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egesı1s. Whıle Ne persuasıve arguments contributions, bBerger WOU not only ave
B  - be gleaned from Berger’s treatment and OUnNn OppOoNents but Iso much carefully Al’'-

INalnıYy stiımulatıng suggest10ns Ca  . be OUN: gued mater1a|l LO strengthen hıs OW Case
(*‘Dennoc ist es notwendig, Hypothesen Berger COM MEeNTS hıs OW. agenda 52) °Daß
bılden, weıl Wıssenschaft SONS sterıl wiırd’, 94; für viele Menschen 1Ur dıe Alternative

zwıschen klassıscher lıberaler undBerger offers plenty of them!'), SOMMeE 111 ave
LO be dismı1ıssed. What 1 Ne In thıs volume Are fundamentalıstischer Kxegese 1bt, ıst ebenso
often creatıve, bold arguments that upDON bekannt W1e bedauerlich Der Versuch, das
closer SscCrutıny INaYV nNnOL ‚UuppOrt Berger’s Case ändern, dauert bel mI1r schon lebenslang”. It 1S
'T’he value an strength ö thıs volume hes In unfortunate that thıs PFeSeCHTt attempt uffers
its trenchant. er1ıt1que of IManYy aspects of EAT'- from such SPEVETE lımıtatiıons that m1g Dut
her and recent historical erıitical study of members of both off.
‚Jesus an John’s (GO0spel. However, despite as for advıce which stimulatıng
thıs sharp er1ıt1cı1sm, etaıled, areful and thus 00 LO read the date of the Fourth (GGospel,
persuasıve refutatıon of OPpPOSINZ VIEWS 1S WOU recommend the tudıes of Kobinson, the
fortunately often ackıng KRhetoric, however introduction by Carson, Moo and Morris

1856:51) and the introduectjion of Brown’spowerful, and polemi1cs do NOT replace sound
argument Kvangelıicals WOU ıth ComMmentTary T’he Sspe. Accordıng O John (3
much of thıs eriticısm. However, the alterna- XM S  cB 29; (;arden City Doubleday, 1966;
t1ves propose by Berger Are less compellıng. LXVIL-CXXVUIL, Brown cf. Carson, MO0Oo,
As W  ole, thıs book 0Ug LO upport and Morriıs, 14547) For theology, Lurn
inforce SOINeEe evangelıcal convıctl1ons COI  I1 Smalley, ‚John Evangelıst an Interpreter
ng ‚JJohn Hopefully er readers 111 allow ed.: Ar lıısie Paternoster, 1998, cf. the revIleWw of
themselves LO be challenged Dy berger LO Behrens In EuroJTRh S, 1999, 1081) and Ladd,
consıder questionable CONSENSU that has T’heology, 249344 OSE restriceted LO (jerman
een ul  ing for 150) In thıs should StTart ıth Robinson (ef. the (jerman L’e-

PFrOCESS, Berger’s advantage INaYVy hbe that he 1S vised dıtıon ıth epulogue: Johannes Das
NOLt suspected of havıng cCoNservatıve LO Evangelıum der Ursprünge: Aktualisierte
orind Ausgabe herausgegeben VON HJ Schulz,

Unfortunately, both STOUDS of readers 111 Bıbelwissenschaftliche Monographien 4:
ote ıth regre that thıs book uffers from the Wuppertal: Brockhaus, then 1rn LO
fact that it wrıtten ıth red-hot pen Schulz (  ostolısche erkunft), ote the ate
What berger entrusts the reader ıth ıIn the though thorough discussıion of Zahn
preface 15 a ]] LOO evıdent throughout the Ole (Einleitung ın das Neue Testament, ed.: Le1p-
volume: Viıiele Kapıtel dieses Buches Z1g: Deıichert, 1906:; L, 452-575) and then
entstanden auf den langen Bahnfahrten VO eCcC Berger’s volume. The glue bındıng of thıs
und Vorträgen VO  — eıner breıteren ard-case! volume 1S Ve. DOOF
Offenthlhichkeit’ T’he whole argument could be

Rev Ir Chrıstoph tenschkemuch stren.  ene an made coherent.
Had the mater1a| een Composed and revısed Stralsund, Germany
INOTeEe carefully, ir WOU. ave een q ]] the INOTeE

persuasıve (ef. the COMMEeNLTS Berger’s
T’heologıiegeschichte des Urchristentums Dy EuroJTh 2000)] 08200 0950—2720
Hengel, Schwemer, au Between Da- Wıll Be All ın AIL T’heASsSCHS nd Antioch:;: London SCM, 199 7, Eschatology of Jürgen Moltmann4911) 1ıle Berger interacts ıth SOINE l’e-
cent, maınly German-language studies an Rıchard Bauckham, Editor
mentıons several interesting recent PhD the- Edinburgh: Clark 1999, 205
SCS from (erman unıversıtlies, much older anı pb., ISBN 0-567-086631
recent lıterature of ımportance 15 sımply
m1ssed. WFor example, ere 1S but ONMNe reference RESUME
LO Robinson’’s T’he Priority ofJohn. T’he 1mMDOr- (}0t ensemble PSSALS est Uune reponse escha-
LAant, of Cribbs, A Reassessment of ologıe de Jürgen Moltmann, "occasıon de Ia
the ate of rıgin an the Gospel of parutıon de SON OUUFrage ımportant ıntıtule La
(JBL 89, 1970, 8-55 and the 100-page discus- de Diıieu: l’eschatologie chretienne.
S10N of Schulz (Apostolısche erkunft, Rıchard auc  am, T'revor FHart. Timothy291-—-391) 15 nOoLt EVEeN mentloned. Such OM1S- Gorringe (de E’unıversıte de Andrews
S10NS INar the ole undertakıng. In such Ecosse), et Mıroslau Volf (de [’uniwwversıite de
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atle ONTt contribue celt ensembDble. Moltmann versal salvatıon an substantial closingrepond chacun de leurs SIX eSSALS, apporte un 9 Liberation of the Future and iıts
Courte reflexıon S!l le salıt unıversel et un Antıcıpations 1ın HistoryS(L substantıelDOUr termıner. Le Iivre cComporte Bauckham the collection ıth
en presentatıon utıle de l’eschatologie de OVervVv1ew of the eschatology advocated In The
Moltmann, de orıentatıon Ders E futur GUE Coming (10d, [OCUSINg ıts Christologicall’homme hätıt DasS Iu:-meme, de Ia relatıon characeter, 1ts all-embracing and ıts rele-
de theologıe Vec la pneNsEE polıtıque et theo- LO present ex1istence. Moltmann’s under-
Log1que de arl Ar et de SON approprıiation standıng of redemption As than the
des theologies des DUAYS de [  est et de "ouest. On restoratıon of ecreatiıon s sın-prone and Tan-
peut cependant regretter GUE l’idee de L’eclıpse s1ent nature 1S Iso expoundeeschatologique de la finıtude temporelle Fe- er T1e repIiy, 10 honours
COLUE YUUE DEU d’attention crıtıque Aans cel PTL- Bauckham hıs leading interpreter an
semDble €eSSAIS, DUar aılleurs de grande valeur. which clarıfies hıs panentheistic understand-

Ing of the (G0d-world relatiıonship, oltmann
MENFASSUNG contrıbutes lıvely f1ve-page “"T’he

Logıc of organısed around er1ıt1ica]l anal-Diese Artıkelsammlung hıetet Stellungnahmen
Zr eschatologischen T’heologie vVO Jürgen ySIS of T’he ystery of Salvatıon, 1995 publı-
Moltmann anlässlıch des Erscheinens sSeiınes catıon of the Doectrine Commission of the
wıichtıgen erkes Das Kommen Gottes: Church of ngland  S General yno Here
Christliche Eschatologie Zu den Mıtwirken- Moltmann hones In hOW., 1ın CENTUFCY that
den gehören Rıchard Bauckham, Trevor Hart, has wıtnessed the oblıteration of Hıroshima,
Timothy Gorringe (alle rel sınd oder A”AaAren belief In the ultımate destruection of the
hıs UOT kurzem Kollegen (L der Uniwersıität VON saved o1ves the 1Nna VICLtOrYy LO the annıhılatineg

Andrews, Schottland) nd Mıroslauvu Volf forces of ev1ıl. He also ralses number of objec-
ale OLEMANN antwortet auf jeden der sechs tıons LO the Arminıian charaecter of the ‘Iree-
Beıträge und SiIeUer. auherdem 21n hurzes dom 1C the report rFre  es and
SSCAY zur re DVDO unıwversalen Heıl SOWwLeE mMDts LO safeguard T’hıs or pıece,
21in umfangreıiches Schlusswort heı Der AAan than an V O  er, reveals the strongly Calvinistie
nthäalt nützliche Uberblıicksdarstellungen zu character ofMoltmann theology REVEeN though
der ın Das Kkommen Gottes entworfenen hıs OW Vvolce remaıns cdistinetive throughout.
Eschatologie, Moltmanns Ausrıchtung Ar As Bauckham Was member of the Doectrine
eiıne nıcht UON Menschenhand gemachte s Commission, 1 1sS dısappomlnting that he does
Runft, seıiıner Beziehung Zuum polıtıschen nNnOot offer repIy LO thıs provocatıve and 1InN-
und theologischen Denken arl Barths und sıghtfu.
seiner Aufnahme der T’heologıen des Ostens Trevor art CO-author ıth Bauckham of
und des Westens. Bedauerlicherweise wırd Hope Agaınst Hope 1999 work dedicated LO
dem UON Moltmann vertretienen eschatologi- Moltmann) provıdes ıth helpful discus-
schen Verschwınden der zeıtlıchen Begrenzt- 107 of how Moltmann’s VIEW of iımagınatıion
heıt Lın einer AanNSONSIienNn hochwertigen dıffers from the non-Christian V1IS1ONs f
Sammlung UON ESSays wenıg Rrıtische Auf- George Steiner an Ernst OC In refusiıng LO
merksamkeıt geschenkt. sroun human hope In the latent potentıal of

the present In exploring how the COom1Ing kıng-
In the words of Rıchard auCc.  am, Jürgen dom of (iod differs from Anı y future that Ca  —
Moltmann’s 1995 work, Das Kommen (1ottes: hope LO CONSTrucL for ourselves, art nNnOoLEes
Christliche Eisschatologie (KT T’he Coming Of how Moltmann eschatologizes Barth’s rejec-
(10d. Chrıistian Eschatology) 15 expressıi0n tıon of natura|l theology ere 1S natural
of 'Moltmann mature eschatological VIS1ON, capacıty for the E ın the old Nature CAannoOot
the climax 1C hıs Drevl1ous volumes of dog- o1ve 1r LO STAaCE
matıcs requiıre LO complete them X1V) (i0d In hat 15 his mOst revealıng repIiy In the col-
Wl Be All In Al has SFOWN Out of the discus- lection, oltmann eflects how hıs theology
S10NSs that thıs ıimportant work sparked off has developed irom posıtıing rıgıd cross/res-

olleagues al the University of StT. urrectıon antıthesis between nıg and day,
Andrews In Scotland More than discussion old anN LO exploring INOTre flexible trını-
of Moltmann, thiıs work represents discus- tarıan dialeetic In hıs systematiıc contrıbu-
S10N ıth Oollmann A4Ss the übıngen theolo- tıons LO theology Serl1es. In commentıing

of the]an provıdes replies LO the S1X CSSaVS his how the apocalyptic contradıetion
work. He Iso CONtrıDULES or plıece un1ı- kıngdom of (30d LO the condıtions of thıs world’
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hıghlighted ıIn hıs early work 1S complemented tıon In eterniıty betrays egelıan
In hıs recent wrıtiıngs by the ‘mess]janıc workıng of Neoplatonıc understandıng of
correspondence’ of WOTr anı kıngdom (854), creatıon, thus eadıng LO visıon of the
oltmann clarıfies hıs understanding of the eschaton that 15 profoundly al odds ıth the

103 wıtness. In thıs respect, auckhamcontinulty that ex1ists between the LWO of
OTE WOT. esan00 do nOoL nherit thırd “l ıme and ernity  9 though

the kıngdom nature cannotL ead LO charaecteristically ıllumınatıng, 15 (1n OpP1IN-
orace but the mortal mMusSst DU ımmortalıty. 10N) far LOO uneriıt1ical.
T’he New Creatıon, present O INn the Spirıt, Nevertheless, the consıstently hıgh quality
embraces an! transforms the old, thus estah- of thıs volume should hbe recognIısed. T’he dıa-
ishing the continulty between the LWO ages In logue INaYy be disappomlıntıng whenever ote of
thıs eSDeCL and ın keeping ıth Hart’s analy- disagreement 15 sounded, but each 111
S1S), oltmann ere alsS0 ollowsa In AsSs- be of interest LO Aa VONE wishing LO deepen
serting that 1t 15 (30d alone wh establıshes and elr understandıng of Ooltmann an the 1S-
creates the poın of ontact ıth hıs sinful CTYTe- SUes that hıs theology ralses. ıIn al thıs 1S
at1ıon. Continulty r’unNs from Ne LO old, but noL excellent collection
V1lCcCe-versa.

UT’he ınk between Ooltmann and ar 1S Nık Ansell
also0 entral LO JTımothy Gorringe’s discussı0n Bath, Kngland
of ‘Eschatology and Polıtical kadıcalısm',

which oltmann 1ın SO g00d and
erring‘ that he can only ADTEC ıth 1T entirely’ EuroJTh 2000) 9: 2002204 O2
(1 153 'T‘’hıs reflects the lıIren1cC Lone collec-
tıon thus far T’he remaınıng CSSaVS, however. Domestic Vıolence and the Church
though stil apprecıatıve, Are eritical f Conwaycertaın features of Moltmann’s work. egret- CGarlısle: Paternoster Press, 1998, 195
a  V Moltmann’s replıes en fall Or of
ULLYy engagıng ıth the 1SSUEeS. 'T'’hıs 15 evıdent pb., ISBN 0-855364-851 /-4
ın hıs LO Miroslav olf (the OL (C’ON- RESUMEtrıbutor wh Was noOot part of the orıgınal St.
Andrews discuss10ns). In 1L10N LO probing Helen Conway DOSE K regard SPrLeUX Ia
hıs allegx1ance TO the Enlıghtenment, olf DEO- ıiolence domestique partır Uune perspectıve

chretienne, une pnerspectıve Legale eft d’unethat Oltmann combınes the estern pnerspectıve socıale. Ile suggere diversesnotıon of 'redemption’ ıth the Eastern
theologıca focus 'completıion’. But thıs nıeres dont Eglısepneul engager e agır face
helpful suggestion 15 vırtually dismissed Dy probleme. Le livre est destine n nDuOlıc hri-
OlLlmann resting semantıc confuslıon, fannıque, MALS l’approche generale est UNLVer-

selle ans ON applıcatıon.EVET though hıs OW COMMEeNLTS SEPIN LO COMN-
1TM interpretatıon.

auckham er contrıbutlons Iso SAMMENFASSUNG
Celve disappomlntıng FrFeESPONSES. When chal- elen Conway hıetet eiıne umsıchtıge ESLANAS-

aufnahme A O ınnerstaatlıchen (iewalt (LILSJjenged about whether he really needs LO
believe In future Millenn1um, Itmann chrıstlicher, Juristischer und sozıaler Perspek-
claım that thıs presents ıth alternative Hve. Sıe nennt mehrere Bereıiche, ın denen dzie
future LO the realısed Millenarıanısm of T1S- Kırche einbezogen werden Rann, dem Pro-
tendom 0es hlıttle LO A SWEeTlI) Bauckham maın blilem entgegenzuwirken. Obwohl das uch SPDE-

zıell mn eın britisches Publikum gerıchtet SEquestion: why can’’t visıon of the New (POe-
atıon provıde ıth hat need? One pOSSI- sınd der grundsätzlıche Ansatz und dıe grund-
hle AaNSWEer, 1C auc  am 0es nOTt explore, legenden Eiıinsıichten allgemeın übertragbar.
1S that Itmann econvıctı1on that a]] Fran-
Ss1eNCeEe 111 be 1n the eschaton de- elen Conway 1S sohcıitor workıng In Brıtalin,

speclalısıng ın q ]] aspects of Famıiıly Law She 1S5natıures the ereatıon (30d has g1ven that he
needs future thıs-wor  V Millenn1um LO 9aCT involved ıth the Lıverpool an nowsley

Orn for present act1ıon. Domestic Viıolence Forums and has a ISO
T’he ONe persıstent blındspot In the e - wrıtten Domestic Vıolence: Pıckıng the

Pıeces, self-help book for victiıms of domesticSaVS 15 that there 15 recognıtıon WAaYV In
1C Moltmann’s VvVisıon of empora 1nıtLude violence. She wrıtes both passıonately and
iindıng 1ts simultaneous fulfilment an NECDQA- compassı1ıonately, an her practic experjıence
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