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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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RESUME In the early stages of hıs thınkıng, when wrıiting
Les 6crIits de ohn Henry Newman SUr les Peres de ’Eglise Arıans of the OM Century ın the ©  S, Newman

EC11ECVE! ın pre-Nıcene 'golden age‘, and SCECretprimitive, SUFrTOULT CEUX d’Alexandrie, el la Mmanıere dont
travaıl orge Ia recherche ulterieure, SONT analyses unwrıtten creed, the Rule of Faıth’, passe Dy tradı-

VEC competence Dar Kıng. ette contribution t10N, and followıng the dırection of Scripture. However,
CONCeEernantTt 1es etudes de Newman est ınteressante DOUT he realıse that thıs VIEW inaccurate. (Hıs
[OUS GEUX qUI SONT theologiquement avertIis el CUTNEeUX de early VIEW that the pre-Nıcene hurch than the
l’evolution de Ia pDensee de Newman |’egard d’Origene, post-Nıcene chımes wıth INany protest:mt STrOUPS who
d’Athanase el d’autres Peres de |’Eglise primitive. Kıng have usually naıvely) used the Carly hurch model.)
ossede un  M excellente maitrıse de SOM sujet eTt ı1 CXd- The second STa  c  „ where he eveloped hıs ıdea of doc-
mMmıne chaque question profondeur el dVEC clartı SESs trınal development, 15 located in the O0-1  5

spannıng the tiıme of hıs cCONversıonN CatholıcısmNsSsont detailles eTt convaıncants Kıng alt avVancer
conNalSsanCe de Newman, e7N demontrant VEC pre- (Newman rece1ved INnto the atholıc church

CISION contribution developpement de I’histoire de October 1845 TIhe post-Nıcene Fathers became INOTre

Ia doctrine. sıgnıfıcant for hım and the ınadequate understandıng of
SOINC of the pre-Nıcene Christology W as recognısed. In
the final STa  c  „ ocated the O0-18  5 theology

Ihe wrıitings of John Henry Newman (1801-1890) WAas understood sc1eNcCE and hıs approac became
about the early hurch Fathers  ' especıially those of Alex- less hıstorical and IMNOTre determıned by hıs Catholıic
andrıa, and the WAY in whıch thıs work shaped later ehefs
patrıstic scholarshıp, AT ably analysed here DYy Kıng ‚Ways, there ATC interesting poılnts of connection
Thıs contrıbution the ON-Z0INS debate about New- between CONtEMPOFAFY dıscussıons and the nıneteenth
MmMan’s scholarshıp 15 of interest ‚VOLX who 15 theo- So Newman ıght the ınerrancy/
ogıcally lıterate CUr10uUSs about Newman’s changıng Inspıratıon debate followıng the publıcatıon of the lıb-
attıtudes Orıgen, Athanasıus and other ecarly Fathers. En volume SANS and Reviıcws by commentıng
When 1  ng writing subject, Newman’s that the Fathers EI1EVE! iın inspıratıon but NOT ınerr-
practice W as USCcC the ens of the Fathers roug! 1C ALIC Y. whe COUuU dısagree wıth hıs CarlV COMMENT

consıder the 1SSUES and shed lıght the contem- that °to understand (the scrıptures) feed UuDON
POFarY sıtuation. However, hıs understandıng of the them, and Iıve In them. ıf bDy hıttle and hlıttle SroWIng
athers, ell the elıefs he brought that study, into theır meanıng"? Ihe aım of the book, however,
and the NTIECXT wıthın 1C| he W as workıng, changed Kıng Tates in the conclusıon 15 °to challenge the VICW
OVCT tiıme Thıs book traces these developments. that iın hıs patrıistic wrıtings Newman WAas primarıly

Kıng has comprehensıve of hıs subject, ran Athanasıan scholar’”. Whilst lot of the work does deal
Ing from A | etaıle: owledge of Newman’s lıfe and wıth Athanasıus, the dıiscussıon of CONteEMPOFrarY ınflu-
wrıitings, hrough the theology of Varıous ecarly church C11CCS and st:1ges of development, the discussıon of
Fathers and scholastıcs that of Newman’s CO ntempo- other church Fathers such Orıigen, O€es temper that
rarıes and beyond. The 1SSUES AdIC examıned OFroOUgNIy focus, supporting Kıng’'s claım. We dIC remınded DYy thıs
and Clearly. HısaATIC etaıle: and CONVINCINS. study that scholar works iımmune from the culture
1ılst the breadth of thıs materı1al and ıts elated dıscus- in 1C they also lıve and worshıp Kıng Iso SUSSZCSTS

that the ON VIEW of the Antıochene and Alexan-S10N INaV perhaps be slıghtly bewildering for reader
NCW SOT1I1C aSs PCCtS of the debate.  , thıs fascınatıng work rı1an choaols mutually opposed (the former tendıng
nonetheless ICDaVS thoughtful consıderatıion. heresy, especıially Arıanısm, and the latter ortho-

Ihe book 15 dıyıded into logıcal sect10ns: followıng dOoxXy emMm bodıe: by Athanasıus), 15 fAlawed understand-
introductory chapter, Kıng outlınes the chronologıcal Ing Indeed, he credıts Newman wıth thıs development.

approac taken ıIn the reSsSt of the study, wıth d} OVEeCT- It 15 hard do Justıce Kıng’"s subtle and complex
VIECW of three dıfferent er10ds of Newman’s lıfe and ar guments ın thıs short FeEVICW, but thıs reader W as largely
the approac: the church Fathers taken durıng 2C convınced by hıs analysıs. However, although thıs study

turthers OUr understandıng of Newman, WOU NOTper10d. Subsequent chapters (whıch do NOT Ways COT-
relate wıth these three stages) trace and explore ın detaıl advıse ıt first St0p for understandıng hım Whiılst It
these developments in hıs understandıng, the ınfiuences has useful glossary, It does 4ASSUMIC certaın knowledge

hıs thınkıng, especıially hıs CNgaAgEMECN wıth thana- of both Newman’s ıfe and the theology of the Alexan-
S1US urıng the dıfferent stages of hıs lıfe and thought. drıan Fathers Havıng saıd that. It clearly demonstrates
Ihe relatıonshıp between the CVE. opment of hıs OW|!] Newman’s contribution the development of the hıs-
spiırıtual understandıng hıs eadıng both ın patrıstics COrYV of doctrine and of OUT understandıng of Orıgen and
and later scholars, and the interact1ons between those Athanasıus, although tempered by the Catholıc ınf)duence
dıfferent wrıtings, 15 teased OT se‘ introductions of hıs later YCarS,

of each ONC
and conclusıions the chapters SUIL up the (O) 8 aSP! Linda 2lson,

Bristol, England
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