
O0—2)uroJIh 4: 1, 89—99

B What of the Unevangelised?
Qu’ en-est-ıil des NO evangelıses?

M Und dıe UDVO Evangelıum Unerreichten?
Martın Goldsmith, Ware, England

RESUM deux dernıeres pOosıtioNs.
Notre approche de la question du sort de Le OUVEAL Testament traıte
CeuUuX quL ont Jamalıs ete evangelıses essentıellement, NO Das de
depend de noOotLre posıtıon theologıque P’universalısme MALS de ’unıversalıte.

(Cecı est demontre partır des eer1ıts deAans SsSo  _ ensemble. Il FfroLs optıons
princıpales: e pluralısme, l’Pexcelusıivisme Luc, aul et Jean. Pourtant le
et ’incelusıivisme. partıcularısme ımplıque DAr le CONCepPLT

Le pluralısme FeDOSE SUur quatre de gahal ans ’Ancıen Testament est
CrOYANCES. A n Y AaAUCUNe revelatıon maıntenu DOUTF l’Eglise du OUVEeAL
unıque ans l’hıstorre; ıl de Testament.
nombreux chemıns menant - Dıeu; Il est capıtal de DasS confondre Ia
AUCUNE expressıion de la verıte es  t relıgıon Uec la FaACce et Ia culture.
adequate; et devraıt prendre le L/’evangelısatıon DeuUt etre comprıse dans
‘meılleur’ de Loutes les relıgı0ons. sens ımperıialıste. La culture peut etre

L’ınclusivisme consıdere QUE prıse compte ans l’evangelısatıon.
verıte vıent de Dıeu, Dar Chrıst; Dar L’Eglise moderne est danger de
consequent, DULS qu’ıl du Ural et du perdre confiance. Bıen QUE O01l SOYOTLS
bon dans d’autres relıgıons, peut d’accord quw’ıl peul AQvOLr UunNne Dart de

verıte dans d’autres relıgıons et ıen qQUEetre GUEC Dr OChrıst. La nouvelle questıion
[  .  O  rdre du Jour de la theologıe est celle 045 FrecCconNnNalSsSiONs nOLTe DTFODTE

de l’orıgıne du ıen ‘vıent-ıl de OChrıst faıllıbılıte, A s’ensuLt Das qQUE Ia
revelatıon de Chrıst so1t ımparfaiıte. Lesde la revelatıon generale ?} De meme, y- -

fl dans d’autres relıgıions Uune part de notıions de grace, d’expiatıon, de
revelatıon quıD d’etre Sauve? repentance Sont essentıelles. Pourtant

Dans l’exclusıvisme, est SAUve Dıeu, dans miıserıcorde, peut SAUver

seulement Dar Ia foL specıfıque Chrıst des DEeEFrSONNESsS Sars qu’elles entendent
et les adeptes des autres relıgıons doıwvent l’Evangıle. De combıen de FONNALSSANCE

fourner Dver's [uL DOUFr etre SAUWUVES. Le chacun besoıin DOUFr etre SAUVE est
point de UU de ’auteur sıtue entre Cces l’affaıre de Dıeu.

USAMMENFASSUNG Voraussetzungen: <1bt heıne
Unser Ansatz Lın der Frage ach dem alleingültıge Offenbarung ın der
Schicksal der vVvO Evangelıum Geschichte; vıele Wege führen Gott;
Unerreichten hängt 919} UuUNnNserer alle Versuche, dıe Wahrheit
theologıschen Gesamtsıcht ab Es stehen formulıeren, sınd ınadäqualt; Na sollte
rel Möglıichkeiten zuU Auswahl: daher das ‘Beste‘ UVO  o allen Relıgıonen

übernehmen.Pluralısmus, Exklusivismus und
Inklusıivismus. Inklusıivismus behauptet, daß alle

Der Pluralısmus basıert auf vier Wahrheit UVO. ott kommlt, durch
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OChrıstus. Weıl ber Wahrheit und .JJTohannes gezeıgt. Doch der
(jutes LNM anderen Relıgıonen g1bt, muß Partikularısmus der alttestamentlıchen
dıes durch Chrıstus gewırkt seın. Dıe gahal sıch Lın der
e drınglıiche Frage, dıe sıch der neutestamentlıchen Giemeinde fort.
T’heologıe stellt, ıst dıe ach dem Es ıst DO großer Wıichtigkeıt, Relıgıon
Ursprung des (Guten khommt vVO nıcht miıt Rasse und Kultur

verwechseln. Evangelısatıon ainnChrıstus der DVO der allgemeınen ımperıalıstıisch verstanden werden.Offenbarung? Und damıt verbunden ıst Andererseıts aiann Kultur durchdıe Frage, ob heilbrıngende Evangelısatıon bestätigt werden.Offenbarung ın anderen Relıgı:onen g1bt Dıie moderne Kırche ıst durchExklusivismus betont, daß Erlösung Vertrauensverlust bedroht. Obgleıich wırausschlıeßlich durch den Glauben
OChrıstus möglıch LSt, und daß Anhänger zugeben, daß uch Wahrheit Ln

anderen Relıgıonen g1bt und daß WLr
anderer Relıgıonen sıch ıhm bekehren selber fehlerhaft sınd, folgt daraus nıcht,MmUSSeN, Erlösung erlangen. Der dafß dıe Offenbarung Chrıstı
Autor bewegt sıch zıwıschen den beıiden unvollkommen ıst Gnade, Sühne und
letztgenannten Posıtıionen. Buße sınd unverzıchtbar, doch annn ott

Das Neue Testament Wa  - nıcht ın ın seıiınem Erbarmen Menschen uch
erster Lıiınıe Unwersalısmus bemüht, Ahne Evangelısatıon retften ott
sondern Uniwersalıtat. Dies wırd entscheıdet darüber, wievıel Wıssen Jeder
anhand 919)  S Lukas, Paulus und für seıne Rettung braucht.

ntıl relatiıvely recent the queS- other faıths? Is there therefore truth ın
tıon of OU  — Chrıstian approach to the other faıths which 1S not LO be found 1ın the

unevangelısed only ser10usly affected Christian revelatıon ın Chrıst and 1ın the
those of wh WerTe ınvolved 1n mı1ıssıon biıblical word? Is the revelatıon and truth

'The oONteMPOFrary realıty of ın other faıths possıble of salva-
relıg10usly pluralıst socjeties has only tıon 1s ‚Jesus OChrıiıst 1ın hıs pPersSsonN and
COINE centre-stage theologıcally 1ın Europe work essentıal? Our relationshıp tO other

faıth forces LO ask Iso concern1ıng theIın OU. iıfe-time. * should therefore not
surprıse ıf Chriıstian theolog1ıans still DPCISON of ‚Jesus Chrıist Is he unıque
struggle wıt these questions an SOINE- the incarnatıon of God? Is he therefore

merely human 1S he Iso fully (+0d? Istımes PTrODOSC aMn SWeTs whiıich further the doctrine of the Trinıty NECESSarCVreflection unacceptable. Our
approach to other faıths an theır fol- Christian belhef merely the creatıon of
lowers touches aspect of hrıs- theologıans ın theır partıcular cContexts ın

prevı0us centurjes? 1S the bıblıcaltıan faıth and theology. In thıs conference word the totally trustworthy word of God
aTe concentratıng salvatıon, and and the touchstone by whiıich Judge allclearly 1eW of other faıths wiıll be

strongly infiuenced by OUTrT understandıng relıg10us belhef an practice? Or 1S the
Bıble Just 0)81 superb relıg10us bookof the necessıty otherwıse of the atOnNn- Dar wıth the Tevelatıons’ of other relı-

ıng work of ‚Jesus COChriıst 1n hıs death and gx10ns? ON could continue tO ‚9191resurrection. Other faıths compel tO tıon other aspect of Chrıstian belief,question wh 15 saved an by hat for al l OUT theology will conflict 1n SOTINE
Inevıtably have to ask the WaVYV and LO SOINE degree wıth the belhef of

prıimary question ofhat 1S salvatıon. But SOINE other faıth As have SeEeeN 1n the
other fundamental doectrines COINE equally wrıtiıngs of such theologıans John Hıck
under questıon. Is there revelatıon 1n and aul Knuıtter, nothing ın tradıtional
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Chriıstian theology remaıns sacrosanct deny unıqueness 1ın anı y revelatıon,
when ıt. 15 placed 1ın the ontext of the whether 1ın the PeTSON of ‚Jesus COhrist
challenge of other faıths. Our approach LO ın the Scriptures. They ould Iso deny

that ‚Jesus Christ the Bıble couldthe question of the unevangelısed wiıll
depend theologıcal posıtıon 1ın rela- damentally be called revelatıon rather
tionshıp tO these fundamentals of the than human beıing an human book
faıth Conversely ıt 15 equally Irın today which might ın SOINE WaYsS reflect the
that an Yy study of theology whiıich 1S5 not ultımate absolute. They would Iso have
related to the 1SSues of OU'  — pluralıstic real diffculties wıth the linkıing of revela-
iınter-faıth socıety 111 be out-dated tıon tO specıfıc hıistorical realıties such
1vory-tower theology. the incarnatıon of ‚Jesus Christ the

In thıs COINE together wrıtiıng of the Bıble
evangelıcal Christjans and therefore wıll
ase OUT debates the tradıtional Chrı1ıs- Belief that there AaTe Man y WaYsS LO
tıan faıth an beliıef 1n the Bıble the dıvıne realıty. Hıck clearly afırms ın
authorıitatıve word of God In thıs “Truth and Dıalogue” that a]] relız10ns

and theır inspıred books Ar develop-1ın the ontext of conference of European
Evangelıcal theologıans it wiıll not be ments of an eXpress10ns of “+he Samne

approprıate LO sgeek LO defend the funda- ultımate divıne realıty”. ach relıgıon
mentals of tradıtional Chrıistian belıef— CXPICSSCS varyıng uman experiı1ences of
such apologetics MUST COINE ın other the ultımate absolute. All faıths AÄATre there-
contexts. But, stated already, fore LO SOTINE extent valıd WaYs LO INOV®

approach TLO the question of the fate of the owards that ultımate which Chrıstjans
unevangelısed will depend the totalıty mMaVy call “God„ ın personal understand-
of OU. theological posıtıon. ıng of hıs nature, hıle advaıtın Hındus

mMay call ıt. ‘Brahman” 1ın non-personal
T’he theologıcal spectrum. understandıng. 'There 15 1ın such theology

unıqueness 1ın anı Yy revelatıon.
It has NO become tradıtional LO deser1ibe truth 1s expressed 1n experıence rather
the theologıcal spectrum of belhlief 1ın rela- than 1ın the hard facts of hıstory.
tıonshıp TtO inter-faıith 1SsSues rangıng C) All express10ns of truth ArV’e inade-from pluralısm the 0)01 sıde TO exclus-
1v1sm the other sıde wıth inclusıy1ısm quate Wıth thıs statement enter ınto

questions where evangelıcals mMaYystraddlıng the mıddle ground ach of feel SOINE uncertaınty. When pluralıst the-these terms however includes consıder- ologı1ans asSSsSert that the revelatıon of (G0dable varıety of posıtıons an express10ns,
that Man Yy of IMNay find ourselves 1n ‚Jesus Chrıiıst and 1n the scrıptures 1s

uncomfortably seated the fence inadequate, stand together 1ın denyıng
thıs We want to reafirm faıth ın thebetween LWO posıtions. absolute suffic1ıency of 0d’s revelatıon

Pluralısm.
whiıich needs supplement, although ıt
o0es eed LO be reapplıed and reinter-Pluralısm allows the equal valıdıty of the preted 1ın varyıng contexts both hıs-Varı0ous faıths WAaYsS to the ultımate and torıcally and culturally. But do nOotowards truth As Vısser’t Hooft

declared ın hıs old book “NO other Name  27 believe that other faıths Ca ad TO 0d’s
revelatıon hat 185 not already either(SCM 1ın relatıon to the develop- explıicıt implıcıt 1ın ıt.ment of syncretısm, INaV find four On the other hand feel less assured

Causes of syncretısm. These four Causes

apply Iso to pluralısm when such theolog1ans remınd that a ]]
human eXpress10Ns of truth ATre inade-

a) No belhlief ın unıque revelatıon ın quate We evangelıcals have always
maıntaıned that od’s revelatıon 1S PCTI-hıstory. Theologj1ans of pluralısm such

‚John Hıck Paul Knıiıtter would clearly fect, but OUT human understandıng and
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eXpress10ns of that revelatıon aTre dıs- tıon, but that a ]] AaTe the WaY unto
tinctly fallıble and Even errant. hus aa lvatıon. As Frederıick the Great sald,
AT compelled LO make Our tradıtional “Jeder wırd selıg ach se1lner eıgenen

Form”.dıstiınecetion between revelatıon and tradı-
tıon. Put ın such terms face hlıttle
dıfficulty, but when put thıs 1ın other ZL. Inclusıivısm.
terms feel less comfortable—for In hıs “What’s unıque about Jesus?” Dr.
example, ıf SaYy that 0d’s revelatıon 1S Chrıs Wright defines inclusıyı1ısm the
perfect, but all theology and credal STLALE- behief that “ultımately all truth 1S 0od’s
ments AaTre fallıble As shall ote 1ın truth, and Chrıst mMust therefore ınclude
INOTeEe detaıl later, need LO make clear al] that 15 true 1ın other faıths. All truth
distinetion between revelatıon and and goodness 1S from God, therefore mMust
formulatıons of the contents of that TEeV- Iso 1n SOINEC WaVYV be from and throughelatıon 1ın Our theology, let alone Christ”
experıence and practice of the revelatıon In recent ıt has become
ın Our personal lıyves and ın the lıfe of the LO underlıne the realıty that there 1S truth
church. an goodness wıthın other faıths. hıs 15

But pluralıst theolog1ans not only unden1ably true ' I wo questions T1SEe from
afırm that OUT theologıes ATe inadequate. thıs statemen Fırstly, where 0es thıs
They Iso deny alı poss1ıbılıty of a hso- truth an goodness COINE from? Secondly,
lute truth vVen 1n hat belıeve to be 1s ıt salvıfic?
0d’s revelatıon of hımself 1n the 1NCcar-
ate and wrıtten word If there 1s a) T’he orıgın of good. Before thıs debate
absolute trutckh, have to concede that hıt the theologıcal headlınes Lev Tolsto1

sımply stated “Where love 1S, God 168ı  ” InDPEerSON 15 lıkely to find salvatıon (what- Protestant cırcles the OChrıstian PresenceEeVeTrT that INAaYy consıst of) 1ın SOINE other
faıth 1ın an through ‚Jesus Chrıist school have emphasısed that the Chrıst 1S

the orıgın of all truth and goodness, for
Visser’t Hooft’s fourth ene hıch MaYy these must COINE from God wh 1s5 good

lead LO syncretı1iısm 18 the desıre to take the and true the PCTSON of the godhead
wh: 1s actıve ınto thıs world 1s the Chriıstbest from al faıths an unıte these Vary-

Ing elements of truth an goodness 1ın It 15 the Christ therefore wh 1s actıve and
order tO COTNE closer tO the absolute. In hıs present wherever truth and goodness ATe
day i Was trul that the CXPICS- found In Roman Catholie cırcles the
S10N of pluralıst theology aiımed at. amine of Karl Rahner has een partıcu-
syncretistıc goulash hıch unıted ele- larly assoclated wıth the oncept of the
MmMents from the Varı0ous faıths. In thıs anoNn YyINOUS Chrıstıan, although other less
desıre iıt Was Iso LO underplay known theologıans lıke Maurıer have Iso
the dıfferences between the faıths an formulated sımılar ıdeas. Although the
emphasıse the sımılarıty of beliefs. precıse applıcatıon of hıs theology ın thıs
hus ın hıs “Karma and Redemption” respect has een much erıtic1sed relı-
Hogg envısages the tıme when “Ohrıistian 910US ımper1alısm, yet the basıc ıdea that
and Hındu MaYy ultımately be unıted 1ın a]] STrTaCEe 1sS inseparably lınked LO the
faıth wıd: enough LO satısfy both” PCISoN of Christ 1sS wıdely accepted ın

But today pluralıst theologıans INOTeEe Catholiec cırcles. 'T ’he recıpıent an EXeTt-

commonly acknowledge the dıfferences C1ser of such STaCcCEe 1s then follower of
between the Varı0ous faıths an consıder Christ although they IMay not be of

ıtthat ach has ıts OW: valıdıty. In dialogue
are called therefore, they SaY, tLO The challenge tO all 185 the contempo-

NCOUTASEC the followers of other faıths to rar y question of the orıgın of truth and
continue 1ın theır OW.: WaY and to become goodness. In past tımes the battle Was

centred the question of the orıgın of S1Nbetter Hındu, Muslım eic 'To Man y ıt
would be ax1ıomatıc that OT  CD has salva- and eviıl; 110 the INOTeEe pressing debate 1S
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the orıgın of good Is ıt the direct workıng tıon LO them, although they have not yvet
of the Chrıst (incarnate not) 1ın OUT heard and believed?
contemporary world? Or 15 ıt product of Less acceptable tO the evangelıcal wiıll

be the inclusıvıst belhlief that the specıficSOINE general revelatıon 1n which God
reveals truth an goodness through the savıng revelatıon of (30d ın ‚Jesus Christ of
cereated order an through human nature Nazareth 15 the hıghest form of truth, but
and econscience-Rom.1.18ff and 214 the Christ spırıt 15 already actıve 1ın other

faıths wıthout the incarnate ‚Jesus ChristaAaTe of COUTSE key Verses 1ın thıs debate. Or
and therefore salvatıon 155 LO be found 1ın15 there SOMeEe orıgınal history COININON LO

a]] peoples which ınfiuences the ontent of the Chrıst wıthın other faıths. Biblically
tradıtional myt. and belief? ATeEe these ıt 0€eSs not SEEIN acceptable tO separate
dıfferent theorıes mutually exclusıve? the non-ıncarnate OChrıist from the hıstor-

ical incarnatıon 1ın Jesus of Nazareth. Thethe of truth and goodness
0€S 110e an that the Chrıiıst 1S actıve and word and the lıght of ‚.John dıd COINE ınto
present Vel where the ıncarnate ‚Jesus of the world and did become flesh Whiıle the
Nazareth 1S nOot yet known, then of COUTSEe lıght of revelatıon enlightened all people
thıs has profound implicatıons for OUur before the incarnatıon, D9TaClCe and truth
question of the fate of the unevangelısed. CaInlle through the ıncarnate word It 15 1ın
But have tO ask whether the theology the incarnate Ohrıst that the invısıble
of Rahner an the Ohrıstian Presence God 15 made known.
school o0eSs nOot eed to ask further qu! Our LWO questions have avolded the
tiıons concern1ing the or1ıgın of truth an definıtion of truth and goodness. But
goodness. Does STaCcE always and only COChrıistians ATre bound to aqask whether
COINEC from God 1n Chrıst actıve and PTC- humanıty Ca have anı absolute goodness

truth In the Ontext of debatessent amongst us?
Is ıt salvıfıc? Many inclusıvıst the- pluralısm ıt 1S5 CasSs Y LO underplay the

unıversal of S1N and corruption.olog1ans accept that ere 1S revelatıon But remınd ourselves that all humanwıthın other faıths and outsıde the SPC-
ciıfic revelatıon of (God 1ın ‚Jesus COhrıiıst an goodness 1S corrupted al poıint by
1ın the Bıble But they then question the SIN; lıkewıse a ]] truth which

humans POSSCSS 15 to SOTNEC extent falsıfediıdea that thıs revelatıon 1sS salvıfıc, hold- by untruth. The demonıiıc infiuence of S1Nıng firm tOo the necess1ıty of the an
resurrect.ion of ‚Jesus Christ for prevaıls aqat poıint, although ıt 15 Iso
salvatıon. true that evıl and untruth are always

mitigated by that remnant ıimage of Godome iınclusıvıst theolog1ans SCC the which 1s still wıthın We chall return LOtruth and goodness wıthın other faıths
praeparatıo evangelıı. T’hey belıieve that thıs poıint, but al thıs sta need LO

those wh truly reCeIve 0d’s general note that all S1Nn, evıl and untruth needs
revelatıon wıthın the confines of other the atonıng work of ‚Jesus Ohrıist 1ın hıs

and resurrection. As evangelıcalsfaıths wiıll then LO explıicıt faıth 1ın
agree that cannot be saved by OW.‚Jesus Christ when they hear the Gospel.

'Thıs Ma y however beg the question of goodness and truth, but inclusıvıst theol-
still the question of whetherwhether they mMaYy be saved through the

INa Y be saved by the PeTSON and work ofgoodness and truth wıthın theır 1101I11- ‚Jesus Christ wıthout specıfic knowledgeChrıstian faıth ıf they do nOot then have of faıth ın hımthe opportunıty tO hear the good EeWS of
‚Jesus Christ. Surely ıt 1S logical and

LLL xclusıvıism.consıstent that the (0d wh knows the
hearts of al 111 know whether they Tradıtionally evangelıcals have followed
would belheve 1ın Jesus Ohrıist ıf they dıd exclusıvıst theology ın hıch salvatıon
hear. Might he not then apply the work of 1S found only ın specıfic faıth 1n ‚Jesus
COChrist the and 1ın the TESUTTEC- Christ, hıs death the and Uur-
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rectjon. Eixeclusivism disallows an y pOS- possı1ıbılıty that God IMaYy SAaVe the
sıbılıty of salvatıon either 1ın through unevangelısed by hıs DSTAaCcCEe and through
other faıths-—1.e. not only that other faıths the work of ‚Jesus OCOChrıst stand there-

fore between classıcal exclusıvıst ando noOot represent od’s of salvatıon,
but Iso that salvatıon 185 to be found inclusıyıst posıtıon.
which o0es not include turnıng from
other faıths to God 1ın Christ. T‘hıs 90€ES Uniıversalıty and unıversalısm
consıderably further than the vlews, for
example, of Hans Küng wh SEES the Hermeneutics demands that interpret
Chrıstian faıth 0d’s highest an prın- the New Testament prıimarıly 1n relatıon
cıple of salvatıon, but Iso allows LO the sıtuatiıons and 1SSues of the Hirst
the possıbılıty of salvatıon wıthın and CenturY; only then Ca apply the New
through other faıths. Exelusıyıism not only 'Testament tO modern European QUECS-
SEESs Chrıistianıty 0d’s princıple WaY of tiıons. 'T ’he New Testament 1s not funda-
lıfe and salvatıon, but ındeed od’s mentally strugglıng wıt. the question of
unıque salvıfic revelatıon. unıversalısm, whether a ]] people are

Sadly thıs theologıcal posıtıon has often sSaved. 'The battle for the New 'Testament
een allıed to negatıve attıtude LO other church related rather to the question of
faıths hıch concentrates the S1N and unıversalıty, whether the God of Israel
untruth found 1n them rather than an W as Iso the God of the whole earth,truth and goodness. But such negatıve whether the mess]jah W as only for eEews
attıtudes do not necessarıly coıincıde wıt and proselytes Iso for non-proselyteexclusıvıst posıtıon. Love ıll always Gentiles. then the church faced themultitude of S1INS an 111 belheve
and hope all thıngs * 1S perfectly possıble problem of how LO integrate Gentile

behevers together wıth the orıgınal ‚Jew-for the exclusıvıst to deny the possıbılıty 1S5 Chrıstijans.of salvatıon 1n through other relıg10ns, Paul partıcularly faced the eed LO dem-but yet 1ın love tO rejoıce LO SE the good 1n
them 'T ‘hıs g00d and truth IMNaVYy then be onstrate ın hıs wrıtıngs the valıdıty of hıs

callıng the apostle tO the Gentiles.consıdered foundatıon for the preach- hus SEE 1n Romans hıs emphasısıng of the gospel of Jesus Christ, brıdge the unıversalıty of S1N 1ın chapters Dowards salvatıon but not 1ın ıtself salvıflc.
As evangelıcals ir 1S ıncumbent tO wıth the SUININAL Y 1n 39—18 that “Jews
repent of an y unlovıng negatıvısm which and Gentiles alıke ATe all under S11n  ” 'Thıs

leads hım 1ın the second half of chapterhas rejoıced 1n the demonıc tOo be found 1ın
LO sShow that thıs unıversal problem hasother faıths rather than 1ın the g00d. We iın thewant LO be people of love. But Iso unıversally avaılable solutıon

want tLO reafürm OUT faıth ın ‚Jesus Chrıst redemptive atonement and propıtiatıon 1ın
the death of ‚Jesus OChrıst. hıs solution 1s0d’s unıque WaY of salvatıon.
nOot only for Jews, but Iso for GentilesPersonally find myself 1n the posıtıon

where feel real sympathy wıth the best because ıt. 1S not through the Torah, the
1ın exclusıyısm. want tOo STLAtTEe strongly mMOsaıcCc covenant wıt. Israel. It 1s indeed

through faıth 1n ‚Jesus Chrıiıst and suchdisagreement wıth the pluralıst posı1- faıth 1S5 not lımıted tO the Jews, but 18tıon and LO stand fiırmly the tradıtional
Christian belijefs. want Iso therefore tO unıversally avaılable. Therefore 3908 wıth
reaffirm belief that salvatıon 1S LO be ıts assertion that aAare Justified Dy faıth
found 1ın ‚Jesus Christ beheve that apart from works of Torah 15 logıically

followed by the pressing question oftheology should be not Just theocentric,
but definıtely Iso christocentric (to usSe whether (God 155 the god of ews only
the contrast which theologıans lıke Hıck Iso of Gentiles. Justification by faıth an!
and Knıiıtter ave highlighted). vet, not by the works of 'Torah 1S 1n Paul’s

wrıtings generally 1n the ontext of theshall develop later ın thıs apDerT, find
myself increasıngly forced to face the unıversalıty of 0d’s Savıng
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Liıkewıise the unıversalıst Verses 1ın aul wh WeTe not by natural descent the
ıth theır much debated usSe of the word children of (G0d
(a11„ ATe LO be SECI1 1ın terms of unıver- We eed briefly Iso tO ote that New

Testament eschatology 15 Iso 1n the COI-salıty, not 1ın terms of unıversalısm. 'The
111e covenant 1sS not only for Jews, ıt 15 Lext of unıversalıty. 'The gospel mMuSt rst
Iso for Gentiles. believing Gentiles be preached LO al peoples before the
do not need tO ]Jo1n the household of Israel Darousıa Ca take place. the Vv1sıon of

proselytes ın order to be part of the the book of Revelatıon includes the multiı-
mess]1ah’s covenant communıty:;: they Ca tudes of all peoples.
remaın fully Gentiles. Whiıle the New Testament STresses the

Was uke hımself Gentile? Or 1S hıs unıversal Purposes of (G0od 1ın the 1NeSs-
ınterest 1ın Gentiles based hıs havıng S1aNıcC Savlour, there 1sS Iso continulty of
een the companıon of Paul? In either the partıcularısm which MaYy be found 1n
CasCc, clearly both 1n hıs Gospel and 1ın the the Hebrew scrıptures. 'There 1s5 COIl-
cts he demonstrates partıcular COMNCET'I StTaAan contrast between those wh: follow
for Gentiles. In hıs Gospel thıs INa y be the mess]iah an those wh: deny hım The
SEEIN 1n hıs use of the genealogy of ‚Jesus miıinıstry of ‚Jesus begıns wıth the choos-

the brıdge between the Ver' y Jewıish ing of small band of discıples
first three chapters and then the wıder continulty from the ‘Qahal’ of the twelve
miıinıstry of ‚Jesus hıch Nn out from trıbes of Israel. As Israel W as dıstinctly
the Nazareth SYNAaSOSLUE address. 'The chosen Od’s elect people ın the
genealogy of COUT’SE SEEeS Jesus the S ()  - Hebrew scrıptures, the church the
of Adam, the s ()  - of (G0d (30d 1S5 the father 111e ‘Qahal’ 1s dıistincet from the ‘world”.
of al humanıty—-and the mess]i1ah ‚Jesus 'The covenant communıty of STaCclCe and
sStems irom dam We need not do INOTE faıth 18 partıcularıstic. Universalıty 0es
than remınd ourselves Iso of uke’s not at all ımply unıversalısm.
emphasıs 1ın cts the unıversalıty of
od’s Savıng pPpurposes hıch 1S the work Race, relıgıon and culture.
of the Holy Spirıt He 1Ss the Spirıt of lıfe
for all natıons. In questions of iınter-faıith attıtudes and of

'The prologue of .John has the SAaTINle the possıbılıty of salvatıon ın other 110O11-
emphasıs universalıty, nNnOt unıver- Chrıstian relıg10ns ıt 1S Cas V to faıl tO
salısm. Although western1ısed theologıans dıstınguıish between rFraCc®e, relıgı1on and
lıke LO debate the ontologıcal sıgnıfıcance culture. Our approach LO other faıths Mayof the word, ıt would SCEINMN that .JJohn W as therefore be unduly infÄiuenced by qUES-
INOTE concerned wıt. the creational actıv- tıons of 1TAaCce and culture. Thus evangel-1ty of the word ıt 1S 1ın the ontext of 1sSm people of other faıths MaYy be
creatıon, the beginnıng of human hıstory misınterpreted cultural imper1alısmnot Just Israel’s hıstory, that .John StTresses racıalısm. It 1S Iso somet1ımes COIl-
the word “world” (used four tımes ın sıiıdered racılalıst imperaalıst ıf OT}
Jn.1.9—11) Clearly the ereatiıon STOTY 1ın denıes that other relıgı10ns AT 1ın them-
enes1s 0eSs nNnOt use the word ‘“olam' but
rather “erets’ an ıkewılse the Septuagınt selves salvıflc. hıs problem relates Par-

ticularly LO 1n Europe ın relatıonshıp to
1ın Gen and uses ge nNnOot “‘ROSmoSs’, but Jewısh evangelısm and tO other ethnıc
John underlınes by repetıitıon hıs change mınonıties.
of the word ‘erets’ could easıly be
miıisunderstood ın ‚.John’s tıme tO INean a) T’he Jews. Although have partıcular
‘Erets Israel’ and thus could be mısınter- tO ogrind 1ın thıs 1sSsue myself

Jewısh and Iso board member ofpreted wıth narrowly partıcularıstic
V1eW hıch W as precisely what John the European Jews for Jesus, do not
sought TtO avo1d. °Kosmaos’ 1sS clearly unıver- want LO develop thıs theme ın detaıl ın
salıstıic. 0d’s salvatıon 1ın the mess]iah 1s thıs But ıt 15 perhaps rıght LO note
not Just for Israel, but 1Ss Iso for those that CONCETN for the ‚Jewısh people 1S5
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often confused wıt admiratıon of ı1cals wonder whether ıt miıght be possıble
twentieth CeENTtUrYy Judaı1sm. So Iso EVal- to be sSaved follower of Rabbinıic
gelısm Nn Eews (even by fellow Jews, Juda1sm hıle at the SaImnlle time they IMNay

1n the Case of the Jewıish mı1ıssıon Jews strongly attack the suggestion that
for Jesus) INaYy be SEEIMN destructive of Muslım could be saved hıle still wıthın
the Jewısh communıty and EVEI antı- Islam Clearly OU. beliefs concernıng sal-
semuitıic. Liıkewıise Jewısh evangelısm 15 vatıon Judgment for the unevangelısed
often assumed LO produce believers ın must nOot be prejudıced by racıal cul-
‚Jesus essiaah who ATe somehow tural sensıtivities.
longer properly Jewısh culturally.
often asked when dıd tLO be ‚Jew! Loss of confidence?
It 1S5 assumed that Jewısh Chrıstian
must go goy’ hus ıt. 15 assumed that tO Sociologists often poıint to western
be Jewısh Iso LO be at least Europe’s loss of conNidence ın the pOSt-
nomiınally follower of Juda1sm and LO be colonı1al and post-ımper1al per10d of hıs-
culturally Jewısh rather than to QqsSs1ım-
ılate wıth the culture of the natıon where LOTY ın which lıve. The devastatıiıon of

the second world War hastened the demiı1ıse
ON lıves. Therefore ıt. MaV be consıdered of natıonal and cultural eantı-semuitic tO afırm that rabbınıc Juda- questionıng uncertaınty has character-
15M 18 not 0d’s accepted WaYV of salvatıon. i1zed OU.  — cultural development and thıs
Evangelısm n EeWwWws Ca then be has lınked wıth theologıcal lıberalısm and
rejected Dy Gentile Christians wh IMaV post-Chrıstian secularısm to undermiıine
VE follow the logıc of thıs ın dısallowıng Christians’ theologıcal bvı-
Jewısh Christjans. ously thıs Iso affects OUurTr approach LO

Eithnıc mınorıtıes. What have saıd other faıths and OU.  — understandıng of the
about EeWws applıes Iso LO OU. approach LO posıtıon of those wh: have not heard the

gospel of Jesus Christ.other ethnıc miınorıties 1ın Europe. As
sensıtıive Chrıistians all of strongly The advances of eastern relıg10ns and
OPPOSC the racıalısm whiıich ften eets phılosophıes ın socJeties of pluralısm
Bengalıs and Pakıstanıs ın Brıtain, Turks have further undermıned Chrıstian

behef ın absolute ruth(s) and 1ın partıc-and Arabs ın Germany, North Afrıcans ın
France eic It 1s true that 1n theır 1NSeCur- ularıstic theology. Knıiıtter and others
1ty they often huddle together 1ın ghettoes therefore emphasıse that all truth 1sS sub-
which ATrTe bound together by rFaCc®_e, lan- Jectıve-parallel LO the chıld’s statement

that ıts parent 1s “the best ın the world”.guage, culture and relıgı0n. 'To evangelıse
15 easıly interpreted threat LO the FKor that partıcular chıld ıt 1S5 true, but iıt
whole communıty and estructive of ıts Cannot be accepted absolute general
tradıtional culture It 1S therefore 1INCUum- truth So Iso the New Testament verses

that declare ‚Jesus the WAaY, the truthbent uDOIN LO make SUF: that
wıtness 1S culturally approprıate, that and the lıfe the only 1aInle whereby
contextually sınted fellowshıps/churches Ca be saved-they ATe true for hrıs-
AT establıshed and that CONverts ATe not tıans wh Aare 1ın love wıth the ord and
separated from theır communıty and wh: want therefore tO make such declara-
famıly. We need LO check ourselves that tiıons of love, but they cannot be COIN-

attıtude toO other faıths 1s not coloured sıdered objectiıve general truth Hıck
by racıal prejJudıice-it 1sS strange tO 1ın and Knıiıtter would happıly allow that
thıs ONtTEexXTt that INanıYy evangelıcal other faıths’ followers could equally make
Chriıstijans Are naıvely posıtıve about parallel love declaratıons about Krıshna
Judaı1sm and at the Samne tıme strongly Buddha. Salvatıon mMaYy be found
antı-Islam. Theologically Juda1sm and equally 1ın other faıths and evangelızatıon
Islam have much ın COININON, they do 1s then objectionably ıntolerant.

'Tolerance has become hallmark ofIso culturally. Lıkewise INAan Y evangel-
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contemporary Zeıtgeıst. The danger from tıans aTt al times falls short of (10d’s
evangelıcal perspective 15 that thıs standards of glory. When share the

tolerance 1s only directed owards the good NEWS of ‚Jesus COChrist ıth people
tolerant, whereas people INAaYy be SINgU- wıthın other faıths, AT nOot comıng
larly iıntolerant owards those they eem those who have the truth 1ın perfection
LO be iıntolerant. Questioning doubt and have achıeved fully ın sanctihcation. We
lack of theologıcal SSUTAanNnC 1S5 accepted, COTMNE siınners whose understandıng of
whıle SSUTranc! of faıth and behef ın 0d’s revealed truth 1S stil] 1n eed of
absolute becomes ıntolerable. Such pOSI1- correction an perfection. But Iso
tıon 15 INOTeEe kın to eastern phılosophıes COTNIE tO ear wıtness LO the fulness of
than LO tradıtional Christian faıth 0d’s salvatıon for sınners and the ful-

As evangelıcals AT called to repent NeSsSs of 0d’s truth 1ın hıs word. We wıt-
of iıntolerant lack of love and respect for ess that 1n Jesus Chrıst Our S1N has een
others, but ATe stil] called tO humble redeemed and OU. blındness has een
but SUTeE faıth 1ın ‚Jesus Christ and hıs healed that AaTrTe begınnıng to SE
savıng work OU  - behalf. We ave tO clearly.confess that ften have allowed OUurTr Bıblıcally beheve that (+0d both

of faıth LO lead iınto ATTO- and Judges. In thıs have
N! ıntolerance and lack of love 0d’s een asked TLO look at salvatıon and the
111 for mMusSst be theologıcal COIN- unevangelised; ave not een asked TLO
fidence together ıth holy humilıty examıne the other sıde of the co1n. But
hıch loves and 1S OPCN to learn. need at. least LO restate the truth that

hat leads LO the question of what od’s salvatıon 0eSs have the dark
have LO learn. As have poınted Out 1n obverse of jJudgment. hıs 1s5 nNnOot the

“W hat about other faıths?” other relı- place LO discuss the nature of Judgmentg10NS 1ın theır belhiefs and 1n theır practice and hell, but sadly dıisagree ıth
often force to reconsıder OU. apprecıla- Rahner’s V1eW that hell exıists but that
tıon and understandıng of od’s revela- there probably won’t be an yone there!
tıon 1ın Chrıst and ın the bıblıcal
scrıptures, but evangelıcals would ‚.JJohn’s gospel puts the contrastıng real-

ıt]ıes baldly ın hıs Juxtaposıtıon of faıth
not agree that thıs revelatıon 1S inade- an unbelıief, eternal lıfe ON the wrath of
quate and needs LO be complemented by God abıdıng those wh reject the Son ofhat other faıths Ca teach HKor CXa Godple, Knıtter poınts Out that eed to It 15 wıt. gladness however thatlearn from Islam the emphasıs that God 1s INOVE from the bıtter tragedy of Judg-0)e1 and from eastern relıg10ns the PFaCl- ment whıich gr1eves hearts Wıth JOVYtice of personal contemplation and actıng
wıithout seekıng the fruts of one’s actıons. concentrate 1ın thıs salvatıon.
It 1s true that evangelıcal Chrıstians As evangelicals afırm that salvatıon 18

by STaCcCe through the atonıng work ofoften do eed LO be remınded of these ‚Jesus Chrıist 1ın hıs anı resurrectionthıngs But ıt 1sS Iso true that they ATe
essons hıch Ca be earned not only hıch reCelIve by faıth 1ın ‚Jesus Chrıst,
from Islam an eastern relig10ns, but Aare

not by mer1ıtor10us works 1107 by the
Torah, od’s covenantal Law ıth Israel.undamental TO the teachıng of the The question NO LO whetherBıble

'T’hıs brıngs back tLO the fact that such salvatıon CH be applıed LO the
mentioned earlıer that there 1s truth and unevangelised.
goodness well untruth and evıl

Grace.wıthın other relıg10ns, iındeed Iso
wıthın the Chrıistian church. It has een Salvatıon 1s by STraCle. 0d’s STaCcCe 1S
sa1ıd that all theology 1S contextual and unlımıted an 15 for sSınners. The
INaYy ad that such ıt 1s Iso fallıble and vangelısed Ca relate to 0d’s mercıful
EVEeNN errant. OU'  — practıice Chrıs- lovingkindness owards SINNerSs. In hıs
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DOTaClE (0d MmMay desıre LO CaAaVe SOTNE from Iso not by Torah Salvatıon 1s for people
amongst the unevangelısed. of all quıte apart from theır racıal

background relıg10us upbringıng. Sal-
LL T’he atonıng work of Jesus OChrıst vatıon 1S 1n WaYy liınked NO LO Jewısh

arentage herıtage, nOoTrT LO OU. relatıon-As evangelicals reject the ıdea that shıp LO partıcular people. 'The New
an vyvone«e B be saved apart from Jesus’ 'Testament teaches strongly the truth ofdeath an resurrection. 'T he question 15
still before however whether God 1n hıs universalıty, good EWS for a]l peoples.

Personally have COINE to the posıtıon9TFaClCe INa Y apply that work of COChrıist LO where belıeve that (0d MaVYy SAaVe thethose who have not heard hıs gospel. Does unevangelısed ın hıs STaCce by the work ofGod NOW wh would belhieve ıf they dıd
hear the g00d EWS of Christ? Surely he ‚Jesus Chriıst the basıs of people’s
o0€eSsS humble repentance from S11n and seekıng

ın faıth fter God But would NnOLt want LO
make z assured doctrinal posıtıon,

L11 Repentance anı faıth for do realıse that ıt 1S not clear ın
The New Testament clearly scrıpture and MUST therefore remaın
teach that the of entrance ınto merely speculatıve suggestion
od’s kıngdom and ınto hıs savıng 9TaCce happy LO remaın 1ın such posıtıon of
1sS by repentance from 1 and faıth ın agnost1icısm, for belıeve that ultiımately
‚Jesus Chrıist Norman Anderson ahocked od’s Judgment and salvatıon AaATe hıs
the evangelıcal world SOINE ago Dy busıness and nOot mıne. But beheve ın
hıs books suggesting the possı1ıbılıty of
God applyıng Christ’s redeemıing work to

the promıiıse of ‚Jesus Chrıst that those
wh: seek 111 surely find

those who humbly repent of theır S1N and
seek wıth al theırs hearts the of How Much Knowledge LS Needed?
God hıs somewhat speculatıve approach
has SINCEe een echoed 1ın varyıng forms by We have talked easıly of ‘Tthe e_
other evangelıcals possıbılıty, nOt lısed”. But hat o0es that mean? In the
certaınty. hus etier Cotterell 1n hıs pre-conference descr1ıption of thıs sSess10N
“Meanıng and Meaninglessness”, Chrıs ıt talks of “hose wh have not heard the
Wriıight ın hıs “What’s unıque about gospel” and those wh have “rejected 1t”
Jesus”?” an LOO 1ın “W hat about other What o0es ıt. INealn tO “hear 2 the gospel? Is
faıths?” have all opened the OOT SOTMNEC- thıs merely question of hat EAaTS
hat LO such poss1bılıty 1ın od’s gr‘ -
C10US But have to

have actually heard o0es it somehow
provıdence. requıre such hearıng that people under-

underline the fact that such VIEeWS ATe stand an apprecılate hat they hear wıth
speculatıve. theır ears? 'T’he hıstory of the church MaYy

prevent Man y from really ‘hearıng" hat
LU. Not DYy works Torah preach. lıves forms of
The above poss1bilıty of salvatıon beıng preachıng INaYy Iso INeaNn that people do
granted to those who humbly repent and not understand AT repulsed. Kor

have heard Christianseek (G0d 1ın WaYy contradıcts the teach- example,
ıng that salvatıon 1S by faıth and not by preacher talkıng to Theravada Buddhıiısts
works. All of ould reject the idea that about the words of ‚Jesus “I the WAaY,
the unevangelısed (or others!) MaYy be the truth and the lıfe”, but faılıng tO note
saved Dy lıvıng to theır liıghts the key words “x am . 'The Buddhıists
because they AaTe morally upright and therefore Sa ‚Jesus inferı0r LO the
SINCere ın theır relıg10us behaefs. 0d’s Buddha accordıng to that preachıing.
salvatıon 1S purely Dy STAaCcCE and not aT al ‚Jesus W as LO them unenlıghtened because
by OUT sıncer1ıty meriıt. he st1ill thought that he Was, whereas

Salvatıon 1S nOot only not by works, ıt 1S Buddha had COINEC LO the enlıghtenment of
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knowıng that he 15 not 'T’hose Buddchıists ‚Jesus Christ. So long that all people of
heard ıth theır Cars, but OW1Ng tO the all 9 Jew an Gentile, INnNaYy know

preachıng they dıd not ıth AaASSUTAaNce the fulness of the lıfe of
understand.
inadequate

Jesus Chrıist both ın thıs world and ın
We have Iso LO ask how much know/l- eterniıty. Thırdly AT motivated for

edge of ‚Jesus 15 NECESSATYV before people mıss1ıon by OuUur gratitude for 0d’s 9rFaCle to
have “heard” Thanks to the Qur’an al an therefore by obedience LO hıs call
Muslims beheve 1n Jesus/Isa. They rejJoıce LO be allowed tOo SETVEC hım
beheve he 15 orn of vırgın unlıke Man y and the world he has created and dıed for
Christians!), that he 15 siınless prophet But deepest and SUPTECINEC motivatıon
who worked INa y miracles; they beheve for mı1ıssıon 1S OU. longıng that the ainle of
that he dıd nNnOt die the C  9 but (1+0d the ord should be glorıfied. Ultimately iıt
raısed hım ınto the heavens an that he mMuSst be sa1d that the goal of mıssıon 1S
8! COTMNE agaın at the en ofhıstory ın hıs nOt that SCTVC, 1107 that others find

salvatıon through OU.  — wıtness, but thatsecond COom1ng. T'heır 1eW of thec_
the ord himself and hıs Name should betıon dıffers from OUT' 0es Iso theır

understandıng of the second comıng of honoured, glorıfıed and loved 1ss1ıon 15
‚Jesus. How much about Jesus do need for 0d’s honour and pleasure
LO know and believe before Ü be
saved? 'T ’hıs leads LO the question of the Short bıblıography
Hirst twelve dıscıples of ‚Jesus. When
they recel1ve salvatıon? Was ıt when they E.Cook Hıck and the Myth of Chrıstıian
first followed Jesus, although they diıd not Unıiqueness. (Oxford)
yet apprecıate hıs comıng erucıfix1ıon W.Crockett J.Sıgountos: Through
hıs deıity? Or W as ıt when they Camnle at Fault of Theır Own Baker)
Caesarea Philippi to SPCE hım the INeS- 1)’Costa: ohn Hıck'’s T’heology of
sıah and SO  } of (G0d (whatever they INaYV Relıgıons. London Unıiversıty Press)
have understood by oSsSe tıtles)? Or Was (O.Gıilles: questıon of final belıef: ohn
ıt. fter that when ‚Jesus began TO teach Hıck’s Pluralıstic T’heory of Salvatıon.
them that he mMust auffer an die? ÖOr W as Macmiuıullan)
ıt when they experıenced the c_ M.Goldsmith What About Other Faıths?
tion? Or only when T homas led them ın Hodder Stoughton)
the ecredal confess1ıon 66  MY lord and .J.Hıck T’he Myth of Chrıstian Unıque-
G_ d„? We do nOt know. But do need to KC’SsS55

know? Is not 0d’s Judgment hıs .J.Hıck an Knıtter No Other Name?
busıness?

Does thıs undermıne OU:  - mM1SS10Nary H.Küng Chrıstianıty Among World elı
motivatıon? believe it [012 not Fırstly g10NS. (T,& T.Clark)

Worldmotivatıon for mıss1ıon 1S not merely H.Küng Chrıstianıty and the
the eternal salvatıon of those LO whom Relıgıons. (Fount Paperback)
and wıth whom wıtness. od’s salva- H.Netland Dıssonant Voıces. (1LVP/
tıon consısts not only of eternal lıfe, but Eerdmans)
the fulness of hıs cshalom and wholeness. A . Race Chrıstianıty and Relıgious
But secondly mıssıon 1MmMs at people Pluralısm. Orbıs)
havıng SSUTanC of salvatıon which C.Wright: WhaLt’s So Unıque About Jesus?
wıll be mıssıng wıthout explıcıt faıth ın (Monarch)
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