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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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Calr he eclectic with Oments of originality and COM- orıgınal translatıon of the ENrG TeXT ollowed by
ventionalism Unfortunately, he routinely mirror-reads the informatıve vet NOT overly detaıled ıntroduction the
text that he interprets Paul assertions d$ direct reflec- letter In the ıntroduction Fıtzmyer offers several chort

of the sıtuatiıon Corinth In |/the COMMMETN- CSSAVS S11C. CODPICS A the hıstory of Corinth and 1TfS

tary rEeTINaITIS VE Ine contribution with the introductory populatıon, the EVENTS DPaul’s that led up
CSSaYyS and ectiıon SUMMarlıes eing especlally strong This N1Ss Wr1tmg of Corinthıians, the Tan:  on of the
volume IS recommended for anYy interested student Dpastor CCAL language and style, form-eritical evaluatıon of the

scholar letter and synthesıs of ICS IMany theologıcal themes
Here the reader observes Fıtzmyer both

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG h1stOry and Paulıne Theology. 86 CSa y S wıll be
Lieser OmmMmentar IST INe willkommene Erganzung der
wissenschaftlichen | ıteratur Zzu Korintherbrief und e1p: anybody iınterested the cultural mılheu of

Roman Corinth and the place of Corimnthıians aul
stellt die detaillierteste Behandlung des Rriefes SEIT Anth- theologiıcal framework
ONY Thiseltons RBand dus$s dem Te 2000 dar. Fıtzmyer of the TeXT ıtself. tollows
er OmmMmentar beginnt mit der EISENEN Übersetzung des the tandard approac. of thıs SCI1C5 Fach secti10n COIN-
Briefes UrCc den utor, gefolgt VO| Einleitung mMit the author’s translatıon of the IC CO
mehreren Artikeln vorbereitenden Fragen Fıtzmeyers SUMMACIZING the COr and of the relevant
Interpretationen können eklektisch seın MI Oomenten der PassSagc, *notes’ smaller 1fSs of the PaSsagc and
Originalität und des Konventionalismus | eider l est den substantıve bıblıography tor those interested ı rther
Text üblicherweise als Spiege! dass die paulinischen readıng Fıtzmyer" mterpretamons CO  3 be bıt ecleetie;
ussagen als irekte Widerspiegelungen der Sıtuation wıth MOMENTS of orıgınalıty and others of sheer COIN-
Korinth interpretiert Insgesamt hbleibt der OmmMentar en ventionalısm. The reader, for 1INSTANCE, wıll probably be
ausgezeichneter Beitrag, wobel die einleitenden ESSaYyS surprised iind that Fıtzmyer cp from readıngund die Zusammenfassungen der einzelnen Abschnitte Corinthıians entirely of delıberatıve rheto-
hbesonders stark sind Der RBand kann allen interessierte LIC (35) 1C. has become aırly commonplace 11CC
Studenten astoren oder Gelehrten empfohlen werden the aD  CC of Margaret Mıtchell’s Panyl and the Rhet-
RESUME WVIC of Reconcıliation Fıtzmver. rather consıders

Corinthıans be Hellenıistic letter of admonuiıtıion( ıre ajouter ensemble des ravaux

academiques SUT Ia epitre dUxX Corinthiens ST 0S nouthetikos 36) IMOTC SCHCIIC Categor: 1ZatıON
1C OWS for TMOTC structural and topıcal len1enCYy.le Ire le plIus detaille depuls Ia de celu
He NOLICES the of SOMC rhetorıc DPaul’s WTI1L-de Anthony Thiselton 2000 auteur OUS Ivre Or

5Sd DFrOPDTE traduction de epıtre, DUTS aborde les questions INY, but instead of regardıng these OVI
allusıons DPaull’s underlyıng agenda (especıally earlyintroduction AaVECC plusieurs sections de questions the letter have INalıVy other scholars), he routınelypreiiminailres L es interpretations de Fıtzmyer pDeuvent eifre

eclectiques, tantot originales tantolt plutöt conventionnel- refiers mırror-read the FEXT that he DPaul
les Malheureusement VOIT le refletant 5y“ ASSerT10NSs dırect reflections of the S1FUAtLiıoEn OFrın

'Ihıs €eAI hım detect three possıbly our factıonsstematıq uement 1a SIıTualiıon corinthienne et interprete
fonction Dans | ensemble ıre excellent the church p artıcs attached the eaders mentioned

and ö e OPPOSIUOH DPaul and elaborateintroduction ET 1es ESUTNNES de sectıon Dartı- defences ofPaull’s apostolıc authorıtv chapters andculierement remarquabiles wıth the latter sımultaneously functionıng Al EXEML-

plum (353 34)
Fıtzmyer's outlıne of the first four chapters also

IThe AD PCATALLCC of Joseph Fıtzmver MM  arVv the unusual (1:10-17 5-53 BA 3:5-1  An Z
Airst Letter the Corinthıians welcome ddıtıon Z4) and probably NOT be preferred Whiıle admıt-

tedly dıfhcult Passagc wıth vVC hıttle scholarlv Othe scholarly Iıterature avaılable thıs MOST challenging
of aulıne letters and the MOSLT detaıled treatment of mMent OTMNC WONL CXPCCIC tor Nstance that both 5
1T AIEC the publıcatıon of ONY Thıselton NIG and WONL NOT belong the SAaInıc unı but hould
volume 2000 Fıtzmver. of COUTSC STr anger function eıther the OPCHINS closıng remarks of
the Or Yale Bıble Commentarv SCI1C5S5 (formerly Hıs method of bracketing Causcs SOTMNC

known theor CommentarVvy), thıs being hıs coherency problems earlv and WOULU have probably
f  ) contrıbution the collectiıon after the volumes eneNnte: had he ollowed the pattern suggested by Joop
] uke 2); Acts Romans and Phılemon In fact Fıtzmver Smıiıt Novum Testamentum 2002 231 51

110 responsıble for the COMMECNTS thıs RET Fıtzmver Treatrm! of Cormnthıians bıt thın
ONC 1rı of the words the ree N I! Whıle acknowledging that by hıs ng finan-

The COMMENT IMa YV of the Ormal PIC- c1al support Daul N d hımself up example
lımınarv features OC wıll have OM CXPECL the of O1N1C who had NOT used hıs rg f that others m1g f
Anchor Yale SCIT1C5 The volume CO1NSs wıth the author benefit nowhere O€ceSs Fıtzmyer explaın how
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support would aV hındered SOINC ın the church 364) Cependant, 1es OU Ontre la pertinence
Moreover, he draws VC hlıttle recent studıes the empirique de l’enseignement Daulinıen SUur |’Esprit sSsont PE
poss1ible influence of sophıists and rhetorical opponents mulants E OUVEaU Testament temolgne d’une actıvıte
ın Corinth and takes firm posıtion the precıse diversifiee, Dulssante, et Darfols tres forte, du Saint-Esprit.
meanıng of the phrase sophia Logou ın 1 and

In the end ON  M CA) ault Fıtzmyer tor NOT interact-
ıng closely the abundance of econdary lıterature; Paul, advocate of “Chrıstian spirıtism”? The PCI‘SOI1such would aV requıred several 600-plus-page volumes.
In Its entiretYy, the COMMCNL: remaıns VC fine CONMN- of the Ho Spirıt” unknown the New lestament?

trıbution, wıth the introductory CSSaVYS and “comments’ 'Ihe dıscovery and experience of archıpelago of
sect10ns being especıally SEr ong. Ihıs volume wıll make Oly) WOTr of spırıts” instead? 'Ihe author of the

Prescnt volume does NOT shrınk back TOM provocatıon.companıon IThıselton and 15 WarmIiy
mended for student, pastoOr, scholar iınterested Wıth thıs study Clınt received A doctorate trom
thıs ımportant letter. the Catholic University of Ameriıca, Washıington. He

purports interpret 1 Or 12 iın VIEW of the relı-John -00dVI1C: S1018 experience of the orıgınal hurch vu WhereasDurham, England these chapters HE normally dealt wıth under the head-
ng “gıfts of the Spinet”, the unconventional thesıs of the
author (I hımselfwriıtes AtAISs somewhat maverıck ınter-

Relugrous Expertence of the Pneuma. pretation”, 25) 15 about Daul dealıng here wıth *C hris-
Communicatıon wıth the Spirıit World ıNn ti1an spirıtism” perceived DY „COmmunıcatıon wıth

1Corinthans and the spırıt world” (22)
After the introduction, offers OVervVIiew of

Clınt Tıbbs research (chapters and 2) He consıders the obser-
vatıon of A varıety of functions of the Spirıt oug)

Tübıngen Mohbhr 1ebeck, 2007 S3721 2068 pb., wxhıch the usually invısıble world of spiırıts becomes
EUR 69,- ISBN 978-3-16-14935/-/ real experience be the ımportant result of SOMI1C

UMMARY enquırıes rmıng sımılar actıvıtles of demons
and g00d spırıts 109); he evokes the ubject atter‘ cr.If

Investigates the statements of the apostle Pau| the there WEEIC Manıy good spırıts, 1.E: holv spırıts, in the
Spirıt of God In 1Cor and agalnst the background WOT. the question arıses, what does *the Holy Spirıt"
of contemporary Jewish and SOUFrCEeSs HIS thesis 0  ın mean?” (1}
the N { ‘the holy spirıt IS collective Oun  L well his In chapter (113-145) examınes TOM the
Derspective of U  world of noly spirıts”, presented DV Greco-Roman (Plutarch) and early Jewiısh (Josephus,

Pauline, dre noTt Dersuasıve ın the end However, the 110 and Pseudo-Phılo lıterature 1ın of theır
In IC he explains the empirical relevance of descriıption of “communıcatıon wıth the WOT| of

Paul’s statements the Spirıt U he stimulating: the spiırıts”: spırıts would speak ındıyıduals DV medıia PCI-
New Testament testifies Manıto owerful, at times ceıved “passıve human agents” (144) ese INAay a1sO
overwhelming actıvity of the Holy Spirit. be g0o0d spirıts (darmomnon, C  o  D, theıon9
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG “dıvıne spırıt”, “SPUWIEMS Sanctus”, “holy spiırıt”), who INaYy

reveal the Ww1 of god : Ihe absence of capıtals for G0oduntersucht die ussagen des Apostels Paulus über and Spirıt ollows 1:}den (‚elst (‚ottes in Kor. und VOor dem Hintergrund Therefore, ıntends OUrT hıs detaıled exeges1szeitgenössischer jüdischer und Daganecr Quellen. Seine
These AIn the N T, ‘the noly spirıt IS collective oun  L und of 1Cor MR and (chapters 4-6) wıth A SENSIELVILY

whiıch he finds lackıng in general; lıkewiıse, hedie VOon ihm als pln vorgestellte Anschauung einer ‚„Welt interpret PNCUMA wıthın the frame of early Jewısheiliger (eister” überzeugen e  IC nıcht Als anregend
erweısen siıch aber die assagen, In denen den Erfah- pneumatology (15) an NOT ın the ıght of the Irınıtar-

rungsbezug der pin ussagen über den (ielst herausarbei- 1an definıtions of the Ath Because he PICSUD-
unbroken agrecmcen! between the ıdeas of thetet DEN bezeugt en vielfältiges, machtvolles, zuweilen former authors and those of Paul, does NOT render theüberwältigendes Wirken des Heiligen (jelstes openıng phrase ın 12 ın the usual WaAY (Luther “A bout

RESUMF the gıfts of the SPINt: : . but ın of “about Spir-
“auteur Studie IC| 1es affırmations de Pau! SUr ’Esprit de ıtual thıngs  2 en expan Paul’s descr1ıpt1ons of
Jeu Corinthiens ET 4 1a umilere des SOUT- Varı0us experiences of spirıts he classıhles them ın
GCes JuIves et DalenNes de ’epOoque. soutient UE dans the NVETSCS follow speakıng DV the Sa spırıt FZÜR:
1E Nouveau Jlestament, E ocabhle C lE Saint-Esprit est and gifts 12:4; works and actıvıtıes, energıes

110 collectif et JUC Paull croyalt C monde de 1276 manıfestations of the spiırıt 14:15; Sspiırıts of the
saınts-esprits , mMmaıs CEeite thEse est Dd>S cCONvVaımcante prophets 14:32; spirıtual PCISONS 14:32 explaıns thıs
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