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cause’, whereas Shammaıtes allowed dıvorce only tor cshows hım have A WISE and pastoral heart
adulteryv. He SaVS that Jesus S1 wıth the Shammaıtes, Thıs volume 15 iınvaluable eand el argue
Oug! thev demanded divorce tor adultery whıiıle he only defense of three posıtıons. Ultimatelvy, however, the
Howed It. Matthew the ıllelıiıte phrases *tor AIl y book has unfinıshed feel N1Ss 15 partiy due the
cause’ and the Shammauaıte ' except tor porneun) iınevıtable ack of ahıy conclusıon which 15 due the
because he after Mark, Aat A time when thıs dıs- ature of the book and partly because ach author 15
pute NOT well known. ark’s readers would have constantly referring a work which Cr OULT after the
mentally these phrases, Just mentally add SIrLCLULTE of the book W as conceıved, and which 15 there-
the question “DO VOU belıeve ın the Second Comıing”, (WE mMI1sSINg. Ihe MISSINS work Divorce and Remarrıage
the phrase which makes thıs question meanıngful: *OL In theei kerdmans ManYy manuscr1ptsJesus Christ” and first century whıich had NOT been brought NtTO

Heth SOCS beyond the tradıtiıonal Protestant pPOSI1- the dıiscussıon previously, and LICW conclusıions
t10on DYy allowıng remarrıage after valıd dıvorce. Jesus which both eth and Keener have subsequently sub-
saıd that remarrıage W d adulterous ın order empha- stantıally agreed wıth Ihe fact that L the reviewer,
S1SE that the dıvorce W d ınvalıd 1e the PCISON getting also the author of that MI1SSINS work NCAans that it 15 dıf-
remarrıage Wa st1 marrıed. ut f Jesus allowed people ficult for 111C 455C55 thıs gap accurately, but the fact that

geL V; 1VvVOorce when theır partner W d unfaı iIt 15 TeETICI TE ın O(ONC Aifth of the footnotes 15 probablythen surely Jesus allowed those people geLr remarrıed. ıgnıfıcant understand that OIr of the contrıbutors
He reCOgNIZES that SOT1IIC TEeXTS record Jesus teachıng that wıshed have thıs VIEW represented fully  T but the pub-all who FCIMALTY cCOomMMıIıt adultery, and he SAavS that the lıshers telt It W as LOO late Change the STIrTLCLUrE
exception NUST be read from ONC INnto the others. Thıs efic1ency 15 NOT AS5 orcat iIt mıght have been
oth he and Keener pomnt OUuUrTt that Jesus often used Heth who devotes A large portion of hıs
hyperbole emphasıse hıs pomt. When Jesus SaVS nat 1n order 10)81 aSPCCTS of thıs work eth
“whoever n You tool" 15 hable hell fire” MeES:22)

have add “unless he has good cause” because Jesus
15 A remarkable scholar for ONMNC outstandıng [CAasSsONS
he 15 capable of changıng hıs mınd when he finds 1ICW

1MSeEe used thıs insult (  t When Jesus A evıidence. He describes Aat the ST9 of hıs chapter how
“whoever OO0 ar W OINaN lustfully has commıtted he orıginally authored A book wıth 'enham (Jesus and
adultery” (Mt.5.28) have add “unless che 15 hıs
wıftfe”. In the Sal WAY, when Jesus SayS “Whoever INAar-

Diwvorce) IC argued the no-remarrıage posıt1on, but
pastoral experiences caused hım doubt thıs, anı the

168 A dıvorced OMla commıts adultery” WC have 1CW data 1n Divorce and Remarrınge In the cshowed
add “unless c<he has A valıd dıvorce”. hım that hıs Previous conclusıons WEeTC based 1INCOMm-

Keener has the MOST cult task when he
LTCAasSONS whvY remarrıage mıiıght be OWEe: after dıvorces plete ınformatıon. 1lo publıcly reVIse al opınıon through

whıich A scholar has establiıshed hıs OW) reputation 15 Aother than those specıfically allowed In the New lesta- praıseworthy example of scholarshıp and Chrıstian dıs-He STArts trom the standpoımnt ofHeb and ArSUCS cıpleshıip.that the New Jlestament eXxceptions ATC instances
from whiıch have ınfer princıples. Jesus mentioned For the reader whe WAantTts A QUIC: OVerVIeW of the

readth of protestant bıblical ınterpretations LTCI11LAaTL-unfaıthfulness because thıs W d5S5 the Shammuaıte posıtıon rnage, thıs sıngle small volume CGVCFS all the maın 1SSUESın the debate he W as 4S about, and auı mentioned
desertion because thıs 15 what WAas happenıng in Corinth up the twentieth
Neıther of them addressed the 1ssue of violence one AI Instone-Brewer, Cambrıudge

partner theır chıldren, the 1SSUE of drug addıc-
tıon leadıng ımpoveriıshment and ıllegal Ar} of
ralsıng IMONCY. Ihe fact that these and other SItUAtiONs Colossıans and Philemon: Critical an
dıd NOT TISE WETIC NOT envısıoned does NOT an that Exegetical mentaryJesus aul xwvould have been sılent about them ıf they McL Wılsondıd Unless ook for ethıc. princıples in the Bıble,
have WdY of respondıng problems lıke drug abuse, IC London 1& 1 Clark/Continuum, 2005 XMXMXVI
abortion eugen1Ccs. PP hb

He also ArZUCS for the rnıg) t of the ouilty PartVy ISBN 0-56/7-044 71 -8
FCINALT V, long theır does NOT Want them
back, but he adds sSer10us cautıon thıs Remarrıages UMMARY

This Commenta DY Robert McL Wilson IS technical hutAIC statıstıcally less SCCLIE than first marrıages, probably
because the Sa miıstakes aAaTrCc repeated, he that eadabhle analysis of Colossians and Philemon with due
there SNO1LL be suftfhcıent tıme for the dıvorcee attention gıven the LEXT, background, and of
through counselıng before remarrıage. He that these these letters. The author gıves good OvervIiews of scholar-
ethıcal dıscussıons AIC outsıde hıs ormal ATrCa of COM- ship and EexXxCavates the [EXT with learned precIision. Wilson
petence Al A ıblıcal scholar, but hıs sensıtıve approac egards Colossians DseEUudonyMOUS, Hut NnOT forgery, and
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helieves ı®"emon [O be authentically Pauline According be al V LNOTC specıfic than that Here would have
Wilson the heresy that precipitated Colossians stands apprecıated Wılson AT least avıng educated AT

trajeCLtorYy omewhere hbetween udaism and (nosticısm the LOOT C 4AUSC of the heresy ıf IT W as speculatıve
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG IThıs would comport wıth Wılson’s OWN adage that

MM  ary SNOU be about ellıng people what ONC
| Ieser Kommentar VOo  _ Robert McL Wilson IST INe ach-
lıch versierte aber leshare Analyse des Kolosser- und Phi- actually ınks (p ather than SUININACIZC the entıre

COMMCNFEK:; ıntend 11 what OllOWS hıghlıght Wıl-lıemonDbriefs, die dem Jlext dem Hintergrund und den o) analvsıs of A few ell known PaASSazCS Wılson takesArgumentationsgangen dieser Briefe die gebührende Auf-
merksamkeit chenkt |)Der Autor rın gute UÜberblicke Col 15 A al early Christian hymn taken up by the
über die wissenschaftliche LXegese und hebht die Schätze author though the author mıiıght hımself be responsıble

for ICS COMPpOSIt1ON The hymn and the teachıng that ITdes Jextes mıf gele  er Präzision Wilson hält den KOlOs- confute NOT ZNOSTIC rather It seeks COFTTECTserDrıe für pseudonym aber nıcht für IN Fälschung, und
f glaubt dass der Philemonbrief eln authentischer Paulus- A deficıent of Chrıst and proclaım the PIC C1I111-

rne IST Nach Wilson steht die aresie die den Kolosser- an SUperorLy of the Son Ihe background of the
hymn hes A ML  Te of Wısdom ‚OgOS and dam/MEl hervorrief irgendwo zwischen Judentum und (‚NOsıIıs Chrıst elements In regarı T3A Wılson

RESUME understands CITCUIMMCISION the CITCUIMM

(76 COMMEeNTaıre SUur les epıtres dUX Colossiens et C151017 of the heart but thınks that Paul’s that LIrue
Philemon est UuUNne analyse technique [11als accessible YU! CITCUINCISION experienced 111 baptısm He understands

the word of Chriıst CS denote the gOospevoulue SONMN dIiTflere plan
ET AdUX de ( ettres L’auteur aılt de bonnes about Chrıst and the word 1C) he SpOKe Ihe Hayus-
presentations de etfat de I9 recherche et explique le AfE of Col 18 shows the author Urgıng A VICW of
VEeC une DFECISION Srudite Wilson considere UJUEC epitre Chrıstian households that ATC and parce] of famıly

lıte the ANCIENT WOT.| the dıfferentiatıon from Graeco-AdUX Colossiens eEst pseudonymique Sdalls toutefois etire Un  D

contrefacon et JUuUE epitre Philemon Est authen- Roman househo codes that the Christian CXDICSS1ON
1 considere JuUE heresie aquelle repond epıtre ATC Oorıentated around the OYTN'! Wılson aACCCPLIS the
AUX Colossiens SITUE uelque Dart SUr chemin QUI authenticıty of emMmon and prefers the theory of aır
du jJudaisme gnostiıcısme Wr10UNg from Ephesus Regardıng slavery, Wılson

that the Chrıstian aılure condemn the FaCLiICe W 3as
because slavery W as SIMpIY part of the socı1a|l and CCO-

ert MecL. ılson ell qualified Wrı10Ng OmM- OML1C of the Mediterranean WOT)| He MENLIONS
MECNTArY Coloss1i1ans hıs forty of

Wrxtmg about Gnosticısm and the Obvıous echoes
rules about slavery and PO1NETS OurTt how the NI SCT

OUr princıples 1C WEeTIC ventually ead the abo-
of Gnostıic termınology Coloss1i1ans Ihe ıntroduc- lıtıon of slavery. Ihe ımp«c TUus abolısh slavery both
LT10N includes dıscussıon about the Clty of Colossae and the Roman CINDIIC and ı the Americas found FOO!
the close lınk between Phılemon and Coloss1i1ans On the teachıng of Paul (e Z COl 3FT In SUINM,authorshıp, SOn acknowledges the SP. 1t AMONS Eng- ılson has produce technıcal but emınently readaDble
ısh Spe: scholars whether NOLT Coloss1ijans COMMENTALY Coloss1ans and Phılemon and he SVauthentically Paulıne In hıs 1CW the “Jetter WAaSs WTr1L- pathetic the worldview and argumcents of the author
ten NOT vC long fter DPaul’s death by SOINC dıscıple whom he regards Wrın Scripturewho ought appIv hıs master’” teachıng MmMeeTt 11CW

1CHAE: Bırd Dıingwall COLLAN:dangerous aftı whıch he Sd developıng" (p
52 Determinatıve for thıs VICW the apparecnt ıTier-

style, language and COMLPDAMSON
the accepted Paulıne etters At the S\adLL1C ılson The Nature of New Testament Theologyadamant that Coloss1ans NOT a fraud forgery IC Christopher Rowland an
Wrı0NNg under false W 4S NOT thought reprehensı1-
ble DV ancıent WTIUNS standards He ınks the author Chrıistopher Iuckett

honestly and sıncerely Ir yıng develop AN! Carr y Or Blackwell 2006 »93 314
further the teachıngs of Daul LICW S1TUaLiıOonNn (pPp £19 pb ISBN 4051 1174
} 12)) Although ON  M thıng Can Say
that falsely attrıbuting hlıterature apostle W as UuDalll- UMMARY
mously censured the early hurch (e S Tertullan De This volume | collection of CSSays New Jestament
Baptısmo 17) ılson also thınks Ephesıians being Theology | honour of Robert Morgan It YdYS Darticular
post-Paulıne and dependent ON Colossi1ans Wırth regards the cChallenges of OoIng New JTestament The-

the Colossian heresy, ılson contends that IT has both Ology, IT "alses hermeneutical qUESUOHS about New esta-
Jewısh and GQnostic elements (possıbly other ent Theology, and articulates the relationship hbetween
ell such A INAaSıC mMYystı1cCısm) but It ımpossıble systematıc heology, Dastora! heology, and New
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