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in articular. ccordıing acDon the metaphysı- Second, It 15 wiıth skall that MacDonald MEeSs the
cal CC of Enlıghtenmen rat1ıonalısm motivated first commandment the EMa (the command-
the creation of ‘universal’ connotatiıon of “monothe- ment), dolatry and monotheism they nıte the theme
ISIn . 1C exciude: the possibility of other gods and oftf YHWH’s ONECNCSS throughout the entirety of Deuter-
favoured the Cognıitive an propositional aSPCCITS of ONOIMMY. Ihe signıfıcance of “monotheism)’ (oneness)

V1nı 1t relates knowledge and obedience 15 NOT appreclated
In the rFeST of the thesis MacDonald the hıstor1- by IMOST DeuteronomYy scholars and 1t 15 tremendous

cal ConceptOons of monotheism agaınst close eXESESIS SC 1t worked OUT convincingly here. In thıs CONLEXL,
of Deuteronomy’s key monotheistic He iıdentihies however, MacDonald makes what take especlally
the ema of Deuteronomy 6:4ff the of Deu- IFrONIC ın arguıng for ıteral interpretation of the
teronomYy’s theology an Deuteronomy’s “monothe- EMAa “writing’ commands 6:6-9) and metaphoric;
1SmM 1n order er S ‘“enlightened’ definition readıng of the herem command (chapters and 28) By
of monotheism, hich AaDPCars CONSsSISt of [WO claıms. Juxtaposing these in hıs interpretation, Mac
Fırst, he concludes that Deuteronomy allowe for the Donald chows eiıther nabılıty unwillingness
exIistence of other gods that COU. be worshıippe DYy the consistently avo1d what Can faiırly be described
natı1ons, W restrichng Israel’s worship in ‘Enlıghtenment innovatıons’ in hıs interpretation.
hıs “oneness’ and “un1queness’. Second, wiıth etaıle In the end, 1n MacDonald has undoubtedly
and often persuasıve CXCSESIS, MacDonald for succeeded 1ın showing that IIIGEC cCognıtive rOopOSI-

the heology of “monotheism)’ ın Deuteronomy 1ın tonal notlion of monotheism 15 inadequate describe
the SOMNFGXT of confession, love, remembrance, election the far TMOTC relatıonal aAM sıtuational ASPCCTS of NOW|
and idolatry, especlally SCCIH 1n the theological frame edge and monotheism they AIC expressed NOL only ın
(chapters 4, 5 6, and 52 Deuteronomy, but in theology ole WO

By adopting “canoniıcal’? “synchroniıc’ readıng of SUgSSCSLT that he has been ESsSs successtul in efending hıis
DeuteronomYy MacDonald 15 able Attest rthe beauty claım that Deuteronomy’s monotheism (and that of the
aAM NS of Deuteronomy’s lıterary and theological in genera does NOT inter-textually and progressivelyexpression that has often been neglected in the history denYy the possibility f other gzods In anY CaSC, MacDon-
of Deuteronomy research. One CAaNNOT help but be ald has helpfully broadened emerging held of studydrawn nNto MacDona| re-telling of the Deuteronomy that combines close eXegeESIS wiıith theology and the hıs

grounde ın mutual OVvVe between and COr V of interpretation thev have been influenced Dyhıs chosen people Israel In ucC1 eta| he describes the deeper phılosophic interests.
underlyıng web of themes and dialectics that unıte the
book ın 1ts Hinal torm blessing-curse, obedience-disobe Ryan ()’Dowd

dience, remembering-forgettung, clean-unclean, ımma- Cheltenha W, England
nence-transcendence GE

As tor the [WO pecific claiıms 1ın MacDona reSISt-
AdNCC towards the Enlightenment notion of monotheism
[WO deserve turther attention. First, 111e he has
astutely capıtalıze 2 eXCcIUNg opportunıities

ethink the relatiıonshıp between iıdeologies and inter- arıar The Theology of the Reformed
Confessionspretation, hıs resistance the Enliıghtenmen

lead A false dılemma. I hat 1S, MacDonald Iranslated and Annotated Dy er
LOO ready ASSUTTNIEC that the philosophical

coined Dy Enlıghtenment thinkers Gy NECESSAT'Y inference er
Oolumbıa Series ın eiorme Theologyfa1] Capturc anclent theological uths degree of

philosophical and biblical theological sophiısticatıon MaYy Louisville /London: WIKP, 2002, Va 2 3) E20.
be somewhat ackıng 1n thıs WAdY. So, yhıle appreclate hbD, ISBN 0664272726157
hıs SUSPICIONS of “objectivity” attrıbuted Enlight- UMMARYENMECNL rationalısm, ollow hıs theological
CXCDZESIS which inconsistently relates Deuteronomy Barth’s eology of the Reformed Conftessions IS well-

researched and erudite discussion of the function of C Ofl-Ifs 1DI1Ca theological IC XT For example, ONC SCI15CS5
fessions n the Reformed Church and 1ts attitude towardsdısproportionate zeal deny Deuteronomy A

hınt of exclusionary monotheism. In denyıng the M1S- confessions. Following discussion Of the significance f
siıological significance 1n Deuteronomy’s ctheology (D contfessions and the relationship Hetween confession and
1/ 50 which might otherwiıse be connected the Un1- Scripture, the Hulk of the hbook analyses the theologica!
versal promıse (Genesis and the knowledge of content of hoth major and mınor Reformed contessions.
the natıons Isaıah 40-55; Ezekiel 59 CIC:): MacDonald This IS important booke gIıves nsight into the
lacks interaction wıtch scholars lıke Chrıistopher Wrıght early theologica| development of ONe of the Ost impor-
and Danıel Block tant theologians of the 20th CEeNLUTrY.
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ZUSAMMENFASSUNG the of efIorme: confessions an that
Barths Theologie der reformierten Bekenntnisse IST INne all of the suppose deficiencies the eIorme COIMN-

fessiOns hıch he had dentihed ‚he ST chaptergul recherchierte und elehrte Diskussion der Funktion
VOT)] Bekenntnissen der reformierten Kirche und ihrer COMDAMSON the Lutheran confe ‚onal approac ATC

Haltung Bekenntnissen gegenüber ach der MDiskussion fact ‘“undamental NECESSIUECS (S9 He that the
significance of eIoOorme: conftession 1€Ss NOLT itselfder Bedeutung VOT)] Bekenntnissen und der Beziehung

zwischen Bekenntnis und Schrift behandelt der Hauptteil but rather that C beyond iıtself. that which
des Buches den theologischen Gehalt sowoh| der grolsen DE DO1NETS namely, the Word of God In thıs CONTLEXT

als auch der kleinen reformierten Bekenntnisse F Hhans he verYy hıgh of Scripture speaking of
delt sich eln wichtiges Buch das In  IC the Nntent of Scripture DV nger
die ru theologische Entwicklung der wichtigsten the of the He also SAaVS ou wıth the

Lutherans M1ın that Scripture the artıculus SIaTheologen des Jahrhunderts ewährt
RESUME

L15 B cadentıs ecclesiıa e Interestingly, whart he SaVS here
about confessions eır significance eing ftound that

theologie des confessions reformees de Kar| Barth W they and NOLT themselves) almost
est EXarnel approfondi f erudit de Ia fonction des precisely what he WO later Sa y about Scripture iıtself
confessions de fO1 dans Eglise Reformee ei de [/attitude and 1TS relation Christ Later the chapter he quali
de Eglise } egar| des confessions. traıte d’abord Hes thıs somewhat and CO much closer hıs OWIN
de 1a signification des confessions de ol du rapport Ilv developed doctrine of Scripture He speaks highly

confession de fOo1 e{ crıture a IMajJEUTE partıe du of Calvın of Scripture which he SaVS lacks anıYy
livre est CONMNSAGCTESE analyse du CONtenu theologique des peclal the ıteral FGXT of the and the
CONTEesSsSIONS de fO1 reformees, des principales Öl dithcult distinctions and INVESUSAUONS that MUST CCUr

lfflp0l't3flt€$ est 1a OUVTaAsE Ul Dermet SOOIN A} the inspıred IKEXT such the object ofI
de connaıtre 1es developpements de 1a consideration (62) Hıs CONCCDUON of INSpIralOoN
DENSCEC theologique de | des plus mportants theolo- (or revelatıon) of ON  ( single timeless better simul-
! du XS siecle LANCOUS AaCT O God upOoN the 1DI11Ca authors and upON

usSs It clear that he regards the the ehicle bv
which the lıving words of God ATC Carı (64) an there-

Thıs book CONSISTS of of ectures N Dy Karl fore of vıtal IMpOrTaANCC the church
Barth the Hrst incumbent of the “Reforme Professor- In the ırd chapter “Reforme Doctrine Whole
aA{fe the theological aC Aat Götungen They WEIC (65 225 OIMN«C the [11alllı body of the book the
delivered 1923 and hıs ur lecture ST IS prelımınary havıng been dealt wıith art)
TIG takıng hıs p  CNLt O21 Ihe ectures outlines OUuS WaVS yhıch the confessions could be
ATC divided UD 1INTO three SECECHONS corresponding the nalvsed (69 69) then settles tor Our seCTON approacthree chapters of the book The Significance of the Fırst he speaks ar “Che Debate wıth the Old Church’
Contession 111 the Retormed Church Ihe rıncıple In thıs SCCTLION he that the eiIiorme: confessions
Of Scripture and 1CSs Grounds nd eiIiorme: Doctrine ATC [NOTC an Roman than the Lutheran Interestingly,

nole he that the dispute between the Reformed and
In the Hrst chapter “The Significance of the Contes- Rome NOLT sımply the tormula-

Uuon of the ntenNtT of Christian doctrine but AT15C585 OUuTtthe eIorme Church’? (1 5} art COIMN  S
the POSIHNON V confessions Lutheranısm espe- of DaAsSS1ıONALC 111 the tHheme of Christian doc
c1lallv the ugsbhurg Confession wıth the significance OT and partiıcularly the doctrine of God Barth ZOCS
confessio0ns the eiIiorme: Church the ten- 5SdV, “{ hıs nsıght God God has burst UDOIN
dencv Of the Lutherans elevate ugsburg almost them lıke armed WAarTtTıoO |see Prov 11| A SOMNC-
the of being inspired’ He then iıdentihes hıve thing totally alıen and SUFDLISINS Thıs whart has
characteristics of rhe 1L utheran Contessions thev ATC drawn them NLO iırreconcılable contradıction the
ecumenıical thev FUU unı Of interpretahon thev old church..? (79)
ACT d vmbols thev have authorıty; and thev place oblı TIhe second of Barth’s four ONS thıs chapter ı

ON the teachers of the church In the remaınder entitled, “n Posıtive Doectrine of Christianity”. In thıs
of the chapter Barth analvses the eforme cConfessio0ns SECCTION Barth FaNnscCS wvidely S55 the confessions and

the Hasıs of these Nve characteristics and Hinds them SOTINC of theır key 155UCS For example he rCCOBIMISCS that
WaNnUuNg He NOTES however that thıis 110 bad thıing Calvın doctrine of jJustıfıcatıon strictlv IMPUTaUVC
SIMNCC the Retormed contessions have somewhat dıf wherebv WC AiKe ustified through FECECIVINS the MNg
terent ftorm nd PUrpOSC He does however 1NSIST COUSNECSS of Christ (99) He also COMMECN Beza
the need for conftessional orthodoxv and bemoans the SUSSCSUNg that his heology WAaSs destined en: 111 DPıe
Liberal abandonment of such USs  3 and the Enlıghtenment:! 4K2S) He also COMMENTS

In rhe second chapter “Ihe Principle OT Scripture ON Anglıcanısm hıs VICW being that ICS 1g Church
and Its Grounds (SS 64) arth VGEYVY DOSIUVC about hierarchical tendencv IMatter of NECESSACV COMPCHN-
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sat1on Aat the institutional evel for certaın noticeable Central Sanctuary and Centralızation of
fatness of doctrine)?! As ScOot, Was taken Dy the Worshıip ın ncıent Israel. From the Settlement
high regard 1ın which he regarde the SCOLS Confession LO the Buiildıng of Solomon’s Templeof 1560 an hıs astonıshment that WC WO exchange
IT tor the Westminster Confession of Faıth (hencetforth 07g10AS Daiassertations Near FEastern UuAd1eEsS
WCF) In FaCE hıs eritical cCOom  IS ın this Pekka Pitkänen
section ATC elated the WCF Surprisingly, however, Pıscataway, NJ Gorglas PTress. ZU05; XXYI 2772
hıs critque 15 NOT the Samıec that of INManıy modern Db, ISBN 1-931956-16-2
Barthıians. Rather, he ArguCcs that the WCE, through UMMARY1fSs emphasıs the application of redemption and the

for ASSUTFANCC, 15 tocussed LOO much anthropol- In his wide-ranging work, Pitkänen offers critica|
reinterpretation f the centralization regulrement In theinstead of theology CL SU! Köl)

The ırd section of the chapter 15 ON the CONTFrOo- pentateucha!l |aw codes. He hen analyses the application
Vwıth Lutheranısm, clearly kev 1SSUE for SWwWISsS and of these requirements n the 1ca3 Deriod from the Set-

t'lement the completion of Solomon’s Temple. PitkänenGerman efiorme heologians In thıs secti1on, he Par
ticularly addresses the Lutheran doctrine of the Lord’s AargUues that the worship requlrements n EX 20.22-26;
Supper and, ın vVCeLY profoun and searching analysıs, | EeV. and eut dre mutually consistent | evitIicus

with wilderness dea|l and Deuteronomydemonstrates that ItSs weakness lay ın A Christological
OT, namely, the Lutheran notion of the ubiquity of IS the regqulirement UDOT Israel when che IS In idea|
the body Ör TISE: wherein certaın attrıbutes of hıs CIircumstances (1.e having ully conquered the land and

not threatened DV aM Y of her neighbours). In Pitkänen’sdivine ature wrongly regarde havıng been
communiıicated hıs human AAr (TST:). estimation neither entirely excludes the EexXIistence of 0Ca|l

altars depending certamin circumstantial aCctors:; TheIhe tourth and 5inal section of the chapter an of the nistory from Settlement Temple SeE these actors Inbook TG“Barttle agalnst Modern ristlanity”.
In thıs sect1on, he discusses R8 consıderable eng the play. The rhetorica|l examınatıon of the ICa DFO-

vides certaın insights, but his reviewer tinds the historica|ldecıisions of the Synod of DOrFt which he egards both methodology and 1ts application unsatisfactory.°*the classıcal document ot what the Reformed church
Ar that time wanted be nd NOT be agalnst ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
modern Christianıty” but also °the mausoleum of the In dieser weiıt ausgerichteten Studie hietet Pitkänen
early eiIÖrIMMe mMmovement). Z12) Hıs analysıs here 15 iıne kritische Neuinterpretation der Zentralisations-For-
searching an 15 d ine model for hıs call (addressed derung In den esetzestexten des Pentateuch. Fr Aafld-
hıs students) tor Sr CNgSASCMCNL wıth the Retormed ‚ysiert dann die Anwendung dieser Forderungen n der
confessions and theır doctrinal development, in order biblischen Periode VOT! der L andnahme His ZUr Vollen-
ASSIST 1n the A  SSESSMECNL and critique of modern heologıi dung des salomonischen Tempels. Pitkänen argumentiert,
cal trends. dass die Anbetungs-Vorschriften AUS$S EX 20,22-20, LEeV.

{ hıs 1S remarkably erudıte DOOK, 1ın whıich Barth und eut miteinander vereinbar sind | evitICus
orasentiert eın Wüstenzeit-Ideal, und LDeuteronomıIıumdisplays remarkable acqualıntance wıth and Ol

OT only the maın contessional ST but Man Yy oringt die Vorschriüft für Israel, WEl das Volk In ıdealen
which ATC largely unknown today. IThe caretul research mständen ıst (d.h WEeTl1T) das Land vollständig erobert

ist und das Volk nıcht VOT)] den Nachbarn edroht wirdwhıich he would later display ın the hıstorical sectons
of the Church Dogmatıcs, 1S already evident here { hıs aCcCh Pitkänens Einschätzung chließt Keiner der hbeiden
1S also important DOOKk, NOL least because of ıts place Eextie die XIStenzZz lIOkaler Altäre (Je nach hestimmten

Umständen) AUs In der Geschichte VOo  —_ der | andnahmeın the early theological development of one of the IMOST

ımportant theologians of the 20ch CCN Here WC Ca  — his Z Tempe! pielen diese IUJmstände ihre jeweilige
SCC 1ın seed and sometimes 1n [NOTC developed) form Rolle |)ie rhetorische Untersuchung der Hiıblischen exie

hietet gewIsse Einsichten, doch dieser vxezensent hält dieI1ALLY of the themes which he WO later develop in
the Church Dogmatıcs. OVEe all, the book provıdes historische Methodologie und ihre Anwendung für unbe-
tional SUPPOFL tor that school of Barth interpreta- friedigend.
a(0)8! (Bruse McCormack and others) vyhıich ArSuCcSs tor RESUME
ftundamental CONUNULLY between the early and the later
Barth

ans trava il QU! embrasse arge champ,
Pitkänen JTODOSC U re-interpretation critique de /’exi-

MecGowan de centralisation dans 1es codes de 10 du enta-
Dıngwall, Scotland (leEUqUE. etudie ensulte COMMEeNT ( 65 exigences ONnNt ete

appliquees de Ia eriode iblique, depuis Ia
conquete Jusqu’a /’achevement du temple de Salomon.
detend a these cde la coherence elles des exigences
cultuelles YJUE /’on I[rOUVEe dans divers texties GHEX A 2
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