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4, One of the best known examples is the Cyrus cylinder where it is claimed that
Nabonidus had incurred the anger of Marduk by neglecting his rituals (ANET, pp. 315
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5. “Das Gottesurteil arf dem Karmel,” Kleine schriften zur Geschichte des Volkes Istrel
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6. One solution to the impass is Ezekiel’s vision of the divine presence (thd kabod) leaving
the doomed temple and appearing in the diaspora (Ezek. 9:3; 10:3—5,18—19; 11:22
—23);see my a History of Prophecyin Isracl(Philadelphia : Westminster Press, 1983),
pp. 195—96.

7. Exp. Deut. 7:1-5, 23 —26.

8. Jon D. Levenson, “Is There a Counterpart in the Hebrew Bible to New Testament

" Antisemitism,” JES 22(1985), 242—60.
9, See my Sexuality and the Christian Tradition (Dayton:Pflaum Press, 1969).
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10. ANET, p. 370.

11. MT has “according to the number of the sons of Israel,”but the versions have
preserved the correct reading b°ne lohim, “sons of God”

12. See the Ugaritic text Baal [ vi 44 —46:“He did call his brothers into his mansion, his
kinsfolk into the midst of his palace, he did call the seventy sons of Athirat; “G.R.
Driver, Canaanite Myths and Legends (Edinburgh: T.& T.Clark, 1956), p. 101,

13. See G.W. Ahlstrom,Aspects of syncretism in Israelite Religion (Lund:C.W.XK,
Gleerup, 1963) ;Morton Smith,Palestinian Parties and Politics that Shaped the Old
Testament (New York & London : Columbia Univ. Press, 1971), pp. 15~56, 82— 98.
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15. The reflexive sense of nibrku argued, e.g., by H. H. Rowley, The Biblical Doctrine of
Election(London: Lutterworth Press, 1950), pp. 65— 66.

16, Amos’s condemnation of forsign nations for war crimes which did not concern Israel
directly is a special but controversial case;see John Barton, Amos’s Oracles against
the Nation (Cambridge Univ. Press, 1980).
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1. See the theological analysis of the situation in Paul Knitter, No Other Name? A Critical
Survey of Christion Attitudes Toward the World Religions(Maryknool :Orbis, 1985). .
George A. Lindbeck (The Nature of Doctrine:Religion and Theology in a Posliberal
Age [Philadelphia:Westminster, 1984]1,pp.46—62)adopts a cultural—linguistic
model of theology to argue that different religions may have fundamentally different
“maps” of the world, which result in quite different implications for praxis and even
“religious experience.”

18. Lindbeck (Koctrine, p. 58—59) reminds us that while the N.T. does not explicitly
exclude the possiblity that non— Christians will be “saved.” the issue is never explicitly
thematized. The thruse of its universalist meassage is that reconciliation of the world
with God comes through Jesus(e.g., Col. 2:20;Eph. 1:9—10;Phil. 2:10—111 Cor. 15:
28; Acts 3:21).

19, S.G,wilson, “Pauland Religion, “Paul and Paulinism:Essave in Honour of CK.
Barrett, ed. M.D. Hooker and Sl Gl wilson (London:SPCK, 11982), pp. 343—49,
Consequently, Wilson concludes that Barth and Bzrrett have correctly understood
Paul's view of “religion” to be that all religious truths are illusions except the
revelation of God’s righteousness. Paul’s criticism of Judaism and paganism applies in
principle to all other religions.

20. See. S.G. Wilson, The Gentiles and the Gentile Mission in Luke— Acts, SNTSMS 23
(Cambridge:Cambridge University, 1973). 210~17.
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21. Wilson, “Religion,” pp. 349—51. .
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23. A. Segal, Rebecca’s Children:Judaism and Christianity in the roman world(Cambrige,
MA ;Harvard, 1986),pp. 95—115. Segal argues that Paul's experience became
normative for what conversion would mean within the emerging Christian churches
(pp. 114—15).

24. Segal, Rebecca’s Children, pp. 162 —80.

25. Segal, Rebecca’s Children, pp. 163.

26. See the datailed discussion of these traditions in Ernest Best, “The Revelation to
Evangelize the Gentiles, “JTS, NS 35(1984),1—30
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27. See Adela Y. Collins, Crisis and Catharsis:The Power of the Apocalypse
(Philadelphia : Westminster, 1984), 573 —84,

28. See Jack D. Kingsbury, “The Composition and Christology of Matthes 28:16-20.”
JBL 93(1974), 573—84.

29. See John P. Meier, The Vision of Matthew (New York : Paulist, 1979), pp. 210—16.
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30. See Joseph A. Fitzmyer, a Wandering Aramean:Collected Aramaic Essays
(Missoula :Scholars, 1979)pp. 116 —29.

31. A close parallel occurs in Hermes, Vis. IV 2:4; see Ernst Haenchen, The Acts of the
Apostles (Philadelphia : Westminster, 1971), pp. 217—18.
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32. With the consequence that avoiding porneia could be used as a sign of conversion ;see
see S.G.Wilson, Luke and the Law, SNTSMS 50 (Cambridge : Cambridge Univ. Press,
1983),92~93,

33. See Ulrich Wilckens, Der Brief an die Romer(Rom, 1-5), EDD VI/1(Zurich:
Benziger/Neukirchen— Vluyn : Neukirchener, 1978), 93—95, 126 —27.

34, See John J. Collins, The Apocalyptic Imagination: An Introduction to the Jewish Mtrix
of Christianity(New York: Crossroad, 1984) pp. 37— 38.

35. See the detailed study of “divine impartiality” by Jouette Bass er. (Divine
Impartiality :Paul and a Theological Axiom, SBLDS 59 [Chicl:Scholars, 19821, 28—
44),

7NERSG A FRE/ 69

2 e v Aol ofth 2 & g4 “9's agdarE de 1
S EFA AENA 2oE Ades BE 243 YJH(E3:21~
26). ZvbA] 3F o)A v} &2 BE Aol EAHAEAGE shide 4
Zo QoA QAT EAE At Yo shbE e 3 B2 4}
TES WA FoAI(3:9~20) Azt BAHAGTE FHI4 R
AAQ AdE BB orR(21~26), U7ty BEAATE sud
GEHEL FERGA FATHB:3~7) VW7o shde] de &
gglou} o]l Al 2o 2ejix g Fa oA v vl 2w}
A 9~110) 4 o] &ztde] B2 B3g &8 Eojth vhgd o]ig
do] “BA7E shide Bgo] AP AY shbd e BeosriAY
Aol Adglthe T} btz FHITHEI 6~29). o}
3l of “gdatal FolAte 19 e AAHTH10:9,12).

L =
Lo
.} J},},

5:12~21, 7:7~11, 22 3 8:19~222 2 o] R4 17
Z:B‘;"M] e 799 BEA Aol BAE A 98 D2 AEL
Zolen. = 22 olgozNe TeAE AdE Bl oxd 19
B8 3 olgel B4ES U ¥9T 197 A4S A% Ao

= O

g3 Subol A SHA AT £1:18~3:230] gl RHEAA HA
#3 B2 23% FA7e dutstz Bod F Q. $olR $4L
A] 106:209] Q& olel “H79) AAHG: A4 G vt}
AZ e gy o BHEL FA7] 6:1~40] & “Fhide olsE
3 Age 2879 Eu2 B 9249 4 9vh(Jub. 5:1~10; En. 6

~11; T.Reub.5; ]| En.18:4~5; ]| Bar.56:10). 282 suid el o
Fg PAY(3:23) 2 mAol 2AE 9% ded AdPery
ofuyg} ofgtol JMHY 9Fe AT AU ZwiA T17~11L

36. Bassler, Impartiality, pp. 129—36'Paul’s argument moves from the Gentiles in Rom. 2,
but the umpartiality theme underscores the fact that the distinction does not really
count.

37. Cf. Wilckens, An die Romer, P. 92, There fore, Rom. 1:18—3:31 is not grounded in a
particular “anthropology” but in Paul’s soteriology.

38. See R.B.Hays, “Paslm 143 and the Logic of Romans 3,” JBL 99 (1980), 107 —15.

39. See C.T.Rhyne, “Nomos Dikaiosynes and the Meaning of Rom. 10:4,” CBQ 47(1985),
487-—88.

40. Rhyne, “Nomos dikaiosynes,” p. 497.
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41. Se the discussion of the Adam traditions in Paul in J.D.G.Dunn, Christology in the
Making (Philadelphia: Westminster, 1980), pp. 101—27.

42, Dunn, Christology, p. 102.

43. See Dunn, christology, pp. 103 —104.
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44. Wilckens (An die romer, pp. 310~ 19)emphasizes that Gen. 3 forms the hermeneutical
horizon Tor the radical conclusions which Paul draws about sin and death.

45. Wilckens (an die Romer, pp. 332—24) emphasizes the soteriological picture of Christ.
Christ and Adam are not parallel“anthropological” models. Rather the “power of sin”
has been replaced by the grace that comes through Christ, which is expressed in the
reconciliation of sinners to GodinRom.5:6—11.

46, Cf, Dunn, Christology, pp. 105—11.
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