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II yBe e Kronholm, Motifts from Genesıs T5 1n the
hymns of Ephrem he SYyiLan, with particular reference

the influence of Jewish exegetical tradıtion onıectanea Biblica, Old Testa-
ment Series 11) Lund (CWK Gleerup) 1978 251 S brosch., SKr FEL
Kronholm’s intention 15 wo-fold fırst, establish hat interpretation of the

pre-Abrahamic mater1al 1n enesı1s 15 offered 1n the hymns established by Beck 4a5

genu1ine, and second, make comparatıve study wiıth Jewish exeges1s. He CO1I1L-

cludes that Ephrem 15 iınfluenced by the Antiochene tradıtiıon of theoria, by hıs O W:

ascetical interests, AN! by haggadic tradıtions simıiılar those found in the Pirke
d-Rabbi FEliezer and Targum Ps.-Jonathan.

The value ot chis book 15 1ts detaıiled exposıtion otf the ot Ephrem.
It 15 hard, however, avoid the impression that all this wealth ot material 15 only
prolegomena the real study ot Ephrem, tor almost evaluatıiıon, whet
historical theological, 15 offered, wiıth the result that while do ındeed learn
hat Ephrem saıd, ATe zıven lıttle help locate hım wıthın the of
his contemporarıes (Chrıistian and ewish) along the lines ot development ot the
exegetical tradıitions within hıch he stands. Arguabily, limits ha: be sSet this
work somewhere: but isolate the hymns aM the Commentary enesis from
the reSt of Ephrem’s wrıitings 15 surely CON!  ate tOO NAarrOW body ot
CXIS; and adduce (sometımes, though NOL invarıabily, quoted ın extenso) parallels
trom undated rabbiniıc and Targums, and from undatable Mandaean
(cf. 141 18) 15 NOL illuminatıng.

O1 evaluatıon ot relationshıps between Ephrem and such parallel 15
oftered by Kronholm, 1t 15 ften questionable. For example, speak of the ‚1nt1-
INaAate relationship between Johannıne COnceptions and Mandaic ideas‘, wıth refe-

Odeberg and Bultmann (p 1735 il. IO} 15 massıve petitı0 princıpi. There
the discoverıies ofAL undoubtedly conceptual lınks, but 1n the aftermath

Qumran anı arsten Colpe’s Die religionsgeschichtliche Schule (E961); the precıse
genetical relationshıps between Mandaeısm IN the fourth gospel postulated by
Bultmann s untenaDble. Similarly, the iıdea that Ephrem 15 refuting Philonic ıdea
(p D 4), that Philo 15 the ultimate SOUTICEC of One ot Ephrem’s ideas (D 48 I1l.

5), CaNnNOt be accepted wiıithout urther qualifications: Philo, ıke Ephrem, 15 de-
pendent prior exegetical traditions, and the assertion that Ephrem 15 COMN-

ceptually related the eXpression of ıdea in Philo, rather than more U LICT
rally) the tradıtiıon standıng behind the Philoniıic LTEXT, requıres demonstratıon.
Ephrem knew Greek how then di he combat Philo?

third example of chis tendency otf Kronholm take c<hort-cuts 1n hiıs inter-
pretatiıon of Ephrem 15 his uUuSCc of the Revelatıon of John parallel TEXT (r CSp

f3 170; ct Iso 115 11. 76, 149, 161) There AIC undeniable parallels, but ıf
Kronholm wishes that Revelatıon W as Ephrem’s SOUTCE he INUST explain
NOW Ephrem know this book, hich W as NOT 1n the of the Syrıac
urch It would be TMNOTE Sa y that both Ephrem and Revelation stand
within tradıtion, ultimately traceable intertestamental Jewish apocalyptic and
wısdom lıterature, 'hıch made use of particular ımages and themes trom the Old
Testament. In the CASE of Rev 1:3 adduced significant parallel Ephrem
(cf 1DB CSP. 5E 15), Kronholm has made several questionable assumpt10ns: first,
that this Pasasc an the patrıstic interpretation ot 1t 1n SOINC estern authors Wer«ec

known the Syriac tradıtion, and second, that 1ts CONCEDT ot LW eschatological
wıtnesses 15 signiıficantly related the CONCCDT ot CW! paraenetic wıtnesses for
dam and Eve 1n Ephrem, De Ecclesia

Much remaıns be one 1 exploring the synchronic ıN: diachronic relatıons
of Ephrem’s exeges1s. 'hıs urther work will undoubtedly rest the solid basıs ot
aretul in vest1gat1ons like Kronholm’s. And, since Ephrem 15 atable, this urther
work ll hed ımportant light the study of the Jewish materijal. We mMaYy hope
that Kronholm, whi knows both these fields of research well,; 311 have INOTC

Say the question ot their inter-relationships.
Wıen Brıan McNeiıl


