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place ın Phılıppi LE aul and Conflıct Resolution:
(Ine dıstınctive aspect of Koester’s theological work An Exegetical Study of Paul’sApostolıc Paradıgm15 interest in the SOCI: and polıtical dımensıo0ns of ın CorinthiansChristianıty both Aat Paul’s tıme and Itfs implicatıons tor (Paternoster Bıblical Monographs)today. He admıts that tendah!’s contra-Bultmannıan

approac has been VeC uent1al 1ın hıs thınkıng the Robinson Butarbutar
ımpact of the gospel the COoMMUNItY. In the first Mılton Keynes, England: Paternoster, 2007 XVI11
of the book, “Paul’s Proclamatıon of Justice 275 £19.99, pb, ISBN 1:842727:215:9
the Natıons’ first appearıng ın print ın Koester
repeatediy ASSCTITS that DPaul’s language of rıghteousness’ UMMARY

The author IMS reCOonNstiruct the dispute Over ıdol-foo:should NOT be :elated rımarıly “plety and moralıty'
(4) Aat the ındıyvıdual existent1al CVE. but iıntended In Corinth and interpret the function of Paul’s efense

“create rıghteousness and Justice for people, for COM- In Cor within the larger context of .7 a He arsSucs
that the dispute Was Dprovoke DYy the development of dIis-munıtıes, and for natıons’ (8) **he bulldıng of the

communıty of the 11CW age (1 Though sociological proportionate societa|l boundaries, IC Were especlally
focus alıgns wıth other paulıne scholars, Koester makes difficult maıntaın n Corinth because of the of
the miıstake ofaWıng Paul’s Communıty boundarıes the Imperia| Cult Set within his dispute, Paul  f  e efense IS

integra| the coherence of KF  i and primarily servedwıde that the only crıter1a for iınclusıon 15 mutual love,
I'CSPCC( and rec1procal servıtude Thıs ADDCATS Dattern of self-denial be imitated and applied In

Z108S OVCT SOLII1C of the INOTC weıghty ethıcal INJUNC- the existing Corinthian dispute He Iso demonstrates that
Paul’s Daradıgm malntaıns the potentia| oday for disas-t10NS -21 Cor. 6.9-10 aul and the ser1-

of adherence partıcular theologıcal belıefs (1 sembling conflict In the cContemporary church
Cor. 2-5 the V least, ough, Koester 15 rıght ZUSAMMENFASSUNG

emphasıse that Paul frequently used polıtıc ern |J)er Autor beabsichtigt, den Disput über Götzenopter-(re-)describe theological realıtiıes offerıng C  St0l'y of leisch In Korinth rekonstruileren und die Funktion der
salvatıon’ and testiımonYy "polıtical VISION of NCW Verteidigung des Paulus In Kor. innerhalb des größerenecumenı1cal Communıty” (OQOne wonders, ough, Zusammenhanges Von Ö, 1 S I interpretieren. Er arSUu-precıisely what Koester INCAaNs DYy “ecumenical. mentiert, dass der Disput UrC| die Entwicklung unverhält-

Ihe reader wıll find the IMOST interesting nismälsiger sozlaler (‚renzen provozliert wurde, die
IT 15 Koester’s ersonal reflections hıs academı1c Jour- des Drucks des imperlalen Kultes In Korinth hesonders
1CV beginniıng wıth hıs interest in traınıng become schwer aufrecht erhalten In diesen UVisput eIn-
Lutheran MINIStIYV followınghıs release TOM Amerıcan geordnet iSst Paulus’ Verteidigung eın integraler Bestandte!l
PO CanNpD ın arburg (1945) hıs doctoral tutelage der Kohärenz Von W  / und dient primär als Beispie!
under Bultmann, hıs research pOSt Aat Heıdelberg wıth der Selbstverleugnung, das Im existierenden kKorinthischen
[0)8  amm , hıs Current p0$t Ar Harvard Koester Disput imıtiert und angewendet werden sollte. Der utfor
nıshes hıs recollections, he that he has OC zeigt auch, dass Paulus’ Paradigma ımmer noch das oten-
long WaY from hıs early Intensıve interest "demytholo- tial hat; heute Konflikte In der gegenwärtigen Kiırche AdU$S-

SIZIN: the hıs MOSLT WO  WNıle contrıbutions einanderzudividieren.
bringing archaeologists and students of early Chrıs- RESUMFt1anıty together” 289) Thıs collection of ( VET CLWENLY auteur de determiner les Circonstances eTt le CONTeNuUuCSSaVS 15 demonstratıon ofKoester’s lıtelong dedıicatıon de 1a SUr 1es viandes sacrifilees AdUX ıdolesthe feld of New Jlestament scholarshıp and 15 loaded Corinthe et s’Interroge SUr la fonction du Chapitre de 1awıth LLULINCTOUS nsıghts that 111 a1d those who wısh premitere epitre, OU Paul defend 1018 minıstere, dans SOMunderstand Paul and hıs WOr. better. discursif. cConsidere UE Ia roverse avaıt surg!Ya Gupta, Durham, England de ’emergence de Harrıeres socilales dispropor-

tionnees JuUE l’on avaıt du mal maıntenır Orınthe SUILe
dUuX DressioNs resultant de 1a propagatıon du Culte de ’em-
DETEUTF. ans cadre, la Efense de ’apostolat paulinien
alt Dartıe integrante du developpement de Corinthiens

se  - essentiellement donner modele de
renoncemen SOI UJUC Paul| Invıte 565 lecteurs imıter dans
leur manilere de gerer le conftflit existant “auteur Montre
AUSS| UJUE re un  D Voıe d’approche capable de
desamorcer 1es conftflits seın de ’Eglise auJourd’hul.

Thıs volume 15 the author’s revised doctoral thesıs COM-

EuroJTh 1A7



Book Reviews

pleted är the South ast Asıa Graduate School ofeol- of Paul’s self-denyıng MO for congregatıons today.
Butarbutar’s primary objectives ar FeC|  CT GTE 15 much applaud in the book. Throughout

the dıspute OVCLI dol-food iın Corinth and interpret Butarbutar demonstrates discıplined scholarshıp satısfac-
the function of DPaul’s ‘defense’ in CSr wıthın the torıly respondıng hıs predecessors, hıle persuasıvely
larger CONTLEXT of 41 Butarbutar also ıntends arguıng hıs thesıs Ihe book 15 VC ell researched,
emonstrate that the paradıgm of self-denual presented metıiculously footnoted, and contaıns Impressive bıb-
in Cor maıntaıns the potential today for dısassem- lıography consıstıng of MOSLTC influentıal works regard-
blıng conflıct the CONtEMPOFALY hurch ng Corinthıians. Moreover, iın somewhat FAr fashıon

Butarbutar MAaANagCS demonstrate the dırect applıca-Ihe book begıns DYy consıdering the Causc of the dol-
tood dıspute ın Orın Extensively interacting wıth bılıty of CXEDZECSIS the CONTEMPOTALCY church
Corinthıans scholarshıp both past and Prescht, Butarbu- Butarbutar’s MOST orıgınal ıdea, however, 15 also hıs
ar rejJects those interpretations which the dıspute IMOST unclear. Concerning the basıs for Paul’s refüusal of

instigated Dy the EiHTAÄARGEC of XITrancOuU.: doctrine SUPPOTT, Butarbutar explaıns, ALIE 15 the kınd of attıtude
that aul MNSZS hıs gospel preachıng that Causc$s hıseCONOMIC polarızatıon. nstead Butarbutar attrıbutes

the ımpetus the dıspute the evelopment of refusal everc1ıse hıs rıghts lıve oft the gospel It 15
dısproportionate socıetal boundarıes. I’hus, the “weak” therefore strictly atter of perspective owards the

"strong' dentifed degrees of acculturatıiıon. Whereas gospel ıtself that makes aul conduct hıs gospel PTOC-
amatıon the WaY he has done 163-164). recıselythe "strong ecognized the ınsıgnıfıcaNCE of man-made

ıdols and neutralıty toward the consumptıion of what Butarbutar ıntends DYy ‘attıtude? and “perspective‘
dol-food Aat publıc feasts, the “weak’ resisted eating such remaıns blurred; nowhere O€s he elaborate for the
mMeaL, partıcıpatıng Aat such meals and preierre that the reader what It 15 that DPaul perce1ved the gospel be
"strong abstaın ell that WONLL requıre ıfs free proclamatıon. Presumabilvy,

Butarbutar that Paul preache wıthoutut such Cas task for the Corinthıans.
nNdeDbte: largely Bruce Wınter’s reconstruction of the PCI1SC ın order experience self-denual and uffering
Corimthıian dıspute, Butarbutar astutely argu' that the firsthand. SE features comprise the VC of the
maılntenance of boundarıes by Chrıiıstians ın Corinth C and, for Butarbutar, the MECSSCHECI MUSTt ımıtate

the INCSSASC. Although intrıguıng theologıcal insıght,especıially dıfhcult due the of the Imperıal
Cult and Its promınence urıng the celebratory EVENTS Butarbutar MUST expound here, especially concerning
surroundıng the Isthmıan Games, when dol-food wWwWas why DPaul accepted SuppoOort from SOIN1IC churches but NOT

requently the Moreover, because publıc honor others, IC Butarbutar COMMECNTOS uDOI only briefly
cpende: largely PON patron-clıent Gies, and support of (  /-2

Very few CYpOS eXISt in the manuscrı1pt, but ıt shouldthe perı Qüll: aftfected One’s patronagc, refusal
tıcıpate the cult and AT :elated meals had SCVCIE socı1al be mentioned that Parts of the book read TMOTC smoothly

cONstructi1onsramıfiıcatıons for the well do’ Butarbutar explaıns, than others. Awkward
Although |the Corinthians | INay NOT ave been forced roughout Butarbutar frequently Omıts the defi-

partıcıpate the worshıp of the Imperıial Ca thevy nıte and indefinıte artıcle when OI1IC the other cshould
themselves MUST have thought about theır role the CIty appear (see the first paragraph, 30) RBut these crıt1i-
where the cult Was being promoted. Thıs WONU. surely CIsSms WdY ımpede the overall strength of the book
aV caused them thınk about theır ınvolvement ın ANY cholar student ınterested the dol-food dıs-
the actıvıtles 4sSsOcC1ated wıth the worshıp of the cult, PUtC, as SCE. biblıcal model for conflıct

solution, wıll find thıs volume helpful companıon.includıng, and about tood assoc1ated ın ONC

WaYy another wıth the worshiıp of ıdols’ (82-83) John Goodrich, Durham, England
ollowıng from thıs reconstruction, Butarbutar

investigates the PULDOSC for DPaul’s “defense’ Cor
Whereas Butarbutar reCOogNIZES that DPaul rebutting T’he Paulıne ( anon(Or antıcıpatıng) eriticısm tor hıs refusal recelve finan-
c1al SUpPOTT, he princıpally emphasızes the ıllustratıve Stafiley DPorter
PUrpOSC of Paull’s apologıa; Paul’s defense 15 primarıly Paulıne Studıes Leiıden I: 2004

paradıgm be ımıtated, rather than for XI11 254 cloth EU ISBN 90-04-13891-9
legıtimacy and therefore 15 ıntegral the coherence of

UMMARYTT Paul’s analogy consısted of three COI‘I'\POI'ICIII'S ;
forgommg rıghts (9.4-18), ‘self-enslavement‘ 9.19-25), This collections of eig CSSayS provides ıne introduc-
and ‘self-control 9.24-2/). Thus, DPaul desıred that the tıon the nature of the collection of Paul’s letters ın the
"strong' Cormthıians appIv these vıirtues theır existing New Testament It examınes the origin, the composition,

the Eextent and the significance of the Corpus Paulinum.dıspute. 'Ihe book nds wıth helpful example of the
applıcatıon of Paul’s paradıgm CONtEMPOFCACY dıspute The nature of the questions addressed becomes ap  r
wıthın the Batak Chrıstian Protestant Church, Indonesıa. from the first quotation below. The CSSdy> reflect evangeli-
Hereın Butarbutar testifies the (re)unıfyıng potential cal and non-evangelical approaches. It IS the ırst volume In
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