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eeds careful interpretation. Words such princıpalı- DdS ACCES ’Evangile de leur Vivant demeurer et les
tıes, POWCTS and thrones, for example, sed both evangeliques doivent de IM apporter uUNe reponse theo-
human rulers of the spirıtual forces that lıe behind logique coherente. Ce lıvre ma CONVAaINCUu JUC Ia gositionthem ere CONSCJYJUCHCC danger of demonisıng de Strange est plus coherente et plus conforme l’Ecriture
partıcular iINdıvıduals and the advocates of ther faıths QqueE celle de Pinnock.
Ihe book concludes posıtıve OC We MUStTt take
ser10usly the fact that Christ 15 DNDOW the head of CVCIV ZUSAMMENFASS
rule and authorıty and has drıven OUuUTt the Prince of thıs LDieses Buch Ist eıne Analyse des Inklusivismus, der Ansicht,

dass viele Menschen Vorn Christus und UrC| (‚ottes na(0)8 Ihıs being S it 15 somewhat Presumptuous for
Chrıistians bınd the spırıts of natıons. It 15 also MI1Ss- gerettet werden, die niemals seınen Namen gehö en
z for Christians ımagıne that spirıtual warfare LS andelt sich miıt anderen Worten die Ansicht, dass
elıtıst actıvity that super-Chrıstians CNSASC 15 rather eıne ontologische Beziehung TISTUS nicht unbedin

eıne epistemologische Beziehung verlangt. Einige Anhän-the CAS! rıght contends, that the Or  ary actıvıtıes
of the Chrıistian communıty the eart of spirıtual SCr dieser Ansicht lauben, ird eıne Dostmortale
warfare.? It 15 in the proclamatıon of the crucıfied, rısen Möglichkeit geben, das Evangelium hören und darauf
and exalted Christ that the agalnst the Dark Sıde 15 antworten Strange welst den Inklusivismus als mıit der
WOL. Ihıs 15 book of scholarshıp practical pastoral Chrift unvereinbar zurück. Er konzentriert sich auf eiınen
wısdom that should be the helves of both academ11cs
and UrC| eaders

bedeutenden kepräsentanten der inklusivistischen POsI-
tion, lar! Pinnock. [Die Trage nach dem ewigen Schick-

Niıgel Scotland, Cheltenham, England ca| der Unevangelisierten ird nıcht verschwinden, und
als Evangelikale mussen wır eıne kohärente theologische
Antwort entwickeln. |Dieses Buch überzeugte mich, dass
Stranges Kkohärenter und biblischer als diejenigeT’he Possibility of Salvation ÄAmong the VonNn Pinnock Ist.

Unevangelised: AnAnalysıs of Inclusivism ıNn
Recent Evangelıcal Theology

anıel ange Ihıs book Dy Dr anıel ange, formerly Secretaryof the Relıgi0us and eologıc Studıes ellowshıparlısle Paternoster, 2002 of UCCKHK 15 the Paternoster Bıblıcal Theologı-ISBN 1-:347227:047-8 cal onographs serl1es anı closely based hıs
thesıis 15 analysıs of recent trend wıthın evangelı-UMMARY

This book IS analysis of inclusivism, the 1CW that ManNYy
cal theology, namely, iınclusıyısm. Ihıs 15 the VIEW that,

Deople will he saved DYy Christ, hrough S  / who addıtiıon those who saved through hearıng and
respondıng the gospel of Jesus Chrıist, Inan wıll beear! his dIrTle In other words, the VIEW that saved who heard hıs Namne. OSEC who z thısontological relationship with Christ IMaYy not require epIS-

temological ONn  D Some of those who take this 1W hbelieve posıtıon cCare INsıst that such people wıll be
that there will be DOSt-morte!| opportunity hear and saved Dy Chrıst. through God’s STraCC, but 1Nsıst that

ontologıcal relatıonshıp wıth Chrıst INaYy NOT requırerespond the gospel Strange rejects inclusivism eıng epistemological ONC Some of those who take thıs VIEWincompatible ith Scripture. He concentrates ONe SIg-
nificant representative of the inclusivist position, namely, Arguc that ONC of the IN1CAanls ofaccomplıshıng wıll be
lar Pinnock. The question of the eterna| destiny of the pOst-mMortem opportunıty hear and respon! the
unevangelised IS ONe that will nOoTt S dWdY and, d$5 evangeli- gospel INCSSAYC.,

ange rejects iınclusıyısm being incompatıble wıthcals, MUST develop coherent theological aNıswWeTr. This tradıtional evangelıcal theology. order provıdebook certalniy persuade that Strange’s answer IS IMOTre
coherent and INOTeEe 1IDIIcCa than Pinnock’s. focus for hıs argument, Strange CONCENTraTtTES OIL1ICc S19-

nıfıcant representatıve of the iınclusıvıst posıtion, namely,RESUMFE the Aanaı theologıan Clark INNOC! recent y  s
Cet OUVTaAsEC examıne e pomnt de VUEe inclusiviste, selon Pınnock has become famous because of the debates SUFT-

leque! de nombreuses DEFSONNES seront SaUuUvees Dar Mn roundıng hıs advOocacy of what 15 called pen Theısm’,
Dar gl  / 5di1$5 avoır Jamals entendu Darler de IU ette but he has long advocated ınclusıvist posıtıon. DurıngDosition implique qu'une relation ontologique dVEC Christ hıs research, range MeTt wıth Pınnock and interviewed
est Dossible Sanıs relation epistemologique. Certalmns de hım Interestingly, Pınnock has wrıtten commendatıon
5C5 tenants crolent UuUNne possibilite posthume d’entendre the OVi of the book He wriıtes. paınstakıngl’Evangile et d’y repondre. Strange rejette Domt de VUEe crit1que, anıel range has aıd hıs the OOT of
t incompatible VEC l’enseignement scriptu- the iTee and provoke INOTreC profound dıscussıon. In

raıre. CcConcentre 1018 Stude SUr Ia pensee de ’un des repre- domg S he makes ımportant contribution.? That
entants majeurs de la position inclusiviste, lar! Pinnock. cholar of the international STature of INNOC| should
la question de la destinee finale des QqU! n’auront commend the work of research student, especıally OC
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hıch attacks hıs OW)] posıtıon, 15 INCASUTrCc of the COM- herichoresis. Justification by faıth analysed, 15 Uniıon
pEeLCNCE of thıs VOuUuNg scholar and indıcatıon of the wıth Chrıst More sıgnıfıcantly, ange demonstrates
strength of hıs argument. that iınclusıyısm also eads from ther posıt1ons and

ON of the book contaıns VCrY C1Ip: chapter Argucs that Pınnock’s OPCH theısm 15 factor reachıngthe VAarı0us WaVS whiıich evangelıcals AaVE trıed the conclusıons he OeSs. short, ange demonstrates
the dıfhicult question whether NOT those cClearly that the posıtion take the unevangelısedwho unevangelısed, perhaps because of geography, iınfduences and effects what belıeve about almost

be saved. Ihe question arıses the 'theology of rel1ı- CVCLIY doectrine.
10NS’, although ange wrıtes systematıc ecOIl0O- Strange NOT wıthout hıs z posıtıon, of COUTrSC
g1an whose Maın interest 15 1in such dogmatıc questions

the unıqueness of hrıst and the of revelatıon.
He self-consciously crıt1ques Pınnock first, from the
tandpoınnt of evangelıcal theology general then,'Ihıs chapter also includes SOMIC C1p definıtions and from the standpoınnt of Reformed COVENaNT theologyoutlınes the A of study covered the book partıcular.of the book CcCOonsısts of four chapters, which

devoted detaıled descrıption of Pınnock’s iınclu- Ihe book 15 real achıevement and ONC only AQTCC
wıth Gavın D’Costa, Strange’s doctoral sSuperVISOr, when,S1IVISM. ese chapters dIiC extremely thorough 1ın PIC- the Foreword the book, he describes hıs studentsenting explaınıng Pınnock’s VIEWS and also VC fresh theologıan who 15 ON  M of the sharpestUud1c10US and balanced TIhe author O€es NOT make the

mıistake, 1C| INaIT evangelıcals N succumbed, and MOST able of hıs generation wrıtiıng England.’
‚0)8[(= who VCLY famılıar wıth Pınnock’s Armıinijanısm

VIEWS of the wrıter under dıscussıon.
of aun  o into critique before faırly presenting the and hıs publıshed VIEWS UOpen I1heısm but VC unfa-

mılıar wıth hıs ınclusıvism, found the book be ofthree of the book, contaınıng four chapters,
comprises Strange’s analysıs and critique of Pınnock’s tremendous value and 'ould hıghly recommend It. Ihe
VIEWS. ese chapters rahgc wıdely OVer the spectrum question of the eternal destiny of the unevangelısed 15

ONC that wıll NOT AWAY evangelıcals, MUSTof Chrıstian doctrines, demonstrating that the inclusivist
posıtıon eads logıcally other theological conclusıons. develop coherent eologic book GCCI-

One mınute Strange 15 dıscussıng the ature of SaVIng taınly persuade that Strange’s 15 LNOTC coher-
faıth, then the of the atONCMECNL, eNTt and LLLOTC ıblıcal than Pınnock’s.
then ourselves the deep WwWafTfers of filıoque and McGowan, Dıingwall, Scotland

ca  o wıth Anthropology
Exhibiting Aspects of New Testament Religion

Louıse Lawrence
Ihe soc1al SCIENCE of anthropology has been used 1n FTeECCNT OPCH Uup fascınatıng LICW WadYS of

understandiıng bıblical In thıs fresh anı stımulatıng study Louıse Lawrence that anthropology and
theology need NOT be enemı1es but 181 become cCONstruct!ve ogue Partners in the search understand the

better. Like LL11USCUMM CUrator she guldes readers around anthropological “exhibits’? selected Dıblical
analysed wıth TOM anthropology. Ihemes nclude spırıt-ınspıred rel1g10Us healers,o aM violence,
E N and gender, body and emotlılon and socı1al O: Ihe ogue opened here between ı blıcal books and

studıes of other cultures promi1ses TES insıghts well-known LEXTS

Louise awrence 15 ecturer 1ın New lestament Studies the Unıiversity of Glasgow.
ISBN: 1-84227-325-2 £1 799 29x152mm 240pp
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