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ESUME plupart des specıalıstes finlandaıs
Les theologıens finlandaıs Sont deputs Sont rallıes la theorıe developpee DAr
quelques m debat suJect de la Sanders. Laato, de Turku,

OUUVeEe Ia dıscussıon soulıgnanttheologıe bıblıque. Deux tendances
s’opposent. Les theologıens de ’unıversıte l’ımportance une bonne comprehensıon
d’Helsınkı (avec le professeur du synergısme Judaique DOUr SALSLFr la
Räısänen) Ont adopte UunNne attıtude plutöt pensee de aul La theorıe de Sanders
radıcale egard de l’Eerıture. La est-elle compatıble Vec les donnees

objectıves QUEC OUS Sl leposıtıon oppOosee ete defendue seın
de l’unıversıte de langue suedoıse de Jadaisme du second. temple? La chose est
Turku, ’unıversıte d’Abo (avec le contestee, AUSSL d’autres questions
professeur Thuren), AaLınsSLı QUEC dans ans le cadre de cefte controverse
I’Institut Theölogıique d’Helsıinkı. La Le debat porte neanmMmOLNS urtout Sr

Ia nature de Ia theologıe bıblıque elledıscussıon prıncıpale fourne autour de la
nature de la theologıe bıblıque, MALS meme. Le professeur Räı:sanen admet
d’autres poLnNts partıculıers sSsont I1ıes. deroulement de ’hıstoire du

PFTO0PDOS de la notıon paulınıenne de chrıstiıanısme prıimitıf quı s’oppOose R la
la LO1, le professeur Räısänen consıdere theologıe bıblıque tradıtionnelle. Pour

[ut, le OUVEAL Testament estqu ıl est DasS possıble de TOUver ans
les ecrıts de aul enseıignement document humaın OU des experiences
coherent SuU la loı Il QUE aul personnelles servent de Aase des ıdees
borne formuler, selon les cırconstances, relıgieuses ans UunNne ensıon dıalectiqgue
des declaratıons fondees Su prıncıpe entre la tradıtıon, l’experıence et
chrıstologıique. Le professeur Thuren l’interpretatıon. ela conduıt e UNe

CONTLestie iınterpretatıion provocante programme de theologıe naturelle quı
ans Uune tude OU ıl soulıgne la rıchesse aboutıt UunNne LMDPAaSSse theologıe
de la theologıe paulınıenne et mel bıblıque.
garde conftre la tentatıon de vouloır Des theologıens finlandaıs s’efforcent

de TOUver UnNne 1SSUeE de Fh.  eseısoler theme partıculıer dans
l’ensemble des eecrıts de l’apötre. destructrıce DOUFr construıre Uune theologıe

Un autfre element de debat bıblıque qul maıntıenne l’unıte de la
notLre comprehensıon du Judaisme. La Bıble et de la theologıe.
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USAMMENFASSUNG das Verständnis des Judentums. Dıie
Schon seıt2Zeıth führt dıe meısten finnıschen Forscher akzeptierten
finnısche Wiıssenschaft eıne Debatte ber Sanders’ Theorıie UVO:
bıblische T’heologıe. Das eld hat sıch Lın Bundesnomismus. Dıie Dıskussıon wurde

eröffnet DVO  S Dr Laato (Turku), der dıewel Lager aufgeteılt. Auf der eınen Sezte
haben Forscher der Unizwersıtät Wıichtigkeit eiınes riıchtıgen
Helsınkı (mıt Prof. Räısänen) eıne Verständnisses des Jüdıschen
zıemlıch radıkale Haltung A Bıbel Synergismus als eınem Faktor LM

Paulusstudium betonte. Auch ım Blıckangenommen. Eıne andere Ansıcht
entstand demgegenüber der auf andere T’hemen wurde dıe
schwedischsprachigen Uniwersıität Turku, Übereinstimmung der Theorıe DO

der Abo Akademı (mıt Prof. Thuren,), Sanders mıt der Wırklichkeit des
D: mıt dem Fınnıschen Judentums zZuU eıt des zweıten Tempels
T’heologischen Instıtut Lın Helsink-iz. Dıiıe angezwiıefelt.
Hauptfrage ıst dıe ach dem Wesen Dıie Hauptdebatte befaßt sıch Jjedoch
bıblıscher T’heologıe, doch damıt miıt dem Wesen bıblischer T’heologıe

selbst. Prof. Räısainen hat eın Programmverbunden sınd uch einıge spezıellere der Geschichte frühchrıstlicher RelıgıonFragen.
Im Blıick auf das paulınısche vorgeiragen, ın dem tradıtionelle

bıblısche Theologıe verwirft. NachGesetzesverständnis vertrıtt Prof. Räüäısäinen ıst das Neue Testament eınRä:ı:säinen eıne Interpretation, ach Dokument menschlıchen Nachdenkens,welcher nıcht möglıch ıst, eın
zusammenhängendes und konsıstentes ın dem persönlıche Erfahrungen

umgewandelt wurden relıgiösen IdeenGesetzverständnis ın den paulınıschen ın eıner ‘Dialektik zwıschen Tradıtion,Texten finden Nach seıner Ansıcht Erfahrung und Interpretation.’ Dıes hatschreıibt Paulus nU ad-hoc-Aussagen, eınem Programm natürlıcherbasıerend auf eiınem chrıstologischen T’heologıe geführt, welches dann alsPrinzıp. Prof. Thuren beantwortete dıese solches eıner Sackgasse ın biblischerherausfordernde Interpretation mıt eiıner Theologıe führt.Studıe, Lın der den Reichtum Dıe finnısche Wissenschaft versucht
paulınıscher T’heologıe herausstellte und einen Weg (1 dıeser Art UVO  S
davor warnte, eın eiınzıges Thema aus Destruktivität finden und eıne
der Gesamtheit paulınıschen Schrıifttums bıblische T’heologıe aufzubauen, ın
herauszulösen. welcher T’heologıe und dıe Eınheit der

Eın welıteres Thema ın der Debatte ıst Bıbel bewart bleıben.

inland, far from the geographical CeN- of Helsinki wıth the New Testament D ü-tre of Europe, has for tiıme een fessor Heıkkı Rä1isänen. 'The other sıde
centre for bıblical radıcalısm 1ın INAany has een gatherıing around LWO centres.
WaYS. Finnısh scholarshıp has had Professor Jukka Thuren (recently retired)increasıng ımpact ınternational dıs- has een central figure 1n the Swedishcuss1ıon and there has een heated
debate Finnısh scholars them-

speakıng small unıversıty of ku, Abo

selves.
Akademı. The second centre has een the

'The Finnısh debate has een Finnish Theological Institute 1ın Helsinkı:.
rather polarızed. ÖOne sıde has een work- These last LWO have Iso had great deal
ıng an wrıting maınly at the Unı1versıty of interaction and co-operatıon.*
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debate, ın iıtself, mMa y for SOTNE people ered Justified, moOst scholars could not
be embarrassıng thıng EeVen to read accept hıs pessimıstiıc and EeVen destruc-
about. We Ca however, SCE the sıtuatıon tıve conclusıons. 'The dıspute Ca easıly be
ın posıtıve lıght Scientific progress Ca followed by readıng the long prologue tOo
be reached only wıth OPCNI discuss1ıon, the second edıtion of Räisänen’s book.* In

Helsınkı, Finland, the posıtıon of Rä1isä-matter how diıffcult the ıtems MaYy be
Even SEVeEeTE confrontatıon, when Lrea- Nne  } Was quıietly accepted SINCEe there WerTe

ted ın proper WAaY, Ca lead LO consıder- not INan y speclalısts 1n that TEeA. Most
able progre>ss ın the interpretatıon of the scholars worked the field of synoptic

studıes and the few Paulinists 1n HelsınkıBıble
had not een wrıting about the SAamne

aul and the law questions.
'The maın eritical respoNse WeTe raısed

by Professor Thuren and hıs pupıls 1nFinnısh biblıcal er1tic1ısm CAaTinle ınto the
Abo Akademı.? In artıcle dealıng wıt.headlines 1n the 8Q0’s when Professor Räi-

sanen publıshed hıs study ‘“Paul an the the book of Rä1isänen, 'Thuren presented
Law’ Rä1sänen W as determined to sShow detaıijled analysıs the subject.® Accord-

ıng LO Thuren Paul’s termıinology COIl-that Paul’s wrıtiıngs WerTe nNnOt of hıgh cernıng the law should nOot be dealt wıththeological quality an proper basıs for
modern theology. Hıs Maın argument W as 1n LOO sımplıstic WAaY. aul often uses the
that Paulıiıne theology W as inconsıstent words by exploıiting theır equı1vocal

nature. 'The rhetorıical skıll of Paul shouldand MOST of the statements ambıguous. nOot lead astray. Hıs text should be
Paul, wrıting about the law could nOt
decide whether the law 15 stil] valıd consıdered by the goals he 18 aımıng at,

whether ıt has een abolished. 'T’he pOoSSsI1- Thuren Iso dealt ıth Man y detaiıls of
the discussıon. When treatıng the prob-bılıty of keeping the law seemed LO be lems of the PUrPpPOSC of the law and the

ambıguous, LOO aul’s attıtude owards negatıve results of the law (revealıng an
the law W as both posıtıve an negatıve.“
'The 1e64S0OI11 for thıs, accordıng tOo Rä1sä- EVEeN provokıng sın), Thuren finds SOTNEC

sımple and clear answers Paul,
NT, W as that aul presented hıs theology descr1bing mankınd lıvıng 1n sinful flesh,
by ad hoc formulatıons which WEeTC nOot couldn’t do anythıng else than gıve the
Eeven meant LO be coherent ıth each
other aul’s only coherent ıdea W as the law negatıve functijon. 'The law 1s5 valıd

because ıt. reveals S1IN— NO matter whether
Christological motif which Was always VoOou AT Christian not Thıs 18 why the
behind hıs reason1ıng. Because of E law cCannot be abolished. But the Ne lıfe
Christological ‘bıas’ aul often DaVe of 1E  - 15 NOLT based the law. It 1s based
distorted pıcture of Judaı1sm and conflict- redemption and faıth 1ın Chrıst. Believ-
ıng statements about theology.®* eTrTs partıcıpate 1ın the lıfe of the Rısen

'Thıs interpretatıon of Rä1sänen began Chriıst
LO change the foundatıons of bıblical the- When aul 1S5 descr1bing the soter10-
ology. aul’s theology WerTe mostly COIN-

hoc
logıcal funection of the law, SaVyS Thuren,

structed for ad needs, he 1S5 not dıstorting the Jewıish soter10logy
comprehensıve SUMMIMAL Y outlıne of ıt of hıs tıme. He 15 jJust askıng hıs fellow
would hardly be possıble. One could not ews tO make the evıdent conclusıons

which they should do accordıng tO theırspeak of theology of Paul but only of
dıifferent thoughts of aul onvıctıons. they do thıs, ıt wiıll lead

hat book raısed discussıon which 1s theır thınkıng ad absurdum ,, and lead
ell known n the New Testament them finally to Chrıst In al thıs Paul 1S
scholars 1ın Europe an ın North Ameriıca. perhaps nOt Cas y to understand but he 1S
Even though the problem of the complex- always VL Y consıstent.
1ty of Paul’s terminology an SOINlEC of 'T hıs kınd of discussıon about Rä1sä-
Rä1isänen’s other questions WerTrTe cons1ıd- nen’s book 15 VeC helpful We Ca learn
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about hıs methodological an theological professor Rä1sänen who introduce ıt LO
diffculties. Hıs method of interpreting OU. scholarshıp an made ıt basıs for hıs
the semantıcs of the word ‘l1aw'’ 1S5 quıte OW: studıes, LO0O
untenable. Rä1sänen o0es not study the 'The theory of Sanders 1s essentiıal ın
semantıc H‘ields of the word ın theır OW: the iınterpretatıon of Paulıne soter10logy,

SINCE a defines the relatıonshıp of ‚Juda-rıght but all different contexts
wıthout discerning theıir meanıng. Due LO 1S5SM and Chrıstianıty 1ın strıict INAanNnnerT.

thıs ıt 1S, of COUTSC, rather CasSV for hım to In hıs aul and Palestinıan Judaısm
present sentences wrıtten ın different (1977) Sanders analysed the soterl1ological

tructure of early Juda1ısm—mostlycontexts contradıcting each other. We,
however, should take notıice of the modern accordıng to Mıshna an Talmud-—and
semantıcs. It wiıll be MOST. helpful tool| ın CaImIne to the conclusıon that the theology
studyıng the freely qssoclatıve style of W as covenantal. ‚Jewısh wrıters and
aul teachers not eXpect LO attaın salvatıon

The methodological problem 1S5 CONMNNEC- the grounds of theır deeds Only God
ted ıth theologıcal Oll! Sınce Rä1sänen could o1ve salvatıon. Juda1ı1sm W as not
0eSs not study aul’s presentatıons of the legalıstıc most (European Lutheran)

scholars had prevıously thought huslaw 1ın PFrORDCI semantıc contexts he 0eSs Iso Jewısh nomısm had LO be understoodnOot take Paul’s moOost COININOMN eschato- ın terms of thıs structure.?logıical motiıf iınto aCCount. In Pauline let-
ters the law 18 MOST. ften g]ıven the task of As regards Paul, Sanders thought that

he, LOO, had known Juda1ısm covenantalrevealıng S1N and placıng siınner under nomı1ısm. In hıs soter10logy PauljJudgment.‘ YHor Rä1sänen thıs to be
trıvaal theme He almost 1gnores the change the basıs of salvatıon hıch could

whole ıdea of S1N and Judgment 1n hıs COINE only through Christ, but he NnOt
alter the Concept of covenantal nom1ısm.treatment.® When readıng such 1INONO- 'T ’hıs leads Sanders tOo hıs well-knowngraph OIl oes NOLT wonder why the Pau- slogan: ‘In short, Fhıs LS hat aul findslıne Concept of the law begıns LO look

ambıguous. Sınce Rä1säanen has scarcely nNn£ ınm Judaıism: ıt LS nOt Christianıity. ”“
Wıth thıs he laıd the basıs for the inter-

an grounds for aul’s theology of the law, pretatıon hıch ä1ısäanen followed later,he 15 left see1ıng everythıng 1n terms of 1.e that Paul’s soter10logy W as solely builtChrıistology—thus resulting ın mM1S-
ocused Christological emphasıs the Chrıstology, nOt clear distinetion

of dıfferent VIEWS concern1ing nom1ısm.
law The coherence of aul’s thought 15 In Pauline studies the conclusıons
based, however, several weıighty not always take the road of Sanders.
themes, not only Chrıistology. '"T’hese Sınce Paul 1S evıdently talkıng about the
include hıs pessıimıstıc anthropology and self-rıghteousness of the ews there MUuUStT
hıs antıcıpatıon of the Just Judgment of be somethıng strange 1ın hıs thınkıng. Is
God The above mentioned reasonıng of he consıstent ıth Jewısh covenantal
Rä1sänen 18 closely lınked wıth second nom1sm, 1S he actually S1V1INg dıs-
theme occurrıng 1n hıs interpretatıon. torted pıcture instead? As have SCECNH,

the latter W as LO be the interpretatıon of
How to ASsSsSCcCs>s Judaism? Rä1sänen. 11

In Fiınland the rst opponen of San-
The study of bıbhlıcal er1itic1sm and bıblical ers lıne of study Camle agaın from ku,
theology 15 VE much dependent the thıs tıime from scholar, 11mo
understandıng of early Judaı1sm. One of Laato, wh W as wrıtıng hıs dissertation
the MOST. infiuential theorıes ın thıs H‘eld about the theory of Sanders 1ın 1991 .12
has een the ıdea of covenantal nomısm Aaato concentrated the ‘pattern of
by Sanders. 'Thıs theory needs tO be relıgıon’ of Juda1sm hıch Sanders had
mentioned 1n the presentatıon of the trıed TLO ınvestigate. According to aato,
Finnısh debate well, SINCEe ıt W as Just the Jewısh relıgıon W as not sımple
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Sanders ould lıke LO SEE ıt. The 1INaıln iıdealıstic 16 W of Covenant Ca that
problem whiıich separated aul from tradı- SıLuatıon explaın salvatıon In the soter1-
tional Juda1sm W as the question of ology of the Jewiıish theology the wrıters
anthropology. As most Second Temple do not aqask who gettung Sroup
wrıters ould Sa y that INa has free wiıll stayıng 1T They ask wh: chall endure
an he MUST therefore keep the law of the COoMINS Judgment of (0d
God Paul would deny that iıdea ıth 'T he benefhit of thıs discussıon the
pessimıstıc 16 W of the sinfulness of INa focusıng of the research the nature of
hıs why the theology of aul Sayvy>S Second Temple Juda1ısm Kor the MOST
Laato, <hould not be tested an defined part 1T W as dominated by apocalyptic
only by the covenantal but by the thınkıng 'The Judgment of (G0d Was

pessıimistıc anthropology hıch forms the horrıifyıng realıty for u ewWws hıs
basıs for hıs soter10logy. 13 kınd of tradıtiıon fiıts the theology of aul

Now Ca SEE that thıs discussıon better than the sımple covenantal V1CW of
LOO Ca lead tO progress Biblical er1ıt1- Sanders 17 'T ’he coherence of aul’
C1SIMN When studyıng the anthropology of thought based nOot only Chrıistology
Second Temple Juda1sm Dr Laato has but several themes hıch ınclude hıs
raı1sed relevant question CONCeErNINS the pessımıstıc anthropology and hıs antıcıpa-
concept of free will Kor CVCTI'Y reader t107 of the JUuSt Judgment of God
of the Jewısh sapıential tradıtion from
Sırach onwards the ptımıstıc attıtude Beyond New estamen Theology?owards the poss1ıbılıty of keeping the law

amılhar Jewısh theology the Second "The abovementioned examples of the bıb-
Temple per10d W as ynergıst1ic hıs hıcal er1t1c1sm of Rä1sänen show that from

ımportan feature and ıt must be taken hıs po1ın of VIE the possıbılıties for
ser10usly when definıng the theology of
Paul makıng comprehensıve biblical theology

ATe rather weak 18 T'hose examples would
Addıng tO hat Aaato has sa1ld the be wıthout proper ONTEeXT however WeTe

theory of Sanders has Ven INOTE prob- they not brought together wıth Rä1säanenlems It explaıns the themes of eschato-
logıcal salvatıon Dy sociologıcal theologıcal hermeneutics Only then shall

reach the vVer y heart of the Finnısh
categorıes Sanders trıed tO that the debate biıblical theology 'The constıitu-soteriologıcal gettung (attaımıng salva-

L1ve methodology and the princıples oftıon) W as understood Juda1sm terms
of accordıng LO the divıne covenant Rä1sänen bıblical theology Al presented
'T'hıs why he explaıned the keeping of hıs book Beyond New 'Testament The-

ology (1990)the law aCT of stayıng the
In hıs book Rä1sänen rst analyses thecovenant We miıght pOSEC question

hat grounds should the sociologıcal story of bıblıcal theology Startıng wıth
stayıng (keeping the law order toO Gabler he detects theological tradı-

tıon hıch tirıes LO find PUT'C unıversSTay Sroup) nOoLt be eschatologıical Biblical theology and separate 1T fromgettung (keeping the law order tLO
ıdeas hıch AT mıxed wıth Toreıgnattaın salvation)?1® ere WerTe stated

terms for the eschatologıical salvatıon thoughts (Gabler) hıs Al  7 actually
the Jewısh theology the SaInle the distinetion between t1ıme-

bound and timeless materıal theEven though Sanders has doubt
een able LO define outlıne of rabbıinıc Bıble Kor Rä1sänen thıs PUTE theology
soter10logy he has not detected that lıne non-scientihe relıg10us effort LO 111111-

of Juda1sm which ımportant for the taın the ontent of the Bıble the Tea of
scıentihNec Biblical eriıt1c1smunderstandıng of Paul We must 111-

ber that the Second Temple theology Gabler lıne of ıinterpretatıon Was later
the Judgment of God sa1d LO be directed opposed by Wrede wh: regarded by
agaınst the people of the covenant No Rä1sänen the rst scholarn real
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scıentihNc approach owards the Bıble why the ontent of the Bıble 0es not bınd
Wrede abandoned the boundarıes of the theology, dogmatics and the Church todayı.and treated the EXTS ın the INanner We Aare lıvıng ın age of SCIENCE and Neof hıstory of relıgıon. hıs 15 why the understandıing of the world 'T’he ancıent
cConcept of New Testament theology 1S interpretations lıke ıincarnatıon, sacrıfıice,
WTONS 1n princıple and ıt should be substi1- SIN, atonement, resurrection and parousıatuted (at least accordıng LO Rä1isänen hım- have nothing to gıve to modern Christian-self) by the early Chrıistian hıstory of 1ty, which must find ıts OW: interpreta-relıg10n.*° Wiıth the help of Gabler and tıons 1ın the modern world.*>Wrede, Räisänen formulated distinetion
between LWO tradıtions 1ın the interpreta- Criticizing the ‘apologetic’ radicalismtıon ofbıblical theology an he Iso briefly
analysed the whole hıstory of erıit1ic1sm
accordıng LO thıs dıstinetion. When commentıng the theory of Räi1isä-

11ie  - mMust begıin ıth hıs analysıs of'T’he dıstiınetion WäaSs, however, only the hıstory of eritic1sm. He 1S evıdentlySTart for hıs theory. What Räisänen W all- rıght when sayıng that IMNanYy wrıters haveted tO do W as LO create method for the
early Christian hıstory of relıgz10n). hat trıed to dıscern unıversal element 1n the
method 1sS based ıdea of ‘dialeectic bıblical theology. Ir Was one already

before the Tr1ıse of historical-eriticalbetween tradıtion, experıence and inter- research. What Räisänen has not SeeN 1Spretatıon’.“! For Rä1isänen early hrıs-
tianıty Was full of dıfferent and often that the intention TtO discern ‘pure’ the-

ology 1ın the Bıble Was from Strausscontradıctory theologiıical ıdeas. They WerTe onwards lınked wıt. the historical erıt1-based personal experıences about thıs CcC1sm of the Biıbleworld PerSon wh 1sS perceıving the
world trıes toO understand iıt by the Sym- In hıistorical erıtic1ısm the problem of
bolıiec unıverse)’ he has een taught ın his bıblical theology became problematical

because of the fact that the hıstoricalcommunıity. 'Thıs 'symbolic unıverse) 1S
soc1l1al construction—even though relı- nature of the Bıble W as broken tOo pleces.
10US 1ın content—and consısts of symbols In thıs sıtuatıon ıt W as kınd of pure
an 1ıdeas wıth which the communıty has theology which Came LO TESCUE Christijan-

1ty for Man Yy wrıters lıke Strauss. Radıcalinterpreted lıfe an theology. So, accord- bıblıcal theology becameıng toO Räisänen, the ınterpretation of ‘'apologetic’.
iındıvıduals 18 always based dialeectiec However, when almost nothıng Was left by
between tradıtion, experıence and hıstorical er1ıt1ic1sm (e.g Strauss denıed
interpretation.?? the incarnatıon, miracles an the TeSUurTr-

rection) everythıng remaıned eternalIt follows that, for Rä1isänen, the Bıble
cCannot be SOUTCeEe of dıvine revelatıion. truth, eVECN 30.26 As divine 1ıdeas they
ÖOne cannot and must nNnOt search for could not be falsıfed.?‘
‘unıversal’ truth In ıt The Bıble 1S5 hıs kınd of dualism W as based 116e0O-

Kantıan hermeneutics. T’he Kantıan the-document of dıverse experl1ences hıch
form chaın of ıinterpretations, each of knowledge Was taken iınto
made ıIn dıfferent ontext For Rä1sänen theological use The CONCepL of empiırıcal
the possıbılıty of coherent biblical the- knowledge, which 1S acquıred Dy the
ology 18 ruled Out ven Iın princıple.%$ SCNSCS, Was ıdentifed wıth the hiıstorical

'The method of Rä1isänen has produced study of the Bıble Sınce information 1ın
1ın fact well defined theory of natural hıstorical study must nit causalıty laws,theology. Sınce the Bıble 1S only collec- everythıng supernatural W as unhıstori-
tıon of interpretations of human exper1- cal Now 0)81 must remember that the
CINICcE, 0)81 cCanno speak about revelatıon.24 Kantıan theory had LWO sıdes. There Was
T’he Bıble shows how people ave Iso oncept of prıio0r. knowledge. It
ınterpreted their experl1ences ın dıfferent W as somethıng that OI not eed toOtiımes an dıfferent sıtuatıions. hıs 1s Dy empirıcal evıdence. Kant had
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thought that thıs knowledge concerned time-bound interpretatıions.
maınly the ethical knowledge of INall, but The interpretatıon theory of Rä1sänen
neo-Kantıan theolog1ans WeTrTe bold 0es nOot follow Harnack Bultmann For
enough tOo use ıt Iın Justifyıng theological hım there 1S prıor. theological know/l-
knowledge. Theology (the unıversal truth) edge that should form the basıs for bıb-
w as somethıng 0)]81 nOot eed LO hcal theology. There AT only human
by empirıcal knowledge hıstory. efforts tryıng LO understand thıs world

Also, ın thıs neo-Kantıan tradıtıon the and God 'The theology of Rä1sänen 15
ontent of the Chriıistian faıth began LO ıimmanent. It 18, he himself has DTO-
change. FKor example VO  - Harnack 1s nounced, pr  C of natural theo-
famous for hıs search fter the tru logy. Everything that 1S saıd ın theology 1s
ESSEINICE of Christianıty (*‘Das Wesen des sa1ld 1ın terms of human ex1ıstence. Thıs, 1n
Christentums’). He thought that ıt could turn, that hıs lıne of interpretatıon
be found 1ın the ethıcal relıgıon of ‚Jesus has reached dead end 1ın biıblical the-
hiıimself. ater dogmatıcs about S1N and ology. The pr‘  c of story of
redemption meant renuncılatıon of the early Chrıstian relıg10n’ g1ves
Iru. teachıng of ‚Jesus of Nazareth. for interpreting the theological ontent of
call thıs kınd of theologıcal hermeneutics the New 'Testament
pure theology ıt. ould be PTrODECI LO
search fter NNe models for interpreting Light from the north?
biıblical theology.*6

'T’hıs 1sS not hat Rä1sänen meant by What need NO 15 bold 1ie approachpure biblical theology. He W as nOot ın biblical theology and hermeneutical
of the neo-Kantıan princıple of interpreta- theory hıch 1S able LO take the semantıc
tiıon. For hım, the pure theology wWwWas Just ınformatıon and the historical ONtext ofconservatıve rel1g10us enterprise whiıich New 'Testament EXTS ınto account. In thıs
W as tryıng to SAVEC the tradıtional ontent respect the Finnısh debate Ca be usefulof Christianıty. The radıcal neo-Kantıan 1ın the PTOCEC5SS of solvıing Man y difficult‘apologetic’ trıed LO find the true ESSEIICE
of Christianıty, LOO, but thıs lıne Was nOt problems of New Testament erıtic1sm.

Much of thıs work has already een onetryıng to SAaVe anythıng tradıtional. It by others, of 9 and there 18 nOtdeveloped iınto system of ‘Entmythologı- much left of the ‘Entmythologıisıerung'-sıerung‘ where the actual ontent of the
Bıble not have anythıng tOo do wıth PrOSramıne al the unıversıties of Europe.
modern faıth hıs took Man y forms from Even though neo-Kantıan dualısm DI'C-
the ıdealısm of Bousset LO the somewhat aıls ın the interpretatıon of the New

Testament, there AT Iso Man Yy outstand-ambıvalent neo-Kantıan exıstentialısm of
Bultmann and hıs school.? ıng 1E projects ın the Tea of biblical

Rä1sänen himself 1S 1ın WaYy heır of eritic1sm.©“
the neo-Kantıan tradition—presumably In the search for interpretatıon the-

0 which Ca avo1d the fallacıes of 11e0-wıthout knowıng ıt—but hıs hermeneutic
developed much further. When study Kantıan ‘apologetics’ and restore the
hıs interpretatıon theory SEE that he unıty of the Bible and theology— a ques
trıed tOo change the methodological basıs hıch such almost rıdieulous

when wrıtten OWN but hıch 1sS very trueof the old theory, but he not change ıt
enough. In fact he Just turned ıt upsıde 1n the ontext of OUT hıstory of ınvest1-
down Whıle the true understandıng of gatıon—the polarızed Finniısh dıscussıon
the Bıble could NnOt COINE from ‘pure’ unıl- almost laboratory where Man y

alternatıves ave een taken LO theırversal theology, he trıed tO search for ıt
lımıts 'The constructive work made 1n thıs1ın the totally historical nature of the

Scripture. 'T’he timeless mMessagsge of the PTOCECSS 1s5 hopefully the next contrıbution
Bıble W as elimınated by sayıng that of Fiınland LO European biblical
the whole Scripture W as merely get of erıtic1sm.
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The Finnish Theological Institute, where und freier ach den Jüdiıschen el1-
the wrıter of ese lines 15 working 10NS parteıen zwıschen Ben 1Ta un! Pau-
New sStTamen scholar, 15 prıvate Ius Tübingen 'The
utLheran instıitute ounded by several cContrıbut.lon of Aaato 15 the applicatıon

of the theme the latest discussion.organızatıons 1ın the Lutheran churceh. It
focuses maınly research sem1nars. This 15 atteste e by Aaato and INany
See Räisänen, aul and the Law er scholars internatıional discuss1ıon.
Mohr 1983 Yortress 199200 See agner, D  9 aul and Judaısm The
Rä1isänen aul and the Law, 150, 187 EeWw1s atrıx of arly Chrıistlanıty:
See the second dıtion of Paul and the Law Issues the Current Debate.—Bulletin
(n Germany, WUN’T where Rä1sä- for 1D11cCa Research 3/1993, especlally
Ne  - answers dozen of his erıtics. 120
The theme ‘Paul an the law Wäas also analysıs ou thıs ıtem 15 artıcle
discussed meetıing al the Theological concerning the nature of Sanders eory
Institute 1994 'The DapeI's of the SYINDO- (ın Finnish, usL1L1a 6/95, mentioned

above)S1um WerTrTe publıshed 1NNnıs 1ın the
theologıcal bulletin of the Instıtute, ust]1- WOUuU follow ere the eriticısm of Collins
t1a (6/95), contaınıng C artıcle of Dr. (directed agaınst Sanders) ‘“Since he
I11mo aato, pupıl of Thur:  en from egins hıs study ıth the abbıiniıic Ht:
Turku erature (which 15 chronologically later), ıt.
Thuren’s W as orıgınally ecture 15 cul LO avo1ıd the SUuSp1lclon that the
g1ven 1984 eNmar. Paulus och apocalyptic Literature 1S not being studied
torah Reflexioner Heikkıi Räisänens ıts OW rıg but only hecked for
arbete Paul the Law, The DaperT, evıdence of covenantal nom1sm’. Collins,
the of which Ca  - easıly be understood J Apocalyptıc liıterature.—Karly Juda-
EVEeNN 1n Swedish, W as ater published 15mM ıts ern Interpreters.
“Judendom och kristendom under de första
arhudraderna.

and Nıckelsburg. "The ıts mod-
Universıiıtetsforlaget AS/ interpreters SBL CNOolars Press,

avanger, 1986, 1, 165—-1992 1986, SEE 359360
Rom L:15 3  ’ 99 etc We m1g also mentıon ere the er-
'Thıs has naturally een noticed the between the PUDPUS of Rä1sänen
ınternatıijonal scholarshıip, SEE C West- "Thuren egards the studies of the 9OS-
erholm "T’hough Sanders an! Räisänen pels Following the lLine of Rä1isänen,
both concede that Paul for un1ıver- scholar, Dr. Myllykoskı has
sal sınfulness Romans 1—3, the ene 1S developed the method of ıterary erıtic1ısm
dism1ssed LO the perıphery of aul’s finds almost nothing 1STOTr1C. the
thoug. srael’s Law the Church’s Passıon narratıves. He presented hıs iıdeas

the second volume of hıs ssertationaı Paul an! his Recent Interpreters.
Eerdmans 1988, 160.) Die Letzten Llage Jesu [I-II, 9
Sanders aul and Palestinian Judaısm AASF 2906, 212 ıf provoke heated
oOrtress 99, 393, 422, 426{. discussion Finland Myllykoski, onclud-
Sanders Palestinian Judaism, 552 ıng that Jesus Was buried anonymously

11 nlıke Sanders, Rä1sänen SEEeS the prob- INass STaVve, Was VerYy pessımıstic Ou:
lem already the theology of Paul The OUT owledge of the actual hıstory of the
e approac. of Sanders 1sS5 saıld LO Passover. T’he PUPRPUS of IThuren, turn,;
aul’s thinkıng inconsıstent an inten- ave een strıving for constructive
tional (1n negatıve sense). Räisänen research of the gospels Dr. Erkkı Kosken-
1986, 187 n]ıem1, for example, (wrıting hıs disserta-
aato, .} Paulus und das Judentum. tiıon partly Tübıingen, Germany) has
Anthropologische Erwägungen Abo 1991 een able to sShow Man y aCcıes the
(E.T. aul and Judaism. nthropo- accepted’ study of the historical Jesus. 'T’he
logıcal Approach. OU: Floriıda Studies proponents of the old Hıstory of elıg10nsthe History of Juda1sm 115 Scholars, school maıntained that the picture of ‚Jesus
Atlanta, Georgla A4as miracle worker WAas late hellenistic

13 See c Aato Paulus, 83, 91, 9 210T(. oNcept Koskenniemi showed that clas-
He Wäas natur.  y not the Nirst cholar LO s1Cal SOUTCE Supports that EOTY. The STO-
wrıte about the cConcept of free wıll r1ı1es ve Jewish)’, instead See hıs
Jewısh theology (see C Maıer, Mensch dissertation Apollonios vO Tyana ın der
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neutestamentlichen Exegese, Turku 19992 6—8 There he Iso called the chaın of
(due LO be published 1n ermany so) interpretations natural heology.

19 Räisänen, H. Beyond New Testament T’he ese ıdeas Rä1sänen has published only
ology. SC  = Press, London, 1990, Finnish, mostly 1n hıs book Iuteen

ıuskoon (Towards New Faith), HelsinkıRä1isänen Beyond,
199321 Rä1i1sänen Beyond, 1OS

Rä1sänen Beyond, 129—130 This eory 15 'The ideas of Strauss ATre properly DTE-
based CONCEPLTS and terminology of etfer sented C ın the monograph of Küm-
Berger. Rä1sänen has called ıt the ‘soc1ol- mel Das Neue Testament. Geschichte der

Erforschung seıner Probleme Aufl Fre1-0} of knowledge’ an ses ıt. theological
hermeneutics. burg/München 1970, 147 especlally
Hıs theory has found ıts WaYy ınto the 149
Church A4s we Dr. Riekkinen, who 15 1n D The analysıs presented ere 15 LO be pub-
charge of bıblical traınıng 1n the Lutheran lıshed (ın Finnish) ater thıs VCcar
Church, wrıtes COUTSEC book for DaSs- monograph concern1ıng the theoretica

foundatıions of hermeneutics.tors ‘On the grounds of the tradıtıon hıs-
See VO  . Harnack Das Wesen des TLS-LOTY ınsıde the New stamen COU.

EVEI Sa Y that the New stamen o0es not entums (a Ne dıtiıon GIB Siebenstern
contaın the “  absolute word of 27 al all, 22U, Gütersloh Aufl 90, 98—99,
ere 15 “merely” continuously actualized 11614117
chaın of concrete “words of God” 7 Riekki1- 'T ’he neo-Kantıan lıne of interpretation has
nenNn, Ne. Eksegetukan teologınen tehtävd long hıstory an broad acceptance

Its IMNOTEe(The theologıcal task of exegetics)—Tulk- Kuropean biblical erıticısm.
1NNan kehällä PuheenvuoroJja aamatusta detailed analysıs wiıll be published 1n
Ja kırkon unnustuksesta "Toım.) Lat- monograph mentioned above.

eitonen Helsinkı 19992 30 As regards the ma)]or works PTrOCC5S5,,
1928 myself verYvy pleased ıth the Bıblısche

As early a4as 1972 Rä1sänen published Theologıe des Neuen Testaments Band 1,
artıicle where he explicated the principles Göttingen by prof. Stuhlmacher,
of hıs eOrYy (ın Finnish, 2/1972, for example.
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