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LL0NAVY of Bılılıcal T heology Desmond Alexander, Brian credi|  ty aMı perhaps should AaVUE been subject MO

Rosner, Carson, Graeme o  ‚WO:  y | Leicester, edıtorijal SCrutiNy.
Inter-Varsıty Press/Downers Grove, nter-Var- Despıite these crit1ques, the book ole

SIty Press,) along wıth few quest10ns that deal enjoyable work and :ould recommend iıt VO
wıth the chapter. Ihe book 15 wrıtten from Evangelı- interested in Bıblıcal Theology long they read It

wıth critical CYCcal perspective yeL interacts wıth wıde raANSC of scholar-
shıp Preston Sprinkle, Unmnwersiıty erdeenIhe book ole 15 enjoyable read, and yveLt

have few pomnts of Crıticısm. Hiırst of all  ; the book
attempts sShow that the 'theology of the ınvolves The Triumph of Grace ın Deuteronomythe StOI'Y of Israel”, but O€es thıs really Sd y anythıng? Ihe
book does NOT explhicıtly Sa y that the C  StOrY of Israel 15 Paul Barker
the domiınant theme 1ın Scripture, but that It represents arlısle Paternoster Press: 2004, XI 269

promınent theologıcal theme (p 27/8) Ihıs O€es NOT pb, ISBN 1:842727.7265:8
striıke anythıng worth proving. Who ':ould OU!|
that the Bıble ““nvolves’ the STOLCY of Israel? UMMARY

Secondly, the book O€s NOT consıstently fOocus 0)8! the In his lightiy revised doctoral thesis Paul Barker examınes
"StOrYy of Israel such. In Varıo0us chapters the authors the relationship hbetween optimısm and DESSIMISM, C
show how dıfferent of Scripture reflect deutero- and |awW, In the Dook of DeuteronomYy. Through etaıle:
NOMI1C of OU:  t; and thus bears WItNeEeSsSs the exegesis of eut 1'/ 3-10 and 29-3() Barker demonstrates
theme of *the story of Israel” So for instance, Marvın that far from regarding the |aw Cd>Yy DVeuteronomy antıcı-
ate concludes hıs chapter DPaul Dy Sayıng 15 chap- Israel’s subsequent failure obey. Nevertheless, hope
FeTr has hıghlıghted Paul’s retellıng of the St0['y of Israel IS be oun In HWHRH’s DrOVEN idelity the Abrahamıiıc
(p 229); and y€t agte only shows that Paul xhıbıts CCTI- This IS careful and Judicious work IC makes
taın deuteronomı1c P atterns of ough! (LE obedience iımportant contribution the appreclation of aspect
MNSS blessing, SINn rnNgs curses). NOT convınced of LDeuteronomiıc heology SsOMetIimes misunderstood.
that Pau[ll’s deuteronomıiıc WdY of (agaın, SOLII1C- ZUSAM  -ASSUNGthıng that 0)8[  M WOULU. deny indıcates that the C  StOrY of
Israel W as domıiınant motıf hıs letters. In dieser leicht überarbeiteten rassung seIıner Doktorarbeit

untersucht Pauıl RBarker die Beziehung zwischen Optimis-Y% OC author partıcular NOT careful lıst-
INUS und Pessimismus, na und esetz Im Buch Deu-ıng references VarıoQous books Marvın Pate’s chapter

Second JTemple sm found Citat1Oons teronomıum Mittels eiıner detaillierten LxXxegese VOrn/N eut
that ubOoN examınatıon WEEIC SIMPIY CITOIICOUS For 1'/ 3-7 und 29-30 zeigt Barker, dass das Deuteronomium

weıt davon entfernt Ist, das ESE als einfachesINnstance, he SaVS in passıng: E ough that Israel’s
anzusehen, sondern dass Israels kommendes Versagen,suffering, lıke woman’s bı PaNSS, ould o1ve

the essiah (see Dan 12:1-5: En 80:4-5; ; JubO Gehorsam seln, antızıpiert. Nichtsdestotrotz ISt Hoff-

23:14-23; Ezra /83) (P 108) faıl SC how of Nung In ahwes erwiesener Jreue Zzu Abraham-Bund
finden ı1es ıst eıne sorgfältige und urteilsfähige Arbeit, diethese references SuUuppOIt hıs Statement. For instance, eınen wichtigen Beitrag FEL Wertschätzung eInes Aspekteszra /:3 SaVYS: “ | kzra | saıd, “SPC lord.” he

sa1ıd IN “ I here S SCTt iın wıde CADANSC that deuteronomistischer Theologie leistet, der manchmal MISS-
It 15 TOA and Va hıs has absolutely nothıng do verstanden ird
wıth the essiah wıth the eschatological Pangs RESUME
None ofthe other references er refer essiah hıle ette th  EsEe de doctorat ‚egerement revISeEE traıte du raD-only few refer 'eschatological bı:  + pangs such. Dort qu’il entre optimısme et DEessIMISME, alnsı qu en-
that KEzra and AVYUC) exhıbıt *sın-exıile-restoration
Agaın, chart Pasc 111 ate attempts show tre a grace et 1a IO01, dans le |ıvre du Deuteronome. Par

UNe exegese detaillee de LDeuteronome W 3-10 29-
theme Dy lıstıng plethora of references wıthout 30, Barker demontre YUC, oın de considerer Ia 101 mm
Cıtat10n. Many of these upoh examınatıon SCITONCOUS facile, [ VDeuteronome prevolt l’echec d’Isra@el obeir.
For instance, he lısts Bar S D TEXT. that speaks of Neanmoins, renCcContre UuUNe esperance fondee SUurT les
xıle ASC of covenantal Curses’, but alas, there 15 DrEeUVES donnees Dar Yahve de del l’alliance aDra-

Bar 2217 the chapter ends at 32.9! Agaın. he lısts hamique ette Stude solgnee et judicieuse apporte UuUNne
Bar 29:1-30:5 under thıs SAaInıc category Exile‘) but contribution iımportante SUr ct de Ia theologie deu-

thıs PasSSagc unambıguously refers eschatologıcal 1CS5- teronomIque QqUI Darfols ete mal COmMpTrIS.toratıon, NOLT SO ofxıle” pace does NOT permit
lıst other CITOILICOUS references. Fortunately, the other

authors of thıs book avoıded such INas: referenCcıng and Ihe twın poles of law aMı have been 0)8[  M of the
thus NOT be NCIUCE: thıs crıtique. 10 mınd, IMOST ımportant tor eologıc: reflection
DPate’s chapter Second Temple udaısm looses much wıthın the Chrıstian tradıtion. Ihe tensiıonN between the
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orıginates the 1DI1Ca. themselves. In thıs makes of lıterature appearıng the intervenıng
etaıled study Daul Barker addresses the problem ıt decade
CCUTS 1n the book of Deuteronomy. Deuteronomy 1S, Thıs 15 careful and Judıcı1o0us work which makes
of COUTISC, the last book of the LaWw and Moses’ final, ımportant contrıbution the appreclation of
authorıitatıve repetition of the commandments delıvered of Deuteronomic theology sometımes mısunderstood.
AT Sınal. On the V edge of the Promised Land Moses Cn 15 etaıle: interactıon wıth Deuteronomi1c cholar-

the iımportance of whole-hearted obedıience. I sh1p, yet Barker 15 NOT afraıd dıisagree wıth commonlivy
the people do they wıll reCE1VeE bundant blessing in held posıt1ons. When he O€s hıs LCASONS ATC cClearly and
the lanı  Q ccordıng Moses *the words ATC yOUr respec  y artıculated. example of detaıled TCX-
mouths do them)’ eut On the other hand, tual work thıs 15 vVC fine Gıiven the of the 1SSUES
the commandments aD PCAL extremely demandıng the Ar stake, though, it 'ould aV been useful AaVe had
requırement constantly r epeat the CIMa Deut. ITMNOTC reflection the of Deuteronomy’s rheto-
9) 15 Cas! in poıint and Israel aD DCATS be doomed F1C and how handle it exegeticallv. should also AaVE
disobey the lıst of CUTSCS threatens. wıshed have SCeH TMNOTC consıderatiıon of the catego-

According er INaIr scholars aVve assumed that 1€eSs of theologıcal analysıs. 1o what do law and
Deuteronomy has utoplan VISION whıch, the basıs 9  > optımısm pessimısm, accurately Deu-
of Deut 30.14;, the commandments ATICc CaS Y obey. teronomY's message? Nevertheless, wıthın these CategO-arker seeks challenge such assumption through ries, Barker artıculates the Uances of Deuteronomy'sdetaıjled analysıs of three important the Tame- ‚OU: better than 15 often OnNne
work of Deuteronomy: the ACCOUNT of the rebellıon Aat Nathan MacDonald, S  ndrews, COLLAN:Kadesh Barnea and the successful CONqUESL of Iransjor-
dan eu 1'3)7 the Deuteronomic retellıng of the SIN of
the Golden Calf Deut. S-10) and the extensıive recapıtu- AMUE|latıon of the COVeENanrTt Cu! 9-3 In each asc Barker
seeks show that optimısm and pessımısm, and (FOTL VIUI)
law, ATC interwoven. Thıs 15 NOT evidence of iıncoher-
ent theology the part ofDeuteronomy but theologı- Antony Campbell, 5.J

rand Rapıds Cambrıdge: CN  ans, 2003 XV11cal persuasıve ACCOUNT of Israel’s relatıonshıp wıth her
God Despıite the faıthfulness of Israel, elıty 25() pb, ISBN 0-8028-6079-6

the promises made the patrıarchs results the tr1- UMMARY
umph of Campbell’s Samue| ers Ne style of form criticısm(One WaY of Ca  o wıth the teNs1ONs Deuter- that Duilds older styles, hut IC lo0ks ar LEXTS d$S larger15 resolve the 1ssue dıachronically. Ihe pOSI1- wholes. The cCommenta works iıth the standard elementst1ve for Yahwısm durıng Josiah’s reıgn and
the deep despaır of the exıle have rovıded cOoNvenıeNt of the/ but Dprovides SOTTIE interesting Varlations
OCI for such Such approac. 15 eschewed Dy f helpful introduction highlights both mMajor ISSUES In

Samue|l and Campbell’s WdY of eading the text. The CONM-Barker who attempts resolve the 1SSUE synchroniıcallv. mentary’'s trength IS Its ability distil critical discussionIhe result 15 careful eXegeESIS of the relevant TEeXTS in and lead readers Hack the L(EXT itself, but readers 100-dıalogue wıth the maJor ınterpreters of DeuteronomYy.
uch emphasıs 15 placed dıscernıng the tructfure of king for gulidance Darticular wil| normally need

lo0k elsewhere.the9which provıdes aluable kev for Jocatıng
what 15 ımportant the wriıter. Ihe subsequent dıscus- ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
S10NS focus maJor theological 1SSUES especılally those Campbells /f1 Samuelll hbietet Ine eue der Formkri-
elated law and Deut 1-3 and Deut 8-10 recCe1Vve tik, die auf äalteren rten aufbaut, aber JTexte als rößeresımılarouof discussıon, but the eart of the book Einheiten anschauft. |JDer ommMmentar arbeitet mit den
15 cClearly Deut 29-30 hıch recCe1ves twıce much en- Standardelementen des Genre, aber nın einige interes-
tıon. Sante Varıationen Eine hilfreiche Einleitung betont sowochl

The book Was orıgınally doctoral thesıs supervısed wichtige rragen In Bezug auf Samu el als auch CampbellsDYy Gordon Wenham and submuıtted the tormer Chel-
tenham and Gloucester College of 1:  er Educatıon. A AJ den JText lesen. DITSZ Stärke des KOommMentars llegt

n seIner Fähigkeit, die kKritische Diskussion fokussieren
Published iın Paternoster’s Bıblıcal Monographs serl1es It und die L eser Z Jext selbst zurückzuführen, aber Leser,retaıns MOST of the characterist1ics of thesıs offerıng few die ılfe eınem bestimmten Vers suchen, werden diese
Compromıises the general reader. It 15 generously fOooOt- melst anderswo finden mMmussen
noted, closely argued, the ancıent and modern anguages RESUMEdTC untranslated and It has extensive bıbliography. It
has been proviıded wıth author Narmne ındexes. nfor- ( et OUVTdSsC sur 1 Samue! re style MNMOUVEAU de critique
tunately the orıgınal thesıs submuıiıtted in 1995 des formes, TOUTt construlsant partır des approches Dlus
has been only lıghtly revised. Consequently the book ancıennes, maıls considerant 1es textes [NM de Jarges
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