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Introduction 
Religious exclusivism is the doctrine that believers in a faith or communities of faiths will receive salvation while faith-Others will not gain such salvation. In a more radical statement, some theorists of religious exclusivism proclaim that only those who believe one religion or sect can reach paradise, while others are destined to be punished forever. Obviously, exclusivists hold an absolute view of religious truth. Exclusivism is most prevalent in Abrahamic religions, such as: Christian exclusivism, which Harold Netland gives literally a clear description as being a definition:
The Bible, God's unique written revelation, which is true and fully authoritative. Others of which are incompatible with the scripture of it, will be rejected by God. Jesus Christ is the unique incarnation of God, completely God and perfect man. There is the possibility of salvation only through him. The saving grace of God is not mediated by doctrines, practices, or institutions of other religions. [footnoteRef:1] [1:  Daniel Strange, Exclusivism: Indeed Their Rock is Not like Our Rock, Christian approaches to other faiths, Alan Race and Paul Hedges 
  (ed.), (SCM press, 2008), p.37] 

We can also easily find out many scriptures in the Bible as evidence of Christian exclusivism, for example:
·  you and all the people of Israel: It is by the name of Jesus Christ of Nazareth, whom you crucified but whom God raised from the dead, that this man stands before you healed. Jesus is” ‘the stone you builders rejected, which has become the cornerstone.’ Salvation is found in no one else, for there is no other name under heaven given to mankind by which we must be saved.” (Acts 4:10-12)
· No, but the sacrifices of pagans are offered to demons, not to God, and I do not want you to be participants with demons. You cannot drink the cup of the Lord and the cup of demons too; you cannot have a part in both the Lord’s table and the table of demons (1Corinthians 10:20-21)
· Whoever is not with me is against me, and whoever does not gather with me scatters. (Luke 11:23)
 Representative Theorists
[bookmark: _Hlk506201673] Alvin Plantinga: Alvin Carl Plantinga is an American analytic philosopher who works primarily in logic, justification, philosophy of religion, and epistemology. From 1963-82, Plantinga taught at Calvin College before accepting an appointment as the John A. O'Brien Professor of Philosophy at the University of Notre Dame. He later returned to Calvin College to become the inaugural holder of the Jellema Chair in Philosophy. Being a prominent Christian philosopher, Plantinga served as president of the Society of Christian Philosophers from 1983-86 being described by TIME magazine as "America's leading orthodox Protestant philosopher of God" and also considered as the greatest Christian philosopher alive, just as William Lane Craig wrote in his work “Reasonable Faith” in 2017.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  William Lane Craig, Reasonable Faith: Christian Truth and Apologetics, (Two Words Publishing, 2017)] 

On religious exclusivism, Plantinga’s proposition includes:
•	The world was created by God, an almighty, all-knowing, and perfectly good personal being (one that holds beliefs; has aims, plans, and intentions; and can act to accomplish these aims).
•	Human beings require salvation, and God has provided a unique way of salvation through the incarnation, life, sacrificial death and resurrection of his divine son.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Alvin Plantinga, Pluralism: A Defense of Religious Exclusivism, Philip L. Quinn and Kevin Meeker (eds.), The Philosophical Challenge of 
  Religious Diversity, (New York: Oxford University Press, 2000) pp.172-192] 

[bookmark: _Hlk506202075]Hendrik Kraemer: Hendrik Kraemer is a lay missiologist and prominent figure in the ecumenical movement from Dutch Reformed Church in the Netherlands. He also succeeds in encouraging the Dutch to allow and spread missionary activities outside of the Dutch East India Company-restricted area in eastern Indonesia to the rest of the archipelago.[footnoteRef:4] To better understand Kraemer’s theology, a few factors need to be begiven enough attention to, which include his practical, scholarly and experiential contact with the major world religions; his training as a historian of religions and phenomenologist, linguist and theologian; his constant fear of the relativizing influences of liberal theology; and his pastoral and evangelistic commitment to the ecumenical movement. [footnoteRef:5] [4:  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hendrik_Kraemer]  [5:  Gavin D’Costa, Theology and Religious Pluralism, (Basil Blackwell press, 1986), p.54] 

Kraemer argues that:
•	God has revealed the way and the life and the truth in Jesus Christ and wills this to be known through all the world.[footnoteRef:6] [6:  Kraemer. H., The Christian Message in A Non-Christian World, (New York Harper press, 1938), p.107] 

•	There is an obligation to strive for the presentation of the Christian truth in terms and modes of expression that make its challenge intelligible and related to the peculiar quality of reality in which they [non-Christians] live. [footnoteRef:7]	 [7:  Gavin D’Costa, Theology and religious pluralism, (Basil Blackwell press, 1986), p.57] 

Karl Barth: Karl Barth was a Swiss Reformed theologian who is often regarded as the greatest Protestant theologian of the twentieth century. His influence expanded well beyond the academic realm to mainstream culture, leading him to be featured on the cover of Times on April 20, 1962. Barth emphasized the sovereignty of God, particularly through his reinterpretation of the Calvinistic doctrine of election, the sinfulness of humanity, and the "infinite qualitative distinction between God and mankind". His most famous work is his The Epistle to the Romans (1968), which marked a clear break from his earlier thinking, and his massive thirteen-volume work Church Dogmatics (1932-1968), one of the largest works of systematic theology ever written.[footnoteRef:8] [8:  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Karl_Barth] 

Barth’s proposition:
•	Barth’s famous reply typifies his stance. When asked how he knew that Hinduism was unbelief when he had never met a Hindu, his immediate reply was “a priori”. [footnoteRef:9] [9:  Gavin D’Costa, Theology and Religious Pluralism, (Basil Blackwell press, 1986), p.54] 

Amongst the above three representatives, Barth was at a very firm position of religious exclusivism of what we can acknowledge from his proposition; Plantinga has developed a comprehensive epistemological account of the nature of warrant which allows for the existence of God as a basic belief; Kraemer as an exclusivist who was more focus on practical and he no longer used the term “biblical realism,” rather than new terms such as “dialogue” in his work of The Coming Dialogue (1960).
Ideological Discourse 
Why do some religions exclude one another? This might be a frequently asked question to many non-believers who are either against to or doubting about religion. 
When Jesus was preaching Gospel at his time (the 1st century CE), there were other religions around the world during that time, such as Laozi of Chinese Taoism was preaching “Tao Teh Ching” (500 -220 BCE) and Shakyamuni from Buddhism was preaching Dharma (the 6th and 4th centuries BCE). Since people treat their own religion as unique universal axiom, then all others would naturally be regarded as heresy. In this sense, Jesus, Laozi and Shakyamuni undoubtedly all warned their disciples and people in the world of keeping away from following others or they might go wrong. Only Gospel/Tao Teh Ching/ Dhamma is THE truth. 
What Jesus said was probably understandable to some Jewish people those who were living in that age. However, with time going on, people (Jewish or Gentiles) gradually misinterpreted his speech and twisted his thought, doubting whether the only way to get God’s salvation should be gone through Jesus Christ. Can we really accept that the God revealed in Christ, a loving father of “generous, unlimited Divine love”, has denied so many millions the means to salvation through no fault of their own? [footnoteRef:10]Here, the historical place of Buddhism seems to provide another interpretation of route to heaven. As early as the epic of Shakyamuni, India's ideology has claimed that there are sixty-two thoughts in the universe, and only Shakyamuni can explain the origin of life and death as well as the value of life. With supreme wisdom, such insight into the causal and irresponsible retribution of the ‘Three Realms of the Three Realms’ and the six reincarnations has provided a complete answer to the mystery of the universe. [10:  Gavin D’Costa, Theology and Religious Pluralism, (Basil Blackwell press, 1986), p.67] 

It can be seen from the above that Jesus, Shakyamuni and Laozi were only preaching missionary laws to a certain extent. However, the legal principles of such sayings seem to be rather limited and restricted, only providing the disciples certain guidelines to practice their cultivation of belief. The purpose of proclaiming the salvation only through them means that the other religions are all fake, but not that there will be no God on the earth anymore, this should be the real intention of religious exclusivism.
Perspective-Challenges 
1. The self-contradiction scriptures in the Bible
It is obvious that there are countless contradictions in the Bible, and in addition more ambiguous but inconsistencies parts as well. If the words of the Bible are not absolute truth, religious exclusive attitude should be not regarded as the absolutely correct either. The Bible, not like any other regular books, in which God’s revelation is in a more accurate way to be articulated. However, it is still far from reaching the absolute truth.  Let’s look at some contradictory examples in the Bible:
In Genesis 6:19: “You are to bring into the ark two of all living creatures…”, and in Genesis 7:2: “Take with you seven pairs of every kind of clean animal, a male and its mate, and one pair of every kind of unclean animal, a male and its mate.” The amount described from the two parts of Genesis is inconsistent. In Psalm 145:9: “The Lord is good to all; he has compassion on all he has made”, and in Jeremiah 13:14: “…I will allow no pity or mercy or compassion to keep me from destroying them.” These two sentences are totally opposite meanings.
Similarly, we can find out such self-contraction claims in the New Testament. For example: In Matthew 5:43: “… Love your neighbour and hate your enemy”, and in Matthew 10:34: “Do not suppose that I have come to bring peace to the earth. I did not come to bring peace, but a sword”. Here, “love” and “sword” are such an opposite to each other.
2. Legalism than humanism
“Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all your strength and with all your mind; and, love your neighbour as yourself.” (Luke 10:27) From some Christian perspective, the ‘love your neighbour’ mentioned here, may be discerned overly if they merely focused on the scriptures, thereby neglecting or misunderstanding the true meaning of it. In the legalist view, sin is considered to be contrary to God and / or offensive to God, whereas humanitarianism describes sin as corrupting or injuring others. However, these two views are essentially no difference to each other. According to the Bible, human beings are made in the image of God, hence they will need to follow God in their deeds.  However, it is what Christians believe not non-Christians believe. Therefore, it is more fair to say that sin is better to be interpreted as hurting others and themselves instead of having offended God by mankind.
3. Concept of God’s revelatory
The Old Testament of Christian Bible records the revelation of God to the people of Israel. However, some Christian exclusivists categorically denied any revelation outside of Jesus Christ, and it would be very difficult to explain why the Old Testament is compiled as a Christian scripture if it could be so understood. This tendency has been strongly criticized by pluralists, accusing this view of biblical exclusivity. In addition, if God truly revealed himself in the history of Israel before the advent of Jesus Christ, how could it be the only way to guarantee salvation that was to explicitly confess and surrender to God in Christ?  The God-Father, being revealed in Christ as a role of generous and infinite love of divine, did he really refuse his revelation for salvation because these millions of people have their own religious beliefs? [footnoteRef:11]  [11:  Gavin D’Costa, Theology and Religious Pluralism, (Basil Blackwell press, 1986), p.67
] 

Although Christian religious exclusivists stress that salvation comes from God only through Christ, they cannot effectively explain God's greatest revelation. That is the universal salvific will of God. Of course, many of the exclusivists do artfully avoid the accusations of superiority and chauvinism from religious pluralism in the dialogue. However, how to practice cooperation and moral tolerance is the top priority that most exclusivism should consider. [footnoteRef:12] [12:  Ibid., p.75
] 

Conclusion
[bookmark: _GoBack]With the development of social media, popularization of computer and Internet technologies, establishment of various international organizations, the creation of cross-border cultural exchange programs and other innovations, the world has become smaller like a world village. Hence, religions have been stripped of their ideological attributes and challenged by different values from ethical, cultural and political systems. Meanwhile, inter-religious dialogue has become more and more frequent, which enables religious exclusivism an ever-increasing critical issue. On one hand, there is a need for contact and mutual understanding amongst different religions; on the other hand, exclusivism and universalism remain the core discourse in many religious theologies. In the era of globalization, especially in the context of religious-inspired terrorism and weapons of mass destruction, sincere dialogue and cooperation among religious groups are of crucial importance. However, such dialogue and cooperation can only be carried out in a premise of mutual understanding and mutual inclusion of religious exclusivism and other theologies of religions. 
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