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continuatıion of thıs e  and gıve VYOU lıght involved ıIn hat, 15 portraye (D 251) the
LO the natıons 'The revI1eWw of interpreta- Suffering Servant 1S rıghtly approprlate Dy
tıon, phrase DYy phrase, 185 cCompend1ous. the S  c ASs ell the Church However,

In thiıs etfaıle exeges1s, theologıcal thesis the theologıica commıtment 1S clear. On
15 far from the surface. In Koole’s inter- A, the "many’ not the great’) Ar e OSe

wh ATe reconciled, er avıng turned AWAYpretatıon, salvatıon 1n Christ 185 al the ear of
the work begun ıIn the restoratıon of the trıbes, ıIn 52:14 "These ave already accepte: the
the preserved of Israel Furthermore, the ‘Ser- Servant, Savlıour For them he Was the
ant cCannot readıly be identified ıth DIL, only WaVYV LO salvatıon’ (D 250
he thınks thıs WOU be Incompatıble ıth the ere Ar e LWO In1 reader might
orldwıde reach of hıs mıinıstry (1.e nNOL Just take 1SSuUe ıth the commentary. One arTr1lSes
the prophet Babylonıan hearers) (p 25) from the comprehensiveness ıtself. The lex1Cc0-

urther example from the Samne chapter, graphica mater1al ıIn partıcular does not
49:22-—20, 195 instructive. In the ‘Kssentıals anı Ways feed ırectly into the interpretatıon Of-
Perspectives’, Oole SERPS DD DE ASs depict- ere The author avolds the el] known dan-
Ing ‘ftestive processiıon LO 107 Dy the DCIS of phiılology ıIn interpretatıon, because he

1S sensıtıve LO the contexts of words, but thıst10NS, bringing exıles back ın aCT of homage that sometımes ONeEe eels the discus-paralle]l LO the pılgrimage ın Isa DB} (D 69)
Vv 24-—206, In contrast, DOrtLray St1 SIONS redundant The second TCca 1S5 the
holding the chıldren of 1075 captıve, an LO theologıcal interpretation iıtself. As 185 clear
whom (30d declares that he 111 from the ahove examples the COMMENLATY
them New Testament echoes Are OUnN! In definıtely into the Reformed tradıtıon of inter-
Mark D (partıcularly), an In Rev 16:6 pretatıon, In ıts convıction that the prophetic
(pp 69—-70 Lext artıculates ın ESSEINICE the MESSASC of the

The Scholarly Kxposition eg1ins ıth Gospel Readers INaYy sometıimes qu1bble
diseussion unıty of the Passasge (which 15 theological grounds OVerl hıs readıng of EXTtIsS

Nevertheless, thıs 1 monumental work,efended, ÜE Vv PE Ar’e then inter-
preted portrayıng the willing rıbute of the the TUl of L1ıfetime scholarshıp It. 15 both
natıons. Here problem 15 encountered be- scholarshıp and theology, celebrati.i)n of the

of the SLIroNg anguage of 23D, 1C PDUrDOSC of (30d LO sShow hıs salvatıon LO the
LO put the trıbutarıes In the posıtıon of ole WOT. Dy of the moOost paınstak-

ıng labour the (Old Testament Lext, 'Theeieate:! enemıl1es; but Oole sCeres thıs merely
recognıtıon ofYahweh’'s lordshıp, because ntended comprehensiveness—from LeXL-

of 23 (D 76) He then contrasts thıs SrFrOupPp er1t1ic1sm an phılology LO theology—is SOINE-

ıth the 'oppressors’ of V. 26 (D 83) 'The unıt- times challenging LO the reader. Yet thıs work
Ing eme 1S the ventual recognıtion DYy a ]] DOCS beyond MOST commMmMentarıes In ıts 1INS1S-
that Yahweh 1S (Gi0d tent COIMNCEeT'N LO serutinıze the Lext of Secripture

OutL of theologıcal convıctlıon, an ıth hostIn thıs Passase ıt 1s Lrue that ere 185 dıffer-
ent. LonNe 1ın 24926 from DE But the of theologıcal and hermeneutical quest1ons
transıtıon 1s perhaps not sharp O0oOle Al’- ıIn mınd. In that 11 1s MO Not that
QDUES (agalıns others who think A de- ıt, compels asSsSentT. CVELIY pomt, but that
pIıCt the natıons 1ın serviıle role, cf. Va  . ıt. manıfests the devotion of Christian

cholarınkle, 11985], 450{£.) It. 1S poss1ıble that
the theologıcal thesis of the mess]anıc MESSASC (ordon MeConville
of salvatıon LO al natıons has influenced the Cheltenham, KEnglandexeges1s LOO much al thıs poın

On the fourth Servant Song (Isa D: 13L
OOle offers tradıtional Christian EuroJTh 2000} 9:1, 90193 DE

interpretatıon. The Servant, NO proclaıms
e salvatıon: "T'he sufferiıng, dyıng Servant
chares In the divine glory T’he New P@s-

Pauyul and Perseverance: Stayıng In
LAmMent fulfilment 15 always In VIECW For CXaInll-

and Falliıng Away
Judith Gundry Voifple, In O9° 1, Israel admıts ıts 1S Rom Tübingen: Mohr Siebeck, 1990iantıcıpated? At the sSamine tıme the 1N-

terpretatıon takes TOAl 1eW of the imagery 395
ere The author shows ympathy ıth all Wiıssenschaftliche Untersuchungen ZU
the human suffering that 15 evoked In 1t, Neuen Testament Reıhe,
Israel 1s nOot eXclude but rather uschwitz 1S5 69,-
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ZUSAMMENFASSUNG rather than from salvatıon ıtself. Fınally, the
Die vorlıegende Tübıinger Doktorarbeit wıdmet 1C€e 1STS In Corinthians D and Galatijians

992 do nNnOL Teaten Paul’s sinful readerssıch dem Problem der Perseveranz Lm Corpus ıth loss of salvation. In the ırst, Paul showsPaulınum. Dıie Verfasserin teılt dıe untersuch- the Corinthians that elr behavilor 15 1iNCOom-fen Texte ın vier Kategorıen ein, dıe dıe eschato-
logısche Dımensıon des Problems, den patıble ıth eır ternal destiny an! ıIn the
Lebenswandel, den (Hlauben und das zel der sSecond he demonstrates LO the Galatians that

he 1S nOT, despite slanders LO the CONTrarYy,paulınıschen 1SsSıon betreffen Ihre LösungSs- hıbertine.vorschläge ollten nıcht FEL vVonN Neutestament-
lern und Systematıkern beachtet werden, Sıe The T egOory aıth an Fallıng
sınd vielmehr uch Pastoren eıne ım Away”) examınes four In 1C Paul
Umgang mıt den Passagen hbei Paulus has en een understood LO deserihe aılure

of the elieCcC LO PErSCVeETE iın Savıng al
undry olf that LWO of ese XST’hıs book began ıfe doctoral dissertation,

1recie Dy Prof. Dr Otfried Hofius an fer not LO the 1Ina Ing away” of OSe
accepte In 19858 by the Evangelisch- whom (30d has chosen, but LO LemMDpDOorary
Theologische of the University of hardening Israel In Romans 9—11) expul-
Tübingen As the title indıcates, 1t. 15 COMMDFE- S10N Gentile Christians 1ın Romans 1:17F434)

of the unfaıithful as part of (30d8 wiıder, mercl-hensive study of DeErSseVeranCce of the
saınts” Paul’s undısputed etters (including, ful PUurposes KRomans IT Passage
however, Thessalonians) undry olf a_ (Galatians D: 1—4) 1S hypothetical statement
ranges the XES relevant LO her subject In four nNntiende LO force Paul’s readers LO grapple
TO2a categorıes.Under the 1178 Category ıth the CONSCHQHUENCES of their f{lirtation ıth
(*“T’he Eschatological Tension an Stayıng2 another gospel T'he INa Lext (2 Corinthilans

13:5) sımılarly, implies that rejection ofPaul’sche examınes such Romans 1571 L
Romans 93an Phılıpplans She CON- apostolıc authority 1s equıvalent LO confessing
cludes that ıIn EesSEe EXTtSs and others iıke them that ONe 1S not believer er al ese
Paul unambiguously firms od’s aıthful- demonstrate, SaVS Gundry Volf, that
ess LO TIng his chosen people LO 1Na salva- Paul dıd not V1IECW DEISCVCETANCE ıIn salvatıon

“automatie” but constantly ın eed ofod’stıon despite the onslaughts of present evıl.
Her’s 15 the MOSLT. natural readıng of ese actıve, sustaınıng STAaCcCEeE
9 ASs the classıec eiorme coniessions The fourth Category ınal Outecome of
recCogN1Zze, anı her exeges1s of them 15 UNEXCECD- Mıssıon ”) COVeTrSs In16 Paul
10Nable er eXTSsS, however, ave always
een 1CU. LO harmonize wıth these DaSs-

LO CXDICSS (0181 about the savıng Ooutcome of
hıs mi1lssıon. Does Paul claım that hıs OW Sal-

Sı and undry olfackles esSe vatıon depends uPpON the sUCCESS 15 mı1ssıon
In her exTt Tee categorıes.Her second cate- LO the Gentiles (1 Corinthians Q ZE Corinthi-
SOTY (“Conduc an Fallıng Away”) examınes ans 9:23 Phılipplans S 4111277 Do Paul’s

In W.  1C accordıng LO INanYy, Paul Aas- references LO laboring 1n vaın INnNnecan that he
that the sinful conduct of the wayward thought his CONvertis m1g faıl LO persıst ın
hıs congregatıons has placed eır aal- eıralan! lose theır salvatıon (Phiılıpplansvatıon al rısk. In CVEIY instance, Gundry 2:16; Thessalonians 3 an! Galatians Zexeges1s attempts LO demonstrate that 1010015 Does Paul’s talk of believing ıIn aın an

thinger than ulLımate salvatıon 18 gl STA rece1V1InNg od’s DSTACEe ın aın reveal fear thatThe weak who vilolate elr OW convıctlons In
Corin  1ans 8:1 1 and Romans 14:15 are nNnOoL

SsSOTINE recıplents of od’s DTAaCcCEe hıs COINMN-
gregatıons m1g lose their ZT1p salvatıon

“destroyed” 1ın an Yy ultimate WAaY, but merely (3 Corinthians 15:92 and Corinthians 6:1)?unedified he judgement16 In Corinthi- According LO Gundry Volf, sOINe of ese EXTS
AaNs 11:27-34, falls OSe wh: Are abusing do nOoL ave salvatıon 1n V1ECW al (1 Corinthi-the Lord’s Supper 1S pedagogıical rather than Aans 9:23 2 Others are best read CXDFEeS-condemnatory In nature. The incestuously 1MM- S1I0NS of confıdence 1n ultimate salvatıon (1moral|l INa  b of Corinthijans ea 1S only Corinthians VO:2: Philippians 3:1112) But,falsely professing beliıever, Paul demon- SOIMNe of them, ıfen alone, m1g be under-
trates when he CXPDTIESSCS the hope that expul- sto0d express1ions ofou about the SC-S10N 111 ead the INa  - LO repentance an Verance of believers (2 Corinthians 61°salvatıon. Similarly, the Person wh thinks he
stands In Corin  1Aans 10:192 show take heed

Galatians 2 4:11; Philippians 2:16;Thessalonians 3:5) The stance of this astest, he fall from the PEeCATAN! of salvatıon STOUD the question of PerseveranCce, how-
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(everl, 15 NOL unambiguous and should not up EuroJTh 2000} 9:1 0394
the overwhelming evidence ofer EXTS that
Paul held LO the perseVeTraNlce of belhievers. ınıtalt und Gemeinschaft. EKıne

undry ambıtious volume has INaLıYy
stren I 1s carefully crafted, proceeding

OR umenısche ERRlesiologıe.
Miroslav Volif

ogıcally from the where her thesıs 15 Maınz: Matthias-Grünewald;:MOST. SECUTE LO OSe where ıts footing 1s less Neukirchen-Vluyn: Neukirchenercertaın. Although the book 1S highly ecCANIC
her requen sSummMmMarıes both of the problem Verlag, 1996 307 5., 5 78 P
che 1S ou LO tackle ql the eginnıng of SCC- ISBN 3786 77/-1959—4 un!
tıon an ofher conclusions al the end make her S LE / 1530
argument CasYyY LO follow It 15 Iso orough,
reatıng ıth z CVOILI'Y Lext pertinent LO her ZUSAMMENFASS
subject an en S.  e  ing Ne  S 1g shop- Miıroslav Volf, eın weıt ekannter eologe
WOTN debates OVeTr difficult For example,
che correlates the term o0d work” AaUusSs Kroatıen, hat mıiıt cdieser onographie GE1-

Habilitationsschrift veröffentlicht, die 1993
Phılıpplans 1:6 ıth Corinthlans and the 1ın übıngen aNngeNOMM: wurde. DIie el
notıon of beneficence In such XLS the stellt eıinen Hu unbedingt leicht leshbaren
Testament of Joseph She then draws the COMN- hochstehenden Beıtrag ZUur Ekklesiologie der
elusıon that Philıpplans 1:6 spe. of
completion of hıs OW. o0d work” the egenwar dar S1ıe versucht, der historischen

Tiefendimensıon der Y SCHAUSO gerechtPhilıpplans. A 36 statement 0es NOL refer, 1s werden W1€e ihrer gegenwärtigen ökumen1-
commonly thought, LO SOINE o0d work” of the schen eıte, die die freikiırchliche Kkklesiolo-
Phılıpplans hemselves Similarly, she help- ”€ In ıIn Darstellung einbezıeht
UuLLY ıllumınates the meanıng of the term Miroslav Volf, qlg Sohn eINeEes freikirchlichen
CC  udgment” In Corin  1ans 11:29 and
when che correlates ıt. ıth the notıon of Pastors ın Novı Sad 1mM ehemalıgen Jugosla-

wıen aufgewachsen un! Jetz Fuller T'heo-
pedagogıcal Judgment OUN! In such logıcal Sdemınary In Pasadena, Kalıfornien,eutLeronoOmMY 8  9 Proverbs 1-1 an ehrend, legt mıt diesem Buch selne aDılıta-
1ısdom 11:10 tionsschrı VOr, dıe 1993 der kKvang.-Her gument weakegst. when reatıng
the problem EeWI1IS. unbelief, and the poten-

e0 Fakultät der NıversıLa übıngen eIN-
eichte un VO  — Jürgen oltmann betreut

t1ial for Gentile unbelief, ın Romans —1 Here wurde. Dıie el ist nNn1ıC 1Ur deswegen 1N-
che claıms that the emMmDOrary nature of the Leressant, weil Miroslavolfden Rufaufeinen
ardenıng the cutting off leaves 1L’OOMMM for Lehrstuhl In Heıidelberg erhielt, sondern we1l
subsequent salvatıon and 0es not Impugn

faıthfulness LO the eleC 'T ’hıs DEISDECC-
dıese Ekklesiolog1ie zugle1c. einNne Programm-
chrift für die Zukunft der TC darstellt

tıve 15 promısıng enough al the natıonal evel, olf A mıiıt se1lner Untersuchung .  Zu der
but Uundry olf does nNnOoL adequately address Neuentdeckung der TC beitragen  27 10)the naggıng question ofhow faıthfulness DIies ist wichtiger, da der kirchlich geleb-LO the elecCc remaıns ın LaCcTt when the indıvıdu- Le (aube immer mehr “durch eınen ıffusen,als wh: fall ıIn the present dıffer from OSeEe
who experıence In the en! In sich die emente der multiplen el1m10s1-

tätsformen einschlıeßenden un:! sıch tändıgT’hıs, however, 15 SMa matter ın lıght of äandernden individualistisch gelebten Glaubenthe book’s verall usefulness. ystematiıc theo- ersetzt’ wırd 43) olf kontrastier In dieser
oglans, New Testament scholars, an pastors el das freikirchliche Kirchenverständnıis,who ave puzzled OVer the difficult that
Gundry olf Lreats ll al find thıs indis- das anhand des (GJründers der Baptısten,

.JJTohn Smyth, au{fzelgt, mıt den ekklesiologi-pensable volume. schen Posıtionen VO  - rdınal zınger un
dem orthodoxen Metropoliten .Johannesran 1elman Zizioulas un Zzı1e ann se1InNe eigenen olge-irmıngham, abama, USA rungen.

unacnas wırd Joseph rdinal Ratzıngers
erstandnıs der TC dargestellt, für den
unverzichtbar ist, e1INe rtskirche ın (je-
meinschaft mıt der SaNnzen TC stehen muß,

S1e entweder katholisch ist oder keine KIır-
che 1M echten Siınne SEeIN annn Dıiese eine Kır-
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