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insists that the mediating topographical emphasis in Mark is the 
journey. That is, the final mediation of the topographical references is 
the way or road: Jesus, the leader, is 'on the way',-his followers with 
him, and it is in this dynamic process of being 'on the way' that God is 
heard and his power exhibited. 

In ract, in her fifth chapter on 'Integrating Markan Space',-Malbon 
argues that 'the way' is the key mediation ofMarkan space, the tensions 
of which are ultimately recognized as the fundamental opposition 
between order and chaos. That is, Mark knows no place of final 
resolution, as is reflected in the problematic ending of the Gospel in 
16:7. "'(C)onflict between the chaos and order of life is overcome not in 
arriving, but in being on the way' (168). In the end, then, Malbon 
underscores the discipleship-orientation of Mark's Gospel, and points to 
the inexora~le c~ecti~n between cbristology and discipleship for 
Mark. In this she 18 certainly correct, and her analysis corroborates the 
general outlines of the recent work of Ernest Best and others on the 
discipleship-theme of the Second Gospel. 

This is not to suggest Malbon's book is wholly satisfYing, however, fur 
a few- theological lacunae are noticeable and some matters of detail cry 
out for greater attention. Thus, her treatment of the 'wilderness' fulls to 
come ~o terms adeq~tely ~th the theological portrait Mark is painting. 
What IS the theolOgIcal relation of the wilde~references in 6:31,32, 
35 to those in ~ :3, 4,12,13,35, 45? Does it matter that the major themes 
of these earlier texts are picked up again in 14:39-46, even if 
Gethsemane is not called a 'wilderness place'? That is, could not a 
literary-theological approach hall!! been of assistance to the structuralist 
analysis at this (and other) poins? 

As for details, in 3:9Jesus has a boat made ready fur him. In 3:10-12 
Mark summarizes Jesus' ministJy as a healer and exorcist. But in 3:13 
J~ does not climb into a boat; rather, he 'went up into the hills'. What 
will Malbon make of the strange flow of this narrative? Has Markjoined 
traditions as a 'conservative redactor' (8. la Rudolf Pesch); has this 
procedure gotten in the way of a smooth narrative sequence? Is it 
possible that Malbon's focus on spatial references is too narrow? 

In ~hort, th~ inte':}>reter of Mark will find this study interesting, 
sometimes enlighterung. We have much for which to be grateful to 
Mal~n-her generally fine analysis and her ability to communicate a 
sometimes-arcane method of study in a highly-readable style. However, 
the need fo~ even greater methodological integration in Gospels' 
research continues. 
New College, Berkeley JOEL B. GREEN 

Proclamation from Prophecy and Pattenl: 
Lucan Old Testament Theology 

by Darrell L. Bock 
(JSNTSS 12; SheffielLJ.:JSOT Press, 1987. 413 pp. £10.501$15.94 [pbk], 

£25.001$37.50 [cloth] ) 

The use of the Old Testament in the New has been studied intensively in 
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recent years. Questions of text form, tradition history, Jewish and 
Hellenistic parallels, underlying hermeneutical axioms, apocalyptic or 
doctrinal motives and audience criticism have generated a substantial 
stream of monographs focusing on New Testament books or corpora, 
blocks of Old Testament material commonly cited, or even on 
comprehensive themes. A new venture into the area therefore needs 
justification in terms of fresh aim, method or results. In a modest way, 
Bock offers all three. 

Are-written furm of a Ph.D. dissertation supervised by Professor 
I. Howard Marshall at the University of Aberdeen and successfully 
defended in 1982, this book begins with a comprehensive survey of 
recent study on Luke's use of the Old Testament. The breadth of opinion 
can be schematized by the polarized opposition between P. Schubert, 
who represents those who see a 'proof from prophecy' scheme, and 
M. Rese, who denies altogether the presence of any promise-fulfilment 
motifin Luke-Acts. 

Bock aims, then, to assess these diverse concluSions in terms of his 
own fresh study of the texts. Methodologically, he examines the Old 
~estament citations in Luke-Acts in their sequential order of presenta
tion by Luke to determine by redaction critical means if this order 
betrays the purpose and function of the Old Testament texts in their 
Lukan contexts. The study is slanted toward delineation of Luke's 
Cbristology. Bock concludes that Luke consciously takes the reader from 
a kingly, Messiah-Servant Cbristology to a presentation ofjesus as Lord 
of all. This conceptual development, springing from Luke's choice, 
ordering and treatment of Old Testament texts, is independent of any 
particular version: the same points could be made from the Hebrew text 
as easily as from the LXX. In detailed interaction with Rese, Bock seeks to 
refute his thesis that there is no promise-fulfilment theme in Luke's use 
of the Old Testament, and argues instead that the 'hermeneutical 
method' adopted by Luke in the treatment of the Old Testament can be 
labelled 'proclamation from prophecy and pattern', the latter under
stood along what are more commonly called typological lines. Granted 
the independence of Luke's treatment from any particular version, and 
the fact the the 'OT text and theJesus event are in active interaction with 
one another', it fullows that 'Luke's method may well reflect the 
influence of Jesus himself. 'Moreover, because the demonstration that 
Jesus is Lord of all, communicated by Luke's particular sequence of Old 
Testament Cbristological texts, is completed by Acts 10, it is not 
surprising that Old Testament Cbristology stops in Acts 13 (though of 
course not other uses of the Old Testament), where 'the fucUB shifts to the 
presentation of the Gentile mission by the church.' 

There are many interesting and valuable su~estions in the work, 
such as, fur example, Bock's explanation fur 'ta~ wbiva~ in the LXXIActs 
rendering of J:!eblP, in the well-known conundrum ofPsa.161Acts 2:24. 
He proposes an interpretive and conscious word-play in which the pain 
surrounding death is linked with a description about death encircling its 
victims. 'The key point is that the mixed metaphor could be formed in 
Greek as a conscious interpretive rendering of these Hebrew passages. 
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The im.age emerges from the verbs in the Hebrew text and the context.' If 
so, the objection that a tenn rendered robivu£ was not possible in the 
origina..1 Hebrew context can be set aside; in that case there is no need to 
appeal to a concept such as death giving birth, which in any case would 
be unique in the New Testament. 

But I1esitations at crucial points remain. In the same passage, for 
instancE, Bock rightly outlines Peter's (Luke's) argument in Acts 2: 
Psa.16 could not have been referring to David since by dying and 
contio\1ing undisturbed in the grave David failed to fulfil the promise 
that God's Holy One would not see corruption. The reference, then, must 
be to the Messiah. On this basis Bock rejects &ese's (later) view that 
Luke's use of Ps.16 does not belong to the category of prophecy and 
fulfilment but is simply a typological connection in which David 
embodies the person of the Messiah. But here (and repeatedly 
throughout the book), Bock may be rejecting too much. Granted that 
Rese's thesis is wrong, it is arguable that Bock is rejecting that wrong 
thesis ti:lr the wrong reasons. The New Testament writers do not treat 
what IDight be called 'verbal prophecy' and 'typological prophecy' as 
fimdaInentally diflerent categories, as if the fonner involves prophecy 
and fultilment and the latter does not. It could be argued rather that at 
least Luke, john, Paul, Matthew and the author of the epistle to the 
Hebrevvs saw the 'patterns' of the Old Testament as themselves 
fimdarnentally'prophetic'. I'm not sure Bock has worked through such 
possibilities. 

My SEcond hesitation is that, 1ypical of Ph.D. dissertations, this work 
focuses so narrowly on one set of texts within a coIpUS that it may 
overlook some crucial questions that a more wholistic approach to the 
corpus dare not fail to ask. Is Luke's Christology, or rather controlled 
change from Messiah-8ervant Christology to 'esus is Lord of all' 
Chrlstology, so powerful a control that it detennines the seJection and 
exegesis of Old Testament Christological texts? Might one not argue that 
other themes-such as the salvation-historical structure of Luke's 
thought:, his self-conscious reflect:Wn on the henneneutical process going 
on in Christian apologetic, the roughly chronological development ofhis 
story--have so shaped his Christology that the sequence of Old 
Testament quotations is almost predetennined? This is not to say Bock is 
wrong, but only that univocal expl;mations in a work as intertwined and 
complex as Luke-Acts can strike the reader as simplistic. Or again, is it 
not begging the issue to omit Acts 15:16-18 on the ground that it is 
theological and ecclesiological .but not Christological? Surely the 
typological Christology is essential to the ecclesiological conclUliions. 
And this passage falls after Acts 13 and reverts to a Christology rather 
different from 'esus is Lord of all', because of the issues being addressed 
at the Jerusalem Council, viz. the conditions of entrance to the people 
of God. 

Finally, I am a little nervous about Bock's reading of some of his 
secondary literature. He has certainly misunderstood Turner at one or 
two points, and I think Rese as well. The reason, I suspect, is that his 
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own questions and agenda have occasionally prevented him from seeing 
that they are not everyone else's. 
Trinity Evangelical Divinity &!wol D. A. CARsoN 

New Resolutions of Old Conundrums: 
A &e.h insight Into Luke's Gospel 

by j. Duncan M. DeITett 
(Shipston-on-Stour: P. J. Drinkwater, 1987. 240 pp. £15.(0) 

The present volume continues the flow of exegetical work on New 
Testament texts that has been coming from Professor Derrett since the 
late 1960's and especially since the publication in 1970 of his co~ 
versial but well-received volume of essays Law in the New Testament. 
Now ~ are oHered studies on john the Baptist (Luke 3:19-20 with 
Mark 6;14-19), the rejection in Nazareth (Luke 4:16-30) losing life to 
save it (Luke 9;24-27), love of enemies (Luke 6:35), Martha and Mary 
(Luke 10:38-41), the thief in the night (Matt. 24:43-44 and Luke 12: 
39-40), differential bearings (Luke 12:47-48&), and Ga1iJeans on whom 
the tow'er fell (Luke 13:1-5). In addition, DeITett has provided a series of 
excuses, extended notes, and appendices which relate more or less 
tangentially to the main thread of the work. Finally there is a rather 
misnamed 'Conclusion' which, after the briefest of conclusions sketching 
the main lines of the understanding of the hiBtoricaljesus which Derrett 
believes emerges from his studies, continues with a twenty-six page 
defence of his own method against its detractors in the academic 
establishment. 

The present work exhibits the strengths we have come to expect ofhis 
work. Professor Derrett has a creative and rertile mind, an acute eye for 
detail, and the encyclopaedic knowledge of a true modern-day 
Renaissance man. He has quarried widely (or to use his own imagery 
excavated) and is not afraid to draw upon the most diverse of sources to 
generate insight and to create perspective. If Derrett is wrong, he is so 
brilliantly. 

Professor Derrett writes as one alienated from the professional 
establishment of New Testament scholars. At least indirectly, he accuses 
the establishment of (a proneness to) the use of scholarship as a means 
of competitive self-promotion, the modernizing of jesus for contem
porary tastes, being bQund and restricted by an excessive concern to be 
systematic, and a false beliefin its own detached objectivity. Indeed, it is 
not reaDy clear for whom Derrett writes. On the one hand he appears to 
want to by-pass the prof~nals and to appeal to a wider audience not 
captive to the system. But on the other hand his writing is so technical 
and cryptic (at times quite obscure) that only fellow-professionals are 
likely to last the distance. No doubt each one of Derrett's accusations is at 
times true, but sweeping accusations are generally less than helpful and 
the progress of acadeJ;nic insight is furwarded by the critique of work 
done, rather than of the persons who stand behind that work. 

Andy Naselli
Rectangle

Andy Naselli
Rectangle


