucC! Both SeN10T scholars and Testament Scriptures, and sober study of the
first-degree theologlans Ca  —; follow ıts arguments, nature of the history those Scriptures claım to
revel ın the fine Knglısh style anı delight In the present; ONe cannot eNgage In the lıterary study
Man Yy colourful siımıles and analogies. ome SsSCcC- of the New Testament at anythıng beyond the
tıons of the book ould excellent most pathetic reduectionism without simultane-
introduction to convoluted an ispute: top1cS— ously reflecting the WaYyS ın 1C ılieren
not least the sections hermeneutical theory lıiterary forms structure OUr theology of God, and
and form er1ıtic1ısm. ertainly the sustained argu- OUr grasp of the historıiıcal Jesus. In the work
ment of the entire work 15 wınsome, and ets whole, of COUTSE, Wright shows he appreclates
one’s appetite for the remaınıng four volumes. these polnts; all the INOTE remarkable, then, that

92 ® FuroJTh



S& Book Reviews

in the closıng chapter Jesus, God, and the New the spiırıt of Hinduism. Yet, Burnett shows 1ın
estamen documents aAare disjunctively allotted his introductory chapter, 1N!| ideas an DTraCc-

tiıces ave become such part of the New Agetheir respective fields
Third, perhaps least penetrating 1s Wright’s movement ın the West that SOMeEe knowledge of

handling of the category of 'Story This 15 not thıs ancıent relig10us tradıtion 1S NOW essential
because he 1s9 but because his treatment for an Christian apologist.

Havıng INOTe than justified his enterprIise, theof the Bible’s story’, of Jesus’ story and of the
‘lıttle storlies’ wıthin the New Testament, 1S author chooses to begin hiıs Journey Dy going back
undiscriminatıing that almost all Nne Testament to the second millennıum to the pre-Aryan
scholars could cautiously agree wıth rıg. but culture of the us valley. 'The Journey then

continues through the 1C and Upanishadicnot wiıth ONe another How 1S Wright’s story
elated LO ‘salvatiıon history (ın the Vvarlous per1ods avıng dealt wiıth the key ideas of ‘Karma
meanıngs ascribed to that expression)? Which of and Reincarnatiıon’ and the ea WaY of ıfe of
the tandard ernıticısms of ‘salvatiıon history’ might classıcal Hınduism, he devotes LWO chapters to

popular Hinduism dealing wıth ‘Gods, GhostsappIiy Wright’s C  story”? What ecrıteri1a ave
nabled rıg to construct the 1ve Acts’ that and Spirits’ and ’Astrology’. This 1S ollowe! by
constitute the Biıble’s story? INOTeEe than four chapters the devotional tradıtion including
happy wiıith his second C VIZ the Fall; but chapter each the Bhagavad-gıta, Krishna,
Man Yy ATr not, and OINe who ATre interpret ıt 11va anı “T’he Divıne Feminine’. He then eals

purely theologıica. category In the Bible’s wıth Yoga and Tantrısm before returnıng LO
story-line, wıthout an Yy space-time referent. mMore historical mould wiıith chapter ‘Reform
Many elated questions out for additional an Renewal’ SINCE the eighteenth centurYy. The
ComMmMents volume then concludes with chapters Gurulsm,

Perhaps right 11l clarıfy SOME of ese ‘God Incarnate’ and concluding chapter the
matters the ater volumes of the ser1es. r they are estern reactiıon LO 1a an Sundar
as stimulating, nformed and Jearly wriıtten ing. MO!| of Indian Christianity. useful

this ONe, all of will pro greatiy Glossary, bibliography and eX compete
the volume.

Carson The volume 1S ve go0od and rehable intro-
Deerfield, Ihinois duction for SOMIMEONE wh; 1s not famıhar ıth the

1N! relig10us tradıtijon. ere are poınts al
1C ıt, 15 particularly g0o0d d  9 for example, ın

FuroJTh 994) 3:1. 0394 the section class and cCaste (D 91f9%) It does,
however, ave ıts weaknesses.The Spirıt of Hinduıi:sm, Christian Its historical approach. Because ‘Hindulsm)’

perspective S Hindu thought
avıd Burnett

15 such complex phenomenon the historical
approach has been favoured WaYy ınto ıt. In

unbrıdge Wells Monarch, 1992, 286 this WaYy ONe 1sS able LO ook at, SOINE of the Man Yy
£8.99 aspects of thıs tradıtion In isolatıon they aDPCar

historically. The danger 1S that are introduced
to hat the Indıan relig10us tradıtiıon COU. ave

RESUME een 1ın the past rather than to hat ıt 1S ın the
present. Trom ımiıted knowledge of ndıla,Burnett survole ”’historire de ’Hindouisme el DTrODOSE

UNne approche chretienne. L/’ouvrage est UunNne bonne Burnett 1S not guillty of this LO0O often but the
ıntroduct:on - la tradıtıon religieuse hındoue MAaLS of iımmediacya wıth study of
l’approche chretienne qu’ıl PTrODOSE demeure contempary ndulsm rather than wıth ıts 1story

1S ostınadequate. Its explanations. Burnett 15 particularly
fond of ung’s explanation of Varlous aspects of

USAMMENFASSUNG the 1Nn! tradition. T'hıs 15 understandable
Burnett bıetet eınen geschichtlichen Überblick über because of ung’s influence ın the New Age

movement. But Jung needs LO be handled muchden Hinduismus und gleichzeıtig auch eıne Aristliche
Perspektive azu Während der Teıl über den IMNOTre critically than he 1S ın this volume.
Hıiındutsmus gelungen ıst, bleıbt der Autor eiıne ade- INOTe Ser10us er1ıticısm 15 ıts aılure to
qualte christliche Perspektive SCAU  1, fulfıl the claım of ıts sub-title LO be Tıst]lan

perspective 1ın thoug! It WAas mistake
LO emphasise 1n thought ın the first. place

It es brave INa to attempt description of because the 1N! tradition lays heavy emphasıs
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