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SINS and delıverance ftrom Sın Dıvıne AN Hıuman ENCY ın nul and Hıs
Underlyıng VanLandıngham’s ArZUMCNT 15 basıc Cultural Envıronment

CONCETN tor dıvıne justıice. Fundamental hıs thesis LE John Barclay and Sımon Gathercole,the definıtions ofLand SFACC introduced ın chapter edıtorsMercy DMm7) aınd STACC (=7o7) ATr unmerıted
dıvıne ACtONSs ıIn whıich .Od UASSCH VCI human trans- marly Chrıistianity ın Context; LIDrary of New Tlesta-

NEeNT Studıes U  CO  CCXress1ONS. Rather, SIUCC refers CO loyalty CO the
COVENANT (pp:35:3/) aınd NC 15 the reward gıven CO London/New York SG AT 2708 PP-,
the repc NCant (pp:57-6 VanLandıngham inds these £65, hb, -453-1
CONCCP of STACC aınd INCICV, whıich N LE developed Hirst
from the Hebrew &. throughout second emple SUMMARY

Judaısm. The CSdYyS In his volume address how Pau!l and his CONMN-

temporarıes, especlally other Jews, ıunderstood the relation-31Ss work wıll certamly draw mıxed reactions.
NOTE here three broad problem ATCA! that wıll need ship Hetween actıons and those of umanity and the
be ıddressed for the 'ClI‘_%UHIC nt o be CONVINCINS. FHırst, implications tor salvation. The Introduction outlines SONNMNE

of the methodological problems of this Dparticular ubjectalthough VanLandıngham references A sıgnıfıcant
number of primary 11CCS, he DICV -.1ttempts under- The CSSay>s highlight the diversity of early udalsm, hut they

do noOoTt set Paul agalnst NIS contemporarıes. Paul  S 1W oftand hıs selected proof) TENXT. wıthın the COTMHWEXT of
divine and human ASCNCY IS perspective on ManYy,.the yhole work. It 15 enough C[O claım that Jubilees,

for example, Sa yS the final Judgment 15 DV works. IThe The volume represents well the Current of research.

ımportant questiOn, which 15 NOLT AS.  C 1$ how does thıs ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
function wıth the soter10logıcal scheme that the author DITZ ESSaYyS In diesem Band widmen sich der Trage, WIE
of Jubilees develops? Exploring themes 11l only DCL Uls Paulus und seIne Zeıtgenossen, besonders andere uden,
far aınd AaAn quickly result ın untaır comparisons. die Beziehung zwischen es aten und menschlichen

Second, VanLandıngham’s thesıs does adequately Handlungen SOWIE deren Implikationen mM INnDlıc auıt
ACCOUNL tor Pau[l’s Chrıistology pneumntology. Ihe Jlie Errettung verstanden. Die Einleitung ckizziert einıge
effects of Chrıst’s death ANNOT be ımıted sımply TCEC- der methodischen Probleme des vorliegenden Themas.
Ing ıA PCISON from the human inchnatiıon LO SIN, W1ıpıng [ Jie LSSaYyS en lie Vielfalt des frühen Judentums hervor,
the slate clcamı aınd QIVINS the potential be obe- seizen Paulus aber nıcht n Gegensatz seınen Zeitgenos-
diıent wıth the Spirıt’s AsSs1ıstance (P Further, ıf 1S SCMN DITZ Perspektive des Paulus auf göttliche und mensch-
doubtful that VanLandıngham has understood rightly IC Wirkungsweisen ISt eiıne unftfer vielen. Der Band
the eschatological Orjentation of Paul’s theology. Ihe repräsentiert den gegenwäartigen Forschungsstand gut
Christ-event aınd IfSs effects WCIC fr 1110 Iımportant RESUMEFEaul than VanLandıngham’s Argume: nt suggests. | es ESSaIls CONTENUS dans cel OUVFaßEe traıtent de 1a questionThırd, although he NOTES that early Judaısm contaıned

de SavOoIlr cCOMMeNT Paul ef 565 contemporaıins, Dartıcu-other perspectives, VanLandıngham commıts the SALM11C

C111 Sander: he MıINıMZES the dıversıty aınd DIO- er A’autres uifs, considerailent S relation entfre 1es actıons
de 1eU eTt celles des humalilns, et quelles implicationsduces soteri0logıcal scheme that 15 the ATHE for CVC- decoulaient DOUT 1a conception du salut ’introduction

LVOLNGC, includıng DPaul Hıs Argume NS explaın SC

SOUICCS, but, ın the qu Cst for ıA unıfyıng perspectiVe, he ndique quelques-uns des Droblemes methodologiques
UJUEC ’on rencontre lorsqu’on borde sujet. L es ESSAaIsdownplays dıfferent DOINtS of interest (for example, PIC- eiften evidence 1a diversite des OpInIONS seIn dudestination ın Qumran). Further, he provıdes 110 sıgnıf- judaisme, mMmals ıs presentent Das Pa OMmMmMe

3r whvy INC SNOULL sımplv apply thıs scheme opposıtion Aa SCS contemporaıns. L e Domt de VUe de ’ apÖ-C[O Daul. erhaps DPaul used the SU\L11C iıdeas but redefined (re /action divine et /action humalne Est
them aıround hıs understandıng of Action 1n Chriıst Darmı beaucoup A’autres. C“ef VUVFaAsC bresente hıen E  etat
(ef. Jesus’ of ‘Kıngdom of G0od’ language actue| de 1a recherche.

Jason S Aston
Aberdeen, Scotland

Ihe CSSLaYS 1n thıs ”DOoO the result of 1 SymMposıium
held AL the Universıity of Aberdeen iın the ÜmMMer of
2004 he book wyhole seeks FEVISIT and, ın SOMNIC

CUSCS, COTTECt ( )UJI: understandıng of how aul and
hıs CODtCI]\PO[".IÜCS explained the relatıonshıp between

ACtionNns aınd those of humans. As J.M Barclav
explaıns ın the Introduction, the tiıme 15 right
retrur CO thıs ISSsUIE (Pp:2:4) In theır W WV: then,
the authors of thıs volume ‘.‘ltt€l‘l'lpt explain how DPaul
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ınd hıs contemporarıes understood the interaction and Somewhere wıthın these dıverse Opt10ns Paul APDPCULS.
Although Ar t1mes Paul AYV ADPCAL o be completelv dıf-relatıonshıp between od aınd humans.

(Ine of the MOST dıfhcult problems :elated thıs ferent trom hıs contemporarıes (for example, ın hıs reıd-
tOPIC 15 definıng exactlvy what by dıvıne aınd Ing of the Jörah): ın other instances he emphasızes the
human ASCHC In hıs CSS'.\}' 08i aul ınd Epictetus, ß CODCCPYS (for example, the role of ATACC in ılo)
Engberg-Pederson AFSUCS that approaching the ISSsuUE of 3u] CAMNOT consıstentlv be set OV agalnst the VFeST ofhıs
dıyvıne aınd human ASCHCY from A theolog1ical perspective Jewısh contemporarı1es, but neıther 11 he be described
1S fundamentally post-ancıent ONe .11 /) Because in complete -.1greement wıth theır VIEWS.
he defines the 1ISsuEe solelv ın Terms of “Opposition Thıs volume contaıns DV CII insıghtful SUS-
(p.159), he MAaınNtkaıNs that neıither of these authors 1S gest1ONSs han thıs FEVIEW mentıon. Ihe volume
concerned wıth the subject. If the quest1on revolves only r presents well the Current STATfEC of scholarshıp ınd
ıround human AUTONOMV, then 10 ıncıent authors throughout IT the authors S: SO ISSUIES that need
W1 be excluded Nevertheless, Barclav explams 1n turther research. Whıle thıs work PICSUPPOSCS that the
the Introduction, ı: 15 NOT NCCCSSAL V CO imıt the tOPIC reader 15 ftamılıar wıth the debate, those NOT workıng
onlv human AUTONOMV. He three categorı1es 1n thıs Hheld 0)8 NECW-C:'!  Ln ıt ga the
explain the W God ınd humans ‚elate ‘competitıve’; VArl1OuUs Opt10ns being propose; DV scholars who have
‘kınship"; aınd *“non-contrastıve transcendence) produced much LLLOTC detaıled Argume HCS elsewhere.
Ihese categorıes provıde elpfu WUAY torward aınd 11 Scholars interested in early ewısh VIEWS of soter10102Y,
he1p 1VOo1d the modern emphasıs OM human Llllt0fl01]l}’ anthropology aınd theology PrOPCI wıll ind thıs volume
ınd conflict between GoOod ınd humans. helpful.

Ihe dıversıty oft carly Judaısm 15 brought the Ore- Jason Aston
front ın thıs volume. In the Hrst CSSAaV of the volume, Aberdeen, Scotland

Boccaccını LrAaCes the development of second temple
ewısh SECIS ınd how enach understood the relatıonshıp
between God ınd humanıty. Hıs CSSaY demonstrates the
wıde-range of perspect1iVves avaılable durıng thıs tiıme Panl, Moses, An the Hiıstory of Israel
per10d. PS Alexander, ın hıs CSSAaV ON Qumran, hıgh- T’he Letter/Spirit Contrast AMN| the Argument
lıghts the iımportance of predestination tor the COIMNN- Scripture 1n Corinthians
MUunıty's heology. In the Two-Spirıts SCTINON (1Q5S Paternoster Bıblical Monographs3.13-4.24), dıvıne Aıction COMNICS the forefront, whıle
the human AgC nt FeNANS ın the background. In CONTTFAST cott Hafemann

the Qumran COoMMUNItY the Rabbiıs, who empha- Mılton Keynes: Paternoster, 2005, 11 49 / PP-,S1ZC human ASCNCV aınd make “alyvatıon) contingent pb, ISBN 1R Z
0)81 human aıctiıon. Avemarıe concludes that tor the
Rabbiıs, °God and Israel depend ON Ga other mutually UMMARY

Phılo PI'CSCH['S shıghtly dıfferent optıon SINcCceE he In his reissued 1995 monograph, Hatemann, wiıth Eexten-
begıns wıth aıcti1on and, AL SONMNIC pOINtS, ADDCULS SIVE Knowledge of the secondary Iıterature and detailed
elımınate ALLV human actıon (Barclay). Nevertheless, the attention the primary 4 that the ljetter/Spirit
character of the human aAgC nt 1S ımportant. rast In COr chould NnOT he confused ıth |aw/

Ihree other factors that Arıse TOM the CSSUaVS revea]| Gospe! The Apostle does nOoT cspeek criticıse the
the dıfficulty of thıs tOPIC. Hırst, Westerholm provıdes | AW al al| and the IS hest understood In Aa
sıgnıfıcant evidence that ancıent ewısh authors thought tion-history” erms Further, while an y suggest C or IS
the human aAgC nt capable of keeping the OT: Panuıl: evidence f Paul  P  S christologica| hermeneutic, Hafemann
DV CONLrASL, doubts human abılıty because of hıs under- maıntaıns that Paul  *  S proceeds in dependence
standıng of S1IN. Second, developıng from thıs 1S how OC MN Fxod 37234 wiıthout altering the original Intention of the
understands the role of "supra-human powers’, such Pentateuchal [EXT These arguments necessitate nOotfewor-
Sın J: Martyn). S,} Gathercole shows, the role thy reinterpretation of the meanıng of Moses’ veil, and the
of SIN, whether viewed POWCTI OWV humans (Sın: Greek words katarge/w nd te/lov. The reVIEW ends ıth
Roman dısobedience (sın; Romans D: NUST be few critica|l reflections his earned work.
tactored nto the question sınce aul describes 1tSs place ZUSAMMENFASSUNG1ın the dıyıne CCONOLMN V, ınally, Watson draws (3UIT.

In dieser 1995 e  ( aufgelegten Monographie argumentiertattention how the early Jewısh authors interpreted
the Torah Paul introduces An antıthesıs that he inds ın Hafemann mit weitreichender enntTnAIS der Sekundärlite-
the Or rFECE1VES lıfe through obedience [O the ratur und detailliertem tudium der Frimärtexte, dass der

Wort/Gelist-Kontrast In KOor SA nicht mMmit dem Gesetz/Torah CM through dıyıne }  STACC, From DPaul’s perspect1ve,
4QMM I and Maccabees instruct theır readers obev Evangelium-Kontrast verwechseln SEeI DISE Apostel, S()

the law Ihe IsSsuUE of dıyıne and human ASCHCYV 15 local- Hafemann, SC keinestalls darauf dUs, das ( ‚esetz kKritisie-
ızed In Paul’s readıng of the or rern nd der Onftras! verstünde sıch hesten Im heilsge-
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