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the MO: valuable SCECTLIONS of the book the etaıle: developed Satan EexXxonerate God The book Ass the
only WdY the EWS could free God from evil WAds$S blamehıstorv of scholarshıp (chapter and the eritical CXaMll-

atıon of DPaul rhetorıcal 11 Galatıans Chap the evil It overemphasises the similarıtıes between the
ter Ihe carefu] and well ınced analvsıs offered ewish ıdea of Satan and that of her neighbours and does
chapter cheds go0d deal of lıght ON the problem of not ddress the role of EVi| OWETS As of God | the

This book however would SETVE hbenefictal O-how DPaul addressed kevV doectrinal SS1U1C5 wıthout CaUSINS
dıyısıon wıthın the COMMU  IV duction and SUMMAaTry

Some IMNay Want CT1IC1C17Z| Lewıs for hıs Creat10 RESUME
of the 11CO logısm “*heo ethıcal rCasoNINS )) 'Ihe author Ce |ıvre herche reConstruırlre histoire de ’elaborationmıght a1lso be accused of S4  11 CONtEM POTAFY des C0nceptuon5 cConcernant Satan | es auteurs etheologiıcal and ethical debate rather than hıstorıical
reCONsStIruCcti0: of Paulıne theology and ethıcs However monotheisme DOUT un  (D conception instable u elle

presenterait Jeu N auteur du mal Estthıs OCSs NOT ADPCAL be Throughout hıs
PCUX DOUT ela UE les IS Oont developpe UNe doctrine deof Corinthıians and Galatıans Lewı1s repeatedly cshows atan DOUT Jeu s presupposent UJUC la seule

how DPau[l’s theologiıcal and ethıcal ArgumeNts have been
1Se'\ ogether argumm? that (D11(  M C4  3{8} XIST wıthout anlıjere DOUT les UITSs Oter Jeu Ia responsabilite du

mal de iımputer diable IS Oont tendance ( ythe other According Lewıs readıng ofal belıevers
rer les ressemblances entre idee! de atan et les ıdees

aATC xhorted CHNYALC both theologıcal and ethıical des euples VOISINS s DdS du ro|  le de
reflectiıon

In short the author study offers A tresh PEISPECLIVE
Jeu attrıbue dUuX DUISSANCECS IMauvaılses Ddr le OUVEAU
Jestament On rOUuVver. cependant dans Iivre Un  (D ro-

thıs ımpo rTtant relatıonshıp between doctrine and duction ET rEeESsSUTTNIE utiles
A Chrıiıstian COMMUNITIES Ihe wıth
the econdary Iıterature and q  VO: study- ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
INg Corinthıans Galatıans would benefit from hıs | )Iieses Buch bietet C6 Einführung | die geschichtliche
alanced and caretful of these epistles Moreo- Entwicklung der Satansfigur ES vertrıtt die Ansicht Mono-
VOCT.: hıs groundbreakıng work the OOr forer theismus SE] iınstabil da Cr (‚ott als Urheber des BÖösen

For example what role does Janguage prasentiert er entwickelten die en Satan (‚olt
ıtself play 11 the apostle theologıcal and 1U argu entlasten [ )as Buch ım dass der CINZISEC Weg,
ments” Romans ONC of the O! well known (‚ott Vo osen eireıen darın estand dem Teufe!l
and often quoted PASSASCS AMONS Christians. Fiere: the die Schuld geben - hbetont die Ahnlichkeiten zwischen
apostle UrSsCcs behevers FreS1IST the world’s WaY of thınk- jüdischen und benac  en Ansichten über Satan

stark und behandelt nicht die Rolle der hösen MächteIN& and °hbe transtormed DYy the ofOmınd.’7
Scholars readıly that the Passagc A kınd of als erkzeuge (‚ottes Dennoch kann das Buch als
rhetorical bridge lınkıng the 11OTrC theologiıcal portion EINE nützliche Einführung und Zusammenfassung dienen
of Komans (Chapters 11) the LNOITIC ethıcal sectTiOn

(chapters E 16) In A word the PaASSaLc ımportant for
“Satan chıldren feared hım but A} scholarsunderstandıng how DPaul theology relates hıs ethıcs

Lewıs deals wıth thıs PasSsagc only brieflv 1 hıs onclud- understand hım 9 us Say ray and Mobley they
IN chapter ereby PaVıng the WaYy tor turther INVCS t1ga- chare thıs understandıng 1C reAaCT!I: tradı-

10178 that used Satan the al Ihe authors Car g€tL10N of Romans and other etters lıke Phılıppians and
Coloss1i1ans where COZNITNON termınology frequently A popular audıence, OC made up of ANyOLIC wh: “has
tound C: been Tal! of the devıl” Y reach thıs audıence, they

Lee Bond Aberdeen cotland nclude personal teSLUUMONIECS, entertammg COMMCNEIS,
aAN! modern ıllustratiıons Moreover the authors provıde

ıntroduction the authorshıp, ftormatıon 1C-
fure and CONTLEXT of the Next thev deal wıth the

The ırth of Satan Iracıng the Devıl Bıblıcal nature of God the ftollowed by A treatment of the
Roots ature of Satan Before CXAIUOUNS the role of the EVl1.

the the authors d1iscuss the iınfiuence of Israel’sWray and Gregory Mobley ne1ghbours upon the ıdea of Satan and the eviıdence of
New York Palgrave Macmıllan thıs ınfuence found extracanonıCcal lıterature The

2005 2053 £,14 authors also provıde CXCUTSUS the development of
hell Ihe last chapter entıitled “Why Satan MarTttfers PISBN 4()39 69553
marıly A SUMUNALY of the PTFCVIOUS chapters

SUMMARY Ihe book A repackagıng of argumecnts Dy authors
This book provides introduction the development of uch as N Forsyth Pagels and J.B Usse. In short

Wray and Mobley endorse the argumcent that there W asSatan throughout history It olds that monotheism I5 Unsta-
ble IT presents God the author of evıl thus the Jews evelopment of the EVL1. the 1E parallels the
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increase and “triumph” of monotheısm henotheism Dıiıvıne Freedom and the Doctrine of the
and polytheism ın Israel According the book, O- Immanent rım
theıism 15 unstable SINCE It G0od the author of In Diıalogue wıth Karl Aarth AAan Contemporaryevıl Thus, Satan W 4S developed ccto relhıeve God from
the duty of evıl.” Only after centurıes of relıeving GOod’ Theology

DPaul Oolnarof thıs duty by “priestly and prophetic stylısts” God
NOW “presentable ın polıte Company. ” Thıs evelopment London TL C'lark L, 2002; N  57/
reached lımax durıng the per10d of Second Temple
udaısm when the Jews borrowed the ıdea of wıcked pb, ISBN 0-567-04134-4

SUMMARYPDOWCIS from theır ne1ghbours. us, by the tiıme ON  C

reaches the God 15 exonerated SINCE vıl] 15 L1OW As the title suggesis, Molnar’s COMNCETTI In his work IS the
blamed solely the figure of Satan, who SULINS up the reedom of God, especially In relation the iımmanent
other wıcked POWCIS extracanonıcal lıterature. Ihe Irimnity. Molnar’s Hasıc Dremise IS uphold reedom
authors conclude MN that the Satan ın the bıble W d al DY revealing the need for properly conceived doctrine
ad hoc explanatıon for evıl They do NOT know whether of the ımmanent Irinity, and DY combating the frequently
he 15 real. only hat the ONC in the bıble 15 NOT hım; IICV- used starting pomt tor formulating SUCH doctrine, that of
ertheless, they ENCOUTASC the reader hold these human experlience. The works of Barth and Orrance

Al} parables 1C demonstrate hat although drIe extensively used In opposition roa of the-
ologians’ works the subject, and In particular, the woörkevıl NOVCS ın the WOT.| It 15 ‚Ways opposed by g0o0od
of Kar| Rahner. Rahner’s aXI10M that ‘the iımmanent Irın-SeveralCohould be made thıs

book. Hırst, the book Q1VvES the ımpress1o0n that the only Ity IS strict!y ıdentical with the ECONOMIC Iriniıty and VICEe
WaV the Jews COUu. tree God from evıl Was blame the versa,' (X1) IS questioned In regard whether (r nOT ıt Carn

devıl, and thus, there W as monolıthıc OVi aAM ON the truly respect reedom Molnar contends that Giod IS
Jews find A kven ıf, however, Jews telt free, Father, Son and Holy Spirıt, apart from creation,
need TeC God ftrom blame rather than embracıng the pre-creation and eternally.
MVYS TE IV ofGod the ınvention ofSatan W as NOT the only RESUMFE
WaY do thıs Instead, there AL which place
the ame wıcked people and C choı1ce. Second, ommMme SOM tıtre ’indique, lıvre porte SUT 1a question

de 1a IıHerte divine, Darticulier dans SOM rapport avVeC 1alıght of synecdoche, OC MUST question the valıdıty of
Irinıte ımmanente. Molnar Dart de 1a volonte de maıntenırthe conjecture that phrases such the hand of God and

sword of the Lord WCCIC early attempt:s dıstance God Ia ıberte divine Yyue ela necessite un doc-
TOM vıl Next, the dıscussıons of foreiıgn phılosophı- trıne de 19 Irinite iımmanente adequate. rejette DOUT ela

1E pomMmt de epa COuUuramment adopte DVOUT formuler un  Dcal ınfiuence the Jewısh ıdea of eviıl, the authors OVCI-
telle doctrine, celul de ’experience humalrne. alt large-emphasıse the simılarıtıies. In o1ng 5! they depict the

Jewısh beliıef contamıng orıgınal thought. Moreo- ent appe! ’ceuvre de Barth et celle de Orrance
DOUT s Opposer d’autres theologiens Qquı ONT 6crımit SUr e

VCL the conclusıon that Satan 15 longer agent of
sujet, particulier Kar/| Rahner. UU /axiomeGod iın the 15 NOT clear. For example, COr

12 Daul te how God used Satan for dıyvıne rahnerien selon leque! C a Iriniıte iımmanente EST stricte-
ment identique Ia Irınıte ECoNOMIUE et ICEe »}To be taır. the authors do admıt thıs iın ONC lıne; yeL, they SOItT meme de faıre reellement place la ıbertedıd NOT feel the need elaborate that whiıch muddles

theır thesıs other unaddressed 1ssue 15 the roblem divine. Molnar soutient UU Jeu Est libre, tant QUuUE
Pere, Fils et Sarlnt-Esprit, independamment de Ia creation,IC results in placıng blame ON Satan, namely, the
de Ia pre-creation et eternellement.

EXTENT of dıvıne sovere1ignty: ıf Satan 15 NOT agcCht of
God, then why doesn’t G0d destroy hım? ZUSAMMENFASSUNG

It 15 unfortunate nat SUOIILLC have been abused by Wıe der Tite!l nahe legt, beschäftigt sich Molnar In diesem
manıpulatıve presentations of Satan; but, the goal Werk mMit der Freiheit Gottes, insbesondere In Beziehung

reheve the audıence of fears stemmıng from thıs E: iımmanenten Irınıtät Molnars grundlegende Praämıisse
abuse, why dısmıss the Satan of the There, he 15 esteht darin, es Freiheit Uurc die Offenbarung
NOT much be feared resisted and 15 OC who Hees des Bedürfnisses nach eiıner ANSCMESSCH konziplerten
before those who submıt God ıle counting hıs days L ehre über die iımmanente Irınıtät festzuhalten. Außerdem
before he 15 rushed beneath them er than focusıng bekämpft EF die menschliche ahrung als oft hbenutzten

the speculatıve bırth of Satan: It SCC1I115 better trat- Startpunkt eıner solchen | ehre DITS Arbeiten Barths und
WONUL have been fOocus hıs definıtıve defeat Vo  P Orrance werden ausführlic In Opposition

Despıite the above crıt1ques, thıs book would SCITIVC einer grolsen Bandbhreite Werken anderer Theologen
eNENC1N: introduction “Satan SUMUN: of works Zzu Thema Insbesondere ird das Werk Kar|

about hım, and catalyst for conversatıon. Rahners und dessen Axıom, “die iIımmanente Irımıität SE
J Dodson, The Unwversity of Tübıngen streng ıdentisch mMmıt der ökonomischen Irınıtät und UMSC-
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