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enesıis 2931 thus counterpoint the foundatıional evel, ıt 15 especlally important
surroundıng tale of Kısau Indeed, readıng (Gjene- for evangelıcals to otfe that lıterary readings
S15 OI!  D has the dıistinet of dejä 'The such ıshbane  s—which sometimes
apgon ofJacob 1n pursuit of chel, of Rachel COIN- adop' In order tOo focus the final form of the
test wıth Leah, of ‚Jacob deceived Dy Laban, and of text-are A4se! distinetion between the a#
Laban deceived by Rachel all mirror the preceding CrTary realıty ofthe Lext anı the experlential
strıfe between Jacob and Sau anı the former’s STOTF1C: re: xternal to ıt Carrıed LO ıts
deception of Isaac. By such foil, MOTEOVET, the final ogic conclusıon, such distinetion divorces
formulator of the cycle g1ves Jacob hiıs COMEUPPANCE story from the Lext, 'This 1n turn undermines
and cırcumspectly redresses the inJustice of hıs the authority of the aCcurate TC-
orıgınal aCT of deceit (ın enesis 27) When Jacob sentatıon of the historical realıty of
fulfils the serf Ltenure 1C. aban has demanded actıng 1ın redeeming the WOrT. On m1nor
(apparently briıdeprice) for Kachel, but 1s gyıven note, ere 15 mistake 1ın the alızgnment
eah 1n her stead, he reproaches Laban, °h1ıs line TEeE of the chart the bottom of 68,
brother’: 'Why ave yYyou deceived Istem should read not In the
rımmah, 29:2517?° To which aban re]Jo1ns (v. 26) °It second paragraph
1sS not |local|] custom LO INaLrT“ off the yYyOUNSECT
Itze’ırah| before the firstborn |bekhirah|’” 'The Jay Sklar
counterpoint wıth enesis 15 obviıous: there ‚Jacob Cheltenham, Kıngland
Was the yOounger (tza ır/gaton) who m1sapproprlated
the bırthrıght (0)& of hıs elder brother by
deception stem. rımmah, Wıth hıs indıg- EuroJTh 999) 8:2, 926—] °oO8 Da
nant protest LO Laban, aCOo! unwittingly condemns
hımself. (p. 55) L1UL Society, Civil Religion

Shanks
Among er helpful insıghts 1ın Oxford: Blackwells, 1995, 250E velın, hıs hlastıc outline of the aCo cycle H/B pb, ISBN 0631197583Gen 93  9 43) hıs explanation

of the Dassase where God aDPDears 1n order to H/B) 0631197591 pb)
slay Moses (4:24-26; {(4) partıcularly RESUMEnoteworthy.

Several positive features commend thıs L’auteur veult ontrer QUE la theologie
work. Fıs  ane’s sensıitivıty LO stylıstic COIMN- confessionnelle parvıent Das fournır UnNne

ventions wiıll Very instructive LO OSe VISLON COMIMLINKTLE susceptible "unır notLre socıete
post-chretienne. Il DTOPDOSE de Ia remplacer parunfamıiıliar wıth lıterary readıng of bıblıcal

exXts, ell OSe only nomiınally amıliıar ıl presente UN. Theologıe cıvVıile.. II
Moreover, each chapter contaıns s’agıt d’un cadre spırıtue. large, quı Dpeut etre
helpful insıghts iınto the Passase cycle egalement partage Par des croyanlts et des NO  e

croyanıils. Ilpasse UunNne serıe de tentatıvesMOLL that he wrıtes O: especlally wıth regar
LO ematıc repetition, an LO INOTe liımıted modernıstes DOUFr arrıver Uune theologiıe CeıuLle
extent, the psychology of the players 1ın the ınspırant de la pensee deege. quL est jugee
Passages though thıs al tiımes DOCS LOO far) tres favorablement. argumentaire OMUS laisse

ınsatısfait DOUF CUX raisons. Premierement,well, hıle acknowledging tensions 1n the text,
Fishbane emphasises the unıty ofthe materI1al, DOUFr evıter les verıtes exclusıives de Ia theologie
allowing hım to concentrate the meanıng(s) confessıionnelle, la theologie eıvıle de Shanks
latent 1n the text ıt, STLAaNds before u  9 demeure tellement ındefinıe qu 'elle est vıde de

contenu Deuxiemement, Shanks n ’aborde Dasemphasıs 29 has al times een neglected 1ın
the era of form SOUTCEe erıiticısm. Further, Ia questıon de lasıgnıfıcatıon de la chrıistologie,

perhaps INOTe basıcally, Fishbane oes quı faıt du christianiısme UrN fol exclusıve des
hold that ere 1s meanıng 1n the text, that autfres Au de ce: CUreENTLCE, 'argumentatıion

laısse ıntacte quL faıt Ia force de la theologıethat meanıng 1s discernible LO the reader, confessionnelle.poınt hıch Man y oday ould disagree
mentioned above, Fıs  ane’s work 1s

prımarıly practıcal 1ın ıts approac ıth ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
theoretical COM MEeNTS restricted prımarıly to Shanks stellt dıe Behauptung auf, daß dıe
the four Dase introduection and LWO Pase konfessionelle Theologie nıcht ın der Lage
eplogue OSe wantıng INOTe theoretical ıst, eine einheitliche Vısıon hervorzubringen,
discussion will ave LO elsewhere. On INOre dıe UTNLSCTE nachchristliche Gesellschaft
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zusammenzuhalten vermAaßg. Seine Alternatıve T’he mpetus for Shanks’ argument 15 hıs
convıction that the twentieth entury hasesteht ın eıiıner “zivılen Theologıe”. Dabe:i
received Tes revelatıon. 'T’he 'T ‘hırd e1C.handelt sıch eın allgemeınes geistliches

Rahmenmodell, das sowochl Gläubı:gen als looms arge 1ın hıs hought the Vvolce of TeVeO-

uch Nichtgläubi:gen offensteht Shanks latıon concern1ing the per1ls ofotalıtarıanısm
untersucht eıne Reihe UonNn modernistischen Learnıng from S ‘revelation’, Shanks wants
Versuchen, eiıne zıvıile Theologıe entwickeln, e1vıl religion that 15 able both LO affırm
und ıst sehr aufgeschlossen FÜr egels pluralısm posıtıve virtue and retaın the
Konzeptionen. Dıeser Rezensent ıst mıt seıner pirıtual dimensıon. He 1! antıcıpatıons of
Argumentatıon nıcht zufrıieden, und ZWwdar auUus such deal 1n Machiavelli, SpInoza, Rous-
zwel Gründen. Erstens bleibt Shanks zıvıle SEAU and, mOost importantly for anks, ege
Theologıe, dıe dem Wunsch entsprungen IST, He deals wıth opposıtıon LO D, tradition it
dıe exklusıven Wahrheiten der konfessionellen 15 OoUuUnN! 1n the work f Barth Kierkegaard
Theologıe hınter sıch l[assen, unbestimmlt, It 15 difficult LO identify In anks work
daß S1Le praktısch ınhaltslos ıst. Zweıtens Seiz: hat ontent C1ıvıl theology should ave Pre-
sıch Shanks nıcht mıt der Bedeutung der sumabıly, eing eology'’, ONe mI1g expect
Christologıe für den christlichen Aus- ql eas deıist1ic commıtment to SUDTEME
schließlichkeitsanspruch auseinander. Dıeser eing but thıs 0es not fıit hıs desıire that it,
angel Auseinandersetzung hat2 olLge, should Incorporate both theıst an atheıst
daß seıne Argumentatıon nıcht ın der Lage LSt, (p 115) (J1ven the sıgn1ıficance he attaches LO

the r]ıse of Nazısm revelatory even OMNeEeden Standpunkt der konfessionellen Theologen
untergraben. WONU. eXpeCt theology that Can identi1ify the

character of revelatıon and delineate hat
TEW anks sets mself nOoO task 1ın authority ıt. should ave However, thıs 1150 1s
thıs work. He 15 concerned that 1n the pOoSt- m1ssıng. Revelatıon 1s whatever cıt1ızens wıth
Christian west the peaceful coex1istence of ıts Hegelıan ofstory discern s1gni1f1-
populatıon (  - longer be maiıintained the cant (D 138) nstead of offering the ontent of
asıs of COININOMN relig10us confessıon. He eıvıl theology, anks outlines the kınd of
believes that ın modern pluralıst soclıety AaLLıLUde ıt represents. 'T ’hıs attıtude 15 the COIN-

confessional theology 1S5 LOO exclusıve to mıtment LO Tee viırtues: free-spirıtedness,
provıde COIMNIMON vis1ıon. In ıts place, anks flaır for tradıtion and generosıity. ese VIT-
evelops hat he deser1ibes c  C1lvil’” theology tues amoun LO abılıty to transcend one’s
hıs mplıes loyalty beyond OINles OWIN confes- OWIN ommıtments assumptions 1ın order O
S10N °to whatever makes for genuıne experiıence solidarıty wıth others Whiıle NOLT

wishing LO dıspute the alue of such viırtue ıtwıithın the surroundingpolitic culture’. (p
hus myrı1a of denomınatıons secular o0es noLt contrıibute allYy posıtıve ontent to
world-views mMay cCl1as al the eve of hat the ecıvıl eologıan 0Ug LO beliıeve
confessional loyalty but Sr share ın COIN- Shanks PUursSues hıs argument wıth detaıjled
INO.  - eivıl relıg10n. 'The argument of the book reference to such ınkers egel,
SUrVCYS the eed for such framework anı Heidegger and Nietzsche but ıth lıttle
traces ıts CONTLOUFS 1ın the work of number of attempt to understand hat makes con{fes-
twentieth entury hınkers Hıs wrıting 1s both s1io0nal theology STIrıden 1n ıts objection LO
stimulatıng wıderangıng. modernıty. Absent 1n hıs work 15 d1iscus-

Civıl theology provides ontext for solıdar- S10N of Christology ıts implications for
1ty shared both bellevers anı revelatıon, authorıity an loyalty Further-
non-believers. anks affırms that commıt- INOTeE, ere 15 attempt LO wiıth
ment LO such eivıl theology 15 entirely historical attempts of confessional OUDS,
compatıble ıth confessional theology—so such the Reformers Purıtans, LO proviıde

comprehensıve vlsıon of soclety. He chideslong the latter o0es not claım ‘exclusive
the confessional Barmen declaratıon 1ın ıtsACCESS toO the (p 4.) It m1g be pointed

Out that ere 155 already reignıng secular 1de- stand agaıns Nazısm for ıts faılure to er
ology 1n 1C. confessional relig1ons ex1ist side solidarıty wıth the ews Nonetheless, surely
by s1ıde. anks 15 not appy wıth secularısm Spractic appliıcatıon of confessional eol-
because he sSees eed for spirıtu ground-

flirtation wıth Natıonal Soclalism? One 15 eft
O COMPAaTres favourably agaıns Heidegger’s

Ing LO publıc deology GCivıl relıgıon offers
posıtıve solıdarıty relig10us an wıth the that the strength appeal of

non-relig10us people because ıt. 1S not hostile LO confessional approac pluralıs soclety
such pirıtual dimens1ıon. has nNnOot een one ustice Indeed, anks
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LO equate exclusıve loyalty to confes- Das uch ıst uch für fortgeschrittene
S10N wıth exclusıon of the posslbiliıty ofuman Studenten bestens geeıgnet.
solıdarıty. ere 185 Teason to make such
equatıion. Eixcelusive loyalty LO the TYT1st1an erd The1lssen 15 well-known ONM of the
confession provıdes the asılıs for solidarıty of MOSLT creative New estamen: cholars 1n Ger-
the human Tace wh all reated In the INanYy oday He hıs collaborator, Annette
image of (God an a]] SINNers 1ın eed of Merz, who also eaches 1n Heidelberg, ave
redemption. 'T’he ure LO explore such pOssI1- produce hat 185 intende! guldebook
111C1eSs LO stem from hıs faılure LO WOTr.  00 for STUdents T’he authors believe
consıder the signıficance of Christology 1ın the that the question of the 1ST0r1: Jesus 1s
confessional theology he rejects. theologıcally ımportan vV11 They place

themselves the IMap of New estamen
Christopher Sınkinson scholarshıp by distinguıishing between hat

ournemouth, England they call the Calıftornian ‚Jesus of Crossan
Mack the Galılean Jesus of

Sanders, wıth hich they find INOTeEe SYINDAa-
EuroJTh 799) 8:2, O (Q2 thy In the first part of elIr book they er

detaıjled evaluatıon of the historical SUUTCECS,
T’he Hiıstorical Jesus: hısting and responding LO ırteen objections
Comprehensive JAR to the hıistorıicıty of the Jesus-tradıtion They

Theissen and Merz erıticıse the tradıtional erıter1a for evaluating
London: SC  2 Press, 1998, XX1X 649 the tradıtion Aargue nstead for erıterıon

of ‘plausıbilıty" hıch asks 1s plausible£29, pb, ISBN 0-33402696-92 1ın the EeW1s ontext and makes the r1se of
RESUME Christianıity understandable

'T 'he second part of the book 1S concernedCe lıvre, destine (1UIL.  2 etudıanlts, veult wıth background chronology. 'T’he a1lm 1s LOmanuel complet SuUur la U1Lie et enseignement de SEeE ‚Jesus 1n the ONTLEext of the Judaism of hısJesus S5on approche est plus pres de Ce: de time to avo1ld the allegedly antı-SemiuiuticSanders QUC, Par exemple, de ce. de
Crossan, el A tient AaLns.ı la droite du COMU-

understandıngs ofJuda1ısm 1C. OUnN! 1ın
SOINE modern wriıters.

ranit prıncıpal de la crıtıque. Il est faıt In Part Three the authors ook at the actıv-remarquablement CONSEervalelur ans So 1ty preachıng ofJesus. T’hey SEE ‚Jesusapproche des Zuerisons mıraculeuses el de la charısmatiıc 1ın the soclologıical of thatresurrect:on. presente des aspects de la
chrıistologie quı SOn ımplıcıtes, sımplement term, thus Jomnıing forces wıth Bornkamm,

Hengel, Vermes Borg, who 1ınevoques, eXxpOSeESs explıcıtement Aans "actıon eır Varlous WaYys emphasıse the sheer
et enseıgnement de Jesus, et quL ont fournı sSon authority of Jesus. ‚Jesus 1s not unknown,fondement Ia chrıistologie de i’Eglıse DrımL- Bultmann claimed, but 15 NOWN 1n his rela-Hıve. lıvre est parfaıtement approprıe DOUTF 1onsh1ps wıth er people, OU: hichdes etudıants d’un NLIVeaL plus avance. ave reasonable amoun of information.

Hıs mMessage Was ou the kıngdom of God
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Both present an future statements Are
Das vorliegende uch ıst als umfassendes accepte of the mMeESSagsge, but Jesus
Textbuch für Studenten des ens un der erroneously expecte immınent en! to the
Lehre Jesu gedacht. Seın Ansatz steht dem vVvO  > WOr. for his miracles, they reject 0OSe

Sanders näher als z.B. dem vVO  - 1C ave analogies In experıence walk-
Crossan, das uch ıst eher rechts vO Ing the water, multiplyıng oaves) but
Hauptstrom der Eritischen Forschung accept those hich do, namely the healingsangesıedelt. Es ıst ın der La erstaunlı:ch hıch ATre attrıbute: LO paranormal oıfts such
Ronservatıv ın seıner Behandlung der OUNn: 1ın the modern WOT.
Heıilungswunder und der Auferstehung, und distinetion 15 TAawn between the under-
geht Teılaspekten der Christologie nach, dıe ın standıng of the parables sacramen of the
den Taten und der Lehre Jesu entweder word and symboliıc pointers to God, ' imagesımpliızıt, ın Form UVO  < Anspielungen oder 3ar hıich gıve people Teedom to 1SCOver how far
explızıt enthalten sınd und dıe das Fundament they disclose elr content’ theybıldeten, ohne das sıch dıe Christologie der defend the latter understandıng 1n hıch the
en Kırche nıcht hältte entwıckeln können. parables aım to gyıve impulses owards
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