
Book KEeVIEWSs

for aNVONC wıshıng ınteract wıth the NCW perspective Sont celles de /Eglise Dost-apostolique ancıenne et d’autres
the VIEWS of James Dunn Sont devenues traditionnelles dans ML  El  tude moderne du

Nouveau Testament. roIls de Ge>s ESsals sont etveston N  $ Aberdeen, cotland
l1es autres ont ete largement revIises completes. undry
argumente toujJours de manlere solgnee et ontre hbien
informe. Ce livre ESst stimulant el ontre u 1es MOUVEAaAU-

The Old 15 Better tes QUI recColvent Darfois large A3CCUEI favorable SONT
New Testament Essays in Support of Tradıtvonal D necessalrement Justes. On devrait plutöt

un nouveaute JUC S‘{ s’avere, apres EeXarmlen SerleuX,Interpretation
Robert Gundry qu’elle eEst plus fidele du Nouveau estamen et

Dlus plausible JUuC ’interpretation traditionnelle quı17 Tübıingen: Mohr Sıebeck, 2005 ete donnee dans I’histoire.
454 100 €, cloth. ISBN 2-16-148551-3

UMMARY ert Gundry taught for IMNanıy YVCAaALS at Westmont Col-
In this collection of LWentTLY C5SdyS Robert undry presents lege Santa Barbara, Ornı1a, and 15 probably IMOST
able and interesting defences of traditional interpreta- wıdely known for hıs extensive commentarıes the
tions In heology and of New estamen T[EXTS (Gospels, ospel of EW ranı Rapıds CT  ans,Paul, Revelation). These traditional interpretations and ofMark (Mark. Commentary HısAbpology for the
from those In the itsel hrough those In the early DOSL- CYOSS; rand Rapıds CT  ans, the prcsentapostolic church SOTTIC that have become traditiona|l In
modern study of the Three C5SSdyS WerTe nOoTt published

volume he PreSsChts CSa yS the spels, Paul, the
Gospel of John and the book of Revelatıon. Grundrypreviously, the others Were at Imes heavily revised WerTe wriıtes the ıntroduction V1-XU1  E what these CSSxa VDsupplemented DY ddenda Throughout undry argues his have (0)81 CC* Book Reviews *  for anyone wishing to interact with the new perspective  sont celles de I‘Eglise post-apostolique ancienne et d’autres  or the views of James Dunn.  sont devenues traditionnelles dans l’&tude moderne du  Nouveau Testament. Trois de ces essais sont nouveaux et  Preston Sprinkle, Aberdeen, Scotland  les autres ont 6t6 largement r&vise&s ou completes. Gundry  argumente toujours de mani&re soign&e et se montre bien  informe. Ce livre est stimulant et montre que les nouveau-  The Old is Better  t&s qui recoivent parfois un large accueil favorable ne sont  New Testament Essays in Support of Traditional  pas n6&cessairement justes. On ne devrait plutöt accepter  une nouveaut€ que s’il s‘avere, apres un examen Serieux,  Interpretation  Robert H. Gundry  qu’elle est plus fidele au texte du Nouveau Testament et  plus plausible que l‘“interpretation traditionnelle qui en a  WUNT 178. Tübingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2005. XII +  6t6 donnee dans |!‘histoire.  454 pp., 100 €, cloth. ISBN 3-16-148551-3  *  *  S  I  SUMMARY  Robert Gundry taught for many years at Westmont Col-  In this collection of twenty essays Robert Gundry presents  lege in Santa Barbara, California, and is probably most  able and interesting defences of traditional interpreta-  widely known for his extensive commentaries on the  tions in NT theology and of New Testament texts (Gospels,  ospel of Matthew (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1982)  Paul, Revelation). These traditional interpretations range  and of Mark (Mark: A Commentary on His Apology for the  from those in the NT itself through those in the early post-  Cross; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1993). In the present  apostolic church to some that have become traditional in  modern study of the NT. Three essays were not published  volume he presents essays on the Gospels, Paul, the  Gospel of John and the book of Revelation. Grundry  previously, the others were at times heavily revised or were  writes in the introduction (vii-xiii) on what these essays  supplemented by addenda. Throughout Gundry argues his  have in common:  D  ... they all share, more or less, the  cases carefully and in a well informed manner. Altogether  characteristic of defending traditional interpretations,  a stimulating volume that shows, that which is new and at  usually over against new ones. Hence the subtitle, New  times has become accepted need not necessarily be right.  Testament Essays in Support of Traditional Interpretations.  Rather, it should be carefully assessed and accepted only  if it is more faithful to the NT text and historically more  These interpretations range from those in the NT itself  through those in the early postapostolic church to some  plausible than traditional interpretations.  that have become traditional in modern study of the NT.  The main title echoes the sayıng of Jesus recorded in Luke  ZUSAMMENFASSUNG  In dieser Sammlung von 20 Essays präsentiert Robert  5:39: ‘No man also having drunk old wine straightway  desireth new; for he saith, The old is better” (vi). Gundry  Gundry kompetente und interessante Verteidigungen tra-  continues: “It may be thought that I support traditional  ditioneller Interpretationen im Bereich NT-Theologie und  von NT-Texten (Evangelien, Paulus, Offenbarung). Diese  interpretations because of my social location within the  traditionellen Interpretationen reichen von solchen inner-  historic Christian faith. Well and good, but I maintain  this social location because I hold that faith to be true  halb des NT selbst über Interpretationen aus der frühen  apostolischen Kirche bis zu einigen, die in der moder-  — universally true, not just true for the confessing com-  nen neutestamentlichen Wissenschaft zu traditionellen  munity to which I belong”. Gundry wants his readers to  judge these essays “...not on the prejudicial ground of  Interpretationen geworden sind. Drei Essays waren bisher  their social locations versus mine but on the ground of  unveröffentlicht, die anderen sind zwischenzeitlich stark  überholt oder durch Zusätze ergänzt worden. Grundry  their perceived faithfulness to the NT text” (vii).  The collection includes the following articles: “Herme-  argumentiert seine Anliegen durchweg sorgfältig und auf  neutic Liberty, Theological Diversity, and Historical  eine gut informierte Weise. Insgesamt ein stimulierender  Band, der zeigt, dass das, was neu und zum Teil akzep-  Occasionalism in the Biblical Canon” (1-17) in which  tiert ist, nicht notwendigerweise richtig sein muss, sondern  Gundry “pays homage to the Bible as a collection of doc-  uments written in and for different occasions and argues  sorgfältig bewertet und nur dann akzeptiert werden sollte,  for the importance of suiting our current interpretations  wenn es in größerer Treue zum NT-Text steht und größere  historische Plausibilität besitzt als traditionelle Interpreta-  of the Bible to its resultant, original diversity rather than  tionen.  choosing a new, sleeker canon-within-the-canon or over-  systematizing biblical theology at the expense of distinc-  RESUME  tive emphases found in the various parts of Scripture”  Dans ces vingt essais, Robert Gundry se fait avec comp6e-  (vii); “The Symbiosis of Theolo;  and Genre Criticism  tence l‘avocat d’interpretations traditionnelles de textes  of the Canonical Gospels” (18-48, which includes two  du Nouveau Testament (les &vangiles, les &pitres de Paul  addenda: “The Gospels as Encomia?” and an assessment  et /'Apocalypse) ainsi que d’6le&ments de la th&ologie du  of the reconstruction of Jesus by N. T. Wright, concern-  Nouveau Testament. Certaines de ces interpretations se  ing which Gundry writes: “Despite the importance of  trouvent dans le Nouveau Testament Iui-m&me, d’autres  the historical Jesus, moreover, the traditional Jesuses  EuroJTh 15:2 * 173they share, TINOTC less, the
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of the spe. ATC theologically INOTC ımportant than upcnor1ty OVer the New Perspective CONSsIStS den1al
modernly reconstructed hıstorical Jesus  D V111); In of synergısm iın favor of stayıng well getting in
Apostolıcally Johannıne Pre-Papıan Iradıtion CONCETN- by faıth alone, and STrESS the Justifıed sınner’s
ıng the Gospels of Mar andew” (49-/3), Gundry relatıon God foundatıonal for socı1al relatıons

“chat Papıas WwTrote 110 slıghtly earlıer, the UrC ether NOT wrıtten by Paul. Eph T
that the er whom Papıas CS 15 NONC other than ummarızes thıs soter10logy admırably well” (224
the postle John, and that therefore aCCCpL Paul taught “stayıng in the L1ICW COVENaANT Dy faıth Oone
the tradıtional ascrıptions ofMark John Mark and of well getting by faıth alone, that in thıs I'CSPCCt he
ECW the postle CW and lıkewiıse aCCCept dıffered from Jewiısh soter10logy, accordıng hıch
the Petrine or1gın of the materıals that John Mark Stayıng depends NOT purely works but mixture
OWnN  A (vın) of works and faıth. and that for DPaul good works g1ve
OrA dIC “( In Ihe Secret Gospel of ark” evıdence of salvatıon rather than contributing it VCN

4-9/, Gundry DUtS the canonıcal Mark at the STart of part” (X)
timelıne Cal the Secret Spe. ofMark); “Jesus On thıs basıs Grundy TUrns Paulıne theology and

asphemy accordıng Mark 4:61b-64 and ıshnah exeges1s. Ihe CSSaVS OV( Nonımputatıion of
edrın 7 :5” (98-110, harmon1zıng “Mark’: ACCOUNFTC Chrıst’s Rıghteousness” 225-251, resurrecting VCTI-
of Jesus Sanhedric trıal wıth the 1ıshnaıc rule that S10N of the Protestant doctrine ofJustificatiıon er than
capıtal asphemy MUST iınclude pronuncıation of the the ON  M that ıncludes ımputatıon ofChrıst’s rıghteous-
tetragramm on* Book Reviews *  of the Gospels are theologically more important than a  superiority over the New Perspective consists in a denial  modernly reconstructed historical Jesus” viii); In “The  of synergism in favor of staying in as well as getting in  Apostolically Johannine Pre-Papian Tradition concern-  by faith alone, and in a stress on the Justified sinner’s  ing the Gospels of Mark and Matthew” (49-73), Gundry  relatıion to God as foundational for social relations ın  argues “that Papias wrote ca. A. D. 110 or slightly earlier,  the church. Whether or not written by Paul, Eph 2:8-  that the elder whom Papias quotes is none other than  10 summarizes this soteriology admirably well” (224).  the Apostle John, and that therefore we should accept  Paul taught “staying in the new covenant by faith alone  the traditional ascriptions of Mark to John Mark and of  as well as getting in by faith alone, that in this respect he  Matthew to the Apostle Matthew and likewise accept  differed from Jewish soteriology, according to which...  the Petrine origin of the materials that John Mark wrote  staying in depends not purely on works but on a mixture  down” (vii).  of works and faith, and that for Paul good works give  Further essays are “On The Secret Gospel of Mark”  evidence of salvation rather than contributing to it even  (74-97, Gundry puts the canonical Mark at the start of  in part” (x).  a timeline leading to the Secret Gospel of Mark); “Jesus’  On this basis Grundy turns to Pauline theology and  Blasphemy according to Mark 14:61b-64 and Mishnah  exegesis. The essays cover “The Nonimputation of  Sanhedrin 7:5” (98-110, harmonizing “Mark’s account  Christ’s Righteousness” (225-251, resurrecting “a ver-  of Jesus’ Sanhedric trial with the Mishnaic rule that  sion of the Protestant doctrine of justification older than  capital blasphemy must include a pronunciation of the  the one that includes an imputation of Christ’s righteous-  tetragrammaton ... the Markan and Mishnaic traditions  of Paul before His Conversion: Sexual Lusts ın Romans  ness to believing sinners”, x); “TIhe Moral Frustration  can stand together as equally accurate and equally early”,  vili); “Matthew: Jewish-Christian or Christian-Jewish?  7:7-25” (252-71, the passage describes the moral frus-  At an Intersection of Sociology and Theology” (111-19,  tration of a non-Christian, Paul is describing his own,  Gundry ably defends the traditional view that Matthew’s  though typical, experience of coming to sexual maturity  Gospel represents a Jewish Christianity that has broken  and adult responsibility in Judaism; is the traditional  away from Judaism over against the suggestion that Mat-  Protestant interpretation prior to W. G. Kümmel’s study  thew represents a Christian sect within Judaism); “Salva-  not that Paul is describing the experience of Christians?);  tion in Matthew” (120-28, Matthew’s soteriology is a  “Style and Substance in Philippians 2:6-11” (272-91,  response to non Christian Jews’ persecution of Jewish  including addenda “Assonance and Euphony in Philip-  Christians that had broken away from Judaism and were  pians 2:6-11” and “Self-Emptying as Death, Not Incar-  therefore considered apostate); “The Sermon on the  nation”, an interesting interpretation of the passage, “in  Mount according to H. D. Betz” (129-48, a detailed  terms of an emphasis on Jesus’ crucifixion as a contrast  critique of Betz’ Hermeneia commentary on Matt 5-7;  to his exaltation than in terms of an emphasis in the  Gundry argues that redaction by Matthew himself is  incarnation as such a contrast”, x); “The Hellenization  responsible for the present shape of the sermon); “Spin-  of Dominical Tradition and Christianization of Jewish  ning the Lilies and Unraveling the Ravens: An Alterna-  Tradition in the Eschatology of 1-2 Thessalonians” (292-  tive Reading of Q 12:22b-31 and P. Oxy. 655” (149-70,  314;, a defence to the traditional understanding of Jesus’  exegesis of both passages and the case that Luke’s and  return as a descent all the way to earth rather than vari-  Matthew’s version are earlier than that in the Gospel of  ous theories of “rapture”, i.e. Jesus descending only part  Thomas). In “The Essential Physicality of Jesus’ Res-  of the way, turning around in midair and taking Chris-  urrection according to the New Testament” (171-194,  tians back to heaven with him).  including the addendum: “A Biblical and Philosophi-  Next Gundry takes up Johannine Literature: “Is  cal-Scientific Conversation with Christian Nonreduc-  John’s Gospel Sectarian?” (315-23, a defence of the sec-  tive Physicalists”) Gundry rejects “modern attempts to  tarian nature, “in the sense most commonly accepted  dematerialize the resurrection or to make it a passing  by modern sociologists”, x); “How the Word in John’s  accommodation to the need of the eyewitnesses to see  Prologue Pervades the Rest of the Fourth Gospel” (324-  Jesus. Notwithstanding glorification... the NT consist-  62, including addenda “The Transfiguration of Jesus  ently teaches that the body of Jesus that suffered death by  according to John: Jesus as the Heard Word” and “In  crucifixion was raised from the dead so as to empty his  Defense of ‘Exegesis’ in John 1:18”, arguing for a Johan-  tomb, that this body belongs to his very being, and that  nine Word-Christology not only in the prologue but  the mention ın the traditional creeds of the ‘resurrection  throughout the Gospel); “The Sense and Syntax of John  of the flesh’ corresponds to this NT teaching” (ix).  3:14-17” (363-76); “Angelomorphic Christology in the  In his essay “The Inferiority of the New Perspective  Book of Revelation” (377-98, including a “Rejoinder to  on Paul” (195-224), originally published in Biblica 66,  P. R. Carrell and A. Yarbro Collins”, Gundry argues for  1985, 1-38 (one of the earliest detailed critical assess-  an angelomorphic Christology throughout Revelation,  ments of Sanders’ proposals, still worth careful study  most clearly in chapter 10; this christology represents  twenty years onwards!), Gundry offers a trenchant cri-  “an early christological tradition rather than a Christol-  tique of the so called new perspective and concludes: “All  ogy that blossomed not till later than the NT”, xi). In  in all, then, hurrah for the Old Perspective on Paul! Its  “The New Jerusalem: People as Place, Not Place for  174 * EuroJTh 15:2the Markan and Miıshnaıc tradıtiıons
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People” 399-411, ıncludıng endum "Abıdıng and that they be persuasıvely eiende: At tımes the
in the JTemple of the New Jerusalem””) Gundry suggests challenge pose DYy DCW interpretat1ons C1ps „ a the
that the CIty stands for 1fs abıtants rather than theır shortcomıngs but also the strengths of tradıtional read-
place of resiıdents, Just the often Uuscs place-names ings IThat such defence 15 NOT of stubborn COMN-
for people rather than for ecographical locatıons. servatıvısm 15 clear from the fact that Gundry
Clty and people CANNOT be separated, wonder whether well argued hıstorical, ogrammatıcal studıes, whıch
thıs reca| takes the detaıled descr1ptions of the CIty eed be taken ser10usly. Whıle Malr egree has been
and Its splendour sufficıently Ser10us. ndexes of ancıent gaıned and INalı I8P1801° been made wıth LICW ınter-
SOUICCS, modern authors and selected tOPICS round off pretations and suggest10Ns, Gundry’s cshow that
thıs ell produce volume 413-54) defence of tradıtional interpretat1ons 15 less exc1ıting,

Several of the CSSaYS of thıs volume have NOT been ıntellectually challengıng, plausıble, NCCCSSALY and last
publıshe: previously, and MOST of the others have been but NOT least often of LNOTC Uusc for the church than the
updated and otherwiıse revised, AT times eavıly (a lıst- Athenıan characterıst1ic of spending one’s tıme noth-
ıng of the orıgınal place of publıcatıon 15 included ıng but tellıng hearıng somethıng NCW (Acts
the ıntroduction, X11) Gundry’s show that tradı- Christoph ENSC Bergneustadt, Deutschland
onal interpretations NOT be gıven TOO easıly

Nonconformist Theology the Iwentieth entury
Alan Sell

'Thıs bOooOk, A4SE| the 20061' Lectures, 18 the first comprehensıve study of the systematıc,
doctrinal and constructiıve theology produce wiıthın the maJjor Nonconformıist tradıtıons (Congregational,
Baptist, Presbyterian, Unıitarıan, ethodist and United CcIOTME| durıng, the entieth CCNTUTY, In the first
chapter the andscape 15 surveyed, wıth reference such tOP1CS the New Theology, the Hırst (8)8 War,
the reception of Karl Barth, the ecologıc excıtements of the 1960s, and pluralısm. 'IThe second chapter
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