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Ihose tamıhlıar wıth Romans wıll en]Joy Keck’s ınter-tre devrait 6etre VUeEe Uune Ortientation 1a theologie
paulinienne. LEes debutants apprecieront 1E style clair e actıon wıth the MOSLT reCeEeNT Englısh works the letter
|’exegese exemplaire, ils ıreron profit des reMarqgques d’or- unfortunately, he rarely Cıtes German FErench schol-
dre secondaire, des transliterations, des definitions et de ars.  p well frequent, but NOT overwhelming,
‘6&valuation des traductions anglaises de ’epitre. D’autres dıscussıons of relevant Hellenistic works and authors; he
ıreron Dartı de Ia prise cCompte des [ravauxXx recents especıally refers Wiısdom but also cıtes other apocryphal
anglais (les [ravauxX des specialistes de langue allemande et works (e.2 Susannda, 4 Macc.), pseudepigraphal wrıitiıngs
francaise sont CItes) et des informations SUT 1es (& Enoch, ubilees and popular authors (e.g. Phılo
auteurs ET (PUuVTES hellenistiques. |‘’absence de aAVEC and Plato) One miıght become frustrated, however, wıth

the ack of debate wıth both recent and tandard cholar-SS specialistes ailt QuUuE des opinions SONT parfois re
Sans Ce commentaıre est ideal DOUT UNe pre' shıp Ihıs 15 undoubtedly due the desıre be CONcCIsSE
approche DOUT rafraichir CcCoNNalsSssanCeEe de ’epitre dUuX and 15 perhaps MOTC of criıtique of the ser1es rather than
Komaılns the COMMENLAT: hımself; nevertheless, It often eads

sweeping dısmıissals of VIEWS, ‚OI« of hıch COIM-

monly held and others of hıch greatiy debated.
Professor eck intended thıs COomMMEeENT; Romans For instance, Keck holds “unacceptable” the VICW held
MeetTt “the eeds and interests of theological students”, by many scholars” that Aa refers the Chrıistian

whom he has been stranger throughout the VCAaLSs gentile; however, he does NOT interact wıth of the
eck dıscloses hıs 1'CSPCCt for these students and for the COMMENTATOFS who hold thıs VIEW. Moreover, he LOO
IS  A call for the student read Romans first of quickly aS; OVCLTE debates such the classıficatıon of
all, and hıs conclusıion, explıcıt CNCOUF: agement‚ for the genitıve fOr pist1s Tesou Christou, the ıdentity of the EgO
them :ecad It “again, and agaın ACT ofpraise” (p Rom 74725 and the ınterpretation of rıst 15 Rom
385) Further, rather than merelIy dıspensing facts, eck er, he inserts general STaAatfemMeENTS wıthout qualı-
a1MmMs ead the students interact wıth the apostle’s ficatıon such dS, “Everything DPaul SayS about the 1Law 15
letter they themselves decıde, “whether, and negatıve” (p. 118) Ihe ange: here, 15 rather than ONC

what EXTENLT, DPaul right” (PP 33-34). 1lo help them understandıng Romans and of ıts complexıtıies, OC

PFrOCCSS, Professor eck does g1ve students could OMN1Cc AWaAY only understandıng Keck’s sımplıfıed
gu1delınes; for example, he claıms that Romans interpretation of ıt. 'Io be faır, eck O€s dıscuss SOMNC

be sSCCH “orjentation” Paulıne theology, rather PaASSAHCS IMNOTC detaıl he ghts theır intrıcacles;
than SUMMINALY of it. Ihe MOST noteworthy theme of for ınstance, he spends consıderable time attempting
thıs oriıentation, he posıts, 15 how the and the CMPLY ACCOUNT hıstorıically for Rom 13:1-7 and um CON-

SrAaVC the character of God Romans 15 “theocen- cludes that the end, “th e passage wıll be LLNOTC SUC-

trıc” because it 15 first “Christomorphic” (p 37) Accord- cesstful thwartıng CONVINCINS explanatıon than the
ıng Keck, ıt 15 thıs theme that unfolds Paul In al  eving (P 325) More examples lıke thıs
from solutiıon plıght and ArgUCS from plıght solu- where of bıblıcal theology Canı wrestles
tıon (p 146) er, Keck emphasıses the ımportance wıth the 0  A ould aVEe further nrıiıched thıs book.
of understandıng the letter whole, “for ıt 15 LNOTC In 1ıght of the above and wıth the AaWaAarenecss that 1t has
than the SUmMmM of Itfs parts” (P 21) He also hesıitates been sımplıfıed places, the S17Z€ and style of thıs COL-

COMDAIC ther HPaulıne works Romans, lest ONC MIS- tary make it deal for ıntroduction FeVIeEW
read Romans due COMMENFTS Meant for another tiıme of Romans. Throughout the YCAIS, Professor eck has
and place; however, he O€s COMMDAIC other CWIS. hıtera- contrıibuted much scholarshıp, and wıth book,
ture (from other times and places) the letter. hıs legacy ONC who €es the word wıthout cshame

Newer students New lestament studıes wıll and wıth precisiıon and who secks CqU1p students
at least five of thıs mm  arYy beneficıial do the SaAINC, continues.
eck wrıtes style that 15 conversatıonal, captıvatıng, Odson, Aberdeen, Scotland
and clear. He iıncludes parenthetical remarks define
terms Manı COMM!  atOrs AaSSUMC the reader CadV
knows (e:2, “God-fearer” and “paronomasıa””). 3) bFor
those unskılled ree he translıterates, defines, and The Oxford Handbook of Theologıcal Ethics
provıdes word studıes for key terms such pıthymaa Meılaender, Werpehowskı, (eds.)
4) the book exemplıfıes bıblıcal exeges1s, students xford, 2005, 5  5 ISBN
glean how ON seasoned scholar approaches T  ä (0-19-91
does NOLT demonstrate enough, however, the O-
Lar y applıcatıon gaıne from thıs exeges1s. The at- UMMARY
est contrıibution 15 Keck’s frequent evaluatıons, crit1ques, substantia!l guide the academic iel of theological
and. Comparısons ofon Englısh translatıons wıth ethics hrough the medium of originally commissioned
ONC ther. Ihıs comparıson becomes especıally enlıght- CdSdYy> DYy (Chiefly) orth MmMerıcan hinkers, giving flavour
enıng hıs treatment of chapters 13-15 not only of materia| differences In the CONSINUu  Ive Dprojects
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of practitioners, but also In the varıety of formal method- Before (070) at the sıxth sect1on ffer SCH-
ologies and styles of writing. eral COMMENTLT ıt 15 NOTLT only the top1cs that reprcsent the

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG varıety of the fıeld, but Iso the style, quality and bold-
NCSS of the wrıting. We fıind onfident dogmatıc A4SSCTI-

EIn csubstanzieller Führer UrC das akademische Gebiet t10N from the lıkes of Gene utka ar John Webster
der theologischen mittels NeuVu In Auftrag gegebener ope) and, respectıvely, OWIleE C Reno, Tlanner,ESSaYyS VOTN (hauptsächlich) nordamerikanischen L Den- Wannenwetsch and eılaender DPart We VCN geLkern, der eınen Geschmack nicht 11UT für die materiellen dıscussıon of actual ethıcal problems by Phılıp Turner
Unterschiede der konstruktiven Projekte der Fachleute (“Iradıtıon the hurch? marrıage), AmY I1 aura
gibt, sondern auch für die Vielfalt formaler etihnoden und
Schreibstile. OVC dısabılıty), and Darlene Fozard Weaver

ca A NR of the dyıng) However, the relatıve ack
RESUME of practical efa; (excludıng the aV CCONOIMNN-

1CS hıch 15 perhaps LTOO narrowly ocused detaıjledCet OUVTAsC guide substantie| DOUT penetrer e
champ academique de |l’Ethique theologique. a redaction

ould be the natural Ome for such dıscussıon 15 frus-
dıscussıon of st-Benefit Analysıs) whıich

de 5C5 articles ete confiee (principalement) des
nord-amiericains. donne dDEICU non seulement des tratıng the reader who miıght SUPPOSC that theological

thıcs omethıng SaVy about those Maftersdiffe  CEes dUuX projets CONCrets MIS Dar les
that SCCITM problematıc Chrıistians and other ACTOTSpraticiens, mMaIıls AUSS! Ia varıete des methodologies

formelles et des styles redactionnels. the WOT.| I hat saıd, Douglas Ottatı's ‘Exper1-
NCE demonstrates the vice-Iike hold of form
of gener1c human scıences-speak that thıs reviewer finds

Few of aVve OO wriıtten wıth explicıtly quıte suffocatıng: C “**he interpreted exper1ences of dıf-
but, thıs Handbook format from aımed at ne1- ferent PCISONJNS and often responsıve rela-
ther beginners, 1OTr established scholars, but at *hose vely (0)8| S1tuat1ions and realıtıes.? NOT
who know g0o0d bıt.  - who ould be posıtıon do dısmıss ıt, but the breadth of the approaches
dvanced work neld, and who miıght be helped and represented the volume and arguc posıtıvely for

LESOUTCEC that elps the student acquıre for CCI1I-

ho
stimulated by of the 'IThe edıtors and

that thıs volume wıll do that for readers interested taın theological flavour of argument and style ofwriting
iın the Held of eologıc thıcs.’(1) that 15 On the thınness of the CONstructıve work that the edıtors
nutshell postgraduate student the intended promised, miıght (generously) concede that the
reader, oblıgıngly ead the ‘better  5 WaY- lımıtatıon of the short CSa Y orma\ though sufhcıent
mended bDy the edıtors, takıng °*the handbook whole, counter-examples PI'CSCIIt themselves challenge the
ead It mode of cntry into the focused (yet quıite less adventurous exemplıfıed Dy the uncontrovers1ıal (7)
dıverse) CONVversatıon that the continung tradıtıon of master-essaYıst, t:  CV Hauerwas, makıng collabora-
dıscourse call “theologiıcalCS t1ve AD PCATANC the last CSSaV of the collection.

TIThe edıtors’ iıntroduction SCTS OUfTt the ambıtions of evertheless it 15 thıs last DPart that the collection
the Handbook Whıiılst each of the iıncluded loses Its WaY somewhat. It takes dıfferent
15 commıssıoned wıth permissıon C  evelop theır OWN The Structure T heological Ethics Books that G1wwe apDe
constructıve arguments (1 Yı It 15 the collection ole the Field Chapters deal wıth roeltsch’s The OC1AI Bach-
that 15 ıntended Provıde the of the field So the INg the Chrıstian urches; Nygre  ns ÄAgape and Ervos,
STIrUCTLUFre of the collection, set OULT ıts NS  > QIVES Kırk"s The Viısıon God. Nıel  1 Christ
good ındıcatıon of these a1ıms, Aat least outlıne, agalnst and ture; Reıinhold Nıebuhr’s The Nature and Des-
hıch judge the execution. Takıng theır guı1de. N of Man ; Mahoney’s The Makıng of Moral Theology;
from Calyvı  ın’s priorı of knowledge of God knowl- and ‚ATMNOLLC OCUAI Teaching. Brıefly, hılst the ATC

edge of self, PI‘CSCHtS under the tıtle Dog- g0o0d and interesting themselves they CCın ıttle OUtTt
MAatıcs and Ethacs, dealıng wıth “Creation’ “Redemption’, of place Ihe student, partıcularly NOT North Amerı1-
'Eschatology”, "Ecclesiology” and ‘Diıvıne Grace’”. (the background of most of the contrıbutors) wıll be
COVECTS SOUVCES of Moral LE, covering “Scripture”, askıng they shape the feld they entering and
‘Diıvıne Commands’, “Iradıtion the Church “Reason they st1 One MmMaYy also question why few of the

atur:; Law” and “Experience’. The StTrUC- contrıbutors from the rst five make reference
LUVE the 'hrıstian Lafe, offerıng ‘ Vocatıon”, Nartee.. them theır OW) ESSAYS? other book entirely, for
“Rules’, "Responsıbilıty" and Death'. delıberately students ofeologıc ethıcs, ould much TNOTC usefully
paıred wıth DPart The I of the Chrıistian Laife gather these together wıth theologıcal reflecti1Oons
treatıng the xplicıtly eologıc locı of "Faıth:. 'Hope nfAuentıial works DY, 5SaY, Kant, egel, Kıerkegaard,
and °LOve  E OV( Into Spheres the hrıstian 1€  C: Marx, reu Heıidegger, acln: Foucault,
Lafe’ seft Y of the °“Chrıistians and Ormat, the earlher OrCaALTSs of the Christian tradıtiıon, Augustine,
takıng “Government’, ‘Famıly”, “Economuics’, “Culture’ Aquıinas, er Calvın, Kıerkegaard, eiC
and *che Church? verall, thıs volume dısplays pleasıng conception
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hıch ICS EXECULION stimulates TMOTC than It frus from terary PCI‘SPCCUVC characterızed Narratıve
trates CT1E1CISM Ihe bulk of the book CONSISTS of

Andy Draycott Aberdeen, COLLAN: of ıngs In chapter carefüu paıd
the characterızatiıon of Hezekıah Kıngs 18

anı the author concludes that the thrust of these CITSCS

show the reader that Hezekı1ah’s tIrust
Portrayal of Trust unequalled other kıngs and such e7e

The Theme of Faıith the Hezekıal Narrvratıves eXample of of faıth PWI" excellence
In the Echapter, Hezekı: the “ASSVT-Davıd Bostock

Great Brıtain Paternoster 2006 251 Ihreat” Kıngs 18 13 examıned Ihe

ISBN 214
CONTFrast between the INa characters of thıs seCTION

(Sennacher1 and Hezekıah) enhances Hezekı: POT-
UMMARY trayal the Sennacherı1b SNON-
In this book the author that al I5 the KeYy theo- ourable arroga.nt whı aCCCDLS trıbute from

logical maotif the ezekıa narratıves Most of the book Hezekıah and y€t still attempts overthrow Hezekıah
focuses the characterization of ezekla Kıngs and the CILY, the fact that Hezekıah SOCS the Temple

Pray confirms that hıs FIrust S1N1CC Pravycrand the author concludes that ezekıa I5 portraye: and faıth intertwıned
d$s [an who WAads$s UNWAaVCNN£S his Trust | HWH The
inal chapters consider the relationship between the ough does NOT Kıngs the
ezekıa narratıves and their greater CONTEexTSs (the book author contends that the chapter NOT be left Ouft

of the discussıon. He that ezekıah? ıllness IMAaVof Kıngs and the book of salah) The book MaYy he helpful be symbolıc of the Assyrıan attack, whıle, ASaUN, hısthose interested | what the Old Jestament has teach
USs about al Praycer shows evidence of hıs faıth ı

of attack ven though €e€7e sıck, he DPIOVCS that
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG he belıeves God ACT miraculous WaY by 00S1INg
In diesem Buch schlägt der Autor VOoOrT dass Gilaube das the- the er OptonNn ofVL the shadow backward

such, VCI hıs sıckness e depictedologische Schlüsselmotiv der Hiskia Erzählungen IST [Der
Großtei| des Buches konzentriert sich auf die harakteri- Kıngs 12 21 1mportant the
SICerunNg Hiskias KönNıge und der utor kommt dıscussıon IT jeopardıze the author’s thesıs

dem Chluss, dass Hiskia als en Mannn charakterisiert that ezekıah consıstently portrayed offaıth
ird der SEINETN ertrauen aufwe standfest War DIie thıs sSseCLIONZeemiıngly OUuUnN:! be at fault

for showıng the Babylonıans the tfreasures of the templehbeiden abschließenden Kapite!| betrachten die Beziehung
zwischen den Hiskia Erzählungen und ihren grölßseren Kon- hence Isa1ah’s prophecy of the COMUNSg destruction and
texien (das Buch der KönIge und esaja) DEN Buch kann exıle of Jerusalem Hezekı: that he pleased
denen eINne ilfe S, die der alttestamentlichen L ehre that destruction wıll (0)838[(= hıs SONS days and NOLT

VOoO Gilauben sind hıs lıtetıme often eads scholars conclude that he

RESUME
se. ındıyıdual wıth regar| hıs SONS eJect-

1ntcrprctat10n OWEVer the author concludes
Bostock considere UJUC la fOol est je motif theologique that, ezekı: ICSDONSC CADICSSCS hıs LrUSt God and

CIE dans les recıts du cg E7z6kias. Ia plus gratitude for the and SCCUFCILY durıng thıs >
OW1ng that the God who has delayed judgment ONMNCCgrande partıe de ’ouvrage la mManlere dont FE76kias Est

KOIS et conclut qu 1a le portrait rCadYy, wiıllıng and able do the SAalTıılc f hıs people
homme ä Ia fOl inebranlable Yahve ans les deux especially theır rulers wıll respon. PrOpCI WaAY

derniers Chapitres, 6tudie la relation les du towards YHWH”’ PE
F7z6kias et 1es Contextes plus larges (le ||vre des RKOoIls Ihe chapters aATICc devoted the relatıonshıp

between the Hezekıah arratıves and theır wıder COMN-et celui sale) L ouvrage interessant Dar sn SUr
|1enseignement de ‘Ancien Testament concernant Ia fOl CLEXTS hıch they dAdIC set (the boo of Kıngs and the

book of saıah Ihe author SUSSECSS that the book of
Kıngs polemic agamst worshıpping other gxods and

the title suggests the book explores the character1ıza- exhortatıon worshıp e7e there-
LOn of( / order SCS what It has teach fore the ultımate example of ON  M who fully trusted
about faıth Usıng the Kıngs VCTS10O111 the base TeXTt the book of Isa1ah the ıterary relatıonshıp
the author Ofes that gIVCH the fact that the verb between the , yal narratıve” of sa1ıah and the

P — trust”) NOT used the book of kıngs outsıde of other royal Narratıve (0)8187 Isa1ah consıdered Ihe
Kıngs 18 the frequent UusCc of the verb those chap- author PropOSCS that the Narratıves connected
ters tımes) indıcates that the key eologıc OTICC agaln through ımplıcıt CONfFrast Whereas
motıf (Ler  Y these Narratıves chapter Ahaz the SUPICMC example of who

Ihe author deals wıth the rece1ved form of the texXTt aC faıth. chapters CZ the SUDICIMC
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