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example of ofgreat faıth Matt.i die eschatologische ucCkkenr esu
verall, the author has done excellent job of Obwohl Ineuzwischen den narrativen Metho-

lıghting the theme of faıth ın hıs 4SSESSMEN of the SCT- den der Arbeit und dem Anliegen besteht, die Frage des
ting, plot, point of VIEW anı characteriızatıon wıthın the historischen ESUS behandeln, bietet die Studie doch eıne
Hezekıjah narratıves. One of the shortcomıngs the
book 15 that certaın LEXTS that relevant the dıscus-

Herausforderung der Portraits des historischen EeSUS d die
diesen weithin bezeugten Aspekt der Evangelien-Portraits

S10N NOT consıdered. For example, whıle the author VOTN EeESUS teilweise oder SaNZ vernachlässigen. Sorgfältigere
refers the Hezekıah narratıves Isa1ah when TO- Aufmerksamkeit auf das, Wads bedeutet, eSUS als Richter
priate, he OC€s NOT ınclude dıscussıon of Hezekıah’s betrachten, hätte die Arbeit erheblich verbessert.
portrayal ın the book of Chronicles Thıs 15 unfortunate RESUMEFESINCEe ıt ould have greatly strengthened hıs thesıs (espe-
cıally Chron /-8 ıtıonally, the chapter 15 ette these de doctorat est dependante des TavauxXx de
ntıtled eme of Faıth the book of 313.h D but borg, L[OUT ardant UuUNne distance critique Dar rapport

CEeUX-CI auteur veut Ontrer JUC TOUT long des cChapi-VC hıttle 15 actually sa1d about faıth the book ofIsa1ah
Ole After discussıng the Varıo0us approaches the tires 271 25 de |/Evangile de Matthieu, e theme du Juge-

book of Isaıah, the author devotes only about Pagcs ment eEst MIS rapport dVEC Jesus d’une manıere d’une
the theme of faıth the book. evertheless, hıle autr! soIlt ıen VeC son ro  le prophetique, solt ıen

SOINC MaYy be dısappointed by the author’s eXegES1S of the VEC son ro  le sapiential. P section traıte du Juge-
ment venır SUr Jerusalem. a section abordeımportant “Immanuel” Passagc saıah /:14), the book

15 unusua|l that 1ıt bridges between the academ1c and Ia question du retour eschatologique de On DEeUL
spirıtu. ıts endeavor LELOVEGET the oft over-looked dans travail UNe certaıne ension entre ‘’approche
theological theme of faıth nestled the Old Testament. narratıve et le SOUCI d’aborder la question du Je histori-
Ihe book 15 also good for students interested JUE, Maıs ‘auteur efficacement les portraits

Old lestament characteriızation. du Jesus historique quU! laissent de cöte, totalement
Benamin Foreman, Jerusalem, Israel partie, Cel CL tres fourni de Ia presentation de

dans les evangiles. La these auraıt merite d’&tre renforcee
Dar un  (D reflexion plus approfondie SUr JUu«C signifie la

When Waıll These Thıngsa  en presentation de Jesus [MM Juge
Study f Jesus as Judge ın Matthew Bl D

Bıblical Monographs) Ihıs publıshe dissertatiıon 15 concerned both wıth the
hıstorical Jesus and wıth the narratıve WOTr. of theAlıstair Wılson Spe. ofC W. Wılson takes hıs pomnt of depar-Carlısle Paternoster, 2004 s A pb, ture the work of Marcus Borg, who has been V1gOr-

ISBN 1-8422/-146-6 advocate of the VICEW that the hıstorıical Jesus
UMMARY Jewiısh SaAYC and prophet, and NOT at figure wıth

eschatologıcal IMCSSAHC, and NOT Aat figure whoDependent O  / but critical of Dorg, this published disser-
tatıon AarSues that all the materials of Mt DD connect WdY Sa 1mse. havıng role comıng Judgement.

Accordıing Borg Jesus SsSet OVeCT agalnst °*the polıtıcs ofeSsus ith Judgement In ONE WdY (r another, either In CONMN- holıness’ of the Pharısees hıs “polıtıcs of aS-nection ith prophetic dentity dentity 5Sd5C. Mt S10N), and Wılson 15 quıte sympathetic BorgIS concerned ith comiıing jJudgement uUDON eru-
salem; IS concerned ith the eschatological But when it OMCcs Jesus and havıng escha-
reiurn of esus Though there IS SOTTNEC tension between the ologıcal MCSSAYC, sSon Borg 15 and
narratıve methods of the work and Its COTMICEeTrN ddress when 1t OMNCSs Jesus and havıng role judgement

SsSon Borg has 1f totallythe question of the historica| Jesus, ıt does offer cChallenge
portralts of the historica| eSUS that neglect Dartiy son SE  P OUTt hıs stall by provıdıng critical SULVCY

neglect this Droadiy attested CL of the Gospe! portraya of the lıterature, first relatıon understandıng of
of esus More careful attention what mig| he Jesus VICW of Judgement and then relatıon Mat-

thew’s VICW ofJesus and Judgement. It 15 notable that theDY considering eSUuSs AS Judge mig! have stren  ened the latter VC brief by comparıson wıth the former.work considerably. Ihen the methodological chapter where,
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG aAM ONS ther thıngs, son seeks Justiıfy hıs cho1ıce
In Abhängigkeit VOTr\/ aber auch TIUSC gegenüber Dorg of Borg, whose work 15 the hıstorical Jesus, hıs
argumentiert diese Dissertation, dass das gesamte Material central COonNversatıon in work that 15 essentially
VOTN Matthäus 2076 esus auf die eın oder andere elIse be devoted study of the narratıve WOTF.| of Mrt
mıit Gericht verbindet, entweder Im Zusammenhang mit 21-25 sSon ArgUu' that Since atthew’s primary goal
eıner Identität als Prophet oder als Weilser. Matt d  - 15 cClearly °*to Set OUuUTt faıthful ACCOUNTC of the hfe and IMCS-
re sich das kommende Gericht über Jerusalem; SaSC of Jesus of azareth” (Pp. 65) the TSt
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instance understand the atthean mater1jal the CONTEXT the Judge of humanıty. Ihe relatıonshıp between
of the hıstorıcal minıstry ofJesus, and then only second- thıs and the hıstorıical Jesus wıll, nonetheless, continue
arıly wıthın Matthew’s OW) Context Son works wıth be varıously judged

Strong presumption that what CW 15 Wılson offers useful study of the materı1al of Mrt
S of the hıstorıcal Jesus and Can, therefore, be used 21-25 focussed the correlatıon of these materıals

COrreCTt and supplement [0) portrayal of the hıs- wıth the ımages of prophet and SAYC, wıth both figures
torıcal Jesus Whıle there 15 nothıng unreasonable about takıng sıgnıfıcant 'ole ın relatıon Judgement, Varı-
1lso:  NS approac. here, 1t wıll AUSC readers of LNOTC WaYyS IC judgement mıgh be understood. It
critical bent become dısmıiıssıve from thıs point offers challenge portraıts of the hıstorıical Jesus that
Ihe Maın strength of 1lso:  1nSs work 15 ıtfs study of neglect partly neglect thıs broadly attested of
the narratıve portrayal wıthın EW, and NOLT hıs the spe. portrayal of Jesus
contrıibution hıstorical Jesus studıes. John Nolland, Briıstol, EnglandIhe ne  A chapter Justifies the cho1ice of Mt DDn
the narratıve unıt and SCETS thıs unıt iINnto ıts arger COIMN-

TEeXT the spe. Ihe sultabilıty of the narratıve unıt
15 well eiende: and the arger spe CONTEXT helpfully John (Blackwell Bıble commentarıes)
outlıned. Mark Edwards

Ihe ne  A chapters provıde the body of the work xfor. Blackwell,; 2004, X1IV 247 pb,1rst chapter “Jesus the udge CW' ISBN 0-631-2290/-8Propher and then ON  ( “Jesus the Judge EW
age (note the choıice ofOT: favoured categorıies).

Pretty much the mater1al Mit 247 15 taken be The Gospel of John commenta vols.)
:elated the theme of Judgement, but the basıs of
whether the materals aVve IMOTC natural fit wıth Craig Keener

Peabody: Hendrickson, 2003, xIyvın 1636
ımage of Jesus prophet wıth Jesus SaYC, they hb, ISBN 1-56563-378-4allocated the respectıve chapters.

Wılson argu' that Jesus fits but transcends prophetic John (Baker Exegetical Commentary ON the Newcategories and that there 15 somethıing of jJudgement
the prophetic materı1als. What 15 perhaps the maJor weak- Testament)
nNness of the study 15 the breadth of what Wılson SWCCDS Andreas KöstenbergerInto hıs pıcture of Jesus judge. Some careful attention

what miıght be Meant by consiıdering Jesus Judge Grand Rapıds Baker, 2004 /00 41999 n  >5
ISBN 0-8  -2644-Xmiıght ave strengthened the work consıderabiy. it

1S, Judgement makıng critical judgements, judging UMMARY
prophesyıng future judgement and (especially the SaAgC This reVIEW introduces three 1ICW cCommentaries John’schapter judging sıttıng Judge Juxtaposed
wıth hıttle attention the dıfferences (dıfferentiatiıon Gospel. Keener IS VC elaborate and useful for scholars

and students. Köstenberger’s IS Iso large but Ore attuned
begıns surface the conclusion). sSon follows the Dastors althoug! noTt CdSYy read. These are reliable

Borg, rıght}wıth itfs non-lıteral interpre- guides. (In the other hand, dwards offers ull COMMeEeN-
tatıon of apocalyptic Janguage, pomt, but O€s
NOLT beheve that of the Janguage be handled thıs but ige: of what has heen written ohn IC

evangelical| Dastor could only USEe ith Care
WAaY. He argu| that the focus of Mt 15 the comıng
judgement Jerusalem up 35 but that from V. ZUSAMMENFASSUNG:
attention chıfts the eschatological comıng of the J1ese Kezension stellt drei CC OmmMentare Zzu onNan-
Son of Man For thıs reviewer the dıffculty the eed nesevangelium VOT. Derjenige Von Keener stsehr ausführlich

non-eschatological SCNSC iın 2() after conced- und elehrten WIE Studenten VOon utzen Köstenbergers
ıng that eschatologiıcal reference. OmmMentar Ist ebenfalls umfangreich, aber eher auf ' aSstO-

Son needs somewhat less deal wıth Jesus ren ausgerichtet, obwohl er nicht leicht lesen ISst. J1ese
SaAYC. He ZOCS for quıte TOA| definıtiıon of what beiden OmmMentare sind verlässliche Führer. dwards hin-

be OWEI COUNLT sapıental, whıle admıtting hietet keinen kompletten Ommentar d sondern
that precıise boundarıes ımpossıble. son AarguCcs eınen USZUg AaUS$S der | ıteratur ZzZu Johannesevangelium,
that there 15 place for judgement the sapıential. Hıs den eın evangelikaler Pastor MNMUurTr csehr bedachtsam enut-
CasSı! ould be he Was LNOTIC attentive the 7e11] kann.
rangc of thıngs that he €es ogether dealıng wıth

RESUMEJjudgement (see above) But the maJor thrust of thıs chap-
ter 15 incontrovertıble: the parables and ther mater1- ette recension te roIlSs Commentailres
als usıng ımages Mt 24-725 Jesus NOLT only proclaıms SUT ’evangile de Jean Celui de Keener Est tres developpe
Judgement but also r CPI‘CSCI‘HZS hımself destined be et utile DOUT |es specialistes el les etudiants. Celui de
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