
said a little more about some things even if 
it meant curtailing his treatment of oth- 
ers. Thus I should have welcomed a more 
extensive (and perhaps more sympathetic) 
discussion of religious experience within 
the context of religious epistemology as a 
whole. However, the merits of the book 
remain. In his Introduction Davies says 
that he has tried ’to write about things in a 
way that should enable the reader to take 
up some sides for himsew and ‘to write on 
the assumption that the reader has little or 
no philosophical background’. I believe 

that he has fulfilled both of these aims. 
With the minimum of technicality (though 
without philosophical over-simplifcation) 
he fairly offers arguments for and against 
the various views he presents. Thus he en- 
courages students to pursue their own re- 
flections in the light of further reading. 
Taken as a whole this book is a valuable 
addition to the other introductions to the 
subject (chiefly, in my view, those by H D 
Lewis and John Hick) to which Davies 
refers. 

H P OWEN 
GOD INCARNATE: STORY AND BELIEF, edited by A E Haney,SPCK, 
London, 1981. pp 104 f3.95. 

This book is a collection ot papers giv- 
en at a seminar of Oxford scholars which 
met in response to the publication in 1977 
of ”he Myth of God Incarnote, and which 
questioned the centrality or even the appro- 
priateness of belief in the divinity ofChrist. 
Anthony Harvey, the editor of the present 
book, explains that though most of the 
contributors recognised the force of the 
arguments of The Myth of God Incarnote, 
yet they were unable to accept its conclu- 
sions. It might indeed no longer be poss- 
ible to express a belief in the divinity of 
Christ in “logically coherent propositions” 
(p I ) ,  but there are other ways of articu- 
lating one’s faith, above all that of thc 
story. 

This, and the very titlc of the book, 
might lead one to cxpcct a number of pap- 
ers devoted to the exploration of the rela- 
tionship betwccn narrative theology and 
claims for Christ’s divinity, but the rela- 
tionship betwccn the two is only rarely 
pursued in this book.Thc papersarealmost 
without exception, stimulating and provoc- 
ative and yet the authors most convinced 
of the sufficiency of narrativc theology 
seem least concerned about thc question 
of Christ’s divinity, and vice versa. Har- 
vey’s opening cssay is devoted to a u s -  
ful consideration of in what SenSes the 
“Christian story” may be said to bc truc, 
yct none of these seem to help one to  un- 
derstand in what scnse the claim that Jesus 
is Cod might be true. He gets a little closer 
to this question when, in another paper, 

he shows thc gospels offer good evidence 
that Jesus was believed to speak with the 
authority of God himself. James Ban has 
some interesting things t o  say about the 
relationship between story and myth, but 
believes that Messiahship rather than Incar- 
nation is central to a proper understanding 
of Christ. John McQuarrie. in perhaps the 
most illuminating paper of the book, shows 
how the gospels, as works of art, disclose 
the truth about Jesus in a way that a sim- 
ple historical report could not, but he then 
goes on to claim that this does not release 
the theologian from the task of making 
ontological claims about the nature of 
man and of Jesus that, presumably, go be- 
yond the scope of narratival theology.Ceza 
Vcrmes, the Jewish scholar, docs not be- 
lieve that the cvidcnce of the gospels war- 
rants any claim for the divinity of Christ. 
Pcter Hinchliff explores the relationship 
betwccn belief and experience but also 
recognises thc need for belief to issue in 
some ontological claim about Jesus. 

The ncarest we get to tackling the rela- 
tionship betwccn story and belief in Christ’s 
divinity is in the superb paper by Rachel 
Trickett on imagination and belief and in 
thc brief but sugcstive Christmas Sermon 
by Pctcr Baelz. And so one could not claim 
that this book convincingly establislicd an 
alternative locus for the exprcssion of bc- 
lief in Christ’s divinity. Ncvcrtheless it was 
worth producing and docs suggest theolog- 
ical perspectives which may one day be 
fruitful. 

TIMOTHY RADCLIPFE 0 P 
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