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Man’, Chıala Traces how the CODCCPt of °the SO of man S11g  nıfıcantly helped OUTr understandıng of thıs CEXT. and
developed throughout the Second JTemple Per10d whıle It 15 wıth CagerNecSss that awalt the results of the EXT

NOC| Seminar.Vvanvıg focuses the expression the DParables Ihe
fourth sect10n, “Ihe Parables wıthın Second Jemple Lafı Jason Maston, Aberdeen, cotland
erature‘ wıth by Boccaccını iın hıch he
dıyvıdes Judaısm into five ‘paradıgms’. He then describes
how these five ‘paradıgms’ developed and iıntersected
and cshows how the DParables fit Into thıs scheme. Henze’s Galatıians Through the Centurıes

15 MUStTt read for it CXDOSCS several problems (Blackwell Commentaries)
wıth Boccaccını's systcm that has become popular. John Rıches
Aalck’s thıs sect1on addresses the partıcular rela- Oxford Blackwell, 2008, 2326 hb,tıonshıp between the DParables and the Gospels. Ihe soc1a| ISBN 978-0-63 1-23084-7
setting of the Harables 15 dıscussed the sect10n,
hıch in CONTrast the ourt section 15 concerned NOT UMMARY
wıth the relatıonshıp between but wıth the people ohn Riches has provide helpful Commenta Cala-
who composed the FGXE and theır motivatıons. Ihe lans, IC SUuMMAarıses the VIEWS of majJor interpreters
sect1on addresses ONC of the MOST controvers1al and S1S- from the second cCentury hrough oday. He ably rings
nıfıcant 1SSUES, the date the DParables WEeEIC wriıtten. Suter these interpreters into interesting conversatıon about
provıdes well-balanced of the scholarly debate  ‘5 the ebated ISSUES within the letter:; however, HIS selection
hıle Charlesworth that the Parables WEIC wriıtten Clearly reflects interest In Lutheran/Reformed Protestant
durıng the peak of Herod’s reign (20-4 B'C.E.) Sacchı ISSUES, and It mig| have been stren  ened DY includ-
concludes that hlıght of the Camaldol:1 meeting turn ing SOME interaction with Orthodox and Koman atholıc
of the CIa ate has been fırmly established: “Che burden interpreters well
of proo has shıfte. those who dısagree wıth the ZUSAMMENFASSUNGHerodıan ate It 15 110 theır responsı1ıbuıty provıde ohn Riches stellt eınen hilfreichen CGialaterkommentar 7urevidence that ould rCOPCH the dıscussion (p

The readth of materı1al covered thıs book 15 OUT- erfügung, der die Ansichten wichtiger Interpreten VO

standıng, and the work marks e re:  ough Jahrhundert His heute zusammenfasst. Gekonnt nn er

scholarshıp. Ihree quest10ns remaın tfor thıs reviewer. diese Interpreten In eın Interessantes espräc über die
innerhalb des R riefes debattierten Fragen; allerdings reflek-Fırst, much attention gıven the unıty of the
tieren die VO  _ iıhm gewählten Kkeprasentanten euUulc eınarables and especıally whether chapters /0-7/1,; where

NOC 15 dentified Al the Son ofMan Werc the orıgınal Interesse \utherischen reformierten protestantischen
ending later. 'Ihıs 1SSsUE remaıns unresolved and rragen. |)as Buch hätte Stärke gewinnen können, wWwenrn

auch eın wenIıg Interaktion mıit orthodoxen und O=15 crucıially ımportant. Some dıscussıon about how ON ıschen Interpreten einbezogen worden ware.determınes whether FTGXT W as wrıtten by the orıgınal
author Dy later redactor WOU be C1PD- RESUME
SINCce contradıctory posıt1ons advocated. Second.  „ the
attention devoted the Parables arıses primarıly because ohn Riches produit cCommentaıre utile SUr l’epitre

dUuX Galates, qUI resume les DOoIMts de VUEe des interpretesof the HRC of the phrase °Son of Man iın the New lesta- DrINCIPDaUX depuls le IJ° siecle Jusqu'a 1105 Jours. COMMDATEment. ven wıth the agrecemen that the DParables habilement les options de CEes interpretes cConcernant les
be afe prior the New lestament peri0d, the questions debattues dans Celte e  pIt  Fe. cependant DrI-relatıonshıp of the Son of mMan tradıtıon the DPara- vilegie 1es COMMEeNntateurs qu! ıtuent dans Ia tradition
bles and the New lestament and specıfıcally the Gospels protestante Iutherienne el reformee el SOn Stude auraıt
remaılns unclear. Moreover, LINOTC attention needs be gagne A rendre AUSS! Compte des interpretes ortho-
gıven Jesus’” uUusc (as dıstinct from the Gospel wriıters’”) doxes et catholiques romaıns.
of the phrase. 1r the title of the book, Enoch and the
essiah S50 an 15 Str) Ssınce the Son of Man 15
dentifhed Mess1aNıcC COI'ICCPt. Ihe book ould have John Rıches has provıde CIp: COMMENEK;
benefited from dıscussıon about the CONCCPLE of the Galatıans, hıch summarıses the VIeEWS of maJor inter-
messiah and IMOre dırect engagement wıth whether pr CctEers from the second CeNtLUry oug! oday. {hıs
NOT the SO© of INa iın the DParables 15 mess1anıc CONCEPT 15 the 1r New Jlestament COMMENK; ın the NCW
and tiıtle Blackwell Commentarı1es, 1C. OCUuS P-

Ihıs book wıll oreatly SCIVC the scholarly COMMUNItTY. t1on StOTrY. In thıs ser1es, SOMNMNC fOcus the St01'y of
cholars WOTr' ın early Judaısm wıll ind these CSSayS ınterpretation through the artSs, lıterature, and popular
CIP: and those WOTr.  ‚o prımarıly wıth the New Jles- culture, but Rıches has decıded FfOCuUSs upOoN lıterary

wıll benefit partıcularly from the sect10ns the story Ihe rıncıpal COMM:  atOors Rıches has chosen
place of the DParables Second JTemple Judaısm and Marcıon, Augustine, John Chrysostom, Ihomas
the ate of the arabxbples Boccaccını and the authors aV qu1nas, Martın Luther, John Calvın, Wıllıam Perkıns
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Englısh urıtan), Ferdiınand Chrıistian aur (and dolf but NOT notıice cıted Rıches’ dıiscussıon. In
ge  C  9 Joseph Barber ıghtfoot and Varıous recent the Samnıec WaY, Roman Catholıc ınterpretati1ons WEEIC also
COMM:!  atOors Of the FeCeNnt mmentators, ultmann, NOT explored other than Aquinas, oug] the interpreta-

Sanders, RD Dunn, and the MOST t10NS of the Councıl of Irent noted couple of times.
Any number of Roman Catholı1c interpreters could befrequently dıscussed.

ng upbOoNn the deology of Hans eit Jauss, iıncluded g1ve INOTEC balance the dıscussıon C
es 1VES substantıve introduction ach COIMNl- John addıtıon, the protestant interpreters that

order help the reader understand the es has chosen fall wıthın the Calvınıst and 1 utheran
‘horızon of expectation' of each. Wıth the number of tradıtıons, rather than those followıng Armınıan
po1lnts ofVICW €es incorporates, he obvıiously CAaNNOLTL Wesleyan interpretations. Whıle the ddıtıon of Perkıns
focus upOoN ach exegetical 1SsSUEe. €es dıvıdes the 15 refreshing because he stands outsıde the ormal lıst
letter into 10 sect10nNs (1.1-9; 0-24:; 2.1-10; 421 of those consulted, Rıches’ proJect ould ave been
3.1-14; 5-29; 4.1-20; 1-3 D: and 6 Wıthın strengthened had he nNnCIuUdeE: Orthodox and atholıc
ach section he o1VveSs T1E' SUMIMNAaL y of the TE and interpreters
central quest10ons and debates that 1SC from ıt He then Rıches provıdes ın-depth, clear, and interesting
summMarıses the VIEWS of the dıfferent COMMECNTLATLOFS iın study of Galatıans Dy hıghlıghting debated 1SSUES wıthın
chronologıcal order. the letter. OSEe studyıng Galatıans WOULU find thıs COM-

Whıle Rıches focuses certaın interpreters, he inte- well worth theır study order understand
Qr atCcs COMMENTS from wıde varıety of other wriıters better the basıs of interpretive dec1ısı1Oons ınherıted, often
and SOUTCCS Though he has hıs lıst of sıgnıfıcant COM- unknowiıngly, from others.
mentators, he does NOT let thıs lıst lımıt hıs dıscussıon. Ben Blackwell, Durham, EnglandHe also incorporates wıde number of other relevant
COMMENTLALOFS depending 0)8! theır importance the
tOPIC Aat hanı  O, times he PFESUMCS SOINC, but NOT

detauled, owledge ofProtestant debates NOT covered iın Theology an aulm
the ıntroductions. In CaS! the reader 15 amuılıar wıth Challengıng the Sacred/ Secular Dıiıvıde
partıcular ınterpreter theologiıcal posıtıon, es has Chrıistopher CaCy and Gaye Wıllıams Ortı
provıded glossary the back Q1viNg Iedescriıption xfor: Blackwell, 2008and dates for authors.

Dıfferent TOmM tradıtıonal commentarıes bıblıcal X1V 24.5 pb, £50 n ISBN
LCXTS, €es O€s NOT g1ve hıs oOWN interpretation of 9781405144384
the TEeXT along wıth the other COMM:!  atfors 4-6 UMMARY
however, thıs does NOT lımıt hım merely summarısıng This texthook outlines the potentially stimulating jaloguethe dıfferent authors. He also provıdes evaluatıve COIM-

of COMMECNTALOTS, hıch sharpen the debate but hbetween Christian theologies and sO-Called secular iılm
C also periodical! reveal hıs personal perspective. For first Dart samples Varıous methodological approaches

whereby heology Cdl) CNSASC iılms with respect ratherexample, hıs diıscussıon ofchapter Rıches how than eading In ItSs ( W| themes. second Dart offers usefulChrysostom’s interpretation 15 achıeved At the CO. of examples of lalogue with ilms IC ddress themes ofscreenıng (JUT the darker, dualıst sıde of DPaul’s thought
(P 2/0) 211e Vın shows imse. be sensıitive interest heology o  e  / the environment, violence,

Justice, War and eschatology.reader of all (p 27/76) iın thıs chapter. Ihus, es
Care' hıghlıghts dıfferent strengths and weaknesses of USAMMENFASS
the readıngs 1C he explores, hıle treatıng ach | )ieses extDuC skizziert den potentiel| stimulierenden
Its OW] en Dialog zwischen christlichen Theologien und dem

ches lıst of princıple C  CHNtatOrS, along wıth hıs genannten säkularen Film HIN erster Teil nn eispiel-treedom ınteract wıth those NOT the lıst.  - allows haft verschiedene meTthoOodische Ansätze, mMit deren ilfe
hım ddress central theologıcal 1Ssues. In partıcula die Theologie Filme mıiıt Respekt behandeln kann, anstatt
hıs ınclusıon of Marcıon and other “dAualısts’ C.en the SIE UrCc die | Inse ihrer eigenen Themen sehen. Fın
entinıans) Captures the volce of priımary iıne inter- zwelıter Te!ll hietet nützliche Beispiele VO  —_- Dialogen aallı
P1'CC€I’S the second and ırd centurıes, who Al often Filmen, die Themen behandeln, die für die Theologie Von
neglected by others. Ar the SAaINıC tıme. ches selection Interesse sind Frauen, die Umwelt, Gewalt, Gerechtigkeit,of interpreters betrays primarıly western and specıfically rieg und Eschatologie.Protestant readıngs of Paul Chrysostom 15 offered A,

eastern VO1CE, but hıs interpretive method tends RESUMEFE
alıgn LNOTC closely those of modern Protestants than (“et OUVTasC MontTre COMMeNnNT 1a theologie peut entrer
SOINCONMNC ıke Orıgen, whose method miıght strıke read- jalogue cstimulant VEC Ia production cinematogra-
C155 AT challenging Examples of modern Orthodox phique seculiere. Une premitere partie ndique des O-
interpreters. Daul adım Tarazı) dAdIC NOT NUMCIOUS, ches methodologiques DOUT considerer 1es ılms d’un polnt
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