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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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promising 215 series called Pauline Studies PAST of ındıyıdual letters, but NOT of them how do
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG dıfferentiate the Parts that he from the others?

It Paul dıd NOT wrıte of the etters ascrıbed hım.  ‘5|Diese Sammlung VOTI acht Aufsätzen hietet eıne gediegene
Einführung In das Wesen der Sammlung der neutestament-

what dIC the canonıical, hıstorical and Vecn theologı-
cal. ımplıcatıons of such conclusıion? (1ıchen Paulusbriefe. Untersucht werden der Ursprung, die

Komposition, der Umfang und die Bedeutung des Corpus Porter also iıntroduces the CSSayS of the volume.
Paulinum. [Das Wesen der angesprochenen Fragen ıst dus Aageson dıiscusses “Che Pastoral Epıstles, Apostolıc
dem ersten Zitat unten ersichtlich. DITZ Aufsätze spiegeln Authorıity, and the Development of the Paulıne CIp-

tures Wall examınes *1 he Function of theevangelikale und nicht-evangelikale Ansätze wiıder. Der Pastoral Letters wıthın the Paulıne Canon of theBand Ist der In eıner verheilsungsvollen Reihe
Mamens Pauline Studies PAST Canoniıcal Approach‘ 44) He O1VES brief OVECT-

VICEW of the formatıon of the Paulıine Cannn applıesRESUMEF canonıcal approac. descrıibe the nNction of the Pas-
Cet OUVraße contient huilt etudes et constitue un bonne toral epistles wıthın the Paulıne collection. Wall
introduction 1a nature du recuel| des lettres de Pa ul dans that "only consıderatiıon of thıs thırteen-letter W.  ole
e OUVEAU JTestament. traıte de ’origine, de Ia mM  Ö- and NOT fractıon thereof, 15 complete understandıng
sıtion, de l’etendue et de 1a valeur du COFDUS Daulinien. of the Paulıne regula fide1 possible for Chrıstian nurture”
Les etudes refletent des DOoINtS de Vu  D evangeliques et non (36) then describes the sıgnıfıcanNcCE of the ınclusıon
evangeliques. est le premter volume d’une serıe SUur Paull of the Pastorals wıth theır eccClesiology and emphasıs
qU! s’annonce prometteuse. the character of the Chrıstian for the reconstruction of

Paul’s theology. ArguCcs that *the interpreter IMUST

steadfastly avo1d the CHTTEHL practice of setting asıde the
Ihe PFESCHLT volume 15 the first L1CW ser1es called three-letter collection of Paulıne Pastorals “nauthentic’
Paulıne Studies PAST). Volume 15 devoted Panyl and accept theır eachıng complementary for holıs-
and Hıs Obpponents (ed Porter; PAST Leıden t1C Paulıne theology that 1S, fact, authorized DYy the
Brull, 2005; ct. FeVIEW 1g10N 1 heology, in church’s Scriptures’ (S/) Ihe Pastorals function
print Volume three addresses Panul and Hıs T heology COrreCTt what thı  a 15 dangerous endency ofPAST ö Leiden I1 Further projected vol- the (especıally) Protestant misreadıng of Paul, 1C
umes wıll OWVi Panyl World DPAST and Panyl. demonızes good works somehow subversive ofJew, Greek, Roman PASTI 5 2008 Another ser1es of the sınner’s dependency Christ's death for salva-five volumes has already been planne extend the t10N3. er, the Pastorals’ STIrESS the ftormatıon ofser1es rther. godiy’ character the dıstınguishıng mark of theIhe number of etters of DPaul ın the New lesta- faıthful belıever, who 15 then morally COMPECLCNLTMmMenTt has been ispute 1Ssue 1n New Jlestament stud- perform g00d works’, COFrTECTS another endency of1eS. Whiıle the anOonNn contaıns ırteen etters ascrıbed (especıally) Protestant miısreadıng of aur namelyPaul and SOINC scholars thıs ate have eiende:
the authenticıty of of them, MOST scholars only 8CCCPt

the emphasıs eachıing Savıng orthodoxy the
exclusıon of instruction 1ın practical dıvinıty that

about of these etters etters of DPaul the apostle. embodies confessed truth ıIn the hard work of T1S-
But much INOTre than that 15 al stake t1an charıty viırtue In thıs regard, COO, the empha-the beginnıng Porter provıdes short “Introduc- S1S of the Pastorals MNSS NCCECSSALVY \aNCEe the
t10n the Study of the Paulıne Canon (1-3) startıng Ole of Scripture’s Paulıne teachıng (44)wıth lıst of the quest1i0ns ınvolved: N Bohssmard’s, “Paul’s Letter the Laodıceans’

Dıd auı wrıte of the etters ascrıbed hım 1n the
N” 1 he dıd, ACCOUNLT for how these etters

5-57, for the later EXTant atın version SC Hardıng’s
aV, 138f) the basıs of INa V doublets

WEIC preserved and complıe Nto the COrDUS that Coloss1ans that the 11O lost letter the Laodıceans of
110 have? Dıd he wriıte other letters, of whiıch Col 4: 16 has been incorporated INtTO Coloss1j1ans. Ihe

stıll AaVe dırect of indırect evidence, that aATC NOT ın
the anon but that bear examınatıon? Itf thınk that

edıtor of the Paulıne letter collection dıd NOT forget the
letter the Laodıceans, °but ombıned It wıth the letter

he dıd NOT wriıte of the letters, 1C| ONCS dıd he the Coloss1ians; consequently, It st1l] eXIStS, Dut in the
wrıte”? How do know that he dıd dıd NOLT wrıte form of membra dısjecta, letter (Colossıans) WE
these letters? What erıter1a uUusc dıiscuss thıs St1. POSSCSS. all the easier do thıs SInce...
1ssue”? For those that he dıd NOLT wrıte, how do the etters WEIC parallel dealt wıth sımılar
ACCOUNT for theır aVIng been wrıtten and ıncluded themes. The compuer thus fulfilled Aat the SaJlllc time the
what 15 DO COUTr canonıcal collectiıon OUnN:! ın the wısh expressed DYy Paul in Col both etters WEIC
NI How do for SOMINC of the problematıc be read DYy the SaIrııc readers; that WOLL be easıer thevJuxtaposıit1ions of ıdeas the etters that do have”? WEIC combıned form sıngle letter” (45f) Bossmard
Itf that Paul INaYy have wriıtten SOLI1I1C parts consıders hıs reconstruction the basıs of Coloss1ans
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authentic letter of DPaul ım frühen Chrıstentum, LE 1358 (Tübingen:
In “Ihe Hellenistic Letter-formula and the Paulıne Mobhr Sıebeck, 2001; cf. IN FeEVIEW in 4/, 2005,

Letter-scheme’ (59-93), Dormeyer utıilızes recent 1-9 and Wılder, seudonymity, the New JTestament
work letter-ftorm and rhetorıcal analysıs (60-64) and Deceptiun: An Inquıry Into Intentuon and CE,
explore 1SSUES ofS He outlınes several I}/'PCS of rhe- (Lanham University Press of Amerıca, Baum’s
torıcal technıques that ATC found the ındıyıdual let- volume be unknown Hardıng. Hardıng
LGTS and uUusc5 the criter1on of these technıques address then describes the lıterary and theologıcal integrity of
quest1ons of authorshıp and authenticıtYy, and hence the undıspute and ıspute: etters of DPaul O0-61,
canonicıty' (2E) for ar  ng theır authors have moved AWaV apprecı1-

In “When and How WAas the Paulıne Canon (OMm: ably from the hermeneutic, theology, and vocabulary
pue Assessment of Theories’ 95-127) Porter SUTr- of the homologoumena, 167/) and asks whether there

four theorıes the or1gın of the Paulıne R183(0)88 ATC pseudepigrapha the He HCX and Cr1-
He dıstınguıshes gradu collection’ (argued DY t1ques the objections the of pseudep1igrapha
and Harnack), ‘lapsed interest‘ Goodspeed-Knox’s the Unfortunately, Hardıng faıls interact wıth
theorYy, ‘composıte antı-Gnostic’ Schmıiu: theory number of evangelıcal contrıibutions that Arglıc the COI-
and ‘personal involvement‘ theory Moule. Guthrıie). Crar Y wıth sound hıstorical argumceNnts.
Next DPorter and crit1ques TIrobıisch’s theory Ihe last contrıibutions arguc that there ATIC later
of the orıgın of the Paulıne anon Paul’s Letter Ca interpolatıons the CXTAHE letters of Paul er than

Iracıng the Orygmns; Miınneapolıs: Augsburg For- posıtıng disjunction between the letters being Paulıne
5 Fınally he describes the OIl Zroun NOCT, they contend that crıter1a be OUuUnN:! by 1C
between such suggest10nNs (the gathering of the Paulıne It 15 possıble dıscuss ındıyıdual interpolatıons wıthın

requıred personal ınvolvement Aat SOLI1C evel, ach of the etters’ (S) Ihe late (YNeıll arzZucCs that
theorıes that reqQuıre the least dıssection of the iındıyıdual “Paull Wrote Some of All; but NOT of (169-88).
etters aAU® better chance of being accepted prob- Walker examınes ‘Interpolations iın the Paulıne
able; the letters probably gathered ın partıcular Letters’ (189-235). Walker dıstınguishes text-critical
place) evıdence, contextual evıdence, lınguistic and iıdeational,

In the lıght of the travellıng possıble durıng that sıtuatiıonal and comparatıve, motıivatıonal and loca-
tıme It 15 NOT CIV that SOMNCOINIC COU ave tional evidence for interpolatıons and uUuscsS Corinthıians

EST-CASC It xhıbıts eıght of the possıblegathered the letter collection that resulted (mıssıng
OUuUTt SOMNIC letters that WEEIC eıther longer tVPCS of evıdence for interpolatıon. Walker emphasızes
thought NOT be of value, perhaps because of theır that anYy CAaSı! tor interpolatıon be based uDONMN the
partıcularıstic nature). It ADDCALS that such PIOCCSS CONVErSCHNCC of erent lınes of evıdence, and conclu-
WOL aVe occurred early, resultıng 1n the relatıve S10NS MUST be qualified lıght of the CONSIStENCY and
fiXıty of the of the manuscr1pts that COIMN- strength of the eviıdence’ The stiımulatıng and
taıned DPaull’s etters and theır order well roduced volume closes wıth ındex of ancıent
Porter that Luke 1mMoO' COUuU have been SOUTICCS and of modern authors (237-54).

Some 1SSUES :elated the question of the Paulınethat compuer. erefore, “*there 15 reasonable evidence
SCC the or1gın of the Paulıne COrPDUS durıng the latter anOn and the authenticıty of ıfs etters ATC NOT (or NOT

of Paul’s lıte shortly after hıs death, almost assuredly sufficıently) addressed what Jegiıtımate erıter1a ftor
instıgated by close ollower ıf NOT Dy DPaul 1Imse and assessSINS authenticıty? How CONVINCINS AL argumcCnNts

A4SE. such Ca style What ınfduenceclose examınatıon of the early manuscr1pts wıth Paul’s
the secretarıes and co-workers of Paul have hısletters endorse thıs hypothesıs’

In ‘Dıspute: and Undısputed Letters of au (129- letters”? Does theır ınfiuence ACCOUNLT tor SOLI11C of the
65) Hardıng SULVCYS wıder rFansc of possıble Paulıne noticeable dıfferences? Can dıfferent ocabulary and
etters AN! wrıtings, such Hebrews, that aVe been style ın part be accounted tor DYy tradıtıons IC
suggested the time of the ancıent church comıng Daul drew”? What dıfferences INaYy OIL1IC between
from Paul 129-36). Ihen Hardıng CONCENTratES the letters esse. communıty and etters addressed
dıspute OVCT the thırteen-letter 1101 have ıf 110 ındıvıduals? Are anıy 'Aall. etters addressed indı-
PTE dIC three categor1es of aulıne letters: undısputed, viduals only?
dısputed and Spur10Us etters. Paulıne etters OUuUrTt- ENSC Bergneustadt, ErMANY
sıde the anon belong thıs last CategOrV and they
mıg be rther categorısed non-canonıcal iıne
Pseudepigrapha. They CONsısSt of Laodıiceans, Corıin-
thıans and the collection of S1X letters of DPaul Seneca
(138-44) Next Hardıng dıscusses pseudepigraphy in
the early church 145-50); for challenge of hıs claıms
SCC Baum, Pseudepugraphie und literarısche alschung
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