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über das, WAads$S Paulus dem Alten JTestament erdankt. take LNOTC than ON book hıs S:

also wonder whether SOINC ofHolland’s conclusions
MaYy be Overstated: for example, wıth WONL

Ihe thesıs of thıs book 15 lear and well-expressed Sa y that, of COUTSC, DPaul interprets Jesus death the ful-
throughout. Stated sımply it 15 that ımportant AX10MS ent of the 'aSSOVver but, ould adı  ‘; NOT only

reference points C the author calls ‘Jenses’) aV the ent of the Passover. What of Corinthıans
been MI1SSINS from the ınterpretation of aul’s writings. S for example?
'Ihe TrSt such lens 15 that the STOTY of the Passover and Ihe author sometımes knocks OoOWNnNn what SCC be
the exodus the interpretive keys Paul’s ‚OU!:  t StrawWw men For example, he demolıshes the VICEW that
and, partıcular, hıs interpretation of Jesus death hıs pre-Christian days, DPaul persecuted fellow Jewısh
Allıed thıs but NOT ONC of the “enses’ 15 that, Christians because they roclaımed aw-free gospel
the author’s VICW,; DPaul’s ‚OU: 6 only be properly ntıles Some, ıncludıng IN WOU. arguc that Paul
understood when SCC be exegete and theo- persecuted Jewısh Christians because the teachıng thev
ogıan of the Old Testament. According, it 15 proclaımed LO other Jews heterodox the VIEW of

ınterpret aul’s OU: contaimnıng the alloy the Jewısh Paul represented. Holland’s Cargerts ATC

of Hellenistic He NOCT, he SaVS, ‘Hellenise” (to M1X metaphor) MIOTIC uanced than he sometımes
the Chrıstian MCSSASC but he remaıned faıthful both admıts and, result, sometımes O€Ss NOT ddress other
the OU:! pattems and expectations of the Old Tlesta- viewpoints
ImMent and also what Jesus had proclaımed. Ihe second er example 15 E the first Pasic of Chap-
lens 15 that the 'all writiıngs cshould be read being, ter One SayS that scholars Claıme: for SCHNCIA-
ımplıcıtly corporate and covenantal theır approach. t10Ns that DPaul change Jesus’ IMNCSSAZC such
Ihe “rediscovery of these aX10MS, claıms the author, that Jesus WOL NOT AaVe recognısed what Paul taught.
‘bring S1C } far LIOTIC coherent understandıng of the But maınstream scholar such Hooker has ecently
teachıng of the apostle DPaul the of Christology, wrıtten MOST unexceptionally: Althou: DPaull’s contrıbu-
salvatıon anthropology (p 291) tion ist1anıty W as CNOTIMMOUS, hıs understandıng of

'Ihıs 15 dıfhcult book FeEVIEW because it 15 g00d the gospel W as NOT dıstortion of Jesus’ OW|] MCSSAYC
CC sometımes VE g00d but other places, and miıssıconN Hooker, Panıl. Shi  S Introduction

NOT SUTIC 2003], 1485)
Ihe strengths of the book 1fs robust challenge ere dIC SOT1I1IC wıder 1SSUES that does NOT deal

Man scholarly presupposıit1ons and impetus 1I1ICW wıth. On the narratıve substructure Paul’s OUu:  t.  „
research DPau[l’s debt the Old Testament. addı- much important work 15 being carrıed OUTt and Holland
t10n, Ollanı offers impressiventof much does NOT CHHALC wıth It. On the nNnature of

the Paulıne demonstrate that DPaul’s ough: OU:  t and of thought *the Mediterranean
world’ SCC, for example, chapter Iwo of aASspaschal, new-Exodus, and covenantal. For

these LrCAaSONS alone, thıs 15 book that be read Dy The New Testament World (2001)
who ATIC interested readıng and understandıng Paul. ere 15 much that 15 VC good and stimulatıng

I hat saıd, AaVEe quest1ons about of Holland’s thıs book My reservatıons asıde, the book 15 1ImMpoTr-
Cant contribution the WaY read DPaul CcCholars wıllmetho: style and presupposıtıons.

doubts the value of SOUTCCS for ınter- eed CNSHASC wıth It.
preting Paul the lıterature of Second Temple Judaısm Anthony Bash, Durham, England
and the pseudepigraphal wrıtings Rather, accordıng

DPaul stayed “wıthın the framework of Old Tes-
theology' (p 43) but thıs begs ımportant Revelatıonquestion: Whıiıch 15 Paul’s Old lestament interpretive

framework of that theology? Is It ancıent Israel’s, Paul’s Ben Wiıtherington 111
OW!] (however derıved) twenty-first century? At least Cambrıidge: Cambrıdge Universıity Press, 2003, 307
Second Temple hlıterature and the pseudepigraphal wrIit- pb., ISBN 521
Ings provıde SOMMIC clues how the Old Testament
WEeTIC being ınterpreted CTa wıthın the INanıy SUMMARKY
‘“Judaıisms’ thatan acknowledging Neusner, This TY, the irst In the New Cambridge erles,
exısted. aul Clearly 15 CXegeLEC and theologıan of the applies SOCIO-rhetorical criticısm Revelation. There IS
Old Testament but, HOfe, of the Septuagın- J0-page introduction and the mostly English SEC-

tal vers1ion of it U xclude from Paul’s all other ondary literature organised Dy Category. The cCcommenta
cultural ınfiuences ıncludıng the pervasıve infÄuence DFrODET IS INOTEe helpful VersSsecS and ections of (EeXT
of Hellenıistic OU: OVverstatement of Q(AdSı| than In supplying O0k-wide insights, somewhat regretta-

Dly for rhetorical approac and inadequately gıven KEeV-In VICW, there 15 LOO much accumulated evidence
5Sdy otherwise, and Ollanı O€s NOT much beyond elation’s Oorganıc unity. Dolemic In the Graeco-RKoman
asserting thıs poıint, though acknowledge ıt ould context IS overstated and Revelation’s Jewish mMatrıx COT-
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respondingly neglected, ıth insufficient attention gıven about iındıyıdual CISCS dıscrete sect10nNs AIC maınly
allusions Or inner-textual developments. Despite C1p However, few book-wıde insıghts help the

the author’s DFrOVEN tature, his work here lacks cutting, reader understand the relatıon of all these the
speclialist edge Oole eıther Wıtherington 15 NOT convınced of Revela-

ons unıty thıs factor O€s NOLT ınterpretation.RESUME Ihıs reviewer’s ımpression Was of dısjointed approach,( @ cCommentaıre inaugure Ia serıe New Cambridge,
appliquant UNe approche soclo-rhetorique ’Apocalypse though socı10-rhetorical 1SSUES INaYV be saı1d predomı-

E For example, whereas the rhetorıical strateg1es of
de Jean UJne introduction de SUlvIie d’une the ven oracles (Rev 2-3) dIC examıned, the ScCptet 15
annotatıon Dar categorie de Ia Iıtterature secondaire Sur- st1ll assumed be best elucıdated NOT V1a ıts SEVENTIO
tOUt anglals). est JuE ’approche rhetorique
soImt plus meme de ComMMenter versets sections du erary framework but, in the tradıtıon of Ramsey and

Hemer, through OUr reconstructed owledge of polıtı
JUuUC d’aider comprendre e |ıvre tant YJUC tel, .Ous-esti- cal, SOC1I0-CCONOMIC AN! relıg10Us lıfe Asıan cıtıes. It 15
mant alnsı SOM Uunıte organıque. L importance d’une DOlE- doubtful thıs popular hermeneutical IMOVC of teppıngmIque antı-greco-romalne est exageree, detriment de
Ia mMmatrıce Juive du livre, tandis YJUC les allusions veterotes-

outsıde the TeXT of Revelatıon 15 Justified Vecn SUDDOS-
ıng the extra-textual frame of reference used the

tamentaıres les developpements Internes dUu tEexte SONT rıght OLIC here, Wiıtherington neıther postulates OT
negliges. Auteur de Valr ailleurs, SNn travaıl de NO  — explores Jewısh Jewısh Chrıstian matrıx for what he
specialiste IC MaNqUE cOote incisif. agrees be thoroughly Jewısh book, followıng trend
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG of recent Ameriıican scholarshıp in uncrıtically construmng

Revelatıon polemic agalnst Graeco-Roman POWCI' S-| )Iieser Kommentar, der erste In der New Cambridge Reihe, at-be general and attack the ımper1 cultwendet sOzio-rhetorische Kritik auf die Offenbarung FS
gibt eiıne 50seltige Einleitung und Anmerkungen ZUr gröls- partıcular.
tenteils englischen Sekundärliteratur, die nach Kategorien devıce already famılıar from Wiıtherington’s PIC-

VIOUS OO 15 hıs of elucıdate specıalgeordnet ISt. Der eigentliche Kommentar ıst hilfreicher
problems of interpretation. In CaS! the approach 15Finzelversen und Textabschnitten als De] der Bereitstellung

von Einsichten, die sich auf das Buch beziehen, Was of 1mıte: alue. Gıven the complexıty of Revelatıon
eın wenig bedauerlic für eınen rhetorischen Ansatz und lıterature aMı the intrıcacıes of Itfs composıtion, the

otte wıder 1SsuUEeSs WOUL. have been better used forinadäquat angesichts der organischen Einheit der Offenba-
solıd hermeneutical galn, helping readers explore the[1uns ISt. DIie Polemik Im griechisch-römischen Kontext Ist

üÜberbewertet und die üdische Matrıx der enDarung ird basıc mechanıcs and sıgnıfıcance of Revelatıon’s UNrec-

Im egENZUS vernachlässigt; alttestamentlichen Anspie- enting Old lestament allusıons chartıng Aat least OLMNC
of the crucı1al iınner-textual developments 1Clungen oder innertextlichen Entwicklungen ird wenig Revelatıon’s STOFYV unfurlsAufmerksamkeit geschenkt. Irotz der hereits Bewels

gestellten Fähigkeiten des Autoren ehl seIiner Arbeit ın Wıtherington’s explanatıon ofthe i  A ofRevelatıon 15
diesem Falle die innovatıve Klasse eıNnes Spezialisten. punctuated by ONC INOTC rıdging” artıcles ofvaryıng

length aımed at Cn the horızon of book
u and mıne Current readers. go0od ıdea prın-

Readers mMaYy have ONC IMNOTC of Ben Wıtherington’s cıple, It 15 compromıiısed DYy Wıtherington’s unsatısfac-
Man y books such hıs New Testament  1stOrYy  Z recently CO understandıng of the first horızon. Ihe SAaIlıc SO of
made avVvaılable iın French translatıon hıs Previous mıxed results” whıch. he SaVS, OMN1Cc from alına inad-
soci10-rhetorical work Acts and Galatıans Ihe prescnt equate “typıcal SsOc10-cultural pproach” Revelatıon,
MM  arYy applıes thıs latter methodology the Book also ıronıcally from hıs OW) readıng the ONC

of Revelatıon, the first NCW ser1es (the New ( An hand, due Overestimatıon of how accurately modern
bridge Bıble Commentary) aımıng update the achıeve- scI1eENt1NC INquIıry INaYy extrapolate from the ancıent texXTt

the first readers’ reconstructed lıfe sıtuati1on; AaNof 1ts predecessor. Ihe author 15 general edıtor.
Ihe COMMECNLK; 15 TAamMEeE: Dy -page iıntroduc- the other, by paralle] underestimatıon of Revelatıon’s

tıon NOT ‚urprisıngly devoted maınly soci1o0-rhetor1- Jewısh-mess1ianıc character :elated the omnıpresent
cal 1Ssues and by short appendıx focussıng, apparently CWIS: Scriıptures d the Oospels and of the ınner-
for Ameriıican readers, Rev 20.4-6 Ihen the author CWIS. polemi1c whıiıch. mınd.  ‘; these overlooked

Dy category what he consıders be sıgnıfıcant aS pCCtS strongly PICSUDDOSC. er Current readers’
the huge secondary lıterature devoted Revelatıon; OWNTN horızons ATC(by these artıcles, 15 INOTC

NOT Sse Revelatıon specıalıst, unlıke those whom subjectıve question: OSEC iınfÄduenced by ınterested
he declares hıs debt (: Wiıtherington’s rather 1d10Syn- populıst mıllenarıan readıngs of Revelatıon wıll probably
cratıc preference here 15 for works Englısh, wıth only apprecıate them MOST.
Occasıonal and unrepresentatıve NOote of German cholar- YOU Duy thıs OO0 acks the qualıty, rehabıl-
sh1p and hardly French studıes Ity and Haır of recent Amerıican commentarıes DYy Beale,

In the COMMENLK:; PrODpCT, the author’s COMMENEFTCS Keener Koester (for example), of Kuropean studıes
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Wwriıitten by uch Bauckham Glesen Prigent des gegenwartıgen Anstiegs des Interesses der Beziehung
these the authors show hard-won CXPEITISC handlıng zwischen Bibelwissenschaften und systematischer Theolo-

extraordınarıly sophısticate, and therefore emand- SIC und nn die jewelligen Ansichten über Geschichte
of ancıent lıterature Wıtherington VOor/ Jürgen Moltmann und Wolfhart Pannenberg

New lestament ‚pecıalıst amply confirmed by ther konstruktiven Dialog mıt der und Weilse auf der die
publıshed work, but COMMENT; he relıes hıs Offenbarung räumliche und zeitliche Kategorien benutzt
MENTOFrS AL almost CVCLY sıgnıfıcant PO1NT referring (ottes Beziehung F: Welt begründen DEN Buch
them frequently and wıth nearly undre: footnotes IST csehr empfehlen esonders CcE seINner geschicktenMOSUVY acknowledgements Analyse des Veges auf dem der er Johannes die ambi-

When viewed from the tandpoınt ofspecıialısed work valente Siıtuation SCINeET Adressaten mMıt (iottes etztend-
Revelatıon, the scholarly PCIS pCCtIVC academ1c liıchen Absichten MIt Himme! und Frde verbindet

of the back cover’s hype NOT especıially CV1-
dence LiM! of LOO Many COmMMeEeNLTar': thıs 0)8[{  M
resembles SO of dıgest BYy the enN! of read still In God and Hıstory the Book ELATLION Michael
had clear ANSWEETS HNS what Was INNOVA- ertson CONSITITLICTS ogue between the Book of
L1Ve about thıs contrıbution, what ICS author NO  w Revelatıon and Wolfhart Pannenbe  S and Jürgen Moaol-
specıalıst had the SUumM of Revelatıon scholar- tmMann’s FESPECL$LLIVE of hıstory. addıtiıon thıs
shıp ate what he had saıd better than the Man eologıc CONCEIN, methodological TIUNSs
who have recently gSoNC before throughout the book how relate bıblıcal studıes

Gordon ampbell, Ä1%X en-Provence, France and SYStEMALTIC theology, 1C aVve usually been held Aat
armı! length modern academ13a” Ihe heart of ert-
SO methodological sSet OUTt the second
chapter of the book, where he first clearly and concıselyand Hıstory the ook of Revelation analyses LYy of atternpts ACCOUNT for the

New Testament Studies Dialogue wıth of relatıonshıp between the dıscıplınes and then
Pannenberg anıMoltmann dynamıc relatıonshıp where both the CONteEeM-

(Socıety for New Testament Studzes Monograph POTFarYy COMNCECETNIS of modern theology and the hıstor1-
SETLES 124) cal partıcularıty of the teXTt theır due weıght

ertson Jus  CS hıs me wıth appe AlısterMichael Gıilbertson cGrath defence of modıfıed proposıtional approach
Cambrıidge Cambrıidge Unıiversıty Press 2003 theology whiıch dogmatıcs SCCH elaboratiıon

235 50) ISBN 521 of what found Scripture where “Christian doctrine
concerned wıth the o  o and of theSUMMARY hıstory of Jesus ofSTA the that thıs

God and Mıstory the hook of Revelation ONe of the fruits
of the recent of the relationship hbetween insıght 1INTO theP of I'Cahty D McGrath quoted

Apart from NOT NCOMMON but unfortunateIDIICcCa studies and systematıc theology, places Jürgen Maol- neglect of the church’s tradıtıon of reca|  o and ıInterpreL-and Wolfhart Pannenberg respeClıve of Mis- INS Scripture, Gılbertson pproach ı sensıble; he neıther
LOTY INTO CONSTIructiıve lalogue ith the WdY IC the
Book of Revelation S5C5 spatia|l and temporal Categories

dımınıshes the for the hıstorical contmgen-
aCcCount for Giod relationship the world The book I5

MCr hıch has been the emphasıs of ıblıcal studıes L11OTr

ownplays the ;ole oftheological ONSIrUCLIO: wıthın thehighiy recommended especlially for | deft analysis of how socı1al phılosophiıcal CIrCUumMSsSTaANCES hıchohn the Seer places the ambivalent sSıtuatıon of his audi- ourselves Chrıstian theology, bıblıcal studıes
ENCeEe within God ultimate for both heaven and
earth

and SYSteEMALIC theology eed ON\:  m another because the
former ‚WaYsS draws back the arıty of the

RESUME bıblıcal CEeXTSs that the latter based upon hıle the latter
seeks artıculate Scriptural VICW of realıty wıthın( e |vre est l’un des frunts de nter'| JueE porte CESs

temps-cCı I relation les etudes Dibliques el la theo- whıch ought ecad the FEeXT. One INaV adı 1C|
ogie systematıque considere Ia ENSCE de Moltmann et Gıilbertson does NOT explicıtly, that ıIT perhaps
de Pannenberg sur | histoire Ia umiere de | dans le for Christian scholars St0p VICWINS the dıstınct
IIvre de I’Apocalypse de Categories spatiales et temporelles dıscıplınes but SCC them the exegetical and conceptual

of the ONC eologıc task—to speak the truthVOUT presenter la relation de Jeu monde OUS
LrOUVE profonde analyse de Ia NaNnleTe dont Jean le VISIOTN- ınformed by Scripture wıthın and for the WOT| hıch

Ia condition ambivalente de SE ecteurs dans le ourselves.
cadre des desseins ultimes de I1eu DOUT e ciel et Ia ertson CONCErnN SIVC bıblıcal studıes and

theır due CONCeEern shapes the TMIGLLITE of the
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG book’s POSIUVC theologiıcal ar' gument. the first chapter(G0d and Hıstory the book of Revelation | eINe Frucht Gılbertson SECTS OUrTt the modern phılosophiıcal and theo-
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