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jJustification »} UE Paull| critique (la plus grande Dartie dethıs TeXT Englısh readers for the first time, Bray has
nabled CHNYALC Ambros1iaster’s insıghts DYy Aall! RKom 1.18-3.20), el QqUI DrODOSE Uune comprehension JurIi-
of hıs excellent translatıon. Ique, retributive el individuelle du salut le second, la

Ben Blackwell conception paulinienne QqUI souligne les aspeCcts relation-
Durham, England nel, particıpati et ıherateur de ’Evangile (particulierement

&vident dans Kom 5-8  \r

The Delıyvyerance of God. The Delıverance of G(G0d 15 bold book Convınced that
Än Apocalyptic Rereadıng of Justification ın aul standard dıscussıions of Justiıficatıon in the hurch and

academy (pre-crıtical, eritical and conservatıve) ATCDouglas Campbell 9 Campbell’s alternatıve proposal 15 blast of the
Tan! Rapıds er  ans 2009, vA 1218 agalnst the IMONSIFrOUS regıme of “l utheran’ and

hb, ISBN 978-0-8028-3 126-2 'modern, Western Christian) (especıally Protestant) read-
Ings of Paul Whıle 1DI1Ca scholars have chipped AaWaVZUSAMMENFASSUNG

Douglas Campbells The Deliverance of God |Die Befreiung Aat elements of tradıtiıonal Protestant teachıng Justıfi-
catıon for Over €  I'Y% Ven these FeVISIONISt readıngsGiottes| ISt eın ehrgeiziger Versuch, die Daulinische Inter- (e:& rede, Schweıtzer, Stendahl, Sanders, Dunn) havepretatiıon VO!  —_ dem offensichtlichen Würgegriff befreien,

In dem klassiısche zume!lst protestantische) Auslegungen faıled do TIRKHG than SUMPILY ıdentify problems and hınt
Ar solutions conundrums faced Dy classıc interpreta-die | ehre des Apostels über Rechtfertigung gefangen t10NS. Campbell’s book 15 far IMNMOTC ambıtious: he iısolatesgehalten en Nachdem ampbe die hauptsächlichen

philosophischen, theologischen und kulturellen Faktoren what he CN AT least fıfty maJor problems, INncONsıstenN-

behandelt, die scheinbar für die klassische esa verant-
1€6S$ and contradıctions ın *tradıtional interpretat10ons,
ell provıdıng comprehensıve solution that 15 VEwortlich sind, legt seın eigenes Argument dar, indem er

VOT allem Z7WEI antithetische l inıen Im Römerbrief ıden- from such CITOTS
order cshow how ONC hould proceed maketifiziert: eine „Rechtfertigungstheorie”, der siıch Paulus of Justificatıon in Paul: Campbell belıeves 1t 15 L1IC  Cwidersetzt (Hauptteil VON KO 1,18 3,20) und die eın provıde extensive dıscussıon of how Just1-rechtlich-vertragsmälsiges, vergeltendes und individualis-

tisches Verständnis VON rlösung beinhaltet SOWIE des ficatıon has been dealt wıth previously, both AMONS
*tradıtional’ interpreters ANı *revisı1ONIsts). Ihıs COM-Paulus eigenes Evangelium, das auf Beziehung, eilhabe prises p3l't5 CC through three In ON  ( (chapters 1-6)und Befreiung angelegt ISt (besonders n KO 3) Campbell lays OUrT what he takes be the tradıtıional

UMMARY readıng, includıng extensive analysıs of what he SCCS

ıts maJor dıfAhculties. Ihe over-arching roblem wıthDouglas Campbell’s The Deliverance of CGod IS ambitious
tradıtiıonal ACCOUNFTS Can be educed theır “ndıvıdual-attempt rea Pauline interpretation OUut of the Derceived

stranglehold that classıc (mostly Protestant) interpretations 1St understandıng of-Justificatiıon (3 Trom thıs AWEl
startıng pont, flood of addıtional problems EINCISC.,have placed the apostle’s teaching jJustification. After
Ihe Airst of these 15 the notıon that salvatıon ınvolvessetting OUuTt the maın strands of philosophical, theological

and cultura| factors that d(e supposedliy responsible for the condıtıional and contractual ar rangement between sınful
classıc reading, ampbe Duts his ( W! forward ındıvıduals AN! Just and wrathful God Implied wıthın

such schematısatıon 15 the addıtıonally problematıcprimarily DY isolating [WO antithetical strands In Komans
‘Justification eory that Paul VDDOSCS (the hulk of Kom focus °ratiıonal decısıon', where salvatıon depends
14 8-3:20 IC consiısts of legal-contractual, retributive the iındıyıdual becoming of hıs her spiırıtual

conundrum through mental self-examınatıon) and thusand individualistic understanding of salvation, and Paul’s
OW| relational, partiıcıpationist and Iıberative gospe!l oun SCC.  o OUT solution the roblem of personal viola-
especlally In Kom 5-8) t10NS of law. Thıs inıtıal mental clarıty  ® however,

does NOT ead expected) salvatıon, but insteadRESLU! IF OoOp of despair”, the ındıyıdual becomes stuck In
ans celt OUVFTasC ambitieux, The Deliverance of (G0d, cycle of self-rıghteousness, (070)8 of foolıshness’, A

Douglas ampbe donne DOUTF hut de ıHerer linterpre- the ındıyıdual lıves hypocritically jJudgment of others.
tatıon des tres  epi Dauliniennes de 1a forteresse erigee Dar Inevıtabiy, then.  y CONcComıtant, timeless, de-hıstoricısed
les interpretations Classiques (essentiellement protestantes) emphasıs ersonal CONversıon evelops ongsıde the
de 'enseignement de ‘apötre SUr Ia Justification. Apres indıvıdualıst, contractual interpretation of Justiıficatiıon.
avoır decrit les DrINCIPaUX COUrants philosophiques, theo- Campbell finds huge number of \Untrinsıc anı 5SYS-
10giques el culturels QqUI Ssont CeNnses Etre responsables de 1a ematıc" dıffhculties in the conventıonal reca Some of
ecture Classique, ampbe dVdlılCe DFrOPDTE argumenta- the MOST ımportant ınclude attrıbuting Paul overly
tıon isolant principalement deux COUrants antithetiques Optimıst1ıc abılıty understand the human predica-dans ’Epitre dUuxX KOomaıns e premter un theorie de 1a Ment outsıde of unıocn wıth Chrıst, Its ecadıng of faıth
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ın indıyvıdualıstic Lerms, the conflict between the soter1- doctrine and Its reception by subsequent interpreters.
ology of Justificatıon through atonement/ımputatıon iın Whiıle Campbell MaV Aat pomnts overreach ın hıs PIo
Rom 1 and salvatıon through partiıcıpatiıon Chriıst NOUNCEMECNTS Varıo0us subjects, he 15 surely COTTECT
In Rom 5'3 1ts ınabılıty ethıcs A somethıing hıghlıght the varıety of discourses Iyıng behind what 15
INOTC than optional ExXtIra of the Chrıistian lıfe, Ifs MI1S- often naıvely portraye d! sımple question of eXCESIS.
readıng of first-century udaısm and Paul’s Nonetheless, there SOTINC quıte sıgnıfıcant prob-e and Its faılure set Daull’s theology ın Its apocalyp- lems wıth thıs book Perhaps the IMN OST problematıc 15
F1C CONTEXT In Su. ‘'yustiıficatıon theory (the tradıtional Campbell’s analysıs of the *tradıtional” readıng of Justifi-cadıng) “Causes ser10us problems tor the interpretation cCatıon. Despite hıs interactiıon wıth Varıous interpretersof aul ıf It 15 iıncluded in roader descr1ıption of hıs (ancıent and modern), he does NOT PFrEeSCHt the reader
thınkıng 2Z21) wıth the “*tradıtional readıng”. Instead, he offers quıte'art (chapters /-9) attends partıcularly the S trange and complex hybrıd of portions of the interpre-hıstorıcal, cultural and hermeneutical ınfiuences thought 4At10NS of such dıverse figures Martın CLE Johnıe behind ‘yustification theory”. Dart three (chapters Calvın Rene Descartes, John Ocke, Rudoltf Bultmann
10-12 retTurns the conventional readıng in order AaN! Bılly raham (to NAaInc Just few) It 15 SUT-

the Paulıne eXTS normally used defend tradı- prisıng that Campbell finds INManıy fıfty-five prob-tional VIEW of Justification, specıfically Rom 1'7 which ems and contradıctions in thıs "tradıtional readıng). (One
Campbell Iabels the *textual “cıtadel”” for Justiıficatıon miıght find that rather low number consıdering the
classıcally conce1ved. Campbell SCCS the tradıtiıonal read-
Ing advocatıng A basıc IMOVC from plıght solution,

VAaST conglomerate of dısparate VO1lCESs Campbell INCISCS
Nto the “conventional readıng”. Related thıs Camp-from human despaır, through faıth anı thus Jus- bell shows hıttle AW afl“ of Current, maınstream schol-

tification. He beliıeves that the used by tradıtional arshıp Ian ot the representatıves of the o-called
interpreters sımply do NOT Sa V whart PropONCNhts need
them Sa y defend Justification in the classıc

tradıtional interpretation. For example, hıs treatment
of V1IN (and the eIOorme: tradıtıon after Calvın), 15

Campbell helpfully summMarıses the bulk of the problems completely unınformed by the work of scholars suchwıth the tradıtional readıng 397/-411 Rıchard Muller and relıes heavıly out-dated, wıdelyHıs OW) proposal parts four and five, chapters ıspute hıstorıical scholarshıp.53-2 egINS wıth the claım that Rom 1:18-3:20 15 Consıdering how ependent the 1E of Camp-primarıly the dıiscourse of Paul’s (Jewıish-Chrıstıian) book 15 hıghlighting problems wıth the *tradı-(wıth DPau[l’s correcti1ons interspersed through- tional readıng”, faılures ıke thıs ATIC quıte sıgnıfıcant. Ifout), ONC that pu IS OoOrWar: contractual, ındıyıdualistic
and retributive gospel; SCC the AL of Campbell’s Campbell has constructed nNnOoNn-exıstent OUuUT

590-593 DPaul’s OW) IrONIC presentation
of mıshmash of everythıng he finds ın (mostly
Protestant) understandıngs of Justiıfication, ©)3i=> begınsof hıs has been successftul that L[W! mıllen- wonder how ressing the need 15 for aAaNsWers theseNıa of Chrıstian readers have mıssed the joke anı thus problemsmistakenly attrıbuted the entıre theology of Rom 118

3:20 auı hımself. In CONTrAaSTt, developed the
The Delıverance of God has quickly created st1ir ın

the hield of Paulıne studıes and 15 ımportant readıng forremaınder of Romans and other key Paulıne PaASSAYCS, scholars grappling wıth DPauP’s teachıng Justification.the heart of Justiıficatıon 15 lıberatıon Tom the OMIn- Nonetheless, It remaıns be sCcCCH whether Campbell’s10N of SIN, accomplıshed by Chrıiıst'’s 'martyrıological”
death the These CONCcept10NSs of God and idıosyncratic interpretation wıll CONVınNce INanY.,

Ben Dunsonthe gospel dIC absolutely antıthetical. Thus, DPaul’s gospel
MUST be radıcally re-conceptualısed. Durham, England

In apprecılation, Campbell’s book 15 NOT the work
of 1vory-tower bıblical scholar: he clearly belıeves
that hıs partıcıpatıve, lıbratory, non-contractual ead- My Brother’?s Keeper. EsSSays ın Honor ofIng of Justification 1S NOT only Cruk but Vitally S both Ellıs Brotzmanfor the church and the academy. It 15 refreshın SCC

bıblıcal cholar who actually Carlt passıonately about Thomas arınello and Drake
the subject atter he dıscusses. Perhaps other scholarly Wılliams ILL, eds
Interpretations of Justificatıon have been less than PCI- kugene, Uregon: Wıpf and tOC. 2010 X1 287SUASIVe precıisely because they have NOT engaged ın the pb, ISBN 978-1-60608-779-4
Sa scrutıny of theır real-wor implications In the WdY
Campbell has done. ZUSAMMENFASSUNG

Furthermore, Campbell rıghtly reCOgNISES that MY Brother’s Keeper Meınes Bruders Hüter)| ıst Ine
attempt explicate DPaul’s teachıng Justiıficatıon ammlung VON Aufsätzen, die Ehren des Missıonars
methodically attend the hıstorıcal, phılosophical, und Hebraisten Ilis Brotzman anlässlich seIiıner PensiO-
exegetical and theologıcal backgrounds both Paul’s nıerung entstanden ISst und VOo  —_ seınen Kollegen Marinello
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