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SUMMARY IMPIy revealed not ONIy compels OG-
Modern udalsm foremoOst treatment Of divine nıon Of ‘:omal validity Glso consirains Dersonal
revelation Ihe 2000 DAgE four-volume wOork DY the assent and appropriation Ihe Reformation VISW

fa IS glff Of HOly Dir and noT onlyeman Jew Steinheim (1789—-1866) tHied Die
Offenbarung ach dem Lehrbegnffe der ine ir UuSe$s 5 Of DETSUJCSIOTN IS

SN Schibolefh (Frankfurt Maın, Nas UntI MISSINA Steinheim ISO IGNOTES role Of general
NO  S NOT een widely NOwWwN erman revelation and ine Reformation emphası bellief
Ol Translation Of IrSs volume INTO English | S0 I5 porephilosophical
Joshua aberman, rabbıi-emerttus of Washin:  on IThe central revelatory ne eCIares (4Ie

ne un Of 00 Mne freedom Of (S0C and divineHebrew Temple under inhe TInlle Philosopher of
Creailon NINIlO Reason did NOT introduce ihese'evelatiıon. Ihe Life and Ihoughf of Steinheim

ecthflies thart neglect iImportan me Of TNeO- emphases yert T IS constrained TO ADPDTOVE Mem
logical ebaltı VeTrT Ine nalure Of divine revelation. Ihe SUPDETIOT Of revealed reilgion aNd fa dre

Steinheim defends revelation eN supernatural and evidenTt from athonal COMPAOANSOTN WITN iner
4S objectively/ 5 concepfual and OCITMNNAGIL, clalms Non revelatory eMmMbraCce muffple Of
and 4S ICa TIhe IC Dreserved gOods have incoherent VISW Of OMGINS and ffirm
eve  Y @( 'Oun!  N Of 'Gitn uman determInACY erodes responsibili

einnel| eflection Of ONa Jewish INeOlOgYySteinheim ejeCTts ohilosophical TSeCSONINA 45 ihe
nNas novel MNUGGNICeS affırms ihe authority Of ineme Of AIMVINOA revealed EQuaIIy nsisten

he ejects idelsm efuses TO revelation Ora treafts Ora IOQW N MOT) eve ()fher
ADOVEe uman understanding He DropouNds CO- epa  res @ |(-. NO Inhe
tTerlon for disqualifyIng boftn natural reiigion and 'eInnNnel Of NSNA I5 quffe UNSPANMNO
natural INeOIOgY IC Iıke the MYyIhS aNnd He mMmakes contact WITN the claım Tnhart eSsSUus
eCcular DhllosophYy hne atrıbutfes conjecture Ihey Christ fulfils Old TestamenTt He considers Christ-

&— - amalgam Of revelation andGre disqualified N revelation DY ne test Of logical
CONITITAAdICTION Reason TNUS 'eTalInNs Ccapaclty for trinitarianismMm assertedly annuls inhe unity Of SOd
judgmen ine Of revelation. original SIN mplies MAOTIeT |IS Avıl anNnd uNndemnINeSs

viINne revelatiıon |I5 nhistoricaliy/ transcends Od’s rTeedom Ihe Apostlie Paul IS SGId e
BOTnN universal uman CONSCIOUSMNESS and evVOluU- ine Ora I5 Of Il Steinheim OGll-

developmen DOol U ine INnAdeQuUACY res the New TestamenTt doctrine Of atonement
Of nalded uman wWwIsdom contradicts Csserfons 45 indulgence | siaughter TO DromMmOTEe jusfice
Of Teasor Velr) about revelation aNnd affırms ITS OWT) doctrine Of hel| considers COAITYV-

VeTrT eVE| he CONTEeNdS I5 silent immOrtali
Steinheim I5 disinterested | inhe ohenoMENOIOGgY confidence | eternal ıfe (for godaly IS) rests

Of revelation HIS DMMMAOATY obje: IS dethrone trust | Inhe (CCreaTor (the wicked supposedly dre
uman redSoNINAG 4S ine SOUTC® Of revelation annihilated)

Revelation IS noTt merely Of intellectual iImporfance ucNn 4S Steinheim brushes Aasıde Christianit aNnd
calls for spiritud rebirmmn ANd Nnvolves ine whole IS reducTIve Of HIS OWT) TAAITON ihe avoldance Of

merely evolutionary explanaftion Of reilgion (toMEANINA and WOITN Of ife Steinheim InSISTS
IrumMm Of revelation Car} NOWN unbellievers he nonetheless agssimilates umanı!y's porimal
I5 accredited DY objective Cnterig shared DY all istory) and Of merely exyistental eCconstruction I5

NuMAaNS Of integri Revelation captures TeUdsOT) noteworthYy Ihe insistence rational| and DrO-
ramner Inan replacINg OT destroying Dositional revelation and Ine role Of TeCsOT) 45

Steinheim writes ımes eN f revelaTIONn neCcessarly test Of Trutrn aNnd The CONSISTENCY Of
COoNTraAdICTS TeSOT ithouf carefully distinguishing IDIICA eIsM IS speclally significant | SId when

uropean EO-OMNOCdOXY and eXCcessive! qualifiedDhilosophical redSONING from TeCsorN s instru-
menTt for TSCOQNIZINO Iımes TO role for Tedsol) NGaSs largely ITS COUTSe
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RESUME reCONNAISSANCE de Velljlel] 'ormelle qQu  elle CONM-
L Ouvrage majeur, EUX mMille quatre aln USsSI consentement eTt C ' appropriation
volumes, CUu Juif allemand Steinheim Q— DersonnNels. EE de IC Keforme, Que IC fOol est le

don CUu Saint-Esprift, celul-Ci DOoMAanTt DOSSUT IC revelation divine GANs lje u  alsı
moOoderne, Offenbarung ach dem Lehrbegriffe der employer ICı Verit YY de DEersudsion,
SYNAgOQUE, an Schibolefth (Francfort-sur-le-Main, est absente Steinheim Iignore egalement le öle de
835) est rest| DEU JUSQUu'd MOS Jours, NOTS IC revelation generale, e? e Ccaractere Drephiloso-
d’Allemagne. L CdadUuUCTION anglals du Doremtler ohiqgue de IC fOl, SUr eque!l insistalent les Refomateurs
volume, DAr Joshuaga Haberman, rabbDın honoralre L es centrales de IC revelation, declare-

ll SONT unite de DIEU, IC iberte DIieu, e? IqCUu Hebrew Temple de Washington (DC) Inmulee
Philosopher of 'evelalıon. Ihe Life and Ihoughf of CreagtTi0on divine nıhilo. IC ralson na DOS INTrOCU

Steinheim COorrıge celle negligence ( Ces |  a MG IS Je est DOoUranTt forcee
MOoMeEeNT Importan CUu INeOologlique SUT Iq de les aPDPDTOUVET. L es VeriTes SU  Srieures de Ic
nature de IC revelation divine reilgion revelee et IC fO| SONT evidentes DOT

einnelr defend IC nNese ulvante SUr IC ravelathon comparalison raflonnelle VeC Ies ulres CONCEGP-
Je est suraturelle, donnee SUT MOde objechif, Hons Drefendant (} IC Verite eilles-CI, qui pDartent
concepluelle eT OCTMNAaAIE, el, ouftre, iblique. DOS de IC revelation, aamelan UuNe MU de
| es de revelation CONse ans IC I@UX, ONT des VUeSS Incoherentfes SUr les origines,
Ora ConsituenTt le fondemenTt IC fOol e7 aMrmen UuUNe determination des CcCOonduites

Steinheim exCIut e ralsonNemMeEeNT DNilosophique umalInes qui EexXxtTeNue IC responsabilite,
TmMmethode DOUT Darvenir C IC Verte revelee LC Densee de Steinheim efletfe Ic Mneologie jJuive
veC uNe gale Insistrance, rejete lje deisme: || traditionnelle MAGIS VeEC des nOoTes originales.
refuse d’elever Iq revelaton QU-'  ESSUS de Iq CO afırme de IC ra MAaIS, DOUT Jul, Ic IO
orehension humalne DIrODOSE Criere DOUT Aans q Ora releve DOaS de IC revelation
disqualifier IC reilgion naTtTurelle eT IC Ineologie | ‘auteur CU Dresent article remarqgque es
naturelle Qu'll a CUX conjectures umAdaINeEeS, Ts.

InsTGr des es Dalens eT de Ic Dhilosophie Steinheim crifigue le chrishanısme SNNS MmeNAge-
saculiere lles SONT disqualifiees, tanrt u’elles menrt. Touche DOJOS Iq se salon Iaquelle Jesus-
orefendent eveler, DGr €  euve Iq CONITAdICTON Christ AaCCcompil Ancien TestamenTt. considere
lOgique INS! IC ralIson garde UuUNe certaline capaclte QUuE le Christianiısme amalgame revelation et

Jugemen C IC Verte de Ic VEeIGTION DaganismMeE: IC doctine de IC nTe annule, d’apres
IC divine ComMuUNIQUE l  NquUeE- lul, untTe Dieu, le (al= orlgine!l |  I  ue UE

menTt, MAaGIS TITranscende ( IC OlS IC CONSCIENCE Ic mMmatTiere est MAUVAOIsSeE e7 SaPE IC Ibertfe de Dieu
NhumAalne un verselle eT lje developpemenTt Svoluftif. a  ire PaUul, Drefend Steinheim, enselgne UE IC
Fie falrt ressOoTMmIr l Insuffisance de IC raIson humalne IOl est UuNe du DEche Steinheim cariıcature IC
MOM CSsISTE He contredit certalnes assertions de Ic doctrne neotestamenTaIiIre de ’expiation, Aautorisation
ralson, MmMmemMe SUr Ic revelation, eT affirme (TE U Crime GANs nterät IC Justice IC doctine de
superieure, l’enfer esT, DOUT lul, appoOl Dalen LG revelation

Steinheim desinteresse de IC DheNOoMEN  gie NT-Il arı le Jence SUr immortalte CISSUF-
de IC VEIOTON. SOn objecht D  IDa est de detröner NCe de Iq vIe Stermelle (DOUr les ıdeles 1eDOSE SUr
le ralsonNnNeMEeNT humaln SOUTC®Ee de revelag- IC CONTIANCE ANns le Createur (les MEcCchanfts SONT
ıTe)al IC on n’importe DOS seulement Dlan Censes Slre annihiles)
intellectuel, MAaIS exige UNe reNalSSsaNCEe spirtuelle, lors UE Steinheim Scare le christhaniısme eT
eT7 ENdAgE Tolalement le s&e715 et IC valeur IC vIe opere UNES cerfaine raductTon SUr SOT) DrODTE nemnage,
Steinheim nsiste SUTr | GIT QUE Iq VeriTte de Ic est remargquable Qui'll Svite ’explication Duremen
AalaTı DEeUT Slre COMNNU®S des Incroyanıfs, He est evoluNonniIste IC reilgion (touf conformanft,
AaCccrediiee DOT des Orit objectifs parages DOT NeCNMOINS, DOUT Ies debufrts de ’histolre humaine),
TOUS les NumAaINs |  res L revelation s empare de de MmMmeMe UE toute reconNnstruction Duremen XIS-
IC ralson IUuTÖT QUu  8 IC remplace IC tTentlielle Ul nsiste SUT IC revelation ratfionnNelle
CdEIrun et Dropositionnelle, SUr le Ööle de q ralson ANs

eInnNnel s expriImME DarfolsTS| IC VEICOTON | @preuve Verte, eT SUr IC CcCONeEerencCce superieure
ETa neCcessalremenTt CONTITTrAdICTON OVSC IC ralson dUu elisme Iblique, 57 SUrCrOor de signification
SGOGT1S distinguer VeSC SOIN nire e ralsonNNe- ( UuNne SpOoque OU IC NEe0O-OMNOACOXIE europeenne,
menTt Dhllosophiqgue eT IC ralson Tanrt qu'Instrument e Qu! IGISSGI ( IC ralson uun röle minNeUr,
DOUT reCconNNATÄTE IC vVerite semble Darfols orafiguemenTt Aacheve CCa
QUE IC VerTe evelee n’oblige DOS seulemenTt ( Iq
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ZUSAMMENFASSUN der Vernunft widersprechen MU!  e, hne daß d

DIe bedeutendste Abhandlung der göfflichen e]| eInNneN geNnduen Unterschie: ischen ohil-
osophischer Argumentation UNGd der Vernunft alsOffenbarung IM MoOodermen Judaismus, das 2000-
ınel ZUT FrkennTtnis der Wahrheit MOAC| Aanchmadadeitige vier  ndige erk des deutschen en

S L Steinheim (1789-1866) mMIt dem ıte| Die cheinft ST Implizieren, daß ofNenDare Wahrheit
Offenbarung nach dem Lehrbegnffe der SYNAgOIgeE. NIC| 1Ur ZUTr Anerkennu inrer 'ormalen Gültigkel
en Schiboletn (Frankfurt Maın, WGT Hisher ZWING ondern uch Dersönliche ea und
außerhalb des deutschsprachigen Raumes wenig Aneignung fordert. Die IC der eformAaTtTION, daß
bekannft. MIT der UÜbersetzung des ersten Bandes INS der Glaube Abe des Heiligen (Zelstes sel, UunNnd daß

der 15 die anrnel NIC MUT als iHe|l derEnglische VOT) Joshua Haberman, emermus
des Washingfton (DC) Hebrew Tempople, Uuntfer dem Überzeugung gebraucht, ehl De| Steinheim Fr
Titel Philosopher of Revelatıon. Ihe Life and Ihoughf ignorie ucn die olle der allgemeinen ffen-
of @8 Steinheim. ira diesem Mange! eIneMN UNG dieS der Reformatoren, daß
wichtigen Zeitpunkft der theologischen Debatie der Slaube (SO17 oräphilosophisc se|
über die Natur der g  IC} ÖOffenbarung Abhilfe Fr Dehauptet, die Finhef Olles, die reiheff (Sottes

UNGd die göfMicheCQUuS dem Nichfts selengeschaffen. die zentralen Offenbarungslehren. Jjese Schwer-Steinheim verteid! die göffliche Offenbarung als
ubern  rlich UNG OobjekfTiv gegeben als konzepf- Dounkte werden NIC| VOT) der Vernunft ner abgeleffert,
Uund lehrmäßig UNG darüber hiNnaUus Gls IDIISCH Die aber die Vernunft mMmuUuß sIe illigen. DIie überlegenen
In der Tora überlieferten Offenbarungsbofschaften Wahrheiten der offenbarten eligion UunNd des ffen-
bilden die rundlage des CU CTEl Sind offensichtlic! WeT1NM MNO} sIEe

eInNel lehrn die pohilosophische Argumentafion aallı anderen Wahrheitsbehauptung rational|
als Methode ZUT FrkennTnis der Offenbarungs- vergleicht. SIC| die NIC! VOT) eIner qgöfflichen

Offenbarung ausgehen, Uumfassen Ine jelfawahrheiten ab (SeNAaUsSO nachdrücklilic d
VOT) SÖöfern eInen unklaren Standpunkftden Fidelsmus ab: el weigert SICH, die g  IC

Offenbarung üDer die menschliche Vernunft hinsic  IC der rS und bekräffigen eInen
erheben nenn en Kriterilum ZUT isqualifizierun menschlichen Determinismus, der die menschliche
SsOowoNI der natürlichen ell  l Gls uch der naTtTÜür- Verantwortun untergräbft,.
ichen Theologie, die d Mutmaßungen andlog Steinhelms Darstellung der tIradmonelle jüdischen

eologie neuarfige Nuancen Fr bekräffigt ZWGOTden heidnIis Myinen Uund der sÖkularen PhII-
dieOIlder Tora, ber ST betrachtet das eseosophie HIT Urc die Bew':  rungsprobe des
der Tora NIC Gls Offenbarung. Andere Ab-logischen Widerspruches SCNEeIdCEe! sIEe als g  l

Offenbarung CUuSs Der Vernunft iIrd Q| en weichungen werden VO|  3 Rezensenten festgestellt.
Urteilsverm  en Über die anrmer der g  IC |Iie VOT'T) Steinheim Christentum geübte Kritik Ist
en  a zugeschrieben. Aabsolut schonungslos. eTC| SICH überhaupt NIC|
u Offenbarung ST historisch gegeben mMT der BehaupTtTung, daß eSUS Christus die Erfüllung

ber sIe transzendie! SOWON| CGS universale mMensSCH- des AT se|l Das Christentu betrachtet als
ine Ischun VOT) göfflicher Offenbarung undICNe RBewußtseln Gals uch die evolutionäre FEniwICK-
e| die Trin!  lehre se]| die Auflösung derIUuNg Sie verdeuftlic die Unzulänglichkeit der

alleinigen menschlichen Weishefrft. Sie widerspricht Finheit Oles die der rosunde impiliziere,
Behau  N der Vernunft salbst hinsic) der daß die Materle HÖse S@| UNGd untergrabe die
g  ichen Offenbarung UNG bekräftigt Ihre eigene reinel OTTes. Dem Apostel Paulus ird die
U  e aNnrmeIl unterstell die lora se| ine rsache des

Steinheim interessiert SICH NIC für die O_ Steinheim Grikle| die neutestamentliche re des
Sühnopfers als en Schweilgen n Bluft, (SereCcNn-menologie der göMlichen Offe Seln

auptzie bestehrt ArNn, die menschliche Vernunft gkKel herzustellen Die re VOoTrT) der Je @! en
als Offenbarungsquelle entthronen all des Heidentums DIe göffliche enbaru
IC Offenbarung se| DAC Ur VOT) ntel- schweige (Der die Unsterblichkeit die EWl

lektueller Bedeutung, ondern ordere uch ZUT ewigen | ebens (zumindest für die Gottgefälligen)
geisflichen Wiedergeburtf Cuf UNGd UmMmTasse den ENU! Cuf dem Verilrauen In den C  D die

werden angeblich vernichtet werden).gaNnZeTn) Lebenssinn Uund | ebenswert Steinheim
50 senr Steinheim das Christe verwirftDesteht darauf, daß die anrmel der Offenbarung

VOT) Ungläubigen erkannt werden Kann Sie ird Uund seIne eigene radition reduktiv auslegrf, ist die
Urc objektive Kriterien es  g die lle intel- AaTisacne bemerkenswert, daß ST sowohl einen
ektuel| redilichen enschen tellen Offenbarung loße evolutiondre GIls uch Ine existentielle
neNnmMme die Vernunft her gefa als sIe Erklärung derell meidert (allerdings SIE| ST die
ersetzen der zerstören Urgeschichte der Menschheift IM evolutiondre

uwellen SCNrei Steinheim GIls Offenbarung ahmen) |)GS estehen Cuf ratonal erkennbarer
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Offenbarung, quf der olle der Vernunft Gals rüfsteln effort to jJustify revelational doctrine
der Wahrheft UNd der überlegenen Schlüssigkeit
des biblischen eISMUS ST VOT) besonderer Be-

the ground merely of fideism, an
effort Iso LO affırm it the ground ofNg einer Zeit, In der die europäische Neo- philosophical reasonıing, including naturalOCOXIe mIT Inrer übermäßigen Einschränkung law natural theology. While thıs revliewerder olle der Vernunft Inre Uberzeugungskraff has een previlously unfamiliar ıth Stein-größtenteils verloren heim’s work, iıt 1S noteworthy that, although
there aAare sıgniıficant differences, Man Yy of
Steinheim’s emphases ATre found Iso 1n the
reviewer'’s multi-volume God, Revelation

ecent translation from the German of and Authority (Word Books, 1976—83) and
ONe of Steinheim’s four volumes his recently publıshed Rutherford Lectures

(comprisıng modern Judaism’s ullest reat- Toward Kecovery of Christian Belief,
ment. of divine revelation) foretokens ne Crossway Books,
theological discussion of that ımportant Natural religion, speculatıve phılosophy
theme Confusion regarding the doectrine of and the myths, Steinheim SaYyS, al
revelatıon 1s INoOTe pern1c10us than 1ın the arıse from the Same conjectural mental
Case of Man Yy er doctrines, SINCE ıt condi- actıvıty, an cannot stand before eritical
tions the whole spectrum of relig10us belief. thinking which CXDOSES their Inconsıstencies

Steinheim (1789—1866) has een called an contradietions (pp DA The ancıent
the foremost eW1sS philosopher of revelation world nalıvely accepted and perpetu-
1n the modern ST  D gifted physıclan who ated multiple relig1i0us claıms ou gods
abandoned relıgion for philosophy, and then an their actıvıtles. The non-revelational
almost converted LO Christianity, Steinheim VIEWS en ogether Are beautiful COIMN-
distanced himself from the then-emerging volution of an contradiction, de-
Reform, Orthodox and Conservative factions, corated ıth the tinsel of honey-sweet talk
only LO offer system iıntended LO valıdate and intellectual astuteness’ (p 225) Because
Judaılism’s doctrinal essemlnce The first volume man’s human comprehension 1S iımited
of his Dıie Offenbarung nach dem Lehrbegriffe (p 2206); theoretical knowledge sımply o0es
der Synagoge, eın Schiboleth T’he Revelatıon not 9rasp the full reality (p 228)
Accordıng fO the Doectrine of Judaıism. By contrast, the Abrahamic covenant
Criterion) (Frankfurt Maın, Sigmund offered divine revelatıon that dispute all
Schmerber, has een rendered along other VIEWS untrue (p 111) Most 1D11cCa
ıth analytical COomMmMents by Joshua theısts, however, ave een ontent LO dis-
Haberman, the well-known rabbi-emeritus tinguish true from false religıon merely by
of Washington Hebrew Congregation, under asserting the credibility of the Scriptural
the tıtle Philosopher of Revelatıion. T’he Life documents an appealıng to faıth the WaYy
and T’hought of Steinheim (Phıladelphia, of knowing. Steinheim contends that revela-
The ewWls. Publication Society, tıon aggressively contradicts the ASSUMP-

teinheim’s work 1S dramatically S1g- tıons of Treason OoOu revelatıon ıtself. Yet
nıfıcant for several TEaSONS He defends revelatiıon 1s borne Out posterior.ı (by
revelation supernatural an objectively subsequent vidence) superl1o0r Tu (p
gıven, conceptual and doctrinal ın content, 112). Treason 15 driven to confess that ıts
an biblical "Torah) The Scrip- OW achlievemen W as 'emptiness even
turally preserved divine Are the contradiection’ (p 114)
foundation of al No less importantliy, Divine revelation, for Steinheim, polınts
Steinheim proffers erıteriıon for disqual- the inadequacy of unaıded human WIS-
ıfyıng natural relıgion and speculatıve dom; iıts ontent differs from anythıng that
philosophy about God non-revelatory, human CONnsScClousness Ca attaın ıts OW
whiıle he insısts that revealed religion Dy Revelatıon cannot be identical ıth hat

humans COU. themselves discover withoutcontrast ca be valıdated without doing
violence to Teason ıt; it 1sS not iıdentical ıth the inner spırıt of

Steinheim SWCCDS asıde ufiworthy INan ıth OUTr OW immediate relig10us
166
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CONSCIOUSNESS but 1S distinet from everyone’s unbelief. Blind authority an blind faiıth Are

CONSCIOUSNESS (or virtually everything could answer to blind unbelief.
Dass for revelation). He ees Schleiermacher’s At the SaImne tıme Steinheim ejects the
notjıon that inner feeling 1s the eSsSsEeNCE of somewhat related V1ICW that divine revelation
revelatıon. Revelation 15 historically gıven 15 credible only to those wh ATre spirıtually
an not aspect of uniıversal CONSCIOUSNESS reborn, an that apart from such transform-

yet ıt 1S not. evolutionary but transcendent. atıon humans a  oug. readıng hearing
Revelation 1s divine act of free COomMMuUn1l- the revelatıon ATre incapable of recogn1ızıng
catıon, created ıt WerTre nıihılo, whereby an understanding ıt Were that the Case,
(God audibly reveals himslef without SsSe- revelation addressed to unbelievers would
and-effect necessity. More narrowly, revela- be superfluous divine e  ° an external
tıon 15 the codex Sacred Scripture which valıdatıon would be irrelevant. the only
1ın word an writing CONVECYS COIN- thing OM Ca  — Sa y 15 ‘“(God changed ıfe
munıcatıon. through this book’ then objective distinc-

Steinheim 1S disınterested 1N pheno- tıon remaıns for deciding between revelation
menology of revelation an prophecy; hardly an non-revelatıiıon (p 168)

lIıne of hıs 2000-page multi-volume eXpOSI1- Steinheim seeks LO provıde shibboleth,
crıterion, that distingulshes revealed doc-tıon deals ıth experlential psychological

aspects, even 1n respect LO the theophany at, trınes from natural religion and speculatıve
Sınal. Hıs prımary COMNCeEeTrN 1S the dethrone- philosophy. Revelation, he emphasizes, Ca
ment of human reason the SOUTCEe of be grasped Dy an y pPperson of COININON’

an 15 not reserved for academıclans (prevelation, that 1S, the displacement of
rationalistic pretensıons that conceal TEeV- 243) Revealed truths call for exhıbıtion of
elatiıon’s divıine orıgın an ontext (G0od 1sS their valıdıty. Truth which claıms to be the
personally ıts sole an free SOUTCEe There 1s5 Word of (30d requiıres erıter1a. For Stein-

heim, for thıs revlewer, that erıteriıon 18NO er true SOUTCEe of knowledge regardıng
the real (God besides the revelatıon 1n the mental not emotional the feelings),

of the Old Testament.’ his revelatiıon ıimagınatıve, matter of immediate
1S5 ‘g1ven’ for man’s acceptance. human CONSCIOUSNESS. (30d esigne human

No 1Ssue 15 today IMOTrTre ımportant 1ın DIC- TEASON for spırıtual perception; ıt. enlists
senting the Case for supernatural revelatiıon reason 1n accord ıth ıts divinely-ıntended
than that of erıterıon by which such funection.’
claım 1s LO be validated an diseriminated Reason 1s divıne g1ft that ralses mankind

above the anımal world Reason retaıns ıtsfrom counterteit claims. ere 15 need,
Steinheim insısts, to recast the basıc revela- divıne judgment truths, including the
LOTrYy truths 1ın the 1ıdıom an ımage either of truths of revelation. Revealed TU Ca  —; be
ancıent nonbiblical religions of modern examıned eriıtically; revelatory beliefs Ca

philosophies 1n order to make them accept- STAn the test of comparatıve examınatıiıon.
able Faıith Ca offer erıterıon of compelling

Steinheim wants part 1ın miıindless persuasıveness. f (10d g1ves revelation,
leap of faiıth SuC Kuropean neo-orthodoxy ONne must assume that he had equıppe InNnan-

enthuslastically approved 1n the century kind by ecreatiıon LO recelve ıt and establish
er his death). As Haberman notes, Stein- ıts authenticity Dy relhable indicators. hıs
eım ‘disavows orthodoxy of blind al 1S precisely hat the Scriptures teach Rev-
that trıes ralse revelatıon above all possible elation 15 accredited Dy objective erıter1a
erıticısm by removing ıt. from all human shared by all humans of integrıity.
understanding’ (p 52) The 1e W that T1TEASON Valıdation involves wofold mMmovemen
1S to exerclise Judgmen matters of of TCasOoN, ONe prelımınary and ceritical, the
al that Teason at moOst should simply other climaetic an affırmative. Revelation
accept the deliverances of faıth ‘bursts upon the scene’ and captures reason’
wide OOT LO superstition and NCOUTagEeSs rather than replaces ıt
mental decline by abandoning logic LO At tımes Haberman represents Steinheim’s

1e W affırming that revelation °contra-credulity, ıt ENCOUTALECS skepticism an
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diets reason’ (p SV 83) Steinheim’s emphasıs being ‘captured’ but not destroyed) by TeV-
revelatıonal antıthesis o0es 1n fact lead elation. We ave duty rationally examıne

hım NO an then to exaggerate the differ- revealed doctrine. ‘Only the force of D  Ö
eNCE between non-revelatory an revelatory thought the of truth ca  - restraın
thought, when he Says that ‘the doctrine reason’ (p 87) Revelation requıres cognıtıve
of the unıty (of God) stands diametrically consent The super10r truths of faith Are

opposed LO the doctrine of rCason, regardless, evıdent from ratiıonal cComparıson of the
ıt forces Teason to acknowledge ıt true iındings of TeaAasSon an those of revealed
that TEASON sSeES ıtself compelled to reject religion (D 87)
lıe and deception ıts OW doctrine, ıt 15 by The prıme revelatory doctrines aAaTre the
iıtself an compared ıth the doctrine of unıty of God, the reedom of God, and divine
unıty (p 239) 'The Case for real revelation, ecreatiıon nıhılo which implies human free
he remarks, requıires proo that hat 1s ll SINCE INa  - bears the LMAagO De: These
revealed contradicts merely rational CONMN- doctrines strikingly OPPDOSE the conflicting
struction anı 1S generated by the true an contradıctory alternatives of natural
(p 108) hıs suggests that revelation must relıg1on an speculative philosophy 1C
clash ıth DU rCcason, yet compels reason affırm varıety an pluralıty of gods, the

strictly ratiıonal grounds LO acknowledge eterniıty of nature 1n SOINE form, an human
revelatıon the super10r truth "The data of determinism. Although paganısm speaks of
revelatıon, ıf they Are to be acknowledged the unıty of God, the notion reduces LO
authentic, must contradıict 1n form and abstract concept of collectivity (p DL
content’ all rationalıstic dogma c  and yet unıfication embracing all antıtheses. Even
compel TEeASoN LO acknowledge them true’ when Pasgans worship deıty ONe deity they
(p 229) In Haberman’s words, the doctrine do not think of exclusively God, but
revealed to Israel ‘defies all logic an! TEASON ave multiple gods Jewish monotheism
yet must be recognized absolute Cer- pudiates al plurality.
taınty by DersonNn deep oWn in hıs Reason did not an cannot iıtself propoun
innermost being (p 300) the revelatory alternatives. It COU. not COMN-

Yet In larger ontext Steinheim when cCelve of ese doctrines yet 1S compelled to
usıng such language to be speaking recognıze their truth Faith captures FrCason,
not of Treason instrument of knowing not by suppressing ıt, but by contradicting
but of philosophical reasonı1ıng, that 1S, the reason’s achlıevements (p 89) an by CONMN-
intellectual reconstruction of reality an fronting them ıth declarations INOTe ın
regard for TEeASON the SOUTCEe of al knowl/l- accord ıth OU. nature, an elicıting eater
edge an reflection of the Absolute (p 53) consent (p 90) It negates Treason yet WINS

The first movement of Treason In relatiıon ıts approbation 1n the form of faith that
LO revelatıon 1S LO disqualify natural relıgıon holds Teason captıve (p 90)
an philosophical speculation the ground Reason’s erıitical functions aAare not
of theır internal contradıections. The dogmas nulled, but ıts dogmatic operatıons aAIe
of TeEeASON ATre not LO be confused wıth TeV- taken hostage. After examınıng the revealed
elatıon. ‘{{ reason subjects ıts OWN conclusions doctrines ITecason 1sS 'compelled’ to recognıze
LO ratiıonal crıt1que, ıt 111 discover their their ru In sharp contrast to the incon-
inadequacy’ (p 87) Reason tears oOWN INOTre siıstencies an contradıiecetions of the mythical
than ıt. builds the law of contradiection projections 1C change ıth the
demolishes OIM 1e W er another, exposing mo0od an mentalıty of their devotees ın
self-destructive inconsıstenciles. atıona dıfferent tımes an places.
cerıtique unmasks invalıdıty. Reason 18 the There 1S at this poınt noteworthy ontrast

between Steinheim’s outlook an! that of thiseritical probing of the mind, but not
ıts constructing an expounding function (p revlewer. oth apree that logıical consıstency
301) Its OW productions are invalıd an 1S negatıve test that disqualifies CU-
contradictory an OpeN the WaYy LO contra- lative truth-claims; logically inconsiıstent
vention by revelation. an self-contradictory VIEeWS are neither

The second movement of Tecason lies 1n ıts valıd NOr true But whether revealed truth
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wholly justifiable repudiation of idealisticcompels not only actual recognıtıon of formal
valıdıty, but Iso personal assent an O_ philosophies that regard man’s mınd
prlatiıon divine truth, MaYy ell depend aspect of the Absolute mind, and his PropDer
upOoN_M the volitional hostilıty of the hearer. insıstence that speclal revelation 15 historıical,

needlessly cancels ongoıng role for unı-The Holy Spirıt assuredly SsSes truth
of persuasıon, an the Case for biblical versal revelation the basıs of orıgınal

theısm the logical framework of COompos!1- divine creation. In this respect Steinheim’s
tional postulates 15 intelligıble to approac somewhat antıcıpates arl

vlews, although Barth assıgned LO historyatheist an skeptic to polytheist. But
wWwWAäareness of logical consıstency 15 not of and to Scripture INOTe tenuous relation-
itself salvıfic personal approprlatiıon of sh1p LO revelation than o0e€es Steinheim. Yet,
revealed truth Faith 15 gift of God, besides shunning natural religion and SE -

lar philosophical Systems ‘the relıgion ofmatter of supernatural R an not
human achievement. reason,’ Steinheim 1gnores Iso general

Steinheim wrıtes that In spirıtual rebirth revelation 1n nature (Psalm 19) and Iso In
one’s CONSCIOUSNESS feels compelled’ to the LMAa£gO De: that mankınd uniıversally

bears, albeit 1ın ullıed INanner Steinheimacknowledge the exıiıstence of hat iıt had
disputed Drı0rL. Yet, INOTeEe consistently, he thinks revelatıon through nature would CONMN-

Says that man cannot ESCADE the W: of ect revelation wiıth the awfulness of nature
the syllogısm' (p 148, tal Sup;) But might at the CXPCNSEC of the Teedom of the Creator

(pPp 131,; 135)that claiım reflect something INOTe Greek
than biblical, namely, that ıf ONe knows the Steinheim rules out hat W as ımportan
truth ON 111 approprıte it? Does ıt. ade- to alvın, that human behef 1ın the lıving
quately reflect the role of renegade voli- God 15 prephilosophical, an that while the

Fall cancels the possibilıty of natural the-tion? Is ıt unthinkable that might harden
the heart an 1n the CVYCS of persistently Ology, ıt o0€es not destroy true CONSCIOUSNESS
seditious mora|l rebel? of the lıving (30d which PTFeSCrVEeS universal

Much teinheim’s 1e W provides accountability LO hım Steinheim rules out
welcome corrective of recent existential ql- the doctrine of the Fall an orıginal SIN
ternatıves, the adeQqQuacCcy of his definıtion of Christian paganızatıon of the ora In
revelation must be questioned even Dy deference LO the speculatıve notion of eternal

and inert mattertheologıans who CONCUTr 1ın his insıstence
Steinheim holds that the earhest humansthat revelation 15 mental act an that

Scripture g1ves revealed truths doc- lacked an y notıon of (30d Natural relıgıon,
trınes. In his vleW, revelatıon confironts ıts he sSEEeS it, W as only to the

forces of nature (pp FU which mankındhuman recıpıents always totally novel.
Any coinciding ıth OUr OW. CONsSCIOUSNeESS SOON deified 1ın polytheistic respectfulness
would totally disqualify revelatıon claım. and then kept developıng by reflecting
“"The revelation, ıf not fallacy fraud, 1Irs internaliızıng this 1ın human

CONSCIOUSNESS, and then shapıng dualıisticshould teach something entirely Nne
about God an Hıs works, ıt should instruct world 1e W 1n which g00d an evıl AIe 1n

ou the WaYy all things CamMle into eX1S- combat,
tence an ou their inner connection'’ (pp In Steinheim’s exposıtıon ontact poın

whatever to exıist for speclal revelationOn hat basıs, wonder, o0eSs
1ın the mınd of Abraham 1ın whose tımeSteinheim gaın thıs prıor.ı knowledge of

the ontent of revelation? specla|l revelation 1S held to orıgınate.
'T0 be SUre, the ontent of revelation must Although speclal revelatıon 1S indeed the

disclosure of hat human beings do notnot be iıdentified ıth OoOu OW ‘higher
relig10us CONSCIloUuSNeSS’; information gained orıgınate imagıne, ıt nonetheless, the
by Oou OW intellectual ingenulty 15 not Protestant Reformers SCcCC, addresses ıts
revelatıon (p 1837) Revelation must be COT- cıplents oOse who ave creation-ties to

the sovereıgn, holy Creator, and ONCeEe ıt 1srective of OUTr personal convıctions finıte
an! wayward creatures. But Steinheim’s objectively gıven becomes 1n Scripture A
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permanently recognizable and cumulative alternatives. The speculative phil-
ontent that 0€es not. that account lose ıts osophies cannot CSCADE overarching
revelatory nature. determinism that erodes of human

Steinheim’s presentatıon of Scripturally- responsIibility.
atteste: revealed doctrine 1S not wiıithout Revelation calls for human transformation
notable inconsıstencles. In cContiras LO the an spırıtual rebirth. The revel!ation wiıll
ancıent Near Eastern religlon, the Scriptural either swallow philosophy be swallowed
revelatıon of Yahweh/’s word and ıll 1ın by it/ (p 2175) hat revelation 1rs an
particulariızed detaiıl has traditionally een foremost CONVEYS fundamental truths INOTre
consıdered distinctive of Hebrew relıgıon. than legislation; Moses taught the Hebrews
But teinheim treats Torah law NON- to 1n of (G0od free Creator of the world
revelatory. Hıs dismissal of general TEeV- nıhılo. 'The Sabbath consequently Was
elatıon, already mentioned, runs counter obligatory not legal NStitLULION but
LO Amos’s insistence that Israel’s eaching device’ reinforcing revelation’s key
neighbour-nations ave revelatory light truths about (God and INa Yet doctrine 15
that renders them guilty. He rejects divine not end-in-itself; ıt. exhibits princıples
fore-ordination, but nonetheless insısts regulative of the creatıon an gOverns hu-
the divine spiritual election of Israel, an 1s5 INa PUrpDOSEe an practice, ıth 1e W to
certaın of the final trıumph of righteousness. natıonal ıfe an the conduct of al mankınd
He declares that revelatıon 15 silent 1M- (pp The divine word 1l ultımately
mortality (p Z01): ıt. rests wholly TUS 1ın trıumph the world-religion: ‘revelation ın
God, he SaVYVS, wh created humanıty In the ıts DUFre, unadulterated orıgınal form 111
divıine image (p 267) He oes not. grapple complete ıts trıumph Over paganısm' (D 243)
ıth such ‚Job 19:26 an Danıel The present resistance 1S due LO contemp for
122 the fact that the Pharisees the ıts custodians (D 274), LO the accommodation
theologıcally orthodox Darty 1n Paul’s day of beliefs an actıvıties, an utilı-
held to the tradıtion of the resurrection of tarıan WaY of lıfe Dy unreborn camp-followers

g]ıven LO cultural accommodation.the body (Acts The comment that
iımmortalıty 1S not to be regarded essential Mention should NOW be made of Steinheim’s
LO virtue 1S beside the poınt, SInNCe Christian- crıtique of Christianity, which he consıders
1ty eaches that moral behaviour 1S both illegıtimate wedding of the ora LO
intrinsically and instrumentally g0o0od rationalistic perversıon, In short, amalgam
Moreover, Steinheim subseribes the future of revelatıon and paganısm. Christianity,
eternal lıfe of the righteous, but to the Steinheim thinks, 0ODDOSCS the unıty of
nıhılatiıon of the wicked. by ıts trınıtarlanism, annuls the rTreedom of

Steinheim commendably stresses that the God 1n that ıts doctrine of orıgınal SIN
CONCeEeEeTN of revelatıon 1S not merely intel- reflects indebtedness to VIEWS that
ectual, for the ole meanıng of ıfe 18 al matter 15 evil, anı denies human free ll
STa mıd disavowal distortion of ıts (pp Steinheim uUunNnawaäare of the
factuality, OUr ulture has deteriorated to distinection between free choice an free will,
level of contemptible degradation an an o0es not serlously grapple ıth the
ungo  iness that threatens the eclipse of CONSCQqUENCES for doctrine that stresses
humane ciıviılızation. In ıts vVe history the o0es Judaism the salvıfıc ımportance of
world has evıdence of hat happens when consıstent character and works, of the notion
oc]ıety approaches wıthdraws from the that Ina must afl, an y an moment
claims of revealed religion 1n Contiras LO be wholly free to do the opposıte of hat
those behalf of natural religion. The he o0es The devlation of SOMME Christian
Hebrews became the cCarrlers an champions scholars from nıhılo creatıon he consıders
of the most enriching truths known LO INan- sıgn of Christianity’s CONSplraCcy wiıt.
kınd But through disrespect and then paganısm, although ONe MaYy cıte Spinoza
contemp for their ancıent faıth they became an other ews ell to attest that Christi-
strangers LO eır OW history an entered anıty 1sS not alone 1n such decline
into allances ıth naturalistic an other Gratuitously Steinheim depicts Paul
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theories about the narratıves which, ıf COINN-teaching that the Torah 15 and
CONSCHUCNNC of eviıl (p 18) The Christian sistently applied, would be equally devast-
doctrine of hell, he wriıtes, 18 atıng for the Old Testament. Is the heart of
CAarrTyqQVer inconsistent ıth (God of love (p the relıgıon of Christ and the sımplicıty of
260) Other misunderstandings might be Mark’s Gospel really reducıible, must
mentioned. ask, to hat Steinheim identifies the

Steinheim rıghtly erıtic1zes mediating ‘three pıllars’, ımportant they are,
theological rationalists wh hold that all which revealed religion must rest. (p
biblical doctrines AT implicit 1ın CONSCIOUS- It 15 not surprısiıng that Steinheim’s refer-
NeSsS, that they reflect inner manıifesta- LO the Protestant Reformers depict
tıon of (30d that ATe left to articulate Dy them INOTre allıed 1n spırı ıth Tertullian
subjective inspiration, and who thereby make than ıth Augustine: they rejecte reason
revelation Wa  D OsSe wisted In Man Yy WAaYSs, the arbiter of revelation, he Says (p 1170

exchange real revelatıon for conveniently whereas the Scholastics accepte revelation
erafted alternative. He 15 hostile to early only condition of ıts agreemen ıth
church athers an to others wh regard a1lded TeEASON (p 118) An adequate Christian
philosophy e.£., Plato’s Arıstotle’s) to this appraisal of Christianity

preparatıon for revelatıon, ll not flee the demands of logic but ll
developed an incomplete revelatiıon rather them ıth greater consıstency than
than clearly declarıng speculative philosophy o0es Steinheim.
self-contradictory from the standpoint of Much of Steinheim afırms the authority of
revelation, and den1al of the real eed the ora. he o0e€es not hesitate Compromise

ıt 1ın deference to theological selectivity, andof revelation. They concessively substitute
and ıiımpermanent alternatives, he therefore to philosophical Compromise kın

wrıtes, for the Bıble the depository of to hat he elsewhere eplores. He rejects
od’s revelatıon (p 165) Yet Steinheim speculatıion (d la Fichte) primordial
would not ave had to ook far 1n hıs OW revelation 1n Eden, because ıt requıres av  Jaı

hostile definition of revelation. This confusioncentury LO find Jewish scholars whose SeNr0us
Compromıi1ses of bıblical theism treated the 18 not unrelated to hıs quıte unsystematıc
Torah much SOINE T1ıstıan scholars did treatment of the LMAagO Dei, which Steinheim
the whole Bible Routinely Steinheim relhes often invokes only 1n passıng

Steinheim ants that the Scriptural TEV-Pierre Bayle, the French sceptic, for
elatıon demands total rebirth and innerindications of contradiections 1ın relig10us an

philosophical vVlews, but he abandons the transformation, Ne Person reclaimed for
appeal where Bayle would 1ın principle assaıl God (p 268) But he isolates thiıs from ıts
tradıtional Judaic beliefs. New Testament emphasıs @.£.; In John

In Steinheim’s second an third volumes, erucified Savlour typıfıed by the Mosaıc
from which Haberman includes excerpts, sacrıfices and pledged by the prophets.
Steinheim Volces respect for the religıon of Steinheim deplores, eVEeN carıcatures, the
Christ but CXDTESSCS contempt for ‘paganızed’ Christian doctrine of the atonıng suffering

servant, ıf Justice Trequıres humanChristianity. In principle orthodox Christians
sacrificemight agree ıth the distinction, although god-man’ who had LO be

dissenting from the applications that Stein- slaughtered to ‘satısfy' 0od’s Justice. ‘On
eım develops. The relıgıon of rist, whose side 15 Justice, where 1s mercy?” (p
he 9 1sS outlined 1n Mark’s Gospel. 284) he sks He cıtes Exodus 34:6—7 and
Paganızed Christianıty, he SaYySs, 1sS taught ın Deuteronomy 5'9—10 unıtıng divine Justice
systematıc textbooks of Christian theology, and love wıthout substitutionary atonement.
which he desecribes mıshmash called key element 1ın his alternative 1S5 his
Christianity, pollution of the DUTre concept regard for Hebrew rıtual an ceremonılal

law, 1ın contras ıth doctrine, part ofof revelatıon)’ (p 282) Do not call the atter
revelation of the eachıing of Christ, he SayYS historically-conditioned Jewish soclal and
(p 282); ıt. leads not LO Moses, but to the cultural history.
pagans Yet this verdict rests eritical Steinheim not only etacnes ceremonilal
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an rıtual law from divine revelation, but 1n atical future ımmortality, but that by faith
addıtion g1ves only qualified support LO the 1n the erucified an rısen Christ peniıtent
Decalogue, declaring it. primarıily and N- humans MaYy assuredly cshare 1n eternal ıfe
tially proclamation of faıth The Sabbath, NO an 1ın beneficent bodily resurrection
that 1S, 15 basıcally ongoing reminder of later Steinheim’s statement even of Hebrew
creatıon. The Sabbath anı the dietary laws core-beliefs 1S5 reductive. But hat he wriıtes
Are gıven unıversal sıgnıficance, although 1S nonetheless of iImmense sıgnificance for
Steinheim o0€es not Justify the latter the Jew an Christian alıke The un1queness of
utilıtarian ground that they provide sound the Old Testament objectively revealed
system of hygiene but rather Iınks them LO doctrine, he insısts, rests not blind faith
the inner spirıtual purıfication of observants. but has ratiıonal credibility. The alternatives
Particulars of Sabbath observance are not faıl the test of rational consistency, Steinheim
discussed. Here ONe cannot but contrast stresses, whereas the ontent of the TeV-
Steinheim’s exposıtion of Hebrew revelation elation-claim, heard ıts OW:' merıts,
an law ıth that of Mendelssohn, wh CO-OPTtS all open-minded erıtics. hat 1s D  ‚e
viewed commandments and rıtual alıke staggerıng claim, but Steinheim holds that
divinely revealed Sinal, but regarded the only by sacrılice of rational consıstency
doctrines insiıghts of unıversal 1Teason Ca  — ıt be resisted. i today’s humanistic

Steinheim’s emphasıis revelatiıon In knowledge-elite WOU ONCeEe agaın accord
terms of divine truths LWwO- revealed relıgion academıic hearıng,
dimensional discussion: OMNe OVer the valıdıty Steinheim’s work throws oOWnNn gauntlet
of claıms for the sıngular unıqueness of LOO insıstent LO be ignored.
Hebrew revelation, an the other OVeTr
the legitimacy of the Christian claım that
Jesus of Nazareth ulfils the Old Testament.

Dr arl Henry
Arliıngton, US

Christianity affırms not merely problem-
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