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In the second CCENTLUTY. He shows appreclation of expertise in patrıstics evaluate of the contribu-
Hıll’s The Johannıne 0  US In the arly Church t10NS. Regrettably the volume a an index of 1DI1Ca
appreclation chared by thıs reviewer but disagrees wıth CXES: Cll lımıt 1Itfs usefulness.
SOMIC of Hıll’s pecific conclusions regardıng the knowl Pıeter ALLEMAN
edge of Revelatıon ıIn the second CCNLUFY.,. SPUurgeon’s Collegellarıa MmMellı 1S the first author STaV close

the volume’s theme che analyses Urigen’s andlıng
of the violence In Revelatıon. She cshows how hıs alle-
gorisatıon enables rıgen [O SCC the violence pOSI- The Holy Irınıty. Understandıng Life
t1ve, Vı the purıfıcation of humanıty. Andreas Merkt Stephen olmes
(Germany analyses the dıifferent WaVYysS in which the CONN- Miılton Keynes: Paternoster, 2012; 231 PP,stituent of the Passıo Perpetuae recelve Revelatıon. pb; ISBN OT -KA Z T AHe introduces the Passıo well nd shows how IT claims

ZUSAMMENFASSUNGan authorıity for itself equal that of the wrıtings of
the emerging New Jlestament. Konrad Huber (Aus- Holmes argumentiert auf reıin historischer Basıs, dass
trıa) introduces Victorinus of Pettau, the famous first Omentane Ansprüche auf Ine trinitarische Renalssance
COMMENTLaAtLOr Revelatıion, and hıs work, wiıth pecıal fehlgeleitet und falsch sind Stattdessen würden gegenwar-
attention [O Rev 10720 NOT violent text! artın tige | ehren ZUr Dreieinigkeit In Wirklichkeit VO  —. traditio-
Hasıtschka (Austria ftollows wıth Victorinus’ inter- nellen Überlieferungen abweichen, indem SIE die Schrift
pretation of Kev 1921 another DaASSdapic without much In ihrer Gesamtheit außer acht lassen, die Dreieinigkeitviolence and Jerome’s reception of it Jan Dochhorn Im Netz der Geschichte einfangen, ıne volle Persönlich-
(Denmark studıies Lactantıus’ eschatology, fascınat- keit jeder der drel göttlichen Personen zuschreiben und
ng CONSIrUCT IC only vaguely builds I1 Revelatıon eiıne eindeutige Sprache verwenden. DIIz klassische | ehre

amazıng for such an early author who dıed in 225 der Dreieinigkeit entwickelte sich aUs exegetischen Anlie-
en follow three CSdyS In 1C violence 15 AaCTU- gCNn heraus und Im Zusammenhang mit eınem göttlichenally topIC: (L hristopher OWlan: nd Ian Boxall Minimalismus, eıner Doktrin, die U  —. In der Theologieell what Iyconıus an the Englısh theologian der Gegenwart ehl Abgesehen VOoO filioque sprachenBede made of Rev 4 1 and 8:7) 1 1:18: both ınked ()st und West UNISONO his Zzu Jahrhundert, als Ande-

Revelatıon irectly their OWIN S1ıtuati0ons. (2Z) Piıeter de rungen der Lehre eintraten
ıllıers (South Africa) introduces the en1gmatıc author
QOecumen1ius and N1S OmMMeENTaAr OIl Revelation, which UMMARY
has the violent Roman Empıre Ifs maın character and Holmes AarSsUuecs purely historical rounds that recent
God merely respondıng Its violence. (S) Eugenıa claims trinıtarıan revival dIe misguided and mistaken.
Scarvelıs Constantınou discusses the COMMM Instead, contemporary doctrines of the Irmity actually
Car y of Andrew of (Jaesarea: her introduction and PICS- deviate from traditional acCcounts DY ailing aCCOUMNE for
entation AUE- g00d all of Scripture, entangling the Trinıty In history, ascribing

Yet In the ast three CSSaVS the theme of violence 1$ ul Dersonality each divine CTSOT, and the USEe of UNI-
Ost from VIECW (D agaln. (T} Harald uchinger ( Aus- vVocal language. The classical doctrine of the Irinity devel-
tr1a) contributes the longest (5:1 pages), describing oped Out of exegetical and within the cContexTt of
the USC of Revelatıon In the lıturgy nd 1ICONOgraphy of divine simplicity, doctrine 11O missing In contemporary
the Church O1INg far beyond the patrıstic CIa, he finds heology. Besides the filioque, Fast and West spoke ith
that the violent W € argely gnored (2) ulıa Eva ONMNe VOICEe UD until the nineteenth centurYy when changes
Wannenmacher (Germany) describes oachım of Fıore, the doctrine egan
hardly d church ather. She rather much, such RESUMEdistinction between the real oachım and Pseudo-
Joachim, and the CSSaYy S Englısh 1$ POOT that It 15 at Fn ondant simplement SUT l’histoire de la theologie,
times hard understand. (3) Stefan 1er (Germany) Holmes soutient YUJUC les tendances recentes YJUEC l’on pre-

hıs OW) all LTOO T1e CXCZESIS of Revelatıon ın sente particıpant TeIT0O0UVEA trinitaire SONT
intertextual perspective. Turning violence he Arguc$s alt ma\ orientees et erronees. Au contraıre, les approches

nouvelles de Ia doctrine de 1a Iriınıte s’ecartent alt dethat “CThe violence al the Book of Revelatıon 15 NOT an
Invention of thıs book, but eal experlience of al 111all- Ia tradition qu/elles DdaS Compte Pen-
kınd; the L9) of God 15 the foundatıon of the hope semble des Ecritures. Elles errent Dar accent indu SUur

that violence l COMNMC an enN! ere 15 110 PaASSaRC un  D conception plus < personnaliste » de Jeu OPPO-
In the Book of Revelatıon that instructs the human sıt1on VEC 1a tradition metaphysique, Dar 1a manıere dont
WwIıtNesseEs of Jesus and God [O kıll anybody nght elles lient Ia TIrinıte SOM} engagement dans I’histoire,
agalnst people who do NOT believe...°? (293) Dar UuNe confilance trop optimıste dans Ia capacıite du lan-

Thıs 15 highly speclalıse collection; althoug the SdsC humain referer Dieu, parfois de anıere UNI-
present reviewer teaches ON Revelatıon he al the ua doctrine Classique de la Iriınıte ete elaboree SUT
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Ia base de l’exegese et tenant Compte de Ia simplicite ılıty and the unıty of divine operations. Holmes also
de ’&tre de Dieu, doctrine desormais aissee de cote Har I9 Argucs that ‘Augustine 15 the MOST capable interpreter
theologie contemporaine. Fn epi des divergences of appadocılan Irmnıitarianısm (146) nd CCS Aquınas

ilioque, les theologiens Orientaux et Ooccidentaux Oont d fully 1DI1Ca and Irımitarıian theologian rather than
narle d’une seule OIX JUSQU aU XIxe siecle, duque! who subordinates the nnı {[O philosophical nd
de nouvelles approches de Ia doctrine Ont commence general VIEW of the OC God
apparaitre. One theme ın thıs volume stands OutL AIMNONS the

others: dıviıne sımpliıcıty. SI TOM analytıc phiılosophy,
BEeCG H: scholarshıp either 1gNnOores denounces siımplicıtyMany O00 have been wrıtten in the ast that distortion of 1DI1Ca 1C W ofGod Holmes Argucs,have harted an auded the retrieval and I CSUTSCIICC of however, that the doctrine Can be found ıIn early Patrıs-

the doctrine of the Mnı in CONLtEMPOTFarYy heology. t1C hought and 15 NOTLT merely the product of Augustin-However, tephen Holmes’ book AISUCS that NOST 1an hought finding Ifs culmiınation ıIn Aquınas It Was
modern CXpOSILONS of the Trinity do NOT constitute essential trinıtarıan heology ın the ast nd the Westretrieval of the tradıtional doctrine, but completely Contemporary scholars who claım that It has obvious
NCW development. He STAaTtfes that *the explosion of theo- problems NUStTt that the tradıtion either gnoredlogical work claımıng rCCapLurc the doctrine of the
Mnı that have wıtnessed ın recent decades in fact such problems Was 1n LO them TherefoÖre,

sıgnıfıcant argumc«enNts agalnst divine simplicıty bemisunderstands and distorts the tradıtional doctrine developed before It al be enıed crucı1a|] doctrinea that It 15 unrecognizable’ (XV) Despite FECEDE for trinıtarıan heology.claıms, modern trinıtarıan heology does a3(011 actually For much historical ground Holmes COVCEIS, IT 15depend ON patrıstic, medieval OLr Reformation ACCOUNTS
11Ss does NOL, however, [11CaM that the modern develop- surprisıng that Colın Gunton and Jonathan Edwards A

argely absent from thıs work. Gunton, Holmes
MENTS AIC WION$S. Ihey INdAYy be COTITECCL, but thıs WOLL doktorvater, Was al ımportant gure ın the MSse of ON-ımply that the MaJorıty of the Christian tradıtıon Was

LCMpOFrarVY trinıtarıan heology and critic of AugustineL9)0824 Holmes n thıs conclusion dissatisfyıng an and much Western trinıtarıanısm. Edwards heology,therefore 1mMs [O SULPVCY Scripture and the tradıtıon the fOcus of Holmes’ doctoral study, SCCHNNS [O haveIn order SCC what nas een left eN1nN: in modern offered developments (J)I1 the doctrine of the Irın-
ACCOUNTS of the nnı

Holmes begins DYy surveyıng VIEWS of the Trımity in ItYy. Does Edwards stand ıIn CONtiNULtY wıth the tradıtıon?
Or WOULU he be relegated INOTC modern theologiansthe twentieth and twenty-first centurIies. ıle Barth who have deviated NTIO 1W theologica pathway? ITheand ner form the ONgINS of modern trinıtarıan the- reader be S{il Lastly, Holmes m1g have madeOlogy, Holmes Ocates L1CW developments such fOcus hıs critique of socı1al trinıtarıanısm IMNOTC explicıt from

ON IMOTC “personal’ VIEW of God in the MmMeTL-

aphysıcal tradıtion, the entanglement of the nnı nd the beginning; readers uUus walt untiıl the and (193) LO
read that ıt 15 departure from the nıhned WwWItNESS ofhIStOrY, the relatıon of the Irinıty and the Church, and

increased confidence ın the abılıty of human language the entire theologica tradıtion).
BA the ser1es wıthın whiıch thıs book 1$ toundrefer God (sometimes univocally). Holmes SCCS5 the

15 primarıly aımed AT upper-level undergraduates, SCdevelopments ın modern trinıtarıanısm ‘“absent from,
CN formally condemned DY, all earher ACCOU of readers INAaYy disagree wiıth Holmes startıng-pomnt ın

reECENT heology. An students understand the complex-the TIrmity (32) 'Thıs first chapter forms signiıficant
beginning, setting the an placıng the modern ILy and dıversıity of trinıtarıan heology from the eg1in-

nıng? Although hesitant about this approac \rperi0d agalnst the aC  rop of Scripture (chapter twO) fırst, Camlec dAYICC wiıth Holmes)’ decisıon ıt allowsnd the theologica tradıtıon (chapters three nıne). students learn about the SO-Calle: *trinıtarıanIhe development of the doctrine of the nnı Was
retrieval? fırst, and then 112 0)8! hear the tradıtiıonNOL, 15 sometımes claımed, speculatıve exercIse In

Christian logic result of cultural PTFCSSUTCS of Tee nd [O A4S55C55 f 1S truly takıng place found
H olmes)’ historical argumc«ent CONVINCINS, and thıs TeXTtphilosophy. Rather, 1It W as chiefly result of 1DI1Ca.
wıl SCTVC etudents ell and spar. debate AINONES scholarseXegESIS. Patrıstic interpreters read scrıpture christologi-
0)8| SOMNIC of Holmes 1NOIC controversıial NnNnCcCes 'Thıscally nd Holmes Q1VES examples bDy surveyıng Proverbs
book cshould be taken ser10usly and hope It changesWısdom Da Isajah an the Psalms. apters three

nıne SUFVCYV the theologica tradıtıon both ast nd the direction of conversatıon ın trinıtarıan studies.
West), providing excellent summarıes of rımary Jordan Barvett
Holmes finds CONtinulty amıdst the dıversıity of (0)35 Wheaton, Illınoıs
LEXTS anı time Contrary much recent scholarshıp
and the “de Regnon thesı1s’, ast and West “spoke wıth

vOolce)’ (4 CXCCDL the 1SSuUE filıoqgue; they
commonly emphasızed divine siımplicıty, UuNIty, ineffa
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