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matenal of Jesus’ attıtude LO children, the chretienne sujJet l’evolution, de la tech-
place of children the Early UrCc. nologie genetıique et SL:  thique de ’environ-
mentjioned the Epistles nemen. Il pretend qQUE l’evolution est fait,

ve: ınteresting hapter Children que les humains Sont des anımauX, MAaLS
the Sacraments’, he g1ves historical cela comprome DAaS Ia comprehension Ia

biblical OVEerV1eW of infant baptısm and chil- verıte scrıpturaire. Au contraıre, cela perme
dren al the Eucharıst He 0es not provıde chretiens parler d’un but dans

monde Iivre hasard et ’immanence dedefinitive proof for infant baptısm but clearly
trıes tO present arguments that uphold thıs Dieu ans monde hostile technologıe
posıtıon hıle al the sSAame tıme appreclatıng moderne ans le domaıne Ia procreatıon
0oSsSe who hold LO believers’ baptısm Most of souleve Ia questıon erucıale du momMment DTECLS
the arguments for infant baptısm clearly 0Ol Ia U1Le. Les heologıens
ocumente: Man y er places. donnent DAaS de reponse claıre ceftte question

However, found the SUIVECY Dr Strange et OS devons rechercher claırage la Te-

presents children the Eucharıst Ve. cherche scıentifique actuelle. Il appartıent AU.  S
informative. From reference to Cypriıan chretiens ıntroduire ethique ans le debat
(d.258) ıt ar that en Were the ecologique, Car les solutzons purement polı-

of rece1ving commMuUuUnNnı]oN from birt. (1.e t1ques et scıentifiques sonft ınadequates. al-
after baptiısm). Although Augustine built feur l’Eglise adopter attitude
powe: Case for the admıssıon ofChildren to responsable et reflechıe UIS-A-ULS la ereatıon
Communion, the estern UTrC. al the ans son ensemble.
Fourth Lateran OUNC (1215) barred chil-
dren from COMMUNI1ON, hılst the Eastern
UrcCc the admıssion ofen COI

ZUSAMMENFAS
Wissenschaft und chrıstlicher Glaube tellen107 continued to be the NOTM, indeed ıt, verschiedene rten des “Wissens” dar un ver-remaAaıns today. halten sıch zueinander komplementär. DıieThose who convınced that dren play Wissenschaft beantwortet dıe “Wie-Frage”, dervıtal role today’s uUrCc. thıs book

vVeg, and OSe who st;  S eed tO be Glaube hıngegen dıe “Warum-Frage”. In den
convınced the right place of dren rel Essays erteidıigt der Autor, eın Professor

ıt, ‚hought provokiıng. T'he book 15 e(0)F Just für net eıne christliche Position den
for miıniısters Urc. leaders; ıt z well 'hemen Evolution, humane Reproduktion-

stechnologıe und Umweltethik. Er versteht dıiewrıtten and accessible volume all, and ıt Evolution als Tatsache und den enschenclearly wrıtten by SOMEONE who passıonate somıt als Trier Dies Je  C eın bzibli-ou: children’s involvemen (as far sches Wahrheitsverständnis keineswegsthey themselves the ody of zunichte. Vielmehr rlaube 1ese 1C. Chrıis-Christ, the Urc oday ten, ın eıner Welt des Zufalls ber Sınn
Fıona Stewart-Darling ;prechen und ın eiınerferWelt ber dıe

Immanenz {tes. Eeproduktions-Portsmouth, England technologıe hat dıe drängende Frage aufge-
wortfen, Wann8eNau Leben beginnt. Da dıe
T’heologıie eıne endgültigen Antworten auf

EuroJTh 997) 6:2, 76-]1 1ese rage bıetet, MUSSeN WLr UunNns anhand
aktueller wissenschaftlıcher orschung ınfor-

and Biologist: Faıth at mieren. OChristen haben die Aufgabe, ethische
Frondhiers ofScience ragen ın dıe mweltdebatte einzub)ringen;

Berry denn politische und wissenschaftliche Lösun-
Leicester: Apollos, 1996, DPD., gen sıch sınd ınadäqualt. DerAutor fordert

dıe Kirche heraus, eın verantwortlichespb, ISBN 0—-85111-446-—6 er  en ın bezugaugesamıte Schöpfung
anzunehmen.

RESUME
SCLENCE et Ia foL chretienne Sont deux facons We live agc hich Science 1S deeply

differentes connaitre. ceteelles sonft The post-war scıentifc trıumphal-
complementaires. scLieENCE ndx Ia QUES- 1SMmMm has evaporated the face of nuclear
tıon “comment?”, Ia foL la question “DOUF- dıisaster and envıronmental degradation.
quoi?”. Dans froLs essals, l’auteur, professeur Governments ave lost conhfidence fundıng

genetique, plaide DOUr posıtıon scientihic research fewer undergraduates
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enrol to study COUTSEeS the ‘har. long per10| of LLm He has chaired work-
Science promısed Ne world but instead has Darty tLO advıse the Church of Englandelıvere! tarnıshed Versi10nNn of the old the Human ertilisation mbryology Act

There of another VIE  S VIEW he member Government Human
espoused by oOse who believe the bjectiv- Fertilisation Embryology Authority, Was
ILy ofSC1IENCE thereofscıientihfe truth cComMMI1sSsS10Ned LO wrıte ethic. LO
'Thiıs STr0Oup ould remınd that, whether the OT Conservation Strategy INOTEe
lıke ıt. not, the developed WOTr. recently chaıre: WOoOr. Darty ormulate
the E  ts of modern scıentihNec technology of Environmental actice
EVeETIY day of vVes 'The practical demon-
SLTrAatTıo0n that SClIENCE works’ ımportant
STranN! LO their argued by Evolution factRiıchard aW. who highlighted the hypoc- 'The author his discussion of evolution
rMsSVY of 0oOse who reject SCIENCE still fly ıth LWO ve: clear statements Evolution
aeroplanes al 000 fact and umans anımals Few WOT.Hf NO  S add LO the cContemporary debate the Life Sciences the Eart. Sciences
OVeTr the STATUs of SCIENCE SOINe story—.in ould disagree Many ehg10us people the
short century INOTe ofCO between
sOINeE areas of the Christian Church those

other hand these ıdeas unpalatable One
erıtical area of confusion the evolution de-

who practice SC1IENCE—1 not SUTDIMSINS that bate hich Professor Berry seeks TO clarıfy
Man y people confused OU' the relation- the use of the term theo: 'To the laymanshıp between SCIENCE faıth CXDETNN1- “KEvolution only eo Berry aAargues that
eNCEe this area rıfe wıth muddled thinking . betrays 18N0TAaNCce of the use of n_
and eIlp: wrıting. Many, who might En language sSCIENCE the word eo:
gage this debate ODT Out and adop S111- technical term hich established
plistic Pro-SC1eENCE antı-scıence STANCE ınterpretatıon of facts u of ıdeas
Professor Berry nOot ONe such for he wrıtes grounded as er the field NnOot
wıth the exphicit of clearıng aWaY the Man ould claım speculative, untested
OVvergrown hickets hich confuse and eier iıdea
ose who want TO explore the interface of There TeINaın however sOINE diffecult ques-
SC1IENCE faıth Hıs thesis sımple but NOT L10NSs FYor ıf evolution fact and humans
sımple mıinded-—there LWwoOo books the book anımals, hat precisely ‘humanness
of nature and the book of scr1ıpture, need and hOow do ınterpret the CreaAatT10n acCccCounts

read them both and read them together Genesis? Yor Berry the Biblical record
Oversimplifying for the sake ofclarıty he S  - must be read not 15 scıentifec description of
eSts that the book of nNnature tells ‘“How? events but eolog1 statements 'Two
hılst the book of scrıpture tells "Why? sımple but profound observations OW
Berry 15 COM M! SCIENTIS workıing al Firstly the creatılon accounts sShow clear
hıgh level his C1ID. and practısıng description ofProgrTeSsS, from chaos human-
Christian who takes high VIEW of Scripture broadly upporting the notıon of evolu-
He WTI1TE:!  N rsuade both the sceptıc and the L10N Secondly, ‘“humanness defined ‘man
muddled 1an believer that Christianity made the IMmMas! of becomes relational
and scientihec understanding of the WOrTr. not physical thus palaeontology becomes sub-
U< represent complementary insıghts He Sserv]ıent mankind’s (geologically) recent
also wrıtes tO AasSSUur«e the who hıstory For SCIENTUS WOT. wıth the
cı1entıst that ere eed be dichotomy be- bricks and mortar ofevolution the TEeALIONIS
tween work and faıth pos1ıt10n 15 untenaDble Hor Berry, Creationist

The heart ofz book 15 short ollection logıic encapsulated ı ONe word—”wrong”.of CSSaYyS the ubjects of evolution human Neve  RIEeSS the author oes NOLT mphfe 1SSues (genetics) and envıronmental eth- ‘hatchet ]0b’, even though he could ave done,
1CS ach refly reviewed below) rather, he makes ımportant theologicalevelope wıth scientific 1INtegr1Ly and argued pOo1NTt clever approac. hiıch MmMeets the
from Christian Professor Berry Creationists their OWLN ground He shows

ecological geneticıst that 15 Sa y he 15 that the great 1ITONY of the Darwınjan revolu-
evolutionary biologist and Professor of Ge- t10oN although few could O 1T al the tıme,
netics at University College London He that evolution brought back his
wrıtes wıth authority hich from WOrTr. from whence He had een excluded bydeep involvement wıth his ubject matter OVer the theologians of the 18th and 19t.  P Century
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7  at 15 actıve 1ın his ecreatıon 1s5 the OPPO- requıres scientihec and moral solutions. 'T’he
sıte of the Creationist posıtıon hıiıch focuses complexity of envıronmental pathways

(God’s past work Creatıion. KFor the such that events triggered by thıs generatıon
Christian both vital—God has mMay ave CONSCQYUENCES far removed tıme
worked 15 WOT. WOr. He 15 both from the present Thus Curren: polıtic
transcendent and immanent. Systems, wıth theıir short tıme scales

iımmedıate agendas be irrelevant.
However, the author documents the WaY

You (Lr e INOTe than youUrN dıictate hıich scientihec solutions tOo envıronmental
'To hat exten programmed by problems also inadequat Dy showıng that

the premi1ıse “accurate owledgeea LO ghtgenetic make-up? ome ould argue that
solutions’ 1s flawed He shows how early eNVI1-imprisoned by that the

blue-print la1d down at fertilisatiıon etier- onmental strategıes hıich ı1gnored the moral
mınNes for tiıme physiıcal moral dimension Were doomed tOo aılure and
character. Professor Berry presents 0S- deseribes his OW.: involvement see tO
ıng V1IECW He shows that even if the brıng ethic. 1SsSues LO the fore.
of human DNA WeTte known, human eiINgs Oome ave argued that ‘Christianity ears

huge burden of guult OVerTr envıronmentalCAannot be adequately escrDe by their
T'here 15 such thing ASs EeNaVI]OUFT.: egradatıon because Christian theology has

SCNE Every behavıour 15 the resul of ınter- encouraged humankınd LO exploit the NAatur:
actıons between erıte (genetic) and eNVvI1- WOT. for theır OWTN ends 'To COuntfier. V1CW
onmental physıical, soclal, cultural) actors Berry restates the Christian doctrine of CON-

Currently, ere TOA| ATEAS of servatıon—we live (G0d’s WOTr. hich He
genetic research hıiıch ralse maJor moral 15- has ntrusted tO required

be responsıble stewards He COM1LDATES theSsSues The first 15 genetic manipulation, DrEeS-
ently the ubject of iıntense media debate posıtıon wıth that ofer relig10us
the The second AaTrTea 15 reproductive tech- Xplores hat 15 meant the
nology, OP1C discussed aTt SOengt. E, Concept of stewardship. He C  enges the
book The anNndmar birth of Louise Brown the sSL1AN UrCc. tO adop accountable, 1e-
Hirst. ‘*test tube baby,, conceived through ın sponsible behaviour towards the whole of

creatıon hıich May then form the asıs ofvıtro ertilisatiıon raıses two 1MDO  an moral
ST1aNn challenge tO the wıder WOT.questions—when precisely oes life begin?

and, hat 15 the NAtLUure of the marrıage bond Berry concludes his book wıth a& call
the hght ofdonor insemination? T'he author MaAature OC of creat]ıon.’. Sadly, ea of

we chiefly the former of ese 15 - sStT1an thought hıch has lost conhfidence
SUEeSs and argues that the evidence 1s agaınst and suffered massıvely from ınternal
the proposıtion that Lfe begins at conceptı.on, sagreements Disagreements which arıse

from misunderstandings 5T the scıence-fait.hilst remaınıng agnostic about the poınt at
interface It 1S time for cientists and theolo-hıch ımage 15 impressed uDO. the

physıcal nNnature. Hor SOMe . 15 unsatisfac- g1aNns state IMNOre oldly their under-
LOTY, but the reality 1s that scrıpture gıves STAN! of (G0d’s work and PUuTDOSe
Ve. httle guldance EesSE 1SsSues. the creatıon. We ave ere neglected and yet
hght of this Professor Berry has DOWEe: powerful apologetic for aSC, for Man
restated princip. thesıs. Here DE&  g WaYyYs ST1LAN ers ave een ahead of

the game antıcıpatıng the post-modern lossground being broken. No-one has odden
WaYy before and SO eed the help U< of confidence SC1eNce. They ways knew
get including the INnsS1g. of modern SC1IeNCEe that SClIeENCEe held only partıal
as well those ofbiblical scholarship. contemporary socıety questi1ons meanıng and

PUurTDOSe, have mature Christian doc-
trıne of creation, onfident answerTrs vıt,  D
questions.Green Christianity

The CUTTeN! environmental debate frequently
addresses those wıth political9 ugh sSon
but al ıts heart the envıronmental ‘problem’ Cheltenham, England
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