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eMmMmDOaIlre collective eft histoire cCOoMMUNaAaUtaIre Oont JOUE Uuogy 111 ıddushın NEe Spoils of the Jerusalem
röle dans a ftormatıon de | ıdentite 1a Dropagande poli- Temple At R ome ınd Constantinople Jewısh C ounter-

1es relations soclales, 1es CXDTESSIONS artıstıq uesS, Ies Geographv 111 A Chrıistianiızıng Empıre’ A ebıfe ıbout
CrOYVaNCECS ef 1es Dratiques religieuses C et ImMpact d US$ss$| the Rebuildiıng of the Temple 1in Sıxth Century Byzan-

dans etabhlissement d COFDUS officiel de tradıi- t1umM Helena Brıdle and the Charıot of Ethiopia aınd
ancestrales DOUT 1es ulfs, 1es Chretiens ef 1es VOISINS “Che Ancıent Ne Fkast 111 the Late Antıque Ne st

DaleNS ette Stude Iımite monde mMmediterraneen SyrI AL Chrıstian Appropriation of the Bıblıc 1] Fast
ancıien e{ Moyen (OQrient endant ’Antiquite tardive 'Ihe volume closes wıth 1St of contrıbutors ınd
depuls 1E [roısıeme siecle avan noTftre CTC SCD- ındexves Ihe contrıbutions 1TC of hıgh quality ınd offer
‚1jeme siecle de NnOTIre C6 -N resUurMe que! le SE{11$5 UJUEC fresh PCI'SP€C[IVCS ON the IN ater1.] under consıderatıiıon
1Es euples de ’Antiquite donnalent de leur perception de In ıddıtıon theır contrıibution tor underst ındıng ıll

leur DrODTE ımportant ISPCCt of the 4NCcCIENT world ınd of INCIENT
NOTIONS of hIStOrYy ind hıstor10graphy, thev SsSo ındı-
CAFe the O relevance of Gıreco OMan ewısh

The @655 A1VS of thıs volume emphasıse the ınalysıs oft O11l- ınd Chrıistian ANTIQULEY OT onlv for but for
munal OVCT ındıvıdual hıstorv; the P  S of C{}  Ul- modernıty 15 ell
nal ıdentıity CONSIrUCLION orPEr wıthın the In wıth twentv-first CCENLUrV moderns aınd
CONTLEXT of contested Jegacıes the hnafure of tradıtıon
ınd tradıtıon reinterpreted Dy members of rıval elıte the IMAY gener;mons 1 between the ANCIENTS WEeEeTC

Often compelled demonstrate cont1nuxty wıthIhe edıtors rovıde the CS55 A entıitled
e Sıgnific 1NCEC of Antıquity 111 ANt1ıquıty Intro- and the dıscontinultvV of rıvals from chared Past

through INte rpret ıC1ON of COTNLIIL1LULL) ı] Urduction (1 25) whıich descrıibes the 155116585 AT Nanı ınd dıtıonthe CO of the followıng CSSAaVS Such rEINTE  ICa
Down through the ıCS ESE ıbliıshed SrOUD

ON: ATC undertaken remake the ındıyıdual and socı1al- hıstorıes Anı collectıve LLECETINOTI1ICS have continued
play decısıve roles 117 the PTFOCCSSCS of communal

STOUD dentıty 111 order strengthen dıscursıve orders dentiıty CONSIrUKCLION polıtıcal ıdvancement rel1ı-between SrOUp aınd OUuUrTt STOUP ınd establısh STOUD S1010US leg1t1m1s ıL1ON ınd the enhancement of polıtıcalCONTUINULCV wıth (and the discontinulty of rıval STOUDS STAtCUS CZrom the COTINMNNMNONMN ancestral legacy (5 Lhe edıtors
that there W aSs PICOCCLUD ıL1O0N UuUNONS the INCIENTS Ihese aV rovıde QqUESLIONS ınd methods for

CXAUMNUNUNS the role of the p:lSt that easıly be L[rans-wıth the rCINtErpretkathionNn of the p.18[ Ihe ANCIENTS WCIC
terred other CONTEXTS Ihe themes of thıs volumech ıracterised DV emphatıc ully Classıcısıng ST 111CC wıth
(the NAEHNTe of tradıtıon contested legacıes ınd soc1allyvI‘CSPCCIC theır OWTN Ihey viewed theır OWN

communal identitv. INCINOTLV ınd tradıtıon the O1n- constructed ıdentities aınd memoOTrI1ES) A1NC applıc ıDE
the study of 1L Y human SOCIETLV INCIENT medievalIR18(8) of earlher gl1or10Us AQC 31Ss Past perpetually

served the lens through whıch thev understood them- modern regardless of SCOST ıphy.
selves The edıtors turther describe three cClassıcısıng ADCS Christoph Stenschke, Pretor1ua, South Afrıca

ANCIQULEV 1 which the p.lSt played A partıcular role tor
the Prescht (7 22)

Dart OC ıddresses Jewısh ınd Pagan Antıquit1ies
from the afe Hellenıistic the Karly Imperial Peri10d The 271 and ( reatıon aul

WUNI 11/251“Ihe End of Jewısh Egypt Artapanus and the Second
Exodus’ Remembering and Forgetting Temple Destruc- John Yates
L(10N Ihe Destruction of the Temple of Jupıiter UOptiımus Tübıngen Mohbhr 1ebeck 2008 E 218 € 54 pbMaxımus 1in 83 Be: e Greeks aınd the Dıstant Dast ISBN 0/S 5 1498 1/
Josephus’s /udean War‘ and °‘How Was Antıquity Ireated
in Socıeties wıth A Hellenistic Herıitage? And Why Dıd ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
the Rabbıs VO1| Wrıting Hıstory?”. ohn ates verfolgt eInNne Tradition Urc lıe hebräische ibel

ATF COVEIS “Jewısh, Pagan, and Chrıstian Antıg- und spatere Jüdische Texte Indurc He der das Werk des
U1CieEs 1 the Greco-OoOmMan Orld’; “Rabbıs aınd Priests, (‚elstes der Schöpfung als Hintergrund für die Aussa-

How Do Aw:aV wıth the Glorio0us ıST of the Sons gen VOon Paulus über den (jelst als Lebensspender esehen
of Aaron’; “Jewiısh Christianıitv” Counter-historv?: wird Der Autor behauptet dass das soteriologische Werk
The Apostolıc DPast ı111 Eusebius’ Ecclestastical 1STOVY aınd des (‚elstes eigentlich CIn Ausdruck ür die Aktivität des
the Pseudo-Clementıine Homuilaes’; Jewısh Collective (‚elstes | der Schöpfung und deren Erneuerung IST Fr legt
Memory 111 ate Antıquıity Issues the Interpretation In gründliches Augenmerk auf die ussagen Von Paulus
of Jewısh aınd ° Iradıtıon ınd Iransmıssıon Hermes über den (‚elst KÖömer er (elst rın Auferstehungs-
Kourotrophos Nea Paphos yprus eben hervor und die Gläubigen en gegenwartıg und

DPart three 15 devoted SSLICS of .mt1qumes of Iate zukünftig Ante!l daran ene die Daulinischer Theologie
mt1qmty aınd LO aV Ihe BRavlı Diıscussion of Gene- interessiert ind werden das Buch mMıt (‚ewinn lesen

EF 20:7 9!'
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UMMARY humans AT creation aınd the Spirıt SIVCN humans
An ACT of recreation hıs dıstınction CVeE10pSs from theohn Yates lraCces tradition of relating the Spirıt work |

creatıon hrough the Hebrew Scriptures and later Jewish LW scrıptural FENTIS ınd IT chows that the COMMUNILEV
d background Paul| statements about the Spirit thought NCV NETC the rECIPICNTS of Ekzekıel rFrOMISCS

lıte BIVINS He contends that the Spirıt soteriological In 2  en  rt Iwo Yates  TE Köbgak: Corimnthians U Cor-
work actually CADTESSIOTN of the Spirıt aCLIVILY | d- ınthıans aınd Romans wıth addıtional COMMECNFCS
on and cre. Hel detailed attention OIl Galatıans 6 Ihe 188 of thıs p.lt't devoted
Paul STatements about the Spirit Komans The Spirıt Romans Yates the chapter wıthın ICS CONTLEXT
IS the who rings about resurrection Iıfe and heliev- 111 Romans DV IN ıkıng SPCCI NOLICE of the of lıte aınd
( Dartıcıpate his resurrecCTIOr Iıfe RO well IT} eat language 1171 Romans He seecks [urn Aftten-
the future Those iınterested Pauline heology will hbeneftit L10N tItrom Paul’s COMMECNEFCS ıbout the Or hıs depi1c-
from his book of the Spırıt 111 these chapters Yates demonstrates

that Paul drawıng (JI} Ezekıel 36 37 i hıs portrayal ofRESUMEFE the Spirıt ınd thıs scrıptural infÄuence indıcates that the
John ates presente Ia tradition YU! est developpee dans Spırıt the ADC nt of resSUrrecCLIOnN whıch ıtself C of
les Feritures hebraiques DUIS dans les S Julfs CONMNCET- (TE ıt1ON 31S AT of reSLrreCLION Yates ArQUCS does NOT
nant de N Esprit dans 1a creatıon Elle constitue ar- belong  _ olelv the Hıture Instead through the Spirıt'splan des formulations Dauliniennes presentant | Esprit ACTLIVICV. FeESLUTrTrECTLION ıte experienced 1 the PrESCHLdispensateur de VIE GJUEC SOTE- and 1T ch ıracterised bv rıghteousnessrnologique de Esprit est un  D CXDTESSION de 1018 aclıon dans Iwo ımplıcatıons trom hıs ;1rgument Fırst DPau[l’
Ia creatıon eTt de 1018 de renouvellement de celle understandıng of the Spırıt deeply infiuenced DV the

attache Darticulier AdUuxX declarations de Paul| COTNICET- Scriptures zekıel partıcular dırects much of
nant Esprit Komaıns L’Esprit est QU! roduit whart 188 C about the Spaırıt econdly, Paul descr1ipIa VIE de Ia resurrection ‚aquelle les Croyants Dartıcıpent of the Spırıt toward A Irmnıtarıan COIICCPÜOI‘Ihbiıen MmManntenant YJUE dans dVENIT EUX JUE a theo- of the dıyıne ıdentity Whıle IT would be anachronıistic
ogie Daulinienne Interesse profit de la ecture de mterpret Paul post-Nıcene ecologıan Y.  N  ates NOTES
cel OUVTASC OLIC finds here the beginniıngs of orthodox theology.

Ihıs volume ıA welcome contrıibution the SIOW-
INS d1iscussıon of Paul’s VICW of the Spırıt helpfully S1L-hıs book } slıghtly revised VEIS10OM of Yates Cambrıidge

PhD thesıs ıddresses those 1iNSLTAances Paul’s etters LAaLES Paul wıthın potential ewiısh background Yates
dıscussıon of the ewısh COTMILGXE CAaUTfI1OUS and he NOTESwhere he ascribes the Spırıt the abılıtv ıfe
ON several OCC4S10115 the lımıted UNOUNT of mater1.a|1 thatdeals wıth <  JO basıc C]IICSthI13 Is there A background

Paul’s depıction of the Spirıt SIVINS lıfe aınd what ascrıibes the pırıt A role 111 ıfe Yet: hıs
exactlv does Paul [N1CAN when he ascrıibes thıs role shows clearlv th: thıs ıdea < alreadv avaılable before
the Spirıt? Ihe studv ıtself sıtnated wıthın the schol- Paul Hıs dıscussion 4lso makes clear that the Spiırıt’s ;ole
arlv dıscussıon DV CONLrasthun. the of 1 ıfe and CreaAfıon W AS vıtally ıOr-

LAant Paul’s theology.Dunn ınd Fee Yates partıcularly concerned
challenge descr1pt10ns of the Spırıt's work under the (One does wısh tor ILNOTC detaıl AT PO1NTS however
CAatCSOrV of soter10log1cal”. He contends that the SOTfeEer1- Iwo pomts wıll be noted here Fırst nowhere does Yates

deal wıth the STOW1INS tradıtıon that reads DPau[l® AFSU-ologıc: function of the Spairıt ı actually CADICSS1ON of
the Spirıt" ACL10NS 1 CTCA11GCN and ı creation MMeNntT OMaAans AQUNST the backdrop of Greco OoOmMan

phılosophy. Hıs INterpretation of Romans howeverIn Dart One Yates describes ewısh tradıtıon of
stands diametrically opposed these attemp tS softenthought that beg1ıns wıth Genesiıs aınd hrough

Aarı1010s OO in the Hebrew Scriptures severa|l econd Paul claım about 1vıne AactLiıon 11 the Spirıt Ihıs lack
of CNgAZSCMEC NL does NOT damage Yates argumecnt butTemple aınd works from the Rabbinıic per10d. Ala

PIIMALV :;ole of thıs SULVCV cClarıfy potential back- rather leaves the reader slıghtly unsatıshed Secondlv,
ground tor Pau[l’ STAtemMeECNTS about the Spirıt the C  NeCLION between NCW (resurrection) lıfe aınd

moral enablement thıs ıfe Paul’s thought (as el!lıfe Yates contends that [WO tradıtıons develop The first
centred ON the reath of ıfe clause ftrom Genesı1is the Hodayot) eft undeveloped Ihe CONNECCTI!

addressed ALr pomts but A MOTC sustaıned dıscussıon3E other focuses ON the Spiırıt's role 111 Creati1o0n An
ACLIVE aADC NL and LYyPICally thıs ı connected vıth NOLIONS would have been helpful ESsSE ATC certaimmlv 10 CTIC1-
of ICHNCWINS Creat10nNn Ihese tradıtıons 1 Ezek- 1115 of Yates conclusıions If anythıng, thev ındıcate

ın Ar whıch ONC d expand Yates firmlvy estab-1e] 306-3 D A TeXT that becomes IM POrCTANT 11 later
WTIC NgSs ıshed conclusıions

Yates devotes specıal the descr1ıption of Ihose interested 111 Paulıne theology wıll profit from
the Spirıt 111 the Hodayot Here ONC n| reflections OI A areful cadıng of thıs book
both Grenesıs and Ezekıel He ArguCSs that ONC Jason Maston
N detect A dıfference between the Spırıt formed’ 111 Dıingwall Scotland

EJT


