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Iuckett’s approac the mater1al itself might be relationshiıp he wanted others share wıth hım
sa1d be representative of maılınstream eritical cholar- avıng kept hıs historical agenda hroughout the
shıp Hıs discussıon and conclusions arc judicıous and book, TIuckett does allow himself A briet postscript in
ATC NOLT overburdened wiıth references other scholars, which he ackles the question whether the gapD between
althoug hıs footnotes each chapter chow he 15 ell Jesus’ self-understandıng and the VIEWS of the WTrIt-
versed ıIn the IMOST FrFeCENT scholarshıp iın Englısh. He first CIS5 about hım invalıdates the latter. Among hıs observa-
TEATS the epistles, devoting ONC chapter the VIEWS of t10NSs here ATC that It should NOT be surprisıng it a fully
au reflected ın the undisputed letters, ON  M chapter human Jesus had ideas that turned OUut be ın SOTIC

the deutero-Pauline letters, wiıith secHhHOons OOI incomplete ‘wrong’, that Christian claıms
Colossians, Ephesians and the Pastorals, and ONC chap- about Jesus always have be than repetition
er Hebrews. Ihe chapter au focuses primarıly of Jesus’ claıms about himself, and that thev involve

the titles, Christ, Son of God and Lord, am interaction wıth the Oole EVENT of Jesus’ lıfe, death and
typology, the Corp Christ and the USC of resurrection In the 1ght of later changed CiIrcumstances
isdom language. If anythıng, TIuckett 15 slightly M1IN1- and of eliefs about God and the unıverse. TIhe book
malıst 1ın hıs approach, siding wiıth Dunn ın ng whole, therefore, offers students lucıd and caretul
notHOonNs of Christ’s pre-existence in such Gal OVerVIeWw of the results that Ca  —; be obtained and SOT1I1IC of
+4+ Rom 8:3 VEn Phıl 2:5-  bl He 15 also VCrY Cau- the questions that wiıll be raısed ın taking moderate crıt1-
t10US about drawıng anı y far-reachıng conclusions about cal approach the New Testament and Its 1stology.
Christ’s relationship God from the fact that Andrevw Lincoln, Cheltenham, Englandabout Yahweh ATC applıed Jesus trom the tact that
Paul’s etters indıcate that Jesus could be prayed
COUu be the object of worshiıp ıle acknowledging The Madness of Kıng Nebuchadnezzar.Paul’s xalted claıms for Jesus, TIuckett prefers RE

these NOT requıirıng anı y radıical modificatıon of the The nCcCıent Near FEastern Or1ıgıns and
apostle’s clear-cut Jewısh monotheısm. ArHıstory of Interpretation 0  anıeIhe Synoptic Gospels ATC tackled NEXT, wıth chapter (Supplements the Journal for the NO ofdevoted 7 and wiıith Acts drawn INnto the depiction Judaısm, 61)of Luke’s Christology. TIuckett 15 WE AWAaTCc of the Ct-
CIsSmMSs levelled agalnst concentrating OIl titles attrıbuted atthıas Henze

Jesus and knows that narratıve Christology of the Leiden rm 1999, X11 296 01.00 Euro, h
Gospels entails roader consıderatlions. Nevertheless, ISBN 90-04 S
he that tiıtles do play Important narratıval role
and Organızes hıs treatment around these SO. tor UMMARY
example, ın Mark Son of INan, wıth 1ts ıdeas of suffering The author Investigates the literary prehistory and
and subsequent vindication taken ftrom Daniel f 1$ SCCIN Wirkungsgeschichte of the description of the mad-

qualifying the titles essiah and Son otf God, which Nes$s of Kıng Nebuchadnezzar, arguing that his Dari
COUuU be mısconstrued in triıumphalıst vein, but It 15 of |)an IS ase the experiences ı his SUCCESSOT
the narratıve whole, culminatıng ın Jesus’ death 1ın Nabonidus enze offers valuable contributions the
weakness 0)8| the O!  , 1C makes clear hıs rue ıden- history of Jewish and Christian reception and interpre-

and the ature 15 messiahshıp and onship tatıon of Daniel, and he IS be hanked for his SUTVEY
Ihe ast section of the materijal discussed 15 the of the references actua|l Babylonian history and

Johannine lıterature and here chapter each SOCS the conceptual| background, IC| aPPCaTS In the
the Gospel, the Johannıne Epistles and Revelation. In iImagery employe In the description of Nebuchadnez-
regard the Gospel of John, Tuckett 1$ clear both that Z madness. He aCcCcepils the critical CONSETNISUS of
Its treatIme«entT of Jesus 1s Ess historically relhable than the second-century BCE dating of Daniel, CVeOll though the
Synoptics, because It 1S V coloured Dy the VIEWS evidence could also hbe taken support early date
and setung of the evangelist, and that, of the Regrettably, he ails provide detailed exposition of
wrıitings, thıs IRCHG wıth Its high claıms for Jesus ın |)an In I literary cContext of |J)an Tn
relatıon God, 1s the MOST determinative in setting the

ZUSAMMENFASSUNGagenda for subsequent Christological debates
In the discussıion of the historical Jesus’ self-under- [ Der utor untersucht die iterarische Vorgeschichte

standıng, Auckett, 1n lıne wırch IMan Y others, of un die Wirkungsgeschichte des Berichtes Vo

implicıt Christology, ın which Jesus SCCS himself as M(GEWH- Wahnsinn Nebukadnezars. Er trıtt aTlur eIn, dass
dieser Teil Vo |)an auf den Erfahrungen seınesPYINng specıal place the through whom

eschatological aCtIvIty 15 takıng place and that Nachfolgers Nabonidus beruht Henze bietet eınen
rophet and Son of INan WEIC the kev for Jesus’ wertvollen Beitrag ZUT jüdischen und christlichen
OW VIEW of thıs role. Jesus also laımed close personal Rezeptionsgeschichte des Manielbuches und
relationship God in terms of sonshi1p, veLr thıs ds verdient UNSEeTET Dank für seiıne Untersuchung
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den tatsächlichen Hınwelsen auf die babylonische el N of the first rank Ihe IFrONIC twIst, r NOT
Geschichte und deren konzeptuellen Hintergrund. Er SarCcasıl), ın the ıblical ACCOUNT of havıng the king
stimmt dem kritischen Konsens eıner Datierung des of Babylon, ADCXA of all civilısation, transtorm nNto 4al

Danielbuches InsS zweiıte vorchristliche Jahrhundert E anımal COUu arı be DUut ıIn terms (PP
obwohl die Beweislage auch eıne rühere Datierung 99, 206)
unterstutzen würde. Bedauerlicherweise bietet enze Ihe following three chapters ATC devoted the
jedoch keine detaillierte Auslegung VOT) [)an In
dessen iterarischem Kontext VOoT [ )an Jan chapter’s reception in udaısm and Chrıistianity. They

aArc valuable contributions the hıstory of Jewısh and
RESUME Christian reception and interpretation of Danıiıel TIhe

focus lıttle-known interpretations in Vyr1aC languageCet OUVTaAsEC traıte de l’arriere-plan |;tteraire de
l’histoire de la reception du recıt de Ia olie de 15 audable and pO1Nts all interpretative tradıtion,

which 1S otten neglected and gnored The volumeNabuchodonosor. auteur UE le chapitre closes with three appendices Daniel at Qumran, IDandu |ivre de Daniel est alt hase SUr l’experience iın the an the Old Tee SUPVCV of the signif1-de abonide, SUCCESSEUT de abuchodonosor.
apporte UNne contribution interessante |’histoire de NL differences In both versions discussed in ch 1) and

aCco of Serug’s 451-521 Homily ON Danızel|’interpretation jJuive el chretienne du livre, el Deut Henze 15 be thanked tor his SUPVCY of the refer-( etre reconnalssant DOUT l’apport d’informations SUTrT actual Babylonian history and the conceptual’histoire babylonienne el ’arriere-plan conceptue!l qUI
transparalt dans lEe langage utilise DOUT decrire la olie background, whıch ADDCAISs in the magery emMployvye In

the description of madness. Whıle the evidence 15de Nabuchodonosor. Henze adopte Ia position de Ia
OPDCH Henze’s interpretation, 1t could also be taken

critique radicale, QquI siıtue Ia redaction du livre |IS SuUuppOrt the tradıtıional evangelıcal posiıtion Danıielsiecle ere, bien UE les donnees pourralent
etre prises [T appul DOUT Ia sıtuer une epoque and erhaps hits better wıth thıs posiıtion (€E. the Iucıd

exXxposition ın Maıer, Der Prophet Danıel | Wuppertal:plus ancıenne. MaNyUEC l’ouvrage Urn  M analyse Brockhaus, 1 43-66 and R.K Harrıson,detaillee du chapitre el de SCS liens AdVEC le Introduction the Old Testament London: Tyndale,litteraire des chapitres 1110-34)
Henze Ocates the author’s ultural and lıterary

o e  ‚. >< environment In the eastern CWIS. diaspora However,
despite the significance of ın Jewiısh history theHenze interesuung study of the lıterary PIC

history and the Wırkungsgeschichte ofa lıttle-studie and destroyer of Jerusalem and 1ts temple and the of

en1gmatıc Dart otf the tourth chapter of Danıiel After the the Babylonıan eExile: C  b CWIS. author 1ın the second
half of the second CCNLUFr V BCIE somewhere ın the ASTt-introduction, he Pa wıth the problem of the relatıon
CTN CWIS. Dıiaspora really be credited wıth the etaıle:of the the Old TE version, concluding that

°the versions do NOT display anıV S1&NS of extual depend- references Babylonia and the Persian kings that WE
find In Dan well the inclusions of Babylo-11CC and ATC NOT easıly reducıble Iınear chaın of nıan and imagery (Dan 15 perhaps for go0oddevelopment the relatıon between the 15 best
1C4SONS presented rCDOrT NOT of the CWIS. authordescribed collateral ın nature’ (pp S 47-48

Next Henze ArguCcCSs for the or1ıgın of the chapter In but of the Babylonian king hımself)? Does Henze’s

the cuneitform lıterature of the Ancıent Near Aast °the as-sumpti1on, following the critical CONSCNHNSUS, take the
maJor changes brought about Dy the Hellenisation of1DI1Ca author did NOT (TCQ21C hıs aDulous tale about Babylonıa and Persıa In the our CCNTUrY BCE suf-Nebuchadnezzar’s madness ıhılo, It WEeTIC,

but rather W ds$s intormed Dy h1s cultural, LO hıs lıter- ficıently NTtTO 2CCOuUNt”? 'oul the Babylonıian 4-
olorıt NOT LNOTC easıly SUppOrT the historicity of the

ar V environment, the eAastern Jewısh diaspora, when he ACCOUNT and the tradıtional early date?composed his StOrV’ (p 52) Henze tTracCes these ele- Henze’s (by new) thesis that the ACCOUNLback om the 1DI1Ca TeXT 1INto cuneiform lıtera-
ture and describes the transformation that took place ın of madness 15 2SEC. the exper1enCes of hıs SU1C-

CESSOT Nabonidus (p 204) 15 NOLT undisputed (ef. Cthe PFrOCCSS. He begins wıth V Neo-Babylo- Lebram, “Dan-iel /Danielbuch’, IRE 1982nıan dynasty which and Nabonidus, the asf of the 551) Despite SOMIC simılarıties Dan ın 4QPrNabNeo-Babylonıian I1 626-539 BCE); elonged,
MM madness and Nabonidus’ reported (CE Garcıia Martinez, The ead Sea crolls TIranslated

Leiden: Brull, 2809); the DravVer also contaınsexıle and SUPVCVS the Babylonian imagerYy OCcurring In MNAIOY dıfferences: the king Was afflicted Dy ‘malıgnantthe He concludes: |skın inflammation’? (cf. Job 2 NOT wıth madness
TIhe fabulous ACCOUNT of madness 1$ NOT medi- and turned into anımal, but ‘banishe far from men’;
cal record ofa TaTrc disease. It 1s plece of Babylonian after hıs Praycr God Most Hıgh, AaDON1dAUS Was

mythology, borrowed by the ancıent Israelite author, forgiven and exhorted Dy Jewısh eXOFrCISt Danıel does
turned upsiıde-down, and applied Kıng Isra- NOLT AaDPCAar after 4:27, 1C 15 NOT understandable if the
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ACCOUNLT A4SEC. the traditions also reflected in the the interesting historical and theological (e.g the sapı-
rayer); during hıs expulsion, Nabonidus 15 fteatured ential hemes) 1SSUES it ralses.
devout iıdolater prayed for all the gods of visto, Stenschke, Bergneustadt, Germanysiılver and gold’, theme that WOULU have SONC wel wıth
IDan and ö 25); while 15 portraye ully insane
(LE the discussıion of Nabonidus’ sOoJourn ın 12 and
of such differences ın Yamauchı, ISBE I: Ryle, Fırst Bıshop 0  1verpool: UANY ın
8-/9) IThus It 15 problematic when Henze 1SS102 aAmONgsSt the Masses
hıs by statıng that °the key evidence ın SuppOrt of lan arleythe abonidus Hypothesis CO from Qumran in torm

Prayer of Nabonidus (p 204) Carlısle Paternoster Press:; 2000, X1IV 258
When the EVENTS of the ıte of Nabonidus AL taken pb., ISBN 184272701 726
have provide the aC  rop of madness, ONC UMMARY

needs Iso ACCOUNT for the fact that the self-lauda- Farley’s well-written study presents Bishop Ryle A
a(0)8| of ın 4:7) 7 (N the mMaster uılder of Babylon),
IC CaNnOTLT be iısolated ftrom the madness-restoration ITa  _- of ManYy cContrasts Hıs staunchly Evangelical

eliefs are treated wel|l ASs his interest In worship (PrO-ACCOUNT in 4:1-37 fits well wıth what 15 reported about duction of everal hymn 00ks) and his iımpact duringhım and ın STATEMECNTS of himselft ın ancıent SOUTCCS

Maıer, Der Prophet Danıel, 47-48). Agaın ONC
his episcopate. The book IS of interest noTt least Hecause
of ıts relevance the present day.might ask whether second-century author, VCnN f

1ving ın the Fastern diaspora, would have known of ZUSAMMENFASSU
the maJor achievements of N’s kingship, 1 archi- Farleys gul geschriebene Studie prasentiert ischof
feCTt rather than military commander, especılally Ryle als Mann vieler Gegensatze. Sowohl seIıne
AaDDCAaIS ıIn non-Danıielic ıbliıcal ACCOUNTS almost exclu- unerschütterlich evangelikalen Ansichten Al auch
sıvely milıtary cCampalgner. seın Interesse gottesdienstlicher Musik (HerausgabeIhe interesting Babylonian conceptual background mehrerer Gesangbücher) SsOowWwIle die Auswirkungensuggested and sketched by Henze (Pp d 15 also seIner Bischofszei werden behandelt as Buch ıst

in dream 1ın Dan What Henze inter- nicht zuletzt seIıner gegenwartigen Relevanz
pointer the SOUTCC of the ACCOUNLT COu VOT) Interesse

also be understood condescension MeEeECeT N
speak, hıs OWIl turf through dreams, VISIONS RESUME

an wıth experiences understandable ıIn the framework ette etude bien redigee presente l’eveque Ryle MMM
of the ancıent Babylonian mythology known in homme de nombreux contrastes |’auteur souligne
ddıtion the direct revelatıon through the pro-phetic 5E fermes convıctions evangeliques, SOM interet DOUT le
MINIStFY of Danıel Such condescension AaDPCAars else- culte (} produit plusieurs recueils de cantiques) el SON/N
where in the and 15 attested Dy IManYy testimonıe€es influence durant SO ministere. L ouvrage
from the history of mMI1ss1onN. interessant DOUT Ia sıtuation presente.

From methodological vliewpoilnt, 1t 1s unfortunate
that Henze focuses merely section ofDan In the
description of dealıngs wıth Danıel 15 hardly
the protagonist! ), chapters form Uunıty and should lan Farlevy’s study of Rıle 1s rooted ın extensive
be SCCIH together, IDan describes the clımax of S of primary SOU:  5 which AIC listed ın detail Aat the
longer development, sketche: in masterful strokes from back of the book Ryle CINCTSCS trom Farlev’s study

I1a  _ of NYV CONTLTLFrAaSTsS TOmM hıs early days aTt elm-Dan onward, and Dan D'  5 hroughout
the narratıve ullding of the character of ın the PIC- ingham ın uffolk the en of hıs days first Bıshop
ceding chapters (CE. Darr, On uıldıng Character: of iverpool, he remaıiıned staunchly Protestant and
The Reader and the Rhetoric of Character1ızation ın Evangelical churchman of the “Recordite’ school
uke-Acts Louisville: Westminster John KNOX, 1992]) Ryle’s eliefs staunchly Evangelical. He held
Ihe focus of Dan 1s NOT the triıumphant humıilıa fırmly the lenary Inspilration of Scripture, the CEC1-

a(0)8| of N,;, but hıs Conversion ın finally recognisıng and tralıty of the (FÜ and the substitutionary ATrONEMEN

acknowledging the lıving God the SOUTCGEC of hıs L9) I here 15 INOTC be earned AT the foot of the Cross’,
and g1IOrV C the SUMINAL Y and application ın 5:16:23): he o  5 than anywhere else ın the world?’ Rıyle Was A

In addıtıon, Comparıson wıth the characterisation of r Ssupporter of Evangelıca socletlies, MOST notably
Belsazzar In Dan WOU have been INnstructive, the Church Mıssıonary Soclety, for which he preache
both chapters arc closely linked hrough the reference annually, and the Socliety tor the Promotion of Christıi-
ınB anıty Among the Jews. Rıle had partiıcular ng tor

It 15 unfortunate that Henze does NOT provıde what he telt go0od worshıp an produce: several
etaıled exXxposiıtion of the actual chapter ıtse. wıth all hymn 0O Rıyle Was MUC in demand preacher
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