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Moralıty 15 uman ereation and Volker äckle et al
projection onto valueless world (ch 13) T’hıs Wuppertal Brockhaus, 1998, 2ADA D., pb,15 essentlally Holmes narratıve. ISBN 3-417-29080-5

In the final chapter he pulls the hreads
ogether LO identify four basıc pos1ıt1ons the
act-value relatıonshıp 1C he hıinks he dis- RESUME

dogme tradıtionnel de Ia substitution penalefrom the hiıstory OULLINE! above. He then
outlines ıIn SKeleLOn form agenda for future Ia CFrOLX est serieusement rems questıon
thinking the subject. 1rs of he ans le debat theologique contemporaın. On
briefly for resisting Nietzsche reinstatıng Dpeut ONC etre reconnaıssant auxprofesseurs de
‘the 11 of (G0d)’ the ulLiımate foundatıon of L’Abrecht-Bengel-Haus Tubingue FA) pour

celt OUUFraßge solıde de reflexion theologıique,values. Second, he belleves that the notıon of
eleology needs LO be reopened for discussıon egalement accessıble non-theologıen. Dans
an arı the Og0S doectrine and ıts COnNncOom!1- Ia partıe exegetıque, le Fh  eme de l’expiatıon est
tant eOrYy ofunıversals eed LO return LO the etudıe ans le Pentateuque el ans Esaie De

meme, examıne l’interpretation de la CFrOLXagenda they provıde for Sround-
ingvalues 1n aCts po1n' LO the rellability of ans les evangıles et chez aul Dans Ia partıe
uman hıstorique, les dıfferents auteurs MONLFreN. la

T’hıs 15 deceptively lıghtweight lookıng contınulte el le developpement de la pensee
book Do not be deceived. Holmes wriıtes for chretienne SUur suJjet partır de ‘Eglıse

ancıenne Jusqu d la Reforme. Ils s’ınterrogentpeople whi Are already amılı]ar wıth the phi-
losophers under discussion (p V111) an thus SuU les raıisons DOUF lesquelles le ogme
contrary LO SOINE of the COMMEeNTS the book tradıtionnel .  \ conteste sıecle des
Jacket) ıt. 1S nolt re ıntroduction for °‘read- Iumıeres et Aans I’iıdealıiısme allemand Kant,
erSs wıth Oorm:; traınıng In phılosophy'. egel, Schleiermacher). Ils s’‘ınteressent (11L.  &2

ınterpretatıions de la CFroLX donneesHolmes wrıtes clearly and competently
fascınatıng Tea of study 91 ves the he LO viıngtieme sıecle Bultmann, Barth, Tillıich,
the myt. that values Canno be grounded 1n Pannenberg). lıvre cLlöt Dr UNMNe reflexıon
fact The myth 15 relatiıvely recent 1ın the his- homiıletique: comment VvVvec

pertinence la CFrOLX I’”homme (post-)moderne?LOFrYy of philosophy. would ave the study
LO INOVE iınto the Twentieth Century. It dıd L’ouvrage est UTU defense ıntellıgente et Sans

SEEIN rather arbıtrary tLO halt wıth Nietzsche ambıguite de Ia subsıtutionpenale. app  roche
ere WEeTe Iso tiımes that OIM felt that plurıdisciplinaire, A auralilt pourtanlt besoin
Holmes had wandered from hıs 1e goal of d  E  etre complete Pr Ur etude proprement

dogmatıque.chartıng the actLvalue relatıon had got
side-tracked etaıling the much broader COIMN-

of the ethic: osophy of different ZUSAMMENFASSUNcharacters. SUDDOSC, had he not one he
WOU. ave een chastised for not setting his Das tradıtionelle ogma der stellvertretenden

Sühne, Kreuz vollbracht, ıst ım der heutıigenCOMMEeNLTS 1ın the Ontext of the wıder philoso- Theologıe schr unter Beschuss gekommen. Wırphy of the characters. You cannot please of können deshalb den Dozenten des recht-the people all of the tiıme. Holmes final engel-Hauses ın übıngen sechr dankbar seıinsketchy proposals WerTe most interesting and
ONe WOU VerYyY much 1ıke to SEEe them fleshed für ıhre solıde theologıische Arbeıt dıiesem

ema, dıe 1er uch allgemeıinverständlıchOut much INOTeEe thoroughly In the end though dargestellt wiıird. Im exegetischen eılB book 15 agenda setting text that vVe untersuchen dıe verschıedenen Autoren dıehelpfully Sets 1SSuUes of rıtical importance to
Christian ınkers 1ın broader historical Sduühne Lm (tesetz des Mose und ın Jesaja

Außerdem gehen S1ıe dem Verständnıs desperspective. reuzes Ln den Evangelıen und beı Paulus
ach Im historıischen eıl zeıgen S1Le dıe1n Parry Kontinuität und dıe Entfaltung theologıischenWorcester, England Nachdenkens ber das Kreuz vVO  > der en
ırche ıs zZuU. Reformatıon auf, fragen ach
Gründen der Infragestellung des überkom-EuroJTh 7979} 8:2, 20422063 0Qa2 Dogmas z2Ur eıt der Aufklärung und
des deutschen Idealısmus ant, egel,Warum das Kreuz Die Frage nach Schleiermacher) und beleuchten Ansätze zZU.

der Bedeutung des Todes Jesu Verständnis des reuzes ım Jahrhundert

EuroJTh 20



Book Reviews

Bultmann, arı Tillıch, Pannenberg). Das exeges1s rooted 1n the text, hıch intelligently
uch SC  ze, mıt eıiıner homiıiletischen defends the tradıtional understanding of
Untersuchung. Wıe können WLr dıe OLSC the Varı0us EXTS elated the doctrine of
vVOoO Kreuz dem Ost-) modernen Menschen explation.
nahebringen second SrOUDp of CSSaysS 15 concerned wıth

Das vorliegende uch verteidigt mıt the story of the dogma of explation, startıng
theologischer Kompetenz und ohne Zuge- from the Old UTC through the Enlighten-
ständnısse die überkommene Lehre der ment rıg OoOWN LO contemporary volces.
stellvertretenden ne Es verfolg dabe: Toblas Eıßler 00 al the per10d from the
einen multidıszıplinären Ansatz, der jedoch Apostolic Fathers un the KReformation,
Urc eıne eigentlıch dogmatısche Studie showing the continulty and the development of
erganzt werden sollte. Christian thought the subject. olf

addresses the question why tradıtional dogma
Kvangelıical Christjans tend to z  D penal sub- 1s longer credıble LO modern IMa In
stitution the centre of the Gospel: Christ LO thıs questlion, he analyses promiınent
akıng the place of the sınner, explatıng SIN Dy Enlıghtenment dealıist hınkers Kant,
hıs e9] thus reconciling the WOT. LO egel, Schleiermacher and Albrecht Rıtschl
God But everybody sensıtive LO modern theo- Eberhard Ha  S finally 00 al twentieth Cell-
oglc debate knows that ere 15 hardly tury interpretations of the Cross: Bultmann,
eologilan outsıde the Evangelical MOovemen Barth, Tillich and olfhart annenberg
oday whı clings LO penal substitution As This second STrOUD of eXLts 1S wıthout ou
Kvangelıcals ave een Ve zealous and the most diffcult part of the volume LO under-
rightly SO) 1ın preaching the savıng STaCcCEe of the STAN! (especlally the ast LWwO artıcles),
Cross, they ave nNnot Ways manıiıfested the admire the COUTASE of the authors ın seeking
Samne zeal INn reflecting uRDON the COross In C  SS vVe wıde of thought 1n
engagıng In scholarly debate hat are, after all, VeC. conclse CSSaYyS. Per-

Therefore shoul be Ve. grateful tO the haps OnNne of the strongest poınts of the book
eaching staff of the Albrecht-Bengel-Haus 1n ole 15 ıts moderate ength, hıch will avo1ld
übıngen Germany) for avıng responde tOo discouragıng the Jay reader! But mMUust confess
. eed E INSLILEULION alms mainly to nevertheless that S LOUr de force eft
‚upport SLTUdents al maın-stream eolog1 unsatısfied It not clear LO how the
faculty, ıts teachers NOW Dy experıence the rather lengthy complicated cıtations of
importance of presenting the bıblical faıth egel, for example, relate LO the current
intellıgently. The of OUuUr Churches debate Hıstorically, ıt. 15 surely interesting
effort,
the future of OUur m1lss1ons depend such know hat great phılosophers ave sald ou

the Cross; but it prımary LO LO ShOow
T’he book makes bold defence of the radı- In hıch respects eır eachıng has oOUuUnNn

tional dogma of pena substitution. T’he echo wıth Our contemporarıes. One m1g also
authors Are not ashamed of the Gospel, and ıt. oOu ıf ıt. 1s5 possiıble to present Barth’s
15 pleasure LO See how they expand bıblical theology 1n (small) Pases; but ıt. 15 d1sap-713 and unmask false presupposıiıtions of the poiıntıng to SeeEe the author ollowing ve‘modern)’ WOTFT. VIEW. At the SsSamne tiıme they closely ONM sıngle econdary SOUTCE Barth

sensıtıve to the obstacles hıch ave be Is S the Teason why he qualıifies Barth
surmounted before OUur contemporarıies ‘unıversalist wıthout ambiguilty, 1ın espect to
accept the Gospel. T’hey address varıety of salvatiıon’ (p Final unıversalısm 185 Cer-
biblical, STOTF1IC: an homiletic tOP1ICS elated aınly the og1c O.  NCE of the arthıjan
LO explation. system; but arth mself efused LO 1rm ıt
ou OnNne half of the volume 1S occupled by unequıvocally.

valuable exegetı studies Hartmut Schmid On the whole, wonder ıfthe INOTe STOT1C:
tudies the eme of explatıon ıIn the than dogmatic approac 1n thıs sectiıon 1s PeCI'-Pentateuch Albrecht addresses the COIMN- haps ;ymptom of INOTe general weakness of
trovers1]al question of explation In Isaılah the book (there 1S5 ProODer dogmatic studyVolker aC CONtIrıbufes LWwO artıcles 1n the NCcIude: 1ın the volume!), perhaps of SOTINE
ırst, he asks how the canonıcal Gospels under- entire trands of vangelı theology ere
stand the Cross, wıth speclal interest In the 1s eed LO continue to deepen the reflec-
words ofJesus mself. In the second, he EXamM- tıon tarted by the engel-Haus teachers.
ines the Pauline theology of the Cross. of eologlans from Calvıinist and/or Baptiıstthıs 1 refreshing, posıtıve scholarly work, background ould perhaps 1ıke to reaC In
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SOIMNE places where Lutheran sacramental the- 'The volume closes ıth contrıibution DYy
ology 15 assumed LO be the biblical 1eW (p 183, olfgang Becker concerning OUr homuiletiec

JL, 184, JÖ, 200) More ıimportant: practice. The riıchness of the multidisciplinary
ave LO respond LO the challenges of modernıIis- approac adopted Dy the engel-Haus each-
tic theology by OTroug. analysıs of ıts EerSs 1s ere al ıts best ven ıfBecker’s analysıs
presupposıtions an by the systematıc eXposI1- of the post-modern world V1eW repeats SOMEeEe
tıon of biblical teachıng, ese both as commonplaces, he D0OCS beyond them to ShOW
for ogmatıclans SOINE ve pertinen poınts of ontact between

This WOU CNSASC OUr inking the the preaching of the Gospel OUur contempo-
subject of S1N— a very slıppery slope, OUTr rarles. For example, he underlines the
intellect Was 1rs made LO understan ereation omn1ıpresence of e9] In the INAasSs media,
and nOot ıts perversion! hıs 1S perhaps the rea- agaınst the commonly rece1ved idea ofea
sS()  - for hat feel to be dangerous blas 1n 00 1ın Western socletlies (D 2183) He also
Hılle’s Janguage concern1ıng SIN He erıticises 1ın examples of solıdarıty 1n ouilt
the characterıisatıon of SIN ‘prıvatıo onl acknowledged 1ın recent German) hıstory—ın
(1.e., the want of 00 ‚ypIC: of idealistic Nazısm the GDR polıce state—re  ing
phılosophy (D 147/); S1IN has LO be unmasked the modern iıdea of solate respons1bilıty of

realW which DOVeErNS hım [1L.e., man | the ndıvıdual (p 210:11) Both insiıghts Can
an hıch brings hım emporal an! eternal help LO smooth the path for the comprehensıon
death‘’ (p 150) 'The definıtion of SIN as prıivatıo of the Gospel.
bonı 15 Jassıcal and find Ssupport from theo- Warum das Kreuz? 1S Dpro0of the potentı
loglans rodig10us ugustine, T’homas of fruıtfulness of co-operatıon 1n theological
Aquınas 1n the eIoOorme: tradıtion, for CXall- research, 1C 15 LOO en practised by 1S0-
ple, Charles odge T’he doectrine of ereation ate! indıyıduals It 15 LO be ope that it will
0es not leave LOOIN 1n itself for anYy ESSEIICE of nOoLt only stimulate Evangelıcal preachıng an!|
SIN ven if sympathıse wıth the overall inten- thinking S, vVe. central ubject, but also
tıon of Hılle’s discussion of SIN (refusıng the g1ve example for er collective work
optımıstıc negatıon of ı1ts objectivıty), thıs mportant 1ssues of theologıical debate

tO LO be ONMNe INOTeEe po1ın where system-
Lydıa Jaegertic theological thinkıng explatiıon must be
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