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the Prelude However, the absolute anguage 1s5 Lrue of 1t. LLOW. Ironically, this °‘Christian DerI-ıth IC the authors deseribe MOSLT. MuUsSIC of spective’,sWas mean LO enrich their hıs-
the Great Composers spe far louder than orıcal account, has In fact. worked agaınst the
this en qQu.  ıfıcatıon an betrays the PUrDOSe of their book By evaluatıng MusıC
ors behef that EeEsSEe examples of arl musıc
Are indeed ‘the best‘ 'Thıs 1ASs 1S Iso clear 1ın

only either Christian non-Christian, the
authors ave robbed it. ofmuch of ıts riech, COIM-

the narrow-miıinded and idealistie hope, Iso plex interest, an by showing patronizıng
expressed ıIn the Prelude, that ‘the people disappoıntment ıIn 0OSe COM DOSECTS and works
acquaınt hemselves ıth hat 1S truly great which fall or of heavenly stature, ManYyand beautiful, the INOTe they 111 dislike an Tea Composers ave ql ast een knocked off
turn AWAV irom that 10 1S5 hallow an eır pedes
ugly 'T ’he Category of TULY oreat and beauti-
ful’ musıc becomes Irustratingly maller Benita Wolters
YOU read through the DOOK, excluding nNnOoL only amiılton, Canada
non-westiern MUuSsIC, but Iso twentieth-cen-
LUrY MUSIC which they refer LO ırrıtatıng',
‘unınspiıriıng', ‘battery agaınst the lıstener’,
and EVen arboring ‘less en than the SONS EuroJTh 2000} 9:1, SO 002of the| cuckoo bırds’

More Inapproprlate EeVEenN than a|] of thıs 1S5 Nahum (Hıstorical Commentarythe T1LEe WAaV INn1 superficıal °Christian the Old Testament)perspective’ has een tacked LO thıs hıstory Spronk1ın attempt LO make er1tical and relevant Kampen Kok Pharos, 1997, Manalysıs for Christian readers. The authors 199, pb, ISBN 90-242-6355-7ave analyzed the relatiıonship of faıth an
musıc by a) divulging hat they eem the MOST,
importan biographical detaıl of each COIM- RESUME

discussed 1ın the book whether noOoL he Spronk consıdere UE le livre de Nahoum est
Was Christian, an b) determining Chris- [ oeuvre d’un serıbe royal, quL eecrıt SOMLLS
tı1an’ elements In Composer’s works, defined pseudonyme Jerusalem autfour de 66() J.a
by them ONSONANCE, cheer, order, anı the (2 commentaıre est remarquabdieDOUr le tra-

vaıl mMmIınNULLEUX S le exte, QGUE le ecteur SILUFaabılıty LO inspıre 0)91% LO do go0od works. 1g-
norıng musıcal-historical contexts, Stuart MLEULX ayan le exXxLie hebrenu SO0OUS les VEUNX. I1
m1 an Carlson actually suggest that the est ıutıle et ınstructıf pour Un etude serıieuse du
L’EASON Bach resolved musıca|l dissonances Was lıvre de Nahoum et de S5€5 liens Dec d’autres
because he Was Christian an believed In the lıtteratures, MAaLSs les predıicateurs Seron(t DeEUL-
°resolution for each ndivıdual and for hıs- etre decus d’y TOUVver MOLNS de synthese el de
LOTy It Was thıs wholesomeness and ‘fırm reflexıon theologıique qu on pourraıl SY (L-
Christian ase In hıs musıc that allowed Bach tendre lorsqu on consıdere les objectifs ON-
LO ave such influence subsequent COIMNDOS- Ces DOUr Ia ser1ıe ont ı1 faıt partıe.
ers Similarly, although aydn Was not
devout belıever ASs Bach, hıs musıc 1s YT1S- ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
t1ıan wıtness because of ıts happy and cheeriu. Spronks Kommentar bietet eine detaıilliertemo00d. ( In the er hand, musıc 1C dis- Iıterarısche Analyse des Nahumbuches. DerDIays disorder an dissonance (Beethoven,
agner, a]l twentieth-century MUuSsI1C) should Verfasser argumentıert, AassSs das Nahumbuch

660) Chr. UON eiınem königlichen Schrei-be reated ıth cautıon, because ıt, proclaıms ber unter eiınem Pseudonym verfasst wurde. Er‘untruthful’ hopelessness about the wor. weist sowochl auf literarische Bbezıiehungenand Inspiıres LO do g00d biblischen und ausserbiblischen Texten hın als
Thiıs eritical analysıs leaves much LO be de- uch auf den sorgfältigen ufbau des Buches.

SIıred. It not only makes crude, dualistiec asSsess- Der Kommentar eıstet damılt eıiınen wıichtigenmMents of hat anı wh: ‘Chriıstian’, but Beıtrag Zr Erforschung des Nahumbuches.
Iso 1gnores host ofer Lypes and levels of Wer UVO. Nahumbuch predıigen will, wırd ‘TEbeliefan the varıety of WaVYsS that ese belhiefs doch enttäuscht Ssein, AaSsSsS nıcht menhr theologi-COU. be SPEEeNMN In musıc. In addıtion, ıt ASSUuMes sche Diskussion angeboten wırd.
that musıc Ca  - be evaluated AaSs EeXLra-
ultural autonOomOus entity, and that hat Was 'T his Commentary 1s ONe of the 1IrsS ıIn Ne
Lrue ofBach’s musıc ın the eighteenth CENtUrYy Ser1es edıted Dy Houtman Kampen),
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en than not eseEe remarks o0k ıke collec-Prinsloo (Pretorı1a), atson (Newcas-
tle-upon-TI'yne), anı Wolters (Ontarıo) 'The tor’s ıtem the They do NnOoL
dıtors Al commıtte ‘°to approac which contribution LO the disecussion of theologıcal
es ser10usly the historical embeddedness of an! thical 1SSUeS, 1Te4 1C COU. ave
the Messase of the Old Testament;’ an °to the recel1ved eater attentıon irom Spronk
V1ICW that the Old TLestament WAas an 15 vehıl- Thiıs Commentary 11l be useful an infor-
cle of the knowledge of (30d’ The contrıbutors matıve book for OoSse wh want LO work Ser1-
invıted (ofwhom 1ıst 15 provıded 1n the 00 ously ıth the Lext Spron  S proposals

Christjans irom wıde of denomiına-
1071 affıhation the author of thıs COINMEN-

CoONCcern1ıng poss1ı amne acrostics Ssur ın
L4 Nıneveh In :18) an! SeNLENCE acrosties

Lary 1S pastor of the Gereformeerde erk ( Yahweh‘’ In 1:1-3) In um (ef. hıs artı-
Culembourg). The enge g1ven LO them 15 cle In ZAW 110 209-2022) Ar e ertaınly
LO be up-to-date, but LO DAaY attention LO the WOT urther discussıon scholars. Not;
pre-modern exegetical tradıtion LOO, LO provıde ManYy mınısters, however, WOU SEETIN LO ave

scholarly exposıtıon ıth NEe translatıon the stamına and t1iıme required LO work
of the LEXT, but LO remaın accessıible LO wıde through the Lext of ahum ıth thıs VerLrYVy
readersh1ıp It 1S emphasısed that ‘the authors scholarly work whiıch, by the WAaY, COU. ave
aAare expecte LO DAaVYV due attentıon LO the INea. OoONne ıth another prooif-readıing. One wıshes
Ing of CVEeTYV hıstorical which they discern that subsequent commentarıes In the ser1es
in the formatıon of the LEexXt, includiıng ıts final combıne the SAaine kınd ofcareful analysıs ıth
canonıcal sSta Tradition-historical an eater synthesıs an creatıve theologıca.
daction-eritica analyses should nNnOLt become thınkıng. T’he indıcatı]ıons Al e that, ‘historical
ends In themselves, but should be subservıient commentary' has lot LO 0  er, but INOTe
LO understandıng of the inner-canonıcal pliıcıtly Christian approac 15 required In
history of interpretation (All quotatıons Are commentary that 15 LO be ulLy adequate for
from the editor1al preface). In Su. thıs Ser1es Christian mınısters.
1S WOT watchıing Out. for!

Thomas Renzaas Spronk Aarsgues that the book of
um 1S the work of royal scr1De, wrıtten London, England
under pseudonym ın Jerusalem, 660 BOCE
Dırect an indirect references Assyrıan
Lreaty EXTIS and royal annals ShOw the influ- EuroJTh 2000} 92 TEEF 022eEeNCEe of Mesopotamıan lıterature the book of
ahum, but ıts author Was Iso inspiıred by 40-
rusalem cultiec EXTIS an the words of sSa13a. Transforming Fate ınto Destiny:
Spronk detects Tee maın Cantos 1-11; The Theological Ethıcs ofStanley
1:12-2:14; 11 106 ıa urn AT e subdı1- Hauerwas
ded in canticles an! strophes Noteworthy 1S Samuel Wells
the TrTea between 1:11 and 1:12 rather than Paternoster Press, 1998, 240 pD,1:8 and 1:9) for which Spronk makes SLroNg
Case

ISBN 0-835364-906-5
The outstandıng eature of thıs cCommentary

1S Spronk’s paınstakıng work the LEexXT 1@ RESUME
readers 111 best follow ıth Hebrew LEext In Dans cel excellent OUUFaßSe, presente les
ron of them Difficulties of the LexXxt Are rarely grandes Lıgnes de l’ethıque theologıique SOMLS Ia
pUut OWN Corruptions 1ın the transmıssıon forme un recıt de auerwas. Celle-cı [0/ 0

PFOCESS and usually eredited LO the Teedom terıse IL ethıque du caractere, Dar
an creatıvıty of the ancıent poet Incıdentally, positıon ILN ethıque orıentee Dvers "actıon el
ın Comparıng phrases 1ın ahum ıth phrases la decısıion. La ıgne de DneNSEE, quL du (LC-
elsewhere ıIn the Old estamentT, Spronk DFrO- tere recıl, du recılt la communaute, et de Ia
vides good deal of informatıon for OSe who ePoMMUNALTE ‘Eglıse est retracee VJec clarte
want LO explore 1Ca. intertextualıty et un grande sensıbılıte (L  52 HNUANnces
number of references LO interpretatıon DY, herche donner de la nenNseEeE de Hauerwas un

analyse comprehensive, S(NnsSs DEUT de modıfier,C Tertullhan, Jerome, as Luther ulfill
the a1ım of the dıtors LO provıde ComMentLary clarıfier et faıre Drogresser le projet de
that DaYy>Ss explıcı attentıon the history of 1N- DENSEUF., Il OLLS livre extie essentıel DOUF
terpretatıon (an index LO TAaC. OWN EeEsSeEe FfOLS CelX qu ınteresse Ia pensee d’Hauerwas,
marks WOU. ave een elpfu. Yet INOTeE debutants AuUSsSsSL bıen QUE specıalıstes.
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