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Thıs 1S, however, NOT interpretation of the afore- n e  T  tant PDdS ihbre Malysz DrODOSE de resoudre le
mentioned but only nNt of Levering’s probleme aya rTECOUTS un  D C logique de Ia lıberte »

dea that God loves all rational cCreatfures in the SAamıc WaY qUu! laisse Das Ia C logique de I’amour »} imiter de
and wills the salvatıon ofall It would ave strengthened maniere trop fächeuse I9 conception de la lıberte divine.
hıs argument f he had pald IMOTC attention these ette approche de 19 doctrine de Jeu UTa vraisemblable-

ment d’immenses cConsequences DOUT Ia manıere d’abor-
Levering’s disagreement with GCalvın touches upON der /’avenir le sujet des relations trinıtaires.

deeper theological question. Does reprobation have UMMARYgOoal? Does God, ıIn certaın WdVYV, USCcC those wh Fe
In Irınıty, Freedom, and Love, Pıotr Maiysz has produceagalnst hım in order fulfil his purposes? It that
what IS SUTE become KeYy text within the scholarship.In vering’s ACCOUNT of reprobation the ANSWCTI 15 nOoO

the SINS of humankınd (and other eviıls 1in the world) The book trajectories of üngel’s doctrine of
ATC only permitted by God 190) Why? We C}  — only God the relationship hetween reedom and love. Iti-

mately, Matysz Inüngel’s doctrine of God unsatisfactoryANSWECT apophatically, ıke God taught Job do The
In that t with ‘logic of love which prioritiseselement of truth 1n thıs 15 that MOST of the time do

NOT understand DUIDOSC in permitting eviıl Thıs problematic aCCOUNT of reedom In 1IC| God actually
does NOT IMCAN, however, that God does NOT have aDPDCAaTS he ‘unfree/. Yhe remainder of the work offers

Maftysz’s solution this roblem In the form of the devel-
DUrpOSC wıth 1t and CannOTL will It actıvely, ough he

opment of ‘logic of reedom'’ IC prevents the ‘logic15 NOT the efhcient of It I* SdY, 1n
should, that ultımate 0al 1ın history 1s the manı- of Ove from Impingıng [O0 awkwardly uUDON\N divine free-
festatiıon of hıs virtues hrough all of hıs>then dom This approac the doctrine of (God IS ikely have

wide-reaching CONSEQUENCES for future understanding ofthose whom he permits re agalnst hım also
the trinitarıan relations.that goal Thıs does apply hell; It 1s place where God

manıfests hıs Justice, but also hıs abıding Y. It also ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
applıes human history and the Christian ıfe Paul SaVyS Miıt Irınıty, Freedom and l!ove [Dreieinigkeit, Freiheit und
that God SaVC hım angel of Satan buffet him, In Liebe] hat Piıotr Malysz eın Werk geschaffen, das BanzZorder that he would NOT pride hımself hıs revelatiıons gewIlss eıne Schlüsselfunktion In der Fachwelt einnehmen
(2 Cor 12 God wilfully Nlowed Satan buffet Paul
In order make Paul LNOITIC humble, ıIn order ird | )as Buch re sich WE Hauptlinien In üngels

| ehre über Gott, und War die Beziehung zwischen
1ın Paul JEn formulate relatıon Freiheit und 1e L etztlich stellt üngels | ehre über (‚ott

SIN only ın of permi1ss1ıon, CaNnnOT make clear
how God uUuScsS VCIN SIN for the g00d of hıs people Malysz dahingehend nicht zufrieden, dass SIE sich inner-

Io conclude, vering has wriıtten vVCeLY useful book halb Jjener „LOgl der Liebe“ ewWwe die eınen problema-
in 1E he 15 NOT shamed take another road than tischen Freiheitsbegri hochhält, be] dem (jott „unfrei“

seın scheint. Im übrigen Buch hietet Malysz eıne Lösungmaılınstream twentieth CCNLUCY theology. He wrıtes ın für dieses Problem In Gestalt eıner „Logi der Freiheit“ dwonderfully alanced WdY about posıit1ions wıth 1C die verhindern soll, dass eiıne /EOBI der | jebe“ die gOtt-he does NOLT However, wıth regar rela- IC| Freiheit auf eıne allzu seltsame Weılse beschneidet10N S1IN, he CON perhaps have dug deeper. | )iıeser Nnsa der | ehre über (‚ott dürfte weitreichende
Aart DA  & Egmond Auswirkungen en auf das künftige Verständnis der trinı-

Leuven, Belgıum tarischen Beziehungen.
e  e y

Ihe perennial attractıon of the scholarshıp of Eber-Irınıty, Freedom, an Love. An ngagement hard Jüngel 15 NOT hard determine quick glancewıth the Theology of Eberhard Jüngel through N1S eologic: wrıtings. ombınıng sharp
Pıotr alysz perceptiveness wıth seemingly imıitless breadth of

owledge, the result 15 dull and INOIC often thanon New York Clark, 2012; 245
h  >„ ISBN 978-0-567-57235-6 NOT stunnıng. Unfortunately, the SAaINCcC CANNOT be sa1d

for much of the secondary lıterature 1C has FCD-RESUMEFE et1t10us endency reduce Jüngel nothing IMOTC
than iscıple of Karl art In I'rınıty, Freedom, anCet OUVTasE de Pıotr Malysz tOut DOUT devenir IncoOon-

tournable dans e monde academique. s’Interesse deux Love, DPıiotr Malysz has eschewed the standard repetition
lignes directrices de 1a pensee de Jüngel SUT Ia doctrine de of Jüngelstudien aM produce what 15 SULIC become
Dieu, 1a relation entre Ia liberte et lI’amour. Au Hout du key TeXT ın the scholarshıp. By re-locating Jüngel ın
Compte, [rOouUuve l’approche de Jünge! DEU satisfaisante closer proximıity Martın uther, Malysz offers ALCG-

Yue celui-cı opere AaVEC Un C logique de I’amour » resolution of the glarıng lacuna ın the prevalling
qui mel "accent SUr une conception problematique de 1a ecadıngs of Jüngel’s heology what O€es It I11Call call
liberte VEC VOUT cConsequence UE Jeu apparalt 'alt Jüngel Lutheran theologian”?
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Maiysz larıhes AT the OUTfSsSeTt of the work, °thıs of the anthropological determine how freedom
study explores freedom ell uman But, and OVe AIC elated In Jüngel’s ACCOUNLT of the uman
insofar Ifs focus 15 freedom, 15 It also investiga- CISON. In doing, Malysz distinguıishes between the
tıon of OVEC (I) ıthın thıs quotation dIC contaıned ACTS of being wıthın human exIistence: the Dassıve
the trajectories of the book the ONMNC hand, and the actıve eing and becoming Usıing these find-
explicıitly, the relatıon between freedom and love; Ings, he mbarks uDON ambitious final chapter In
the other, implhicıitly, the anthropological relationship IC the OgICS of divine eing AdIC brought Into
between divine trTeedom (and, subsequently, OVeC an! relation.
human freedom (and, subsequently, love). Primarıily, In CSSCHNCC, hıs COMNCETN 15 cshow how neither logic
Jüngel’s doctrine of God iınvolves the dual Ör 15 possible wıthout the ther. Wıthout the OgIC of love,

cCOomMMItment freedom, *divine spontaneıty and there could be possı1bilıty for genulne free relatıon-
creativity’, and love, “intersubjective vulnerability”. ship between the human and the dıvine. Sımilarly, with-
But ongsıde thıs (AÄAMMICGCCIH uns anthropological Out the OgIC of freedom, there WOU be poss1bility
COMNCETN that there MUST be COIT' CSPOI'IdCHCC between for genunely inter-subjective relationship between
divine reedom and love, and human trTeedom and love. the human and the divine in C both partıes render

However, lest the work be read sımple plece of themselves vulnerable in SOMC WAdY. Both of these OgICS
hagıography, Malysz’s investigation involves ecriticısm AT' therefore rooted 1n I'rımity each emphasises the
of Jüngel’s project Despite emphasısıng the central- trı-polarıty of the divine, albeıt 1n dıifferent WAdY5.
Ity of reedom and love wıthin the doctrine of God, In SUMMAL V, Maiysz’s treatment of Jüngel’s eco
Malysz ArguCc$S that ultiımately Jüngel has NOT sufficıently 1s complex yeL compelling, offering 1I1CW approac
larıhed the inter-relationship of the CONCCDLS. In the doctrine of God IC pushes the debate for-
hıs attempt relate the (by of ward. For Maiysz elucıdates, ın askıng precisely what
the OgIC of love’, a  SZ [6): It ADDCAaIS that IT for God be ee. anı y AaNSWeET the question
Jüngel’s ACCOUNT of the inter-subjectivity of divıne love MUST proceed wıth divine love.
becomes swallowe. up by the proclhiwvities of divine Jon Mackenzıe,treedom that  ‘® in due COUISC, God, ın hıs freedom, ambrıdge, EnglandCeg1INS ook vVCLY much iıke the human CISON in her
unfreedom. It 15 Maiysz’s ambıtion through the flow
of the rectify this asymmetrıc aSsOclatıon
of love and reedom through the INncorporatiıon of Heavenly Partıicıpation: The Weavınga of a
addıtional logic, the logic of freedom, that ‘the Sacramental Iapestry
subjective STIrUCLUreEeSs introduce Cları Into the doctrine Hans Boersmaof God, ıle AYM the SdI11C time o1Ing Justice of ran p1ds Eerdmans, 2011 PP; ISBNJüngel’s concerns’ (15) 978-08028654Ihe four maın chapters follow this progression. In
the first LW Maiysz analyses the of divine and UMMARY
human treedom they AaPPCAar In Jüngel’s CM Wırth ans Boersma’s Ne volume sacramental heologyrESPECL human freedom, he hıghlights Jüngel’s COIM- makes g00d Case for inking that the creation IS uffusedplete rejection of the modernıst CONCEPLIONS of anthro-
pological freedom typifie: Dy of self-securing,

ith the of God, In Keeping ith historic TIS-
tian Neoplatonism. UDrawıing the OUuUVvelle Theologiethe OC hand  - detachment from the WOT'! in theologians like Henrii de Lubac, Boersma commends his1C One’s ıfe ADDCAaIS vulnerable In sacramental tapestry evangelical readers. However, hIsthis, Jüngel’s construal of treedom eschews the

self-serving “treedoms’ of ost-enlightenment philoso-
Dook does ralse question about how God IS present SacdC-

ramentally In the created order apart from his eing OmnıI-phy for intersubjective OgIC of love 1ın 1C present. This question IS noTt really addressed In the book,self-determination the 1s NOT merely the aCtIV-
ILy of self-assured a but “successful ogether- though t would he ruitful project for future research
ness’ (Jüngel) ınvolving, both the dıivine an the human.

his topIC.
RESUMEFHowever, despite thıs OgIC of love’, Maiysz that

the CONCCDL of treedom underpinning thıs logic shows @ nouvel OUVTasE SUTr Ia theologie sacramentelle defend
the divine be ubject who merely determines de anlere bien argumentee Ia these de la presenceself ın relatıon the ther an Incorporates the other divine baignant Ia creation, dans Ia igne du neoplatonismenNto self-relatedness’ (14) chretien historique. 5S’appuyant SUr Ia OUuVvelle theologie

In thıs problem, a  SZ de theologiens MM Henriı de Lubac, Boersma CO  -
alle]l logic the OgIC of love? termed the OgiC of mande cette exiure sacramentelle AdUX lecteurs evange-freedom). eEse OgICS constitute the subjec- liques. Son livre suscıte cependant UNe questiontive ACTS of the divine iın hıs OW self-determination. Ia anıere dont le mode de Ia presence sacramentelle de
Following thıs  > chapter three Freturns examınatıon leu dans Ia creation diffäre du mode de SOM} omnipre-
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