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Jeagues an the church as whole 36) also LO siıfuatıons where lay eldershiıp
As InNne  - ıth the InNeTe title elder 111 be team mınıstry 15 be developed Improved.

insufficıent, outlines and discusses the office thırd append1x SsSummMaAarıses the practıce
an task of the elders they Aare pasto:  E  ? eaCc of supporting Christian workers.
and order the flock, 1.e that elates iınıtıa- Summerton argues for the eed LO traın an
On admı1ıss1ıon, dıscıplıne and ın extremıis ıth- equ1p future elders and LO ENSUTE that those

S S53drawal of fellowshıp, steer, ENCOUTAZE and who hold the office NOW hat 1t. involves and
AaTrTe able LO fulfil the duties of noble task I0enable the flock, 1.e ead 1T and LO Pray, CSPDEC-

clally for the flock (43-44) ext MUrNS LO the foster thıs a1ım adds twelve of slıghtly
‘Dynamıiıcs of collectıve leadershıp’, reatıng annotated bıbliography (subdivıded into elder
the effectıveness of the leadershıp STOUD, the shıp and plural leadershıip, mınıstry of
elders eed for assıstance, the role of the dea- pastorıng |subdiıvısıons for Varıous of
CONS an the elders’ relatıon LO the deacons. counselling], eachıng and preachıng, leader-
One chapter 15 devoted LO the elders’ relatıon LO shı1ıp, congregatıional strategy includingchurch
the res of the) congregatıon includıng the plantıng an Oome STOUDPS| and worshiıp; 193
rıghts of the congregatıon an how elders 204, Englısh tıtles only) The book concludes
should and Cal  — ul thıs relatıonshıp through ıth lıstıng of traınıng opportunıtıes for COIN-

g0o0d communıcatıon an consultatıon ıth the gregational elders 205-08), ‘whet the AD PE-
<goal of wınnıng the confiıdence of the CONSTESA- tıte for raınıng which INaYy expand hor1ı1zons
tıon an CONveyıng the NECESSATVY VIS1]1O0N. One of an challenge elders LO INOTeEe effective Servıce’.
the essentıals for functionıng eldershıp 15 * 1S encouragıng LO See the varıety of traınıng
PFrODEI traınıng. As elders do NOLT drop from the opportunıities avallable 1n England wiıthıin the
clouds T, the aD of iity-Iıve, ıth STCY. alr and movement). Going through these INaYy
matchıng su1lts, outlines hat the PIreDara- pUut the Brethren mMmoOovement elsewhere LO
t1ıon an development of elders iımplıes Arısıng shame and NCOUTASE institutions often DTreE-
from the mater1al discussed far, LWO digres- domiınantly traınıng ‘full-timers’ LO offer S1M1-
S10NS follow. 'The aPS appendix deals ıth the lar COUTSES an sSsem1ınars for the elders (Or
relatıonshıp of Sift, mINıStry an office 1n the lay-readersh1p) of al denomiınatı]ons.

119-32), the sSecond consıders the minNıStry Altogether offers valuable, wiıdely applı
an leadership of women 133:47), arguıng that ca too]| fOor elders, OSe LO be elders, OoSse
they should ave wıde ambıt for miınıstry of traınıng elders an full-time elders, and M1N1S-
a ]] nds includıng miınıstrıes of leadershıp ters who want LO CO-oOperate ıth elders. It Can
character, in approprıate biıbliıcal relatıon- be sed for prıvate sStudy, 1n an Aas

sh1ıp ıth men basıs for discuss1ion. T’he comprehensive index
I'hough Brethren Aare al tımes deser1bed as allows ıts use for reference I 15 be

nOot ‘belıeving 1n mınısters’ (hardly advısaDble ope: that those ıth I1T cConservatıve VIeWws
fOor an Y Christian!), S’s second part 15 devoted the mM1N1Stry of an full-time elders
LO the princıples, objectıves an patterns of 111 nOot be put off rıght AWAaY, but study an DUuL D E —
ulktıme congregational mınıstry 151:87) into practice hat 15 LO be learnt 1n other
How A  “ the mM1INıStry of the so-called °resıdent Strauch’s Bıblical Elldership: An Urgent all
full-time worker‘ be elated LO and integrate O Restore Bıblical Church Leadership,
ıth SLrONg tradıtiıon of plural leadersh1ıp an Kd.(Littleton, Colorado: Lewis koth 15
charısmatic miıinıstry? Hıs role should be de- helpful secondary readıng
ıne 1n the 1g. of the needs of the CONSTESA-
t10n. Varlıous roles and S (Iirom Christoph Stenschke
teachiıng musıcal director/worshiı1p eader), Aberdeen, Scotland
recommends drawıng ]0bD specıficatıon
which should be oOpenN LO adjustment, and dis-
CUSSeEeSs the ımpact of such mınıstry EuroJ’Ch
thechurch and the elders an how
them T achleve effective full-time m1n1Ss- aul OLLOWer ofJesus Founder of
Lr y wıthout impaırıng plural leadershıp and the Chrıstianity?exerclse of charısmatic gıft would be aTt. OMNCe avıdam
0o0N LO the congregatıon an example the Grand KRapıds: Kerdmans, 1995, PP includıngchurch aTt large S’s suggesti1ons apply indıces.
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of fellow scholars 1n form readıly avaılable LORESUME the non-specılalist.
"nham affırme QUE est JSesus, et NO  E Paul, quı After establıshıng the sıgnıficance of the

o1t etre consıdere le fondateur du chrıistian- question hıch forms the subtitle of the book,ısme. I1 on S17 "examen des tradıtıons acknowledges the difficulties 1ın the task hepaulınıennes T de leur rapport (AUEeC les Evangıles. has set hımself, NOT. eas 1n the "scholarly COTNMN-s’attache probleme du Jesus hıistorıque, fusıon’ 13) ouhatC: be known oUu theMALS Ia ate des tradıtions relatıves Jesus
celles-cı existaient-elles telles moOoment Ol historical ‚Jesus the ON hand an the centre
[’apötre redıgealt Ses epitres La methode de Wen- of Paul’s thought the other. Here intro-

duces ımportan cavealt C helps hımham eonsıste TLdes Fthemes de la theologıe
de Paul AvUecC enseıgnement de JSesus Bıen QUE Paul avo1ld SsOINeE terıle discussıion: the eruc]1al issue
1ULS€e d’un vocabulaire dıfferent de celu: de Jesus (par 1n determining Jesus-traditions 15 not eSs-
exemple, A narle de Justificatıon plutöt QUE du sarıly authenticıty but rather the Aapec of the
FOYAaUTTLE dezeu "nham monftre qQUE Se5 ıdees sonft tradıtıons and whether they WerTe regardedpLlus proches de celles de Jesus qu on le croıt ‚Jesus-tradıtions when Paul WTOLEe (20, ote 39)OWUventT. I1 reconnait QGUE les dıivers elements de By applyıng now-establiıshed erıterı1a for i1denti-demonstration possedent des degres de probabiılite
DLuSs MOLNS eleves. Brower Erowve cependant qQUE fyıng cıtatıons, allusiıons and echoes of the JO-
Ia force cumulee des arguments AvUancCces est IıMDreS- sus-tradıtions 1n the Pauline epiıstles,

belıeves that he Ca  @; ShOwWw clearly that Paul Wassıonnante et GUE l’’ensemble emporte Ia convıckon.
indeed follower of Jesus.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG One of the eruc1ı1a|l 1SSueS, of COUTISE, 15 the
extent an avallabılıty of the Jesus-tradıitionsIn eıner Untersuchung der Daulınıschen radı-

tıonen, dıe deren Bezıehungen den Evangelıen LO Paul Although he aCcCCcepts the standard solu-
beleuchtet, unterstreicht enham, daß JJesus (nıcht tıon LO the synoptıc problem workıing hy-Paulus) als der (Giründer des Christentums gelten pothesis, 0o€es nOoLt adhere rıgldly the
hat Er hkonzentriert sıch el nıcht sehr auf dıe
Frage des hıstorıschen Jesus als vielmenhr des Alters

framework provıded by SOUTICe erıti1cısm. Oral
tradıtıon must be gıven tul! place 1n the CQUA-der Jesus-Tradıitionen und ob dıese dem Zeıt- t10N; hence synoptıc mater1a| 1C AaDDEAT’Spunkt, als Paulus seıne Schriften verfaßte, als Jesus-

Tradıitionen verstanden wurden. eın Ansatz esteht be rather ate INaYy 1ın fact be early EVEeN ıf 1ıt 15
darın, T’hemen der paulınıschen T’heologıe mıt esu onNly represented 1ın OM SOUTCEe an reflected ın

Paul’s eachıng. For example, argues that there vergleichen.  woh Paulıis ıne andere
Lerminologıe verwendet als Jesus (er sprıicht z B vDO eachıng of the Matthean Jesus the Jewiıish
“Gerechtigkeit” SLC. DVO. “Königreich (zottes”), STie- and Gentile m1ıssıon INaVy ell] represen
hen sıch dıe zugrundeliegenden Konzepte näher, als independent oral tradıtıon which Was avaılable
aäufig ansSenOomMmen ırd. Wenham gesteht Z daß Paul rather than later reflection of the
seıne Argumente eın unterschiedliches Maß Matthean communıty AdSs 15 commonly SSWahrscheinlichkeit aufweisen. Der Kezensent jedoch gested.halt dıe resultierende Gresamtargumentation für e1N-
drucksvoll und überzeugend. Wenham 15 el] Ware of the real danger of

cırcularıty 1n such gument ere an else-
where. But he builds hıs Case cautiously anWas ‚Jesus the ounder of Christianity W as

Pau]l? Wel]l OVer LWO decades agO odd cumulatıvely, comparıng it trands FroDeE
rather than lınks 1n chaın. Thus sıngleanswered thıs question o0es Wenham (W) plece ofevıdence 15 decisive NOr oes the faılure‚Jesus Was T’he Founder of Christianity. odd

Came thıs conclusıon, the capstone of hıs of ONn strand break the whole LODE
In the Maın part of the DOoOK, has chap-ıfetime f Jesus scholarshıp an his consıdered ter-by-chapter discussıon of SOMMeEe of the ma)]orverdıecet the ‘old’ an Nnew queSts for the

historical Jesus, DYy concentratıing Jesus and theologıcal tOpICS. Here the detaıled SZC-
S15 supporting conclusions 15 found It 15the gospels; arrıves al hıs conclusion DYy Iso the sectiıon IC 111 requıre the greatestextensıve examınatıon of the Pauline epistles

for poss1ıble connectj]ons ıE the Jesus-tradi- DeErSsSEVETANCE from non-speclalıst readers. In
each chapter, sks LWO questlons. First, 15t1ons represented prımarıly In the synoptıc Paul’s theological understandıng an emphasısgospels Despite W’s disclaimer that the book 1s5

report work 1ın DIOSTESS (32). the result 1Ss sımılar dissımılar LO that of ‚Jesus”? How
these LODICS understood ın the Jesus-traditionımpressive, NnOTt only 1n ıts overall conclusions

but ın 1t ıts detaıled interactıon ıth the work Seen In the gospels and ın Paul’s thought
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accordıng the epistles? Although finds The dıfferences Ca  - be explaıne almost
eater lesser dıfferences ın NUaNCcEe, ere entirely Dy theır different contexts Jesus 1ve!

clear simılarıtiıes ın each Case Second, 15 and taught ın estıine before the resurrection
and pentecost; Paul’s mınıstry W as carrıed OutPaul dependent the ‚JJesus-tradıtions either

ırectly indirectly ın hıs understandıng of prımarıly 1n Gentile context ıth hıs etters
the topıc? Here embarks upOoN ser1es of reflecting the realıties of church ıfe ıIn the
detaıled discuss]ı0ns of indıiv1idual post-resurrect1on, ost-pentecost ET  S
themes1C mıght demonstrate SOINe COMNLNEC- Paul’s theology, then, 1S ın continulty ıth
tıon between ‚Jesus and Paul Jesus’ theology. NO addressed hıs sSecond

enham from less probable LO INOTe 1SSue: How 0€es S COINNE about”? He answers

probable connectlons, addressıng the Kıngdom that ‘directly indırectly Paul MUST ave een
of (z0d fırst 1n chapter Clearly, 1ın thıs 1N- influenced by the eachıng of Jesus’ COINMN-
stance contacts between the teachıng of ‚Jesus cluding that there 15 "Massıve evıdence of
and of Paul NOLT immedıatelyPP Pau/l Paulıne knowledge ö Jesus-traditions.
scarcely sSes Kıngdom of God anguage ıle 381)He summarıses ese under three catego-
thıs 15 Jesus’ prıme WAaYV of expressing hıs m1Ss- rles: highly probable connecti.ons and elated
S10N. But although terminology dıiffers (Paul materı1al, other probable connectj]ıons and plau-

sıble connectj]ons.prefers rıghteousness’ an °reconcılı1atiıon’ lan-
guage), Paul shares Jesus’ central convıctl]ıon hıs 1S excellent book Obvıously, m1ınor
that e day had dawned In Chapter 3 pOo1INts of exegetical dispute CO be raısed AT

that Paul and ‚Jesus share belief ın anı V number of places 1n such wıde-rangıng
‚Jesus’ filıal relatıonshıp (G0d, demonstrated work:;: (0)8 revl1ew 15 carcely the place for
ın ‚Jesus’ uUuSsSe of the word ‘Abba’ and Paul’s use that Perhaps INOTEe general ıf equally mınor
of the SaIne Lerm 1n WaYV which showed po1ın COU. be ralsed. H as convıncıngly
connectjon ‚Jesus’ OW 15 partıcu- Paul has een influenced diırectly
larly insıghtful 1n h1ıs lınkıng of Jesus’ Gethse- ındırectLy (emphasıs mıne) DYy Jesus-traditions,
INanle DraVvVer ıth Rom When the how 1s OIl LO dıstinguısh between indirectly
quest1on, the Orucifixion?’ 1n Chapter 4, influenced Dy the eaching ÖT ‚Jesus’ an the
the connectlions between Paul and Jesus STOW shared COINIMNON al of the early Christian
ın trength demonstrated mMmOst clearly INn the communıty? Most scholars that the
Last Supper Lord’s Supper narratıves. T’he Jesus-tradıitions WerTe preserved 1 the early
connect.ion become Stronger 1ın the ext chap- church and WeTe the COINIMMNON TLV of the
ters “Jesus and the Community’, Chapter Z early church. 1£ Paul 15 influenced indırectly, 1s
Livıng 1n Ove Chapter 6) an ‘“Ahe Future 1t. not perfectly plausıble argue that thıs 15
Coming of the Lord’ (Chapter In Chapter Sß because the Jesus-tradıtion 15 part of the COI-
he addressed the questlion of ‚Jesus’ Luıfe an INO STOC. of the communıty rather than SPE-
ınıstry 1n the eachıng of Paul Here agaln, cıfıcally Seen Jesus-tradıition?
OIl 1S surprısed that ere INAaV be INOTeEe COIMN- But thıs 15 m1ınor erıtic1sm which o€es NOoLt

wnectıon that In usually allowed admıts that vıtlate W’s overal| poın 1n an Y materı1al WaY.
few cholars 111 aAaSICEC ıth etifaılı of h1ıs Hıs maJor thesıs that Paul 1S aıthful iınter-
argument pOo1INtS NnOt equalliy CONVINCINZ. preter of the ‚Jesus rather than the arch 1NNO-
But,; pıece-by-plece, OI! 15 slowly drawn for- VaTtor ST1 stands either readıng of ındirectly
ward LO W’s conclusıon. influenced’. As such hıs book 111 be essentı1al

tıes al the hreads together 1n chapter readıng for a]l Pauline students. Those who
ıne In Man Y WaYys thıs 1S the MOST. valuable persıst In vliewıng Paul as the perverter ofn
chapter. He eg1ns DYy provıdıng useful SUTN- SUS sımple Galilean Christianity mMUuUST refute
INar of each of the pPrev1ous chapters. the arguments 1n thıs book T’hose who consıder
T'hen he SUumMaAarıses hıs findıngs the LWO aul LO be Jesus’ greatest interpreter 111 find
maJjor 1SSuUeSs. First; he concludes that there 1Ss much LO NCOUTAaSE their beliefs ere OSse
consıderable overlap between the theologıes of wh wısh SImMply understan ‚Jesus and Paul
‚Jesus an of Paul admıts that much of the better 111 find themselves, noLt for the first
overlap could stem from eır COININON Jewısh tıme, 1n W’s debt
herıtage but SOINeEe of 1T 155 distinctly Christian. The book 15 ell produced includiıng the wel-
Differences between Jesus and Paul are also COINEC use of footnotes. Slıghtly annoyıng, how-
ev]ıdent but the poın of contradıction GVL 15 the AÄAmerican spellıngs In the work of
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British author. Must the exıgencles of the INar- häufig übermäßıig vereinfacht wiedergegeben.
ılghman ıst stark UO Wıttgenstein undket always dietate”?
Phillıps gepragt. olglıc gılt elıgıon LU annn als

Brower siınnvoll, wWenn Sıe verstanden ırd als “e1ine Art der
Lebensgestaltung, des Verständnisses seıner selbstManchester, England SOWLE seıner Beziehungen anderen Menschen”.

When LWwO text books chare the SamIne Lranspar-EuroJ’1I 19977)6 ent but unımagınatıve mıg. eXpeCL
them LO take sımılar, rather predıctable T©AT-

An Introduction IO the Philosophy of ment of the subject they discuss. In thıs CasC,Religion(New edıition) the CONLrAaS between the authors’ approac
Brıan Davıes the phılosophy of relız10n could NnOt. be I1 OTe
Oxford University Press, 19983 £8 99 marked Brian Davıes’ work 15 revısıon of hıs
ISBN 0-19-2899235-5 Paperback, 0-19-2199253-1 VEeELY successful first dıtıon first publıshed 1n

1982 The book stil] cCoNnsısts of ser1es of chap-
An Introduction LO the Philosophy of Lers each of which deals SC partıcular-
Religıon ment ODp1C a  oug ere Adre lınks 1n

reason1ing behind the ıIn which theyB.R.Tilghman
Blackwell 1994, COIMMNe T’he order 1S basıcally the SaIlle although
SBN 0-631-18937-8, 0-631-18938-6 (Paperback). the orıgınal first chapter, Verification an HAt-

sıfıcatıon, has become part of larger d1SCus-RESUME S10N entitled Phılosophy and Relıgious Belıef,
L’ouvrage de Davıes est ILTL  D edıtıon de OL an the chapter OomnNnıscIeENCE has een ab-
[07 de 1982 aborde SuUCCessıvement plusieurs sorbed iınto the NEW chapter eternity. TE
suJets e probleme du langage S5L  S Iheu, le MAal, les mater1al has een extensıvely rewrıtten LO take
miıracles, l’eternıite T la UvLe aDres la mort. nte aCCOUNLT of INOTEe recent developments an dis-

Dıeu eloıgne et atemporel. L’ouvrage est cuss10N and the result 1S longer bookdıfficıle SILUTEe eft [’auteur, domınıcaıin, laısse
sSsowvent ecteur e O1n de faıre DTODTE ıd  ee Davıes egıns DYy askıng W hat 15 the role of

phılosophy ıth respect LO rel1z10us belief”?’ HısLes lecteurs evangelıques fIrouwveront Aanrnıs doute qQUE ansSWer brıefly consıders the attacks of logıcaldes arguments plus pOosılkıfs auraıent d etre develop-
DESs de manıere DLus complete. posıtıv1ısm an ıts SUCCESSOTS, together ıth the

L’ouvrage de ılghman eult ILTL:  A ıntroduction, work of Karl! Barth, Phıillıps and Alvın
MALS FErowWUVveEe etre plutöt ILN  aV histoire de la pDpeNnSEEe. IT1 Plantinga. He concludes that 1t 15 meanıngful

montre sSsOo1vent hostıle theisme tradıtionnel. La consıder the exiıstence of (30d an that belief
facon ont les CFOYATLCES SONLT eXxDOSeEES est SOUvent 1n God Can be defended by means ofgument,sımplıfıee L’exces. L’auteur o1t Deaucoup FCcasONSs, evidence the 1ıke ext he cConsıdersWittgenstein et Phıilıps. Le enrns de Ia relıgıon

redurrailt, selon [ui, LT  ar certaıne manıere de problems assoclated ıth talkıng Oou (GG0d
an LO examıne arguments that theVLUre, de comprendre so1:-meme ot de consıderer Ses problem ofevıl either COUNLTS StrONg evıdencerelations (1LUEeC AaAutrul.
agaınst the exıstence of (God demonstrates

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG that hıs ex1istence 15 impossıble. He consıders
that further lıne of defence 15 sShow that, 1nBe: Davıes’ uch handelt sıch zne Revısıon

der Ausgabe VO.:  x 1982 Es ıst thematisch angelegt spıte of the ex1ıstence of evıl Ca.  n sShow that
Un behandelt z B das Problem eıner Sprache ber it 15 reasonabhle LO believe ın God and the
(Jott, das Böse, under, dıe wıigkeıt und das Leben disecussion LO consıder the Varı0us classıcal Aar-
nach dem Tod. Gott erscheıint als fern und zeıtlos. guments for the exıstence ofGod T'ast three
Das Buch ıst recht schwer verständlıich, und der chapters deal ıth miıracles, eternıty an ıfe
Autor (ein Dominikaner) überlä ädufig dem after en
Leser, sıch eın eıgenes Urteil bilden. Evangelıkale
würden wahrscheinlich egrüßen, Wenn vorteıl- In spıte of hıs claım that the book 15 basıc

introduection for OSse wh ATre approaching thehafte Argumente ausführlıcher entfaltet worden phılosophy relıg10n for the first tiıme‘’ an hıswaren.
Tıilghmans Buch ıst eigentlıch als Einleitung attempt “wriıte the assumptıion that read-

konzıplert, geht jedoch eher IvVLe ıne Ideengeschichte ers ave lıttle theologıcal background/’,
VOT, die dem Ftradıtionellen Theismus ausgesprochen Davıes’ work 15 reasonably demandıng and
feindlich egegnet. Glaubensdarstellungen werden WOU really eed SOINE phılosophic back-

FuroJTh


