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interesting of ancıent pPagahn attıtudes The Cambridge Compamon St ”ayul
ess and death (26-34) shows how close death thev James Dunn (ed.)
1Ve' Lıfe expectancy Was under In order CSCADC Cambrıidge: ambrıdge Universıity EteSS. 2003,death people had first doctors, then the

2301 pb, ISBN 521gods, aMı then, MOST practically, magıclans. agıc
W as omnıpresent in the desıre offdeath UMMARY

Illness W as routinely attrıbuted magıcal interference An Introduction DY the editor and eighteen chapters DY
and had be combated by magıcal INCAans famous Pauline scholars wide g of fields from

Ihe study of Jesus’” ecalıngs eXOFrCISMS agamnst the historical background of the epistles Paul’s Iıfe and
thıs background takes IMOST of the book Ihe author thematiıc treatments of HIS eaching. In four Darts the
15 determıned DYy ON  M INCcCans another ind death’ following themes dr dealt ıth Paul  S Iıfe and work;
PI‘CSCD1Z in CVCIV such epısode. FExorcısms relate death Paul’s jetters; Paul’s heology; St Paul (his nistory
because the possessing spiırıts WCIC the daımones, under- of As regards authorship, OSt contributors differ-
stood be the ghosts of the dead returnıng haunt entiate between undisputed Pauline letters and deutero-
the lıving (55-64; ıt W d here that felt partıcularly how Pauline epistles, but welcome caution IS exercised DY
1en thıs Graeco-Roman VIEW W as the Jewiısh setting OST of them when Dolnting the hypothetical character
of the NT where find such VIECW of the of pos- of these VIEWS. The monograph whole IS g00d T[EXT-
sess10N eXOrC1sm). Dıseases regar miınor (e.g DOOK, presenting all the maın VIEWS of Dresent day Pauline
Tever‘) WEEIC SCCI1 eIs:; that ULC fever WAas scholarship.
in effect ralıse the dead Leprosy Was 'hıving Cal ZUSAMMENFASSUNGparalysıs, IC death had ınvaded the body. Fine Einleitung des Herausgebers und chtzehn Kapite! Vomenstrual problem probably ınvolves barrenness, and bekannten Pauluskennern decken eın welıtes Feld ab Vorn

SO of death on! Ihe discussıon of each den historischen Hintergründen der Rriefe über das | eben
periıcope ıncludes secti1on how “death’” pI‘CSCHt des Paulus HIS hın thematischen Abhandlungen über
that patıent's asc (“albeıt wıth varyıng degrees of CEI- seıne | ehre In vier Teilen werden die folgenden Themen
taınty', 2/4): untiıl 'OUNt! myYyself suspecting that the behandelt Paulus’ | eben und Werk Paulus’ Rriefe.
author ‘doth protest LOO much” Was It NOT possıble Paulus’ Theologie. St. Paulus (Wirkungsgeschichte).be ıll afflıcted wıthout thınkıng of death the time? Im Hinblick auf die Autorenfrage unterscheiden die mMeIlSs-
Apparently NO

Ihe author takes us oug! the whole Gospel of ten beitrage zwischen unangefochtenen Paulusbriefen und
deuteropaulinischen Briefen, aber eıne willkommene Vor-

Mark; focusıng in eta the per1copes that iınclude the sicht wird Von den melsten hinsichtlich des hypothetischensupplhıants, but feelıng the eed Sd y somethıng about Charakters der Ansichten signalisiert. DITSZ Monographie ıSst
CVCLY per1cope Ven where ıt has nothıng contribute aufs (‚janze esehen eın Textbuch, ın dem lle wichti-
dırectly hıs thesıs COU. NOLT SCC the poımnt O  S, Ssince SCH Ansichten der gegenwaärtigen Paulusforschung prasen-
the COMMENTCS such WEeTIC inevıtably T1and tiert werden.
unremarkable In the “suppliant he Airst OO0

RESUMEAr the angle “Jext (implıed) reader ; then separately
AT (Ac Reader text” Ihe former secti1on argely C et OUVFase Comporte UNe introduction Dar l’Sditeur Ssulvie
etells the STOTY, wıth focus the eelıngs evoked in the de i1x-hult Chapitres ediges Dar des specialistes -
reader. It 15 in the latter that the interesting mater1al 15 MmMmes de a Iıtterature Daulinienne et COUVran des domaınes

divers arriere plan historique des lettres de Paul, Ia VIeOoun drawıng the author’s IMpress1ve knowledge
of the Graeco-Roman CONTEXTL, partıcular hıs knowl- de ‘apötre, des themes de SOM enseignement. CON-

edge of mediıcal ell magıc. Gre ATC use‘ DOSC de quatre Dartıes 1a vie ET ‘ceuvre de Pau| 1es
lettres de Paull Sd theologie ‘impact de SNn MINIS-and quıte surprisıng discussı1ons of ancıent VIEWS
tere Pour Qquı l’authenticite des l‚ettres quU! INof death (  -1 and of ımmortalıty (  0-2 But

there 15 Iso worryıng degree of speculatıon, C SONT attriıbuees, 1a grande majorite des auteurs distingue
whether Jaırus’” aughter had been Ned by ‘“ove magıc 1es lettres incontestablement rEeECONNUE t de

Paul, et 1es e  tres deutero-pauliniennes, mals 1a plupartgONC wrong 162-4) when there 110 basıs ın the
manıifeste un  (D heureuse prudence soulignant le C

(EXT for supposing magıcal dımensıo0n, whether
t1pas thought that Jesus W as magıcıan who had tere hypothetique de CES opinıons. (In ä bon manuel,

presentant 1es DOoIMtS de VUe DINCIPAaUX UJUEC ‘on rencontreraised spirıt in Order USC ICS W chez 1es speclalistes actuels de |‘’apötre PaulIhere’s lot for MOSLT of learn from thıs book,
and It up fascınatıng ınsıghts Nto ancıent thought
and culture. ut how tar 1t wıll help ın the task of gospel Ihe excellent Cambrıidge Companıon ser1es of the PEGCENtE

CXCDESIS 1$ less clear VCALS has been enriched DV LCW volume the apostle
DDaick France, Llangelynin, Gwynedd, ALES DPaul An Introduction by the edıtor and eighteen cChap-
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ters Dy famous iıne scholars COV( wıde of hypothesıs (59) Bruce Longenecker that
TOmM the hıstorical ackgroun of the epistles should NOT approac the letter the Galatıans it 15

Paul’s ıfe and eMmatıc eaALtMENTCS ofhıs teachıng. Ihe often done, 1.e focussıng only the 1ssuEe of the law.
materı1al 15 convenıently arranged ın Oour parts Rather, the aC  OnNne of the letter 15 Chrıstian lıtestyle
ıfe and work (chs 1_2)7 aul’s etters 3-10); Paul’s (66), and centralıty of the iın the Christian’s lıfe
theology (11-15); St Paul (chs 16-15 dealıng wıth “erucıtorm existence” {3) Jerome Murphy-O’Connor

1story of eHect) Glossary xplaınıng the maın the CONTLENLT of the Corimthıian epistles V JIVINS
notı1ons used ın the book (e6.2 antınomıanısm, Gnosti- short exegetical remarks interpreting the MOST ımportant
CISM, glossolalıa, CtE:) ell the clear presentation kK15CS Hıs CXEDZESIS 15 Otten LOO conclusıve; textbook
of the chapters CNSUre that interesed lay readershı1p ıt WOUL. be better leave INOIC interpetatıve possıbilı-
eginnNıNZ students 1 11 find good iıntroduction 1Nto t1es OPCNH. For example, he that Cor. 14 34-235
Paulıne scholarshıp thıs work. 15 good W dsSs ın all probabilıty NOT written Dy Daul (82) Maln-
about the present day of research, but accessıible taıns that Cor. 10013 letter W as ”rıtten

non-specıalısts well Fach chapter 15 concluded by later than Cor 1- and bad LICWS between i“

end-notes where references rther lIıterature Can be caused the change of tone in chapter 10 (P 88)
ftound It 15 understandable that ach author INay l.. hıs

Ihe Introduction offers short hıstory of Paulıne her OW!] hıstorıical reconstruction of Pau[ll’s 1ı It ısa
scholarshıp. IIdunn PrESCHLTS the thesıs of Baur, the maın CONSPICUOUS dıfference when [WO subseque: DaASCS
quest10ons pOSEe: DV the Hıstory of Relıgions School read that Murphy-O’Connor that {11a1ls
and Ven the New Perspective auı (Qver agalnst the Was wrıtten urıng the wınter of 55-56 90),
ege ınfiuence of Gnosticıms 1SstOLlogy, he and Jewett wriıtes that Romans SC in the
rıghtly emphasızes that ..  NOCversion of the 3NOSt1IC spring of (p TI Jewett offers presentation of
Redeemer myth predates Christianıty” (p Dunn Iso Romans maınly the basıs of the anıthesıs ot 11OU)|
offers good Sanders’s thesıs that and shame He that hapter (wıth ACCD-

legalıstıc udaısm “essentially confused”, t10N of few verses) WASs pof the orıginal letter DPaul
by arguıng that “Daull Was reacting primarıly agalnst the the Romans.
exclusıyısm 1C he hımself had previously OUu. Concerning the remaınıng letters, INay that
maıntaın” (10) the chort presentat1ons reflect the Prescht day Jorıty

-Chapter ONC COVEOCTS “Paul’s lıtfe” (wrıtten bDy Klaus VICW introductory atters (e'S the thesıs
fewaaCcker the basıs of Acts and the etters of DPaul ıng the deutero-Paulıne authorshı1p). 1Io MAaINC

the maın SOUTCCS Haacker SOINC ypotheses qxarnplcs, the authors raise the possıbilıty ‘'olos-
that have been vVC iınfuentı1al untıl the last ırd of the S1418 W as wrıtten by “someone closely aASsSOC1at with”
last C  IY, the V1CW that DPaul had fıght War AaAl (p L19): the hypothesıs of Ephesıar aprıs-

es1ansfronts (p Z9) Chapter (by Stephen on en of DPaul 15 recommended (p E2/)G
15 entıitled aul M1SS1ONaArY and pastor”. Ihe maın INnay have been wrıtten after Paul’s death (p 5)3 the
ıblıcal AL presented ematıc WdY usıng the Sarmılıc 15 argue for the Pastoral Epıstles (P When
metaphors aul used of hıs OWIN MINISEIIY, C metaphors reca| these VIEWS Parts of textbook, It c} ıld be
of representation, agricultural metaphors, archıtectural led forremembered that go0od argumeNts Cd)}  - be marsh

COIM-metaphors and metaphors of kınshıp 15 emphasızed Paulıne authorshıiıp, 1It 15 done in SOINC F
that aul addressed primarıly the household, c critical mentarıes ell extbooks SS> C (arsı Moo
p of the network of STrUCLUFrCES, roles, and relatıons and Morrıs: An Introduction LO the New Testamen 19295
that made the larger cıty-state” (45) and George ıght 11I1 The Pastoral Ebpistles. VLINEN-

In the second part of the cCompanıon, the scholars who LAVY the Greek Text 1992 both sadly
present the Maın CONTENT of the Paulıne epistles d1IC often MI1SSING from the Select Bıblıography).
authors of COMMCNLK; } the vVC letter. Whiıle deal- arts three our rovıde use artıcles INDOL-
ıng wıth the typıcal introductory matters, L authorshıiıp, Cant themes. Fach chapter 15 wrıtten DYy sche 1r who
date, and addressees of the letters, they summMarıze the has already publıshed maJor contrıbutions the relevant
maın theological of the relevant letter well tOpIC. For example, raham Stanton for the CEC1N-

regards authorshıip, IMOST contrıbutors dıfferentiate tralıty of the theme of Justiıficatıon in DPaul’s theology (P
between undıspute Paulıne etters and deutero-Paulıne 180); Larry Hurtado wrıtes Paul’s chrıstolozv, aAT'
epistles, but welcome caution 15 exercıised by IMOST of ıng for carly and StroNg devotion Chriıst wıthın
them when pomt1ng the hypothetical character of the monothe1stic (p 187)
theses concerning non-Paulıne authorshıp. rıtıng Pau[l’s eccles10l1ogy, 1 uke ımothy ohnson

Let ıf sufhice pomnt but few of the INa INtro- mentions that “rhere ATC SEr ong [TCAaSONS for accepting
ductory exegetical observatıons of the contrıibutors ırteen etters attrıbuted ul uthored DV hım  2 (p
of thıs D: Margaret Miıtchell for the ypoth- 199) When discussıng the relatıonshıp between Israel
S1S that IThessalonınns wriıtten by ollower of nd the Church, Johnson ArSUCS that the experience of
Paul, but she acknowledges that 15 remaıns st1ll ebated Jesus’ resurrection C,  put Paul ın A of cCognıtıve dıs-
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SONAIMNCEC* Book Reviews *  sonance .... God is capable of acting outside God’s own  daterait du dernier quart du II° si&cle et serait dependant  du Diatessaron de Tatien. La majeure partie de son ouvrage  scriptural precedents” (202). Alan Segal’s chapter on  Paul’s Jewish presuppositions begins while Brian Ros-  vise ä 6tablir que l’&vangile de Thomas a d’abord 6t6 redige  ner’s summary of Paul’s ethics concludes this very good  en syriaque et que presque toutes ses units sont liees aux  unit&s adjacentes par des mots crochets, dont Perrin cher-  part of the monograph.  The final part of the book draws the lines of Paul’s  che ä retrouver l’original en syriaque. Il s‘accorde cepen-  history of effect from the second century (e.g. Calvin  dant beaucoup trop de libert& dans ces reconstructions ;  Roetzel’s well balanced presentation of Marcion is to  ainsi, beaucoup de ces mots crochets ne sont peut-Etre  que le r6sultat de l’imagination du chercheur. Telle qu’elle  be commended) through “Paul’s enduring legacy” (by  Robert Morgan) to contemporary perspectives on Paul  se presente ici, l’argumentation ne convainc pas.  (by Ben Witherington). The monograph as a whole is a  *  *  *  *  good textbook, presenting all the main views of present  At a time when much of the energy spent investigating  day Pauline scholarship. The majority of the contribu-  the Gospel of Thomas comes from those persuaded that  tions are fair in mentioning alternative solutions; yet the  reader should know that most of the “solutions” offered  it is a significant early historical source about Jesus, this  are open to criticism, and on certain aspects (e.g. the  book stands out as somewbhat distinct. Perrin argues that,  rather than being a first century or even mid-second cen-  introductory matters mentioned above) a more tradi-  tury composition, the Gospel of Thomas actually comes  tional view can be argued for.  Peter Balla, Budapest, Hungary  from the late second century since it had Tatian’s Diat-  essaron (composed ca. AD 172) as one of its sources,  If correct, this thesis obviously has rather wide-ranging  implications.  Thomas and Tatian: The Relationship between the  The Introduction explores the contemporary impor-  Gospel of Thomas and the Diatessaron  tance ascribed to the Gospel of Thomas; ch. 1 uses lin-  guistic evidence to argue that the Gospel of Thomas  Nicholas Perrin  was originally composed in Syriac, rather than Coptic  Academia Biblica no. 5; Society of Biblical Literature:  or Greek; ch. 2 introduces the notion that the Gospel  Atlanta, 2002, xii + 216 pp. p/b, $29.95, ISBN 1-  of Thomas, rather than being a relatively unstructured  58983-045-8  collection of sayings, is in fact structured by a series of  SUMMARY  Syriac catchwords (Stichwörter) that link adjacent say-  ings — catchwords that do not work in Greek or Coptic;  Perrin offers an original thesis that the Gospel of Thomas  ch. 3 produces a circumstantial and literary argument  comes from the last quarter of the second century and was  that the Gospel of Thomas was dependent on the Dia-  dependent on Tatians Diatessaron. Most of the book is  tessaron.  taken up with establishing that the Gospel of Thomas was  Perrin’s argument is simple, but involves a wealth of  originally composed in Syriac and that almost every saying  technical linguistic detail. Right at the heart of the book  is linked to its adjacent sayings by catchwords, which Perrin  is the table of catchwords (pp. 57-155), consisting of a  reconstructs in Syriac. The problem with these reconstruc-  tions is that Perrin allows himself too much licence in  continuous English text of the Gospel of Thomas, fol-  lowed by columns of partial text or reconstructed text in  reconstruction and consequently many of the catchwords  Coptic, Greek and Syriac, respectively. The conclusion  can result from scholarly imagination. In its present form  is that while Coptic has 269 catchwords and Greek 263,  the argument cannot be said to be sustained.  Syriac has 502 (p. 155). ‘[T]he quantitative evidence  ZUSAMMENFASSUNG  points decisively in the direction of Syriac composition.  ... Even if a third of the Stichwörter adduced in the chart  Perrin bietet eine neue These an:.das Thomasevangelium  sei im letzten Viertel des zweiten Jahrhunderts entstanden  were called into question (I believe the challenge remains  und abhängig von Tatians Diatessaron. Ein Großteil des  for the one wishing to discount any one of them), the  evidence would still favor a Syriac text’ (p. 156).  Buches versucht zu zeigen, dass das Thomasevangelium  Though this conclusion may seem impressively sup-  ursprünglich in syrisch verfasst wurde und dass fast jeder  Spruch mit den angrenzenden Sprüchen über Stichworte  ported, in fact recurring problems in his reconstructions  verbunden ist, die Perrin auf syrisch rekonstruiert. Das Pro-  considerably reduce its support. Firstly, the reconstruc-  blem dieser Rekonstruktionen ist, dass Perrin sich zuviel  tions are not straightforward. Thus from the Coptic word  ‘carth’ (saying 9) and the Coptic word ‘world’ (sayıng  Freiheit in der Rekonstruktion erlaubt, so dass viele der  Stichworte der wissenschaftlichen Einbildungskraft zu ent-  10) he reconstructs the Syriac word “earth’, despite the  stammen scheinen. In seiner gegenwärtigen Form kann das  fact that Syriac has a perfectly good word for ‘world’  (pp- 65-66). When it suits Perrin to render Coptic  Argument nicht als schlüssig gelten.  ‘world’ by Syriac ‘earth’ it is so rendered (p. 78), but on  RESUME  other occasions the Coptic word ‘world’ is rendered by  Perrin defend une thöse originale : l/&vangile de Thomas  Syriac ‘world’ (p. 83). The author is thus selecting the  EuroJTh 13:2 ® 139God 15 capable of actıng outsıde OW) dateraıit du dernier quart du |Je siecle et seraılt dependant
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