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cal approac consıders the sıgnıfıcanCceE of the socıal tant role ıIn the EVCNTES leadıng Jesus’ crucıfixion and
values attrıbuted Jesus thev Prescnt *the human presumed the 1ssue deserved place ın study of the
perspective and socı1al arrangemen marked DYy the rela- opposıtıon agalnst Jesus.
t10N of ınsıde and outsıde, center and perıphe (p of Collections of CSa y d ATC alwavys challenging 455C55
Malına and eyrey) Thus Who0 Do My Opponents Sa the contrıibutions er 1ın or1ginalıty, COBCNCYV, PCTI-Am provıdes analysıs of SCVCNMN ostensıble accusatıons SPICUTY, and eta1 Nevertheless, the H1 approachagaınst Jesus: "Jesus Law-breaker’ (  ıchae Bırd), ıtself wıll dıscussıon and offer those interested
"Jesus Demon-Possessed’? Dwight Sheets), "Jesus ın Christology NCW AVENUC of iınvestigation.Glutton and Dru:  ar Joseph Modiıca), “Jesus YayBlasphemer’ arre. Bock), “Jesus False Prophert‘ Durham, nglandames cGrath), "Jesus Kıng of the Jews’ (Lynn
Cand "Jesus Mamzer (“Megitimate Son ——

Cot McKnight). Unlocking Romans Resurvection and thepace O€es NOT permit dıscussıon ofa CSSaV, but
certamly SOTMC of them ATrTC riıch aN worthy of- Jaustification of God
datıon. Dwight Sheets explores the claım that Jesus Danıel
in cague wıth Beelzehbhul (LE:. "demon-possessed’; Matt rand Rapıds: er|  ans, 2008, X1IV 24512.22-24). Sheets argucs that certaın traıts AaCt1VI- pb; ISBN 978 8028 6290)t1es of Jesus MaV AaVe led SOMNC Jews belıeve that he

UMMARYW as SOMNC of proto-Antichrıist figure, relıg10us
dece1ver” godless tyrant‘ (p 36) Jesus’ critique of Reading Komans d$ Paul’s theodicy project In
the temple INaYy have been ınterpreted DYy SUOINC EeV1- the rejection of the gospe!l DY ethnic Israel, Kirk dr£U€ES that
dence that he 15 eschatological antagonıstic fıgure and DY using resurrection d$s interpretative KeYy ONeEe IS able

false prophet. Sheets’ ArZUMCNT makes of the SO the of Paul’s letter KOome d$ ıt reCasts
of name-callıng that easıly happens agalnst Jesus and the torıes of Israel around the resurrection f Jesus In his
why certaın act1ons (lıke healıng) assoc1ated wıth WAdY, Paul IS able demonstrate that God has been al  ul
deception trickeryv. his an DpromıIses contained ın israel’s Scripture DYyDarrell Bock’s CSSaV the accusatıon ofblasphemy 15 acting vindicate imself and his people In the crucified
also rewardıng. He that Just consıdering oneself and (EeSUu rrected Messiah.
be the messiah W as NOT inherently asphemous’ (p 90)
RKather, Jesus’ CXpress10Ns of self-exaltation and hıs self- ZUSAMMENFASS

Kiıirk ljest den Römerbrief als Theodizeeprojekt, das Paulusperceıved ;ole udgment and rulershıp (as messıah)
push hım the lıne F claım be able als Reaktion auf die Abweisung des Evangeliums irc das

chare glory iın Jewısh NTEXT would MC polnt- ethnische Israe! verfasst hat Dabe! argumentiert C dass
ıng exalted that 15 LNOTC than A prophet IMa  _ Urc die Verwendung der Auferstehung als interpre-

atıvem Schlüssel| In der Lage ISt, Paulus’ Argumentationtypıcal VIECW of the Jewısh Messıa 72)
IThough INalV of the CSSaVS shed DCW ıght how Urc den Römerbrief Indurc verfolgen, da diese

understand Chrıistology, there ATC A few COI WO  y Argumentation Israels OrYyS die Auferstehung eSsu
of ote In the first place, methodologicallvy, WC do NOT herum In IC rückt Auf diese Weilse ISt Paulus In

der Lage zeigen, dass (‚ott seınen In Israels SchriftenAVUE dırect STatemMents from wrıtten DYy OPPONCNHLISof Jesus under investigation. Rather, WC aVe e- enthaltenen Bundesverheißungen ireu sSCWESCN ist, indem
made wıthın narratıves (the Gospels) that have er gehandelt hat, sich selbhst und serın Volk Im gekreuzig-

been compued and re-expressed through the vange- ten und auferstandenen Messias rehabilitieren.
lısts. Each cholar attempts deal wıth the “authentic- RESUMF
1ty” of the sayıng/pericope, but thınk the roblem 15
INOTC complex than confirmatıiıon of genulneness. How

Kirk Nı ’epitre dUuX Komaılns UMn  M theodicee visant
the vangelısts understand and Cas  — these ACCUSA-

<a repondre probleme DOse Dar le rejet de I’Evangile ar’Israe| ethnique. l e th  eme de Ia resurrection \ apparaltt10NS rhetorically and theologically wıthın the zOspels? Mm un  MD CIE de ecture quı orlente ’argumenta-Secondly, there 15 quıte varıety in how the ACCUSAa- tion de a lettre reformulant 1es histoires d’Isra@el ıent10ns hrased and TOmM where they OINC Some A
dırect aCccusatıons (e.g 'glutton and nkard’), others

VE Ia resurrection de Jesus Paull MoONTre alnsı YJUEC I1eU
ete idele dUX DrFrOTMESSECS de l”alliance ConNntenues dans 1esATC nterred TOM number of smaller ACCUSaAt1ONSs (e2., Ecritures d’Israe| agissant VOUT manitester Justice et"Jesus aW-breaker’), and St1 others ATC assumed but Justifier SOM nDeuple ar Ia MO el 1a resurrection de JeNOT stated the gospels dırectly (E;22 “Jesus false

prophert’). Ihıs 15 NOT faulty approach, but ADDCATSbıt UNECVCN. ınally, there 15 chapter dedıicated the
1ssue of Jesus supposedly opposing the temple both the Not Ssince Wrıighe’s Oxford thesıs has cholar
temple Cleansıng and the temple-logıon play ımpor- attempted such ambıtious synthetic readıng of
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Romans. For Kırk, Al for Wrıight before hım, the loca- rule OVCT recreated WOr
t1on of “interpretative key provıdes the hermeneutical apters S1IX and eiıght both address the question
leverage navıgate the letter. For rıght, thıs ‘kev” W as of the Mosaıc Law. Paul’s claım 15 that °*the purported
Jesus’ mess1ahshıp; for Kırk the kev 15 the resurrect1on g0als of the law have been attaıned in the C-

of that Messıah. t10n of Chrıist (15D) ırk Argucs that thıs realızatıon
Followiıng chard Hays; ırk that OMans necessitated DOST facto readıng of the role of the

15 DPaul’s theodicy proJect. Ihe general rejection of Paul’s law wıthın srael’s StOI'Y. DPaul’s UsCc of Deuteronomy 3()
gospel Dy ethniıc Israel generated quest10ns about demonstrates hıs retrospect1ve convıctiıon that the Iaw
faithfulness hıs COWV!  A promises. Romans addresses ıntended WItNESSs beyond ıtself the gospel of
thıs Cr1S1S by demonstratıng that the promi1ses in srael’s the resurrected Chriıst who. Ke the law, has the W
Scripture find theır fulfilment ın the rucıhed and Uur- enable rıghteous 1VviNg 108) and finally the
rected essiah Ihıs christologiıcal cCONvıctiıon requires theodicy question (151)
Paul FreCAaSst the StOrı1es of Israel ın order show that 10 Sa y that the theodicy question has been answered,
the rıghteousness of God 15 dısplay in the dead and however, INCANS that the question of the future of ethnıc
risen Messıah'’ (49) Israel has been addressed Chapter NnınNe aArgucs that

Before turnıng Romans, chapter SULVCYVS the Romans Cl Israel’s rejection and ope for reStOra-
“Ainctions” (as opposed “nature”) of resurrection ın t10N paralle the christological pattcr n of death and
early Judaısm (14) Fkour functions ATC roposed: resurrection.
eschatologıcal ACtE of Justice which vindıcates God and Chapter LE examınes Romans Rl and 14:1-9
the riıghteous, support paraenesı1s, 5 restoratiıon of and that Daul’s re-employment of resurrect1on
creation, and restoratiıon of Israel SUPPOIT paraenes1Ss, the resurrection of Jesus provıdesChapter three examınes the letter openıng and clos- TMOTC than motiıvatıon; provıdes OLA lıve obedi-
ng and employs rhetorical and epistolary evidence ently 204) Ihıs 15 OllOWEe: Dy final chapter iın whıich
Arglic that the of resurrection iın both these SCC- SOIMNC of the S about Daul’s hermeneutic, ethnıc
t10NS ındıcates the sıgnıfıcance of thıs theme wıthın the unıty and theodiıcy E translated Into the CUrren«t ıfe of
letter. IThe APPCATANCC of resurrection ın connection wıth the church
the scrıptures of Israel DPaul’s expansıon of the letter Ihıs work’s strength 15 Iso Its weak-
openıng 15 sıgnıficant. However, the logıc CEMpPIOVE 11655 Synthetic readıngs ÜV Aa AA of persuasıon DVread “the ONC wh. wıll arıse) ın 15:12 reference virtue of theır and volume of evıdence; but theyJesus’ resurrection eels bıt cırcular. ırk Argucs that make detaıled CNgSASCEMECN wıth the e  A dıfhcult ere
the centralıty of resurrecti1on ın the letter 15 indıcated by ATC few DPASSALZCS where thıs author needed bıt TMNOTC
Ifs the letter openıng and closıng, but nen CONVINCINS that Jesus’ resurrect1on W3as 1n VIEW (e.groceeds aArguc for Its ın the letter closıng DYy
arguıng TOM Ifs centralıty the letter (51) / 15 12) onetheless, DYy hıghliıghting and emplovy-

ıng the interpretatiıve sıgnıfıcance of resurrect1on, Kırk
urnıng Romans 4, Kırk Argucs that DPaul’s ANISWCT has offered sweep1ing readıng of Romans whiıch NAavVl-
the question of Romans 23:3 ] (*do nullıfy the aW old debates ndıng TeS solutıon, which CX DOST15 A TeVIS1IONIST definıtion of the people of God’ and the

CONTOUFS of that taıthfulness (59) Aul re-Narrates facto) SCCI1 almost self-evident. It 15 A valuable contrıbu-
t10N that 111 be hard ıgnore.the STOFV of raham hıghlıght the resurrection char-

Jonathan LinebaughAGrer ofhıs ustıfyıng raIt and the resurrection ersonal-
ItV ofG0od Abraham’s paternity 15 NOT defined “accordıng Durham, England

the CS but DV resurrection A Ihıs
recastıng of raham through the ens of resurrection
addresses the twın-concerns of DPaul’s theodicy roJect: it Fırst Corinthmans: New Translatı:on wıth
demonstrates Nat actıon in the resurrected Mes-
sıah 15 CONTCINUOUS wıth srae[l’s scrıpture and ıt ceXpan

Introduction and Commentary
Joseph Fıtzmyerthe boundarıes of Abraham’s paternity, thereby makıng

theologıcal for non-Jews wıthout closıng the door Ihe Or Yale 32
ethnıc Israel New Haven and London Yale University Press; 2008,
Kırk’s readıng of Romans 5:9-10 (chapter five) and N 66() hb; ISBN 978-()-300- 14044-6

2-39 (Chapter seven) ArZUCS that DPaul has rethought UMMARYIsrael’s eschatological expectations around the TESUTFT-
rected Jesus. annn retools the detaıls of final udgment Thıis cCommenta IS welcome ılıon the scholarly It-

erature avaılable Corinthians and IS the OST etfaılesuch that belıevers both UE and wıll particıpate A

Judgment preside OVCT bDy theır resurrected Lord ddı- treatment of It SINCE Anthony Thiselton’s volume in
t1onally, CWIS. tradıtıon of (super)restore creatiıon 15 2000 The commenta begins with the author’s origina|
reworked around Jesus the image of God who thereby translation of the letter, OllOowe! DYy introduction with
LGCTE216S those unıted hım and COMM1SSIONS them severa| CSS>dYy>S preiiminary ISSUES. rıtzmyer's interpreta-
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