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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:
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tent eclairage SUur certaıns aspects de SOM evangile. etteperfectly obedıient, that 1S, wıthout S$1N. He maılntaıns
that, lıke the reSst of humanıty, raham W as sınner these grande partıe convaıncante montre ’importance
ın eed of savıour, who, tor Paul. 15 Chrıst Jesus chap- de CEsS ([extes DOUT Matthieu. Chae DrODOSC de nouvelles
ters 6-7) In Galatıans, aul focuses the opponents’ pIstes DOUT border certaıins de 1a christologie MmMat-
claım that CIrCumMcCISION WONL. unıte ONC wıth raham, theenne, et Darticulier Ia tradition du C ıls de David qUI
ereby OWINg ONC partıcıpate 1n hıs blessing. a22: guerit »

claıms, instead, that Abraham’s blessing 15 hıs ‘seed’, ZUSAMMENFASSUNGJesus hrıst, the S redeemer (chapter ö
De Roo’s emphasıs raham Paul’s argument Chae analysiert die davidische Hirtentradition Im Alten

15 be welcomed, but iIt 15 precıisely AT thıs pomt that JTestament, Im Judentum der eıt des zwelıten Tempels
und Im Matthäusevangelium. Fr versucht zeigen, wel-her suggestion collapse. Her contention that

Romans 15 dırected agaınst the ıdea of raham ches Licht auf das Matthäusevangelium fällt, wenn Narn die
A FE  .  {  erimer (p.163) acks eviıdence. Mentioning 1FrCUM- Erwartungen untersucht, die Im iterariıschen Hintergrund
CIS1ICN and the law does NOT InNncan ONC relyıng A  gl werden, in dem die | ıteratur Aaus der eıt des Wel-

ten Tempels die eschatologischen Traditionen Aus HesekielAbraham’s works. Moreover, ıf Paul 15 combatıng the
20 und ähnlichen JTexten | )Iiese Im großen und gaNnzendea of relyıng Abraham’s obedience for atonement,

then ONC WOU. CXPCCt TMOTC dırect between überzeugende [Dissertation llustriert die Wichtigkeit dieses
raham and Christ, for, de Roo’s suggest10nN, thevy Materials für Matthäus. (Na® hbietet eue Ansatze
offer opposing INCAalls salvatıon. 15 doubtful also Aspekten der matthäischen Christologie, inklusive der Ara

dition VO! „heilenden Davidssohn“.that Paul 15 alludıng thekedalh tradıtıons in Galatıans
314 (see pp. 140-4

In spıte of these reservat1ons, de Roo’s work hıgh-
lıghts the importance ofobedience for Paul’s Jewısh COIMN- T hıs wıde-rangıng TOMEC 15 the publıshed version of
temporarıes and Paul’s INsıstence that salvatıon 4Ce’S 2004 doctoral dıssertatıon from Trmity Evangelı-

cal 1v1mty chool,; supervısed by chnaDe Chaeonly 'oug| Jesus Chriıst cholars ınterested DPaul
and hıs relatıon hıs Jewısh contemporarıes wıll benefit explores the sıgnıfıcance of Jewısh shepher: tradıtıons
from thıs work. for Matthew’s spe and Its relevance tfor determinıng

the Orgn of Matthew’s healıng Son of Davıd.?Jason Maston, Aberdeen, cotland The first chapter analyzes and shepher
tradıtı1ons, concludıng wıth helpful FEVIEW of the dıf-
ferences between and shepher INSIStINS

Jesus the Eschatological Davıdıc Shepherd: that the eschatological redemptive of
Stud1ies ın the Old Testament, Second Temple shepherding, ıncludıng forgıveness and ealıng, all

but unıque agalınst theır backgroun (S1 Partıicu-Judaısm, and ın the Gospel of Matthew
oung hae larly detaıled attention 15 paıd Ezekıel 34-37/, Mıcah

2-5, and charıah 9-1  M Whiıle appropriately ACCOUNLT-
Tübıingen: Mobhr 1ebeck, 2006, /4.00, ıng for varıety, hae for surprisıngly unıfed

pb, ISBN 3161488768 VIsS1ıON of restoratıon by [11Calls of shepherd-lıke defense,
UMMARY re-gathering and ATC under dıvinely-appointed Dav-

ıdıc ruler (90-93) Thıs synthesı1s provıdes generalChae analyzes the Davidic shepher tradition In the the questi0on, °How would Israel recognIızeOld estament, Second Temple udaism, and Matthew/’s the arrıval of the promısed eschatologıcal epher. and
Gospel. He seeks csShow the Ig cshed Matthew DY
investigating the expectations created In Matthew/’s lıter- Davıdıc Shepherd-Appointee?”
d background Second Temple literature USse: eschato- IThe second chapter cshows developıng Davıdıc

shepher: tradıtion’ in Second Temple Judaısm, partıc-logical traditions fraom F7zekijel 34-3/ and related Texts This ularly ın the Qumran lıterature, Psalms of Solomon , andlargely successful dissertation llustrates the iımportance of Anımal Apocalypse. Chae argucs that Ezekıel 24-3 / 15 thesuch materia|l for Matthew. Chae offers res approaches
of Matthean Christology, including the ‘’healing SOM

MOST cerıitical TeXTt for the peri10d, exercısıng ınfiuence
of Davıd’ tradition. Zecharıah and zZA) ole udaısm built unı

shepher: tradıtıon Iınked DYy Varıo0us shepherding MmMeta-
RESUMF phors.
Chae etudie la tradition du berger davidique dans ’Ancien Chae then investigates the “ndelhble mark’ eft the
qutament, dans e jJudaisme du second temple et dans Airst Spe. by thıs Jewısh shepher: tradıtıon chapter
’Evangile de Matthieu. s’efforce de Ontrer JuCc les tra- three. Chae focuses interpretation “Matthew’s LLartTa-

ditions eschatologiques developpees dans Ia Iıtterature du t1ve” ıle consıstently defending hıstoricıty. kor Mat-
thean studıes, nes MOST ınteresting theory 15 dvancedjJudaisme du second temple, partır d’Ezechiel 34-37 el

d’autres t[extes similaires, Oont 21010188 des attentes qUI 'al- he PresCchts the C1tat1ons and allusıons in 9:50; 10:6,
salent partıe de l’arriere plan litteraire de Matthieu et jet- 16; 15:24; 25:31-46 and ‘metalepsıi1s’ ın 7a45 21312
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