
Book RKEVIEWS

nd allusiıons the trial which provıde clues Luke’s the student of culture and the Christian apologist alike
understandıng aın interpretation of thıs event “Ihe fact ZUSAMMENFASSUthat irtually all these trial references COMC in CONTEXTS

Fine faszinierende Studie über Goethe VOT) eınemwhere theır function 15 provıde anc«c wıth
regar| Jesus’ identity and 11S role in the CCONOMLV Fundamentaltheologen, der zeigt, dass L mit dem Werk
of God’s salvatıon strongly SUSSCSTS that the ACCOUNTC of Goethes gut vertraut ist, auch wenn die Interaktion

mıiıt germanistischer SOWIE historisch-theologischerJesus’ trial 15 ıtself meant have simılar function for Sekundar/| ıteratur [Das Buch ISTLuke’s readers)’. Therefore he concludes that DreVIOUS insgesamt ehl
scholarshıp 1As marginalize whart 185 AL the heart of stimulierend sowohl für den Kulturel! Interessierten

Studenten als auch für christliche Apologeten.Luke’s representation of Jesus’ trial the author’s
NCcECTINMN wıth the confirmatıion of the ©  istologica. RESUME
TeNEeTS of the gospel”

art Iwo, the Church Trıal finds simıiılar themes
es Z un etude surprenante SUur Goethe de Ia Dart
d’un theologien tondamental qu! Ontre hien verse

throughout the trials of Acts Even where Peter, dans 1es (PUVITES de Goethe, meme 61 semble ManqUeETrStephen Paul those explicıtly ()I1 trial in realıty 1T
15 the gospel which 15 the primary fOocus of rtheir trials

cel OUVFaAsSEC Ia Drise Compte de QqUI (Dy  (D\ ecrit
SUr Goethe ei 1018 tant du nolnt de VUeEe de Ia

TIhe apostles do OT efend themselves but testify |ıtterature allemande YUC du nolnt de VUeEe historico-
the gospel, whether ın the face of CWIS: theologique. Un travail stimulant plan culturel et
Oman Oopposıtion. 3UuUS Luke proviıdes allı apologıa plan de l’apologetique chretienne.
for the gospel whıich shows that IT 15 the tIrue fulfilment

ir  irof Jewısh Scripture, that 1t has legitimate place 1n the
Gentile world of the Roman empire, nd that there 15 Thıs book cshows how e replace OO of
incompatıbility between being eiıther CWIS: Oman Scripture’ wiıth OO of Nature  , nd thus 1T 15 re

well Christian, especlally 1n the CISON of heology of Nature which Was self-confessedly only
Paul sem1-Christian. Ihıs IMaV SCCIHN lıke the old “natural SC1-

Neagoe’s study offers A readıng of uke-Acts which TG VCISUS taıth”? conflict, but iın Goethe It 380 08|

Incorporates much of the FEXT nNto OLNC consiıstent lot LNOIC Nature 15 NOLT Just be StU.: scientifically
understandıng of uke’s 1ın wrıiting. It also but viewed symboliıcally, adored and communed wıth
offers NUMECTOUS helpful exegetical insıghts along the He stood agalnst the position OT JacoDı wh: would only
WaV Thus, for example, IT makes the wyhole AC  ıl take that wısdom from nature xhıch agreecd wıth Scrip-
of Paul’s hıipwreck aın delıverance an integral part otf fure that WAaS, for Goethe be ungrateful LO know
the trial of the gospel and the basıs for 11S preaching God where he reveals himself 15 the MOST lessed thıng
of the gospel in Rome, and It SUPPOFTS the VICW that ut that 15 ın the recelpt of phenomenon, the ea
the ending of Acts 15 carefully crafted and fitting 1n Lfs .ppearnıng, from which HY receptionsone has
conclusıion. Only 15 It clear NOT only that Paul form nNto anl “aggregate‘. (254)
has done nothing deserve death, but Iso that he 1$ We mıgh wonder Just where Goethe’s theology 15
COMpetENLT help others experience divine salvatıon. be found. would have thought, ın Faust and ın SCC -
“Hıs InnOocence 15 SIgn that thıs truly ead t10NS of Dıchtung und Wahrheaıt. It 15 however Goethe’s

people salvatıon. It 15 Oonly after Paul’s ersonal theory of colour (the Farbenlehre which provides Hofrt
innocence an the trustworthiness of hıs WwWItNESS have 111AM) wiıith hıs tundamental Goethean theological FEXT.
been establıshe. that the SIIGGESS of the gospel 1n Rome ere ArC SOMN1C simılarıties wıth Schelling’s 1809 “Fre1-
Can be envisaged’. heit”? but of COUTISC LT 15 development OUuUtL of Spinozism

ın egardiıng the Uunıty of all be ftound ın the APDCICUAndrew GreEgOrY
Oxford, England of all ın symbol. theology of Nature setting 1mıts

and framework for what theology of Hıstory ( Al do
Nature 15 thus Al Offenbarungsdatum, and Goethe DIO-
vides something LOTC than the subjectivity fan eCasGoethes Theologıe philosophy of Identity.

Peter Hofmann Goethe’s religion, which Was of tradıtion nd
Paderborn-München-Wien-Zürich: Ferdinand cNhONn- all that seemed LOO obviously confessional-theological

ıngh, 2001, DPD., EURO 8 D' ISBN 3-  506-75  *3  IS W as z0o0d OC for Kulturprotestantismus USC In Ifs
attack ON atholıc doctrinalısm, despite Goethe’s Obvı-

SUMMARY OUuUSs sympathıies for the catholic el1g10Us aesthetic which
An intriguing study f Goethe DV ‘*undamental| theo- Was mı11 of AWE and symbolısm, and espise Kant’s
logian’ who shows imself well-versed In the primary COSV optımısm yhich did NOT SE“ how ıte Was about suf-
material of Goethe’s works, EeEVeEeT] f the ınteraction ith fering and the experience of the (see 94-403)
secondary Iıterature hoth (‚ermanıst and historical-the- the angels SINg ar the end of Faust “Wer ımmer trebend
ological insights SPCEITN lacking overall. Stimulating for sıch bemüht/Denn können WIr erlösen). He Was
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otf all hought eing caught ın history, such that he SUMMARY
viewed Kırchengeschichte als “Mıschmasch VOIN Irtum This rTeVIEW iJl attempt gıve Ome lavour of what
und Gewalt? but history ıtself 15 NOT DCI all has hbeen achıeve: far In print DV the first three vol-
but 15 full of the demonic, chaotic and unpredictable, UumMes of the Scripture and Hermeneutic series, under
from which poetic myths ATC inspired and the heavens the genera!l oversight of ralg Bartholemew of the
led Importantly, Aas Dämonische DeErtrıtt nıcht das University of Giloucestershire and olin (reene of the
Göttliche ım patheistischen Naturkonzept, sondern ihble Society There IS oUu  Ing the spiritual CNETSY,ZELAE die Ambivalenz und Wıdersprüchlichkeit des GÖt- intellectua|l engagement and Christian convıction al the
tlıchen..? (S Agaınst Blumenberg and uschg, IT CTE of his roject.15 NOT Goethean pantheıism here in which God 15 700d USAMMENFASSUNGand eviıl spirıt, order anı disorder, earthquake/wind
fire and *still, mall VOICE . but that God 15 ultimately DITZIS Rezension versucht eınen Geschmack Vo dem

vermitteln, Was bisher In den ersten dre!l Bändenunpredictable: “‘Neomo(Ssıc) on eum NSI Deus
iıpse’(1bıd.) der Reihe Scripture and Hermeneutics geleistet wurde,

One 1Ing nat 15 ANNOYINS about thıs book 15 die unfter der allgemeinen Verantwortung VOoO ralg
Its ack of index. wanted SG whether he Was Bartholomew VoO  . der University of Giloucestershire

of Nıcholas Bovyle’s work nd hıs V1EW of the un vVon olin (‚reene Vo der Bible Society steht Die
“Le1ibnizian’ ‚oethe Eventually ftound that he 15 NOT geistliche Cnergie, die intellektuelle Auseinandersetzung
AWATIC otf . NOT of much of non-German scholarshıp. SOWIE die christliche UÜberzeugung Im Herzen des

Projekts sind unbezweiftelbar.Goethe’s nonconfessional theology Was MOTC than
Just philosophy of Nature One might WAant call RESUME
1t fundamental heology, 1ın the that *seine ette recension de donner une idee de Iaeologie 1St se1ın Werk als Ganzes’ wıth the princıiples contribution apportee Har les troIs premiers volumes deof the Farbenlehre vorked OUuUT in Faust An Wılhelm
Meaıster. Ia serie Scripture and Hermeneutics, dirigee Dar ralg

Bartholomew, de ’universite de Gloucerstershire,
Marhk Ellıott, ei Har olin Greene, de la Societe iblique. COn
.Andrews peut douter de l’energie spirituelle, de I’implication

intellectuelle elt de Ia convıction chretienne quI sont
’ceuvre dans projet.

Scripture and Hermenenutics Ser1es,
Volumes -3 TIhe title of the first volume, Renewing 20L1CA: Interpre-

Ftatıon 15 fairly self-explanatory.
Volume Renewing Bıblical Interpretation In tryıng reintroduce typOoL1OgY critically valıd,

Edited by Craig Bartholomew, olin Greene eıl Macdona| Intrıguing pomnt 15 that CVCNTS ATC

and Möller bıgger than author’s intentions. Ihe truth of enesI1is
ZOCS further than 1tSs meanıng. He takes the example otf

Publishe Dy Paternoster Press and Zondervan; ISBN SUOMNCOMNC referring Jones the ONC who 15 sweeping
0-85364-034-  I, leaves when It 15 ın fact miıith ıt 1s NOT vC big M1S-

take make when they O0k much the Sa1illıc SINg
Barth’s insıstence that the Son of God assumed human-Volume After Pentecost: Aanguage and

Bıblıcal Interpretation LtV (not indıvidual hypostasısed man), ‘“Adam)’
understood C091 humanıty who SCS redennedite: by Craig Bartholomew, Ollın Greene 1IiSs ut CAdll WC actually claım that whart the Hebrew

and Öller prophets SAaW W dS ‘“Adam)’? (In Macdona rejection
Published DV Paternoster Press and Zondervan; ISBN of keno0s1s, fear TIhomasıus’ V1ECW of the Incarnatıon 15

somewhat misrepresented. ) carly Irenaeus 1T WasS1-84227/-066-4, clear that thıs ACT of redefinition W 4AS NOT an “thou-
sands of VCULS later but of something atent eN1N: theVolume 0V Prıesthood? The Use of the external GOT7 form. But what about other examplesBıble Ethically an Polıtically. Dialogue wıth of 1DI1Ca| Ology, where IT 15 harder thınk of the

Olıver O”’Donovan Hebrew fgure “really” Chriıst (Or SOMIC other
New JTestament referent)? Is ıt OLT better SEL IT AIldite: by Craig Bartholomew, Jonathan

Chaplin, ert Song, and olters example of see1ng darklv, ın the CAsc of SaV, S ent-
babbel> Mary Hesse’s 15 disappointing and

Pu  1ıshe DY Paternoster Press and Zondervan; ISBN SCCH1S CON1C down [WO pomnts: the taken
1-54227/-067/-2, NCaLt 15 sometimes plain WIONS aın UNIVOCILY Can be A
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