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not always immediately clear just how examples of letters dating from up to a half
a millennium before and after the NT documents lend reliable assistance to the
study of the first century and the NT. Yet this is precisely what the book claims
to do.

The specialist will find a number of useful nuggets in this study. In particular,
those whose focus is the Pauline corpus need to have it under their belts. As a 
contribution to a comprehensive grasp of NT backgrounds, Stowers' discussion
and conclusions, when he comes to any, are to be welcomed. The book's limita-
tions, however, which are considerably more numerous and profound than a brief
review can adequately recount, are apt to render it of limited value for many
readers.

Robert W. Yarbrough
Wheaton College, Wheaton, IL

I, II, III John. By Robert Kysar. Minneapolis: Augsburg, 1986, 336 pp., $14.95
paper.

The Augsburg Commentary on the New Testament is "written for lay people,
students, and pastors"—with the emphasis certainly on the first two. As successive
volumes appear, the series is becoming well-known—a useful and engaging set of
commentaries designed primarily for the more conservative wing of the liberal
spectrum (if these labels are not too simplistic). Kysar needs no introduction to
those who work in the field of Johannine studies. In addition to numerous essays
and minor works, his major survey and assessment of these studies (The Fourth 
Evangelist and His Gospel) has rightly earned him gratitude and respect.

On most issues Kysar adopts fairly common views. After briefly probing the
relationship between the fourth gospel and the Johannine epistles, he concludes
that "the epistles are products of and for a Christian church that shared a tradition
embraced by the author of the Fourth Gospel." Similarly he thinks it impossible to
show that 2 John and 3 John are from the same hand that wrote 1 John and that
in any case it is more likely that they simply "shared with the Fourth Evangelist
the same community." The time is toward the end of the first century, after John's
gospel has circulated for some time and a group of separatists, committed to what
is now called docetic Christology, has pulled out and left the original Church in
some disarray. 1 John has been written to address their confusion. Kysar thinks it
is made up of fragments of a number of messages patched together into written
form and given something of the atmosphere of a letter by numerous "I write to
you" formulas. This, he thinks, accounts for the fact that it does not share many
formal characteristics with known letters of the ancient world. I am inclined to
think it is better classified as a modified tractate letter and that its lack of the more
obvious formal characteristics may be accounted for by the fact that it served as a 
circular that was introduced by cover letters such as 2 John and 3 John.

The exegesis, based on the RSV, is always clear and is usually restrained and
sensible. What it lacks is bold theological exploration. For instance, the "faithful
and just" phrasing of 1:9 cries out to be unpacked a little further. The use of
hilasmos at 2:2 and 4:10, rendered "expiation" in the RSV, is discussed so briefly
(about 15 lines) that although some of the issues are nicely set out, the cut and
thrust of theological debate and its pastoral implications are inevitably lost, along
with the full power of the term in its context. The devil seems to be depersonalized
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on p. 80. At 3:9 Kysar appeals to John 1:12 for understanding "seed" as that which
"God has implanted in Christians t h a t . . . makes them his children." I rather
think he has entirely missed the point of the clause "sin is lawlessness" at 3:4. The
same is true for the "sin unto death" passage (5:16-17).

All in all this is a useful commentary and, as with anything from Kysar's pen,
entirely lucid. Most readers who want a commentary on the Johannine epistles
pitched at this level, however, would do better reading Stott (in his revised
commentary for the Tyndale NT commentary series)—a work that, strangely, is
not even mentioned by Kysar.

D. A. Carson
Trinity Evangelical Divinity School, Deerfield, IL

Backgrounds for the Bible. Edited by Michael Patrick O'Connor and David Noel
Freedman. Winona Lake: Eisenbrauns, 1987, xii + 369 pp., $17.50.

A fascinating hodgepodge. The twenty-four essays of this book range from
exegesis, philology and archeology on the one hand to the use of the Bible in
modern art, literature and poetry on the other. Indeed, little holds these diverse
essays together except the binding.

Many of the chapters originally appeared in a special Summer 1983 issue of the
Michigan Quarterly Review entitled The Bible and Its Traditions. The articles by
P. Trible and J. R. Moore have also been published in books by their authors (Texts 
of Terror and Evolution, Religion, and Society respectively). The authors reflect a 
variety of perspectives: Protestant, Catholic, Jewish, secular. Unfortunately there
is no biographical information on the various essayists. What follows is a categori-
zation of the various articles with brief comments.

Old Testament: P. Trible's "A Daughter's Death" gives a feminist literary
reading of the story of Jephthah's daughter (Judg 11:29-40). D. N. Freedman's
"The Earliest Bible" offers source-critical speculations into the prehistory and
compilations of the major components of the Hebrew Bible. F. I. Andersen's "On
Reading Genesis 1-3" concentrates on the meaning of Ded in Gen 2:6 ("water
flowing from the ground"), the syntax of Gen 1:1, and the history of the interpreta-
tion of the making of Adam from the ground to show how an interpreter's lexical,
grammatical, scientific and intellectual assumptions affect his readings of the text.
C. Meyers' "The Israelite Empire: In Defense of King Solomon" gives a historical
reconstruction of Solomon's reign. K. D. Sakenfeld's "Loyalty and Love" gives a 
philological treatment of hesed and Dahêb. T. Frymer-Kensky's "Biblical Cos-
mology" tries to reproduce the complex of ideas that undergirds OT thought about
the world and nature. B. Levine's "The Language of Holiness" investigates the
meaning and theology of qâdôë and its cognates.

Archeology and science: H. B. Huffmon in "Babel und Bibel" chronicles the use
of Assyriology by Friedrich Delitzsch (apostate son of the famous 19th-century
conservative Lutheran OT scholar Franz Delitzsch) to debunk and repudiate the
OT. M. P. O'Connor in "Ugarit and the Bible" describes this second-millennium-
B.c. north Syrian city, how its poetry parallels Hebrew poetry, and how three
philologists (Gaster, Ginsberg, Gordon) have tried to use the Ugaritic language, a 
variety of Northwest Semitic, to illuminate the Hebrew Bible. J. R. Moore's
"Interpreting the New Creationism" offers a critical analysis of creation science.
He gives special attention to the response of nineteenth-century clerics to the
theories of Lyell and Darwin in contrast with creationism. He sees creationism as a 
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