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CENITES of the pıcture ATC LW wıth CMPLV Pacc rand Jarratıves and SrowıIng tendency towards frag-between the Ihe 1rONY 15 that the CMPLY a mentatıon, consılıence regardıng the 1IFrON1C understand-
15 NOT and when following the CONTfOUFrS of the ıng of the world 15 ıronıcally consılıence of specıalinsıde of the [WO Napoleon CMCTSCS. rOonNYy 15 the kınd AS It OV( agaınst fragmentation. Prickett’s poınt,
AWaArC11655 of the narratıve character of realıty, and that however, 15 that the fabhrıc of the “narratıve unıverse) 15
Our storıes wıll Ways be incomplete interpretations of NOT hospitable fundamentalısts of hue
realıty due the fact that D: ofnarratıve realıty 15 COIMN- Ihıs 15 excellent book, and reveals Prickett’s CD-structed wıthın the narratıve ıtself. tional interpretation of the Er perception of realıty.Prickett g1ves excellent OVErVIEW of WaVS of Chrıstians, who for obvıous [CASONS have tendencyowıng realıty 12 A fundamentalıst understandıng towards fundamentalism, thıs 15 good remınder that

ITONIC understandıng. In nuanced WaYV he INANASCS “narratıve unıverse) 15 NOT hospitable funda-
the O00 of 1rONY back the seventeenth CE1N- mentalısts of anı V Rather should be AWAaTC of

mu and beyond, and ıllustrates how thıs perception the 1ITONI1C realıty of OUur understandıng of Go0od than
otOWINg realıty has Ifs tentacles rooted ın phılosophy, Nto false fundamentalist’s understandıng ıf
iıterature, elıgıon and scCIeENCE the promiınent domaıns WC could possıbly know anythıng, let alone God, ın
that CHNHALC wıth the search for understandıng of real- exhaustıve WaYy.

Innes Visagıe, Dingwall, cotlandChapter ONC deals wıth the post-modern understand-
ıng of story-tellıng that 15 WAäaltc of the subjective COIMN-
structıveness of anı version of realıty and therefore the
rejection of grand narratıves. Chapter dıiscusses Dıvınıty and Humanıty:
the Naıve understandıng of re: lty wıthın the HCX of T’he Incarnatıon Reconsıidered
the scCI1IeENCES that has prevaıle at the beginning of moder- Current Issues TheologyNItY. TIhe scı1entific worldview then W as SCC re lt}

objective and external realıty, but the detection of PaL-
Olıver Crisp

adıgms wıthın scıentıific theory brought the notıion Cambrıidge: GÜL 2007, 28 187 pb,
ISBN 0-521-69535-Xof 1rONY wıthın the scıentıfic NTEXT closer OoOme Chap-

rer three reflects upOon the shıft wıthın lıterature the UMMARYfragmentation of realıty became INOTC apparcht, hence Oliver Crisp's Divinıty and Humanıty IS technical andthe promınence of the (I') ubject ın lıterature. Chapterfour reflects how Chrıstianıty became the TAanı Nar- constructive aCcCCount of Christology that takes Its starting
ratıve of relıgı0n, but the notiıon of 1rONY stretched pomMmt from the Chalcedonian marker that Christ IS both

‘truly God and truly man From here risp probes, testsits tentacles, the WAY people reflect uUupPON relıg10Nn .also
changed. Not only has the detection of the ;ole of Dara- and analyses iımportant doctrines, particularly they dI e

dıgms ın the construction of theorıes had Its effects PON understood In reference the relationship between the
divinity and umanity of Christ. These include perichoresisthe scıentıifiCc WOT.| but Iso 1ın the CONTLTEXT of relıgıon,

well especıally wıth regard theorıes of anguage (Ir interpenetation, the hypostatic unıon of Christ, kenotic
Chapter ive then 15 about Janguage and how meanıng 15 Christology Or self-emptying and the ISSUE of whether Or

nOoT Christ assumed sinful naturestructured wıthın the arameters of OUur language. Chap-
ter SIX 15 about the ınfiluence thıs had the WaV ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
structure) theology. Ihe notıon of 1ronYy and the AWAdTIC- Oliver Crisps Buch Divinıty and Humanıty Ist Ine tech-
11055 of the provısıonal and constructed character of lan- nische und konstruktive Darstellung der Christologie, die
SUASZC have It ınfduence how WC speak about God ihren Ausgangspunkt In der chalzedonischen Kennzeich-objective realıty. Fınally, chapter Ven (1s there SUOTI1C
bıblıcal symbolısm the fact that the book has SCVCMN

nung Jesu d$S „wahrer CjOtt und wahrer Mensch“ nımmt Von
dort DrUuft, testet und analysiert Crisp wichtige LDogmen, INS-chapters LIrony?) Q1VES OVEerVIeW of the Current besondere IM INnDIIC darauf, WIE SIE aallı Verwels auf diesıtuation regardıng 1TrONI1C understandıng of the WOT.| Beziehung zwischen der Gottheit und Menschheit ChristiWırch the promıinence of LronNY WaY perce1ıve real- verstanden wurden. Behandelt werden PerichoreseItV In ONftfrast the fundamentalıst VIEW the modern oder gegenseıltige Durchdringung, die hypostatische Fın-sclentist became artakers In thıs story-tellıng culture heit Christi, kenotische Christologie oder die Selbsternied-rediscoverv of metaphors and the D1CW understandın: of rigung SOWIE die Frage, ob Christus eın sündiges Wesenanguage 15 Symptomatıc of the fact that scıentIısts real- annahm oder nıcht1se IMOTC and IMOTC that they have "read other

book, the book of nature’ WaV that ATLTEST the fact RESUME
that OUr understandıng of realıty in the of VOIC! OUVFraseE technique et constructif traıtant de Ia
sc1eNCE 15 about ever-changıng storı1es 0)8! the Aature of Christologie prenant DOUT Domt de epa 1es ffirma-
OUr WOTF. For Prickett thıs 15 1ın ıtself consılıence f 2} t10ons de Calcedoine selon lesquelles Christ est Aa 1a OIS
specıal nd In the ONTECXT of thıs SroW1INg dısregard for raı JeU eT raı homme. LrIsp explore, evalue et analyse
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ensulte des doctrines ımportantes considerant Dar- OUS chapter Dy clarıfyıng the an-enhypostasıa dıstınction
ticulier COMMeNtT elles S’articulent VEeC /affırmation de 1a V1S-A-VIS the ACCOUNFCS N fo Dy Plantiınga and Ren
divinite et de I’humanite de Christ. s’agıt de 1a ericho- respectively.
rese, de l’union hypostatique de Christ, de la christologie urnıng the tOpIC of Chrıiıst’s human NafLure and
Kenotique de Ia anıere dont Christ s’est depouille whether ıt the PECITYV of tfallenness” “che
devenant homme, et de 1a question de Savoımr SI Christ property of unfallenness (93); chapter 15 bold and
adopte un  D nature pecheresse. N1ZOrOUS argument. Cd)}  — be expected, Crıisp refurns

faıthfully the tradıtıon and Argucs that CONLtEMPOTF:
NOt10ONS affırmıng Chrıst’s human fallen but y€tOlıver Crisp’s Divınıty and Humanıty COI1C5S5 the fifth

instalment ın the “Current Issues cology ser1es and denyıng Its sınfulness 15 patent aılure deal wıth the
tradıtiıonal understandıng that allenness 15 the condıtıiıon

takes Uup the task of Chrıistology. It 1$ A echniıcal and of being siınful (whıch iıncludes ouiut and corruption). 1o
constructıve ACCOU that takes Its startıng pomnt from SaVy that Chrıiıst has fallen human5 therefore, 15
the Chalcedonıuian marker that Chrıst 15 "truly God and Sa y that Christ'’s human 15 morally corrupt.truly man Fkrom here Crisp probes, and analyses Dıvıne kenosıs 15 the theme of chapter and whıle
iımportant doctrines, partiıcularly thev dIC understood thıs doctrine INaV NOT have the force appe It OC
ın reference the relatıonshıp between the dıvinıty  M had, r1Sp hıs attention specıfic school of
AaNı humanıty of Chriıst. ese ınclude perichoresı1s, the phılosophiıcal theologıans who AaVe recently OUnN:! thıs
hypostatıc unıocn of Chrıist, kenotıc Chrıistology and the
ISsSuUE of whether NOT Chrıst assumed sınful alure

doctrine be valuable WaYy of “explainıng how Chrıist
could be tully Go0od and fully man AT ONC and the Sa

Thıs task ınvolves F1SP bringing these doctrines iınto tiıme (p 119dialogue wıth the CONMNCET and quest10ns of“ phılosoph- Whıle the chapters thus far have dealt wıth VAarıo0us
ıcal theologians.” he ZOCS about the PTOCCSS of NCYO- WaYyS of explaiınıng alcedonıan Christology, the
tiatıng the meanıng and valıdıty of these doctrines, hıs final chapter TISp addresses the infAuent1al work of Johnx0al 15 clarıfy alıy ambıiguity surroundıng them and ın

O1Ng, establısh the plausıbilıty of the doctrine of Hıck, who eplace cedon wıth A *non-

Chrıst's Incarnatıon. incarnatıonal theology', that ıdentifies Jesus merely A

human eing 1S understands the incarnatıonIn chapter 1: Crisp’s dıscussıon of the relatıon of metaphor that Can readıly be applıed Ü ounNn'Chrıst's Aatures the hypostatıc unıc65n includes
what ONC miıght CXPCCtZ appe the doctrine of the ın other relıg10N2s.
communıcatıon of attrıbutes. Yet in addıtiıon thıs, Divınıty and Uumanıty makes A sıgnıfıcant contrıbu-

t1on the study of Christology, partıcularly r1Sp’SCrisp Argucs that ACCOUNT of perichoresı1s 111 TEINOVE exploratıon of perennal quest10ns provıdes ımportantAILV residual uncertalinty, especıially when It CO

makıng of Chrıst's Omnıpresence iın relatıon clarıfiıcatıon of the damental phılosophiıcal 1SSUES. VEr
SINCce the maJorıity of Crisp’s conversatıon partner S ALhıs humanıty. IThe ar gument [UNS ollows ıf Chrıst 15 restricted the phılosophiıcal, the of the dıscus-truly dıyvıne and aSsUm1NS that (HIC of the essentı1al PIO S10N ınevıtably becomes quıte In such WaY, theerties of dıvınıty 15 Oomnıpresence, how 15 It that Christ,

in hıs dıvinıty, be here; ıncludıng hıs OW:'
aım of demonstratıng the plausıbilıty of the incarnatıon
takes mode ofargumentatıon that 15 MOTEC defensivehuman NatUure, ver  %4 domg wıthout Compromı1sıng 1t? ın CONEC, where ( mıght have preferred ACCOUNT füur-To thıs r1Sp esponds wıth nature-perichoresı1s which nıshed wıth scrıpture WwWe hurch doctrine and also

An that iın the “hypostatıc unıcNnN Christ’s L[W! Natkures
ATIC unıted ın such intımate ashıon that the dıyın- iıncluded connect10ons wıth other important locı Wırch

that saıd, Crıisp models onfıdent dısplay of theologyICV of Chrıst because of hıs omnı1presence pCNELrALES the 1n negotlatıon wıth P3h1HOSOPHY. He 15 NOT reluctanthumanıty of nst, but the GOT 15 NOT the (p CNSALC the of the latter and domg he
In chapters and 5 rISp eals INOITIC specıfically wıth obtaıns g0o0d deal of conceptual cClarıty that OVi

the dialogue posıtıve direction and leaves the readerthe Aature of Chriıst’s humanıtyv. He CDR1INS hıs argumeTent grateful for the Iabour.In chapter from the Salmııc pomnt of departure made
ıIn the first chapter, though here he takes sıgnıfıcant Mark McDowell, Aberdeen, cotland
detour TOM Chalcedon 451) V1a the 1xXt. FCuU-
menı1cal Councıl of Constantiınople 681) From
thıs. NISp defends the sımple proposıtion that Chrıist 15
ON  ( CrSOoN wıth L[WO wılls (dyothelıtısm). After QSIVvINg
TIE hıstorıcal-theological A  „ he IMOVCS quickly
interact wıth the works of Alvın Plantınga and Miıchael
Rea: showıng how the POSLt1ONS of each ar wıth hıs
WT roposal. In chapter S: Crisp adds LHNOTC prec1siıon

the ;1rgument he has already establıshed in the prev1-
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