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UuroJIh (1995) 173-175 has LO do ıth tolerance, an 1t, Ca  n be artıcu-
ated erms of LWO questions: hOow 0oSe

Pluralıty and Chrıistian Ethıcs who claım LO know the KT (e.g Christians)
New studıes ın Chriıistian Ethıcs regar tolerance viırtue? how Ca

lan Markham O0OSe who regard tolerance virtue (e.g
1Derals avo1ıld subverting ıt by implicıtlyCambrıdge: CUPR 1994, X1V 2925 endorsing moral nıhılısm?hb, ISBN 5921 'The AaANSWEeTr that ar 1S
avowedly explicatıon of that g1ven Dy Reıin-
hold Nıebuhr T’he Chıldren of Light and theRESUME Chıldren of Darkness: neıther etireat. ınto

Cet OUUTAaSeE est fort bıen ecrılt, SUur suJet unıtary rel1ig10us culture NOr advance ınto
central et ımportant, qu ı traıte de anıere
solıde s1 la tolerance o1t DasS degenerer unıtary ecularıst ONEeE, but the afırmation of

pluralıty and of ıts religi0us enar.
nıhılisme DOUFr finır conflıt OuUvert DOUFr Ia beg1ıns hiıs expliıcatıon Dy g1Vv1ing erıtical
conquete du DOUVOILT, elle o1t s’exercer Aans aCCOunt of the first optıon, the tradıtional
PTOCESSUS de dıialogue quı donne but TYT1SLL1AN9 it 15 represented Dy the
Ia recherche de la verıte. Une telle recherche hrıstendom TOUD, an especlally the
presuppose le caractere ıntellıgıble de l’unıvers thought of eman hıs 1gnores the first
ans SO  _ ensemDOle, quı presuppose SNn question altogether and offers aNSWeTr LO
fOouUr l’exiıstence d’un etre necessaıre ‘Dieu.. La the second the of unıtary Christian
Iıberte d’opiınion besoin du theisme. Inverse- culture But LWO sıgnıficant poiınts ATEe OVeTl-
menlt, theisme o1t etre eDrISs liberte, c’est-dä- looked ere ırst, the problem of rel1g10usıre qu’ı doıt etre ASSOCLE Uune anthropologıe ıntolerance the fact that the secularıst
theologique qul DTENNE SerieuX Ia dıstıinc- impulse of hberal socıetles 1s5 understandablytıon entre Dıeu et l’etre humaın et quı 7L- elled Dy the traumatıc experlıence of the
nalsse honnetement le caractere historıque de Wars of Relıgiıon the 16th 17th CEeeN-
noOotLre comprehensı:on de Ia verıte, aınsı qQUeE turıes. second, the fact that tolerance 15
l’unıversalıte et la persistance de notre modern achıevement—or, ar PUuts 1ıt,
caractere pecheur. that ‘secularısm W as WaYy of eachıng the

Church much needed lesson’ (D 169) Like
Charles Taylor, unlike Alasdaır Macın-

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Lyre, arkham thıinks that modernity has goL
Das zentrale, überzeugende und wıichtıge SOINE Ings rıght
rgumen dıeses Zul geschrıiebenen UC: ıst Super10r, arkham opınıon, LO thıs

typıcal European tO the problem offolgendes: Soll dıe Toleranz nıcht UrCc. einen
moralıschen Nıhilismus einem nackten tolerance (‘typıcal’ because ere ATe p_
Machtkampf degenerieren, MMUuss S1e ın tıons LO the rule, c unDYy), 1S5 the
einem wahrheitsuchenden Dıialogsprozess (aUS- Amerıcan alternative. 'This 1S represented LO

SUOINe extent DYy obert INOTE bygeü werden; dıe selbst eın notwendiıges Rıchard .John Neuhaus oth contend, PDPACeWesen, Gott, voraussetzft. Der Lıiberal
ISMUS braucht theistisch seın. Gleichweise secularısts, that relıig10n eed not be intoler-
braucht der Theismus ıberal seın: das ant; but whereas Bellah Oleran
heisst, MMUuSS mıt eıner theologischen Anthro- relıgıon LO be entirely novel enti1ty— cıvul

relıg1on’—Neuhaus ıt. LO be developedpologıe, welche den exıistent:ellen Unterschied
zwıschen ott und ensch erns nımmt und form of Christianity.
dıe hıistorıisch-Bedingtheit UNnseres Wahrheits- aralıgns hımself ıth Neuhaus and,
verständnisses SowLie dıe Beharrlıchkeit und building hım, adduces battery of g0o0d

theological TE ASONS why Christians noL onlyUnizversalıtät der menschlichen Sündhaftıg-
MaYy but shoul regard tolerance vırtue.eıt akzeptiert, sıch vereinıgen. The maın OoODsSTtTACIle LO such recognıtıon 15 the

'Thıs 15 y00d book that persuasıvely addres- rthodox "T’homist) explanatıon of disagree-
SsSes Ve. ımportant problem 'The problem ment attrıbutable sımply LO the sınfulness
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of the eterodox This faıls LO take aCccCount of 'T ’hıs an seeks LO provıde the form of
the unıversalıty of sınfulness, ınfecting EVEeNN eISTIC metaphysıc by WaY of versıon of
the OTrtNO0OdOX' of the fact that, until the quinas cosmologiıca. argument Pace Hume,
eschatological completion of salvation, all of he that thıs pretended LO be

see through glass arkly It also neglects persuasıve neutral, tradıtıon-ındependentalternative of disagreement: the grounds, but Was intLende rather LO sShow the
'epistemic distance’ that God has delıberately explanatory W of the e1ISTIC VICW of the
put between human eings and hımself the WOT. And, following Hugo Meynell el
Truth), tLO Crea for human Teedom Ward, hat ıt. explicates 15 not the emporalprecisely LO make arrıviıng al the truth or1g1n of al that subsequently 15 (°God’ first.
communal dialogical PTOCESS. cause), but the iıntellıg1ıbiılıty of the un]ıverse

But relıgıon needs tolerance, tolerance
Iso needs relıgı10n. Here,ar offers hiıs

ole (°God’ ogıically NECESSaATY eing
So, SUNM), arkham argument

OW. versıon of the excıtıng argument made by ollows f tolerance 155 nOot LO degenerate vıa
others e.e.; ar. ZUZ; Peace and moral nıhilism ınto na power-struggle, ıt,
Sacred Order) that Lberal values instıitu- must be exercised the PTFOCCSS of oguetiıons eed theısm LO be intellıgıble and s 115 - that intends the d1scovery of truth; but thetaınable Rıghtly aghast al the epıstemologıcal search for truth TE  L the intellig1bulıtypretentiousness of those wh: claım LO POSSCSS of the un]ıverse W.  ole; an thıs, Lurn,aDSOlute truth absolutely, but wrongly SUPPDOS- DFr  CS beıing, that 1S,ıng that an y claım LO know the truth 15 OUN!
LO fuel intolerance, moOost hberals ave become Liıberalısm needs LO be theistic But, equally,

theism needs LO be lıberal; that 1S, ıt needs LOnOot only sceptics but antı-realısts they deny be allıed LO theologıical anthropology thatthat the truth Ca  - be known, therefore takes the dıistinction between God humanthat there 15 WaYy of decıding between rıval
claıms narratıves. On thıs aCcCount, how- being ser10usly (which, Aas arth pointe out,
CVEI, not only 0eSs tolerance displace genume 15 the only WaYy of takıng God ser10usly

God), 15 honest OoOu the historicity of OUTdialogue (n 1C. the partıes CENSALEC ıth 0)8[
STrasp of the truth ou the persıstenceanother 1ın COININON search for but ıt,

also becomes entirely diseriımıinate: at- has unıversalıty of human sinfulness.
grounds for (0)  ng ıtself from the lıkes of arkham argument 1S, far O  »

racısm fascısm. Judage, cogent 1ıt, the excıting
of constructive dıalogue between tol-inıtıal gulde LO the WaYy Out. of thiıs erant relıg10n non-secularıst lıberalısmquandary, ar recommends (a versıon

of) Alasdair Macıintyre Wor, the ONNe hand, that promi1ses LO be mutually beneficial 'There
Macıntyre denies that there 185 absolute 1S, however, OIl substantıve poınt that found

perplexing. Kor Markham speaks of God, nottranscendent, Olympıan viewpolint UDE LO only the being”, but also ‘thehumans) from which tell S claıms
from false ONnes But, the er hand, he locatıon ofultımate value’ (pp AT 16/) anı of
fürms that ıt. 1S5 possıble for u  9 from wıithın moral values being fiırmly rooted God’s|
partıcular historical tradıtion of thought, LO character’ (p 167) But ıt. 15 nNnot entirely clear

LO that LO deser1ibe G0d the ground ofJudge another tradıtion better al
comprehending the data of realıty. By implica- alue 1S quıte the SAaIme describing hım
tıon, then, ar rıghtly Op1n10n) the basıs ofg  th Nor 1S5 it. clear quıte hat 1S
reckons Macıntyre LO be ealıst rather than meant DYy talkıng about values being rooted
hıstoricist. He 1S realhıst. that hıs afırmation personal character.
of the poss1ıbılıty of makıng erıtical Judge- In the COUTSE of makıng hıs Case, arkham
mMents between rıval narratıves ıimplıes the provıdes useful SummMmMarıes of the thought of
exıstence of the transcendent erıter1a of ıntel- emant, Munby, Preston, Bellah, an!
1g1bılıty the timate intellig1bility of the Neuhaus an! verYy seful SummMmMarıles of the
un]ıverse ole We umans MaYy be debates between Macıntyre, the ONe hand,

posıtıon LO know that ave grasped an eier Wınch, Jeffrey out, an ‚John
aDsolute truth absolutely (hence tolerance 1sS the er. In the Case of emant,
vırtue), but aDsolute truth 1S, nevertheless, who gets the best part of ole chapter (4)
ere LO be grasped (sSo dialogue has devoted LO hıs eCONOMIC thought, the SUMMAAaTY
purpose) becomes distraction—but that 15 LO cavıl

Macıntyre’s realısm, however, 15 only INOTe substantıal complaınt, however, MaYyimplicit stands eed of ustification. be made agaınst the publiısher for priıcıng thıs
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valuable book ell beyond the reach of STU- wıth moOost of Küng’s earlıer ma)or publıca-
ents al £30 T’he SOONeTr 1t, aPPCAaAIs 1n er- L10NS, though ıt. 185 neıther less substantial NOT

back, the better! less significant than the rest of them Rather,
ıt. 15 distillatıon of nearly forty thought
an study of the principal themes of OChriıistianıge Biggar

Oxford, England 1' SeTl, OTr the ell sed though seldom
unprofitable oTMa of commentary The
postles Tee What makes 1ıt. especlally

uroJIh (1995) 175-176 appealıng 1s ıts en! of clear eloquence, ıts
respect for, though nNnOot wWways acceptance of,
traditional formulatıions of doctrine—of 1CCredo. T’he Apostles’ Creed INOTeEe INn mMmOomMent— ıts sensitivıty LO the

Explained for Today questions pose by the scientific, relig10us and
Hans Küng thıical pluralısms of the late 20th Century and
London: SC  Z Press Ltd., 1993, 196 its deep sympathy for Varıous Chrıstian radı-

£9_.95 paperback. tıons from the OT ınto which the author
Was born a! continues LO gyıve hiıs el
rıtiıcal alleg1ance The posiıtıve enor of the

RESUM work 15 encapsulated 1ın the 3  al words of the
Le dernier OUUVFTage de Hans Küng, COMM.- iıntroduction A} Ca.  - Sa Yy VYeS LO the artıcles of
mentaıre SuU le symbole des Apnötres, est le fruıt the postles’ TEeEe guldelines for
de quarante (111L5 CF  tude möele des themes OW' lıving an hope for OW:') dyıng“
tradıtıonnels et radıcaux Vec n sımplicıte In S1X separate chapters Küng faces the
de style remarquabdle, et reussıt produıre UNe 1SSues of God Father creator, T1S
apologıe du Chrıiıstianısme attractıve DOUTF Ia divıne Son, sufferiıng an atonement, the QUECS-
fin du AD sıecle. En d’ de notıon tıon of the resurrection, the doctrine of church
excessivement ımmanentıste de Dıeu el de SNn pırı an then eschatology. Although
scepticısme ınjustifie VLS-Ä-ULS de plusıeurs doc- each sectiıon Lreats both scrıpture Tradı-
frınes orthodoxes, cet OUUTaßSeE promet d  IA  etre tıon eing SOINE authorıtatıve,
AUSSL ımportant DOUFr les annees qQUE L  OU- Küng 185 convınced that neıther of ese COINM-

ıntıtule Te Chretien ’a ete A ce Can longer be en for granted. WHor
bıentöt deux decennıes. T1ISLILANS LO proclaım elr behief G0d the

Father almıghty, creator of heaven earth,
the INeTe basıs of tradıtional under-

USAMMENFASSUNG standıng of the 1  e, 1S5 LO neglect the chal-
Das neueste uch Hans üngs ıst eın Kom- enge of the day an LO perpetuate the western
mentar Z apostolischen Glaubensbekennt- church seemıng iırrelevance LO contemporary
1S, das rgebnıs UO.  S vierzıg .JJahren der lıfe ‘Lıter.  y CVCEIY word of the “Apostles
Forschung. Der Autor Oringt tradıtionelle Creed” MUSL be translated ınto the pOStT-
SOWLeE radıkale Motıve auf eıner beneidenswert Copernican, post-Kantıan, ee post-Dar-
einfacher Weıse zZU  N, eıne anzlıe- wınlan post-Eınsteinian world’, he claıms.
en CArıisilLıche Apologetik für das nde des Whiıle such pronounced emphasıs ‘rele-
O.Jahrhunderts erschaffen. Trotz seıner vance’ 15 1n danger of succumbing LO whnolesale
übertriebenen Immanenzlehre und eiınes nıcht relatıvısm, Küng’s commıtment LO TYT1sSL1AN
erforderten Skeptizısmus ber manche Aspekte truth hıs often shrewd eriticısm of the
der Orthodoxıe, darf IN  s UOT!  gen, Aass INOTEe atantly anti-theological ogmas of the
dıeses Werk ebenso bedeutsam ın den neu- present fin de sıöcle PTeESCIVC hım from fad-
nzıgen JJahren seın wird, WLLE DVDOr fast ZWwUda

zıg Jahren seın Zum T1StsSeInN WCT.
diıshness Even S| LO produce effectıve
TYT1st1aAn apologetic the PCTI-

Hans Küng’s latest offering 15 sımple an ceived verıtjes of post-modern1ısm could easıly
become seif efeating Fortunately Küng’s OWIlattractıve apologetic TAC designed LO COINN-

mend ecumenıical Christianıty, both cCatNolıc attempt al translatıng the Tee ınto COINMN-

evangelical, LO 111e  - Aan! of the 1d10m seldom allows the PTECONCCP-
‘Once he SaYyS, 15 ould ave prob- tıons of the present wholly LO overrule the

ably een ca “l attla Catechism of Y1S- self-authenticating nature of the T1sSt1AN
tıan belie Little ıt INnaYy be when compared revelatıon tO God.
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