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thıker verstanden werden sollte. Er hat eıne God as lıve ın tıme Biggar’s argument 15
Theorıe des göttlıchen Gebotes, dıe sıch UO.  > re. that Barth’s practice 15 better than
dıesen unterscheıdet. Bıggar zeıgt Entwıicklun much of hıs apparently Kierkegaardıan eth-
,en LM Denken Barths VO.:  _ den Vorlesungen 1cal EeOTY.
0VO.:  > 19928 hıs hın D Kirchlichen Dogmatiık The command of God 15 that of the trıune
auf. Obwohl eiıne detaıllıiertere Bewertung der God, creator reconcıiıler redeemer, Father,
Ethik Barths hilfreich gewesen ware, ıst 1es Son anı Holy Spirıt. Bıggar shows 1n
eıne wertvolle und wichtıige Abhandtung. Barth’s thought from the 19928 lectures LO the
Barth remaıns ımportant theolog1an for the Church ogmatıcs 1ın several WAaYSs, from the
world Church, cruclally because he insısts focus ‘the command of lıfe’ LO that of

reedom)’ ASs the command of the Father, forthat the theological enterpriıse mMust submıt
example Barth sSes the Lord’s Prayer LOıtself LO the Judgment of rıst, the Son,

pointed LO by the wrıitten word. 'The sombre develop hıs understandıng of the command of
commemoratıon of the bomb plot agaınst Hıt- the reconciıer, the Concepts of vocatıon
ler, ncludıng Bonhoeffer’s partıcıpatıon, and iınvocatıon. The eme of promı1se controls

the exposıtıon of the command of the Spirıtremınds the Church today of the radıc. S18-
nıf1cance of the Christocentric heology of 'T *’hıs chapter ends ıth the example of Wäar

Barth the Barmen Declaratıon seek practical 1ssue. Barth teaches that hıle
1gnore thıs theological effort 1S maJor M1S- CAannoOo be pacıfists princıiple, wiıll be
take, especlally SUrpr1sıng am on EeVAal- practıce but wıll endorse the use of violence

LO protect othersgelicals. Therefore SR book Barth’s ethıcs
claıms OU' attentıion as INOTE than Just Barth’s use of scrı1pture 4S the key authority,
exerclıse historical theology. wıthın the theologıcal framework derıving

'T’he work 1S the result of OCLOTA. thesıs, from scr1ıpture, 155 discussed the ext chap-
but refined an shortened to be es- ter 15 ell one consıderatıon of the

WOTr. ıts behavıour elevant to the1 LO wıde readershıp 'The author wrıtes
sympathetically but Iso eritic.  Y, o0es Church forms the ODPI1C for the 5  al chapter
seek LO TAaW out the wıder signıficance 1C finds Barth IMNOoTre appreclatıve of the
applıcatıon of Barth’s work al the end of each WOT. than has een assumed, an EVen finds

hım teaching somethıng akın LO Rahner’schapter. The appendices ınclude discussion
of the theology of the natıon state, partıcularly '"an0oNymMOuUS T1sSt1aAn.
the SWISS constitution and the Nazı SLA 'Thıs 15 usefu explanatıon of eth-

'T’he thesıs runnıng through the book 15 that 1CS, cert NeECESSaATY for theologıical educa-
Barth 1S nOot SIMPLY Kierkegaardıan ethıcıst, tıon. It. omıts SOIMNE theologiıcal appraısal of

Barth’s ethics such as that made by annen-despite evidence to the ONtrary both from the
texts from the rıtical Literature 'The berg oltmann, Gutter1idge’s work
‘command of (0d7’ to 1O 15 of the utmost arth the Nazı era m1g ave merıted
ımportance LO Barth’s ethıcal outlook, but he SsOINE mention.
1S IMeTe sıtuatiıon 1C15 NOr 15 he

'Tım Bradshawiırrationalıst, Bıggar. T’he command of
God CannO ee be identifed wıth propos1- xford, England
t10ns, for Barth, but hıs ethıcs do beyond
extreme ‘voluntarısm'’ God an! word even
tO the CreaLure the unrepeatable moment,
ere 11O FuroJIh (1995) 106-108

Bıggar explaıins, usıng the full range of
SOUT'CES, notably Barth’s Münster lectures T’he Fıve Gospels: The Search for the
ethics the Dogmatlıcs, that arth taught Authentic Words of Jesus
6  general ethics’, cons1ıderiıng ese f{rom objec- Robert Funk, Roy Hoover and
tıve s1ıde of (G0d, an speclal ethics from the the Jesus Semıinarsıde of the obedient human recıpıent hiıs
CONCTEeie lıfe sıtuatıion. ‘Ethıcs stands LO moral New ork Polebrıidge, 1993, PP., $30,
deliberation ogmatıcs LO proclamatıon', ISBN — 02-—541949-—8
SayY>S Biggar, endorsing Yoder’s pithy phrase
Ethics plays modest role of g1VinNng 1L1EASONMNS ESUME
for actıon. Barth, ıt. 1S argued, cshows Uet OUUVTage resume les conclusions auxquelles
Wareness of human thical development est Aarrıve STOUDE de theologiens AaAmerıcaıns
1e6E4S0O0N SINCE ATe corrected Dy the Word of quı s’appelle semınaıre SuUur Jesus leurs
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VEUX, seule UnNe faıble proportıon des paroles ınto the aCc cCategory, very vVerYy hıttle indeed
attrıbuees Jesus ans NOS quatre Evangiles ınto the red cCategory. quote ‘Kıghty-two
et ans l’Evangile de T’homas (auquel ıls percent of the words ascribed to ‚Jesus 1n the
accordent Das mal de eredıt) est authentique. gospels WEeTe not actually spoken by hım,
L’ouvrage contıent UnNne traductıon nowuvelle des according TLO the ‚Jesus Semiınar.’ (p John’s
Evangiles, et des commentaıres quı Sont hbıen gospel has nothing red, ar anythıng
eerıts. Maıs A manıfeste point de UU 9TAaY, Mark 0es bıt better, though
sceptique et DEeEU satısfaısant, quı on plus not VE well; the SO-Calle Q sSayıngs of
partıculıerement SU des paroles de la SOUTCEe Matthew/Luke an the Sayıngs of the Gospel

el de l’Evangile de Thomas Pour les of T’homas consıderably better.
auteurs, Jesus z  est qu'un Sage, MAaLSs DaS le 'The book has SOINE value: the °“scholars’

vers1ıon’ 15 novel, sometimes lıvely, sometıimesheraut du Royaume de Dıeu eschatologıique
Les arguments AUANCES DOUFr defendre LOS QUC- tendentious, sometımes VerYyY American; the
fre vangıles des documents hıstor- ‘'kiıngdom of (G0d/’ becomes God’s ımper1al rule’,
ıquement fiables SuU Ia ULie et l’enseiıgnement de ‘Son of man 1s son ofdam The explanatory
Ji  esus de Nazareth Sont DaS DTILS sections of the book AaTrTe succınct, non-technical
consıderatıon. well-written; anyone lookıng for intro-

duction LO gospel er1ıt1ic1sm an T1e eritical
commentary the gospel texts could do

ZUSAMM  'AS than start ere
However, despite the number of scholarsDiıeses uch faßt dıe Arbeıt und dıe Ergebnisse

eıner Gruppe amerıiıkanıscher Wissenschaftler involved, ON should SUPDOSC that thıs book
TL, Adıe sıch das “Jesus-Semıunar“” /LEeTL- represents anythıng 1ıke OLNLSEIISU

scholars gener.  Y, that maJor1ty votingnNe  S Sıe fanden heraus, daß nur eın kleiner the Sem1ınar balanced Op1IN10NsProzentsatz der Aussprüche Jesu ın Uunseren

Evangelıen (und LmM Evangelıum des Thomas, objectivıty of approach. On the CONTFAaTY, the
das UO.  S ıhnen sechr hoch bewertet wırd) IaL- book presents the VIEWS of OIl generally SCCD-
sachlıch auf Jesus zurückgehen. Das uch tical of Amerıcan scholars, whose

assumptions whether ou SOUTCE crıt1c1sm,nthält eıne Übersetzung der Evangelıen Lın OU: the 1STOT1C. worthlessness of .John’sRomanform und hıetet eiınıge wohlformulierte
Kommentare. Es repräsentıert jedoch einen gospel, the unrelıabılıty of oral tradıtion)
unbefriedigenden und skeptischen Standpunkt an! conclusı10ns (e.g the last SUDDCI narratıve
(der sıch hauptsächlıch auf dıe Aussprüche gets feeble 9TaYV ratıng Mark, but 1S5 for

SOINE L1EASONMN aCcC. Matthew AaTe(115 Q) und dem Thomas-Evangelıum gruün- repeatedly questionable.det) ‚Jesus ıst eın weıser Mann, Jjedoch nıcht The book eflects SOINeE of the VIEeWS of theder Verkündıger des eschatologıischen Reıches
(iottes. Dıie Annahme, daß dıe Evangelıen chaırman of the Seminar, Crossan, wh

hıs 1Aan but (1 would Say) misgu1ldehistorısch glaubwürdıge Aufzeichnungen ber book T’he Hıstorical Jesus rehes eaJSesus vVvO. Nazareth und seıne Lehren sınd,
wırd nıcht ernsthaft berücksichtigt. the hypothetical SOUTCE ‘& the hıstor-

ically Vvery dubilous gospel of T’homas, LO 185
'The “Jesus Sem1inar’ 15 STOUD of Amerıcan Struct ‚Jesus wh Was WI1ISe teacher, but
scholars whl began LO meet 1985 LO 1TeAS- wh not preach eschatological mMessase
sSEeS$SS$S the historical evıdence for the teaching of about kıngdom breakıng ınto hıstory.
Jesus. This book explaıns theır methods The eschatologıical emphasıis of the New esta-
assumptions, SUumMarTrızes theır results. ment CaImne from the church, wh: goLt ıt. 1n part
eır esults ATe presented the form of from ‚Jo  S the Baptist. 'T hıs reconstruction of
Ne translatıon scholars’ versıon’) of each ‚Jesus 15 quıte diıfferent from that offered by
of the canonıcal gospels also of the gospel Sanders, OIl of the MOST brillhant Amerıcan
of Thomas, ıth the Sayıngs of ‚Jesus each of interpreters of the historical Jesus: Sanders 15
the gospels being colour-coded accordıng to the as sceptical a4as Man y the Seminar, but hıs
votes of the scholars 1n the Seminar-red for interpretation of ‚Jesus’ MeESSase °restora-
hat 15 thought definitely LO back LO Jesus, t1ıon eschatology’ 15 much INOTeEe plausıble than
pınk for less certaın materıl1al, 9TaYy for possıble the Semıinar’s ınterpretatıon; ıt 1S5 Case

materı1al, aCc for materı1al that 0€eS nOot ımportant LO realıse that the VIEeWS of the
back tOo Jesus. 'The translatıon 15 accompanied Seminar ATe not shared by INanıy of the most
Dy brief explanatory commentary. able New Testament scholars an that the

The Sem1inar puts most of the gospel Sayıngs book o0es not gıve balanced presentatıon of
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ıfferıng vlews, but the Sort of V1eW favoured le structuralısme, la theologie de Ia
by the maJorıty of the Seminar. Iıberatıon et le femınısme, Aaıns.ı qu’'une bıb

Further to thıs poınt the Sem1inar’s book 15 liographıe annotee.
quıte unashamedly sceptical ıts method, lıvre est ınstructif, zsıble, SErieuxX et

ere 15 attempt LO CNSASC ser10usly evangelıque. Il certaıns points VecC lesquels
wıth INOTeEe conservatıve gospel scholarshıp peut DasS etre d’accord (comme ans Lout
except LO cast doubt the value of CoONCcepts Iıvre), MALSs l’ensemDble forme guLide Fres
such ınspıratıon inerrancy). For g00d ıutıle et accessıble sSur sujet d’ımportance
conservatıve discussion SCEC Blomberg’s T’he capıtale
Hıstorıcal Relıabıilıty of the Gospels; SsSee Iso

Wright’s 1E Jesus and the Vıctory of
od.) 'The poss1ıbılıty-even probabilıty— of USAMMENFASSUNG
strong eyewıtness testimony lyıng behind the Dıeses Buch, deren Verfasser Mitglieder der
gospels of the early Christians havıng Fakultät des Denver Seminary ıUn den [7SA
ogreat ınterest 1ın preserving accurately the
storlı1es an sayıngs of ‚Jesus (see, C Luke sınd, ıst eın sehr brauchbares an  UC. für

Studenten und andere Leser, dıe eıne welt-
In 1 +4) 1S5 not reckoned wiıth; the early reichende Betrachtung er möglıchen The-
church’s ascr1ıption of the gospels to people mmen LM Zusammenhang mıt Bıbelauslegungclosely OUC. ıth the events lıke Mark suchen. Auf Kapıtel ber dıe NotwendıigkeıtLuke) 15 much LOO rapıdly dismissed. If
the Semınar had een less wedded LO theıir

der Hermeneutik, dıe Geschichte der 1LDelaAus
legung, den Kanon, Voraussetzungen, das ıel

methodical scepticısm (remınıscent of Rudaolf der Auslegung und Semantık oL£i zunächst
Bultmann) had taken INOTe ser10usly the eıine Abhandlung ber bestimmte Materıal-
evangelısts claım to be S1V1INg 1STOT1C. Den L und und SC  1e,  ıch einıgeiınformatıjon ou Jesus, they m1g. ave erlegungen ZUu. heutıgen eDraul der
COINE LO vVerYyY dıfferent hıstorıcally sounder Bıbel. Das uch nthält einen Anhang ber
conclusıons. moderne Ansüätze, einschlıefßlich Strukturalıs-

INLUS, Befreiungstheologıe und Feminiısmus,avıd enham
xford, England

sowtıe eıne kommenktiıerte Bıbliographie.
Das uch ıst ınformatıv, leicht verdaulıch,

einfühlsam und evangelıkal. Wıe LN Jedem
uch g1bt eiınıge Punkte, denen INa  s nıcht
unbedıingt zustımml, Jjedoch ıst ınsgesamtFuroJIn 108 eın wertvoller und zugänglıicher Leıitfaden für
eın ema vVO  s großer Wıichtigkeıt.Introduction LO Bıblıcal Interpret-

atıon 'Thıs book, wrıtten by TeeEe of the faculty of
Denver Seminary the USA 111 be VerYyYKleın, Blomberg, usefu handbook LO SLUdeEeNTS an others want-Hubbard

Dallas: Word, 1993, 518 ISBN ıng wide-rangıng discussıon of all SOTTS of

—8499-— 077
1SSuUes relatıng to bıblhical ınterpretatıon.
apters the eed for hermeneutics, the
hıstory of iınterpretatıon, the Canol, O-
sıt1ons, the goal of ınterpretatıon an! an-

RESUME tıcs ATe ollowe Dy discussıon of partıcular
Ce livre, eecrıt DUar FroLs professeurs la LypeSs of materı.al and NT, by
Faculte de L’heologıe Denver, (1UL. Eitats- consıderatıion of usıng the Bible today. 'There
Unis, Sera manuel tres ıutıle DOUFr les etu- 1S appendi1ix modern approaches, iınclud-
dıant et CeulX quı s’ınteressent traıtement de ıng structuralısm, Lberatıon theology
LOLTtes Sorties de questions relatıves R l’ınterpre- feminısm, annotated bıbliography.
tatıon bıblique. Les chapıtres S la necessıte The book 1S5 informatıve, dıgest1ble, sensı1ıble
de l’hermeneutique, ’hıstorire de l’interpreta- evangelical There ATre poınts tOo disagree
tı0n, le ‘9 les presupposes, le but de l’inter- wıth (as 00 but the whole 15
pretatıon el la semantıque sont SWLULS Dar extraordinarıly seful and accessıble gu1lde to
PeXamMen de genres partıculıers Aans "’Ancıen el vitally ımportant subject.
le OUVEAL Testament, et finalement Dr LUNe
e  r&  tude SIr l’usage de la Bıble de 1LOS JOours. Il avıden

‚ppendıce traıtant des appoches modernes xford, England
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