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candıdates AT least rece1ve full and r1QZOrOUS academı1c Theology ofWork
COUTrSC If thıs INCcCANs fewer VIsSIts Ospıtals Prisons Work an the New Creatıonurıng candıdate?s college > be ıt; requıred 1n-
servıice traınıng for 1censed probationers prior Oordı1ı- arre. Cosden
natıon 15 NOT iımpossıble provıde, it 15 LNOTC Paternoster Theological Monographs; Nottingham
readıly receıved than Dy those A the pastoral “coal ACCE  2 Paternoster Press, 2004,
He continues, XV1I IOr pb, ISBN 18L 2L

SCC viable substıitute for practitioners’ avıng
SOI groundıng In the Bıble, thorough acquaınt- The Heavenly ood of Earthly Work
AllCce wıth the hıstory of Chriıstian thought (whıch 15 Darrell Cosden
roader than hıstorıical theology, but iıncludes both f Nottingham: Paternoster Press: 2006, V11 149and the lınguistic competence read salıent LEXtS)),
and sufhcıient phılosophical-analytical skılls probe 4£,8.99 pb, ISBN 84020 /La

presupposıtions, analyse aArSgumecNnts and 2vo1d the UMMARY
wrıting of ıncoherent gobbledegook. None of thıs In his Dalr of 00 Darrell Cosden Ims remind US that
15 achıeved wıthout real tiıme and effort; and the human work IS hboth essentially Dart of what t
churches WOUL. do well ENCOUTASC possıble e human and contributes the uilding of the eterna|
WaVS those mıiınıster1a] candıdates whose gıfts take kingdom This IS welcome attempt tO revalorize contem-
them in these dırections, and whose academı1c ungs Christian inking about work, though conflating
e wıthstand prolonged iımmersıon extensıve and appropriate discussion about what 0Ug| aım for In
sometımes choppy WwWafTfers (P 19L) (JUTr work with evaluation of IS actua|l goodness.
Disappointingly, Sell PaYyS relatıvely lıttle 1n- ZUSAMMENFASSUNGt10n the second half of the twentieth Apart

TOM ınfrequent and brief discussıoNs of the contrıbu- In diesen hbeiden Büchern beabsichti Darrelil Cosden, UuNs
daran erinnern, dass menschliche Arbeit sowoh| eınt10NS of DPaul Fıiddes and „olın Gunton, by and large wesentlicher Te!il dessen ISt, Wads el Mensch seln,the ectures dIC heavıly weıghted towards the century's

first whıiıch. be faır, reflects the volume als auch, dass SIE eınen Deiltrag ZUE Aufbau des ewigen
Königreiches eistet. J1es ISt eın willkommener Versuch,of non-conformist materı1al publıshed In the twentieth gegenwärtiges christliches Denken über Arbeit MNEUcCCn! As CONSCQUENCC, the relatıvely slıght contr1- bewerten, auch wenn eIne daNSCINECSSENE Diskussion dar-butions TOMmM wıthın Pentecostalısm, the Brethren, Black

churches, and independent evangelıcal churches ATC al über, wonach wır mMıt UNnserer Arbeit streben sollen, mıit
eıner Bewertung der tatsächlichen üte der Arbeit VeTr-but ıgnored. Thıs, however, MOST certamly 5SdayS TNOTC schmolzen irdabout the Ca of TMOTC PeCEN nonconformity

than 4B does about of the materı1al. Con- RESUME
gregationalıst (rece1ving the IMOST attenti10n), Baptist, ans CEes deux/ Darreli|l Cosden rappelle UJUC 1E
ethodist and Unitarıan contrıibutions arCc, however, travaıl Joue ro  le essentie] dans Ia VIe de E  etre humain
well represented. Some readers INaYy Iso be dısappoımnted et contribue meme mM 1a construction du VOYdUMCthat Sell Iımıts hıs discussıon the nonconformıst 6ternel. “auteur revalorise alnsı la Densee chretienne
in England and, SOMNC CXTCNL, in Wales Whiıle at- contemporalne SUur 1E travaıl de facon heureuse, refle-
ment that ser10usly took alı IMNOTC WOU expand the chissant SUur les objectifs YUu«EC 110US devrions Viser Dar nOTre
book’s length consıderabily, and perhaps wıth 1t) profit, trava!ı!l alnsı qu'en cherchant a apprecier UUEC le travaıl
the tle of the book COU have been TNOTC revelatory presentement de bon
Pre That saıd, the volume 1S POOICI for thıs lımıta-
tıon ofPC.

TIhe volume ıncludes helpful lıst of bıographical In thıs paır ofOO Arr Cosden the frunt of
references of SOINC of the maJor personalıties dıscussed hıs doctoral work (S Andrews) in academ c and POPU-

lar formats. Ihe tiıtle of the popular work, The Heav-1ın the lectures, ell ImMpress1ive bıbliography.
OSEe concerned wıth the ıfe and theologıcal contribu- enly G(Ü00d of Earthly Work, aptly summarızes the proJect
t10n of the nonNconNformıst tamıly specıfically, and those whole, whıch 41S remınd that human work
interested in the shape that theology took entieth- 15 both essentially part of what It 1MCANS be human

Brıtain MMOTC generally (and INaVy be takıng and contrıbutes the u  g of that eternal gdom
thıs centurYy) ll be prodigıi0usly served Dy readıng thıs IC wıll NOT be burned AWAYV ın the udgment. 'Thıs 15
book 15 encyclopedic, but accessible, yl welcome attempt revalorıze CONtemMpOorary Chrıiıstian

thınkıng about work, oug the solutiıon propose 15Jason OVONCY, ndrews, cotlan.d
NOT wıthout problems of Its OW) The books target
maınly evangelıc. audıence, and eavenly (300d prese NS

readable and engagıng set of er1ticısms of the err1bly
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thın ACCOU) of work aMONS evangelıcal Christians. thıs deficıt. VYet the question remaılns: How much
the ıntellectual heavy lıftıng of the projJect takes place work ın the real WOT.| 15 one Dy getting ONe’s ontol-

eology of Work, and the general How of the rıght? Cosden aAaNSWCTIS, what thıs CONCCDL ofwork’s
MmMent 15 paralle: in both books, ll concentrate the essent1a] primarıly guara.ntees 15 resistance

reduction1ıst1ic ethıcal prescr1ptions :elated work. Itacademı1c form of the
an OPCNCLI, Cosden TraCces the theology of modern provıdes SETt of checks and balances that 111 sımply

Roman Catholı1Cc encyclıcals work. Here he concludes NOT allow ONEC partıcular CONCCINMN, legıtımate AS It IMaV
that aborem Exercens 1S overlv foundatıonalıst iın Its be ın ıfs OW! right, roughshod OVCT other ımpor-

Cant concerns’ But 15 thıs avowal of “balance’”anthropology and conception of work, and under-
plays the doctrines of (understood ubject in ethıcal prescription either practically ıllumınatıng
1ts OW) rıght and eschatology. equally T1E' SULVCV reflectıve of bıblıcal examples? Here the avowal of
of Protestant COonNceptions of work 15 read eXpressing “Christian realısm” and Nexıbility” er complıcates

overemphasıs on vocatıon and protology. esie CrTIt1- MmMaftfters Practically, work thıc INay ınıtıally eed
legıtımatıse OSt of eCONOMIC actıvıtıes andC1SMS nction rımarıly ground clearıng for Cosde  ns

introduction of Moltmann’s theology of work wıth Its NCCESSAL Y for the provısıon of LTESOUTCCS for basıc lıte SUD-
emphasıs human work’s “correspondence” dıivıne pOrt for the number of people. In domg it
aCt1VItYV. Here Chrıist’s “abour’ the NINSS about IMaYy Vecn legiıtımatıse certaın kınds ofwork 1C under
the eschatologıcal realızatıon of creation, and (perhaps less CATTCENTIE Circumstances WOUL be deemed unethiıcal?

ontology 1C legıtımates the unethiıical 15COuUNfTfer intutıvely) grounds Moltmann’s emphasıs
the joyful and gratultous of work OVCI agalnst ıts relatıvely exOt1C beast requırıng much INOTC explanatıon
utılıty. Cosden’s criticısm of Ooltmann 15 that he OVCCI- than en supplhıes.
plays Justificatıon and inconsıstently explıcates the Ihe second poıint tollows from the first It 15 clear that

thıs LYPC ofontologıcal ofwork, especıally wheneıther play abour, rendering problematıc the
of work actually satısfyıng in thıs ıfe emphasısıng eschatology OVCT protology, easıly embraces

en that what 15 needed 15 LNOTIC actıvıist progressiVvist Programs. What 15 mi1ssıng 15 the
detaıled and appropriate ontology of work. He begıns ıdea that there 15 rather large AD between OUr WOTr.  g

CONSTIITLICT such theology ın dialogue wıth Olıver and Ifs SUCCCSS, VIEW 1C. ADPCALS clearly ın places
Iıke Psalm LE On Cosden’s VICW,; work 15 NOT disc1ı-UO’Donovan, wh: allows valıdate creatIon

avıng teleologıc order, oug Cosden plıne that 15 good and from 1C| learn whether
(YDonovan st1l] lets protology do INOTIC work than ıt It 15 MmMet wıth SUCCCS5S5 NOL, but 15 concerted cshow
should appropriate rheologiıcal anthropology that OUTr work “Mmatters the grand scheme of thıngs

Here:; by Anatiers. Cosden does NOT MC sanctı-have LNOTC eschatologiıcal teleology, contends Cosden
fyıng iscıplıne, L1LOT lıyıng OUT of appropriateIn thıs Cosden draws ogether the ınsıghts ofwhat

he calls substance and nctiıon conceptions of the IMAYO vocatıon C he mısunderstands in Heavenly 00i
de1 by ımbeddıng them ın relatıonal ontology. Here but actually advancıng the gdom, in hıs„
Colın Gunton 15 hıs Maın ogue Partner, despite hıs heaven Cosden conflate approprIi-

A dıiscussıon about what OuUg! t ALmMm tor OUTLrWOILTY that Gunton draws the analogy between uman
work wıth evaluatıon of ICS actual goodness, 1C}ANı dıyıne PCISONS TOO tIvy and 15 NOLT always able

sustaın PrODCI place anthropology for human Protestant theology ar least, has been properly keen
stewardshıp of non-human creatlion. keep dıstınctlyC.

Ihe culmınates wıth extended dıscus- V1IAanNn Brock, Aberdeen, cotland
S10N of oltm:  anns anthropology, 1C) adı these
pomnts STrESS that work 15 NOLT Just task commande
n creation, but 15 pP: of what humans ATC ontologıcally
MeAanNtT be, part of redeeming and eschato- Nıetzsche and Theology:Nietzschean Thought in

Chri.vtolqgimlAnthropologylogıcal Ihe thrust of the ole book becomes
Davıd Deaneclear when en po1ints Isa1ah 4():3-5 the eart

of properly theologıcal ontology of work: prepare ershot hgate, 2006, PP  9 hb, ISBN
the WdYy for the Lord; make traıght ın the wılderness 978-0-7546-5767/7-5
hıghway ftor COUTLTL God

UMMARY'Thıs theology of work ralses Aat least questions.
Hırst, Cosden surely rıg € that Er lıke Gunton This book and responds the USE of Nietzsche’s

fOCUS theır reasonıng about PrOpCI uman relatıon- critique of moderni! DY Radical Orthodox theologians
the immanent trınıty that It becomes dıfhcult Milbank and Pickstock. Based close eading of the

biological underpinning of jetzsche’s concept of the will-imagıne what ıght 15 shed 3C“ quest10ons
broken WOTF. Cosden’s attempt develop IMOTC LO-POWET, Deane chows how Milbank and Pickstock draw

robust anthropology (ontology) wıth the condıtıon of Nietzsche In mManner that undermines the coherence
the ecologiıcal CY1S1S VIEW plausıble of their (IW! constructive proposals. eane that
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