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platform for the expression of his particular views. These books, including the present 
one, nevertheless have their value even if, as is the case here, the "Jewish" view presented 
is decidedly a modern one. Apart from the occasionally helpful insight, the Jewish per
spective here is not one that finally enables us to understand the historical Paul better. 

Donald A. Hagner 
Fuller Theological Seminary 

The Spirit and the Congregation: Studies in 1 Corinthians 12-15. By Ralph P. Martin. 
Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1984, 168 pp., $10.95. 

I read this book after I had virtually finished my preparation for a series of lectures 
on 1 Corinthians 12-14 and had therefore canvassed hundreds of articles and scores of 
books on these difficult and disputed chapters. As far as book-length studies go, only a 
handful of works stand out as treatments that merit serious study. Martin's is among 
them. 

The book is by and large understandable without any knowledge of the original 
language. The notes are reasonably full and offer some insight into the secondary lit
erature, and the "Points to Ponder" at the end of each section of Martin's translation of 
the text raise questions for the Greek student. I mean that quite literally: These "Points" 
ask questions of the Greek student, which are for the most part answered only in the 
exposi tion itself. 

Martin argues that there is an underlying theological error behind these chapters. 
Some substantial part of this Hellenistic church came to hold the view that baptism 
constituted their resurrection to new life. This experience gave them an entrance to an 
exalted life in the here and now, an exalted life whose genius was a sensible experience 
of "spirit" of which "speaking in tongues" was the sign and proof. Their eschatology was 
over-realized, and their future hope of a new bodily existence of the resurrection was 
collapsed into a kind of spiritual ecstasy of the present. That is one of the reasons why 
Martin links chap. 15 to chaps. 12-14; the question of the resurrection is utterly bound 
up with the eschatological error that underlies the problem of ecstatic utterance. In that 
sense, of course, one could argue that what is really required is an exposition of the entire 
epistle-but I suppose one has to stop somewhere. 

This is not the place to raise detailed objections to exegetical points, but perhaps I 
may indicate my hesitations on at least two points. First, Martin detects several "quo
tations" from the Corinthian church in the material that Paul writes, but I remain 
unpersuaded that he provides controls adequate for the justification of this position. They 
are quite unlike the undisputed instances (e.g. 6:12, etc.). Second, Martin offers his own 
modification of the now common view that in 1 Cor 14:34-36 Paul is dealing with char
ismatic women who so wish to usurp authority that they have tumbled into doctrinal 
error. The silence he enjoins is therefore limited by this theological deviation. I confess 
I have never been able to understand an exegesis of this passage that makes Paul so 
chauvinistic that the only heretics he is prepared to silence are the female ones. Or does 
Martin seriously think that the only Corinthians who espoused these deviant theories 
in Corinth were women? 

Martin interacts with the most important works of scholarship, but he purposely does 
not deal with popular books. In writing an exposition at a semi-popular level, however, 
that can prove a serious oversight. There may not be many international-class scholars 
who hold that the tongues in 1 Corinthians 12-14 were real languages and the gift of 
interpretation merely the ability to translate them into the Greek of Corinth, or that the 
middle voice of 13:8 means that tongues will cease of themselves; but there are many 

Andy Naselli
Rectangle



BOOK REVIEWS 219 

people around who believe precisely those points and who justify their interpretation on 
the basis of popular or semi-popular expositions. It is to be regretted that Martin does 
not respond, in his own semi-popular work, to such concerns. 

D. A. Carson 

The Epistles to the Colossians, to Philemon and to the Ephesians. By F. F. Bruce. NICNT. 
Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1984, xxviii + 442 pp., $18.95. 

Bruce is. well known as a scholarly and popular commentator. Having written com
mentaries on most of the Pauline epistles, he has now revised his work on Colossians 
(the first Pauline letter he commented on) and included with it in the one volume new 
works on Philemon and Ephesians. The original NICNT volume on Ephesians (and Co
lossians) was written by E. K. Simpson (and Bruce) in 1957, while Philemon was some
what surprisingly grouped with Philippians in J. J. Muller's 1955 volume in the series. 

The current work on Colossians invites comparison with the earlier exposition. The 
more recent introduction is much longer than its predecessor (thirty-one pages against 
eleven) and is more detailed in its treatment of the cities of the Lycus valley, the Jewish 
settlement there, and the arrival of the gospel at Colosse. Particularly helpful was the 
clear assessment of the "Colossian" heresy together with several possible Jewish back
grounds, including that of merkabah mysticism. 

One would not expect a careful and judicious commentator such as Bruce to have to 
retract much of his exegesis of Colossians. When we come to compare the two expositions 
we find this to be the case---refinement yes, but very little that has been overturned by 
recent scholarship. On the whole the expositions are fuller, and certainly the bibliograph
ical details in the footnotes have been expanded and updated (to 1983). Issues such as 
Christ's preexistence (Col 1:15), "universal reconciliation" (1:20), filling up whatever is 
lacking in the sufferings of Christ (1:24) as well as other cruxes were all handled carefully 
and in the light of current problems of interpretation. Again and again it was clear that 
Bruce was aware of the contemporary literature on the issues, but he has not allowed 
his interaction with such literature to turn him aside from commenting on the text of 
Paul's letter. It is a pity that W. Grudem's linguistic researches into the meaning .of 
kephale as "head" signifying authority rather than source or origin were not available 
to Bruce for his remarks on Col 1:18. 

Some of the author's views about the letter to Philemon were known from his book 
on Paul (chap. 34; see also his earlier article, "St. Paul in Rome: 2," BJRL [Autumn 
1965]). It is a great blessing to Bible students, however, to have available his detailed 
exegesis of the text of this epistle, especially as Bruce's vast skills and sensitivity as . a 
commentator are clearly evident in handling a document that is filled with allusions, 
hints or suggestions. A good instance of this sensitivity is evident in determining the 
nature of Paul's request of Philemon. Clearly, Paul specifically asks that Philemon will 
receive his slave Onesimus on a new footing-i.e., as a fellow Christian and a partner in 
the gospel (v 16). But Bruce is right when he adds that Paul "is delicately letting Phi
lemon know that what he would really like him to do is to send Onesimusback to him 
to continue the personal service that he has already begun to render Paul" (p. 199). The 
only qualification regarding the exegetical comments on the letter concerns the meaning 
of "obedience" in v 21. In our judgment this has to do with Philemon's obedience to the 
will of God (a deeper understanding of which Paul has already prayed for, v 6). Since 
there has been clear evidence of Philemon's obedience in the past, demonstrated so con-
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