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between Nostra Aetate, De1 Verbum, UMEN Gentium eologic rationale along the liınes of the Irınıty Al

‘template’ whereby ftaıth corresponds the Father,an Gaudıum et Spes. the eologic conclusıion
15 Just NOT caretul enough: °“It thus reflects the “single love the Son and hope the ‚pırı But then the
source” theory of revelatıon of De:1 erbum: the revela- ‚OgOS 15 about salvatıon already assured an the pırı
on of the Word of God, spoken definitively 1n Jesus about the fulfıllıng of thıs, drawıng the ole human

1ACGE into the Father’s Negatıve theologyChrist, an the work of the OLV Spirıt, bringing
emands that there 15 MOTIC know about God thanfruution the “seeds of the Word’ 1ın creation, reCprEeSCHNT

together single CONtINUOUS actıon ofGod 1n the world.” what the Son has revealed, although thıs revelatıon
(45) In other words, SINCE revelatıon COMN1C5 through the remaıns crucıal and valıd the toundatıon. More 15 VeEL

be sa1d about God Meanwhıle Ihe Irınıty teachescreation order, (HeNn, A fortior1, surely r through
other relig10ns, gıven the unity of actıon 1n the the interdependence otf things Ihe rını reminds
WOT. Ihıs 15 A “open ecclesiocentric’” MO He also of the COFrTEGCT disposition and tramework for l1turgy
SCC111S lot ess tradıtional 1n hıs VIECW that what which 15 Dasıc; speculatıon of conceptual theology 15

be voiıded 1in ftavour of theologv A} doxology Jesus’ C1S pluralısm of cultures 1ın whıich the COMMNOIMN theme,
the COIC, the invisıble relıg10n’ SCS expressed. Ihe nd eludes recognisabilıty, W sounds dangerously lıke
result of dıalogue 15 ractıcal NOLT conceptual: Dialogue 15 TOSTAMUNGC for “Do-It- Yourself” Christologies. Sınce
NOT A A1: transcendence SOMNC gher *rufth. Chriıst unıtes people God, Barnes claıms have

commıt “belonging elsewhere’ those whbut 15 in the practice of the conversation.
Ihe cruc1al questiOons thus ..  not, 1n the first place, by the Ignatıan princıple have x0o0d will in them Wırth

about salvatıon, Church and M1SS1ON, but-more nda- Evdokimov, WE know where the Church 1S, NOLT tor uSs

mentally-about what happens Christian identity when Judge where ıT 15 NO  m+ It 15 NOT about developing multi1-
the self NCOUNTErS the ther DY CrOSSINS the thresho. faiıth 1SstOlogy, but about cCommunıty wıth virtues
IntO another world’(23) L: how the ubject 15 shaped and qualities W lısten and espond the pırı
in ogue 1O thıs WOLL have espond wıth yes TIThe practice of ntertaith COMMMNMNOMN acthon’ 15 gıven
and noOo Yes: IT INaYy be nat ogue 15 NOT the PIrODCI TNOIC lıttle MOITIC definition 1n the mention of multıi-

faıth celebration of Jesus’”. Thıs 15 NOT the pluralıstplace work OUuUL what salvatıon 1Calls if the VarıoOus
tradıt1Ons ATIC LOO incompatible, EXCEDL 1n VC. TOA| paradıgm, but the inclusıvıist ONC, an probably aCCCDL-
I  , but N ogue 15 about these 1SSUES 1n that it able only CcCW uslims, Sts, DEC: AT least

anythıng ther than one-off basıs. Can WC NOL havesharpen (C:e:) Christian mınds 1n what the
Christian faıth 15 about, ell what Ca  3 be learned cultural communıIicCaAtıon (and thus “openness’ wıth other
'Oom other r1it communities) without avıng relatıvıse OUr theology,

4O take one’s oriıentatiıon trom Nostra AÄAetate the non-realist AC of the Irınity and lıberal
1stOL1L0gy hereın contaıned SCCHN LOO easıly do?seeEINS Christian-Jewıs: relatıons paradıgmatıc for

hristi1an-other rel1g10ns, but thıs overlooks the fact arı W.Ellott,, Liverpool Hope
that surely Judaism’s Ns. wıth Christianıty through
°*the covenant’ 15 uncontroversial compared wıth that of
ther rel1ıg10ns. Sılence an the Word. Negatıve Theology anIhe best part of the book 15 when Barnes helpfully
introduces the contributions of Levinas and Rıcoeur Incarnatıon
(and them Heidegger and usser! questions Olıver Davıes and enYys Turner (eds.)
of self-hoo! and identity-formatıon oug CONTLACT Cambridge: GUE: 2002 X11 PP; hb
wıth the other Yet ıt 15 NOT clear how thıs 15 an ISBN 0-5271-8  8-8appI1Vv the dSC of ogue wıth ther relıg10ns. “The
ethıcal’” I1NCalls that W has transformıng iımpact SUMMARY

the self, but there then ollows chapter aı There IS of CSSaYy> the theme of negatıve
theology W! does NOLT really take these themes eology In 1ts relationship mysticısm and Christian

anV CONVINCINS eXTENT. Inculturation, arrıyving AUE revelation, especially n the Incarnation. The CSSayS
celebrated IMCSSV broken 15 represented DY the die generally of high quality and daTre rovoke thought
early Jesuit MI1SSIONALY, de who S W hıs callıng concerning SOMMMeE VE fundamental| 1SSUES for Christian
be Indıan OLV INall, whose example 15 ollOWwe: faith and eology.DV present-day Catholıic ashramıtes. Ihey do NOT A1VE

NeCat synthesı1s, but stand self-consciously ın nOo-man’s ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
L Der Sammelband hietet eine Anzahl VO| Aufsätzen Zzuand between elig10us tradıt1ons.

How far from Hıck’s pluralısm here? Thema der negatıven Theologie ın ihrer Beziehung Z

15 unashamedly “nclusivist? VEn ıf that term 15 voıded Mystik und FU christlichen Offenbarung, insbesondere
It 15 ONC thing Sd y that faıth communıtıes be Zur Inkarnation. DITZ Aufsätze sind Im Allgemeinen Vo

themselves hıle eing ‘open’ the wısdom of other Qualität ZU achdenken über einıge
faiths (°SEeCAS of the or  ya quite another attcempt fundamentale Fragen des christlichen aubens und
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der Theologie Dionysius’ Deus LynOtus. For uther there Was NOLT

enough of eing damned ın the Dionysian “dark-RESUME ness’. Gregory the Great WEeNT the opposıte CAWCHIC:;
(es Ascaıg SUr Ia theologie negative, SS relations when OIl Job he maJors the fear of God W ın
aAaVeC le mysticısme et avVeC Ia revelation chretienne, calthy pirıtuality VEMALNS the dominant (0)8
notamme dans |/’incarnation, sont generalement de Gre ine CSSAVS by McIntosh Newman, and
grande qualite el stimulent Ia reflexion SUr des questions Ford sılence after Auschwitz have OIXr questiOonsfondamentales DVOUT Ia fO!l ei Ia theologie chretiennes. about the coherence of Graham Ward’s V y whıle

Davıes’s conclusion 15 disappointing. (In It there 15
short tOur of W contaıns mention ofwıth such collections, thıs 15 mıixed bag But econdary lıterature an trıes Ht the evidence Of Scrip-there arc Al least three CSSaVS hıch brillant, and Lure and tradıtıon Procrustean bed of the ussı1an

NONC of them bad Denys TIurner QETS the by philosophical CONCCDEIS of tıshna and molchanıe.)asserting hıs thesıis that negatıve theology has changed
from eing negatıon of experience ın CHIE talk about We hould perhaps NOLT be urprised that the CSSaV

hıch stands OUuUTt ın this collection 15 the OI  M by the
God Nto al CXPENMENCE of negatıon. Ihe latter INncComıng Archbishop of Canterbury. In modelling iıtself

nıhılıstıc and ndividualistic heology that SIfS loose the Irınıty (following John of the Cross CI the self
churches and the lıturgy Rather negatıve eol- has desire hıch the other but wıthout the closure

15 negatıon of negatıon and 15 MOTC ra than of satısfaction, wıthout the expectation of gratification.atheism because 1t denıes VCN Janguage-(1n WdY, SAaV Perhaps this sounds lıttle LOO hero1c sem1-Pelagıan,Derrıida CSSAaVS by Ward and Davıes will athırm does VCcCn “Buddhist? wıth 1fs talk of “detachment‘; but 1T
not). Thıs Al that posıtıve and negatıve afırmations
about God Cal be made, 1n the realisatıon Maf God

15 certamnly thought-provoking. What Wıllıams 15 A1dvOo-
catıng 15 non-mimetic desıre (where COMPCLC tor

15 beyond language Or Davıes will Put It. IT omething nat ther people want): 1t 1$ NOT do wıth
15 the CX GESS of presence that makes hım ineffable After consumeriıst “ack? Yet iın OUur theology WC ALC turned
all, dl wiıth IIuns Scotus, It 15 hard love negatlions, from eing SPCECTALOS of MVSTCIV eing partıcıpantsand, here 1n agrecm«eCcnN wıith Aquinas, the Incarnatıon and performers 1n It It 15 worth quoting PaASSaAHC. “Like
Q1VES z0o0d L1CASON speak analogically of God, be object possible object ın W
eIng desıire Can be (MICGCE an for terminated; 20081 eed

Or; wıth Paul Fiıddes in hıs YV>, God 15 up close from the supposıtion that be the inal ALNLISWCL
hıs ATU: that he CANNOL be objectified and spoken SUOINCOIILC else’s questlon, that have the right CXDECCL

of. Hıs hıdden allows Hım be there an yeLr Au ]] of undeflected desire comıng Fast wıth
NOLT oppressively. ufferinge he 15 NOT MIC What will be properly ovable 1n 15 INV OVINS-
dead (=irrelevant) the WOT. We CAaNNOT really claım NCSS, re  1 turned towards other, NOT INY re

know God 1n hıs Iator God 1n no-place LCal turned upDON tself_? 130f)
he CAaMNt be objectified, 1n CONTrast arth’s pOSI1-

tıve (and DOSLUVIStLC? ) VIECW of revelatıon sharıng Mm'k Ellıott, 1verpoo Hope
objective owledge ofhimself. In the Irınıty God hım-
self ıs found 1n the “Spaces’ between the Father, Son and
Spirıt Janet Soskice AISUCS that atheisms shaped DYy redigen lernen. Eın Lehrbuch für dıe Praxıs,
the 'orm of theism they responding C an favours chim Härtner; Holger Eschmann
the interpretation of the dıyıne NAamnc 1n Exod 35:14 (the ttgart, on Anker 2001, 219 Uro 14.90,Tetragrammaton) .1 will be effective’ per ISBN 3-7675-7089-0really there’(  ılds) Prayer makes language about God

be by God Ihe late Herbert cCabe USCS quınas ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
1Ns1ıst that 1n God there 15 192 VCS, but potentlal- [ Die Autoren verstehen ihre Homiletik als eınen

1ty no! ıth reference creation “we aV NCW thing eıladen für die PraxIıs. SO sich dieses Buch
SaV about God, It 15 NOT 1W thıng about God auch MNur dort mıt theologischen Grundlagenfragen

sSayıng “Ihe CONGCCHET; remember, 15 NOT what 15 auseinander, den Horer und seIne Welt
understood but how omething 15 understood, what 15 geht. DITz Fragen den Horer un die zeitgemälße
produced, brought forth, conceıved 1ın the understand- Kommunikation mıit ihm ist auch der deutliche
Ing of something. 1n understandıng he CONCELVES the Schwerpunkt dieser Arbeit. Fur die Praxıs Ist das Buch
CONCCDL, the verbum mentı1s.) (S7/) Bernard McecGınn tells äußerst hilfreich, denn 5 gibt eınen ın  IC In

that Luther’s understandıng of dıyıne darkness Was die Werkstatt der Predigtvorbereitung, gibt konkrete
OLLC 1n hıch should be terriıfied DV predestination rhetorische Hilfen für den Predigtvortrag un zeigt

6C}  3 be the IMOTC comtorted Dy the evealed God eınen praktikablen VWeg der eigenen oder remden
In ther words, It 15 about fleeing ftrom God God Predigtbeurteilung. Fast eın Drittel des Buches Ist
TIhe Deus nudus/abscondıtus W as preferre Dy uther rragen der Kommunikationsforschung und Psychologie
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