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the first century. Rather, it is applicable whenever, but only whenever, women who have 
not been theologically trained are succumbing to false teachings" (p. 88). 

Looking at 1 Cor 12:27; Eph 4:12, Spencer posits that ifit can be shown that a woman 
in the Bible "was affirmed as an apostle, a prophet, an evangelist, a pastor, or a teacher, 
then . one could-one must-conclude that women have been given gifts from God for 
positions to which we now ordain people and for positions considered authoritative in the 
first century church" (p. 99-100). It is an appealing approach, but to this reviewer it 
seems hermeneutically unsound to use Biblical examples to determine doctrine, though 
they can be used as support. In addition, Spencer's discussion shows a manipulation of 
the data to support her view. Though one could legitimately debate whether the Greek 
means that Andronicus and Junia were apostles (though this reviewer should say that 
the exclusiveness of the apostleship, Acts 1:21-26, the incidental reference in Rom 16:7, 
and 1 Tim 2:11-12 weigh against Junia's being an apostle in an official sense), it is not 
legitimate to suggest that the women who followed Jesus were apostles in the sense of 
Eph 4:12 (p. 100). Spencer successfully highlights the meaningful work of women in the 
early Church,although this reviewer thinks she reads too much into their activities. 

On language describing God, Spencer states: "The feminine metaphor is as appro
priate to describe God as is the masculine" (p. 129). This view is tied to her belief that 
both male and female are needed to reflect God's image. Her conclusion is that "if the 
Bible uses feminine imagery to mirror certain aspects of God, should not the church 
allow women leaders to reflect God similarly?" (p. 131). While making the opposite point, 
David Spencer actually reveals the critical flaw· in his wife's discussion of feminine im
agery with the words "ferret out the actual images" (p. 142). Feminine imagery related 
td God is scarce and of a decidedly secondary nature. It compares God's action to the 
action of women; it does not give information concerning his gender or how we are to 
address him. In trying to make a case for the feminine side of God's nature, Spencer 
misses the true import of the feminine imagery in the Bible-that is, women's experience 
is significant in God's sight, and he is concerned with relating to them. 

Spencer makes a strange statement in her conclusion, one that seems to contradict 
Mark 9:35, which she quotes in the same paragraph. "The more women have power, the 
more meaningful will be their service" (p. 137). Service and power do not go hand in hand 
in the Christian way of life. 

Whenever one disagrees with another's conclusion concerning what Scripture says 
on a subject, one tends to suspect that the other's preconceived ideas determine Scrip
ture's meaning rather than the reverse. However, in spite of my opposite position I cannot 
doubt Spencer's deep respect for the authority of Scripture. Her work is readable and 
logically and zealously argued, and it offers some interesting insights. It deserves careful 
attention and response. 

Afda'shusband David writes a most enlightening afterword, in which he generously 
shares personal insights into their life as co-ministers in an egalitarian marriage. Their 
commitment to serving Christ in their careers and family life and their love for each 
other is apparent and admirable. 

Beyond the Curse concludes with a study guide sure to produce lively discussion. 
Susan T. Foh 

Ft. Wood,MO 

The NN Interlinear Hebrew-English Old Testament. Vol. 4 / Isaiah-Malachi. By John R. 
Kohlenberger III. Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1985, 591 pp., $24.95. 

The fourth and final volume of NNIHEOT has now appeared, containing Isaiah 
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through Malachi. This volume preserves the features already well-known in ;theo,ther 
three: the Hebrew text of BHS spaced out acrossthe page, with a grammatically literal 
word-for-word translation fitted underneath and the NN placed in a large m~gin.The 
word-for-word translation is based primarily on the vocabulary of the NN, but it departs 
from this pattern in rendering thetetragrammaton and the cognate accusative. Many 
beginning students of Hebrew will be grateful for this aid. 

D. A. Carson 

The Hebrew Bible and Its Modern Interpreters. By Douglas A. Knight and · Gene M. 
Tucker, editors. Philadelphia/Chico: Fortress/Scholars, 1985. 

This volume is part of a three-part series sponsored by the Society of Biblical Liter
ature on the occasion of the centennial of its founding. The companion volumes will deal 
with the NT and early Judaism. The purpose of the book is to critically appraise devel
opments in the various areas of OT research since 1945. 

The essays that comprise the volume are immensely valuable to serve as guides to 
the modern history of research and to the present state of affairs of the study of the ~T. 
In brief compass the reader may become generally acquainted with the whole scope of 
research. This will serve the beginning student who wants orientation to the discipline 
as a whole and to more advanced scholars who are interested in areas other than their 
own area of specialty. 

For the most part, the division of the · field into fifteen areas is adequate. The first 
seven chapters may be described as "method" and include studies of history (J. M. Miller), 
archaeology (W. Dever), Near Eastern background (J. J. M. Roberts), traditional critical 
methods (R. Knierim), new methods (like structuralism; R. Culley), religion (P. D. Miller) 
and theology (G. Coats). The next seven chapters divide the OT into sections: Pentateuch 
(D. A. Knight), historical literature (P. Ackroyd), prophecy (G. Tucker), wisdom literature 
(J. Crenshaw), lyrical literature (E. Gerstenberger), legends of wise heroes and heroines 
(S. Niditch) and apocalyptic literature (P. Hanson). The last chapter is on the relationship 
between the Hebrew Bible and modern culture (W.Harrelson). 

As one can tell from the preceding list, the authors for each chapter are wellcJ'tosen 
in that they are all experts in their respected specialties and are well aware Qf the 
research done since 1945. Since they are going beyond a mere description of research to 
provide a critical review, one must keep in· mind their idiosyncrasies. Sometimes the 
personal opinion of the scholar comes across as if it were universally . held. One small 
example is Crenshaw's statement about the integrity of the book of Ecclesiastes in which 
he comments. on Kidner's work: "The inconsistency that stands out within the book does 
not necessarily indicate multiple authorship. The element of contradiction has been 
exaggerated, although attempts to deny it altogether (Kidner) have proved unsuccessful" 
(p. 378; italics mine). 

The major drawback of the book is something over which the contributors had abso
lutely no control. The book was published in 1985, but the articles were all written before 
1980. Thus the "state of the art" is already substantially dated. For instance, Knierim 
is unable to take into account the paradigm-shifting work of Kugel, O'Connor, · Geller, 
Berlin and others in the reading of Hebrew poetry. Particularly striking is his statement 
that the insights of Lowth are still accepted by one and all (p. 412). The new literary 
approach to the text (particularly as represented in . the work of Alter, Gunn, Berlin, 
Clines and others), which logically would be included in the chapter by Culley, is hardly 
discussed at all, being primarily a phenomenon of the 1980s. All of the essays are more 

Andy Naselli
Rectangle


