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wiıll be continunties and discontinuities. 'Thısoften accompanıes loss of the Chrıistian SLOTYy
The second part of Tellıng Story deals mMaYy involve paradıgzm sh:' INOTeEe alarm-

wıth the Gospel the of modernıiıty. ingly, implosion.
We AT NO at the fag en! of the hlıterary age, But responsı1ıbıilıty 18 clear: We do NOLT
accordıng LO alker, and the glare of know AaTre the early chapters of
electronıc culture, havıng experlenced the ef- STLOTY, the last ONe. indwellers of the
fects of elegraph, photograph, phone anı STOTY, ATe only asked tOo expect eagerly
fiılm, ea the secondary oralıty of televı- aqawaıt ıts conclusıion, and not predict hat
S10N. Part of OUTL: present sıtuatıon 18 the when ıt wıll Occur.’ We must indwell the
discussıon about MOderNIı1tLy and ıts demise. gospel STOTY, which Walker suggests 11l
Walker S1X ındıices of modernıty: the involve M1SS10NAaTry imperatıves: buıldıng
MSe of the natıon state, the establiıshment of e plausıbılıty structures, renewıng the
funectional rationalıty the modus operandı hıturgy—we eed 1ECOVeET tIrul 1CONOgTa-
of the modern state, the EMETSCHCE of StTEruC- phy—and becoming holy people.
tural pluralısm, the EMETSCNCE of cultural T'hıs 18 superb book, 1C calls for

etfaıle interactıjion. T he Lype ofwıde-rangıngpluralısm; the worldview anı ıts domiıinant
ideologıes, an the growth of indıyıdualısm and interdiscıplinary work ıt represents 1S
ese ATe seful enNncC marks order toO desperately needed al . tıime Chrıistian
assess whether post-modernity really 1S DOStT- academıcs an Christians general are tOo
modern. frutful pa forward amıdst the CY1S1S of

ere 1s agreement Jet Man COTINIMNMNEeN- moderni1ty/postmoderniıty OoOWever ıt 1s
tators that classıcal modernity has hanged demandıng work, requırıng STra  ıng of

that the erucıble for change Wäas the ad- discıplınes alker r1ses LO thıs challenge
ent of the CONSUMeEeTr socıety the 1950’s admırably—thıs book 1S the deposıt of deep
Walker has vVe useful analysıs ofthe CINeEeT- probıng of ManYy remarkable ep

of cCONSsuMerısmM the West, poıgnantly It 1sS Jearly shaped byalker orthodoxy, but
suggesting that erhaps INOTE ellıng SYIMN- that 18 prıimarıly trength an! not weak-
bol of late modernity than the gıant natıonal ess 1 MaYy be permiıtte 0)e[ er1t1ic1sm;

supernational eCcOoNOMI1C conglomerates 1S footnotes would ave enhanced the text
the hoppıing 2  E of America.’ ’Malls ATe the Quotes ATe not properly referenced SOIMNE
cathedrals of late modernity, where people SOUTCES mentioned afre NnOt the bıbhlıography
COINEC tO Daze and wonder the sacred’ But ese mM1nor poınts asıde, 0)8[ really 0es
toO offer homage DAaYy theır ues the gods hope that Tellıng the Story wıll be wıdely read
of mammon.’ The brıdge between attended to—there 1S LOO much al stake
cCONSUuMerı1sm an INAass culture 15 INAass medıa for ıt. not tO be
wıth the 1960’s beıng the hirst real decade of

mMass culture There 1S global culture only ralg artholomew
global market Cheltenham, England
So AaATe genummnely postmodern sıtu-

atıon? Walker revısıts hıs indices of moder-
nıty there 1sS5 genume evıdence for the demı1ıse
of natıon states, but ıt WOU. be foolısh LO EuroJTh 1998) 72 FAOLLS)

ıt, Funectional rationalıty 1S INOTE

instıtutionally but symbolıc level Yesterday and Today Study of
ıt has een weakened. Religion remaın Continuities ın Chrıstologyprıvatısed but the present iınstabilıty ere Colin Gunton
18 opportuniıty to work agaınst thıs London: SPCK, 1997 second edition, V11Cultural pluralısm 1sS ere LO Stay but 15 that 2A7 pb, £14 99,true of tolerance? Science has een ubsumed
under functional rationalıty that scientists ISBN 0-281-05083-X
AaTe adjuncts of the Mar ‘Postmodernism
has taken the academy, though not. the world RESUME

Voıcı nouvelle edıtıon du Iıvre de Gunton,of INAass culture, by SLOTM Its ımpact late
modernity 1S sıgnıfıcant, but nowhere eca4r Daru DOUFr la premıere fOo1s 1983, VUVec UNne

much, ould insıst, the WaY hıch nouvelle preface et enı  logue La questıon
consumer1ısm and INAass culture ave altered prıncıpale laquelle A essaıe de repondre est
the NAatLure of socıeties.’ Thus, ere Ia SULVanNnte: 'st-ıl eNCoOre possıble aujourd’hur
1s evıdence of to Ne epoch, but ere d’a,  rmer les verıtes quLı sont de la
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chrıstologıe orthodoxe classıque? TI  ndDar USAMMENFASSUNG
l’affirmatıve. FroLs themes ans le kıvre. Be: dem Lle. handelt sıch eıne euauj]-
Premierement, T’auteur monftre quı des lage des uches DVO.  S 1983, versehen mıt eınem
paralleles entre les problemes GQUE DOSE Ia aktualıstierten Vor- SOWwLeE Nachwort. Darın
modernılte el CEUNX auxquels etaıent confrontes geht Gunton vDO der rage US, ob heute
les peres de ‘Eglıse. Aınsı les christologıes och möglıch sel, den Wahrheitsanspruch der
modernes refletent bıen des caracterıistiques chrıstologischen Kernaussagen Ln ıhrem tradı-
des chrıstologıes qQUe les peres de l’Eglıse tionellen Verständnıs UVO.  - Rechtgläubı:gkeıit
combattaıent. Les reponses de ’Porthodoxıe durchzuhalten. Gunton kommt eıiınem DOSL-
classıque conservent ONC outLe leur pertı- tıven Ergebnis
NnNence. deuxıeme theme est celuı de Ia rela- Das uch behandelt rel Themenbereiche.
tıon entire Ia theologıe et So CONLeEeXLie Erstens wırd aufdıe Parallelen zwıschen den
socıoculturel. La theologıe est faconnee PDar So  S Herausforderungen der Moderne Unı enen
conliextie et utılıse des modes de pensee tırees de derpatrıstıschen eıt verwiesen. So seıen vıele

contexte, MAaLS, sı elle demeure fidele / SsSes Charakter:ıistika moderner Christologı:en be-
racınes, elle Sera dıfferente de 507l cCoNnliexte reıts den patrıstıschen T’heologen bekannt und
DOUFr AavoLr MESSALE DTODTFre Aans conliexte vVO ıhnen zurückgewıiesen worden. Den
et contribuer aLınsı la formatıon de Ia culture. Antworten hlassıscher rthodoxıe komme
I roısıememenlt, (junton aborde le probleme de deshalb eıne leıbende Bedeutungla relatıon entre le UCreateur et Ia ereature Zweıtens wırd auf das Verhältnıs UVO T’heolo-
partır des concepts du emps et de l’eternite, de gıe und dem sozıokulturellen ontext ıhrer
LITL  Ce et de Ia transcendance. Iıvre Formulı:erung eingegangen. Zwar seıen theolo-

comporte Fro1Ls partıes prıncıpales: la premıere gısche Aussagen Jeweıls durch dıe kulturell
traıte de Ia methodologıe, Ia deuxıeme du bedıngten Sprachformen mıtgeprägt. ber
contenu de Ia chrıstologıe et la troısieme la IWenn Theologıe sıch treu bleibt, wırd Sıe sıch
chrıstologıe et la socıete. DÜO. Jeweılıgen ontext unterscheıden und Lın

L’ouvrage represente Un contrıbution der Lage seın, dıe ultur mitzuprägen. rıt-
ımportante Ia chrıstologie. Cecı resulte fens wırd das Problem der ezıiehung UVO.  S ott
partıe de quı combıne “analyse phıloso- und ensch ın den Kategorıen 919}  > ‘“Zeıt und
phıque et expose theologıque penetrant. Les wıgkeıt‘ und Immanenz und Transzendenz
defenseurs de l’orthodoxie chrıstologique eschrıeben. Dıese emen werden Lın rel
n’accepteront DAaSsS LOUS formulatıon, Abschnuıltten behandelt methodısche Fragen,Da  culıer SUuU les poinNts suıvants: ıl comprend dıe chrıstologıische Ergebnisse. Chrıstologiela kenose COMINne expression la nature und Gesellschaft.de Dieu, defend Ia these selon laquelle le SAVvOLFr Die Arbeıt bleıibt eın wıichtıger Beıtrag zZUF
de Jesus-Chrıst n etaıt DaS seulement Iımıte Chrıstologıe. uch 421 der Verbindung UO  en
MALS faıllıble, et accepte [  O  1  dee qQUEC Ia chrısto- phılosophischer Analyse und theologischerlogıe aıt subı developpement consıderable Erkenntnis. Jedoch werden aum alle, dıe sıch
et presente des varıalıons ımportantes ans le für dıe kRlassısche Christologie einsetzen,OUUVeaL Testament. On pourraıt auUssLı remetl- seınen Thesen zustımmen! wenn z.B
fre question l’emplot, DOUFr exprımer Ia SeDAa- kenosıs als Wesensbeschreibung (jottes
ratıon entre le UCreateur el la creature, des begreift, oder dıe Erkenntnis DO Jesus
categorıes du emps et l’eternite, aLnsı GUE TLSLIUS nıcht NnU. als begrenzt, sondern als

’immanence el de Ia transcendance. fehlbar bezeichnet. oder UVO.  . eıner beträcht-
nouvel epılogue traıte de plusıeurs develop- 1C. Verschıedenheit und Entwicklung der
pements ımportanits MAaLS ıgnore d’autres. neutestamentlı:ch Christologie ausgeht.Par exemple, la pubdlıicatıon de la Theologie nfragen sınd uch geltend machen
Systematique de nnenberg auraıt-elle Uune bezüglıch der Kategorıen ‘“Zeıt und Ewigkeıtınfluence SuUur a  nalyse et Ia erıtique faıt sSsowıe “T’ranszendenz und Immanenz’, mııt
Gunton de la chrıstologıe theologıien? Un denen der Abstand zwıschen Schöpfer und
second domaıne est neglıge: qu'on appelle la Gechöpf verdeutlicht wırd. Das eCUEeC Nach-
troısıeme recherche du Jesus hıstorıique, qul wort geht auf einıge wichtıge Entwiıck-
mel "accent sSUur le lıen entre Ia theologıe eft [ungen ein, vernachlässıgt ber andere. So
l’hıstorre, MALS QqUL, dans Ia plupart des CasS, ware dıe rıtık DVO Pannenbergsrestie decä de la chrıstologıe orthodoxe
tradıtıonnelle. Chrıstologie sıcher anders ausgefallen, hätte

dessen Systematıc T’heology berücksichtigt.
Vernachlässigt wırd uch dıe SOß£, drıtte Frage
ach dem hıstorıschen Jesus, dıe WwWar dıe
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Verbindung DVO Hıstorıe und T’heologıe 1g. of the bıblıcal understandıng of creator
betont, ber ın den meısten Fällen LErgebnis an creature In thıs WaY the tradıitional
aum den Erwartungen eıner tradıtionellen language ofthe incarnatıon Ca  . be reaffiirmed
Chrıstologıe entsprict. The book into three maın sections, the

first deals wıt. 1ssues of methodology, the
Colin Gunton work has made ıgnıfıcant second wıth the substance of stology
contrıbution tOo contemporary systematıc the thırd wıth 1lssues of stology SOC1-
theological reflection, ıt 18 therefore pleasure ety In the first sectiıon he provıdes netrat-
tOo sSee the ne edition ofhıs mportant, but out ıng alysıs ofthe typology ofstology from
of prınt, text 1sSsues 1n contemporary above from below He sSes Rahner anı
chrıstology Much of hat untion wrTrote Pannenberg examples of the from below
1983 155 still of great relevance tO contempo- approac He that ese approaches
ra debate The revısıon has made altera- end affırmıng hat they want to deny
tıon LO the orıginal text but has rather added They become ‘degree chrıstologies’ hıch deny

Ne preface epılogue that responds LO the genume humanity of Chrıist that hıs
Ne developments unıque sıgnıfıcance 1S5 SCEIIN hıs possessing

'The basıs question that Uuntion attempts greater degrees of certaın uman qualıties
LO AaNnsSWeTr 18, 18 ıt still poss1ıble today tO affırm than other humans. The Christ ofthe hrıstol-
the COTEe truth claıms made by classıcal from eI0W 1S longer human being hke
chrıistological orthodoxy? 'hıs question he Secondly they ave dıfficulty elatıng
an sSWeTS wıth Strong YcS Fundamental to ıstınguishing between wh ‚Jesus 1sS
hıs approac AaTre TEeeEe themes that ITu hat he o0es Gunton analysıs of chrıistolo-
throughout the book The first 1sS that ere gıes from above alyses the chrıstologies of
Aare Man y parallels between the challenges ege and classıcal rthodoxy. Here he
posed the post-enliıghtenment ontext an that hıle the classıical tradıtion 185 not wıth-
the 1SSuUeSs faced by the patrıstic eolog1ans out ıts problems ıt o0es provıde mMO that
The COMN:  CC ofZ 18 that unexpected CH  - do Justice LO both the humanıty of
WaYys the modern chrıstologies reflect the MOST. ‚Jesus and hıs Savıng sıgnıficance. He then
problematic features of the chrıistologies they TO deal ıth the debate the
claım LO reject Thıs Iso that the STOT1CA. Jesus and that do ustice
AaAn SWEeTs of classıcal OdOoxXy still ave rele- to the presentatıon of Jesus 1ın the New

contemporary theology The second Testament ONe cCannot separate theology from
eme 18 the relationship between heologı- story It 1S precısely ere that the Varıo0us
cal formulatıon and ıts 80C10-C  ural searches for the historical Jesus faıl 1ın that
Gunton that theology 1sS shaped by ıts they attempt tOo separate story heology
CONTLEeXT and that ıt. Ca  - only address ıts context Fınally z section he analyses the problem

ıt. ses iıdeas and patterns ofhought drawn
from the ontext. Yet ıt. 1sS true to the TOOTS

of dualısm dualıty. 'The second section
eals wıth the ontent of C.  stology unton

of the Christian al it wıll stand distinet turns tOo the 1ssues of time an eterniıty,
from the cContext order address ıt. transcendence and immanence. He offers
thus ontrıbute tO the shapıng of ulture penetratıng er1ıt1que of post enlightenment
ahıd chrıistologies eed tO maıntaın E: chf- dualısms Trawıng contemporary phılo-
ficult balance 'TheEtheme 1S that Gunton sophıcal and scientihc thınkıng he develops
Sees the classıcal christological problem of the model hıich tıme and eternıty, ıimmanence
relatıonshıp between creator creature transcendence AaTe notJuxtapose polar
terms CONCEDPTS ıme eternity, opposıtes In CONILras he agues that ıt. 1sS
immanence and transcendence. He poss1ıble to CONcelve of CO-  TESCHNC of tiıme
that chrıstologıes shaped by platonıc hought eternıty ıImmanence transcen-
an contemporary christologies shaped by dence that eflects the biıbhical portrayal of

the enlightenment tradıtion, fall (30d’s an actıvıty the world,
ınto the trap of dualistically ldentifying eter- partıcularly ıt. 1S localısed Jesus Christ
nıty transcendence wıth and tiıme He then seeks to espond to the epıstemolog!i-

iIMmManence wıth creatıon. MNSC- cal problem of Lessing's ugly dıtch 'T do
QuUeNCeEe they cannot do Justice LO the pıcture of he draws the work of Michael Polanyı
TY1IS the New Testament untifon argue that O' cCanno draw distinetion
continues LO use ese categorıes but between the certaın of 1e64S0O0NMN the
that the CONCEePTS of tıme an that accıdental character of historical owledge
underlie them eed tO be transformed the knowledge 185 contingen partıcıpatory,
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thus chrıstologıcal knowledge 18 obtaıned expounded hıs Systematıc eology affect.
through personal partıcıpatıon the realıty Gunton’s analysıs and crıtique of hıs christol-
of T1S the ontext of the worshıpping It would Iso ave een helpful tOo ave
communıty. He ses thıs basıs for discuss- hiıs to the SO-Calle third ques for the
ıng the use of models, metaphors and CONCEPTS hıstorıical Jesus that emphasıses theology and

stology. T’he S  al sectıon deals wıth history but mMOsStT fall short of tradı-
how christology influences the WaY Christians tiıonal chrıstologıcal orthodoxy ese AaTe

ought LO lve the world Gunton that mınor reservatıons, thıs 18 book that ought
z  D chrıstology ser10usly then. wıll to be read DYy all who ave interest

shape OUuTr understandıng of the nAature ofGod chrıstology Its careful analysıs must be en
ONe whose nNnature 1S5 moOost fully expressed ser10usly by all whi WOU. contrıbute to

the act of self-g1ving Thus the ıncarnatıon contemporary christological debate.
ea of Christ AaTe not denıals dıilu-

tıons of Christ’s deity but the fullest CXDTITECS- avıd Field
S10NS ofıt. hus self-giving ought toO determine London

Christian approac LO lıfe He refly oOut-
lınes the ıimplıcatıons of B: for Christian EuroJTh 798) 722 15217154 8approac. to polıtics The Ne epılogue deals
wıth 1SsSues raısed by pluralısm, femiınısm, Bıblısches Ethos ım Zeıtalter der
post-modern1ism concludes wıth examı- Moralrevolution
natıon of the role of the Holy Spirıt chrıs- Georg Huntemannology. Neuhausen/Stuttgart: Hänssler, 1995,The hirst edıtion of thıs book eservedly
rece1ved praıse ma)Jor ontrıbution tO 716 68,—DM, pb.,
stology. Whiıle SOINE WaYS the debate ISBN AA E c
has moved SINCE then, ıt. retaıns ıts status RESUMEma)Jor contrıbution chrıistological reflec-
tıon. ımportant dimensıon of ıts sıgnıf1 Georg Huntemann, Professeur Gale et
CAance arlses from Gunton abılıty LO combıne Louvaın, lıvre ans ce OeluUurTre volumıneuse
sophiısticated phılosophica analysıs ıth le contenu de ses et de sSes recherches
theologıical insıght exposıtıon. Yet he o0es dans le domaıne l’ethıque. IL/ımportance
thıs clear readable Hıs l’ouvrage resıde Aans Ia anıere dont "auteur
defence of the relevance of orthodox chrıistol- posıtıonne face U’hıstoure de la pensee

the contemporary world 18 sıgnıfic. chretienne occıdentale. Il est ımportant ses
NO ıt. WwWAas when the book WwWäas Hirst publısh- VEUX qQUE€ le chrıstıanısme Ilıbere de l’emprise
ed Certamly not all defenders of C  stolog1- hellenıstique Aans les domaınes SuULvVvants: Ia
cal orthodoxy ould accept hıs formulation, metaphysıque, Ia concept:on des sSsacrements et

Cce. de la hıerarechiıie. Maıs, tandıs qQUEC ’auteurpartıcularly hıs understandıng of Renosıs
expression of the nature of (an ıdea he de la presente recensıon releve VDVec louanges

has developed other works), hıs argument les DTODOS d’Huntemann Sul. la technologıe, ıl
that ‚Jesus Chrıist’s knowledge Wäas not only estıme ınsuffisants SsSes developpements sSUur les
ımıted but hıs acceptance of problemes bzioethiques. Il regrette AuUsSsL QUEC

auteur FEDTENNE, sSAanNns dıstance erıtıque, desconsıderable varıatıon an development
New Testament chrıstology. One could Iso ınterpretations rabbıinıques de Lextes du Nowu-
question the UuUsSe of the categorıes of tıme Veauil Testament, Aans ce contrıbution, Dar
eterniıty, immanence transcendence aılleurs tres apprecıee, fondement une
to CXPICSS the divide between creator and ethıque chretienne.
creature Gunton 1S obvıously of the
problem ere he empts tO develop 1E W USAMMENFASSUNG
understanding of the CONCEPTS involved. 'T’he eorg Huntemann, ‚Professor Lın ase und

poss1ıbly eflects hıs attempt LO speak Leuven, hat miıt dıesem umfangreıichen Werk
to the contemporary ontext usıng ıts OWI)l eıiıne Zusammenfassung seıner orlesungs-categorıes. tätıgkeıt und orschung auf dem Gebiet der

Whiıle the Ile  S epulogue 0es grapple wıth vorgelegt. Die Stärke des Kompendiums
SOTMNE sıgnıfiıcant developments Ole wonders liegt ın der Art und Weıse, W1Le sıch der Verfas-how recent developments WOU. ımpact hıs Ser der Auseinandersetzung miıt der Geistes-
argument er For example, ould geschıichte des chrıstlıchen Abendlandes
the developments Pannenberg’s hought Wıichtig ıst für Huntemann, daß das Chrıiısten-
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