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nen  $ aMONS them Wıllıam Warburton, Bıshop of eclectique eT d’une grande diversite dUuX sujets abor-
des, QqUI reflete les champs d’‘Interets Varıes de Pinnock.Gloucester, who clearly recognısed that the Wesleyans

and SOINC Anglıcan Evangelıcals WEeEIC sımply engagıng ( ertaıns auteurs entrent lalogue serre VEeC ‘oeuvre de
the primary relıg100s instincts of theır followers Pinnock d’autres traıtent sujet de leur choix Sans

Thıs 15 fascınatıng book 1G provıdes SOTINC PTO- referer } 55 ecrtits. quelque chose d’‘interessant DOUF
Ooun interesting iınsıghts into both esley and the L[OUT ecteur dans celt ensemble. te ‘interet d’attirer
Wesleyans and also the Hanoverı1an establıshed church ’attention SUr la question sulvante ( Jusqu’a quel pomt Ia
Some who ead thıs book wıll however wısh Professor tradition evangelique a-t-elle hbesoin de reformer SI elle

doit d’GEtre idele volonte d’Gtre Iblique »Kent had attempted CHYAHC wıth the lıterature
what constıitutes revıval, the socıal ımpact of the Wes-
Jeyans and the debates about Wesley and revolutıon

D 15 perhaps OC non-controversıal thıng be sa1ıdset OUut by Oompson and other ITMOTC recent hısto-
about the Canadıan theologıan ar Pınnock hıs workrans. Ihe fact also remaıns that ven f admıt Wes-

ley’s crit1que of the Hanoverı1an Anglıcanısm W d overly 15 hıghly controversıal. In November 2003 he survıved

harsh, there Was still wıdespread clerical non-resiıdence VOTE of the North Amerıcan Evangelıcal Theologı-
cal Socıety ET1S) OVCT whether, “open theıst”, heand ack of attention pastoral duty Ar the beginnıng of

the nıneteenth cshould be allowed contıinue in membershıp. Thıs col-
ection of CSSaVS C1IpS the reader understand why that

119e Scotland, The University of Gloucestershire VOTEe W as taken
Ihe edıtors have drawn together P contributions
mark Pınnock’s retiırement from twenty-five

Semper Reformandum of teachıng Aat McMaster Dıviınıty College. Most of the
contrıbutors supportive of hıs proJect of reformıngStudies ın Honour of Clark Pınnock

Stanley Porter Anthony Cross evangelıcal theology, although few ATC uncritıical. ‚-

p€Ct that MaIY of them WOUL have voted in hıs favour
(editors) Aat the EITS. g1ven the chance. For LLOTC robust critique

AT1ISIE Paternoster Press; 2003, 111 414 of '"'nnock’s work, from INOTreC tradıtıional evangelıcal
pb, ISBN 1-:84227-206-3 STANCE, readers ll have ook elsewhere, C GraYy,

JTony Sınkınson, Christopher (eds), 2000) Recon-
UMMARY
This book IS collection of 2 C55dYyS wriıtten In honour of structıng T heology: crıtical ASSESSMENT of the theology of

APinnock, (Carlısle: Paternoster Press,
the controversial anadıan theologian lar Pinnock. The Ihe first chapters ATC elpful Qeifers Barrvy
subject mMatter covered IS eclectic and diverse, reflecting en 1VES potte: bıography of Pınnock’s theologı-Pinnock’s OW| wide-ranging interests Some contributors cal Journev from ardent ndamentalıst commıt-
nteract cClosely ith Pinnock’s work; others USEC their chap- ted OPCIL theıst TIhe second chapter by oger Olso  ns
ter expound tOpIC wiıthout an'Yy reference at all summaArıses eıght characterist1ic features of POSICOHSCI'VQ-his writings. There IS something of interest for CVCTY reader t1Ve evangelıc theology (as sen refers call OPCH
In the collection. The significance of the book IS ın draw- eısm) The first chapter 15 ımportant in helping the
ing OUr attenton ONE question: //to what extent IS the reader understand the interactıon between lıfe exper1-evangelical tradıition In need of reform f t IS e i[rue
ıts claım be biblical?”

CC and theological opınıon that 15 central Pınnock’s
Journey. Ihe second chapter 15 iımportant ın that ıt Q1VES

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG the 19 pıcture” that C1pS the reader understand the
sıgnıfıcance of, the ınks between, the contrıbutions[ )Iieses Buch ıSt eıne ammlung VOoO  . Artikeln, die

Ehren des kontroversen kanadischen Theologen lar that follow. ıthout these chapters, the reader who
WAas untamılıar wıth Pınnock’s work and the debates SULL-Pinnock verfasst wurden. \Die abgedeckten Gebiete sind
oundıng It would probably be lostvielfältig, worın sich Pinnocks eigene welt gestreuten

Interessen spiegeln. Einige DBeiträge stehen In SC Aus- Ihe CWENLY chapters that tollow ATIC eclectıc M1X of

einandersetzung mMıt INnNOCKS Werk; andere legen eın varıable length, ubject Maftter and qualıtvy. Some iınter-
ACT dırectly wıth Pınnock’s work. ers SCCI1H SIUMPIVThema dar ohne jeden VerweIls auf Pinnocks Arbeiten.
be the author’s OW!] reflections tOPIC that 15 part| ıe ammlung hietet Interessantes für jeden eser.

[DDie Bedeutung des Buches llegt darin, dass CS UNSPCTE Auf- of Pınnock’s wıde rangıng ınterests, but 1C make
reference AT all hıs wrıtiıngs. SE CLWECNLYV chap-merksamkeit eIiner Frage zuwendet: „n welchem Ausmalflß$

ters ALC loosely grouped around number of themes,hat die evangelikale Tradition eıne Reform nötıg, wenn\n SIE
hrem Nspruc treu leiben will, ISC! cseIned“ although there ATC O sect10ons make the Organısatıon

of the book clear the reader. CI 15 1 definıte CGS

RESUMEFE that the edıtors have adopted “ıght touch” polıcy in
Goet OUVTAasC Comporte vingt-deux ESSAaIs ‘’honneur du Oth the COMM1SSIONINS nd FeVISION of the contrıbu-
theologien canadien CcControverse lar Pinnock. Est t1ONS. Ihe subjects covered ınclude the NAatiıire of God.
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the foreknowledge of God, salvatıon, theodicy, the uUusSsCcC Swinburne”s Hell ANı Hıck  ’  _ Universalısm:
of Scripture, the Holy Sprit, rCSPONSCS luralısm, SAaC- Are We Free Reject God?
ramentalısm and worshıip.

Ihe strength of thıs varıetv 15 that there 15 something Lindsey
ershot hgate, 2003, A 244 £,:45, hb, ISBNınterest CVCLY reader. For thıs viewer there WeTrC

7546 23400number of hıghlıghts. CS ncluded the by John
Sanders ONC of the S1115 of OPCH theism, namely UMMARY
that of reducıng God human proportions, where he This IS study that explores ichard Swinburne’s freewiillcleverly aArgucs that those who make the accusatıon ATC heodicy of hel|l and ohn Hick’s universalism. Swinburne’sthemselves ouiulty of the s$in also found the eodicy IS critiqued and rejected whilst Hick S, tor the
Dy John Cobb the dıstınction between hıs VIEWS MOST Dart, eiende agalnst CCS The author then SEeTts
PTOCCSS eologıan and the OPpCH theıism ofINNOC. fas Out her OW| version of rıslan universaliısm In IC
cinatıng analysıs ofdealıng wıth dıfference TOM the only each individual faces Ciod after ea and embraces CAM/A-
avowedly non-evangelıcal contrıbutor. 1 OC OllOWEe:| tıon There IS SOTTIE g0o0d critica|l interaction with Varlous

postmodern suggest1on that dıfferent theologies scholars here and Man y of Hall’s claims CalTVy weight yvet
ATC sımply “audıence appropriate”, then it 15 possıble there IS also system1C philosophical misunderstanding
SCC how the eat COU. be taken 01818 of debates about and inadequate aCCount of inal jJudgement.Pınnock’s theology. But that 15 only achieved bDy 19NOT- ZUSAMMENFASSUNGıng the question of truth strategy of 1C| ou

|Diese Studie untersucht ichard Swinburnes Freier-Wille-1INNOC imse.WOU AaPPTIOVC. Some of the other COIN-

trıbutions eft unınspıred by Comparıson. ut that Theodizee der Hölle und ohn Hicks Universalismus. Swiın-
burns Theodizee ird kritisiert und abgelehnt, währendopınıon probably reflects OWIN personal interests.
Hıck gröfßstenteils Kritiker verteidi wird Die uto-Reaching overall ASSESSMECN! of thıs book 15 NOT

CasS On the OI1C hand It COU. be dısmıssed UCKV wn legt dann ihre eigene Version eıInNnes christlichen Univer-

dıp where there 15 lıkely be much 1sappomıtment salısmus dar, in der jedes Individuum nach dem Tod (jott
begegnet und kettung annımmt. FS gibt einigesreward for the reader. However, avıng sometımes

cruggled through the 400 PDagCS, conclusıon 15 dıf- kKritischer Auseinandersetzung mit verschiedenen Autoren,
terent. Ihe book explores IMOST ımportant question for und viele VONn Halls Behauptungen sind gewichtig, aber

gibt auch eın systemisches philosophisches MissverständnisCONTCEMPOT: evangelıcalısm: CC  tOo what egree should und iIne inadäquate Darstellung des letzten GerichtsIts theology be SEMPEV reformandum, VT ubject
reform?” Pınnock’s fundamental laım 1s that the tra- RESUME
dıtıon has allowed ıtself drıft AWAY from Itfs ıblıcal auteur examıne 1a theodicee de /enfer fonction du
foundatıons anı become hostage 1enN phılosophy. ıhre arbitre telle UJUC ME exXxposee ichard Swinburne, alnsı
Hıs Critics ACCUSC hım of the Sailllc ault Eıther WdV, the JUC ‘universalisme efendu ar ohn Hick Elle critique
debate 15 Clearly crucıally ımportant and thıs collectiıon et rejette 1a premiere, DOUT eiendre 1a thöse de Hick
ıllustrates the wıde-rangıng ımpact that it has eol- repondant SCS critiques. PuIs ‘auteur CXDOSEC VFODTE

f really have lost OUTr rooting ın Scripture, then version de ‘universalisme chretien, selon laquelle chaque
Clearly reform 15 INndIVICU rencontre Jeu apres E MO eTt recolt e salut.

Iwo final thıngs struck about thıs collection. Lindsey all lalogue critique daVEC divers SspeCla-
Fırstly, 15 the respeCL ın 1C Pınnock 15 held DY hıs crıt- Istes de facon interessante et bıen de 565 OnNT
ICS and hıs fans alıke One contribution that hıs reform - certaın DOI1ds, maıls elle aıt aussı DFCUVE d’une InCOM-
ıng Zzea|] have made 1$ offer MO| ofdebate prehension fondamentale matiıere philosophique et SM

and ogue between TSs that rCallVv does mıiırror traıtement du juggment dernier Est inadequat.
speakıng the truth love. Secondly, 15 the profoundly
pastoral fOocus of Pınnock’s work. Several contrıibutors nutshe thıs 15 erıitical study of what COIMN-hıghlıghted the WaYy in 1C hıs wrıtings addressed phılosophers of relıgıon have Sa y the1SsSuUeES of e CC I} in theır OW) lıves, ıncludıng the
l0ss of wıfe 1t there 15 ALLY truth in the accusatıon tOPI1CS of hell and unıversalısm and the attempt COMN-

that evangelıcal theology’s aılure face S PCI- STrUC  5 from the interactıon wıth theır work, posıtıve
for Chrıistian unıversalısm. begıns DY settingceıved dissonance wıth human experience 15 leadıng OUurTt the maın 1SSUES that 111 be raısed ın the study (Ch.haemorrhage from the churches (see Jamıeson, Alan,

Churchless aı London SPCK. then Pın- ıth the SECT she examınes in eta the work
nock’s 15 VOlCEe that hould be ear‘ So C A be

of chard Swınburne. Swıinburne’s defence of hell 15
essentially that God allows people make sıgnıfıcant,grateful Stanlev DPorter and thony Crow tor CreaTt- non-determuned cho1ces 1C Shape theır charactersIng platform for discussıon of that VOlce. (and thus future dec1s10ns) AaN! theır dest1iny. Ihe INOTC

Irevor Cooling, Cheltenham, England bad cho1ces that ATC made the MO OUr character COI-
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