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message of indissolubilıty 18 patently obviıous Professor OUr put slightly earlier generatıon
from OUTr Lord heavıly 1n hıs debt with his Issues ın Science and

As matter of fact, this takes to the heart eligıon (1966) He has NO In the first volume
of the diılemma for 1D11Ca.: 1C of divorce and of his Gifford Lectures for 1989—91, updated his
remarrı1age. The do SeEeCeM be ImMore handling ere of the where sclience and
tolerant than at eas SomMe of Jesus’ sayıngs relıgıon meet Kor sSclencCce has not stood SET1L ın

the intervenıng quarter of century That inter-they are presen' to ın the Gospels. But if
Cornes Was not cConvıncıng ın his attempt solve val has SCCNH, for example, to take the three maın
thıs problem, he demonstrate SOINE suggestive TEA Barbour COVerS, (1) ın quantum physıcs,
parallel themes, such CONCeErnNn OVer marrlage Bell’s inequality and the Aspect experıment;

unbelievers and higher standards required for 11) ın cosmologYy, the etaıle! ınvestigatıon of
the period Just after the ‘big ang and awking’sspiritual eaders It mMaYy be ere that further

work will shed 1g. hope of eliıminating the inıtial singularıty;
John Stott praıses Cornes’ book S! highly to 111) ın evolutionary eOTrY, the development of

Sa y it, ll become ‘indispensable reading for sociobiology and the ‘punctuated equilibrium' of
everybody who 1S anxXx1l0ous to develop Tıistlan OUu. and redge. Barbour has kept tOo date

wiıth these an great Man y other developmentsmiıind these topics’. Indispensable, yes Final,
and he has gıyven lot. of intelligen thought LO
the ımpact they ave had, AT thought Dy SOMMe
LO ave had, religiıon, an INOTe specifically

Swansea, Wales Christianıity.
In the first part of the book, before he to

the present he considers INOTE general
FuroJIh 994) 3:1. questions about the nature of sclence an ıts

relation to religi10n, including simılarıties an
Religion In Age ofScience differences of method In the second, he treats
lan Barbour of current scientific theories, including those
SCM Press, London, 1990, 299 mentioned above, and of elr presupposıtlions,

ISBN insıstıng that there ATle olıstıc laws an descr1p-
tıons hıch cannot be ‘reduced’ LO lower-level
nNnes In all thıs section, hıs book 1S particularly

RESUM helpful; the amount of Ne ınformation for the
est le premıer deux volumes reprenan des layman 1C it, contaıns 1s huge, ıle hıs
conferences Gifford’ Il aborde tout d’abord des QUES - discussi]ions AIfe clear and gıve faır and

treatment LO opınıons wıth 10 he does nottions generales sSUur la nature la scienNcCE face 3 la
himself though the present revlilewerrelıgıon, DULS ıl traıte theorie scientifique, et

CONSACTEe la troısıeme partıe des suJets heologiques thought hım A httle LO0O brusque wıth mind/body
et philosophiques Barbour est DeENSECUTF la ualısm He eals carefully ıth the widespread
tendance ‘Drocess’, dans ıgne Whıitehead. VIEW that ‘anthropic’ arguments suggest ehbera‘

esign of the unıverse though his lectures CameI/’ouvrage, cla rendre ServVıce
LO0O SOON LO take into account Paul Davıes’ T’heecteur laic, MALS "auteur SOUMEeE!: DasS assez

DTrODrTe posıtıon theologique critique. Mınd of and wiıith the alternatiıve suggestions
of total necessıty multiplicity of unıverses.
Here he the ole LO favour the first,

USAMMENFASSUNG though he wrıtes at tımes ıf he wanted only LO
Dies ıst der erste Teıl eınes zweibändıgen Werkes show that the latest theories and speculations
basıerend auf den Giıfford Lectures’, bestehend auUs Were compatıble wiıith theism, not that they ın an y
relelZuerst werden allgemeine Fragestellungen WaYy supported ıt.
zu Themenkomplex Wissenschaft un elıgıon In the 1N section Barbour INOTe
behandelt. Der zweıte Teil re. sıch Wıssen- definitely phılosophical and theological topıcs

not that these ave been Overloo. In the earherschaftstheorien, und ım drıtten Teıil werden heolo-
gıische unphiılosophische Schwerpunkte untersucht. sections, but that there they Were COMMeNtTS
Barbour ıst eın Anhänger der Prozeß-Theorie (process the maın topıcs, not maın topıcs 1n theiıir OW
thinker) dem Vorbild UonNn Whitehead. rıg. It 1S ere that he sets asıde the judicla. alr
Obwohl das Buch kblar geschrieben und hilfreich für of hıs earlier an wriıtes from the poınt of
den La:enmitarbeiter ıst, eıde der Autor unter VIEW of hıs OW. personal commıtment, 1C. 18
mangelnder kritischer Dıstanz seıner eıgenen to ‘process thoug! 1ın the tradıtion of Whitehea:
theologischen Grundüberzeugung. Chapter 15 description of this metaphysic,
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1C has only been alluded to (as rule favour- de ’Pexactıtude Cces SOUTCes sont abordees.
ably, though not. uncritically) In earlhıer chapters; De telles acunes nNnNOouUSs donnent ’impression
and chapter 97 the last, after briefly looking at, etude sujet des Evangıles eux-memes reste
SOINE other recent varıetlies of theism, resumnes ınachevee.
the exposıtion of PFrOCeSS thought. The COUFrTeOUSsS
erıtic1ısm of others’ posıtions IC has hiıtherto
marked the book 1S nOot applied to Barbour’s OW. SAMMENFASSUNGThe result 18 lıttle od  Q, Professor Barbour
wrıtes Christian, and crıticızes, for example, Der £ZT0,| Teil des Buches besteht eiınem umfang-

reichen un strukturierten ergleic. der Evangelienaurice 1ıles for eparting from the 1D11cCa mıt verschiedenen griechischen und römischenwıtness; yet Man Yy readers 1l probably feel that zwographien UoOnNn Xenophon Unı sokrates hıs Plutarchhe himself has one Just the Same, though to
lesser extent For example: are told that Un Phılostratus. Der Autor beschreibt un bewertet

klassısche und moderne Ansıchten zuUr GattungChrist dıffers from other relig10us figures only In Evangelium, wober sıch für eınen Ansatz einsetzt,egree The and resurrection ATre only Imen- der sowohl Elemente derKlassızıstik als auch modernetioned wiıth ONe oOu exception) ın reporting
the VIEWS of others. He 1s unhappy wıth the Literaturtheorie miıt einschließt. Er schlußfolgert daß

dıe Evangelien als Form zur. Gattung ‘Biographie’plcture of Kıng, though he ıt, 1S gehören, zumındest ın demselben Maße W1Le anderebibhical And 15 SEEN argely Our elilow- griechische oder römıiısche Texte, dıe ‘biographisch’sufferer, posıtıon 1C surely fits the 1D11ca.
picture only ıf much stronger doctrine of the eingestuft werden. Diese Kese ıst ım Grundsatz
Incarnation 15 held than Barbour himself überzeugend un sorgfältig vorgetragen. Allerdings

werden eınıge wichtige Detailfragen, zB über dıeIt WOU. be unreasonable to eXpect Barbour to Genauigkeit ım (ebrauch UOnNn Quellenmaterial beidefend his theological posıtıon al engt. In book
the relationships tween relıgion and sclence, den klassıschen Bıographen), ıcht beantwortet. Dies

but the effect. produce: 1S ONe of imbalance, and hınterläßt NS mıt einerel UoOnNn offenen Fragestel-
lungen ım Hıinblick auf dıe Evangelıen selbst.book  slightly diminishes the alue of Ve. worthwhile

Rıchard Sturch Outside the confines of scholarly New Testament
slıp, England crıticısm, Burridge’s question must SEeEeM odd

0)e1  D What AT the Gospels? To teenage son
the NSWer 1s obvious: the Gospels Are 00.

FuroJTh 994) 3:1, 8486 about Jesus. Burridge WOU. apgree, ıIn fact, wiıth
this simple aNnswWer. INOTE precisely, he WOU. SaYy,

What Aare the Gospels? Comparıson they ATe l1ographies of Jesus and WOU. ave
een recognised such Dy an Yy contemporarywıth Graeco-Roman Biography

Richard urridge reader In the Graeco-Roman WOTF. The larger
Cambridge: ambrıdge University Press, part of this book, there{fore, 15 taken wıth

wide-ranging schematic comparıson between the1992, 111 299 .35 Gospels an! number of TEee and Roman
biographies, from enophon and utarc and
Philostratus

RESUME the WOTrT. of New Testament scholarship,Cet OUUrTraße comprend surtout UNne comparaıson however, the iıdea of comparıng the Gospels wiıith
etendue et schematique entre les Evangiles et dıverses Graeco-Roman 10graphy has not always met.
biographies faıtes Dar des auteurs et latıns, with approval. Bultmann’s categorical assertion
depuis AÄenophon et Isocrate Jusqu'ä Plutarqgue et that the Gospels ‘cannot be nNncCclude! 1ın the cate-
Philostrate. L’auteur retrace et 6value les discussions gOTYy of bıographies’ has dominated the ceritical
classıques et recentes Sr la nature du qu est tradıtion for OVer half century. Only recentlyl’Evangıle eft ınsıste S5ur la necessıte d’avoir FecCcours ave scholars started to question this assertion
Perudition classique et LNLE theorie de la lıitterature. an! ıts concomıiıtant insıstence that the spe 18

conclut QUE les Evangıles appartıennent N unıque iterary created by the earlyde la ‘biographie’, MOLNS autant GUE tout autre Christians. Accordingly, Burridge takes quite
exte grecC latın Feconnu tel UCette these est tiıme LO describe and evaluate both the classic (ch
utılement defendue. Pourtant quelques questions an the INOTe recent (ch 4) discussion the
ımportantes Com. cCe. de usage de SOUTCes of the Gospels, and highlights the theologı1-d’ınformation Dr les biographes classiques et Ce: cal assumptions 1C ave largely determined
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