
10wever, with Judges Polzin seals his own 
he once again tries to search out his 

Jlogical categories. The voice of "critical tra­
lnalism" (and that of Polzin himself) is con­
Jicted by the mercy of God which shows 
;ugh everywhere in Judges. Polzin has to 
lW up his hands and admit that "ambiguity is 

ideological scheme of the entire book" 
169)1 In a final attempt to save his meth­
lOgy, Polzin interprets Judges as a warning 
.lnst the "idolatry of ideology itself" (p. 181). 

is little wonder that Judges does not easily 
form to Polzin's scheme. His main stumbling 
~k is his view of the attributes of God. He sees 
j's mercy as subordinate to his more basic 
Ire for justice (p. 66). Polzin cannot conceive 
ne co-existence of such attributes, and thus 
'ds to posit two voices for competing 
Jlogies. 
me could also ask other questions. How can 
zin substantiate from his evidence that there 
Deuteronomist at all? How does any type of 
composition or traditional writing fit into his 

-ary analysis? What about the literary 
racter of the book of Deuteronomy, which so 
,ely resembles ancient suzerainty treaties? In 

end it is Polzin's artificial search for 
Jlogical stances which constricts him. The 
lniques he uses allow him to become too 
j and analytical, losing an adequate appreci­
n for the Semitic mindset. 
do share Polzin's desire for serious literary 

,lysis (see Alter, p. 5), especially in the field of 
Testament studies, which is so heavily dom­
ed by the historical-critical approach. Polzin 
s us a service in showing that literary 
lysis has to be at the forefront. Nevertheless, 
1t we need is an integration of several 
:hods, not a monomethod; and most impor­
'Iy we need to be open to the revelation of the 
~ God, 

3el and the Arameans of Damascus 
Merrill Unger (2nd ed., Baker, 1980, 189 

. , $5.95). Reviewed by Gleason L. Archer, 
)fessor of Old Testament, Trinity Evangel· 
d Divinity School. 

3aker Book House has rendered a real serv-
to evangelical scholarship in this attractive 

:Jerback edition of Unger's 1958 work, origi­
Iy published in London under E. T. S. aus­
es. This reprint is furnished with an insight­
Introduction by Dr. Kenneth Barker, who 

JVides some helpful guidelines for updating 
views expressed by his Dallas Seminary 

,decessor 22 years before and offers a bibli­
raphy of more recent works as well. He 
Ints out the obsolescence of certain inter­
"tations which were formerly prevalent, but 
ve been later revised. 
We must heartily recommend.;..this mono­
]ph in the warmest terms because of its skill 
correlating the data of archeology with the 
Jlical records themselves. The rise and fall of 
" rulers of Damascus, her enemies and her 
les, are set forth in such an interesting style 
3t the reader feels transported back to the 
,es in which these events were taking place. 
e treatment given to King Zakir of Hazrek 
d Hamath is very well done, and the implica­
ns of his late 9th century inscription (written 
a dialect of Aramaic strongly tinged with 

maanisms) are brought out in an exemplary 
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fashion. Since he is not dealing with OT higher' 
criticism as such, he does not venture into the 
implications for an intrusion of Aramaisms into' 
the Hebrew writings stemming from the same' 
period, but this is a significant implication of 
the Zakir inscription. 

It should perhaps be noted that Unger 
showed a deference to the controversial opin­
ions of W F. Albright that raises some prob­
lems in regard to biblical trustworthiness. For 
example, on p. 7 Unger suggests that Abra­
ham's departure from Haran was in the late 
1900s B.C., "reckoning from the most likely 
date of the Exodus." Quite clearly he is presup­
posing the Albright date of 1290 B.C. for the Ex­
odus Yet the evidence for a date of 1445 B.C., 
conformable to I Kings 6:1 is quite compelling, 
both on the ground of biblical trustworthiness 
and on the ground of some archeological data, 
whereas the 1290 date gives rise to a complex 
of formidable difficulties. J. J. Bimson's "Re­
dating the Exodus and Conquest" (Sheffield, 
1978) has sounded the death-knell for the Late­
Date Theory of the Exodus. Unger then goes on 
to suggest that "a possible time for Abraham's 
removal into Palestine was toward the end of 
the seventeenth century B.C." (p. 9). Such a 
late date as this renders the chronology of the 
Pentateuch a complete shambles, and there 
are few modern conservative scholars who 
would seriously defend this dating today. 

In conclusion we regard the merits of this 1 

23-year-old monograph as far outweighing its 
demerits, and we could only wish that the new 
generation of evangelical 0 T scholars might 
benefit from Unger's model in setting forth the 
biography of other leading cities and cultures 
of the Ancient Near East which came Into con­
tact with Israel dUfing the first millenlum B.C. 

New Testament Theology 
by Donald Guthrie (IVP, 1981, 1064 pp., 
$24.95). Reviewed by D. A. Carson, Profes· 
sor of New Testament, Trinity Evangelical 
Divinity School. 

From the pen of a mature scholar who has 
already given us the standard textbook New 
Testament Introduction (3rd ed. 1970), as well 
as competent commentaries on Galatians and 
on the Pastoral Epistles, not to mention several 
other works, comes this major New Testament 
Theology. And there is no doubt that it too will 
rapidly become a standard. 

The major innovation in this volume is its 
organization Most NT theologies (e.g. those of 
Bultmann, Ladd, Kummel and many others) out· 
line and explain the principal theological 
themes of each corpus of NT literature, such 
as "Pauline writings" or "Johannine litera­
ture." This has the advantage of providing a 
"feel" for the main emphases and thrusts of -
each corpus; but it suffers from two disad· 
vantages. First, it provides no forum for diS' 
cussing the constituent elements of NT theol· 
ogy as parts of the whole whatever unity the 
NT has is not adequately considered Second, 
even when different parts of the NT deal with 
the same theme (say, "Kingdom of God," or 
Christological title such as "Son of Man"), 
standard organization does not provide for 
compaflson of treatments, still less for 
tempts at synthesis. Guthrie has changed 
this throughout his book, with the exception 

introduction and the first chapter. The re­
ning nine chapters, almost nine-tenths of 
book, are structured to provide a discus­

I of various central themes in each corpus 
the NT, wherever such themes appear, along 

::':with a concluding summary. These nine chap­
ters are titled, respectively, "Man and hiS 
world," "Christology," "The miSSion of 

: Christ," "The Holy Spirit," "The Christian 
.'Ufe," "The church," "The future," "The New 
.,Testament approach to ethics," and "Scrip­
,,·we." Yet these titles barely hint at the wealth 
'of material. For instance,. the longest chapter, 

<on Christology, after a bflef Introduction and a 
,.':section on "Jesus as man," treats the human­
"ilY of Jesus and the sinlessness of the man 
,~lJesus in the various divisions of the NT, before 

'discussing the Christological titles "MeSSiah," 
"Son of David," "Servant," "Son of man," 
"Lord," "Son of God," "Logos," and "God"­
as well as such categories as the "I am' say­
ings, Jesus as prophet and teacher, and the 
last Adam. Still in the same chapter, Guthfle 
discusses major Christologlcal "hymns" and 

. certain Christological events (the virgin birth, 
:the resurrection and the ascension), before of­

.. fering the chapter's concluding pages, under 
'the subtitle "Jesus, God and man." 

Of course, which NT corpuses are discussed 
-'-varies from tOPIC to topic: e.g. under "Logos," 

Guthrie includes "The Johannlne literature" 
and "The rest of the New Testament," whereas 
under "MeSSiah" the breakdown is "The Jew-

" ish background," "The synoptic gospels,' 
l "The Johannine literature," "Acts," "Paul," 

"The rest of the New Testament," and "The 
significance of the title" It must not be thought 
that groupings like "The Johannlne literature" 
are inviolable for instance, ur:der "The human­
ity of Jesus," Guthfle separates (flghtly) "The 
Johannlne literature' from "Revelation." 

The first two chapters of thiS book provide a 
lengthy diSCUSSion of the nature, definition, 
background, limitations and structure of New 
Testament theology (pp 21-74) The next chap­
ter is on God (pp. 75-115): and here the treat­
ment is strictly topical, covering the entire NT 
corpus against the background of the OT . 

If there is a disadvantage to the approach 
adopted by Guthrie, it IS that one must work a 
'Iittle harder to gain a blld's eye view of the cen­
tral thrusts of each corpus as a whole But 
others have attempted such presentations; and 
the rich benefits of Guthlle's approach out­
weigh any loss that might be involved Here 
there is corpus by corpus expOSition and com­
parison of central NT themes, along With seri­
Ous attempts at summarization and syntheSIS 

Guthrie's Theology is a textbook it IS not de­
Signed to make a lot of telling advances, but 

. Conveniently and courteOUSly SiftS a COPIOUS 
quantity of olscussion and presents it in diges­
tible format. Whenever I disagreed With a pOint 
or longed for more exegesIs or detailed debate 
(it must be said that the discussion IS some­
times a trifle bland), I tried to remind myself not 
Only of the purpose of the volume, but also its 
length: how much more diSCUSSion, after all, 
could have been squeezed into one textbook? 

·Moreover, on some topics (e.g. the sections on 
"The saving work of Christ"), Guthrie's work is 
much more satisfying than that of ItS closest 
. rival, the Theology by Ladd At any rate, no 
'Serious student of the NT can afford to Ignore 
this useful compendium: and for many it will 
become the standard text. 
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