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The for the polıtical aul
AS55SCSSINS the apostle approach mpıre
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SUMMARY
CIMNDETOT Stil! others fOCUus the SOCIal implications of

In recent number of interpreters have argued that Pauline heology This article OCUSES three differ-
Paul eology Wads politicaliy subversive The routes ent approaches the political Paul explores Criticısms
such conclusion however have heen diverse Some of such approaches and offers assessment of recent
interpreters that Paull Wads$s explicitiy hostile the research his Adrea The first approaCc IS ejected but
Koman Empire parallels hbetween the vocab- the other dIe noTt therefore accepted uncritically It
ulary of Pau| theology and that of Koman imperial ide- IS argued that Paul sought potential conflict
Ology Others contend that the shape of Paul gospel ith the Koman Empire focusing instead God work
implicitly conflicted with the honours bestowed the Christ

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
zollen Wiederum andere Ausleger lenken das

In den letzten Jahren en nıcht WENISEC Ausleger das Augenmerk auf die sozialen Implikationen der Theologie
Argumen die Theologie des Paulus S@| subver- Vo Paulus [Der vorliegende Artikel konzentriert sich auf
SIV SCWESECTN [ Die VVege derartigen Schlussfolge- drei unterschiedliche Ansätze ZU politischen Paulus
VUuNgs aber sind vielfältig Einige Interpreten behaupten erforscht ihre Kritik und bietet Cimne Dewertung der JUMN-dass Paulus ausgesprochen feindlich dem Römischen Forschung auf diesem Gebiet Der nsatz
Reich gegenüber eingestellt WAar und 16S567] E auf ird verworfen doch dies el nıcht dass die beiden
Parallelen zwischen dem 'Okabular der paulinischen übrigen unkritische Zustimmung finden )Das ArgumentTheologie und m der Ideologie des Römischen KEI- geht dahin Aase Paulus danach trachtete das Konftliktpo-ches hin Andere halten dagegen dass der Charakter tential mMIt dem Öömischen eIc SCHNS WIE möglichdes Daulinischen Evangeliums natürlicherweise KON- halten und sich stattdessen auf (j‚ottes Werk Chri-

STUS konzentriereni stand den Ehrenbezeigungen die dem Kalser

KESUMEF
NCOTre etiftent avan les implications sociales de Ia

( ©5 dernieres dI11NeEs certaın nombre d X  e ONT theologie Daulinienne C el article CXDOSE approches
OUTtTeNu YJUC Ia theologie Paulinienne politiqguement differentes de Ia politique de Paul CXaMmMmıne 1es cCritiquessubversive [)iverses routes SONT empruntees VDOUT DarVe- Ul leur OnNT efe adressees el re UNe evaluation des
[T Celte conclusion Certalins considerent JUE Paul recherches dans domaine Ha des
explicitement hostile SEINDITE FOMarın IS 5 approches est eCartee [Nals les deux autres SONT
SUur des Daralleles entfre l vocabulaire de Paull ET celul de Dds DOUF autant aCCeptees S5Sdll$s [ESETITVE “auteur de
’ideologie imperiale [OTMNaINe autres soulignent JUE mMmontrer UE Paul cherchait conftlıit eH-Evangile preche Dar |’apötre entraıt implicitement tie| dVCC ’empire 'OMarın et YUu est Dlutöt attache
conflit AVEC les honneurs rendus autres presenter de 1eu Christ
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The for the political Paul assessing the apostle's approac tO Empire

Introduction Orıtises the sOoc1al1 CONSCHUCNCCS of Paull’s theology,
he quest tor the ‘polıtıcal Pau[l” DPaul who exploring ICS ımplıcations tor the relatıonshıp of

belhevers the ımper1a| world Although scholarscritiqued, criticısed undermıned the Roman
straddle such categorI1€es, thev ıllustrate dıfferentEmpıre has become Al increasıngly sıgnıfıcant

MOVEMENT in New Testament studıes } Its devel- approaches the polıtıcal Paul and the dıstiınc-
101NS ALC 1T 1S hoped heurıstically usetul./OPI'I1CHt Cal be Iınked A wıder recCognıtion that

the polıtical of the New Testament cshould Scholars adopting the Yrst approach ıdentify
Pauline FEXES and themes that confront Romanbe taken LLOTIC ser10usly“ AS  S ell AS5 GCEHL stud- ımper1a| 1deology, aınd SUC that these pomt1eSs exploring the relatiıonshıp between the carly

Chrıistians aınd the ımper1al cult Hermeneutical A} VerTt critique of empıre. In partıcular, LINSUS-
C and conceptual parallels between PaulineCONCETNS AVE also shaped research ın thıs

Just 4A5 the Shoal ( JE Holocaust nASs led New Jes- and ımper1a] Ideology An SC CFE} iındıcatıve otf
Lament scholars re-evaluate older cCONstruct1ons DPaul’s delıberate attempt undermiıne the Roman

Empıre CINPDCIOTL.of Second Temple Judaism.,* LOO the M1Sappro- eıl Eilhott’s Liberating Panyl provıdes A gxoodpriatiıon of OMANS 13 ın the hıstory of the example of thıs approach.® Ellott AFSZLUICS thatchurch has fted the desıre ıdvocate DPaul Crif1ı- the church and academy AaVEC depolıticised’ andcal of CEMPITE. i OMANS 13:1-7, ın whiıch Paul
calls tor behevers “subordinate” themselves “domesticated’ the apostle Paul? Paul’s etters A

been subject “canonıcal betrayval’, placed along-the governıng authoritıies, 15 Paul’s only teachıng sıde pseudonymous deutero-Paulines and accrummng0)8! the State, then thıs C4l Justiıfy and Nas Just1- interpolatıons that endorsed the ımper1a] order. *9fıed) quiescent and submıiıssıve attıtudes polıtical As well 4A5 ItSs canonıcal dıstortion, the “deJudaı1za-wıthın the modern world Classıc examples t101) and 'mystification of Paul’s teachıng aV 1C11-
ATIC tound AMONS German Christians ıIn the Thırd ere IO uUuLE Paull’s polıtically explosıve message:i N well 4A5 the Dutch Retormed Church 1ın Following hıs critique of Dast scholarshıp, Ellı-outh Afrıca > On the other hand, ıf DPaul crıtiqued OTL seeks UNCOVECETr the polıtıcal character of Paulsancıent eMPIrE, he mıght A1sSO offer OUTCEC tor theology, arguıng that several themes and LEXTSunderminıng the abuse of polıtıcal to aV revea| the apostle’s hostilıty empıre. The symbolPaul Call be appropriated 4 A CYIt1C ofA Amer1- of the C  „ tor cxample; 15 less about ıLONEMEN:
Cana, globalısatıon and free-market profiteering, and LNOTC about G0d’s Justice. Ihe crucıfix1ionand speak powerfully today's context _© of Jesus unveıls the violence of Roman pAdvocates of the polıtıcal DPaul seek revealıng God’s ‘partialıty the OPpFessed' . Ihe
theır CASC (JI1 solıdly hıstorical-critical grounds. At A apocalyptıc CONTENTL of PauPs gospel also reveals ıts
broad level, al that close Iınks ex1isted between polıtıcal NaACUre, ımplyıng that the cComıng ADC of
theology and polıtıcs ıIn the ancıent world, and al od’s kıngdom would bring the of
STreSsSSs the Iımportance of Roman ımper1al 1deology. Rome Al end. Drawıng 0)8| Paula Fredriksen,Beyond these AYrFrCCMECNEIS, however, scholars adopt Elhott also ArSZUCS that the pre-cConversion Paul PCI-wıde LANSC of approaches In theır pursult of the secuted Jewısh belıevers because he feared that the
polıtical Paul hıs artıcle explores three approaches ANNOUNCEMEN of A Jewısh Lord would ead Rome
that advocate A polıtically subversive Paul outlınes per. SCCULC the Jewısh COMMUNITY. For Ellıott
CCETNR ecriıticısms of such approaches and ends wıth Pau[ll’s belıef that the gospel had such polıtical
aAM1:of the apostle’s approach empıre. CONTLENLT remaıned after hıs conversion.}$

Elhott also draws attention terms 1ın Al
that conflicted wıth the Sa|JIıec sımılar terms 1npproaches the polıtiıcal aul Roman imper1a] propaganda.*“* In Paull’s letter

Ihree dıstınctive approaches Sllpp0ft polıtıcal the Romans, tor example, rıghteousness’ (Greekreadıng of aul,; fOCUSINS respectively ON Paull’s (VZ- dıikavosune An taıth? (Distas), correspond the
LAUNE of empıre, Paul’s subrersion of ımper1al ıdeol- T atın IMS ıN! fides, the lIıteblood of Augustan
OSZV and Pau[ll’s ecclesial alternatıve ımper14a] SOCIETY. propaganda’. *” Ihese parallels pomt the conflıct
he ror approaches prioritise the conflict between Paull’s gospel and Roman ımper1a| ıdeol-
between DPaul and ımper1al 1deology, dıffering ON
the of such conflict and the degree whıch In treatıng the obvıous COUNTer hıs Cast
Paul’s critique 15 explicıt. he thırd approac pr1- Romans | Elhott AFrSUCS that the rhetor1-
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cal of the FCXT W JS CNCOUTASC Roman because (aesar W 2S cClaımıng dıvıne STACLIS and
gentile believers DaV theır LAaXeSs and protecL honours which belonged only LO the 11C God
the vulnerable Jewısh COMMUNICV 111 Rome e Like Elhott Wrıight focuses -0)8| termıinologıcal Par-took place 111 Rome HE revolts VT LAaXes the allels between Paulıne heology and iımper1a| ıdeol-
ewısh COMMUN 1ty would be the lıkely Car g€tS of Rather than fOcUusINg (J)I1 Al explıicıt cr1t1que of
iımper1a] wrath CONSCYLICNCEC DPaul wıshes LO PIC- the Roman Empiıre however Wrıght AFSLICS that

OMAans 13 then 110 theology Of the STISIVC. the LOog1C of DPaul’s gospel undermıned the IMPDPC-ULE A rhetorically tocused ı1dmonıtion that sought 131 gospel 1ssoc1ated wıth Rome An example 15

protect A AT risk 16 tound 111 Wrıght FEFrCALIMENE of the righteousnessElhott’s HOTE work The Ärrogance of of C306° (dikavosune theou) whıch Wrıight INteErpretsNatıons offers A (O)E« CAULCIOUS LFECONSIrUCLIOTLr of AS5 ftaıthfulness the the Dthe polıtıcal Paul that O towards the second archs Although rooted 111 the ewısh Scripturesapproach outlıned below FElhott concedes that GE the rıghteousness of God undermınes the
ıdeologıcal CONSTIraınts iınhıbited aul from assoc1ated wıth the Roman Empıre For aul

fullv cr1t1qumg CINMDILC ut ArSUCS that iımper1a] HC and reconcılıatıon EG ound 111 Chrıst
cr1t1que evident throughout 31S letter the Komans 1ff )2 and such AA AT  on bluntlyRomans 1& Adopting Hays methodology‘ tor contradıcts the imper14| claım bringdetecting echoes Öl the Jewısh Scriptures 111 the Augustus KRes gestae Horatıus des 5}
letters Of aul Elhott SUSSZCSTS that 4A11 implıcıt (C11- Fkven Romans apparently offering uUuncrıit1-
UqUEC Of CINDIIC would be overheard DYy readers Of cal SUuppOrt SOVCININS authoritıies undercuts
Romans Ihe chapter ecadıngs 111 the work reflect imper1a| ideology DV remindıng readers that the
the key themes that Elhott addresses Imperium CIMNPCIOL ultımately under GOod
kEmpıre); Iustıitıa (Justice); Clementıa (mercy) At LLMmMES Wrıight makes faırly grandi0se claıms
Dıietas Jety) and Vırtus Virtue) tor Paul’s polıtıcal theology IThe churches A

Orther books could be chosen ıllustrate thıs described AS colon11al OLItPOSIIS of the CIMPILC that 15

approach““ u Elhott’s Liberating aul est ıllus- be’2/ and Philıppians 15 coded challenge
rates the attempt cshow that DPaul WAS hostile Empire‘ 28 Overall however Wright seeks cshow
the pretensmns and the of CINDIIC In thıs that the JOog1C of DPau[ll’s deeply Jewısh gospel SuD-
VICW. Paul’s 115 of TerTNS echomg the CINDIIC NOL verted PDagan Rome ımper1a] 1deologyaccıdental OTr incıdental ut reflects hıs Other scholars endorse thıs broad approach DYy
cr1t1que Roman ımper1a] iıdeology drawıng the iımplıcıt LENS1IONS between

second approach 111 the tor the polıtıcal DPaull’s gospel and ımper1a| iıdeology.““ 'Ihe gospelaul focuses 0)8!| the ımplicıt subversion of Roman and ımper1a] 1ıdeology AT treated D compet1ng
ımper1al ideology tound 111 the Paulıne COLDUS Paul world and AS such Paull’s letters reveal| ALl
dıd 107 Carget the ımper1al cult the Empiıre tfor ımplıcıt Cr1thll€ of the Roman Empire
specıfic CHLHCISIM (as the YTST approach implıes) Ial thırd approach the polıtical aul focuses
dıd he advıse belıevers ODDOSC the (Romans ()I1 the apostle V1IS10O111 of 4A11 ecclesial alternatıve

ut Paul’s gospel nonetheless undermıned ımperıal SOCLETY and draws aAttention ON the socı1al
ASDECLS of Roman ımper1a] 1deology Advocates and polıtical corollarıes of Paul’s of church
of thıs approach tollow SOTTIC of the SAaMIC z ıfe In thıs VICW. the polıtıcs of DPaul consısted 111
dures 4A5 the ftormer VICW. 1T tend offer A LLOTEC hıs attempt establısh A network Oof relatıons that
nuanced ACCOUNT OT the conflıct between Pau[l’ jeopardısed the socı1al STTILICTIUITES of CMDIFC
gospel and Robert Jewett’s readıng, of Romans ıllustrates

Wrıght 15 the est known rCDrEeSCHNLA- the approach. 31 Although Jewett Maın that
LL1VEe of thıs view *! He ArZUCS that Paul’s theology Paul implıcıtly critiqued ımper1al ıdeology,* 11S
derıved from Judaısm ut confronted PASAaNISIN 27 As Mar y fOCUS 115 (JI1 the WAYS that aul V15S51011 of
such Paul’s of the CIMPCIOC W 4S part otf hıs the church challenged the “honour-shame‘) culture
broader conflict wıth Pagan ıdolatry of ANcC1l1ENT SOCICLY

DPaul W AS 3{018 opposed (aesar CINMNDILC DEL: In the cshameftul Chriıst overturned the
marılv because 1T W d5S 88! CINDILC wıth al the honor SYSICI‘H that domıiınated the Graeco-
unpleasant thıngs ANE learned 1ASSOC1ATE Roman and Jewısh worlds resultıng 111 dıisecrıiım-
wıth that word ut because 1L W 1S Caesar and 1INAaLiıON and exploitation of barbarıans AS ell
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S a E H E a
15 111 PO1ISON1LL the relatıons between the theır polıtıcal sıignıfcaNCE In 11S celebrated Liaht

from the Ancıent HEast Adolf LDeissmann iıdentifhedOreZALIONS 111 Rome he gospel offered
[O CVCIY STOUD 111 equal ILICASUTC shattering the what he called A polemical parallelısm between
imper1al PTCMMISC of exceptionalısm 111 VirtueEe and

33
the used DYy the earlv Chrıstian MOVEMENT

honour.‘ and the ımper1al cult drawıng aAtrttfentfıon words
he socı1al ımplıcatıons of the gospel AL weaved such AS LOord (kur10s Chriıst (chrıstos) and Gospel

(euangelıon). Although such parallels led laterthroughout Romans ut become partıcularly conflict between Chrıistianıtv and the ımper1al cult,explicıt 111 Romans 15 In thıs PaASSAHC Deissmann argued that the “Jower class’ CONSTICLL-Daul CNCOUTASCS belhevers Jews aınd gentiues of carly Chrıistianıty AT the LE of ALı madewelcome another and grounds 31S appecal
» God ACCCEPLANCE of believers 111 Chrıst (15 IT unlıkely that the carly Chriıstians interested

111 changıng the polıtıcal SETLIGEUHTES of theır world 42
utual ‘.1CC€Pt‘.II]CC rules u “diseriımınatıon and
judgement (1 13) and undermıiınes the Although DDeissmann conclusıon ON the socı1al

TAaLus of CarlVy believers has been wıdely eriticısedTOr honour tound AMONES ethnıically diverse everal scholars AVE noted the rısk of ündıng Par-STOLDS 111 Rome Since the Roman Empıre and allels where 1LIO1L1C CXISE 4A5 Seyoon Kım’s GGCHLthe iımper1a] household WEIC included wıthın the
cr1t1que of the polıtıcal Paul contends 45 Ihe ıden-HONOUI cshame SYStemM of the ANCIENT world they tiicatıon Of parallels 15 notor10usly subject1ve“*® and

W: challenged by the alternatıve commumty when the Cariy Chrıistian language MOST naturallytound UMONS belevers 11 Chrıst For Jewett DPaul NASs 1CS wıthın Jewısh the EXISTENCE of
ıttem Pt GCrGALE transtormed relatıons AMONES IFE parallels ımper1al 1deology needs be

hrıst1ans 111 Rome 15 NCCCSSALV PICCUFSOL tor clearly demonstrated As mentioned earher both
takıne the gospel Spaın Elhott and Wrıight adapt Hays tor dem-

In addressing, Romans Jewett concedes ONsStrabhıng Paul echoes of the Jewısh Scripturesthat poss1ıbly for miıssionNal Paul aban- the iımper1al cult ut there 15 sıgnılıcant dıffer-
dons the revolutionary approach honor visıble (  ( between ıdentifyıng echoes 111 SCi of FEXIS
111 the preceding chapters’ And y€t Jewett Cal recognısed authoritatıve DV commumty and
31sO characterıse thıs FGXT 4A5 A 11148551 CT of polıt1- andıng echoes of Aa ımper1a] 1deology that W d
Cal COM Ooptatiıon’®® the GOod who SE ants the rulers embedded wıthın vıisual textual and rıitual med1ia
the ıuthorıty the od embodied 11 the erucıfed An example of the appecal parallels 15 ound
1 ist‘! 111 FIrCATIMMECNES of DPaul’s UusCc of the term enangelıonFor Jewett Paul’s call tor mutual welcome 111 the (‘gospel” / good ct Romans COr

ekRkIE sıa and the challenges 1L pose: ımper1a| ınthıans Galatıans Thessalonıans
SOCICLV A1C correlate wıth hıs CTr1C1C1SM of human Although connected the verbal form euangelız0
honour and prıde the boastıng of earher chap 111 the VCIS10OI11 OT Isa1ah (Isaıah 572 6 1
ters (Romans 31 2) Other c Psalms of Solomon K 1) 48 the term 15 31sO used
approaches the polıtıcal DPaul sımularly STrESS the wıthın Roman ımper1al 1ıdeology, IMOST famouslysocı1al| ramıfıcatıons Of DPaul gospel 111 the Priene 11]SCI'1PUOI] that annNOoUNCEd the go0d

(euangelıa ı1ssOocC1ated wıth the CIMDCIOL
AuUgustus Advocates of the polıtıcal aul claımQuestioning the polıtical aul that Paul’s UuSCc delıberately undermıned the IMPC-he three approaches surveyed above that r1al depıicting the gospel of the Roman

Paul erıiticısed Or subverted the Roman Empıre 0)8 Empiıre parody of the gospel of Chrıst
CMPCFOC Ihe QqUECST for the polıtıcal aul however Whether NOT the CarlVy Chrıstians TEW the
NASs been wholly accepted 111 eCcent scholar- term enuangelıon from the ımper1al cult there 15 110

shıp aınd three key INS undermıne 1CS central clear evidence that DPaul opposed ımper1a|l ıdeologyclaıms DYy hıs USC of the EFEr he only talse gospelsFırstly, advocates of the polıtıcal DPaul and that aul Ma Z2Wde those ound wıthın the ekRkIE sıa
partıcularly those [OCUSINS ON ıdeologıcal conflict (2 Corinthians 11 Galatians %) ıN! thereaan 8 a Sa 1 aa C On aa aD A da mMake questionable ppeals parallels between the 15 110 explicıt CONLTLrFrAaSTt 11 Paul between the gospel”language applıed Jesus and that applied the of Jesus and the gospel Of the CINPDCLIOL More
emperor.* Ironıcallv, the iıdentificatıon of such fundamentallv, the enangelıon 111 auı centred OIM

parallels C be raced A scholar who dısavowed the proclamatıon Of the crucıhed and LISCIN hrıs
d aaa e a P e
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(1 Corinthians an dıffered mark- Chrıst (205)0
edly trom that wıthın ımper1al] 1deOLlogY. As Acts Acknowledging that Paul’s polıtical crıt1que 15
indıcates, the carly tollowers of Jesus keen tar from explıcıt, that Paul WTOTEC 1

cshow that the gospel entaıjled 110 revolt agamnst “coded’ criıtique LO safeguard the CONZreSaAt1ONS
Rome (Acts S-11; 26:24-32; 28:50-51), 1 trom Roman hostilıty.®“ nly when the critique
K  s ollowed DV lIater Chrıistians (1 Clement 15 unveıled Or decoded’ OC€s Ifs polıtical agenda
6():4 61 iMartyrıum of Polycarp 10:2) In short, becomes clear. Kım has hıghlighted the dıfficulty
Paul’s USC oft ‘polıtıcal termınology (euangelıon, oft thıs VICW, claımıng 1t reveals A desperate ALtempt
kurVS, dikarosune —— talls far short of ımper1al subver- explaın the apparcnt absence of explicıt antı-
S10N. As Chrıstopher Bryan DOINtS OUuUL, “Chrıstians ımper1al texts ©S (1 sophisticated Version of

usıng SOMNIC of the S\all words about Jesus thıs approach appecals ‘hıdden FransSCHPIS - A
4S DAgans used about (Caesar, ut they WEEIC hardly NOotion developed Dy the soclologıst Scott. ©>
UsSInNg them In the , Or meanıng AYy> Whereas rulers proclaım theır polıtıcs 1ın ‘publıc
thıng ıke the SAUTNLIC chıng DV them  53 transcr1ıpts’ publıc interact1ons between the rulers

he second ceriticısm of ICT: of the polıtı- and the ruled Scott argued that oppressed people
cal DPaul 15 that thev overplay the SIynNIfIcANCE of ACT polıtically 1n much 111OILC ubtle WAdYS, such 4A55

polıtical echoes In Paulıne (Often subsıdıary through grumblıng, ftolktales and popular CArnı-
implıcatıon of A 15 proclaımed 4A5 Its kev pomt, vals .° These “hıdden transcr1pts’ ffer eriticısm

though theu of the LEX I iındıcates of OPPTICSSOTS and Can be Cn AS  CN torms of polıtı-
cal resistance that ACT 4A5 A condıtiıon of mater1a|that DPaull’s PULDOSC hıes elsewhere ** One faırly

uncontrovers1al echo of ımper1al ıdeology 1ın Pau[l’s resistance ©7 Although 71S WI)1 research focused
letters 15 tound 1n Thessalonıians D: where ;PEACE OM polıtical resistance 1n Malaysıa, Scott SUSSCSTS
and securıty” (EIVENE baı asphaleıua, 5) draws that *tradıtional utoplan belıefs”, includıng torms
(JI1 slogan extollıng the benefhits of 1VvIng wıthın of mıllennıalısm, (3 11sO be viewed 4A5 torms of
the Roman 6  Empire: Alongsıide other elements popular resistance. ©S
1ın the TOXT, Harrıson that Paul’s 1MENT Despite ItSs helpful heurist1ic value, the applıca-of thıs slogan rCPFrESCHES radıcal subversion of t10N of Scott’s model ıIn the analysıs Öt DPaul’s let-
Roman eschatological ımagery and termınol- ters 15 questionable. Scott’s research W dS OE (J)I1

9 he USC of thıs phrase, however, O€s OT Malaysıan and applyıng IT the ST
IICaAaH that Paul 15 crıt1quıng the entire STIHGIUTE CCNLUFY 15 problematıc. We sımply do OT aV the

ınformatıon avaılable know ıf Paul’s letters CO11-of empıre, but sımply indıcates that the cCOom1ng
of Chrıst ould undermıne the assumptıon that taın the “hıdden transcr1ıpts’ hypothesised Dy SUOINC

and seCcuUrIty could ultımately be granted DY interpreters!” Applyıng the work of Scott Pau[l’s
ıuman authority.”” Such A contention would appI1Yy letters beg1ins wıth the assumptıon that Paul W aS

ALLY governing authorıty, NOT sımply the Roman hostile empıre, A that 15 exactly the question
Hi More sıgnıfıcantly, the claım Oes NOL ead that needs be addressed.

wıthdrawal from sOCIlety critique of the, Thırdiy, readıngs of the polıtical Paul VE-INteEr-
ut grounds Paul’s appecal 1vo1d ıdleness (5 15) DVEL, downplay LINOVE the counterevidence theıir
and a(8)} tast what 15 go0od position . he clearest “counterevıdence) for A polıt-turther example of possıble over-interpreta- ıcal Paul 1S, of COUISC, OMANS 13:1-.7/1 Whıle
t10N 15 found ın of the 'hymn ıIn Phılıp- all modern COMMeENTLATLOFr: would that thıs
DIans 2:6-11, A prime candıdate tfor A ‘polıtical” DASSAHIC 15 110 CAVYTE blanche legıtiımısatıon of
crıtique oft empire.?* (Qakes has made the Stl'0flg- > and TAW attention the need balance
ESsT C4aSC yveL for crıt1que of ımper1a] ıdeology in IT wıth other bıblıcal perspect1ives, IT 15 dıfAcult
thıs LCXT lınkıng IT COM AasSı between Chrıst 2VvOo1d the conclusıon that thıs PasSsagc A the VCand the CIHNPDPCIOLF 1n Philıpplans 20:21 > Despite least problematises SOTILIC reconstructi1ons of polıt-

ıcal Paul.”®the ImMpress1ive parallels Oakes adduces, FaNSC of
other possıble backgrounds En been suggested®“” Advocates of the polıtical aul decentre the
and the lıkely remaıns the Hebrew sıgnıfıcance of thıs PaASSAYC ın number of WUaVSScriptures (includıng Isa1ah It 1S also S12 detecting Al ımplıcıt crıt1que of governmentalnıfıcant that aul refraıns from makıng explicıt ANV 1n the LEXT of OMaAans 13 proposing A rhe-
polıtıcal crıt1que from the hymn ut rather focuses torıcal ploy Dy DPaul”* DYy noting that the broader
ON eNCOUrASING belıevers imıtate the humıilıty of HCX relatıvıses Paul’s teachıng in OMAans 13 /D
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Whiıle It 15 LIruE that Romans 13:1:7 cshould NOLT be the TSt approach described above ATC especially
a

consıdered the total of “Pau[ll’s polıtical theol- found wantıng. There AIC, however, useful insıghts
ORY , it OCSs NCSALEC readıngs of Paul that depict 1sSsOC1Aated wıth research in thıs AL he final SECC-

31ım 4S anti-empire./® TIhe DASSALC clearly calls tor t10N of thıs artıcle offers Al ASSESSMENL of the quest
belıevers “subordinate’ themselves governing tor the polıtıcal aul, hıghlighting both posıtıve
authoritıies and grounds thıs appcal in Od’s PrOVI- and negatıve features.
dentıial establishment of authorities 15:2:5). Such Fırstly, vesearch 0N the polıtıcal Panyl offers AN

VICW 15 a1sO cCONsIıstent wıth A broadly Jewısh ımpbortant vemunder that velıgıon an polıtıcs
closely connected In the ANncCıent WOr In the Romanapproach LO authorıty (Jeremiuah 29:4-/; Danıel

8-19; Proverbs 5-1 Wısdom O: 1 11): Empıre, 4S ın the ancıent world generally, relhıg10n
rather bolder atte mpt decentre the S1gN- W 4S deeply embedded wıthın the polıtıcal sphere.

CTE of Romans 1R 1 15 tound ın Carter’s (ities ın the Empiıre pursued the protection and
argument that Paull’s teachıng here 15 delıberately blessing of the godSs, wıth governing magıstratesE T r E a Va a ““ronıc)./® Carter’s GASC. maınly FESTS (I1I1 the tenNnsı0n actıng N rel1g10101s functionaries ®1 Sacrıflces and
between Paul’s call subordinate LO the author1- PFAayCrSs WE A11 ımportant part of CIVIC Hfe, and
tIes and the realıty of behevers suffering, under regular festivals honoured the gods wh protected
the authoritıies, ut CONTFra Carter such A the Empiıre and the cıties.® kven those sceptical
tensi1on EeX1ISTS elsewhere P2:11-12 DPeter of the gods recognısed the ımportance of pıety 1n
3-14, 6-17) and 15 NOT sufficıent WTTAaln malntamnıng the cohes1i0n of the Empire (Polybıus
AL 1ITON1C readıng, of the PaASSASC. 6.36.6 Relıgion and polıtics WCIC related in WAaYS

Romans IS 7, however, 15 DYy 110 HICS the dıifAcult ımagıne ın today's post-Enlıghtenment
worldonly countereviıdence constructions of polıitı-

Cal aul Although ArSUuMCNTS ftrom sılence ALC PIC- he sıgnıfcanNCE of the Roman iımper1a| cult
Car10US, the ack of an explıicıt crıt1que of empıre ın Roman ımper1a|] ıdeology Mas been Dar-
wıthın Paul 15 surprisıng 8 DPaul dıd ındeed iıntend ticular focus AIMONS advocates of the polıtiıcal DPaul

eriticıse the empire. ” Whıle he explicıtly Criti: Although Its iınfÄuence W 4A5 in the Last
C1Ises Pagan ıdolatry (Romans 8-25; C orin- close 1SSOC1aAt1ıon W 4S forged between the CINPCIOL
thıans 8:4-6; 10:14-22), he FE VET draws explicıt and the gods throughout the Empıre, includıng
attention the ımper1al cult No doubt, the Impe- ıIn Rome ıtself. AUguSstuSs played key role 1n hıs
ral Cult 15 iıncluded atter al IT LOO W 2AS ftorm of PTrOCCSS, wıth the famous Res ST hıghlıghting
Pagan worshiıp 1818 DPaul prefers 1SSUIE SCHCI- hıs rel1g100S 4A5 ell AS milıtary achievements.®
alısed condemnatıons of the Dagan world.®° Fven Kev studıes, such 4A5 Zanker and Fishwaick.® AVC
when A clear opportunıty presented ıtself tor CrTIit1i- shaped research 1ın thıs AICA, wıth ranNsc of fur-
quıng empıre, he dıd OT take It ther works exploring the specıfic field of New Tes-

Paul also advısed the carly belıevers Iıve 1ın A studijes ® The quest for the polıtıcal aul
71AS drawn attention thıs A1CA of study and theWaYV that would 1VvO1d hostiulıty wıth the surround-

Ing SOCIETY, CONsıstent wıth hıs a1voıldance of explıcıt (re )tüurn classıcal WFLE and archaeology 15
crıtique of the governing authorities. Indeed: welcome e he quest for the polıtıcal aul 15
Romans 1301427 15 couched wıthın broader pOtCeNt remınder that carly Chrıstians had 110

choıice ut reflect 0)8! how est relate theparaenetıical sect1on that eSsSSES harmonYy wıth
ne1ghbours (Romans 1278 15:8-10) and BaAaCt governing authoriıtıies that Iaımed the honours of

G0dwıth PETISCECULOTS D 1/-21 Elsewhere, Al}
C NCOUTFAZCS believers ‘ıve quietly' (1 Ihessalonıi1- econdly, aM mınımAısed vrather than MNANXNUM-
A1N1S } 1) and GOod 1ın CVCIY alk oft lıte (1 ısed the FENSIONS between gospel and empLrE. IThe
Corinthians 1/ Ihe broad FCHOT of Paul’s soc1al absence of criticısm of the Roman Empıre
ethıc makes It lıkely that he would AVeE voıded 1ın CONTEXTS where mıght CXPCCt 1t
confrontatıon wıth the ımper1a] world agamnst the 16 W that DPaul sought undermıne IT

In fact. DPaul encouraged belıevers subordinate
themselves the governing authoritıies, ASSECIT-Assessing the Polıtical aul Ing that God appomnted the authorities ‘reward

Several ar guments assoc1ated wıth the quest tor the good and punısh the ev1]” (Romans PE3L
the polıtıcal DPaul AT been undermıned ın TeECENT hıs 15 consıstent wıth Paull’s teachıng elsewhere.
scholarshıp and the bolder claıms assoc1ated wıth Belıevers AL Iıve quiet lıves (4 Ihessalonıans
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18 and OVEeC theır ne1ghbours (Romans 12 18) aul places Christ AL the OT the belıievers
Paul FOCUSES 101 ON the ennnty of CDC ut that world and inevıtably decentred the CMPCIOL and
of S11l Satan and death Hıs interest 15 111 PCACC and hıs aAssoc1ated cult Y ] At x Iater thıs led
order 10L 111 revolt and conflict For these 1GASCHIS C4S where the confession of Jesus AS 1Lord entaıled
DPaul I1LLLLILLISCS potential conflict wıth the Roman polıtıcal persecunon Even AL later L1Mes however

Christians sought CO ITIMNLMISC theır conflıct wıthkmpiıre In fact research SUSSCSLS that Paul
aınd other carly belıievers CIa turther cult1ı- the Roman Em LT

V;ltlllg churches that sought the welfare of the C1C1ES inally, the future 0f the polıtıcal Paul” A likely
where they dwelrt be found In hermeneutical reaAdınAs that explore the

Although Elhott enr work heÄrrogance of ımplicıt conflıc between Panyul  A  S gospel nd EMPIE
Natıons, ıdvocates A polıtıcal readıng of Romans, Although Paul hiımself OC€s 101 exploıt thıs CO

he explaıns that ‘.ISPCCtS of Paul’s theology ıllustrate 1Ct ıdvocates of the polıtical DPaul aV helpfully
A “VO1CE under domiınatıon.. In partıcular, Romans drawn 1CS ımplıcıt PTrESCHNCC 111 71S

d shows that Paul’s radıcal 11 tor the theology. Guiven the hıstorıical 15U1SC of OMANSs
JNgospel W AS subject CO ‘“ ideologıcal CONSIrAaINTS redressing the balance chow that DPau[l’

Thıs ıIS  S sıgnıfıcant COMNCCSSNLON, E V tor Ellı- theology 15 iımplıcıtly critical of aS PCCtS of CMDIIC
( DPaull’s theology WAS 1OLT whollv erıitical of the then and Ial 15 welcome development

TIThere ATIC ofG A number of hermeneuticalCIMPDILC Romans mıght be AS

SEr ateg1t:s Tor reLNeVIN the relevance of the politı-Paul’s aALtC mpt qualify the potentially subvers1ive
elements OT 71S thought“® and the cal Paul One approach F1O0r1U1SCS the “ıberation-
that Paul W asSs hostiıle Roman ISt ASPCCLTS of DPaul theology and dısmiısses those

themes that ALC unpalatable tor such A agendaThırdlıv the guest for the polıtical MM has ıdentı-
fied sıynıficant DOIMNLTS of LENSLION between Panl gospel Elısabeth Schüssler Fiorenza for example hıgh-

lıghts the theme of equalıity wıthın DPaul lettersand the Roman ımperıal WOr In partıcular, the
ıdentificatıon of parallel Patterns of theology an and dısmısses the patrıarchal elements 11 DPau[l’s
(1 socı1al PracTtices wıthın Paul’s etters and the ıde- theology.”® aul 15 treated 4A5 sımply HC 11

the ekklesıa and has 110 LNOTC OT less authorıty thanOlogy of Koman rule reveals the potential confliıct
between the gospel and CIMPDILC lIo the CXTENT that others Sımularlvy. Elhott’s iıdeologı1cal critical” read-

INS of Romans fOcuses ON those ASPDECLS of aulsuch LTENSIONS ST DPaul theology (3 be AS  dr

polıtical As Bryan 31sO NOTES that ATC CMPDIIC whıle quest1omng the “kyr1-
archal theology that CONSTIraıns hıs 4 SuchPau[l’s proclamatıon therefore polıtical” 111 the approaches A increasıngly COTMLNNMONN ut lımıt

WAdY 111 whıich the eNLire bıblical tradı- the canonıcal and theological s1gNıfCANCE of
15 polıtıcal” whiıch 15 Sa y 1L 1SS that Paul’sthere 15 One who 15 above al carthlvy POWCIS second approach 15 explore the iımplıcatıonsCVEN wıthın theır WI) spheres and who 111

3G them accountable of DPaul theology tor the polıtıcal sphere g-
that ‘JSPCCtS of Paul worldview C411 CI-Such Observatıons however do NOT 111Call that tully address 1CW S1ITUALIONS eNNY Burk rıghtlyaul delıberately crıt1iqued Roman rule ut Sımply CTIEICISES ıdvocates of the polıtıcal DPaul wh fa1l

hıghlıghts the iımplıcıt 101NS between the claıms attend LO the dıstiınction between IMCANINS and
OT the gospel and the claıms of CMIDILC Such ten- implıcatıon 111 theır yveL drawıng Atten-
S10O115 could ıN! ndeed dıd become conflicts the ımplıcatıons of [CXT 15 A legıtımate
AL A} later ut Paul dıd NOL W Part of the broader hermeneutical CNTCTPCISCthese 111 hıs etters H) Although the apostle Daul W 4S scarcelv L1-

One A1Ca where 4A11 ımplıcıt LTeNSION exısted CMPIFC the iımplıcıt lOog1C of hıs gospel “dethrones
between Paull’s gospel and the Roman Empıre the hıdden LO1C of forms of CINDIIC When
W 4S of COUTISC 111 the claıms advanced for Jesus kept 1 balance wıth the of Scripture AS5 A
and the CIMPCIOL Although LO cshow that whole exploring these Can allow Paul’s
al delıberatelv critiqued the CMPCIOF AL subject VO1EC be heard today. Walsh and Keesmaat tor

the CYr1C01C1SMS ıdentifned above there 110 doubt example oftfer mıdrashıc readıng of Coloss1i1ans
that OMMILEMENT Jesus dıd reshape the world- 111 the lıght of globalısatıon and the postmodern

of behevers 111 such A WAY 4A5 dethrone the world 0'/ though theır exegetical claıms ALC NOLT

sıgnıfıcance of the CIMPCIOL As OQakes has argued always CONVINCINS, theır tresh engagement wıth
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the apostle DPaul ofters HIC helpful hermeneutical (Valley Forge: Trmity Press International,
Fbor Al earlher work exploring the Bıble aınd polıtıcs,insıghts.
SCC Bauckham, The In Polıtics: Hon LO Read
the Polstically ır Way Books: London

Conclusion SPCK: 1989:;: second ed London SPEKRK:
Justin Meggıtt, Takıng the Emperor’s (lothes Ser1-Research ON the polıtıcs of aul 111 110 doubt CON- ously: The New Testament and the Ooman Empire’inue thrıve, and approprlations of the exeget1-

cal Andıngs advanced by Ifs advocates A already in Joynes (ed.) The Omest for sdom. EsSSays
In Honour of Phalıp U: (Cambrıidge: Orchard

impactıng the broader theologıcal world Ihere Academic, 143-169; CAärter. The Roman
1S, however, need for cCaut1on. Among the three Embıre and the New Testament: An Essential Ul
“ streams’ of research ıdentified 1ın thıs aftıele. the (Abıngdon Essential Guindes; Nashvılle Abıngdon,
posıtion that DPaul delıberately sought under- Horsley (ed.); In the Shadow of Embuire:
mıne the empıre practically ıdeologically 15 claımına the AaSs 1StOVY of Faithful Resistance

(Louisville: Westmuinster John Knox, Fornegated DY the absence of An V explicıt critique 1n
ser1es of artıcles explorıng, the New Tlestament ındDPaull’s theology and the PTESCNCEC of indıcat-

ıng A posıtıve regard tor empıre, especıially OMAaNs the ımper1al cult, SCC Journal for the UON of the New
Testament DF 2005)13 1 Ihe other AaVCL1ULCS ofapproach that Paul’s See Linaftelt (ed:) hadow of Readıngtheology ımplıcıtly subverted ımper1al 1ideology the New Testament ÄAfter the Holocaust (New Yorkthat DPaul’s WE f the church challenged ımpe- Routledge,r 131 sOCIety aVE LNOTC LO commend them, ut Wınsome Munro, °“Romans 1a Apartheıd’s

CD insofar 4A5 they depıct thıs 4S A central tOcus of ASt Bıblıcal Refuge’ 1011CA 1 heology ULLELIN 20
Paul’s heology. DPaul sought mınımıse potential 161-168, CSD 161-164

Fkor al explicıt attem pt appropriate al A CTIt1Cconflıct wıth the Roman Empire, fOcusInNg instead
()I1 G0d’s work 1ın Christ, Its iımplications tor the of American W  5 SCC Elliott, The Ärrogance
comMMUNITIES of Chrıist-followers, and the COmMINg f Natıons. adıng Romans In the Shadow of Embpire

(Pau ın Orıitıical Contexts: ınneapolıs: Fortress,consummMatıon of G0d’s kıngdom. for A erıitical FeVIEW of the Sal  , SEAlthough the hıstorıical GAast tor ‘polıtical Paul FeVIEW ın Reviews In Relıguon and heology 16.51S weak, hermeneutıical retrieval of politically (2009) 34()-347)sıgnıfıcant ASPCCIS of Paull’s theology 15 A1- For sımılar SULVCV offering ıA criıtique of the MOVC-
AL The posıtion of the church, and the tunda- MENL, SC Denny ur| °Is DPaul’s Gospel Counter-
mental changes 1n the 1AEure of ZOVEr NMECNL 1ın ımper1al? Evaluatıng the Prospects of the Fresh
A gylobalısed TEXE C LL tor A sens1ıit1ive and Perspective” for Evangelıcal Theology-, Journal of
nuanced theology. Wıthın Europe, such theology the Evangelıcal 1 heologıcal OCLE: 5 1 3()9-
also needs take ACCOUNLT of increasıngly secular 327 Unlıke the followıng SULVCYV, ur STOUDS

‘polıtical readıngs’ ofau ogether.aınd 'post-Christian’ socjeties_.?8 Today AS GVn the
apostle Paul 15 A KeYy FESCHITGE ın secekıng scrıptural Ellhott, Liberating Panyul. The Justice of God and the
wısdom for lıyıng wıth the PDOWCTIS that be Polıtıics the Abpostle (Sheffield: Shefheld Academıc

PErEesS;
Ellott, Liberating Panul, 25-54Mackenzıe W dS Dırector of Undergraduate For A eriticısm of FElhott’s dısmıiıssal of “deutero-

tudıes AL Bırmingham Chrıstian College, Paulınes’ DY z} scholar supportive of the "polıtıca
Paul qQUEST, SCC rıght, Panyl In Fresh Perspective
iınneapolıs: Fortress, 1819Notes 17 Ellott, Liberating Panul;, 25-8

12ımportant collectiıon of CSSAaVyS ın thıs area, 4550O- Ellıott, Liberating Panul,K
c1ated wıth the Socıety of Bıblıcal Lauterature Paul Elliott, Liberating Panul;, 143-149
aınd Polıitics’ STOUD, 15 Horsley CC Panyul and Ellıott, Liberating Panul;, 181
Politics: Ekklesia, Israel, Imperium, Interpretatuon. 15 Ellıott, Liberating Panul, 191
ESSaNS In Honor of Krıster Stendahl (Harrısburg: Irın-

1/
Elhott, Liberating Panul;, 214-226.5

®  *

;  '
LtV Press International, Elhott, Ärrogance, 5()-5
Tım Gorringe, “Polıtical ecadıngs of Scripture’ ın °the of Romans A Ole collıdes INES-
Barton (ed.); The Cambrulge Companıon LO 1011C0: capably wıth the claıms of empire, ıf that collı-
Interpretation (Cambrıidge: Cambrıidge Universıity S10N 15 DVr expressed explıcıt terms’, ATrogance,
Press, 1998 6/-S0: Horslev (ed:): Panyl and
Embuire: 19102 and Power In Roman Imbper1ual SOCLETy Hays’ criter1a tor intertextual echoes ınclude the tol-

EJT 057 ®



FD MACKENZIE

lowıng: avaulabılıty, hıstorıical plausıbalıty, volume, Cambrıidge Universıity Press: 1-1 and hıs
hıstory of interpretation, FECUTTENCC, thematıc SUIMINAL Y of the OCcasıon of Romans ın “Ecumenıical
coherence and satısfactıon. Ellıott, Ärrogance, 45 Theology tor the Sake of Mıssıon: Romans 1A7
f Rıchard aYS, Echoes of Scripture In the Letters 10028 111 Hay Johnson eds.),
of Paul (New Haven: Yale Unıversıity Press: Paulıne 1 heology, Vol. JI4} ROomans (Minneapolıs:
29-32 Fortress, 9-1

Wengst, Pan Romanda and the Peace f Jesus hrıst 37 Jewett, Romans, 48-49 See also Obert Jewett,
London SCM;, Harrıson, Paul, Response: Exegetical Support ftrom OMaAan and
Eschatology aınd the Augustan Ta of Grace’, Iyn- Jther Letters’ ın Panyul and Polıtics, 58-71
dale Bulletin 50.1 1999) /1-91:; ıdem, Paul and &V  f A Jewett, Romans,
the Impernal Gospel AL Thessalonıkı", Journal fOr Jewett, OMANS, 9-8
the Study of the New Testament (2002) /1-96; CC  L( Jewett, Romans, 889-890

36 Jewett, “Romans’, 104Georg, Theocracy In Payul Prasxıs and 1 heology  A
(Miınneapolıs: Fortress, TOSSan aınd 35 Jewett, Romans, S03

Reed, In Search of Panul: Hın Jesus” Apostle Opposed 5 Jewett, Romans, 790
Rome’s Embpure wıth Go0d Kıingdom (London: SPCK, Horsley  F “Rhetorı1ic aınd Empiıre aınd Corin-

thıans’, ın Panyul and Politics, 2-1 Sze-Kar Wan,
“Collections for the Salnts Antıcolonial Act24 bor Wrıight’'s understandıng of the theology

of aul, SC{ hıs Fresh Perspectwe aınd the collection Implications of Paul’s FEthnıc Reconstruction’ ın
of CSSUaVS in The Clhmax of the ( ‚ovenant: YVIS: and Panyl and Politics, 4()-5
the Aa In Paulıne T heology ınneapolıs: Fortress, 4.() For three important crıt1quES of the polıtıcal aul,

See 31sS0 rıght, A Saınt UU Really aınd the kev CCS tor several of the followıng crit1i-
Saıd. WAas Panyl of Tarsus the eal Founder Chris- CISMS, SCS Bryan, nder LO „AESAT: Jesus, theA
LLANATY (London: Lion, For Wrıight’'s polıitı- hurch, and the Roman Superbower (Oxfor: Oxtord
cal readıng of aul, SCC especıally “Paul’s Gospel ınd Universıty Press, [/-93: Kım, Christ and
(aesar’s mMpıre In Panyul and Polıtics,  0-183 ( AEeSsar: The Gospel An the Roman Embıre In the Wrıt-
rıght, Saınt Paul, /9-80, 58 “Paul aınd Caesar: INAS ofY and u (Grand Rapıds Eerdmans,

New Readıng of Omans’ in artholomew 1-71; ur! ‘Counterimperial”, 309-327/
et al (eds.); Royal Priesthood: The Use of the Bıble Bryan, Render LO Caesar, 90-91:; Kım, Christ and
Ethically and Polstically. Dialogue wıth (Olıiver Oaesar, 28-50; Burk, ‘Counterimper1al”, 15-319
()’Donovan Scripture ınd Hermeneutics Ser1es; De1issmann, 1a07  0om the AÄAncıent DE The New
rand p1ds Zondervan, 2002) 1A1 Testament Illustrate: Dy Recently Discovered Texts of

253 Wrıight “Paul’s spel", 164 the Graeco-Roman O (FEV. ed.. London Hodder
Wright, Bi= Letter the Romans-’, in ınd Stoughton, BERA ET

eck (ed:); The New Interpreter”s Bıble, Vol. 10 De1ssmann, Light, a  39
(Nashville: ıngdon, 2002 395-770, here 398 bor A wıdely ınfduent1al descr1ıption of the soc1a]

25 Wright's exposıtion of Romans 15 ound ın hıs evel of early Chrıstians, RE Meeks, The Fırst
extended COMMECNTALYV "“Letter the Romans’; hıs Urban Christians: The Social WId of the AÄbpostle UU
specıfic treaAatment of gospel PCACC ımpe- (New Haven aınd London Yale Unıiversıty [ -FESS.
ral 15 Ol 515-516 bor A brief OVeEerVIeW of 51-73,; aınd the SUM  J ın Holmberg,
Wrıght’'s polıtıca readıng of the letter, C rıght, S50C10L0Ay and the New Testament: An AÄbpraitsal (Mın:
“Paull’s spel”, 1702172 neapolıs: Fortress, 90-103 For critique of
“Romans 13 constıtutes A SE VT demaotıon of A110O+- ecent VICWS, SCC f Meggıtt, Panl, OVEY and SUr-
gant and self-divinizıng rulers. It 15 undermıiın- vıyal Studıes of the and 1fs (0)8 Edınburgh:
ng of totalıtarıanısm, NOT A reinforcement of E: I&ar Z  5
rıght, “Letter the Romans’, /19 Kım, Ch and Caesar, Ta
rıght, “Paul’s Gospel’, 1I82 TIhe classıc artıcle OI the mMısuse of parallels rFeMAINS
rıght, “Paul’s Gospel’, 172181 andmel, ‘Parallelomanıa), Journal of Bıblıcal
Wrıight, Saınt Paul, 59-79 TAterature 81 (1962) H:  U ıAnNname explores the

Oakes, Philıippuans: From People LO Letter (Cam MIsSUSeE rabbıinıc arallels LO 2  53 but hıs
bridge: ambrıdge Universıitv Press; 129- ecriticısm of the "extravagant use’” of parallels
174:; Harry Maıer, A Siy Ciyılıty: Coloss1ans ınd New lestament scholars 1S pertinent here.

4 /Empıre’, Journal fOr the Study of the New Testament See above: rıght, Fresh Perspectiwve, 61-62;
323-349 Elliıot, Ärrogance of Natıons, 43

31 Robert Jewett, Romans: Commentary Herme- 48 Fıtzmyer, “T’he Gospel ın the Theology of DPaul”
ne1a; Mınneapolıs: Fortress, See aAlso hıs ın 70 AÄAdvance the Gospel: New Testament tTudıies
CONcCISE OVErVIEW, “Romans’ ın IDdunn (ed.), (New York Crossroad, 150-159, CSD 88
The Cambridge Companuvon LO ST Panyul (Cambrıidge: 160:;: Dunn, The 1 heology of Paul the0
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(Grand Rapıds: Eerdmans, 66-169 Note UU (SBL Seme12 Ser1es: Artlanta: SBL.
especially Paul’s cCıtatiıon of Isaıah K 20 (LAX) ın al
Romans 65 SCOFt. Domianatıon and the Arts of Resistance:

49 Deissmann, 10 366 Graham Stanton claıms Hıdden Iranscrıpts (New Haıaven and London Yale
that the LUSC ın the iımper1al cult probably forms the University Press.
background for the term ın aul, CC Stanton, Scott, Domimatıon, 136-182
“Daul’s gospel 1 ambrulge Compbamion, 173-184, 67/ Scott, Dominatıon, 191

Scott, Dommuatıon , &1CS 1731174 See: however, Dunn’s objections
69ehıs VIEW, heologny, 56-16 (In thıs pomnt, SCC Bryan, Chrıst and COaesar, S2:35:

SCC especially Wrıght, ‘Gospel ınd heology In Briggs, “Reconstructing “Resistance” ead-
Galatians’ ın Jervıs and Rıchardson (eds.), Ing Resist: James Scott aınd the Polıtics of
(rospel In U Studies In Corimnthuans, Galatıians and Interpretation,’ ın Hıdden Iranscripts, 146-148

/() Kım ıdentifies A total of nıne dıstınct factors thatRomans fOor 1CHANYı Longenecker upp;
Shefheld Shefheld Academıiıc Press, 222-239 make antı-ımper1al readıng of DPaul dıfficult,
\  S  9 31so Horsley  7 “Rhetorıic aınd Empıire”, Yi-D2: Christ and Caesar, 4-64
Wrıight, ‘Gospel and Empıre’, 164-165; °] etter Z Bryan, nder IO CaAesar , /8-82; Kım, Christ and
the Romans’, 415-416

Z
Caesar, 36-45;: ur ‘Counterimper1al”, 330-335
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