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valuable book ell beyond the reach of STU- wıth moOost of Küng’s earlıer ma)or publıca-
ents al £30 T’he SOONeTr 1t, aPPCAaAIs 1n er- L10NS, though ıt. 185 neıther less substantial NOT

back, the better! less significant than the rest of them Rather,
ıt. 15 distillatıon of nearly forty thought
an study of the principal themes of OChriıistianıge Biggar

Oxford, England 1' SeTl, OTr the ell sed though seldom
unprofitable oTMa of commentary The
postles Tee What makes 1ıt. especlally

uroJIh (1995) 175-176 appealıng 1s ıts en! of clear eloquence, ıts
respect for, though nNnOot wWways acceptance of,
traditional formulatıions of doctrine—of 1CCredo. T’he Apostles’ Creed INOTeEe INn mMmOomMent— ıts sensitivıty LO the

Explained for Today questions pose by the scientific, relig10us and
Hans Küng thıical pluralısms of the late 20th Century and
London: SC  Z Press Ltd., 1993, 196 its deep sympathy for Varıous Chrıstian radı-

£9_.95 paperback. tıons from the OT ınto which the author
Was born a! continues LO gyıve hiıs el
rıtiıcal alleg1ance The posiıtıve enor of the

RESUM work 15 encapsulated 1ın the 3  al words of the
Le dernier OUUVFTage de Hans Küng, COMM.- iıntroduction A} Ca.  - Sa Yy VYeS LO the artıcles of
mentaıre SuU le symbole des Apnötres, est le fruıt the postles’ TEeEe guldelines for
de quarante (111L5 CF  tude möele des themes OW' lıving an hope for OW:') dyıng“
tradıtıonnels et radıcaux Vec n sımplicıte In S1X separate chapters Küng faces the
de style remarquabdle, et reussıt produıre UNe 1SSues of God Father creator, T1S
apologıe du Chrıiıstianısme attractıve DOUTF Ia divıne Son, sufferiıng an atonement, the QUECS-
fin du AD sıecle. En d’ de notıon tıon of the resurrection, the doctrine of church
excessivement ımmanentıste de Dıeu el de SNn pırı an then eschatology. Although
scepticısme ınjustifie VLS-Ä-ULS de plusıeurs doc- each sectiıon Lreats both scrıpture Tradı-
frınes orthodoxes, cet OUUTaßSeE promet d  IA  etre tıon eing SOINE authorıtatıve,
AUSSL ımportant DOUFr les annees qQUE L  OU- Küng 185 convınced that neıther of ese COINM-

ıntıtule Te Chretien ’a ete A ce Can longer be en for granted. WHor
bıentöt deux decennıes. T1ISLILANS LO proclaım elr behief G0d the

Father almıghty, creator of heaven earth,
the INeTe basıs of tradıtional under-

USAMMENFASSUNG standıng of the 1  e, 1S5 LO neglect the chal-
Das neueste uch Hans üngs ıst eın Kom- enge of the day an LO perpetuate the western
mentar Z apostolischen Glaubensbekennt- church seemıng iırrelevance LO contemporary
1S, das rgebnıs UO.  S vierzıg .JJahren der lıfe ‘Lıter.  y CVCEIY word of the “Apostles
Forschung. Der Autor Oringt tradıtionelle Creed” MUSL be translated ınto the pOStT-
SOWLeE radıkale Motıve auf eıner beneidenswert Copernican, post-Kantıan, ee post-Dar-
einfacher Weıse zZU  N, eıne anzlıe- wınlan post-Eınsteinian world’, he claıms.
en CArıisilLıche Apologetik für das nde des Whiıle such pronounced emphasıs ‘rele-
O.Jahrhunderts erschaffen. Trotz seıner vance’ 15 1n danger of succumbing LO whnolesale
übertriebenen Immanenzlehre und eiınes nıcht relatıvısm, Küng’s commıtment LO TYT1sSL1AN
erforderten Skeptizısmus ber manche Aspekte truth hıs often shrewd eriticısm of the
der Orthodoxıe, darf IN  s UOT!  gen, Aass INOTEe atantly anti-theological ogmas of the
dıeses Werk ebenso bedeutsam ın den neu- present fin de sıöcle PTeESCIVC hım from fad-
nzıgen JJahren seın wird, WLLE DVDOr fast ZWwUda

zıg Jahren seın Zum T1StsSeInN WCT.
diıshness Even S| LO produce effectıve
TYT1st1aAn apologetic the PCTI-

Hans Küng’s latest offering 15 sımple an ceived verıtjes of post-modern1ısm could easıly
become seif efeating Fortunately Küng’s OWIlattractıve apologetic TAC designed LO COINN-

mend ecumenıical Christianıty, both cCatNolıc attempt al translatıng the Tee ınto COINMN-

evangelical, LO 111e  - Aan! of the 1d10m seldom allows the PTECONCCP-
‘Once he SaYyS, 15 ould ave prob- tıons of the present wholly LO overrule the

ably een ca “l attla Catechism of Y1S- self-authenticating nature of the T1sSt1AN
tıan belie Little ıt INnaYy be when compared revelatıon tO God.
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Thıs 0OeSs not INean SaYy that the author’s chapter God the Father 15 Ve. good ee
OW ormulatıons of faıth are always 1S the 3  al chapter eschatology, hıle
cıent. KEver SINCEe the publiıcation of On eiıng chapter five, OLY Spirit: Church, Communion
Chrıstian, Küng’s readers ave een of of Saınts Forgiıveness of Sins 1Ss superb.hıs wıth certaın tenets of O:  OdOXY. Here Küng, the ecumenıical churchman, Sets
Hıs interpretatıon of God ‘the all-embracing forth hıs CAase for the continuling renewal of the
an permeatıng ground of meanıng of the church by the gospel the of the DrıWOT. process’ has induced hım aversıon for the sake of ankınd ‘DespiteLO the ıdea of 1V1Ne actıvıty erms of SOITY experıences wıth church’, he COTNM-
ıntervention, oONCcept 1C he finds ‘naıve). fesses, a beheve that rıtiıcal loyalty 15 orth-Hıs rejection of the vırgına. conception—"'the
narratıve vırgın bırth 1S not repo of whıiıle, that resistance 185 meanıngful

renewal possible, that another posıtıvelologıc fact, but the ınterpretation of realıty turn church history CAannoOo be E  ed out/by of primal symbol’—the nature It 15 quıite poss1ble that UCredo wıll sel,miracles, INOTre ser10usly hıs qualms about agenda for the much the SAarmne WaYthe factualıty of ‚Jesus’ resurrection from the
dead, AaTe all implications of hiıs radıcally On eing Christian for the
ımmanentiıst doctrine of God Cur10usly, the Whether aDre«ec ıth he SaysS not,

Hans Küng has ONCE INOTeEe put quarelychapter God the father 15 not overtly hıs debtmpaiıred Dy thıs raıt, though sections the
sSecond, third and our chapters, which dı1ıs-
CUSS dıfferent aspects of Christology, er Densıl organ
badlıy. 'The tendency of excessively ımma- Bangor, Wales
nentiıst oNcept of God 15 LO downplay the
unıque eıty of Christ an LO interpre Jesus
according LO the categorıes of StorYy. The UuroJIh (1995) 176-178resul: of thıs emphasıs, ombined ıt. 15 ere
wıth Küng’s therwise commendable desire LO
respect Jesus’ Jewishness, 1sS tOo weaken the Oswald Bayer, Theologie, Handbuch
skandalon 1C. St, Paul claıme: LO be e1- Systematischer Theologie
t1ıal LO authentic Christlanity. Though hıs doc- Hrsg VOoO Carl Heınz Ratschow
trıne of G0d bears the 1ımprımatur of such and ME Gütersloher Verlagshaus,earher Protestant thinkers Tillich Bon- Gütersloh 1994, 547 Seiten, ®:hoeffer, ıt. 15 surprısıng to OoTte that the ‘suffer-
ıng (G0d)’ MOLL popularıse by hıs Tübingen
colleagues, Moltmann üngel, 1S5 rejecte SUMMARYbeing speculative.

T’hese erıticısms aAaTe Ser10us. Yet, they In Oswald Bayer  S textbook, part ealLs ıN
shoul not blınd readers LO the wealth which the theology of the reformers Martın Luther,
1S contaiıned thıs volume. There 15 much Phılıp Melanchthon and ohn Calvın, and

part wıth that ofaul Llıch, er and1C 15 ve valuable and hıghly perceptive Karl ath In Dart III, ındependent INONO-each of ıts chapters Küng’s respect for the
classıical interpretations of the ar even grapn, the author setis Ouft hıs OUW). theological
when he eels that he CAannot adhere LO them posıtıon. T’he characteriıstic of Luther’s theo-

eır entirety, 1S patent throughout: ur 15 logıcal work LS the threefold palttern of oratıo,
nOoLt as ıf the tradıtional ormulae shoul SIM- meditatio an entatıo, 1C. Orıings theology
ply be thrown AWAaY x 1Iron he SaYSs, and aı ınto the closest possıble relationship.
‘hut. they eed tOo be ountermanded, taken Despite Tilliıch efforts LO retaın the reforma-
apart an put together agaın irom ıLieren tıon doectrine of Justification ın form relevant
perspectives’. The apologist’s task 15 not tOo O the present day, he ın fact changes ıt Ln

the al NOr tO dımınısh ıt but LO sıgnifiıcant WAYS, and uUurns ıf iın to general
interpret ıt afiresh ‘Whıle the ormulas of the prıncıple. Behind hıs versıon of revelatıon lies
councıls ATe nOot LO be thrown AaWAaY unthink- generalızed concept of relıgion. Bayer skhet-
ıngl y, they not LO be repeate thought- ches OLT hıs OW VLEWS agaınst the background
lessly eıther; rather, they must be interpreted of the Eeformatıon theology, ınsısts that eol-
carefully”. There 1sS nothıng g11D about radı- OSY L5 ınseparable from conflıct, and emphas-calısm such thıs Notwithstanding the Lses that worshıp LS both the orıgın and the
ıIımmanent1ısm mentioned above, the 1N1t1 goal of theologıical hought.
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