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first became known for her work Luke  - in N1Ss LA 15 st1ll NOT cheap 15 must-have for lıhbrarıes and
her dıssertatiıon the preface of the Gospel in 1C subject specılalısts, oug|
che argucs that It 15 NOT the typıcal preface of pıece Pieter J. Lalleman London, Englandof hıstor10graphy. On Acts che has far publıshed
fine small COMMECNEK; (ın Ihe eople’s Commentary)

well NUmMECTOUS CSSAaYVS and she ANNOUNCECS that she
wıll wriıte NCW edıtıon of Black’s Commentary T’he Cambrıdge Companıon the Gospels
succeed ( 1am’s work. TIThe CSSaVS have O Stephen Barton (ed.)
been gathered ONC volume. TIhe rst chapter W as Cambrıdge: C  Y 2006
wrıtten specıfically tor thıs collection and shows what p/b; TOHNSTS 9780521807661
Alexander’s long term research project 15 and where ach

Aits She 15 studyıng (Luke and) Acts agalınst the UMMARY
backgroun of the secular lıterature of the tıme; INOTC This volume IS collection of introductory CSSdaYyS the

characterıstics of Acts
specıfically che investigates the and the gener1c canonical Gospels The DaDETS DaY specific attention

historica| background, literary and theological content,
Throughout Alexander defends and evelops her and the impact of the Gospels Church lıfe and modern

VIECW that 1 uke and Acts NOT be lassıfıed A} ancıent soclety. The collection IS useful IT combines theological,
hıstorıography but she explaıns that thıs does NOT CS- historical, and lıterary approaches together and eliber-
sarıly ımply that they HE therefore ctional wrıtıngs. She ately trıes avoid al eISsus academy approac the
patıently takes the reader Dy the hand and cshows how Gospels
Acts OCes NOT fit the definıtiıon of hıstor10graphy in the ZUSAMMENFASSUNGtradıtıon ofHerodotus and IThucydıdes 1C) eilen-
IStE1C times had become SCHIC domıiınated by rhetoric. | )ıeser RBand IT Ine ammlung einleitender Artikel den

Kkanonischen Evangelien. DITZ Artike| widmen ihre beson-Not only O€es the on preface pomt ın A dıfferent
dırection, O€es the regıster of the TrTeC I uke wriıtes: dere Aufmerksamkeit dem historischen Hintergrund, dem
hıs 15 NOT the attıcısıng TeC of the elıte but sımpler ıterarıschen und theologischen Inhalt und dem Finfluss
yet educated language. Perhaps surprisıng]y, from the der Evangelien auf das kirchliche | eben und die moderne

Gesellschaft [DDie ammlung Ist nützlich, da SIE theolo-pomt of VIEW ofuke’s rehabılıty hıs from hıs-
gische, historische und iterarische Ansätze verbindet undtor10graphy 15 NOT bad conclusıon for Alexander shows

that the second hıstor1ography had pretty hbewusst vermeiden versucht, dem (ilauben verpflich-
bad reputatıon. On the other hand, although Acts has tefe Ansätze akademische Ansätze In Bezug auf die
SOTINC simılarıtıes wıth the ancıent novel such d an inter- Evangelien auszuspielen.
est travel, partıcular travel by SCa It alsoSfrom RESUME
the novel ın damental WdYy5S. Luke consc10usly wrıtes Cet QUVI'3gE contient ensemble d’articles d’introduction
about V rTECEHr p&St ın which the Roman Empıre
PIays large role, NOT about dıstant romantıcısed P€lSt

AUX Evangiles CanonIques. IS s’Interessent Darticulierement
the novels. ere SOTINC affınıtıes wıth ’arriere-plan historique, Contenu Iıtteraire el 16ologi-

UJUC des Evangiles et eur influence SUr Ia VIE de ’Eglise et
the of the iıntellectual 10graphYy although thıs TOO a SOCIeEtE moderne. L ouvrage aSsSOCIE des approches theo-
15 NOT close fit Alexander shows that the portralit of ‚ogiques, historiques et ıtteraires s’efforcant d’eviter
Paul resembles whart readers 'ould AVE known about
Socrates iın AT least C1g! f maJor Ihe eArest

d’opposer Ia fol ET 19 recherche academique.
parallels, however, A wıth the (Old lestament whıch
has clearly served 1 uke’s MO several WAaYS. Luke { hıs volume the Cambrıidge Companıon Ser1ies (078)
wrıtes the kınd of 166 that ultured Jews WO have at the canonıcal Gospels wıth specıal emphasıs the
appreclated MOSTt Alexander does NOT develop thıs lıne canonıcal COMNTEXT of the Gospels and Chrıstian ıte
of thought vVC far but others have wrıtten extensively continued performance of the Gospels. TIThe book 15
about it Ihe conclusıon 15 that ancıent reader who dıyıded 1nto three parts (1) Approaching the Gospels
took Acts WO probably CXPCCt AaCtU: NOT f1c- Context and (  O (2) Ihe Gospels Wıtnesses
tiıonal work, pıece of *technical hterature” E the CVe Chrıst Content and Interpretation; and (3) Ihe After-
of popular culture Of COUTITSC factualıty does NOT xclude lıfe of the Gospels pac Church anı SocıetYy.
selectıvity and the Uusc of1' perspectives. The “Introduction’ by Stephen Barton draws tten-

Alexander’s work 15 VC ocused She hardly touches t1on the ıchotomy of interpretation of the Bıble
other 1SSUES such place and date of Acts, 1 uke’s in academıc unıversıties that stands ‘over” the feXTt

background, although che does hınt at late or1ıgın and and the ınterpretation of the the hurch that
at the 0OthatıW d Jewısh Ihe book be stands “under” the TexXTt ccordıng Barton the PI'CSCIIt
ead wıthout owledge of rec ONC C  9 however, volume seeks beyond thıs dıvıde by incorporatıng
contaıns much untranslated French It 15 well-produced hıstorıcal, terary‚ rhetorıcal,; theologıcal, and aesthetic
but AT ofhficıal price of for the paperback 1t approaches the Gospels whıch does better Justice
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theır christological subject artfer and function Chris- Gospels and the reader’ where she SCTS OUuUrTt the herme-
t1an Scripture. neutical 1SSUES related readers and TEXTS concerning

Loveday Alexander asks “What 15 gospel?” search bıblıcal interpretation. She describes pragmatıc USCS of
of the of the canonı1cal Gospels. She theır ıblıcal FEXT (LE lıberation, femnıst, ethıcal, and SPUr-
largely biographical shape and them orally ıtual hermeneuti1cs) and interacts wıth the theorıes of
tradıtiıoned lıterature, school tradıtıons, ree| lıterature Rıcoeur and Gadamer concerning the creatiıon of mMmMecan-

lıke 405 and aretalogıes, rabbınıc hagıography, and the ng by readers of TeXTS It iıncludes helpful dıscussıon of
the role ofaıt)| bıblıcal hermeneutics.biographical epısodes from the Hebrew In the

en! she concludes that the gospels ALC remınıscent of 'Ihe ‘Gospel accordıng Matthew‘ 15 covered by
the Greek 105 but wrıtten theologıcal framework Stephen arton who emphasızes that Matthew’s
ndebted the Hebrew Gospel trıes hold together the old and the NCW lıght

Francıs Watson investigates “Ihe ourfold gospel” and of the post-/0 sıtnation of the church and SYNASOZUC
that plurıform Gospel collection W as by INCcCAans (BE "rupture and INnNOVvatıon’). He provıdes outlıne of

ıntended ınevıtable. According Watson, 1ın the early the Gospel along the lınes of the bırth of the ess1iah.  5
church SOINC (G:S. Papıas) could prefer the lıyıng vVolce of the testing of the Messıah, the teachıng of the ess1iah,
oral tradıtıon OVCIL the wrıtten word. Some could PIIVI- the eel of the ess1iah, the transfiguration of the Mes-

sıah, the resurrection of the Messıahlege certaın Gospel OVCT others order supplant
competing Jesus narratıves (e.g Gospel f Thomas) Some Joel Green ıntroduces “Ihe Gospel accordıng
could OPL for purıfıed Gospel shorn of dısagreeable Mark’ and he begıns Dy noting how the 15 ınter-
traıts (e:S Marcıon and Luke) Some could wrıte SUD- weaved oughout the Marcan narratıve. For Green,

Mark 15 the contınuation and actualızatıon of the STOLCYVplementary Gospels the blanks about EVENTS
ofGod He notıices how Mark Juxtaposes apparentlyJesus’ lıfe such hıs childhood and bı  A (e.Z Protoevan-

gelhum f James) ers (E.& atlan) opte for Gospel ırreconcılable facts Jesus 15 pPOWEe and rejected MesSs-
armonYy comprised of elements of four canonıcal s1ah 'Ihe resolution 15 that 1t 15 precıisely the worker of
ACCOUNTS Watson also draws attention the efforts of powerful ee and authorıitatıve teacher that Jesus

FOCS the though Green 15 VC reserved aboutOrıgen and Augustine who dealt wıth the plurıformity
and ack ofcohesion between the canonıcal ACCOUNFTCS bor attrıbuting partıcular background setting ark’s
Orıgen spırıtual truth NOT dependent ubDOoN materı1al Gospel he intımates that Mark INaYy ave been wrıtten
truth. whıle for Augustine the erucıal element 15 the for those experiencing duress and wrestliıng wıth theır
ıntended and NOT actual detaıls OW!] aılures Green that abrup STAC-

Rıchard Hays examınes “Che canonıcal Mmatrıx of the aflO ending leaves the question of the proclamatıon of
Gospels’ where he works oug| of the four CANON1- the gospel open-ende and dıscıples MUST decıde they
cal Gospels cshow how the STOCY of Israel 15 deter- wıll let the go0od 1CWS of God be wrıtten iın theır Iıves.
mınatıve for the and Shapc of ach partıcular John Squires COVCIS5 the “‘Gospel accordıng Luke”

and ınıtıally examınes the and PUrpOSC of Luke’sGospel. Mark’s StOI'Y enveloped iın apocalyptıc uUrgechcYy
draws the theme of NEeEW exodus’, in atthew the lıfe Gospel SGF wıthın the wıder Hellenistic WOT. He
SCOFY of Jesus recapıtulates the story of Israel, Luke then provıdes OVErVIEW of ILuke’s story of Jesus and
the long held promıises tor lıberatıon Israel’s Cr1p- he OTe: 1ts connectıion the STOLCYV of Israel and the
tures Camlec ent oug| Jesus and the S  UrC. St0].'Y of the hurch Squıires also rovıdes vVC SuccCcınNct
and the ohannıne Gospel the narratıon 15 saturated and CIp of the key themes uke’s Spe.
1n VAaSst Mmatrıx of symbols from the Scriptures. Accord- ıncludıng: the sovere1gnty of Go, the salvatıon of God,
ıng Hays, the task of the interpreter 15 B Yele these the kıngdom of God (proclamatıon, embodıment, dıs-
intertextual lınks between the Gospel storıes and theır cıpleshıp), stewardshıp of pOSSESS1ONS, table-fellowshıiıp,

the margınalızed, INCnNn and O:  Nn  ‘ and Jews and Gen-Old lestament ICCULSOLS.
Stephen Fowl CNSASCS the ubject of “Ihe Gospels tiles Squıires inds Luke pıcture of ( Adl“‘ for the

and the hıstorıcal Jesus’ where he that the rse of margınalızed and emphasıs hıs provıdential and
hıstorical-critical studıes has sıgnıfıcantly altered the WaYy cCompassıon COHNGCCIN tor the entire WOTr|
that the Gospels ATC read today. He examınes three Concerning the ‘Gospel accordıng John’

M.M. Ihompson CSINS DYy notıng the dıfferencestiıcular STANCES concernıng the study of Jesus: adop the
framework provıde: Dy the canonıcal Gospels (e.2. Luke between the Fourth Gospel and the Synoptic Gospels
ımothy Johnson), sıtuate Jesus framework that and contends that sıngle factor C: ACCOULUL for ohn’s
would be recognızable hıs (e:2 Wright), dıstınctiveness. She finds the prologue the Gospel

nutshell partıcularly Al encapsulatıon of the Fourthand 111 locate Jesus partıcular theoretical framework
(e.g John Domuinıc Crossan) Fowl se. SUSSCSS vangelısts‘ overall chrıstology. Ompson then PIO-
Chriıstian reca| of the Gospels hould prioritize the- ceeds descrıibe how the maın themes of the Johannıne
ology OVCILI StOrY wıth the result that Christians learn narratıves and discourses about Jesus. Thıs 15 ollowed
how Scripture renders the world which they lıve. Dy helpful exploratiıons the M1ss1ıON of Jesus, symbol-

1SM, dualısm, and dıscıpleshıp they ATC expressed inra Schneiders approaches the tOop1Cc of “Ihe
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ohn’s GiOsS el
Ihe sect10on of the volume ıncludes the afterlıfe

language theology. TIhe focus 15 rther narrowed almost
exclusıvely Protestant fgures and trends (wıth Karl

of the Gospels and 0O At the Gospels and doctrinal Rahner perhaps the sole except10on) though wıdened
CVE opment Frances oung), the Gospels and the lıves by the ınclusıon of number ofEnglısh spe €eOIlO-
of Salnts and (Davıd atzko McCarthy), the D1aNSs sıgnıfıcantly ınfduenced by thıs German trajectorYy,
Gospels and spırıtualıty/worship Gordon Mursell), and C Emerson, James, Rauschenbusch, Nıebuhr, Kıng
the Gospels and moralıty/polıtics Co Bader-Saye). ılson Organıses hıs presentation around key figures,

ver‘: thıs 1S A sound volume wıth g00d iıntroduc- provıdıng each aAsSCc VC 11C' biographical and bıb-
t10NS the Gospels and it COVEOTS materı1al NOT always lıographical before exposıtıng ONC LHNOTC*
included MOST Gospel ıntroductions. sentatıve IEXIS ese cCoNnNcıse eXpOS1t10NS the UOIC of

Miıchael Bırd, the book and Its S1gN: strength. ılson’s 21 iın ach
ıngwall, COTLAN ASC 15 provıde A SUMIMNALY dıscussıon of the central

argmnents of these partı  ar figures and LEXTS and
hıghlıght theır connect1onNs wıth the wıder STOFY of theo-
logıcal evelopment ACTOSS5 these centurıes. Ihe TCXT 15

Introduct:on Modern Theology. TIrajectories ıN helpfully cross-referenced throughout in the service of
the German Tradıtion thıs enN!| Footnotes usefully iındıcate the standard edi1-

t10NS of prımary and Ca econdary lıterature.John Wılson son devotes the first ırd of hıs book theLouıisvılle/London: Westminster John Knox, 2007 “tormatıve per10d’ of German dealısm Key works and
Pp 286 p/b; 9/8-066422862 arguments of Kant, egel, Schelling, Schleiermacher

UMMARY and other elated fgures exposıted Kr The FfOCUS
ohn Wilson shares nsights into the history of modern the- 15 uDON quest10ons concerning the of ONn  ‘5 the

ology WOTIT fraoam of eaching. Centred the (‚erman ı of owledge, the ‘“absolute” and Its relatıon
CONtINSENCY, and the ıdea of 'relıgıon’ and Itfs relatıontradition, and focussed explicating semImna!| LEXTSs, Wil- Wıssenschaft. IThe eXpOSIt1ONS of the Cal  g guresSON’s history provides serIes of insightful portraits of lead- quıte detaued, and oUg echniıcal ANE tımes, WaVsng Protestant theologians and their work In conversatıon

ıth the KeYy philosophical developments IC| reatly Jlear and concıse. For SsSon these phılosophical Stl'llg-
eitectel heology In the 9th and 20th centuries. gles of the first half of the 19th CCNTULY dec1s1ve, for

they the problematıque of "“Modern’ German
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG theology, well provıdıng the predominatıng catego-
ohn Wilson gibt Anteil seınen Einsichten In die r1es by 1C the theologiıcal tradıtıon wıll negotıiate the
Geschichte der modernen Theologie, die sich auf Jahre- challenge of modernıty for the CX hundred VCAaIS.
langer Lehrerfahrung stutzen Wilsons Geschichte hletet Ihe SIX chapters 1C COMDOSC the remalınıng
Ine Reihe aufschlussreicher Portraits führender D rotestan- two-thırds of the work AIC iın the Maın chronologiıcally

arranged. Dıscussion of several Cal pro POI]CIItS oftischer Theologen und ihrer Werke IM espräc aallı phI-
\osophischen Schlüsselentwicklungen, die Im und the theology of “mediatıion’ (chapter 3) 15 ollowed by
Jahrhundert die Theologie stark beeinflussten. Fr widmet exposıtıon of longer lıst of “Rıtschlıan and lıberal theo-
seINEe besondere Aufmerksamkeit der deutschen Tradition logıans reachıng far INto the ”20th CCNTUFrY TItZ Burı

(chapter 4) Ta eCALMENTS of ähler and verDecCund konzentriert siıch auf die Erläuterung wegweisender
JTexte (chapter SCT the for LIMNOTC extended Ta-
RESUMF

t10N of the work of Brunner, ultmann, Ebelın
and Bonhoeffter under the rubrıic of ‘Dıialectical eol-

ohn Wilson Montre JuUE l’on peut apprendre de 1S- 02y chapter 6) Ihe penultımate chapter consıders
torre de Ia theologie moderne eftant profit 1018 the ‘post-lıberal” theologıes of Tillıch. Reinhold and
experience de nombreuses annees d’enseignement. CS chard Nıebuhr and Kıng Ihe book’s final chapter 15
eresse principalement Ia tradition allemande et procede devoted COMMENT upDON SOIMC Cal  o German theo-
Dar l’explication de textes Ivre UNn  D serıe de Dortraits de log1ans of the post-World War II peri0d, ıncludıng Solle,
theologiens protestants emImnents et CADOSEC eur de oltmann, annenberg and unge
facon Sclairante 1a mMmeltant rapport VEC les COUrants ılson alım of offering responsıble, annotated
de pensee philosophiques QqU! Ont grandement influence 1a chroniıcle of German Protestant theology
theologie des XIXEe et XXE siecles. of the past centurıes 15 ell chıeved and students

of thıs per10d wıll be well served by the entree the book
OTr Into the theologıcal conversatıon of modernıity.Ihe frut of decades of eachıng in the AICa of the hıs- 15 cshame that the author’s modesty precluded hım

CO of modern theology, Wılson’s textbook delıvers advancıng explıcıt and overarchıng Judgments about
what the tıtle- namely CONcCISE iıntroduction the COLTSE of thıs 1StOrY, modesty sıgnalled MOST

the maın CUrrents of 19th and 20th IV German cClearly DYy the absence of SUMMAarY conclusıon the
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