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characterized by contınual prayer” (58) ıthout the Form VOoT gestellten lalogen zwischen den beiden Theo-
language of ependence there 15 neıther FOOT LOr fruıt logen VOT. [DIie grundsätzliche These des Buches zielt darauf
OUTr theological ENqUIY. ab, dass die hesondere Person und das Werk des Sohnes
C approach Systematıc Theology 15 through eıne objektive, universelle Erlösung ewirkt, während die

the OOr of eXegesI1S. Throughout, he devotes much Universalität des Heiligen (jelstes das uniıverselle Werk des
needed the exposıtıon of salıent Sohnes In der Gegenwart ZUr Anwendung nn
He also provıdes stimulatıng dıscussıon aıblıcal
themes hıs sect10ns “*che Old Testament wıtness UMMARY
the bındıng owledge of G0od held DYy Dagalı natıons’ Greggs work IS both interpretation Barth’s and Urigen’'s
149-152) and ON the majesty of the rıune God (337/- understandings of the ECONOMIC ynamics of the second

349) ATC partıcularly MOVINg. and Ir ECrson of the Trinity and constructive soterI-
ological proposal. Beginning wıth descriptive chaptersA maJor CVE opment In€work 15 the dıscussıon

of the COVENAaNT (chapter S1X) wıthın the ftramework of Barth and Urigen, Greggs offers his DOsitive proposals In
how God makes ımself known. rather than theme the torm of synthetic dialogues between the [WO theolo-
under soter10logy. Kelly’s premise 15 that Ca glans. The book’s hasıc thesis IS that the particular DETSON

and work of the Son effects objective, universal calva-know God outsıde of the communıty of alt nat 15
constıituted by the dıyıne COvenant The StTONS emphasıs tıon while the universalıty of the Holy Spirit Darticularises

the ederal element of revelatıon 15 welcome, CSDC- the universal work of the Son In the present.
cıally CHV CNSALYCS both wıth theological CONfTrover- RESUMFE
SIES OVver the relatıonshıp between law SraCC, and Le travaıl de Greggs est la fOIS, UuNe interpretation de lawıth CONTEMPOFALCV FeVISIONS of theology in
“New Perspective’ lıterature. Kelly’s critique of the latter comprehension JUC Barth el Urigene OnNtT de Ia dynamıque
ll be welcome for MaNnVy; hıs endorsement of Miıchael ECONOMIQUE des deuxieme e troisiıeme DETSONMNES de Ia

Irinite, el un proposition soteriologique. ommencantHorton’s dıstınction between "promise covenant‘ and
Har des chapitres descriptifs SUr Barth et Origene, Greggs‘“aw covenant‘ INaYy be problematıc SOINC Ihe empha-

S15 15 nonetheless welcome; the COVENANLT ıdea provıdes OUuS$ re 55 propositions pDosıtıves SOUS la forme de (HA-
the background for the assertion that only wıthın the logues synthetiques entre les deux theologiens. Selon 1a

th  EsSEe de |’auteur, C es| Ia el |’ceuvre du Fils a AaC-Church INaYy the Scriptures be known; aLLV systematıc complir salut objectif et universel tandıis UJUEC e Salnttheology worthy of the MNAaMıc MUSC, therefore, CNSYALC
wıth the hıstory of the church ıtself, ell A! wıth ıts Esprit, de Dar vocatıon universelle, applique el indivi-
manıtfold manıfestation dıfferent world cultures. dualise |l’ceuvre universelle du Fils dans e present.

Kelly’s work 15 NOT slow make such CNSAZSCMCNLT
although It 15 surprisıng D reference Bob nNntende: presentation of dıstinctıively ChriıstianLetham’s works Ihe Holy f} lIllty Fastern unıversalısm, Greggs work 15 both interpretationOrthodoxy ın bıbliography ındex. Ihe result 1$ of and Orıgen’s understandıng of the eCONOMICvolume theology that 15 read and stimulus dynamıcs of the second and 1rı CrSON of the Irın-rther thought and reflection. PE 15 much In thıs Ity and constructıve soteriolog1ical roposal. Beginningvolume self-disclosure rıune God that wıll wıth descriptive chapters Barth and Orıgen, GreggsICDaAY careful consıderatıon and verythıng in It whets offers hıs posıtıve proposals in the form of synthetic dıa-the appetite for subsequent volumes ın the ser1es. ogues between the cologıans. Ihe book’s basıc

Taın Campbell thesıs 15 that the partıcular PCrSON and work of the Son
Pomt, Isle of Lewis, cotland effects objective, unıversal salvatıon whıle the unıver-

salıty of the Holy Spirıt partıcularıses the unıversal work
of the Son ın the PrEeSCNL. In thıs WaY, Greggs ArZUCS,

Bartl, Orıgen, and Universal Salvatıon: Chrıstian soter10logy retaıns 1ts Chrıstian partıcularıty
ıle avoıdıng the bınary classıfiıcatıon of humans IntoRestoring Partıcularıty categorıes of saved/damned W  1C ın ADC of violent

Tom Greggs fundamentalısm, be elımınated from relıg10Us (LE
Orn (8) Unıversıty PIess: 2009, MXXYIV DD Chrıstian and non-Chrıstıian) dogmatıcs.

pb ISBN 9/S 956048 DPart (One consıders Barth’s doctrine of electiıon and
Orıigen’s doectrine of apokatastasıs. For Barth, Jesus 15

ASSUNG both electing God and lected human iın that he elects
Greggs Werk stellt sowoh| eıne Interpretation VONn Barths reject1on for hımself 1ın order that the rejected (16 sınfu
und Urigenes’ Verständnis der ökonomischen Dynamik He humanıty) INaV be elect ıIn Hıs election of rejection’ Z/)der zweıten und der dritten Person der Irınıtät dar als auch As thıs 15 pre-temporal decısıon elect precıisely the
eiınen konstruktiven soteriologischen Ansatz DITZ ersten rejected, the emporal hıstory of SIN 1squalıKapıte!l stecken voller Beschreibungen VOoO  e Barth und (Jirrs the sınner from salvatıon. In Greggs readıng of Barth,

annn stellt Greggs seINe positiven Vorschläge In Jesus alone 15 the rejected. ccordıng Orıigen’s doc-
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trıne apokatastasıs, the unıversal restoratıon of creatiıon AaWAAaTrTe11C55 of the eternal forture awaltıng MOSLT ofd
ıncludes the restoratıon of ratiıonal humans the Par- t1on Ivan’s Karamazov’s aments about the horrors of
tıcıpatıon in the eternal ‚OgOS whıich characterıised PIC Story requıre IMOTreC than ‘'happıly after‘”): Yet thıs
exvistent souls. Thus, for Orıgen, unıversal salvatıon 15 reviewer’s tundamental critique 15 that of Greggs (IW|!]

ultımately the soteriologıcal PTFOCCSS of unıversal return theologiıcal FCSOUTCC, arl Barth Diıvıne 15 charac-
Bringing these EW theologians together, reggs teristically free. Thıs, Greggs rightly NOTECS,
that both prescht Chrıstian unıversalısm because for from lımıtıng the of S  9 but It also
both unıversal salvatıon 15 Chrıst" Ihıs partıcularıty us from dogmatıc assert1o0ons about the unıver-
15 ın Orıgen for whom ratiıonalıty 15 the d 1- cq] exfent of that aCcC Thus, ın hıs NO motivated
t1C1PatOrYy lınk between the OgOs and the logıka, but for and argumentatıvely N1ZOrOUS attempt extend the
both (and for Greggs) the partıicuları of the Son estab- trajectories of theologıcal g1ants, Greggs ultımately
ıshes salvatıon für all LraNSYrESSES the trajectorıes he transcends (at east in the

Dart Iwo ArguUuCcSs that Barth and Orıgen that the ASCcC of Barth) Wıth VO  e Balthasar, Barth ope °*that
unıversally effectıve work of the Son retaıns Its m  O- miıght be saved’; but agalnst Greggs’ dogmatıc unı1-
ral particularıty AS the Holy Spirıt works OW thıs versalısm Barth’s final word, whıch admıttedly stands
objective realıty reach the communıty AaN! the ndıvıd- SOMIC tensiıon wıth (the implicatiıons of) the wıder CO-
u in the prescht T’hus for Barth, the eCONOMIC FEXT of hıs theology, has be OUTS well, ‘Apokatastasıs
and emporal remiıt of the Holy Spirıt 15 the Church Panton? No (God Here and No0ow, 1-42
the PI'CSCI'It. Consequently, the anthropological dıvıd- Jonathan LinebaughIng lıne 15 NOLT between redeemed and unredeemed, but
between Chriıstian and non-Chrıistian A dıfference that Durham, England
has TNOTC do wıth epıstemology (knowıing ONC has
been redeemed anı eIng empowered wıtness that
object act than wıth soter1010gy (whether NOT OMNC Newman and the Alexandrıan Fathers Shapıng
15 redeemed). Doctrine ın Nineteenth-Century England

Like Orıgen before hım, Barth cıted the actıvıty of Benjamin John Kıngthe Holy Spirıt ın establıshıng the recognıtion and COIMN-
fessiıon of revelatıon, ogether wıth the transformatıve Or Oxford Unıiversıty Press, 2009, XV11 289 PP;
PTrOCCSS of intensıfyıng the antıcıpatory and rcpreschta- £,50, hb, ISBN 978-()-19-9548 13-72
t1ve correspondence between Chrıstian and Creator, ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
the definıng characterıistic of the Chrıistıian. For Orıgen, King analysiert hier ohn Menry Newmans Schriften überthıs transformatıon W as A PFrOCCSS nabled by the Holv die frühen Kirchenväter, hbesonders Jene AdUs Alexandria,Spirıt who both brought the worthy Jesus and SOWIE die und Weilse, wWwıe Newmans Werk spatereoperated wıth the Chrıstian produce growth toward Datristische Theologen gepräagt hat eder, der theolo-G0d in the pI'CSCI1L According Greggs synthetic ISC hbelesen und wissbegierig iSst, mehr über Newmansreadıng, It 15 the eCONOMIC actıvıty of the Holy Spirıt wechselnde Haltung gegenüber Urigenes, Athanasius und1C| GCrCAtes aCC for Christian p  ıcularıty and ıden-
tıty wıthout requıirıng exclusıvıst soter1010gy. Ihe

anderen frühen Kirchenvätern erfahren, wird diesem
Beitrag vA Dın laufenden Debatte über Newman interessiertChurch, and ach Chrıistian ın the Church, relate the senm. Kıng zeigt eın umfassendes Verständnis seIner The-WOTr.: NOT the saved the amne but WILt- matik, und die relevanten rragen werden gründlich und

CSsSSCS testifyıng unıversal work of salvatıon iın
the Son Ihe conclusıon art Iwo, d ell d conclu-

Klar erforscht. Seine ausführlichen Argumente überzeugen.
King fördert Verständnis Newmans, indem FT klarS10N PrOpPC  rn  b} ımagınes SOINC of the posıitıve ımplıcatıons und EeutlC dessen Beltrag der Entwicklung der Dog-of redefinıng the church A WwıtnNess thıs redefined mengeschichte autzeigt.OSpe.

Thıs book CIP:  Y avoı1ds the trendy ACT of Ocatıng UMMARY
unıversalism wıthın pluralısm Dy arguıng for the un1- ohn Henry Newman’s writings about the early church
versal sıgnıfıcance of the Savıng work of the partıcular Fathers, especlally those of Alexandria, and the WdY his
Son 1C| 15 partıcularısed ın the Prescht by the unı1- work shaped later Datrıstic scholarship, d(re ably analyseversal Spirıt In thıs N:  , and Greggs’ credit, thıs DYy Kıng. This contribution the on-goling debate about
15 what the book ıntended be ACCOUNLT of V1S- ewman’s scholarship IS of interes aNYONE who IS theo-
Han unıversalısm. But precısely such It 15 OPCH ‚ogically ıterate and CUNIOUS about Newman’s cChangingcritique from wıthın. Inıtıal questi0ons-arıse In relatıon attitudes Urigen, Athanasıius and other early Fathers.

Greggs’ somewhart cliche claım that separatıst soter1- King has comprehensive of his subject and the
ologıes depend overly ıteral readıngs of the Bıble’s ISSUES d(Ie examıned thoroughly and cClearly. HıIs
apocalyptıc (wou the non-lıteral “meanıng" be dIe etaıle and convincıng. King urthers OQUur understand-
ANV less exclusıvist?) and hıs rhetorıcally hıghhanded ng of Newman, Clearly demonstrating his contribution
theodicy question about OVIng God creatıng in full the development of the history of doctrine.
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