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revelatıon ın of the doectrine of the Trnity, tionelle Anschauung der Auferstehung, werden urchweg
S that “Ihe importance of the Trinity in how ONC CO enttäuscht seın

understand revelatıon 15 Aat best VC much in UMMARYthe background’ In Taylor’s opınıon, DYy refusıng oger Hag  S The Future of Christology ollows HIS CON-make the doctrine of the TIrınıty operatıve here:: Pan-
nenberg undermiınes the credıbilıty of hıs claım wriıte troversial and best-selling HOoOk EeSUuS Symbol of God \ a
A thoroughly trinıtarıan theology. WdS$S denounced DY the Vatıcan Congregation for the |L)OC-

trıne of the al contalinıng grave doctrinal errors’. TheSome INaYV SUSPECL that Taylor’s second eriticısm
Future of Christology COVEeTS similar ground the DrevIOusinsufficıently apprecı1ates how Pannenbe  S pneumatol-

impacts hıs presentation of the owledge of G0d hbook though In IMOre accessible ftormat. Toward ashion-
and faıth By appropriating the Spirıt both the aCt1VIty ing Christology that attends the realities of religious

pluralısm and postmodernity, Haight addresses histori-ofQiVINg ıfte Creatfures and the actualısatıon of TCC-

oncılıatıon, Pannenberg’s ACCOUNFTC 15 sustaıned attempt cal Jesus research, Christological method, conceptlions of
understand the Spirıt’s aCt1Vvity somethıng NOT 1enN salvation, theologies of the O!  F religious pluralism and

but ınherent the human IS! For annenberg, the church MISSION Readers hoping ind In The Future of
Christology robust confession of the incarnatiıon’s cheerSpirıt's work of leadıng the owledge of Jesus’ SON-

shıp ÖL Z 395) DYy unfoldıng and revealıng the S1 unıqueness, affırmation of divine inıtlatıve n the suffering
CAaAilce of hıs hıstory (O 454; 3, 3-6) takes of Christ for salvation, acknowledgement of salvation DY

al In Christ alone, Or traditional VIEW of the(place in full and CONtINUOUS connection wıth hıs work in
tıon will hbe consistently disappointed.the WOTr. of the or1gın ofall lıfe, and especıally

ın humans the SUOUTCEC of the spontaneıty of theır “SPI- RESUMF
ıtual’ actıvıtıes’ (SLI: S 17 Thus, comıng C understand Cet VUVFasC alt sulte Iıvre du meme auteur intitulerevelatıon 15 VE much A work of the Spirıt, Jesus, ymbole de Dieu, IIvre Ia OIS cControverse et devenuactıvity that CO NOT TOoOm 0outsıde us but from wıthıin. hest-seller, YuUuE Ia congregation du Vatıcan DOUT la dOoc-ven when readers demur from hıs proposals, Tay-
lor  s SraSD the breadth of annenberg’s dogmatıcs

trine de Ia fO1 denonce Contenant C de STaAVES
CEITEeUTS doctrinales » Le present OUVFasE traıte du memeand the clarıtv of hıs presentation make thıs volume sujet, mMmaIıs SOUS UNe forme plus accessible. Cherchanthıghly valuable those hopıng explore annenberg's elaborer UuUNe cChristologie tenant Compte des realites dutriınıtarıan theology.

Kent vSs
pluralisme religieux et de 1a postmodernite, "auteur traıte
de 1a recherche du Jesus historique, des methodes MISES

Huntıngton University, christologie, des conceptions du salut, des theo-
logies de Ia CrOIX, du pluralisme religieux et de Ia ISsıon
de ’Eglise. Les ecteurs doivent Dds Compter rouver

The Future of Chrıstology un  (D confession nette du Caractere unIıque de HACArAa-
tıon, NI UNe affirmation de |’initiative divine l’origine deRoger Haıght, Ia souffrance redemptrice de Christ, Nı Un  (D esion Ia

London/New York I&ar 2005, PP; doctrine du salut Dar la cseule fol Christ, nı Ia conception
h ISBN ()-8264-1 /64-/ traditionnelle de la resurrection.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
BATS Buch VvVon Koger Haight The Future of Christology Die oger Haıghrt’s The Future of Christology tollows hıs
Zukunft der Christologie] folgt der Linıe seINES umstrit- controvers1ıal and best-sellıng book Jesus of Go0d

Bestsellers Jesus Symbol0 [Jesus Gottes|, whıch denounced Dy the Vatıcan Congregatıiıon for
der Von der Glaubenskongregation des Vatikan als mıit the Doectrine of the aılt d contaınıng "grave doctrinal
„schwerwiegenden doktrinären Fehlern“ ZeT11- errors’. The Fauture of Chrıstology COVEOTIS much of the SAaIi1l1lEc
siıert wurde. [ )as Nachfolgewer The Future of Christology groun the PreviOuS book Oug ın LNOTC CS-
ecC annlıche Bereiche ab, obgleic In eınem leichter sıble format. Whıle Jesus Symbol0 wrıtten
zugänglichen Format Mit dem Ziel, eıne Christologie textbook, thıs collection of Occasıonal CSSaYVS has wıder
gestalten, welche die Realität des religiösen Pluralismus audıence in mınd and espond partıcular
und der Postmoderne berücksichtigt, greift Haight Themen quest10ns raısed Dy Jesus 0
auf WIE die Forschung über den historischen EeSUS, chri- In attempt ashıon A Chrıistology that attends
stologische Methodologie, Theorien ZUT Erlösung, Theolo- the realıtıes of relıg10Us pluralısm anı postmodernıitYy,
gien des Kreuzes, religiöser Pluralismus SOWIE die Aufgabe Haıght addresses hıstorıical Jesus research. Chrıistologıi-
der Kirche. eser, die hoffen, In diesem Buch eın solides cal me  Ol CONceptioNs of salvatıon, theologıes of the
Bekenntnis ussagen finden wWwIıEe die absolute EINZIS- O;  ' relıg10US pluralısm and church mI1ss10n. In the
artigkeit der Inkarnation, die Bestätigung göttlicher Inıtıa- final chapter, he helpfully interacts wıth an responds
tive beim Leiden Christi ZUT Erlösung, die Anerkennung der negatıve FeEVIEWS of Jesus 0 Ihe Oogue and
rrettung Uurc Glauben NISTUS allein, oder die tradıi- debate Into 1C| he entfers here remaıns accessıible for
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those NOT avıng ead hıs Previous work. ftormed INto 700 Jesus’ suffering CAaNNOT be CCCS$S-

Haıght’'s drıving CONCETrTN for Chrıistology both Sar y for salvatıon. In fact, it would have been *better
orthodox and compellıng in postmodern and relı- for Jesus and for he WEIC NOT ortured crucıfed’
gx10Usly plur:; WOTr. runs closest the surface hıs AT but had dıed natural eat (S5/) Thus, Haıght
refashıonıng of the doctrines of the incarnatıon and the contends that the ormula of salvatıon <by through
ıtonemen! Related the doctrine of the incarnatıon, the G} 15 gravely misleadıng" for It misses the realıty
Haıght contends that because relıg100s pluralısm that Jesus’ eat) WaSs NOT salvıfıc but vevelatory of
“severe PICSSUIC the tradıtiıon’s absolutistic under- salvatıon (92) God SAaVEeS 1ın spıte of and ın the face of
standıng of Jesus Chrıist" (S1) such tradıtıon MUST be the CrOSS’, NOT because of hrough the CTO!:! Haıghtmodiıified. For Haıght, Christianıity’s ultımate credhıbil- dısmıiısses theologıes of the that maıntaın robust
Ity before the WOTF. hınges the degree 1C It emphasıs dıyvyıne inıtlatıve cCapacıty USC
artıculates non-competitıve VICW of salvatıon, ONC that suffering, redemptively ‘revelatıonal posıtıvism and
ıncludes rather than excludes other relıg10ns. Ihus facıle assertion of Various formulas’, nothing TNOTIC than
hıs ACCOUNLT, one COA consıder Jesus the exclusıve hıs-
torıcal mediıator of salvatıon. Rather, God (AUSCS salva- searchıng, symbol1Cc language” of people tryıng make

of rucıfhed Messıah (94) Examples such
t10N through varıety of hıstorıcal mediatiıons’ (91) By John E DPeter 18, Revelatıon 1:15 and Mark 10:45
rmıng other relıg100s mediations Chrıistian theology
does NOT lower ıts estimate of Jesus but CXpan' 1ts rel-

whıich testify both dıyıne inıtıatıve and the redemptive
PUrDOSCS of Chrıst's suffering ATC diıscounted sımplyevance : ıt reCcOSNISES that other relıg10ns and other relı- “questionable.’1008 ‚ymbols mediıate the ““AME transcendent SOUTCEC of TIThose who chare Haıght’s cCONvıctiıon that ortho-salvatıon (164; emphasıs added) and that these media-

t10NS ATC ‘potentially the EVE of Jesus’ dox Christology needs sıgnıfıcant FEVISIONS in order
CHNYALC ın non-competitive dialogue wıth other relıg10nsOne hears nothıng ere of the sheer UunNıqueNESS of wıll need evaluate ıf what 15 gamed Haıght’'s for-the incarnatıon, the IS unrepeatable and utterly gratul-

COUS self-giving ofGod iın rıst Rather, the incarnatıon mulatıon outweıghs what 15 Ost. COn the ther hand,
15 ON  M instance of Man potential “dıvıne mediıatıions)’. readers hopıng find here robust confession of the

sheer UunNıqueENESS of the incarnatıon, afırmatıon ofHaıght certamly does NOT find grounds for thıs LNOVC dıyvıne inıtlatıve iın the suffering of Christ for salvatıon,eıther In the creedal tradıtıon the Scriptural WIt-
NCSS, but looks instead the ressıng sıtuation of acknowledgement ofsalvatıon by aIt Chrıist one

relıg10u0s pluralısm whıch *mediates another roader A tradıtional VIeEW of the resurrecti1on they 111 be
consıstently dısappoımnted. For Haıght, oblıgatıons suchhorızon ofCONSCIOUSNESS), horızon ın whıch TCV-

elatıon CannoTt be contaıned by only OC relıg10Us media- these PUut Chrıstian theology AT odds agamst and
t10Nn such A Jesus 19S) unable dialogue wıth WOT| increasıngly character-

ısed by rel1g10Us pluralısm and postmodern sens1ıbilıtiesHaıght’s ACCOUNT of the AfonNnemen: 15 problematıc anı should thus be modıfhed dıscardedONC opes retaın strong emphasıs dıyvıne 1nıt1a-
t1ve iın Chrıist’s suffering. Haıght maıntaıns that because ENVS
suffering and eat ın themselves °‘hbe trans- Huntıngton Unwersity,
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