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ANF goddess made subordinate Israel’s God, others could NOT be personification of PCISON (L hyposta-
& that Sophıa developed from the example of HOLV S1IS (nor does she define what che DY PCISON ()i

WOMNCINN ın the natıon. 1lo these conjectures, Sınnott pOosıts hypostasıs). Moreover, Sınnott concludes that ophıa's
her WI) °the question of theodıcy 15 the CONTLTEXT tor the depıiction 15 "Clearly ıIn NO SCS ıntended ‘“other han
lıterary creation ınd development of the Wısdom fl  In OT Cqu and that ın of ewısh Wısdom
Wısdom W IS created from Mesopotamıan mater1als by lıterature, Ladv Wısdom 15 MeVer “envisaged &1 second
wriıters 1n ] "strong monotheıst1ıc system' followıng the >  god iın theölogical sense.” Is thıs really cClear’? Can
11 ofJerusalem ıIn 587 BCLE ın order ıddress the Cr1IsEeSs WC Sa V wıth certaınty vhat Al author ıntended OT how
of the CVCNL, partıcularlv the role of YHWH Kater. [O Wısdom vould be envisaged DY author (D audıence
COUNLTLETACLT the danger of losıng theır identity, these WTIE- 1ın A WOTr'! aul of the belheft ın suprahuman powers? Fur-
( N drew ON the roader ıdea that God created the world thermore, rather than modern theorıes AONE: SUTLV' of

ancıent rhetorıical theory concerning the definıtion andthrough wısdom rather than (J)I1 tradıtıons restricted
the ınd of Israel. No longer dıd the Jews have relv role of personification would have been helpful. Despite
ON “covenantal presupposıit10ns,’ 1OW they had Wısdom these COMMECNES aınd NUIMNCIOUS, dıstractıng printing

“personal mediator, Q1IVINS Judaısm xwhat IT needed CI EBB thıs book 15 recommended tor ıA reader desirıng
°to SUFVIVE ın Its Hellenistic context.’ Sınnott derıves thıs ıntroduction CO A  V Wısdom aınd SULVCV of rFEeCCENT

hypothesıs from the ıck of mentıion of sacred SPaCCS: scholarshıp ON her.
Wısdom’s speakıng 1in publıc places 15 strong ındıcatıon Dodson

that the Temple does 10L eX1IsSt. Sinnott also tounds her I übingen, German
thesıs ON the simılarıtıes of Sophia’s specch wıth motıtfs
aınd styles found ın the Priestly ıccount‘ ın Genesıs aınd
ın the exvılıc prophets. Next, Sınnott dıscusses the elusıve
Natfure aınd the role of Wısdom ın Job According the The Child-Parent Relationship ın the New

Testament AaAn 1Es Envıronmentauthor, Wısdom demonstrates that the solution Job’s
problem 15 tound ın the ANSWETIS of hıs frıends. In Peter alla
Baruch, Ben Sıra, ınd the Wısdom of Solomon, Sophıa 155 Tübıingen: Mohr/Sıebeck, 200315 developed LICW ıdentity marker tor post-exılıc Jews
ın unstable times. Ben Sıra ıdentifies Wısdom wıth the V11 279 hb 69, ISBN 3-16-148006-6
JTorah, Baruch STrCS: her A Uun1ıqueE gıft the Jews SUMMARY
ınd the Wısdom of Solomon exvalts her ıbove the EQVp- In his monograph Hungarıan scholar Peter Balla examınes
t1an goddess, Isıs the child-parent IT IS expressed In the New Testament

'Thıs monograph wıll invaluable FELn He ImMs wrestle with the question of NOW, the OMNE
tor the Study of personifie: Wısdom A [CSOU xyhıch hand, EeSUS makes SOTTIE radica| commands about aban-
Q1VES (HIE VIEW of oth the forest ınd the Ihe doning one’s Darents In order tollow hiım But the
background O  © C' ommenmry‚ aınd Su. of the hıs- other hand, the rest of the New Testament IS overwhelm-
COTV of research E beneficıial; however, the hypothesıs ng In favour of the command honour one’s Darents.CONcernNINS the creation of Sophıa 15 speculatıve. [ )Ioes The WdY that Ralla approaches hıs tension 1S DV surveyıngthe ıck of Imention of sacred SPACCS really pomnt the relevant portions of Tee Lafın and Jewish lıterature
rheır destruction? Fven tf. Sophıa’s specech ıntentionally wel|l d the New Testament writings. He concludes that
excludes mMmention of the Temple, could theır 101 be other Jesus eachings Were exceptiona|l rather than Daradiıgmaticexplanatıons tor whYy thıs 15 the Case” feNUOUS and that New JTestament authors allırme. the standard 1W
Ar  IMCNL trom sılence 1S, 31sS0 1S an Ar  IMCHL from of their day that CAıldren hould honour their Darents.COomparıson, SINCE ONC could ind number ofdıfferences
between the specech ofWısdom ınd the Priestly Account‘ ZUSAMMENFASSUNG

exvılıc prophets ell |DIS) par;  CIS ın LEXTS necessarıly In dieser Monographie untersucht der ungarische Gelehrte
S the works O Y contem porary ? Much stronger 15 Peter RBalla die Beziehung zwischen Kınd nd Eltern, WIE
the thesıs that Wısdom 1SSISTtS the ıudıiences of the Deu- SIE IM Neuen Testament dargestellt ist LEr beabsichti mMuit
terocanonıcal works ın keeping theır ıdentıity aınd faıth ın der rrage kKämpften, dass esus einerseılts einıge radikale
the mıdst of Hellenistic PTCSSLULCS; however, 4A1l identity (‚ebote 741 Verlassen der Eltern seIıner Nachfolge
CT1S1IS does have be related LO theodicv. willen gibt, das Neue lestament aber andererseits stark

clearer definıition of aınd hermeneut1ic for personifi- das CGebot des Ehrens der Eltern unterstutzt azZu sieht
Catıon 15 also n1eeded Sınnott 1VES the phrase “Wıne 1S n | Balla Jlie relevanten Abschnitte sowoch| der griechischen,
mocker‘ An example of other bıblıcal personıfications lateinischen und Jüdischen | ıteratur als auch der nNeuTteSs-
lıke Wısdom, but surely thıs phrase (even f ONC 11- tamentlichen Schriften durch Fr SChNE dass eSsu | ehren
cedes thıs } personıification) 15 Vastly dıfferent trom diesem Punkt Jie Ausnahme, nıcht das Paradigma dar-
Wısdom, esiıdes ın ength ılone. She COMMECNTS that stellen und dass die neutestamentlichen Autoren die Stan-
Wısdom 15 DHAGit personiıfication rather than PCISON, dardansıc ihrer Zeıt bestätigten, dass Kinder ihre Eltern

ehren sollen.(JL hypostasıs;’ but, 110 11 15 g1ven whvy Wısdom
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RESUME aıbout honouring OTLIC S Da TCNETS Concurrentlv. several
Peter Balla theologien Ongrols cCelte IMNONO- ©  4 Umply conflıct between Christians aınd theır

amılıes how tollowers WCIC receıved bvV theır am 1-raphie des relations entre Darents e enfants ans
1E Nouveau Testament herche COMMEeNT comprendre lıes. He from thıs, fırstlv, that the radıcal an-
lEe fait JUE Je des commandements radicaux S  En thıs takes ON eS “Let the de:ıd burv theır
allant demander d abandonner E Darents DOUT eas“ ultımatelv hyperboliıc WUAaV of CXPTCSSINS the
lE SUIVTE alors UE 1E reste du NOuveau Testament eıtere that honourıng .Ood prioritized VCT honour-
E commandement A honorer SCS Darents Pour resoudre S OC parchn Secondl:r- Balla also inds 11 for
cefte ension Ralla considere ensemble des TEextes CCS SUDDOSINS that such commands WEeTC Iımıted Jesus

travellıng COMPANILONS Thırdlv the UrSCNCV aınd demandlatıns eft Julfs relatifs SOM UE ECUX du NOu-
CdUu JTestament conclut UE 1es ense13nements de Jesus of Jesus teachıngs aıbout famılv ATC iınfiuenced DV the
avalenıte Caracitere exceptionne! JU s 1E doivent HdS apocalyptic settmg where UrSCHNCY due LO A}

eschatologıc: €XPCCt'.IUOD.efre DTIS une regle generale et UE Ies auteurs du
OUVEAaU Testament manıntenalentTt YUI etfaıt considere Much the SAMIC CONTCINULE: 1in chapter © where alla

1a leur CDOYUEC SaVOITr YJUE 1es enfants CXALNLNES the Paulıne etters In both the dısputed ınd
undısputed etters he analvses the sıgNıNCANCE f archı-doivent honorer leurs Darents
T the household codes aınd mater1al that talks
about parental relatıonsh1ps 111 A —  e  ıratıve SC1I1ISC

In thıs volume Deter (Professor of New lest UNCNT He Observes aul regardıng hıs congregnnons A LYypPC
ıL Karolı Gaspar Reformed Ununvversitv. Budapest) draws OT AMUY where honour of ParCchts ıthrmed tfor chıl-
ALfentTıO the chıild p;1rent relatıonshıp IT reHected dren Ihese etters also exhıbıt far lesser degree of
111 the New lest ımMeNT ınd 11 the Iıterature of ANTIQUILECY, 1INfra tamılıal feNsS10ON when compared the Gospels
Balla wrestles wıth the LTEeENSION 111 the New Testament whıch attrıbutes the fact that the etters
between the pnttern ot chıild pare nt relatıonshıps 1T ıddresse. I‘CCIPICIHS wıth relatıvelv stable famılıes. He
'.1PPC‘.\I'S 117 the zOspels ınd how 1L tormulated 1 the 4lso ıdvocates that the epıstles testifVv the VICW th:AT the
epistles For INSLANCE 111 the epistles such Ephesians early church dıd NOT rCH:ırd the radıc:al SAVINSS of Jesus
aınd Coloss1i1ans children ‚E expected obev rheır Par- abrogatıng the ourth cOoMMANdMent of the Decalogue

(e y Eph 6 1) aınd 111 the Gospels W ENCOULNTLET T.lpt€l' S1X SLILEVOVS the FeSTt of the New Jlestament
siımılar commaAaNdment “honour VOUFTL tather ıN: (Acts Hebrews, Catholıc Epıstles, aınd Revelatıon) 11a

mother (Mk e and parallels) but WC ılso ind radı- bserves A largely figurative of the pare nt chıildren
cal SAVINSS aıbout ‘leavıng (Mk 29 and parallels) aınd relatıonshıp ınd (30d often referred CO “Father Not
CVCBH “hatıng 26) OC ParCchts In lıght of onlv does thıs ımply continued IMpCraliVe honour
thıs SCTS OUT firstlv determıne whether OLT NOT the parcn ınd love GOod but 1T 11so CYE41ES A bond of un lty

between Chrıistians SILICEC the chıldren of God’ ALC ‘breth-rst Chrıistians tfulfilled the CXPCCt’JÜOI‘I honour theır
parents? Secondlv. find OUT what chared bv the Urst en ONC another
Chrıstian genernuons wıth theır 3(0)8! Chrıstian ne1gh- In hıs conclusıon Balla seeks ANSWET whether CM
bours CONCCTININS the chıld P'.II'CI‘HI relatıonshıp NOT Jesus aınd the earl Chrıstians hared the VICW of theır

Chapters and L[WO NVECV classıcal GTG ENVIrONMENT 0)8! children’ dutv honour theır Par| CNEIS.
such DPlato Arıstotle Pythagoras kKurıpides, wel Despıite the radıcı Nafure ofF of Jesus’ commMaAaNds

Greek ınd Latın SUOLLTCCS trom the Roman ımper1al Iıke leavıng ONC Par CNES ollow hım ıf O1NC '.ICCCPtS
per10d includıng ( ıcero Epıctetus ınd the StO1CS FIG the VICW th IL Jesus W 15 regarde bv the earlv Chrıstians
Ihe chıief CXPCCt‘.IÜOI] that authors depict the ASs being dıvıne then the PI'IOI'H'Y ZIVCnN Jesus COTITIC-
V  a that chıldren SNOU honour theır p-.1rents through sponds that 111 PDAagan ınd Jewısh lıterature namelv,
obedience aınd PTOVIS1ON and thıs 15 ound up wıth A CCTI- the crods take precedence pare NtSs In the of the

AatrıX of duties lımıtations dutıes and S0OC10- New Jestament, authors do exhıbıt thıs radıcalısm
rel1&1001s ıle tor these CXPCCt‘JUOHS Jewısh SOLL bec1USC thev WTr1ıtLe for ettled CONST Cg:lthl‘l$ ınd often

dıscussed 111 chapter includıng FENXTS that ıllustrate Par CNL--chıld language hguratıvelv. Ihe ıbsence of
daulvy ıfe ınd Balla ıdentihes 11  CS  { LLLOTC the dutıes and references [O famılv TeNS1IONS 15 attrıbutable [O the fact
Iımıtations ınd rationale tor the obedience of Jewısh th ıL Chrıistians wanted cshow that thev dıd NOT CSC

A threat LO the socı1al tabrıc of SOCIETWV. In Chrıstian vath-children CO theır arcn He 10T7EeSs that (DI1 the Jewısh
sıde that the 1ST of mMmandated dutıies W 45 sımılar CO the OTKF chıldren honoured theır ArCHES ınd CONSTICSU-
surroundıng culture but the basıs aınd lımıts of Obedi1- L(101NS ıcted Iıke extended tamılıes

Al 11 ıll thıs volume [11 es AA worthwhiıle contrıbu-CHCE —  V UMIOLIC 111 lıght Of ICS Scriptural tradıtıon
B Ila combs through the Gospels and works through L(10N the studv of famılıes atro NAagC ınd households

NC typ€ S of Mmater1al UN1ESs that speak of honourıng 111 earlv Chrıistianıitv ınd 111 the IFr2eCO Rom ı11 world
are aınd UNICS that speak of famılvı hınk the dec1sıon exclude rabbıinıc WT1I0NESS ftrom the

11S shows that Jesus ınd the earlv church refected studv WAS overlv CAUTCIOULS whıiıle Irue that the rab-
standard ewısh attıtudes exhıbıted iMn the Decalogue bınıc COTPDUS POSL Jdates the peri10d SOM1C rabbıinıc
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tradıt1ons do extend 1INTO the pre-/0 per10d Nat. A Finalement Bauckham qUE 1es Evangıles NeE
S[I11 ll objection what otherwiıse excellent 110110- présentent [ le Jesus de histoire e Christ de la Ol
graph [11aAls le < Jesus auque!l | EST rendu temMOIENaALE . ST B

Miıchael ırd UuUNe etude iımportante et de valeur JUC ([OUT etudiant des
Evangiles devrait lıreINAW. Scotland

In the OPCHINS chapter Bauckham 10[[C6s the debates
Jesus AAan the Eyewitnesses: The Gospels ıbout the relatıonshıp between the hıstorıical Jesus aınd

Eyewitness Testimony the zospels Whıle hıstori1ans AAA FGICEL the Evangelıst
chard Bauckham PresChtabhonN of Jesus selectıve ınd subjectıve the AI

Al be TIruUE of the CONSIrTrLUCLION of Jesus made bv the hıs-
Grand Rapıds Ferdmans 17 Ihe WAaV CO CIrCUMVECENL the hıstorv VS theologv

hb AL 99 527 PP ISBN S8028 dıyvıde understand the Gospels FTeSTLMONV In
SUMMARY CORB£FFAST Dr ftormer erıitical approaches that IU-

ate Aın ANONVIMMNOUS 0)8 tradıtıon dıstant trom JesusIn hıs volume ichard auckham drgues for the influ- the PFrOCFIUS TcCan 5ed of the Gospel ir ıdıtıon B iauckham
IC of eyewıtnesses dA‘ Dropagators and controllers of the

LUTSCS that WC take seri10usiv the claım that the GospelsEeSsSUuSs tradıtion He detects | the Gospels specific [raıts
that he helieves indicate the of eyewıitness S{I-

FCST ON the LESLMO NVY of EVCEWITNESSES
In chapter [WO Bauckham hıs ılvsıs of the

MONY and dargUCS for moderate form of the Scandinavian fragments from ’apı1as and ICS elucıdates the role of GVE*>-approac regarding the t[ransmıssıon of the Jesus tradition
The volume Days deal of attention eyewıitness

WIENESSCS 1 the tradıtıon In the prologue Ap13S
EXDOSIELONS the 0914 the Lord (remmıscCenNt of ILeSUMONY | relation the Gospe! of John and the ımpact Bauckham that Papıas durıng hıs ıfehis has UDON questions of authorship they relate the had encountered Jesus 111 Arıstion ınd theFourth Gospe!l In the end aucknam advocates that hat en John Moreover the ACCOUNLT SIVCS credence thethe Gospels present [0 (US | neılither the Jesus of history, VICW that the words ınd ee of Jesus attached

Or the Christ of al hut the Jesus of testimonY Thiıs
LO specıfic nımed EVEWIMINESSES rather than Al  1VINOUS

| iımportant and valuabhle study that all students of the communal tradıtion. Papıas’ preference tor the “ıyingGospels should read ınd SULVIVIN£ vVolce”” reflects chool of hıstorıographv
USAMMENFASSUNG that emphasızed the need CO eıther be an CEVCEWICNESS oft
In diesem Band ar  m  ıert Richard auckham für den EVENTS OTr have KL EVEWITNESSä (e A Galen

Polybıus I ucıan of Samosata) Whart IMOTC the factEinfluss VOo Augenzeugen al5 Verbreiter und Sammler der
Jesustradition Fr entdeckt | den Evangelien hestimmte that Papıas when CVEWICNESSECS ınd theır dıscıples
/üge die SCINE Ansicht nach die Gegenwart VOrN Augen- WEEIC St1 lıvıng TARCAA| that he referring oral hıs-

COTrV rather han oral tradıtıonzeugen-Aussagen und argumentıert für INe
moderate FOorm des skandinavischen Ansatzes ZUr UÜber- There Aın EXAaMMINATION of the named ngures 1 the
leferung der esustradition Der Band widmet eINnNeN Cirols- Gospel tradıtıon 111 chapter three Bauckham belıeves

that LA V of these AT named because thev WT  Dte1l SCINETr Aufmerksamkeilt den Augenzeugen-Aussagen
Johannesevangelium und deren Einfluss auf die Fragen der CVCWIT  SSCS aınd thus ONeZINaAtOrSs aınd gll arantors of

theır tradıtıons Agamst Bultmann aınd others Bauck-Autorenschaft des viertfen Evangeliums Schlussendlich VeT-
{rıtt auckham die Ansicht die Evangelien prasentierten ham pomts that the tendency of the tradıtıon

NOT CO ıdd Nar in Order 111C1TCASC detaıl but ratherUNMNS weder den Jesus der Geschichte noch den Christus des
LO subtract them He C1tes the example of the ArCGilaubens sondern den „Jesus der Zeugenaussagen J1es

ıST wichtige und wertvolle Arbeit die alle Studenten the CTOSS5 ınd tomb Sımon Oof Cyvrene ınd hıs 192  $ and
der Evangelien lesen sollten FrECIDICHNTS of he ılıngs evıdence tor thıs Pl'l€ NomenNOonN

Ar the nd Bauckham ılso INCEMaAatESs resUrreCTING the
RESUME ter10n of vividness Aın indıcatıon of CVEWITNESS CEeST1-
Richard auckham efiencC la these A un influence dec! NO FınV auckham lısts the named ınd unnamed
SIVE des emoms Oculaires QUI OntT repandu et contröle la nZuUres iın the Gospels 111 A SEET165 of tables
tradition CONCEerNan(Tt ESUS detecte dans les Evangiles les 1‘.1P[€ r CN  s 111 studv of ewısh LLUNCS 111
traıts specifiques QUu! indiquent 1018 VIS YJUu ffaire Palestine Bulldıng (J)I1 the work of Ilan Bauckham
(eMOIBNaASE de Oculaires eTt defend Un  D forme 00 ıf the NOST WE attested 1L from EeXTANT Pales-
moderee de ’approche scandinave 1a transmıs- 19 WICESs He 10fes the popularıty of 1LLAL
1018 de P tradition CONCEerNantT ESUS. accorde Deaucoup ated wıtrh the Hasmonean dynastv aınd how people wıth

attention temOIgNagE de emoıns Oculaires rela- sımılar 11L W dıfferentiated Ihe named
tion Evangile de ean el MonNTre quelles SONT les 1 the Gospels largely corresponds wıth lısts of personal
implications WDOUT la de auteur de Cel Evangile. AaAMCcs ftrom other Jewısh MC and s() indıcates the
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