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des chercheurs anciens et contemporains, de rendre raison à chacune d’elle, et de 

montrer sa préférence, sans jamais mépriser l’une ou l’autre. L’A. se base égale-

ment sur une bibliographie solide et actualisée.

Himbaza est encore bon pédagogue: ses descriptions sont simples et jamais 

simplistes. Pas à pas, il emmène tant le lecteur novice que le lecteur expérimenté 

en quête de rafraîchissement, dans les méandres de la critique textuelle de l’hébreu 

de l’Ancien Testament, avec méthode, en en développant les aspects sans lenteur 

ni précipitation, sans rien éluder ni exagérément étaler. Chaque point abordé est 

illustré par un ou même plusieurs exemples. On sait d’ailleurs gré à Himbaza 

d’avoir cueilli ceux-ci à travers l’ensemble du texte, et pas uniquement dans le 

Lévitique, dont il est pourtant l’éditeur pour la BHQ.

Afin peut-être de clarifier le propos, l’A. répète quelques fois des notions ou des 

constats, à quelques pages d’intervalles: si cela peut paraître un peu maladroit à 

celui qui lit le Manuel de bout en bout, c’est en revanche utile, pour celui qui se 

contente de consulter une section ou l’autre, chaque section ayant sa propre auto-

nomie dans son propos. En même temps, plusieurs renvois invitent le lecteur à se 

reporter d’une section à l’autre, à d’autres ouvrages du même auteur ou d’autres 

auteurs, pour approfondir ou illustrer les sujets traités.

On peut regretter quelques fautes de typographie, et un soin assez relatif porté à 

la mise en page de l’hébreu, notamment dans la gestion des espaces et de la ponc-

tuation. On peut espérer néanmoins qu’un tel ouvrage donne lieu dans un avenir 

proche à une traduction en anglais — ou d’autres langues: si certes le lecteur franco-

phone se réjouira de trouver dans ce Manuel, un outil solide et actualisé publié dans 

sa langue, il faut admettre (et déplorer?) que le français n’atteigne qu’un public 

restreint: or, la qualité de l’ouvrage d’Innocent Himbaza mérite une plus large 

diffusion.
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Carlos Javier GIL ARBIOL, Escritos paulinos (Introducción al Estudio de la 

Biblia). Estella, Verbo Divino, 2024. 650 p. 16 × 24. €37,16

This book replaces the work Escritos paulinos, initially published in the same 

series by the Spanish Biblical Association (Introduction to Biblical Studies) and 

authored by J. Sánchez Bosch. Compared to his predecessor, Gil Arbiol’s work 

(hereafter GA) includes an updated status quaestionis of Pauline studies and care-

fully nuances the biographical data available about Paul in the Acts of the Apostles 

and his letters. Unlike Sánchez Bosch’s study, GA dedicates more space to intro-

ductory topics and less to the detailed examination of the letters. Consistent with 

the didactic purpose of the series, each chapter of the book concludes with several 

deepening exercises and a brief annotated bibliography. The bibliography cited 

by GA is updated and comprehensive, reflecting various interpretative trends and 
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encompassing the main European languages (English, German, French, Italian, 

Spanish). However, the book does not include a final bibliography or indexes (of 

authors or biblical citations). 

GA’s insight that guides his entire work states that understanding Paul’s life and 

the historical context of his recipients improves the comprehension of his mission. 

Both the approximate knowledge of Paul’s life and the conjectural understanding 

of the historical context in which the letters were written enable an adequate under-

standing of Pauline literature. The author summarizes, in fact, his study assump-

tions as follows. (1) The Pauline epistolary is the result of a compilation process. 

(2) The composition of the letters takes place within three overlapping contexts: 

the Roman Empire, Second Temple Judaism, and the renewal movement within 

Judaism from which Christianity emerged. (3) The interpretation of each letter must 

consider the historical circumstances of its composition. (4) The contemporary 

interpretation of the letters should respect the meaning they had at the time of their 

composition, thereby avoiding anachronistic projections.

The book is a substantial work, structured into three major parts. The first part 

addresses three introductory topics: Pauline studies, Paul’s life, and the literary 

characteristics of the Pauline epistolary. The second part examines the letters con-

sidered authentic (undisputed), while the third part focuses on the contested ones 

(Deutero-Pauline and Pastoral letters). This mature work integrates some of the 

author’s previous research, which will be cited in the relevant sections. 

The first chapter is dedicated to presenting recent Pauline studies and consti-

tutes one of the best contributions of this book. The first part of this chapter is 

organized around three main axes: Paul and the Roman Empire; Paul and the 

Judaism of his time; and Paul and emerging Christianity. GA situates the figure of 

Paul within a plausible reconstruction of the recipients of his mission. The second 

part of this chapter synthesizes the interpretations and perspectives of current 

Pauline research. GA divides this presentation as follows: traditional interpreta-

tions; the “New Perspective”; and the most recent perspectives (radical per-

spective, Paul within Judaism). The general assessment is based on the latter per-

spective, Paul within Judaism, acknowledging that “todavía se necesitará tiempo 

para que estas nuevas perspectivas se asienten, reciban valoraciones, críticas y 

generen consensos” (60). The final part of this chapter addresses the theological 

themes of the letters that are subjects of debate: reliable sources; the centrality 

of the message of Christ (faith in Christ, redemption, and justification); Paul’s 

Jewish identity; the ethical nature of his exhortations; and the configuration of 

the ἐκκλησία. GA’s presentation has the advantage of distinguishing between 

partial consensuses and debated topics, as well as between traditional studies 

and recent developments.

The second chapter is dedicated to the study of Paul’s life. First, GA emphasizes 

the challenges scholars face in determining the sources and chronology of the 

Apostle’s life. GA seeks to harmonize the data from the Acts of the Apostles 

and Paul’s letters, particularly around the “council” in Jerusalem as attested in 

Acts 15,12-18 and Gal 1,18 – 2,1, corroborated by extrabiblical information from 

the decree of Tiberius Caesar during the time of proconsul Gallio. GA divides 

Paul’s life into three major stages: the first, before his calling, characterized by 

his defense of Judaism; the second, more extensive, as a believer in Christ depend-

ent on Antioch; and the third, more intense, as an independent missionary. GA’s 

presentation skillfully highlights the historical and especially theological reasons 
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that led Paul to “independence” from the influence of Jerusalem and to under-

take a mission among the Gentiles, particularly among those who did not know 

Christ, “so that I do not build on someone else’s foundation” (Rom 15,20). This 

chapter closely follows GA’s previous publication on the same subject (C.J. Gil 

Arbiol, Qué se sabe de...Pablo en el naciente cristianismo [Estella 2015]). 

The third chapter examines the literary characteristics of the Pauline letters. GA 

illustrates the epistolary structure of Paul’s letters within the context of ancient 

letters. He briefly mentions studies in classical rhetoric and its possible influence 

on Pauline argumentation; however, he downplays its importance in understanding 

the Apostle’s letters. Instead, he devotes more attention to the compilation process 

of the epistolary, its authorship, and the phenomenon of pseudepigraphy.

The presentation of the Pauline epistolary in the second and third parts, chap-

ters 4–13, follows the chronological order of the composition of the letters (rather 

than their canonical order). The presentation of each letter adheres to the same 

model: first, the circumstances of its composition; second, the rhetorical or argu-

mentative strategy of the letter along with its main theological themes; third, sev-

eral deepening exercises are provided; and finally, an annotated bibliography for 

the study of the letter.

GA prioritizes the study of Paul’s life and his historical context. While he 

acknowledges the usefulness of rhetorical studies for understanding general 

methods of persuasion, he dismisses some of their conclusions when interpreting 

the letters. Two examples suffice to illustrate his reservations and limitations.

GA demonstrates how the personal experience of Jesus’ death is explained 

through its contrast with the figure of Adam (Rom 5,12-21). Jesus’ obedience to 

God, extending to the ultimate consequences, is contrasted with Adam’s diso-

bedience. GA’s conclusion is accurate: in the model of Adam, all those who 

have disobeyed the divine will are recognized, and this model (type) opposes 

that of Jesus the Messiah, whose obedience leads to “justification and life for 

all” (Rom 5,18). However, GA does not address the disproportion between one’s 

obedience and the other’s disobedience. To explain this disproportion, one would 

need a better understanding of the Pauline rhetoric employed in this instance, 

namely, the argumentative technique of synkrisis — a preliminary rhetorical exercise 

attested in the progymnasmata. The argument not only compares or contrasts two 

types but also paradoxically emphasizes the disproportionate effects of one of 

the two models’ actions. Only in this way, as GA glimpses, can one understand the 

contrast between “disobedience” and “obedience” (Rom 5,19). While through the 

disobedience of one, many were made — constituted — sinners, through the obe-

dience of one, many will be made righteous.

GA emphasizes that for Paul, the knowledge of sin comes through the law. The 

description of Paul’s life links this knowledge of sin to his period of strict obser-

vance of the norms prescribed in the Torah. GA’s interpretation of Rom 7,7-8 

similarly highlights Paul’s personal experience, noting that he would not have 

known sin if he had not been aware of the legal commandment “do not covet”. 

GA extends this explanation by asserting that the awareness of covetousness creates 

a dramatic situation not only for Paul but for anyone who cannot stop coveting 

(512). While GA’s conclusion is correct, it does not address the type of argument 

Paul uses to demonstrate that this drama pertains not only to Paul (a Jew) but to 

any God-fearer (a Gentile). GA also does not justify the multiplication of laws in 

Rom 7,21-23. To explain this multiplication, one would need a better understanding 
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of Paul’s rhetorical technique, which in this case employs a figure of speech 

(antanaclasis), where the Apostle plays with a single term, assigning it different 

meanings — in this case, νόμος. The drama for both Jews and Gentiles consists of 

encountering multiple laws, not only the Torah, all of which are unable to control 

the power of sin (ἁμαρτία) to covet. Paul uses antanaclasis elsewhere in the letter 

to relativize the content of terms (e.g., Rom 14,4).

In future editions of this work, a statement that may be imprecise or even incon-

sistent with the author’s explanation should be clarified. Regarding the compi-

lation of Romans, particularly the difficulties surrounding chapter 16, the author 

states that “no queda rastro de ninguna variante en los papiros o pergaminos más 

antiguos conservados” (235). However, several chapters later, the author asserts 

that “los manuscritos más antiguos difieren en el contenido del final de la carta”, 

citing examples such as P46 and A (487). A careful study of the text, rather than 

the context, could benefit future readers of the work. It should be noted that there 

are two textual variants that indicate editorial work on the Letter: the final bless-

ing (16,20b) and the final doxology (16,25-27). Multiple placements of the final 

doxology are evidenced in different manuscripts. If only the antiquity of the vari-

ant were considered, its omission from the current location would be noteworthy. 

In P46 (circa 200 CE), the doxology appears immediately after 15,33 and before 

chapter 16 (16,1-23). This same papyrus substantially abbreviates the blessing 

of 16,20b, omitting “Christ” and “all”. Additionally, evidence from Origen, who 

noted that Marcion omitted chapters 15 and 16, should be considered. The omis-

sion of Romans 16 is also verified in the minuscule 1506 (a manuscript from 

Athos, 1320 CE). While these latter testimonies are not decisive on their own — the 

first being indirect and the second potentially late — they, combined with the evi-

dence from P46, clearly indicate that there were variants in the transmission his-

tory of the letter that did not include chapter 16.

Overall, this work is a fine contribution for Spanish-speaking scholars of Paul. 

It can be effectively used as a textbook for undergraduate students. Some foot-

notes will also be helpful for graduate students.
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James B. PROTHRO, The Bible and Reconciliation. Confession, Repentance, 

and Restoration (A Catholic Biblical Theology of the Sacraments). 

Grand Rapids, MI, Baker Academic, 2023. xvii-238 p. 15 × 23. $24.99

This work by Pauline scholar James Prothro (hereafter “P”) of the Augustine 

Institute provides a canonical overview of topics such as sin, repentance, confes-

sion, mercy, forgiveness, and penance, in order to present the biblical foundations 

of the Catholic sacrament of reconciliation. P.’s volume is not an exercise in apolo-

getics focusing just on “a few prooftexts” (19) for the sacrament, but rather an 




