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’emploi de methodes critiques. ampbe aılt valoir shı1p, Campbell striıkes go0od ANCE between detaıled
1Ä  qu' a COTtE de leur importance historique, les [ravVvaux de examınatıon of Smuith’s sıgnıfıcant academiı1c work, CmMI soulevent des questions iımportantes DOUT ’Eglise hıs COMMENET saıah (1888-1892) and Hıstorical
d’aujourd'hui, notamment ConNCernant le danger d’assujet- Geography Holy Land hıs church work, CIVIC
tır ’Evangıle AdUX methodes critiques eNnCcCOore a dutıes, and remarkable personal ıfe IC iıncluded
nature d’un traval| academique honnäte effectue dans le knıghthood and rovyal chaplaıncy. Iwo chapters inter-
cadre confessionne! d’une Eglise fidele persed into the chronological narratıve: ONC

Smuith’s groundbreakıng contrıibution the study of
the hıstorical indeed, theological geography of theIhe Scottish Presbyterian professor George Adam Smuith Holy Land the ther takes muıiıth’s aCt1VIty the(1856-1942) boasted in 1899 that modern eriticısm had 1Irst (r War, especıally VOolce Q1VvINg theologicalconquered the tradıtıional theorıes of the Bıble?’s inspıra- Justiıfication Briıtain’s War 1Ms

t10N and authorıty. “Af: only remaıns the OUn! of
the ındemnıty” Mo Cyrıiticism and the Preaching IMpressive handlıng of primary SUOUTICEC docu-

n  5 partıcularly mıiıth’s unpublıshed PaPCIS, makesOld Jestament, London, L90%; /2) In Iaın Campbell’s thıs study the only ceritical and complete bıography of
engagıng bıography of Smuiuth, thıs brash claım Justifies the ubject wıll be of pro: t hıstori1ans of modernthe unportance of hıstorıical study ell AN Degs for Brıitish church hıstory well Old lestament scholarsfresh theological assesSsmMECNT of the ındemnıty’s SOSE interested ın the hıstory of theır dıscıplıne. However, the
For Smuith CIMNCISCS TOM Campbell’s studv pıvotal theologıcal intent motıvatıng thıs book calls OUrT LOO for
figure in the late nıneteenth and Carl y twentieth-century attention. The theologically conservatıve author rESPECLScCampaıgn alter tradıtiıonal notıons of Scripture: OVCT Smuith’s desıre hold ogether faıth and scholarshıplong PastOor, professor, and unıversıty Princı1-
pal, he argely persuaded hıs OW)] denomınatıon, ell

but frankly SCSSC5S5 PYITAIC the Victory of Smuith and
hıs generation’s belıeving erıticısm. Campbell lets the

much of the Englısh-speakıng evangelıcal WOT| that unresolved problems he finds raısed by Smuith’s a1MmMsSs
hıstorıical criticısm COU. SCCLLHE that WOUL POW: POSC quest10ons the CONLEMPOFrAaCY church Cal Bıble
erfully speak the gospel the modern AYC And, Camp- reconstructed accordıng hıstorıical erıitical methods
bell 15 able draw Current bıblıcal scholarshıp bear the weıght of the gospel? Does modern crit1cısm,that Smuith’s claım of total victory premature, VCNn when 1t wıshes (as wıth mı TECOVETr relevant
and that the indemnity far from being fixed 15 under and 1ving Bıble for the church, inevıtably pull Scripture
CONSTLANT negotiatıon evangelıcal churches truggle OUrTt of the DCW and Into the academy? Whart should be
ance fidelıty tradıtıonal confession and dogma wıth the relatıonshıp between creed church confession and
honest scholarshıp. eritic1sm>? Surprisingly, ampbe makes reference

IXING the Indemnity 15 characterized by clear, chrono- the flurry of canonıcal theological approacheslogıcal analysıs ofSmuith’s ıfe and contrıbution church the publıshed 1n the past few decades, NOr the
and academy agaınst the backdrop, helpfully ON- WaYS of approachıng the relatıonshıp between church
structed, of the socı1al and eccles1al upheaval ın Brıitain confession and hıstorical contextualıty that refuse eıther
c.1880-1 Inıtıjal chapters FECOUNLT Smuith’s upbring- absolute Yet: both tendencıes, each 1ın theır OW)
ıng and sem1ınary educatıon wıthın the evangelıcal Free WdYV, mıtıgate somewhat the battle epicte: FIxıng the
Church of Scotland Of SISN:; ımportance AT thıs ndemnı between evangelıc commıtment the faıth
ofhıs ıte the ımpact of the 1873-74 OO0dV Revıval “Oonce delıvered’ and the C  enges pOSse by modern
upDON hıs Heart; and the equally strong effect of German thought. But these CAaVeafts aATrCc precisely the So of
hıgher eriticısm ubDOoN hıs head CC Campbell ınter- Campbell WAants CNCOUTASZC iın hıs thought-Smuith’s commıtment experiential, provokıng study of A mMan whose legacy 15 still VE much
non-dogmatıc evangelıcalısm being reinforced by the wıth
DCW SCHOlariy reconstructi1ons of the (Ild Jestament 10dd Statham, Wiınsen, ErMANYthe hıstorical record of Israel’s developıng experience
of God ‚OTFOU:  Y hıstorıcal approac. Scr1p-
Cure Smith dıscovered, could the gospel SS from
dead dogma and yesterday's creed and let 1t be ear What AVe They Sayıng bout the Historical Jesus?

Davıd Gowlerand felt afresh ın the 1viINg hıstory of people,
times NO Smuith’s espousal of what became New York Paulıst Press, 2007, 190known aASs ‘believing eriticısm’” 15 then traced through pb, ISBN 978-0-8091 -  5-7chapters detauling successful ın erdeen,

professorshıp Glasgow that permitted scholarly and SUMMARY
sem1-popular dıssemınatıon of hıs VICEWS, and finally hıs (owler SUFVEYS and critiques the Current of historica|
long princıpalshıp of the Unıiversıity of erdeen Whıle Jesus research. He apıdly summMarızes the ‘’modern neriod’1XING the Indemnity foremost describes 455CS55C58 and the Ccontinuing quest”. The ‚ongest chapter reviews the
Smuith’s still iınfiluenti1ial contrıibution bıbliıcal cholar- ‚ork of the esus SemiImnar and Its critics. (Gowler’s SUTT)I-
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marıes are ConcIsSe and highlight the major contributions It. In hıs desıre reject miısplaced CrIt1C1SMS, Gowler
of [Many different scholars He consistently suggests that OCes NOLT fully apprecıate the crıt1ques of the Jesus Sem1-
the hbest path forward will fOCUS the sociological context MAX: offered DYy these cholars
of esus lıfe and work. The book would work well In The last four chapters summarıze several trajectorıes
undergraduate class. TOMmM the last quUarter CCNTUY, er the title “CIhe scha-

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG: tologıcal Prophet and the Restoratıon of Israel (chapter
'our), Gowler FeVIEWS the work of Sanders, Allı-

Gowler gibt eınen kritischen UÜberblick über den CN- SO: and Fredrikson Fach of these, in SOMNIC INANNCLI,wärtigen Stand der orschung Zzu historischen esus hıghlıghts the apocalyptic ıdeas ascriıbed Jesus and hıs
Er fasst die „moderne Periode“ und die „weitergehende act10ns. None of these scholars, accordıng Gowler,Trage“ schnell Das längste Kapitel bespricht o1ve enough attention the sociological tactors.
die Arbeit des esus-Seminars und seiıner Kritiker. (JOW- Gowler [UrNs chapter f1ve Crossan. He
ers Zusammenftassungen sind pragnan en die Haupt- FeVIEWS rossan’s InNan contributions ın emporal order,eiträge vieler unterschiedlicher ele  er hervor. Fr re:
durchgängig d dass sich der zukunftsträchtigste Weg auf

whiıch nables the reader SCC the evelopment in ( rOS-
San’s ought He ın the conclusıon that the maJorden sozlologischen Kontext des Lebens und Wirkens eSsu weakness of rossan’s work 15 hıs dısmıiıssal of apocalyp-konzentrieren ird [)a8 Buch würde sich gut für die Arbeit t1C ımages.In unteren Semestern eignen. In chapter SIX, “Ihe Elyah-lıke Eschatological Propher”,

RESUMFE Gowler summarızes the work of Meıer by hıghlıght-
ıng the maJor 1SSUES addressed iın each of Meiıer’s vol-Gowler alt Un  MD presentation critique de VA  etat de la
ummes He criticızes Meiıer’s rellıance terary evıdencerecherche SUr le Jesus historique. resume rapidement la

< eriode moderne » et a facon dont Ia C quete du Jesus and the hıstorıical-critical metho: At the CXPECNSC ofother
historique » DOoUrSult. Un long chapitre methods He also the claım that Jesus presented

1mMse Elyah 15 explıcıtly contradıcted’ Dy otherles TavauxXx du semmmnalıre SUur Je et 1es reponses de SEeS CrIi-
(p.120)tiques. Les presentations Sont CONCISES eTt eitent valeur

les contributions majeures de nombreux specialistes. The final chapter focuses Theıssen and
ndique UE Ia meilleure Volıle d’approche DOUT DrOSreEsSser Herzog A7 RBRoth scholars g1ve IMOTrec attention the

socı1al iın whıch Jesus lıyed Ihe chapter COIN-/avenir est de s’Interesser soCiologique de Ia
cludes wıth OTe about SOINC other cholars whoseVIEe et de ’ceuvre de Jesus works could NOT be dıscussed. Gowler thıs rein-
force hıs criıt1ıque of the hıstorıical-critical me Dy

Gowler’s FeEVICW of the CuUurren«t of historical Jesus appealıng for other methods and perspectives.
theme that 115 throughout the book 15 thestudıes quickly and easıly 5NNgS the student spee

Ihe Airst chapters summMarıze the “modern per10d’ make the hıstorıical Jesus relevant. Gowler explaıns
and the continumg ques Ch1the “‘New Quest’) 1n the Preface (P.1X) that hıs OW) for the hıstor1-
and the ırd focuses the Jesus Semiinar and Ifs crıtics. cal Jesus has drıyven much of hıs thought, and the book
In the remamnıng four chapters, Gowler reVIEWSs several concludes wıth appe the reader make Jesus
contrıibutions Dy kevy cholars of the Aast CCNTUFY, relevant p.144) Ihe hıstorıcal Jesus MUST fit hıs SOC1O0-
'The book concludes wıth “FEurther Cal secti1on. logıcal CONTEXL, but he 111 also be applıcable, maınlvy

Ihe first chapters OWV( the “nodern per10d’ oug challenging, today's culture.
and the “continumg quest 'The quest10ns raısed ın the wıth book that summarızes scholarly debates,
modern per10d Its collapse provıde the backgroun there Ways SOTII1C problems. By sıtuatıng Wrıight
for the contempo FarV debate owler’s 15 CONMN- the chapter the Jesus Seminar, Gowler Q1VES M1S-
1S€ and helpful he hıghliıghts the basıc quest10ns that leadıng ımpression about Wright, namely, that he W as

drove research urıng these times. dırected solely AT motivated Dy the Jesus Semiunar
In the ırd chapter, Gowler Lturns the Jesus Sem1- and.  % furthermore, he underestimates Wrıight’s ınfiuence

and Its maJor advocates and critics. He seeks presecnt and future hıstorıcal Jesus studıes
1E the critique of the Jesus Semiinar wıth K Ihe book often, especıally ın the later chapters, has
clatıon of theır work. He outlınes well the methods and the feelıng of several book rFEVICEWS ogether. Well
conclusıons of the Jesus Semiıunar and summarızes the thıs C1pS ONC know the CONTENT of scholar’s books,
work of Fu  D and Borg Ihe second of [NOIC carefully crafte SUMIMNALY of the scholar’s VIEWS
the chapter FeEVICEWS the ICSDONSCS the Jesus Seminar WOUL. be helpful.
offered by Johnson, Wıtherington, and Gowler explaıns ın the Conclusıi:on that TLNOTC CCU-

Wright. Gowler AD PCAaLS that MOST of these Cr1- rate ACCOUNT of the hıstorıical Jesus wıll focus hıs
t1ques miıssed the mark. He 15 certaınly COrreCTt NOTE relatıonshıp MCSSAYC for the POOTL. Thıs theme
that ecriticism A4SE| Oone’s academi1Cc pPOSt 15 miıslead- roughout hıs crit1ques of other scholars, but
ıng, but one’s OW: relıg10Us upbringing does affect one’s 1t rarely 15 subjected critique. It would be helpftul
rcal  o of the CEXLT, especıially OLIC 15 MOVINS AWAY from for the reader Gowler had noted SOINC of the
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hıs OW|!] portrait of the hıstorıical Jesus rather than te| verlässt. Der (jalater. und der Römerbrief werden mit
1VviINg the misleadıng ımpression that It wıll solve the dieser präziseren Bedeutung gelesen. Im Römerbrief kri-
dılemmas of the debate tisiıert Paulus die Behauptung, [an KköNne auf Abrahams

Covering the Vas  — OUnN! of hıstorical Jesus studıes 15 Gehorsam rauen, we!ll Abraham, Paulus, wWIıE der
CasS y tasl. and SOINC scholars MUST be eft Ourt. Gowler Kest der Welt eın Sünder WAÄdYT. Im Galaterbrief vertritt er die

15 fully of thıs problem, and he has pıcked Ianı of Ansicht, dass Abrahams egen nıcht In der Sühne Desteht,
the IMOST iımportant figures. Ihe book WOU work ell die UrCc) seınen CGehorsam angeboten wird, sondern dass
in undergraduate class, especıially ıf the instructor die Sühne In seınem Samen, EeESUS Christus, esteht [ )as
incIiude: several other scholars whi WeTC passed OVETL. Buch ird besonders Paulus- und Qumranexperten inter-

Jason Maston, Aberdeen, cotland essieren.

In thıs book, A FeVISION of her doctoral thesıs, de Roo
Works of the Law UMVan AaAn ın aul enters the OoN-gomg debate about the meanıng of the

New Testament Monographs small. vet crucıal phrase “works of the la  Z She provıdes
Jacquelıne de Roo ıntrıguung WaYV past the stalled debate that reCOSNIZES

the realıty and Intens1ity of DPaul’s olemic agalnst “workshefhfield Phoen1ix Press, 2007/7, X1IV 280 of the law  L Ihe book has eıght chapters and L[WO1£,60, h ISBN 9/78-1-905048-30-4 dıices.
UMMARY In the Qumran lıterature, the phrase OCCUFTLCS twıce

/ 4QMM I Z and, accordıng de KROoo,In this revisiıon of her doctoral thesis, de KOO arBUes that
‘works of the law In the Qumran scrolls refers OoOne's 15 alluded 1n 5.5-6a (see chapter E Works of the
obedience the Torah IC has atonıng value. For Paul, l aw refers Oone’s obedience the Iaw iın general, both

rıtual ethıcal act1ons (pp.924-9 15 NOT describingthough, the phrase IS negatıve and describes OoOne's rellance works prescribed DYy the Jaw, but works performed 1nAbraham’s obedience of atonement C
Jans and Komans dIe read with his mMmMore preCIse meanıng obedience the Iaw pp.82-94). She rejects the INOTrec

CO  on interpretation that 4QMM I wıthn ind In Romans Paul critiques the claım that ONe ( dl the ALla utlıned secti1on More sıgnıfıcantly,In Abraham’s obedience because, Paull drSUCS, TFa
ham Wads siınner ıke the rest of numanity. In (ialatians de Roo CONNECTS the phrase wıth aAatfOnemMen! practices Aat

he contends that Abraham’s essing IS not the atonement Qumran. She hıghlıghts the IMaNıYy STAteEeMECNTS about obe-
dıence functionıng atonemen!: for Oone’s S1INS and thoseffered DV his obedience, hut his seed, EeESUS Christ. Pauline of other communıty members ell those outsıdeand Qumran scholars Darticularliy wil!| be interested n his

book the Communıty (pp.33-39). Enabled DYy God, the COM-

munıty obevs the Torah thereby bringing about-
RESUME MentTt for S1IN.
ans Celte revisiıon de thöse de doctorat, Jacqueline de Whıle the phrase 15 posıtıve for the Qumran COIMN-

ROO plaide JUuEC ’expression < (©UuVIES de Ia 101 » refere, munıty, ın Paul’s etters It 15 negatıve. Chapter 15 the
dans 1es textes de Qoumrän, un obeissance I9 Torah key de Roo’s thesıs Here che aArgucs that raham

valeur expiatoire. Pour Paul, Celte expression designe provıdes the crucıal, previously mıssed pomnt under-
uelque chose de negatif, Ia confilance placee ’obeis- tandıng Pau[l’s polemic agalnst ‘works of the law”. For

d’Abraham VUue d’expiation. Elle Ni Paul’s contemporarıes, raham adhered perfectly
law, and hıs obedıience had atonıng affects for hısdonc les A  tres  epi dUuxX Gialates e dUuX Romaıns VE SEeNSs

DreCIs tete ans Ceite seconde epitre, Paull| critiqueralt descendants. In INAaIr early Jewiısh tradıtions, de Roo
I’iıdee qu'on DUISSE Compter SUur ’obeissance d’Abraham maıntaıns, raham functions redeemer figure

For Paul, though, raham 15 sınner, LrTaNSYrEesSsSOr ofarguant qu’Abraham etaıt pecheur le de
’humanite. ans ’epitre AdUX Galates, 1 soutiendrait UE 1aW, Just lıke the eSst of umamty Wor of the
1a benediction d’Abraham consiste Dds SM obeis- law in Pau[l’s letters, accordıng de Roo, refers neıther

QqUI auraıt valeur expiatolre, maıls descendance, one’s attempt acquıre salvatıon Dy ONne’s O W] obe-
dıence OTr Jewısh cultural dıstınctions, such CIr-esus-Christ. L es speclalistes de P Iıtterature paulinienne et

de Qoumran trouveront nteret  AA lıvre. CUMCIS1ON, ftood laws, Sabbath regulatıons. Rather.,
the term refers One’s rellıance Abraham’s obedience

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG AS AtONEMECN! for Oone’s OW : S1INS
In dieser Überarbeitung seIner |)ıssertation argumentiert scholars have ecogniızed the ımportance ofbra-
ROO, dass ‚Werke des (‚esetzes  44 n den Qumran-Schrift- ham for Paul’s Aargument 1n both Galatıans and Romans,
rollen auf den Gehorsam gegenüber der Tora verweisen, but de Roo’s suggest1on elevates Abraham’s sıgnıficanNCE,der sühnenden Wert hat Für Paulus ıst die Phrase jedoch for che finds the polemic agalnst raham redeemer
negatıv besetzt und heschreibt den Zusammenhang, dass runnıng throughout the of both etters. In
sich jemand auf den Gehorsam Abrahams als ühnemlit- Romans, DPaul ArguCcSs agalnst the ıdea that raham W:

EuroJTh S 87


