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and 18:10-14 P of network of sustaıned inter- Varıo0ous Matthean PaSSagCSs wıth Strong eschatological
actıon wıth the and ZY) shepher: tradıtiıons. Thıs Davıdıc shepher. tradıtion. Ihe L  A 1$ pockmarked wıth
15 NOT lIımıted ONC partıcular strand, but includes the CITOTS nearly OIIC ın CVCLIY three DYy IN cCount) due
Davıdıc shepher: tradıtıon ıntroduced by the cCıtatıon of ın part the dıfhculties wrıiting dıssertatiıon
Miıcah 5:3- iın MattZ the leadershıp of Israel g0o0d foreign language, yet few ıf ATC fatal Chae 15

bad shepher (introduced by the cıtatıon of TZech generally Strong in hıs of the language Thıs 15
13:7 Matt and the Ezekıel tradıtıon ın 1C sweepıng IX uUuse Vecn vıtal for those iınterested
"Jesus 455U111C65 the role of the eschatologıcal in Matthean Chrıstology Davıdıc sonshıp; the
shepherd’ (245) Compassıon, leadershıp, healıng, M1S- and 21J shepher: tradıtıon; Varıous rOUu:  S
S10N Israel and the natıons, and (Oonce Zecharıah OurTt Matthew ıncludıng the shepherd/sheep
15 fully factored ın) sufferıng and afflıctıon AIC P3_l't (perhaps especıially chapters 9-1(0) unıt), 21454158
of the shepherding program Matthew finds in the and the Great Commissıon; otherean themes

ese facets ATC often PI'CSCI'It iın cCONtemM pOrancOuU. includıng Jews and Gentiles, xıle and restoration, and
Iıterature. the confliıct between Jesus and the Jewısh leadershıip.

Chapter four COVEOETS Matthean christological DPaASSAYCS Jason Hood, Dingwall, cotlandwhere the shepherd theme Ns beneath the surface.
Some ofS work here 15 partıcularly insıghtful: the
shepher: motıf ıght Jesus’ fellowshıp
wıth sınners iın (1 and the conflıct OVEFr thıs tel- Challenging Perspectivves the Gospel of John
lowshiıp wıth the Pharısees (he Often CHSASCS hıstorical (WUNT 11/219)
Jesus materı1al, and g0ood effect ın thıs instance). In John Lierman, ed.
Matthew 12 the Pharısees ATC OT faıled shepher: Tübıngen Mohr Sıebeck, 2006, AL 2369who WOU leave shecp pıt, rather than Cal“‘ tor ıt 69.00, pb, ISBN 978-3-16-149113-9shepher« should He extensıvely and PECISUaA-
sıvely thıs chapter that the Davıdıc shepher tradıtıon UMMARY
provıdes the best background the 'therapeutic SO of
Davıd’ tradıtıon, CONfFra competing interpretations (e:9. Challenging Perspectives the Gospel of John contaıns

twelve C >dy> that Out of the Cambridge TyndaleSolomonic eXOrcCIst and suffering servant). Fellowship New Jlestament roup, 2002 The CS Sdy> callChapter five concludes Dy analyzıng the ınfiuence into question number of commonly held VIEWS In ONan-of the tradıtıon in the conclusıon of atthew'’s gospel Iıne studies Or er Ne suggestIons for understanding(Matthew and 28) Ihe bold OraV Nto possıble
Davıdıc shepher« background tor the Great Commiıs-

the Gospel, Its origin, and/or cContext As such, the CSSays
ddress ro0a| of ISSUES relating the Gospel ofS10N, e NOT the last word the subject, I'CPI'CSCHES John, including questions of Messianısm, John’s relation-important and successful LICW dırection relatıve ship wiıth Luke, the reception of the Gospe!l In the secondPrevioOus scholarshıp. TIhe sıxth chapter relates Mat-

thew UusSCc of the tradıtıon the and narratıve CEeNLUFrY, and connectlons between the CINDECTOT and Jesus
| ike MOST collections of C55>dYS, they dIe nOT necessarılyflow of the gospel, and 15 ollowed by helpful conclhu- coherent collection, however, they ralise number ofS10N includıng suggested poılnts for future research. Chae DOoINtS that T1a y requıire further study and that wWill! havesummarıses, Matthew communıcates Jesus the Shep- he reckoned with n future scholarship.herd, NameLYV, the eschatologıcal shepher: (YHWH)

the smıtten shepherd, the Davıdıc Shepherd/Kıng/Judge USAM  :ASS
in the future, currently the Davıdıc epher« Pfince/ Challenging Perspectives the Gospel of John enthält
Leader/leacher for the eschatological ON  e} Hock COM- zwölf L SSaYS, die AdUuUs$s der neutestamentlichen Gruppe der
prised of both Israel and the natıons’ 356) Tyndale Fellowship heraus In Cambridge anlässlich ihres

Iheon4ruıre of ımagery such sheep, amb, Treffens 2002 entstanden. DITSZ ESSaYS stellen Ine Anzahl
staff herd IMaYy CAast SOI1N1C Oou whether Mat- uDliıcher Ansichten Adus der johanneischen Forschung In
thew CNSAYCS in 5: unı ortrayal of the mulfillment of Frage oder hbieten Crn Anregungen d das Evangelium,
the shepher: tradıtıon. But Chae has provıde strongly seınen rsprung und/oder Kontext verstehen. [ )ie
suggestive NOLT final evidence for the “*thematıc coher- ESSaYS widmen sich eınem breiten Spektrum rragen Zu
HCC of Matthew’s interaction’ wıth the Jewiısh Davıdıc Johannesevangelium WIE dem Messianıismus, der Bezie-
epher: tradıtıon er thıs 15 lıke hung des Johannesevangeliums A Lukasevangelium, der
Chae wıll depend largely the reader’s Judg- kezeption des Johannesevangeliums IM zweiıten ahrhun-
MECNL; thıs reviewer finds it ‚gl  Y probable. NOT dert SOWIE den Verbindungen zwischen dem Imperator
tully convınced of CVCLY detaıl (that Matthew employs und esus. Wıe die melsten Aufsatzsammlungen Hılden
the shepher: tradıtıon in 26:32: NOr convınced die Aufsätze kein kohärentes Ganzes, aber SIE werfen Ine
of hıs aASSOC1aAt1ıon of the tradıtıon wıth 231553 SC Anzahl Punkte auf, die welıter verfolgt werden könnten und
above) But ın large INCASUTC MeC:s thesıs 15 persuasıve aallı denen [an Im Voranschreiten der orschung rechnen

host of fronts, partıcularly ın the ASsOcC1at1ıon of [NUSS
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RESUME In “Ihe Thırd Gospel? The Relationship of John and
Cet OUVTAasC contient douze articles emanant du groupe de Luke Reconsıdered’, TEW Gregory quest10ns the
travaıl SUur le NOouveau Testament de 1a Tyndale Fellowship, CONSCIISUS V1CW the relatıonshıp between John

2002 IS question certaın nombre de 1uk  @ He aArgucs that It 15 possıble that John made UusSsCc
of Luke, made UuS«CcC of John, that they both madeDOoIMts de VUe commuUunNeEeMent repandus dans 1es Etudes

johanniques et proposent de nouvelles DIstes cCoOoNCernant UuSsc of COMMON tradıtion. though eiıther relatıonshıp
’interpretation du quatrieme Evangile, SOM origine et SOM 15 possıble, Gregory concludes that thıs should have

Un large eventall de sujets SONT bordes earıng for agalınst John SOUTCEC for the hıstorical
rapport avVeC l’Evangile de Jean, particulier, les QUECS- Jesus.

The sıxth V “Ihe Fkourth spe. in the Second10NS du messianısme, du rapport entre ean et LUC, de Ia
reception de Cel Evangile ||e siecle, et les rapports entre entury Ihe Myth of Orthodox ohannophobiıa‘ DYy
l’empereur el Je OommMe dans Ia plupart des Charles 11l CONCENTrateEeSs the question of whether
collectifs, les articles Orment Dads necessaırement un  D NOT the Sspe ofJohn voıded by “orthodox” wriıters
collection coherente, maıs ıIS Ouvrent des pISteS QquI appel- in the second Hıll cshows that there 15 evidence

of uUusSsc of the Sspe. by orthodox wrıters ın the earlıerlent des eEtudes plus approfondies el dont devra tenır
Compte dans les [Fravaux academiques ventrr. part of the second c  ‘9 whiıch 15 before known USsSsC

of the Gospel by heterodox wriıters. Ihus, the Gospel of
John had be “saved’ from the heterodox.

Challenging Perspectives the 0 of John contaıns Mark Stibbe adı hıs work iın narratıve erıiticısm
twelve CSSdA VD that ATOSC Ouft of the Cambrıidge yn wıth “ Tellıng the Father’s Story Ihe OoSpe. of John
ellowshıp New Tlestament rOUp, 2002 The CSSa y S Narratıve Theology”. He outlınes SOMIMC PreviOus
call iınto question number of commonly held VIEWS approaches. to studyıng the ather iın John before he
oOhannıne studıes and offer SOMNC dıfferent suggest10Ns TEr VAarıo0ous descriptions of God the Spe.
tor understandıng the Gospel, Itfs Oor1g1n, or CONTEXT. result of thıs narratıve approach, Stibbe that John

such, the CSSaVS ddress d TOAl range of 1SSUES relat- PrESCHES God WdYy that 1g  D}  ts hıs fılıal relatıon-
ıng the Gospel of John shıp and veLr maıntaıns hıs mYyster10us otherness.

AaVIl Wenham’s ‘Paradıgms and Possıibilıities another narratıve “Narratıve Theology iın John
the Study of Gospel’ introduction, 15 Steveerdiscusses Varıo0us WaYyS of understand-
hıghlighting SOMIC of the CONSCNSUS VIEWS that ATIC chal-

;ole wıtness. He draws attention the UuSCcC of We
ng the term *narratıve theology” also the narrator’s

lenged the COUTISC of the book. Hıs STatement “*he
unthıiınkable often needs reth unof- 1.14  > }  ® 3172 and that *the narratıve
Aicıal theme of the book (p 5) that cumulatıpe EXDEVLENCE that €ea| the “we’-narrator

“Ihe Johannıne Sayıngs of Jesus and the Ques- the test1ımOnNV of 112r (P 209, emphasıs orıgınal)
t10n of Authenticıty”, Deter Ensor Argucs extensıvely tor John Lierman s the ımportance of Moses
authentic Sayıngs of Jesus ın ohn’s Gospel. FEnsor COIMN- “Ihe Mosaı1c Pattern of Christology.. otıng
tends that there dIC Sayıngs of Jesus John that Meert simılarıtıes between Jesus and Moses, he COIN-

the crıter1a of coherence and dıssımılarıty tor authentic- tends that there 15 evidence that Jesus 15 presented
ItYy, VEn Sayıngs where the words and of the Davıdıc essiah 1n John but rather Mosaıc kıng
Sayıngs dIC NOLT paralleled ın the Synoptic Gospels. “Revelatıon and Dıscıpleship iın St

Bauckham takes the question of DPales- Joh  ns Gospel” speaks of the SpC. Tama and
tinıan Mess1anısm hıs “Mess1anısm According the emphasıses the ;ole of the arrator the reader’s
spe: of John Respondıng VIEWS that the Mes- MenTOr. Ihe reader 15 often unable fully comprehen
S1aNnısm of the spe of John reflects later (post-AD meanıng, sımılar the characters the ospe. Revela-
/0Ü) understandıngs, he that John maılntaıns t10n experiences and ılluımınatıon central for dıscıple-
dıstınction between three expected eschatological fig- sh1p, and It 15 only through the Holy Spirıt that they
1 prophet, priest, and Davıdıc essiah Bauckham be understood.
concludes that there 15 nothıng in the Gospel 4SSUMIC abı Renz another narratıve study ‘N ıco-
that ohn’s Mess1anısm 15 incompatıble wıth pre-AD 70 demus: Ambıgous Discıiple? Narratıve Sensıtıive
understandıngs. Investigation’. Renz that the ospel's PrCSCH-

1CAS Köstenberger addresses the question of tatıon of N ıcodemus be eıther posıtıve negatıve
the Gospel's composıtıon “I’he Destruction of the and that the reader 1s eft make decısıon concerning
Second Jlemple and the Composıtıon of the Fourth Nıcodemus. At the SAaInec time, he that readers
spel” Köstenberger contends that the destruction of recognise that rıght Jesus 15 NCCCSSALY for
the temple 15 MOS prom1sıng candıdate for formatıve dıscıpleshıp.
ınfiuence the Fourth Gospel’ (P 953) Focusıng the the final V “Jesus, the Emperor, and the Gospel

ccordıng John’, Bıll Salıer maılntaıns that the Spe.WdY hıch Jesus eplaces the temple, he that
the Spe. of John W as wriıtten provıde ANSWETIS of John polemic agamst (aesar and the iımpe-
Jews strugglıng wıth the loss of the temple. ral cult. He the polemic eX1ISts 1n the Gospel
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SCTIVC pastoral ENCOUrASCMCN! for those who 1VE'\ Wırh debates about rıghteousness and the New Perspec-
the NTEXT of the cult t1Vve Paul (hereafter NF ragıng evangelıcal cırcles,

be sCCH by these TIe summarıes, the CSSAVS Miıke Bırd has offered welcomed monograph seekıng
ddress TOA| rangc of 1SSUES and questions. 1Luke MOST help calm the Bırd, who currently lectures AT
collections of CSSAVS, thev NOT necessarıly coherent Hıghland Theologiıcal College 1n Scotland, provıdes

A rOUDp, but they do challenge number of COMNSCIN- critical, exegetical analysıs of rıghteousness and Justıfica-
SUS5 VIeWSs in ohannıne studıes. Some of the quest1ons ti1on in Paull’s etters in ıght of urren debates he
addressed by these CSSaVS INaVy requıre rther ınvest1- SCTS OrWar: hıs understandıng of savıng rıght-
gatıon Aat the east SOINC rethinkıng of the mapr1ty Paul, he crıt1ques elements of the NPP but
VIEW. Iso dıstınguishes the posıtıve of NPP ought

He then Incorporates those posıtıve aspects wıthın IMNOTCBenjamin 2ynolds, Aberdeen, cotland
tradıtional reformed eadıngs Bırd aArgucs Nat Paul’s
forens1ic Jjustiıfiıcatıon 15 primarıly soteriologıcal but that ıt
AaNnnNOT be separated from the socıological effects. Thus,The Savıng Rıghteousness of God. he wriıtes: According Paul, faıth alone Jesus 15 the

Studies Panl, Justification, anı the New basıs of eschatologıcal vindıcatıon; and faıth alone marks
Perspective OUuUT the tIrue people of God_- (P 182, ct. 1 Hıs audı-

(Paternoster Bıblical Monographs) Ta 15 the academı1c communıty Aat large but wıth
CYVC those specıfically wıthın the reformed tradıtıonMichael ırd where the orthodoxv of NPP ra  ‚OS and authors has

Miılton Keynes, Paternoster, 2007, XV11 23) been repeatedly called into question. Accordıingly, thıs
pb, ISBN 978-1-8472727-465-1 monograph mediatıng posıtıon and responds

Guy Waters’ and others’ works agaınst the NPP andUMMARY
Bird Drovides insightful synthesis regarding Paul  /  S Wright.

Bırd’s book 15 rou.  y dıyıded 1Into Parts In the
understanding of righteousness and Justification, with Airstp he provıdes hıs general perspective ustıfica-res emphasis resurrection and incorporation. Writing t10N and the rıghteousness of God wıthout much dırect
from reformed perspective, he then presents IreNIC
synthesis of traditionally reformed and New rerspective

focus the NPP ese chapters nclude hıs SUMUNALY
posıtıon key debates about rıghteousness (chapterreadings, while offering critique of the New Perspective. Z *he sıgnıfıcance that Jesus’ resurrection has for DPaul’s

He concludes with needed negatıve assessmMentT of the understandıng of Justıficatıon’ (p (Chapter 5), and the
poured Out Wright DYy those In the eiorme:

tradition. iımportance of unıon wıth Chrıst ıncorborated right-
OVCT and above mputed rıghteousness (chapter

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG 4) The second of the book interacts much IMNOTreC

FeCHV wıth NPP 1SsueS. ESsEC chapters ınclude eval-Bird hbletet Iıne ynthese Paulus’ Verständnis VON

Gerechtigkeit und Rechtfertigung, die reich Einsichten uatıon of the weaknesses and strengths of NPP readıngs
ISst und ıne u Betonung auf die Auferstehung und die (chapter 5) that rıghteousness has both

soter10logıcal and socı1al sıgnıfıcance” (p (chapter 6Eingliederung legt Fr sSschrei aus eıner reformierten Per- dıscussıon of works and eschatologıcal vindıcatıonspektive und präasentiert dann ıne vermittelnde Synthese
dUus$s traditionel|l reformierten Lesewelsen und solchen dus$s ıght of Romans 26 (chapter /: and, finally, he
der „New Perspektive“. Fr SsCAhHE mıit eıner ringen nöÖtI- concludes wıth crıt1que of the castıgatiıon that

Wrıght has receıived chapter ösCcNn negatıven Bewertung des Hohnes und 5pottes, den What makes Bırd’s work compellıng 15 that ItAutoren dUus der reformierten Tradition über Wright
dUSSCSOSSECN en C enges evangelıcal thınkıng several fronts. In the

Girst half of hıs Dook, hıs chapters the sıgnıfıcance of
RESUMF the resurrecti1on and the role of incorporatiıon unıocnN

wıth Chrıiıst fOCcus of the IMOST central aASPECTS ofBird re ICI Un  (D synthese intelligente dUuxX notions
Dauliniennes de 1a Justice et de la Justification, mefttant Paul’s soter10logy often neglected by evangelıcals. Bird
/accent de manilere originale SUur les themes de 1a resurrecC- does NOT ownplay the role of the O;  E but he clearly
tıon et de I’Incorporation. Se ıtuant dans la perspective cshows that VIEW of Chrıist’s work that solely focuses

the 15 deficıent. At the SAaINec tiıme, hıs neolo-reformee, 1 presente UuTIE synthese Irenique de 1a compre-
hension reformee traditionnelle et de 1a C nouvelle VETDEC- g1sm ‘“incorporated rıghteousness’ better captures the
tive SUr Paul » [OUT exprimant 565 DOoIMtS de desaccord dırection of Paul’s language and elps uSs transcend old
VEC Celte derniere. conclut exprimant Sd Esappro- debates In the second of the DOoOk, he

anced and reasoned thınkıng wıth regarı the N PPhbation meprIs dont certaıns QqUu! appartiennent
Ia tradition reformee Ont alt DFrEUVE ENVers Wright. wıth IMan y debates, the best 4ANSWEeET 1S MOST often d

complex both/and rather than sımplıstıc eıther/or. Bırd
does good Jjob of incorporatıng the strengths of both
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