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MMIC  — oder ob [11all nıcht eher MI1 bewussten oderhave brought 1L IMOTC 1NTO synchronicıty wıth the TrcCe
world AF n E AA dürfte CIMn bereıts stattgefundener S  uf SCHOMMCNCH Konfrontation rechnen die

change FeC ought that led 1tSs accommoOda- dıe Zeugen Mi1t ıhren bisherigen Vorstellungen rage
a(0)81 of the EeEXOTrC1 Near Eastern influence Greco- stellt Gerade die Gleichsetzung der heidnıischen Götter

MI1 den 1DDämonen Or 20): 1 ‚W! UÜberein-Roman thought and practice) zutreffender SC11I1 Dıiese
Alternatıve würde dem bıbl besser gerecht un SuMMUNg MI1 dem €l Verständnıs, „Grundsätzlıc.
dem religionsgeschicht! Phänomen der Ausbreitung 1ST die SCSAMLE oriec un hell Dämonenaunschauung
verschiedener orjental ulte un!: rel Vorstellungen dadurch charakterısiert da{fß €s Dämonische MIt dem

Göttlichen gleichgeartet 1St  c I1HWN] I1 235 S5/) unVO ()sten her ber das ro CC Verschwimmen
dıe richtig beobachteten Unterscheidungen der FEFrüh dıe beherzte Auseinandersetzung MI1 den eiıdnıschen
Ze1T zwıischen Griechentum un: altem Orient nıcht Göttern deutet nıcht auf 111C angestrebte passung
schon IMI dem egınn des Hellenı:smus 1ire e1idse1- hın, sondern ZC1  9 dass [an nıcht unbedingt den he1id-
UuScC Ubernahmen? Der der Apg, die teilweıise nıschen metaphysischen UÜberbau verändern suchte

dieser ogriech 1“ Welt spielt, wırd nıcht erück- (vgl den altkirchl be1 einbold, Propa-
ichtigt ( of demoniıc SPIF1LES AaDPCAaIs expli- ganda UN Maiıssıon AÄltesten Chrıistentum FRLANI

18R Göttngen V& 2000 317 ZZ)citlv only the wrı1ungs of the SYNOPUC ospels” 166)
frü  “Man en jedoch sotort Apg 13 103 16 18 un: Eıne Aktualisierung des altvorderoriental

19 dazu Klauck Agıe und Heidentum jüd un: bıbl Befundes In e1It der VO  -

IN der Abpostelgeschichte des MS SBS 167 Stuttgart ämonen un: „dem Dämonischen“ wıieder mehr dıe
KBW 1996 un Schnabel Urchrist! Miıssıon Rede IST S1IC Mr ılme Bücher Kinderzım

1495 IDie Rahmung des FExorzismusberichts IMCT un Videospiele spuken un der Okkultismus teıls
19 13 K 1rc Hınweise auf magıisches Danken un! schaurıge Urstände fejert dartf durchaus auf die Aktua-
Handeln (F9 _Z) un A1Fe. das entsprechende Zube lıtät des Themas hingewlesen werden (vgl ELTW:;

We  GE Chriıst Irıumphant Exorcısm Then an Nowhör (E9 59 |ässt autfmerken Konnten die urchrist] MIıS-
S1IONATC ggof schon auf dıe . Transferleistungen” anderer London Hodder Stoughton
jüd Fxorzisten Apg 13 Lk E}1 vgl Eve, The Visto Stenschke
Jewish C‚ontext of Jesus’ Miracles, JSNT. 251 hefheld Wiıedenest Bergneustadt Germany
S 2002, 226376) zurückgreifen — dieser ück-
oriff überhaupt beabsichtigt war”

Problematisch scheint terner dass SCHN1 ber
den oriech LO dıe hellenistische olksreli- The Trustworthiness of God

Perspectives the Nature of Scripture210S1LAL nıcht gebührend berücksichtigt wird vgl den
UÜberblick be1 Fkoerster 19WN] der zwischen |eds Paul Helm and arl Trueman |

anımistischen Volksglauben un der Vergelisti- Leicester Apollos 2002 XIV 289 £,14 DD
SUNg der (Religions an Philosophie unterscheıidet und ISBN 1 476aHCc. IDıe velıgıöse U7mwelt des Urchristentums

Adt- und Hauyusreligıon, Mysterienkulte, - SUMMARY
glaube Stuttgart Gc Kohlhammer The Trustworthiness of God I5 helpful collection of

kommt auf dıe Magıe un pollonıus ]1vana CSSaVS that explores the relationship between God and
Kapıtel ber den altkirchlichen efun sprechen hIs words | Scripture The inıtial CSScy> that God
VL S59) un: nıcht der Hintergrundstudie ür das trustworthiness IS FECUTTINS theme the Pentateuch the

Selbst WECNN dıe entsprechenden ZauberpapyrI tat- Wisdom | ıterature and the Prophets This theme IS then
ächlich L1UTr aus dem ersten Jh (Shr STamMMECN ZECISCI traced hroughn the New Jestament | CS S>dyS that 6EXd
S1IC und andere Hınweise [11 doch dass Na 38 IM esus and Pau| of Scripture and 15 confirmed
dest nner. der synkretistisch bestimmten 'olks- from historica|l systema(tıc and ohilosophical!l DETSDEC-
rel1g10sität durchaus C1HCIH Verstehenshorizont vur dıe IVves The hbook concludes ith [WO rEeESPONSES Droviding
urchristlichen Exorziısmen hatte IC WECNN dıe insightfu! criicısm
siıcher nıcht Sınne der urchrist! Fxorzisten
verstanden wurden! un die vertretfen: ese ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
passung für dıe nt] Ee1It unnOoUg 1ST Lassen sıch The Trustworthiness f God IST IN hilfreiche ammlung

Vo  —_ rtiikeln die die Beziehung zwischen ott und SEITe6T]Ersten Jh dıe „magıcal racu that urked OIl the frın
SCS of theır socleties“ un dıe „publically sanctioned VWorten der Schrift untersuchen DITZ ersten Artikel arsU-
cults“ sauber ennen zumındest 11 zugegebe- mentiıeren dass (jottes Vertrauenswürdigkeit E1 Thema
nerma{fsen schwer Z eruerenden Verständnis der eınfa IST das wiederholt | Pentateuch | der Weisheitslite-
chen ]eute? ratur und | den Propheten vorkommt | )as Thema wird

F fragen WAaTC auch ob die urchrist! Mıssıionare dann Ure! das eue Jestament IDGUre rtl=

überhaupt darauf edacht WAaTrCcCcnMN 111 ihrem exorzistisches keln die esu und Paulus IC VOo  _ der chrift arlegen
verfolgt elıtere Bestatigung kommt VOT) historischenHandeln dem oriech FOM Verständnıs entgegenzukom
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torced ın the second section of CSa VD from New Testa-systematischen und philosophischen Perspektiven. [ )as
Buch SCAhIE aallı wWEel Antworten, die einsichtsreiche mMent perspective. In the Hrst YVy ucCH presentation
Kritiken bieten. of Jesus’ us«c an 1CW of SCHPFUrE, WE SCC that Jesus, in

RESUME ıne wıth his CWIS. contemporarıes, appeals the Old
lestament the Hinal authorıty ın controversıes and

(et OUVTaAsC SUr Ia tiabilite divine est un collection ( ’8S- believes that the words of Scripture arc the VerYvY words
Sals utiles QU! examınent le rapport entre Jeu et 565 DarO- ot God, W CANNOL be broken | Donald Macleod|.
1es dans ’Ecriture. Le premier ESSsal mMmonNtre UJUE Ia fiabilite Paul LOO chares thıs Samnec outlook eCLEQMSeEe Scripture 15
de J1eu Est theme recurrent du Pentateuque, des ecrits the ‘“oracles of ©d‘, It 15 wholly trustworthy, idea
de S>dpCSC e{ de Ia Iıtterature prophetique. autres ESSaIls that 15 SCCH clearly 1in Romans Q< 11 despite the par
presentent 1a conception de ’Ecriture de Jesus, DUIS celle ardening of Israel, God remaıns taiıthful hıs promıses
de Paul autres ENCOTE abordent e sujet SOUS /’angle the elect Drake Williams . aithfulness hıis
de I’histoire, de Ia dogmatique el de 1a philosophie. LO promıi1ses 15 Iso the theme of Hebrews According
ıvre ermme Dar deux reponses apportant des critiques Hebrews, the Id lestament 15 iın an through
pertinentes. the CrsonN and work of Jesus. Readers of the epistle ATC

5 thus invıted, DV frequent exhortations, espond
The Trustworthiness of God examınes the age-old UMES-

God 1n ight oft hıs taıthfulness ın Y1ısSt aVl Peter-
son |. In order clarıfy turther Paul’s approac10 of first theology, NOT from the perspective of UG Scripture, and DrOteCL 1tfs trustworthiness, the nal

hould OMIC ırst, the ontologic God) the episte- V of thiıs secti1on eals wıth OILC particular DASSaılmological (Scripture), but from the perspective of the in which he dDPDCALS UuSsSCcC allegorical interpretation,relatıonshıp between the [WO Is the epistemological Corinthians 9:9=:1-1 Davıd Instone-Brewer Aargucs that
AT the ontological? In other words, does Scrip Paul 1S NOLT usıng allegory Aere, which would affect the
([Ure Q1VE ACCUTAIE representation of God he 15 objective interpretation of Scripture (and thus ICS and
really? The thıis question MUST be VCS ıfGod 1$ trustworthiness); rather, Paul 15 interpreting ‘do

be trusted, OT, accordıng several of the contribu- NOT muzzle the OX lıterallv, first-century Jew would,
LOFS, if he 1S be God AL all God who claıms be MCAaN anı y anımal human
somethıing that he 15 NOT C  - only be deceiver and 15 TIhe 1r section contaıns contributions from hıs
101 worthy of our torıcal, systematıc, nd philosophical perspectives and
S book 1s comprised of collection of CSSaVS begins wıth Aall evaluatıon of the church tathers’ practiceesigne demonstrate that God 1s 1ın fact T - of allegorical eXegeESIS. Through thıs evaluatıon, WE learn

chy. TIhe opening secthon seeks cshow that hıs L- that bıblical interpretation 15 ditfhcult and many-faceted
worthiness 15 consistent theme of the Old Testament. enterprise Gerald Bray], fact that 1S confirmed Dy the
Deuteronomy, for example, plainly depicts God wh: cheer diversity of Scripture. Ihe wealth of CNHIrCS alone
15 relable and faıthful 1n hıs words and aCt10ONSs Gary in Scripture testihes the untathomable of the
arı An Jeremiah itself the words of God who stands behind It | Timothy Ward L-
God spoken hrough the prophet. The dea that Jer worthiness 15 the particular emphasis of CSa VD wrıitten Dy
em1u1ah’s speech 15 the speech otf God 15 requisıte the editors, rueman and elIm f 1S the uncondıiıtional
ItSs authority. G1E God 1S I1E and trustworthy, hıs promıises of God, according Irueman, that OV! he
words ArCc Irue and trustworthy and valı for all t1me 15 worthy of our uUuSt ECAUSE the God who 15 able and
Gordon McConvwville ]. ut Micaı1ah’s seemıingly alse willing Ifıl hıs Dromı1ses, stands behind them, they,
prophecy and the ACCOUNLTL of the "yıng spırıt’ SCHLT OUuUtT and he, Cd be trusted. Helm expounds ON what 1t

deceiıve -  ab ın Kıngs Zn ADDCAL call thıs NtOo tor God be able an willing keep hıs Dromı1ses. It
question. P} Wılliams ECXoN God and upholds hıs God be Oomnıpotent (wıith OWCI SC -
trustworthiness Dy DOoIMUNg the COHTGXT of the “talse ondary act10ns), OmnıscCIENtT (wıt knowledge ot those
prophecy, which clearly teaches that words AI secondary act10ns), nd infinıtely z0o00d (not usıng hıs
always tulhilled ECAUSE 15 CANNOT be separated L9) an knowledge malevolently).
from thıs CONTEXT (or TOM VETITSC 16 In particular), the In the tourth and Hinal sect1on, Colıin Gunton and
“dialogue whole 1$ entirely truth-iıllustraung, SCH11C - Francıs Watson provıde FCSPONSCS the argumenNts of
what kın Solomon’s “wıise” inıtıal rulıng that the the book Much of the SdI1L1Cc ground 1s covered ın both
baby whose DarCcNLagc eing debated be (3 ICSDONSCS. CIr chief criticısm, A legıtımate ONC, 1S that
ın halt’(p 63) Ihe yıng spırıt,’ the other Nanı [NOTC attention cshould be o1iven hOow the CISOM and
proclaıms sOovere1gnty iın WaY reflective of Job work f Jesus highlights and Scripture’s ITruSLWOT-

ralg Bartholomew’s the Wisdom [ ıtera- thiness. Dromı1ses ATC central establishing
CUr<c, 0Ug interesung artıcle, 1s O11 of place ıIn thıs hı1s trustworthiness, an ıf those Dromı1ses AI .  yes and
open1ing sectlon; 1T does NOL Ht ın wıith the theme Amen)’ ın r1ISt (2 Corinthians 1L:20% then discus-
verall book S1I0N of trustworthiness emphasıze Christ

Ihe Old lestament WItTNESS trustworthiness 18 rein- IFMOLG than diıscussıion ot others ot hıs attrıbutes; cshould
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It not? Granted, the N Hebrews does thıs HONn SOINC of the Iıveliness and untidiness of actual CAÄDC-
MeENceE. “ (222:25). Ihıs COMMENLT the Hirst part ofground SOINC CXFtCHT, mentioned above, but, ın

spıte of this, erhaps MOTC attention could have been the book of Habakkuk could be applied Andersen’s
OoMMCNTar itself. IThe OMMECNTArY Invıtes readersdirected here. No ou Ar least part of the FrCAaSON why

Gunton’s an atson’s CSSaVS arc included part of the partiıcıpate 1ın the author’s interaction wiıth the iblical
collection 1$ provıde thıs needed attention. Havıng FENXE in all ItSs lıveliness and SOIMINC of ıts untıdıiness. It COM

ta1ıns vealth of mater1al aAM offers the excıtement ofsa1d that, thıs book 15 both stimulatıng and elpful,
therefore heartıly recommended. tudyıng Habakkuk wıith cholar but the ack

of r finıshing touch sometimes leaves ON  M COMN-Guy Rıchard
Edinburgh, COELAN sed an enlightened AT the SaImnc time

dersen has StrONg interest 1ın the of the
TEXT and offers elp discussıion of It. But OUr under-
tandıng of ancıent Hebrew DOCITY 15 far from GET-

Habakkuk. New Translatı:on wıth taın an dersen does NOL SCC the eed explain hıs
Introduction and Commentary presupposıtions. Hıs principles for establishing the 1ıne-

divisıon arc unclear, the line-divisıon iın the translıter-(TIhe Anchor Bıble 25) ated Hebrew KEXT tfered equently diverges ftrom that
dersen adopted in hıs translatıon. While WC ArCc oıven interest-

New York Doubleday, 2001, VX11 287 US ng ideas, there 15 tully coherent SYStem appIy
hb, ISBN 0-385-08396-3 closely argue asc contend wiıith

Andersen seeks ddress “[h€ general reader we
UMMARY the professional scholar” but yhıle SOINC OCCASIONS
This commentar the book of DY seasoned he takes explainiıng L1ICW n  9 AL others
scholar provides wealth of material, Darticularly relat- he IM alrly etaıle knowledge of grammatıcal
ing literary features and genera| historica| background, an 15 ın danger oft L00SINS eneral
A we AS rie introduction Hebrew But ıt readers DYy usıng Hebrew Sscrnpt. It also needs omntiıng
IS noTt VELYy e|| organised and theological ISSUES Are nNOoTL Ouft that ın keeping wıith the SCHES. Andersen’s “general
explored In aM Y ep | MAas Talı offer Old JTes- reader” 1s interested 1ın lıterary than theological
tament scholars and students althoug 1ts usefulness for MatLters Ose wrestling wiıth the theological implica-
theologians and preachers IS imited. MONS ot violence and other tOPI1CS addressed ın the book
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG ATrC CIV be disappointed.

As regards specıfic interpretative dec1s1ONsS, the
| )ıeser OommMmentar eINeSs Gelehrten, der hereits andere
OmmMentare prophetischer | ıteratur und Beitrage ZAUT ollowıng IMaYy be of interest: Andersen OllLOWS the

straightforwar: and traditional readıng, of chapters L:
hebräischen Poesie geliefert nhat, Hietet reichhaltige FrOr- the rCDOrT of ogue between the rophet an
tlerung der iterarischen Eigenheiten des Habakukbuches Yahweh While he lows tor the possibility that 15L}
nebhst eıner kurzen Einführung n die hebräischen Poesie

ATUC quotation wıthın speech extending from
und zeigt gute enntnıs des allgemeinen historischen

VEISC 7, he consıders SUC 11O UNNCCCSSAL Y aAMn
Hintergrundes. |)er OommMmentar ıst jedoch nıcht Heson-

SUSSCSLS that moderns [11AYy be askıng tor LNOTC Og1Cders gul organıisiert und zeigt sich wenI1g nteressier
theologischen rragen. Fr hat EinIgeS blieten für Alttes- coherence than readers ın ant1quıty. dersen faıls

SCC how .C,  wWwe chall NOLT dle” (tradıtional Hebrew ICXT ın
tamentler und Studenten, doch sern Wert für Theologen F:12) could be meanıingful 1n CO aM decıdes that
und rediger ist Degrenzt. the readıng ...  you won’t die” 1S the better. He OS-
RESUME NISES, however, that the tradıtional readıng CANNOT easıly
Ce commentaıre SUr e ıvre d’Habaquq Dar specialiste be explained A DIOUS correction AaN: DULS forward the

iıdea that the consonantal FEXT ould be read A nıphaaguerrI est riche informations, ef opresente
Darticulier DOUT qU! 1es procedes Iıtterailres particıple (rendered ..  one who 15 1OL dead ); ın which
e{ ’arriere-plan historique general. (n i[rouve AUSS!I Un dSC “You won’t dlC” COTFEIS misunderstandıng of the

consonantal LGXT. In Y dersen that andHreve introduction Aa 1a Doesie hebraique. est TI“
dant DYdS tres hbien agence ef les questions theologiques explaın It upOonNn the tablets” INAaYy be reference dıcta-

t10N Sre 15 10 interaction wıth Isumura’s discussionsont Das abordees profondeur. est d’un gran
nteret VOUT 1es specialistes de ’Ancien Testament e{ 1Es otf Akkadıan evidence and argument 1n favour ot under-

tandıng the second imperatıve “make plaın  9etudiants, mals d’une utilite Imitee DOUT 1es theologiens In Andersen tollows An dea that has recently|es predicateurs. gained popularıty ON COMMECNTALOFS, namely lınk
“faith / fuliness” NOLT wıth the righteous CISON but wıth

interaction between Habakkuk and Yahweh d  OCU- the VISION, possibly Yahweh As derson I5

mented 1ın Hab W} retaıns 1n Itfs lıterarv Ka- between the LWO, readers will tind SUppOrt both tor (.ßhe
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