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Zusammenhang lesen, Wads wIıe Mar hoffen darf N1S desire LO gIVve imself OVCI God wrıtten at the ApC
eıner differenzierteren und verlässlicheren Interpretation of 1 hıs eat)| STAateMCNLIS, SA W hıs ıfe inher-
sSEINES Gedankengutes führen ird ently public. (Harinck draws A interesting COmparıson

Kuyper’s colleague Herman Bavınck, who wıshedRESUME maıntaın firm dıstınction between 11Ss public an
Voicı un  D bibliographie annotee de L[OUS 1Es ecrits d’Abra- priıvate 1ves.) Thıs explores the SCI15C ın 1
ham Kuyper publies 1857 el 20410 QqUuI constitue Kuyper mastered mater1al culture ın order publicisetribut remarquabie el de grande valeur Ia tradition th  e0O- hıs ıfe nd thought, but o  > appropriately wiıithin the
logique reformee. es le fruit d’un travail gigantesque. CONTCXT of 756 DAaBC bıbliography, that wrıiting W d
File rassemble ’ensemble des 6crits de Kuyper, th.  e0O- Kuyper’s INCans DAr excellence of maıntaınıng publiclogien qUI na CESssE d’ecrire (OUT long de carrıere, el profile, concluding Chaft: [ Flor upwards of seventyIıvre UnNn  (D COUrte introduction chacun d’eux Flle Dermet: nd in unprecedented WaY, Kuyper DBAaVC hıimself AWAYV
ira AdUX specialistes de ıre chaque Acrıt de Kuyper dans 018 In 00 and DaPCIS, where what Was personal Kuyper

VUeEe d’une interpretation MIEUX informee el became publıc and where the public word Was utterly
plus nuancee de pensee. personal 1t has been for an Y gure since .° (XX1)

Ihe obvıous critique of thıs bıbliography CONCETNS Its
price, rather than Its At €774 00 $290.00,Abraham Kuyper’s thought 1$ notori0usly difhcult

interpret ell He WTOTE constantly, hıs thoughts
Ifs price 15 extremely restrictive individual buyers.
at sald, recent Oxford Universıty Press publicationalways In development and MG inextricably iınked Augustine, at $895, makes thıs work cheap in COM-

the apıdly changıng soclal, political and ecclesiastical parıson. ) However, 1t should be noted that the publiısherIn a he 1VeE. Ihe cheer volume of hıs has announced the intention make al electronıc VCI-
publications makes anythıng lıke STAafemMetENTS S10N avaılable onlıne, TeP of charge. As such, the realm

Kuyper C11ECVE! that rather 1MMCUIt‚t bearıng hıs of Kuyper studıes stands eneft consiıderably from
incessant STIream of publications In mind, IT 1S challeng- Kulnper’s dedicatıon and thoroughness.Ing be SUTC that OC has read everything that Kuyper James Eglınton,WTrOoTtTe ON gıven tOpIC.

IThe ature of thıs challenge, however, has changed Kampen,
(for the better) thanks T]ıtze Kulper’s remarkable
fforts Over AA’ he has Care  y compile Aall
annotated bibliography of Kuyper’s works from 18357 The19and the Almiıyghty. AÄn SSAY ın
Oonwards. Thıs bibliography also COVEIS5 re-editions and Poliıtical Theologytranslatıons of Kuyper’s works untiıl 2010 these Nıcholas Wolterstorffbıbliıographic entries dIC annotated often wıth partıcu-
arly helpful explanations Oft. development of Kuyper Cambridge: ambrıidge Unıiversıity PTESS: 2012, VI11

181 £,55 $90, hb, ISBN 0 7RZTSTO0/:027/7/231]159hought In the works ın question (SCE, for example, DaASC
3351 ON Drıie bleine VOSSEN ) and wıth useful NOTES ON the UMMARY
hıistorical NEICXT of the relevant publications. In that In this hbook Nicholas Wolterstorff presents his 1CeW of
SCIISC thıs book 1S sımply NCCCSSAL V for those attempting Christian understanding of the In discussion withwrıte accurately JIl Kuyper’s ıfe nd works.

Indeed, the fact that the bıbliographic entries ATC opposing POsItIONS: The understanding of the
representing foreign W er and Hauerwas andexhaustive and chronologically ordered 15 of consıder- the understanding of the representatiıve of Godable value the development of Kuyper scholarshıp.

Ihose wıshing wrıte particular Kuyper ublıca- In the ordering of social life Calvin’s ‘two rules’ octrine
Through exegesis of Komans 1 COMDINE: with phil-ti1on Call LLOW easıly explore what else he WTITO at the osophical-politica|l reflections, Wolterstorff Aargues that thetime in question, where the publication stands ın rela- has God-given authori but ith INOTE restrictedt1on the development of hıs key ideas, nd ort

Ihe bıblıography COVEIS CSSdYS, OOks, artıicles wiıth aım than In the two-rules doctrine, and that the estern
rights-limited democracies Aare g00d expressions of this.the exception of Kuyper’s artıcles In De Heranut and

De Standaard), rınted telegrams, pamphlets, multi- RESUME
volume works, first nd later edit10ns, and later tirans- ans cel OUVTASC, Nicholas Wolterstorff traıte de 1a CONMN-
at10ns. Ihe bıbliography does NOL however, OV! ception chretienne de |’Etat. CADOSC SOM PTODTE point
Kuyper’s works avaılable V1a print-on-demand echnol- de VUC, apres avoılr considere deux positions opposees
OgYV. Despite thıs, 1t nonetheless COVCECIS5 OIl 756 celle QqU! voilt |’Etat DOUVOIr etranger (John

George Harınck’s introductory > ‘Being Public Yoder, Stanley Hauerwas el celle QU! E considere
On Abraham Kuyper and Hıs Publications,’ 15 WE wrIt- representant de Jeu charge d’assurer l’ordre dans Ia
ten nd pıcally nuanced. Harınck skılfully vıe sociale (la doctrine calviniste des deux regnes). Sur Ia
the SCI1SC In xhıch Kuyper, from NOTeE dealıng wıth hase d’une etude exegetique du de Komains el
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de reflexions philosophiques et politiques, Wolterstorff nd Christians AL encouraged take part iın It for the
considere YUue |’Etat detient Un  D autorite YJUE J1eu [u sake of and stability ın SOCIELY. But that 15 also the
confiee, maIs UJUC SO  —_ o  le est Dlus restreint YuUuE le Veut lımıt of ıts a1m and authority. When It salvatıon
Ia theorie des deux regnes. conclut JUE les democra- and eternal lıfe God does NO rule hrough Civiıl OVEIN-
tıes occidentales dUuX droits imites constituent de bonnes mMent but hrough hıs Church and the 111Calls that he has
expressions de UUC ’Ftat doit etre entrusted it. Word and SACTraMeHNt

As 15 evident from Wolterstorff’s subsequent CXCZESISZUSAMMENFASSUNG
In diesem Buch stellt Nicholas Wolterstorff seIne IC|

of OMans 13 83-104), and the ‘fleshing Out of thıs
eXegESIS ın relatıon OUrTr modern sOCIety (the rest of

eINes christlichen Verständnisses VO Staat Im Rahmen the book), hıs maın objections thıs understandıng ATC
einer Diskussion mit WEe! entgegengesetzten Posiıtionen follows
VOT 1Jas Verständnis VOoO Staat als Keprdasentant eıner (L} It 15 misunderstandıng ascribe the
auswartigen Macht er und Hauerwas und das Ver- the “posıtional authority” that Calvın does wıth refer-
ständnis Vo aa als keprasentant (j;ottes In der Gesell- OMans 13  — Key understandıng what Paul
SC und ihrer Ordnung (Die | ehre Calvins VOIT1 den SdaVS about the 1s N1S description 1ın KF SCS and
‚ZWEeI Königreichen‘). Auf Ine LxXegese Vo  —_ KOMer und of the 4a1 of the namely “curbing inJustice” and
philosophisch-politische Betrachtungen gestützt, vertritt protecting the rights of ıts cıtızens (920) does
Wolterstorff folgendes Argument: |)er Ax hat Ine gott- NOT Iıve that, It 15 be eriticısed and opposed
gegebene Autorität Inne, doch mıit eıner gefassten (:2) Thıs eing the od-given task of the It 15
Zielsetzung als In der Zwei-Reiche-Lehre, und die weSst- also misunderstandıng of Its role ascriıbe 1T the
lichen Demokratien mMit eingeschränkter Staatsmacht sind task °to* Book Reviews *  de reflexions philosophiques et politiques, Wolterstorff  and Christians are encouraged to take part in it for the  considere que [l’Etat detient une autorit& que Dieu Iui a  sake of peace and stability in society. But that is also the  confiee, mais que son röle est plus restreint que le veut  limit ofits aim and authority. When it comes to salvation  la th&orie des deux regnes. Il conclut que les de&mocra-  and eternal life God does not rule through civil govern-  ties occidentales aux droits limit&s constituent de bonnes  ment but through his Church and the means that he has  expressions de ce que |’Etat doit &tre.  entrusted to it, Word and sacrament.  As is evident from Wolterstorff’s subsequent exegesis  ZUSAMMENFASSUNG  In diesem Buch stellt Nicholas Wolterstorff seine Sicht  of Romans 13 (83-104), and the “‘fleshing out’ of this  exegesis in relation to our modern society (the rest of  eines christlichen Verständnisses vom Staat im Rahmen  the book), his main objections to this understanding are  einer Diskussion mit zwei entgegengesetzten Positionen  as follows:  vor: Das Verständnis vom Staat als Repräsentant einer  (1) It is a misunderstanding to ascribe to the state  auswärtigen Macht (Yoder und Hauerwas) und das Ver-  the ‘positional authority’ that Calvin does with refer-  ständnis vom Staat als Repräsentant Gottes in der Gesell-  ence to Romans 13:1. Key to understanding what Paul  schaft und ihrer Ordnung (Die Lehre Calvins von den  says about the state is his description in verses 4 and 5  ‚zwei Königreichen‘). Auf eine Exegese von Römer 13 und  of the aim of the state, namely ‘curbing injustice’ and  philosophisch-politische Betrachtungen gestützt, vertritt  protecting the rights ofits citizens (90). If the state does  Wolterstorff folgendes Argument: Der Staat hat eine gott-  not live up to that, it is to be criticised and opposed.  gegebene Autorität inne, doch mit einer enger gefassten  (2) This being the God-given task of the state, it is  Zielsetzung als in der Zwei-Reiche-Lehre, und die west-  also a misunderstanding of its role to ascribe to it the  lichen Demokratien mit eingeschränkter Staatsmacht sind  task ‘to ... protect the outward worship of God’ and ‘to  ein guter Ausdruck davon.  defend sound doctrine of piety’ (so Calvin, 71). Cal-  *  *  *  *  vin’s understanding is here more in line with Aristotle’s  The aim of this book, which originated in the author’s  all-encompassing understanding of the state as fulfilling  the goal of human life than with Paul’s more restricted  Stone Lectures at Princeton Theological Seminary in  understanding of it as ‘curbing the wrongdoing and  1998, is to reflect on how we are to look at the state and  encouraging the good-doing’ (101).  its authority from a Christian standpoint — i.e. in relation  (3) It is also a misunderstanding when Church and  to the belief in God’s supreme authority. An important  state in the ‘two rules’ doctrine are understood as two  reason for taking this up is the radical criticism that the-  governance structures in relation to a common body of  ologians like John Howard Yoder and Stanley Hauerwas  persons, taking care of the people’s outward behaviour  have levelled against the classical Christian understand-  and their inner life respectively. It has not much to do  ing of worldly authority as servants of God (18-46).  with the churches of the New Testament as institutional  According to Yoder, worldly authorities belong to the  bodies alongside other institutional bodies in a multi-  powers that have rebelled against God. Even if God uses  religious society. And this view inevitably gives the state  these powers in his providential work, Christians cannot  a much more prominent role in defining human life  support them, only (if necessary) freely subordinate  than the NT allows.  themselves to them. Hauerwas follows a slightly differ-  Wolterstorff’s own view is developed through philo-  ent line of thought, which Wolterstorff surprisingly links  sophical analyses of the nature of the authority of gov-  with Augustine’s ‘two cities’: he sees Church and state  ernments and through a presentation of the Dutch  as representing two different nations, with different  reformed theologian and politician Abraham Kuyper  citizens. Even if they intermingle in daily life you can  (who happened to deliver the Stone Lectures a hun-  only be ’a citizen of one of them.. Christians :are thus  dred years before Wolterstorff). Authority in society 1s  ‘resident aliens’ in the state, living in it without identify-  not as simple as we tend to think. Society is a many-  ing with it.  facetted network of institutions and units such as com-  The reason for Wolterstorff’s reaction against this  panies, schools, churches and families, each with their  is not only that it runs counter to his own exegesis of  own authority-structure. The state is but one of these,  Romans 13. It also renders Christians strangers in the  albeit an important one. The diversity of society is an  world, so that they exclude themselves from taking part  expression of God’s creation work, and is therefore to  in the improvement of government. But to his own sur-  be secured, not only on an individual but also on an  prise Wolterstorff cannot identify with the opposite, clas-  institutional level. And exactly this is the God-given task  sic view — the so called ‘two rules’ doctrine — either. In  of'the state. The state that the Bible points at is, in other  this book it is represented by Calvin, for whom Wolter-  words, the “rights-limited state’ of Western democracies.  storff clearly has great sympathy (67-82). According to  In relation to this, Christians are not to regard them-  this view, civil government, far from being part of the  selves as “resident aliens’.  rebelling powers, is to be regarded as ‘deputy of God’,  There is much to learn from Wolterstorff’s under-  holding a ‘holy ministry’. Even if persons in government  standing of society, even if it is a little too American to  may be morally depraved, their office is to be honoured  my taste. And he is to be lauded for his wish to combine  EIr 222 + 183PrOoteCcL the outward worshıp of God’? and *E
eın USdAdruC davon. defend sound doctrine of pıe (SO vin, /1)

VIN’s understandıng 15 here In line wıth Arıstotle’s

Ihe a1m of thıs book, 16 originated ın the author’s all-encompassıng understandiıng of the ing
the goal of human ıfe than wıth Paull’s restricted

Stone Lectures at Princeton Theologica Semiıinary ın understandıng of It “curbing the wrongdoing nd
1998 15 reflect ON how AlIC look at the and eNcouragıng the 700d-domg (101)Ifs authorıity from Christian standpoımnt L ın relatıon (3) It 15 also misunderstandıng when Church and

the belief ıIn mM authority. iımportant in the °tWO rules’ doctrine AI understood
[CaSOIlIl for takıng thıs u 15 the adıcal criticısm that the- SOVEINANCC STIrTUCTUrES ın relatıon COINMNNOIMN body of
ologians lıke John Howard Yoder nd Stanley Hauerwas DCISONS, takıng of the cople’s outward behaviour
have evelled agalnst the classıcal Christian understand- an theır inner ıfe respectively. It has NOT much do
Ing of worldly authorıty of God wıth the churches of the New Testament institutional
According Yoder, worldly authorities belong the bodies ongsıde other institutional bodies In multi-
OWCIS that have reDelle. agalnst God ven ıfGod uUuSsSCcsS rel1g10us sOCIetYy. And thıs VIECW inevıtably Q1VES the
these OWCIS in hıs proviıdential work, Christians CAaNNOT much LNOIC promiıinent role in defining human ıfe
SUppOrtL them, only ıf NECESSATY) cely subordinate than the allows
themselves them Hauerwas ollows slıghtly dıffer. Wolterstor OWIN VIEW 15 developed through phılo-line of thought, IC Wolterstorff surprisingly lınks ophıcal analyses of the nature of the authority of SOV-
wıth Augustine’s °t"WO cıties’: he SCCS5 Church and erNMENTS and hrough presentation of the Dutch

representing [WO dıfferent nat1Ons, wıth dıifferent reformed theologıan and politician Abraham uyper
cıtızens. ven if they intermingle in aıly ıfe VOU &}  e (who appene deliver the Stone Lectures hun-
only be cıtızen of ONC of them Christians AIC thus dred before Wolterstorff). Authority ın sOCIeELYy 1s
°resiıdent alıens’ ıIn the lıving ın ıt wıthout dentify- NOTLT sımple tend thınk Society 15 INany-
Ing wıth It facetted network of instiıtutions and unıts such COI

Ihe 11 for Wolterstorff’s reaction agalnst thıs panıles, schools, churches nd famılıes, each wıth theır
15 NOT only that It COUNTer hıs OWN CXCDESIS of OW|! authority-structure. Ihe 15 but ONC of these,
OMans 13 also renders Christians Strangers ın the albeıt Aall ıimportant OLLC Ihe dıversıity of soclety 15
WOT. that they xclude themselves from ng part eXpression of creation work, nd 15 therefore
In the Iımprovement ofOvernment. But hıs OW Si171- be secured, NOT only CIl indıvıdual but alsoO CIl

prise Wolterstorff cannot identify wıth the Opposıte, clas- institutional eve exactly thıs 15 the God-given task
S1C VIECW the called °t"WO rules’ doctrine eiıther. In AB IThe that the DOINtS al 1S ın other
thıs book It 15 represented by vın for whom olter- words, the riıghts-limite state’ of Western democracIıles.
storff clearly has sympathy According In relatıon thıs, Christians ATC NOT regard them-
thıs VIEW, Civiıl gOVeErNMENLT, far from being part of the selves °resident alıens).
rebelling OWCLIS, 15 be regarde deputy of God’, ere 15 much learn from Wolterstorff’s under-
holding OILY minıstry”. ven ıf persons ın ZOVErTNMCNL standıng of SOCIELY, if ıt 15 hıttle LOO American
INaYy be morally epraved, theır ofhce 15 be honoured INY he 15 be lauded for 1Ss wısh combiıne
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theological philosophical hinking and But ONtT DOUT but de [VI de catalyseur Uune reforme Ma-
nente des ComMUNauUutes conduisant celles dans leCaNnnOT SaV that Was convinced by his aybe

IT NOT that CaS y [O TAaW the ine from Scripture TO mystere de Ia Vivante de Christ ailde de SyITI-
estern democracy holes de metaphores el de JUxXTaposItiONs verbales

SgeEr Chr Hollund
AÄAarhus, Denmark Veteran lıturgical theologian Gordon Lathrop The

OUV Gospels Sunday takes u the relatiıonshıp of the
Gospels their ancıent Christian assemblıes 1 order

The Four Gospels Sunday The New Testament ddress the place of worship today Chrıistian gather-
an the Reform ofChriıstian Worship S throp contends that the Gospels WLG wrıttfen

specıifically for the ancıent COMMUNITIES which theyGordon Lathrop orıginally read Thus he contends that OodayMinneapolis Fortress Press A0 VIl 219 DD, Christian worshiıp MUST take ser10usly the Gospels$38 18 ISBN 978080069852 roles in hapıng riıtuals and practices ven
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG 1OIC Lathrop ArSUCS the Gospels provıde Aall ırreplace-

able bridge worshipping the Christ[)Das Buch „Die ı1er Evangelien Sonntag u mfasst acht Ihe Airst chapter “Beginnings frames the discussiıonKapite! ZW@EeE]| Teilen FS erforscht die Rolle welche die
urchristlichen Gemeinden be!l der Bildung der Evangelien by exploring the O11 of the Gospels 111 ight of the

assemblıes 1 1C they WCIC read Drawıng Johngespielt en und welche Auswirkungen dieser ezug für Domuinıc TOSSan claım that the Gospels demonstratedie christlichen CGiottesdienste heute hat Gordon Lathrop dialectic between the “Jesus then and “Jesus 1L1LOWvertritt die Auffassung, dass, wei|l die Evangelien | Ein- Lathrop Arg UCS that the assembly the CONTEXT forklang mit den urchristlichen Versammlungen geschrieben both “Jesus then ndeed Jesus in the assemblywurden liturgische Theologen den fortwährenden Einfluss (27) Sımılarly, he draws TOM Danker anderns nehmen 111USSeT] den die Evangelien auf ersamm- Horsley work the of the word gospel’lungsrituale und —praktiken ausüben Lathrop behauptet U that Paul adopted imperI1al g0o0d ANLMNOUNCE-dass die Evangelien mehr als eIiIne geschichtliche Rolle that included both 1Ss festivals ndspielen sondern auch als 6Il Steits reformierender ataly-
Satfor dienen der die (emeinde die Geheimnisse der the festival sacrıflces themselves Lathrop that

ark took up al (1 Danker and Horsley S) under-lebendigen Gegenwa Christi hinein ührt UrCc Symbole standıng of the Gospel and therefore also wıthMetaphern und verbale Dezüge edgling Christian COMMUNILTLIES 111 mınd Specifically,
UMMARY Lathrop claıms that Mark’ “house motif carrıecd SPC-

1al 4SSOC1ATL10NS for the house church assemblIllıes of theComprised of eig| chapters ivided InTto Darts The
Four Gospels Sunday explores the role ancıent TIS- first CCENTLUrY In turn Mark example inspired the other
Han assemblies played | the tormation of the Gospels and three Gospel T1ters Matthew Luke and John all O1-

Iuded theır Gospels wıth the L1ISCH Lord AaDPCAMNS Athe implications of this relationship for oday Christian
gatheringassemblies Gordon Lathrop contends that hecause the

Gospels WerTe wrıtten cohere with Christian assemblies TIhe second chapter focuses the relationship
liturgical theologians ust take seriousiy the Gospels between the Gospels and the meal of the

early Christian MOVEMECNT Following the work of Paul! role | the gathering’s rituals and More
than IMeTre history, Lathrop claims the Gospels SPETVE Tadshaw Lathrop DOSITS ırreducıble diversity of
ever-reforming catalyst leading they InTO the present meal of ancıente Christian

assemblıies At the Sa|JmMııc thıs diversity nd unfold-mMmySstery of Christ living hrough symbo! meta-
phor and verbal Juxtaposıtions INg development of Was carrıed OuTt alongside

the implications for meal keeping found the GospelsKESUMEE Luke Emmaus (EK 13 35) ark Passover
Cet OUVTasE divise deux Dartıes et Comporte LOUT meal k 20) and (more covertly) Matthew’s
hulit chapitres. cherche determiner que!l ro  le Ont JOUE Wedding Banquet parable 14) As Lathrop
les ' omMUNaUtESs chretiennes primıtıves dans ’elabora- SUMMM  Z “Ihe simılarıties 1n Eucharistic
tion des Evangiles el quelles implications DeEUut tırer then WOU. be due NOT only the fourth-
VOUT les commMUNaAUtESs chretiennes aujourd’hul |’auteur CCENTUrY mperı1al 111 unıfled church but also
soutient YUUC, DUISYUE les Evangiles Ont ete rediges and profoundly the orthodox Chriıs-
onction des communautes chretiennes, les theologiens heritage of the reforming word of the apostle and
de Ia liturgie doivent considerer VE attentıon que!l ro  le Gospels (SZ)
les Evangiles continuent dans le ritue! el les Pra- apters three four and five the four ZOS-
tiques des chretiennes. L’auteur considere YUE pels 111 detaiıl Mark nd John CL their OWN chapter whıiıle
les Evangiles, plus quUn  (D simple presentation de Irhistoire, Matthew and Luke chare chapter Thıs SECTION the
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