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the authors demonstrate famiılharıty ıth realıte. L’ouvrage de (junton est le bhienvenu
wıde varıety of busıness heorıes an approa- ans Ia Mesure 0U A ente d’articuler la S1IS-
ches. Whiıle SOINE bolster the COMIMNIMMNMON of nıfıcatıon 2  une notıon du Dıieu trınıtaıre hbasee
the T1StT1an V1IeW, others provıde counter- SUr la L  €e, DOUTF oute penNsee humaıne. Maıs
pomınt which requiıres exposıtion LO make the A surestiıme le röle de Ia penNseEe abstraıte DOUTF
distinection clear. passage from Michael guerır notLre culture.
or Donald Irump executive
LOYS spe for itself 1g of the admonıiıtion

1Ca °to do Justice, to love kındness, an LO USAMMENFASSUNG
alk wıth VOUr (50d Mic: Nach Gunton stellt dıe Lehre der Dreieinigkeit

dıe Lösung des Problems des FEınen und der
The final provıde hıst of elevant Vıelen dar, das se1ıt Jjeher vıele Denker beschäf-

0o0ks, cassettes, newsletters an SUpport tıgt hat Denn zeıgt, daß sowochl dıe Eınheit
Thought-provoking ıtself, EVEel als uch dıe Vielfalt ontologısch rundlegende

INOTeEe extensıve compendium MaYy be sought- Prıinzıpıen sınd. Dıie Drei:einigkeit ıst eın Kon
after by readers. Further enhancıng the book’s zept, das Uuns azu brıngt, ach transzenden-
value for study research 15 the avaılabılıty Len, unıversalen Leıchen des Seins agen,
of separate teacher’s guılde ıth addıtional n das dıe Eınheit und ze  a ın der Wırk-
materlals an questions.

Whiule the authors intend the book for STU-
ıchkeit oJ]fenDart. Guntons Werk ıst eın
begrüßender Versuch, dıe Bedeutsamkeıt eıiınes

ents ofbusiness at T1StL1AN colleges, ıt could bıiblisch fundıerten Verständnisses UO.  - .ott als
excellent for Bıble-study Drei:einigkeit für es menschlıche Denken

ofbusiness employees al artıkulıeren. Es überschätzt Jjedoch den Stel
all levels Even experiıenced executive, wh lenwert der Begriffsbildung für dıe Wıiederher-
has perhaps LOO long distinguıished between the stellung UO.  x ultur
precepts of hıs her aı the demands of
business lıfe, ould herein much wısdom
anı encouragement. The authors suggest that In thiıs volume Professor Gunton continues
lookıng al business through the CYVYC5S of wıth hıs project of reconstructing theological

tryıng LO SEeE ıt, a4as God o0es Such thought the shape of renewed doctrine of
perspectıve 1S bound tOo OPDCIL Ne personal the ınıty. 'T hıs 1S partıcularly ambıtious
professional vıstas. attempt, seekıng LO relate the doctrine to

modern ulture oderniıty has ıts
sabella Bunn CONTLCFr1IDULILION LO the perenn]al que: for

xford, England understandıng of the relatıon of the OIle LO the
IMNAaNnYy. It produces uniıfyıng principles of the
er rıvlalızıng varıety, represented
respectively the totalıtarıan regıme the

FuroJIh (1995) 04-1 oca-Cola ulture ternatively, ıt. celebrates
pluralıty difference, leavıng humanıty
fragmented. odern ulture needs doctrineT’he One, the T'hree and the Many:

God, Creatıon and the Culture of of the Trımıty 16 o0es Justice to the status

Modernity an IUYy of both unıty an diıfference. But
Colin Gunton hat exactly do wiıth the IUYy The

Aanswer 1S best gıven the author’s OWCambriıdge: GÜr 1993, x1v+248 £9_.95 words, where he Sets out hıs key notions of
pd., ISBN S AD IR B &.  ıdea “*ranscendental’ the ollowıng

erms

The doctrine of the Irmity 1S 1n the first
Gunton soutıent qQUE Ia doctrine de la Trıinıte instance WaY of characterizıing the eiıng
repond pro  me de E  un et du multıple quı of God, that 1S, of sayıng something of the

preoccupe les deputs les emps kınd of being that (G0d 15. It 15 thus iıdea
AaNnCcLiens. Car elle montre QUEC ’un et le multiple rather than transcendental, for ıt. 15 4as
Sonft ontologiquement ultımes. C#  dee de Ia makıng known of something of the charac-
Trınıte OS amene rechercher des elements ter of the SOUTCE of all being, truth, gy00d-
transcendanlts, des MAaTrQUES unıverselles de ess an beauty that the doctrine of the

f?  etre, quı revelent unıte el Ia dıversıte Aans la Inıty 1s ımportant. But a  oug. ıt, 1S5 nOot

uroJIh
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transcendent. nNnOot mark of all beıing, ıt, but because Augustine an SsSOTINeE SUCCESSOTS

yet generates transcendentals, WaYs of made intellectual mistake elr under-
00 at. unıversal features of the world of standıng of G0od an humanıty. Particularly,
1C. ATe part an which lıve. the claım that ‘the theological voluntarısm
'T’he expectatıon 15 that ıf the trıune (God 15 an absolutism of the ate Middle Ages geN*
the SOUTCE of all e1ng, meanıng anı truth erates rejection of God an the transfer of

must SUPPOSC that all being wiıll SOTINE hıs DOWETIS LO man (p 57 has een contested
WaYy reflect. the being of the ONM who made ıt by figure ıke Pannenberg wh: beheves that
an ıt ın being (p 145) the ater Ages modified not ıntensıified

SEE how Uuntifon Aases thiıs Out, the reader hat when before 1n thıs espect
Colin Gunton 15 amongst the moOost 1MpOr-should perhaps turn to the final chapter of the

tant theolog1ans the Brıtish esework, where he explores the notion of soclalıty.
We ATe all LOO sed to socl1al political heorles days an 0)81 cannot but welcome hıs rejection
either of individualism form of collectL1vı1ısm of radıcal theologies eve  eless, MUST
IC negates the partıcular. SO ST1L strıve for eren theologıical project

that combines the statesmanshıp COI-brıng ın iıdea of soclalıty, deriıved from the
Irmıity, wıth ıts afırmatıion of hypostatıc partiıc- ceptual r1gour which has often character1zed
ularıtiıes but efusal of hypostatic indiıvıidual- the Reformed Tra  103 ıth the sensitivıty LO
ıtıes. look around the sSOocC1al (and, for genulıne existentalıa that has often charac-
that matter, non-socılal) WOT. that terızed the Lutheran tradıtiıon Meanwhike,

an should be genulnely grateful for thısings exıist, eır genumlne partıicularıty 1n
mutual elatedness Whıle untion distingu1ished OoNtIrıDuLLl0N
alludes LO Calvın’s metaphor of Scripture the
spectacles through which V1CW creatıon, ıt. Stephen ıllıams

Belfast, Northern relandould be frutful tOo COM1LDATEC thıs wıth hıs
rather dıfferent WaY of usıng TIrmity LO e_
hend reated order. There AaTe at eas faınt
esSsSoMNallcdces

'hıs work has Lwo ımportant meriıts. Firstly, uroJINn 105—-106
ıt. shows the continulty of ancıent modern
intellectual preoccupatıons an solutions T’he Hastenıng hat Waiılts
regardıng the 0)8[{ the MaAanNnYy. Secondly, ıt. 1S Biggar

conceptual exploratıon ser10usly commiuıtte: Oxford Unıiversıty, Press 1993, Oxford
LO bıblıcally-base trinıtarlanısm. 'T ’hıs latter
poınt 15 ımportant. Contemporary theology

194 E ISBN 82645/7/
revels 1ın 1ıdeas ad nNauseanm when the WOT. 1S
cryıng Out for realıty that 1SsSsues actıon. We
ave thıs work something approachıng RESUME
phılosophıa chrıstiana anxXx1l0us tackle the Cet OUUFrage est Uune presentatıon crıtıque MALS
intellectual malaıise of modern ulture 1n sympathısante de l’ethıque theologıique de Karl

arı TL/auteur soutıent QUE ar o1t etrepractically effective WAY. nı nlVYet the LEVEeTrsSe s1]ıde of thıs latter strength 1S consıdere, ırrationaliste,
Iso the weakness of the book oncepts of partısan de l’ethıque de sıtuatıon. Il
particularıty relationalıty MaYy odge 1INeV- UNne theorıe du commandement dıvın quı

distingue peNsEee de Ces CUX points de UUıtably the theolog1an’s arn OUrYy the
Bıggar soulıgne l’evolutıon de la penNseEe barCOUTSE of theological reflection. But hat they

ontrıbute LO the ealıng of ulture 15 dıffer- thıenne deputs les Causerıes donnees 1928
ent matter. Gunton g1ves the appearan of Jusqu ä la ogmatıque Ecclesiastique. On (LWUT-

aıt apprecıe LUNe evaluatıon plus DOUSSEE devastly over-estimatıng the ımportance of COIN-
l’ethıque de ar Maıs telle qu elle est, Cceceptualisatıon of the kind 1C he CNSA-

SCS ÖOne m1sses S1gNSs that theologıa CFUCLS presentatıon est utıle et ımportante.
must ould the theological consclence. Fur-
ther, ere 15 weakness correspondıing LO the

USAMMENFASfirst. merıt mentijioned. 'T’he analysıs of intellec-
tual hıstory 155 controversı]al. ener.  Y, ONe Dıiıeses Werk ıst eıne wohlwollende und Brı-
gets the impress10on that the modern wıll tiısche Beurteilung UVO.:  z Barths theologıischer
turned agaıns Christianıty not because Es vertrıtt den Standpunkt, daß ar
humans Aare perennlally disposed tO resıist (G0od weder als Irrationalıst och als Sıtuations-

FUuroJINn 105


