
Book Reviews

Ihe maJor strength of Baırd‘s presentation of the tamentlıchen Wissenschaft. NET (Tübıngen, ase
StOrYy of research comparıson wıth PreviIOuUs Francke, 2003; cf. FeVIEW IhL  5 print).
presentations 15 the better of Amerıcan and Stenschke, ErgNEUStT.  L, Deutschland.
British contributions alr estimate of CONSCIVaA-
t1ve approaches scholars. Hıs presentation iıncludes
scholars whose contrıibution scholarshıp has oth- Apocryphal Gospels: An Introduct:onerwıse been neglected (though AT t1mes for understand-
able reasons!). Yet uch attempt the selectiıon of Hans-Josef Klauck
scholars („The scholars iıncluded dIC selected accordıng London AT International, 2003, 2236 pb,theır impact the ONgomg story of the dıscıplıne”, ISBN 0-567-08390-X
XV) and the sıgnıfıcance attrıbuted ach of them wıll

UMMARYobvıiously Vd Still thınk that Kıttel and the begın;
nıngs of the IN and M ähler should have been This translation of Klauck‘s German origina| offers US

iıncluded, both only ADPCATL 1ın ONC footnote each for authoritative IV of so-called apocryphal ospels. eal-
Kıttel SC Kümmel, The New lestament, 3-4 Kıtte ng ıth materia!l of diverse Lypes and from varıety of

student of the early Jewısh enviıronment of the NI): eriods, the treatment here IS both JUdicIOUS and informa-
0-62 the cf. also Friedrich, AZUT Vor- tive Klauck ivides the materia|l into twelve categories, and
geschıichte des T heologischen WorterbuchsZNeuen Tes- includes treatment of isolated sayıngs, fragmentary [EXTS
tament“, XT 1°32); for ähler SE TT and SOME [EXTS that, while inspire DY other ospels, dre not
and http://www.bautz.de/bbkl/k/Kaehler_m.shtml) ospels at all, such d treatments of the end of ary’s lıfe

For ach cholar under consıderatıon alırı D1VES and the ‚anti-Gospel‘ ole: Yeshu In SOTTIEC
brief and balanced 4A4SSESSMECNT and crit1que AT the end of sensationalist claims Klauck explicitiy denies the independ-
hıs presentation. Arı appV understand and CNee of the Gospe!l of Philip from the New JTestament and

SE E SOMNME dependence of the Gospe! of Thomas thepresecnt cholars theır S  5:  ‚T’he scholars ATC

investigated ccordıng theır maJor works effort 15 synoptic tradition.
made SsSet theır research wıthın the larger hıstorıcal-cul- ZUSAM  FASSUNGtural CONTEXL, anı wıthın theır OW) biographic evel-
Oopment and eologic; perspective”, XV) rather than DITZ UÜbersetzung des„deutschen Originals VOorn Klauck hietet

eınen autoritativen UÜberblick über die genannten dDO-arguc thesıs consıstently 455C55 everything and CVC-
Kryphen Evangelien. |Die Behandlung des verschiedenar-rybody from certaın perspective. Aalr‘ succeeds wıth

hıs 21 of „presenting the VIEWS of the scholarsal tigen Materials dUus unterschiedlichen Perioden ıSst sowohl|
wıth the hope that ıf the cholar WEEIC read ıt. he aır Im Urteil als auch informativ. Klauck teilt das Materia|

che ould be able embrace It hıs her OWTI). In zwöl Kategorien eın und ezieht die Behandlung VON

isolierten Sprüchen, fragmentarischen Jexten und anderenavoı1d IMpOSINg later perspectives and evaluatıons
Texten eın, die War VOornN anderen Evangelien inspirliert,the materı1al. 'Ihe criıticısms 4ASSECSSIMENTS ıntend

address the materı1al in Its OW' right, 1in ıts OW)] setting, aber selbst keine Evangelien sind, wıe das Fnde des | ehbens
in order sharpen the 1SSUES, and NOT the basıs of der Marıa und das „Anti-Evangelium“ Toledot Jeschu Im

Gegensatz einıgen sensationalistischen BehauptungenSOTMNC OomnıscCIENTt perspective” ough StOFY welst Klauck die Unabhängigkeit des Philip-Evangeliumsof research, book 15 refreshing and CaSV ead 15
MUST for scholars and theır post-graduate VO clar zurück und sieht eıne gewisse Abhängigkeit

dents o0k forward Baırd‘s ırd volume VOM Bıblı- des Thomasevangeliums von der synoptischen Tradition.
ESUMEcal Theology LO Pluralısm

Readers interested 1ın the StOrYy of scholarshıp Cet OUVTASC CONSaCcre dUuX evangiles apocryphes aılt AaUutO-
should also z OTte of the excellent volume DYy nte traıte de TEexXTEes appartenant des SCHNTES divers et

Lee. Hıstory of New estament Lexwography, Studıes des Deriodes varıees, el apporte de facon judicieuse UNe
1ın Bıblıcal PE (New York Lang, 2003; c£t. the information utile repartıt les textes douze categoriesFEVIECW Dy Köstenberger, JE IS 4/, 2004, 485f) For et rend AUSSI Compte de Pr DO>S ISOIES, de textfes ragmen-
SULVCYS of the CUurrent of scholarshıp COMPDAIC aıres, aınsı YJUC de Lextes quI, ıen UJUC s’Inspirant d’evan-

EpPp, aC. (ed8), The New Testament and giles, constituent DdaSs des evangiles proprement Darler,Its Modern Interpreters (Phiıladelphia: Fortress; Atlanta Dar exemple CEUX QquI traıtent de la fin de a VIEe
Scholars, C  ght, Osborne (eds.), de Marıe ENCOTE le contre-evangile Ole: Yeshu Se
The CcE New Testament uUdLES SUrveEYy Recent demarquant d’idees sensatıon, Klauck nıe expressementResearch ran Rapıds Baker Academuic; Leicester: UUC ’evangile de Philippe sSoImt independant du OUVEAaU
> 2004; FeVIEW JET 2005, print; SOMNC lTestament et considere YUuC ’evangile de Thomas presentecontrıbutions ın McKniıight/Osborne also contaın lengthy UuUNe certaıne dependance ar rapport 1a tradition OPD-
SULVCYS of past research partı  ar tOpI1CS, tique.Porter ree STAaAIMUANALC SYNTaX, /6-103) and
Wıschmeyer Jirsg‘); Herkunft und Zukunft der NEULTES-
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Gıven the OUnN! of miısınformatıon 1n the publıc claıms Dy those who have sought promote these
domaın about apocryphal gospels, the aPDPCAraNC of central place iın the hıstory of early Christianıty, it 15
Klauck’s ıntroduction, orıginally publıshe iın German iın NOT the AdsSc that AaucC. LreaTts the unsympatheti-
2002 15 tımely. Here have Uud1c10US and authorita- cally. Nor 15 he AVETSC see1ıng heterodox traıts S1gN
t1ve that deals wıth wıde rFansc of mater1a] of primıtıvıity (eGox 54) However, thıs only
in number of languages from antıquıty the modern make hıs argu.ments for cautiıon ther places all the
peri1od IMOTC COgCIIt.

Makıng SeCrTrEeTt of the roblems ınvolved in clas- Wılliams, Aberdeen, COLLAN:
sıfıcatıon and selection of maternal Aallc dıvıdes hıs
subject ınto twelve chapters: (} agrapha, 1e Sayıngs
ascribed the earthly Jesus, very nebulous category”
(p /a ® he ıllustrates wıth examples rangıng Argumng wıth Scripture:
from Acts 20:35 the Qur’an. the agrapha have The Rhetoric of Quotations ın the Letters of Paul
only lımıted value for research iInto the hıstorıical Jesus’ Christopher Stanley(P ZÜ); (Z) fragments, LO partıal remaıns of early London LAl ar International, 2004, 196works, such Papyrus kgerton (ca 200),
the “Unknown Berlın Gosperl', the “Secret Spe. of pb, ISBN 0-56/-02630-2
Mark” (3) Jewısh-Christian gospels, of which PreCc10Us UMMARY
ıttle remaıns; (4) gospels of the Egyptians: these the title suggests, his work OCUSES the rhetorical
AIC utterly unrelated, ONC eing TE TEXT quoted bDy unction of Paul  /  S quotations of the Old lTestament. majorClement of Alexandrıa and the other being pth fEeXT question that the book seeks anıswer S, wWwas the USE offrom Nag Hammadı; (5 iNnfancy gospels, partıcularly the
rotevangelıum ofJames, the Infancy Gospel of Ihomas  „ explicit ıblica quotations effective strategy for influ-

encing the eliefs and/or conduct of the origina| recıpientsand theır VOUNSCI relatıve the Spe. of weudo-Mat- of Paul’s letters? (p Mgl Thus, Stanley does nOot fOCusthew. (6) gospels about Jesus’ death and resurrect1on, Paul  S interpretive strategy exegetical methodology, butpartıcularly the spe of Peter, the Gospel of Nıcode-
INUS, AaNı the spe. of Bartholomew:; (7) gospels TOM the rhetorical impact that HIS quotations of the Old Jes-

tLament would (Or WOul not) have had HIS audience.
Nag Hammadı, especıially the spe of Ihomas, the Stanley concludes that Paul  e  S quotations Can be understoodspe. of Phılıp, and the spe. of Iruth; (8) 1alogues within his OW| and that the origina| CONTEeXT ofwıth the risen Jesus, especıally the 14 Jesu Chru  5 the the cıtatıon IS generally not require galn the point thatEtnstula Abposto  M, the Gospel of Mary, and the ApOCc- Pau! wished make.ryphon of John; (9) non-localızed dialogues wıth Jesus,

ZUSAMMENFASSUNGespecıally the Book of I1homas the Diıalogue of the
Savıour; (10) legends about the death of Mary, ıncludıng Wıe der Titel sagt efasst sich diese Arbeit mMıt der rheto-
etaıle: analysıs of CCENTUFY text—the oldest Teec rischen Funktion der Al-Zıtate De! Paulus. Fine Hauptfrage,narratıve of cp  re; (£}) lost gospels, wıth die das Buch beantworten versucht, lautet: „War die
specı consıderatıon of the Gospel of arnabas; (12) Verwendung expliziter bıblischer Zıtate Ine eifekKTIve Stra-
antı-gospel: the Toledothes er&  er he roV1des tegıe der Beeinflussung des auDens und/oder des Ver-
rIeconclusıon, whı  5 AMONS ther thıngs, he offers haltens der ursprünglichen mpfänger der Paulusbriefe?“
SOINC ceritical reflections alter Bauer’s MO for the (S: TI Stanley fokussiert Iso nicht die interpretative Stra-
relatıonshıp between orthodoxy and heresy. tegıe des Paulus oder die exegetische Methodologie, SOM-

Dıscussion of ach IX CYPC of TEeXT 15 ollowed by dern den rhetorischen e den seIne Al-Zıtate auf senrnn
short bıbliography ıncludıng SOINC of the IMNOST useful uDliıkum hatte oder nıcht hatte) Stanley kommt dem

websıtes the TEXTS dıscussıon 15 carrıed OufTt rgebnis, dass die /ıtate des Paulus innerhalb seIiner eige-wıth appropriate reference the actual mater1a|] form Mel Argumentatıon verstanden werden können und dass
of the manuscrıpt tradıtıon 1C ach work
OWN us. What makes thıs book welcome 15 that It

der ursprüngliche Kontext der /ıtate Im Allgemeinen nıcht
erftorderlich ISt, den Punkt verstehen, den Paulus

15 iınformatıve and avo1ds the sensatıonalısm aft has machen will
ecte ven scholarly treatments of thıs TCA. AauUC
emphatıcally rejects certaın atternpts maıntaın that RESUME

lıke the Gospel of Phılıp 15 independent of the NT. C et OUVTaßC Est cConsacre la onction rhetorique des Cita-
ven the Cas:! of the spe of Ihomas, hıle OWINg tions de /’Ancien JTestament chez Paul l’une des priNCIpa-
that SOMNC logıa INaY arıse from oral tradıtiıons Iso avaıl- les questions DOSsEES Har /auteur est Ia sulvante |’usage de
able the SyNOoptiCc wrıters, laUHC that AT other Cıtatıons bibliques explicites constituait-il un strategiıe DOUT

OCXeICcCer un influence SUr 1es et/ou 1a conduitetiımes the spe. of OMAaSs “Clearly follows wordıing
hıch exeges1s of the Synoptıc ZOoSpe normally consıd- des Dremters destinatalires des epitres Dauliniennes Ainsı,
CS the redactional creatıon of evangelıst usually of Stanley s’Interesse DdSs la strategie interpretative de
uke (p I2 Yet despite hıs rejection of SOLI1I1C of the Paull| methode exegetique, Maıs ’impact rhetori-
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