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ıng that Mıircea Elıade, the artıcle devoted RESUME
LO hım, has neglected the ıdeologıcal s0C1a| Iıvre de Feldhay est ’un des OUUTaßSeSs les
functjions of relıgıon. It 185 ON thıng LO erıticıse plus recenits, venanlt s’ajouter CeUxX quUL, selon

cholar of relıgıon lıke Elıade, an quıte Ia tendance actuellement majJorıtaıreparmı les
another tO ernticıse relıg10us doctrine specıalıstes, rejettent l’interpretation DOpPU-
practıce. 'Thıs sort of eriticısm seldom EVeEeTr laıre de l’affaire (Jalılee Galılee -
happens thıs 1Ct10NAaTrY. The artıcle "Eglıse la scCıencCe la relıgıon. Iıvre est
‘Popular Relıgıon Ta SsStTAates that hat unıque DAr concentratıon SUur Ia theologıe el
CONSTLILUTLES relıgıon shoul be etermıned by S le cCONLeEeXTe complexe ıntellectuel et ınstıtıu-
ose who practıce ıt. an not by * e bıases tionnel Aans lequel l’affaire (Jalılee s’ost
of oOSsSe who etermıned hat the study of developpee.
elıgıons shoul be from theır hıtıist class Les Dominıcaıins et les ‚Jesuites represen-
ackground taıent CUX orıentations culturelles dıfferentes

'To claım ave bılases 1S5 of the quı dıvisaıent ’Eglise ınstıtutionnellement
eatest 1As of all Thıs i1ct1onary 1S5 Ne not AauUssSL hıen QUE theologiquement. Galılee, aglSs-
only because ıt, 1S Ne  S edıtion Lraces 1815 sanlt SOUS la protection d’une COUFr, menacaıt
elig10us movements, but moOost of all because l’equıilibre culturel precaıre qu’on avaıt atteınt
it. openly embraces the DE W paradıgm of plu- Ce epnpoque. En consıderant (Jalılee la
ralısm, rooted the nlıghtenment and- umıere de contexle, Feldhay mel umıere
ıng CVEIYV i1ct10Nary 15 eOTrYy OU:

ses methodes. livre O0US5 laısse Sr noOotLre
l’ımportance culturelle de perspectıve et de

how why words ave meanıng. New
Diıctionary of Relıgions 155 exception S faım quı parvıent PDAS, partır de
general rule It 15 somewhat 1ITrON1C that relıg- Cce: analyse perspicace, donner bonne
10US phenomena shoul be defined ase: perspectıve SWl les developpements ulterieurs.
erıter1a advanced DYy TenN! of thought, the
Enlıghtenment, that W as arguably essentaally
ırrel1g10us, EVEN antı-relıig10us. Given the

USAMMENFASSUNeed LO provıde ‘objective’ efinıtions, the use
of the nlıghtenment MO wWäas probably 1N- BeLi e  aysuch handelt sıch eıne der
escapable But ıt. must be admıtted that Jüngsten Ergänzungen der ınzwıschen
ctionary of relıgıons of comparable S1ZEe domınanten wıissenschaftlıchen Tradıtıon, dıe

das populäre ‘“Galıler dıe Kırche) bzwambıtıion, publıshed Delhı, Indıa wrıt-
ten DYy non-Westerners, miıght look vVe dıffer- “Wıssenschaft conftra Glaube”-Verständnis der
ent ee Galıleı-Affäre ın Frage gestellt hat. Das uch

It mMaYy be unfaır LO ACCUSE reference book ıst Jjedoch einzıgartıg hınsıchtlıch seıner Kon-
of promoting partıcular worldview. Yet the zentratıon auf theologısche Aspekte sSOWLeE den

komplexen ıntellektuell-institutionellen Hın-SOC1010gy of owledge, 1LSEe product of the
Enlıghtenment, has alerted that words sel- tergrund, UVOr dem sıch dıe Galılei:-Affäre ab-
dom probably ave meanıng spielte. Die Domıinıkaner und Jesuıten
themselvesor INecan somethıng accordıng repräsentıerten zwel verschiedenartıge kul-
to PeETSONS, cContexts, sıtuatıons, events urelle Prägungen, dıe dıe Kırche sowochl ınstı-
Understandıng the partıcular intellectual tutionell als uch theologısch spalteten.

Galılet, der unter der Schirmherrschaft descontext of New Dıctionary of Relıgions wıll
help 1INTLeres browsers an STUdeNTS LO mıne Hofes operıerte, bedrohte eın zU. amalıgen
ıts undouDtie: riches hıle yeLt remaınıng Zeıt unsıcheres kulturelles Gleichgewicht. In-

of ıt. definıtional presupposıtions. dem Feldhay (ialıler ın dıesen größeren Kon-
Lext hıneıinstellt, zeıgt dıe kulturelle
Bedeutsamkeıt DO dessen Standpunkt undRoderick eCUPP

Manıla, Phılıppines Methoden auf. Das uch enttäuscht Jedoch
darın, daß versaum , dıese einsıiıchtıge
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The persıstıng domınance of the Galhlıleo separatıon from the world Yor them specula-
myths 185 1e4S0N enough for WT LO tak:  ® ote tıve knowledge Was purely preparatory an!
of book Gahleo ee the SC1IENCE they rejecte innovatıon the Namnne of
relıgıon debates, the ‘Copernicus  arwın/ Thomist rationalısm. Their reactıon LO the
Freud’ dogma 15 VC. much alıve and We challenges raısed by the ounter-Reformation
Interestingly, the latter Wäas actually WAäas doctrinaire Thomısm
aunched by l1gmun: TEeU! hiımself: 'T’he Jesuits eacted LO the Same challenges

the psycho-analytıcal VIEW of the relatıon of the by developıng eır vocatıon educators of
the entire Catholic soclety. Actiıve lıfe WäasCONSCIOUS CO to overpowerıng UunCONSCIOUS central, entaılıng ınvolvement the WOT.Wäas SeEeveTrTeEe blow human self-love deseribed especlally the varıegate: sc1entific culturethıs lın the psychologıcal blow men’s

Narcıssısm, and compared ıt wıth the bıologıcal of the tıme They NnOot es1itatie LO 11-

blow delıvered by the theory of descent and the SLrUC the Thomist synthesıs by assımılatıng
ne scientihic owledge by reinterpret-earher cosmological blow aımed at ıt. DYy the ıng the theology Theıir Thomısm WAas prag-discovery of Copernicus. matıc. Here WeTe two dıfferent cultural

What 1S5 therefore remarkable 18 that the orıentatıions, LWO rıval intellectual es
scholarshıp last has thoroughly gage struggle for cultural hegemony The
debunked the myths evealed vVe. interrelationsh1ıps of ese tradıtions wıth
complex the Gahilleo affaır really Wä:  N S1M- each er the wıder Church volved dur-
ple ‘Galıleo VeTrSUuSs the hurch’ “Scıence ıng thıs per10 WaY>S that had ımportant
agaınst Relıgion’ rea of the affaır sımply implıcatiıons for Gahleo hıs Ssc1lence.

longer be ustaiıned Feldhay’s excel- Feldhay Lraces the developments, dealınglent book 1S ONne of the most recent addıtions TOUTLEe wıth key theologıical controverslıes
LO thıs scholarly tradıtion But wıth OUSANnds (especlally OVer STACcCE free wıll) a
of tıtles the bıbhlıographies of ‘“Gahlean the Lwo orders. In the late 16th CEN-
studıes yeLt another book be Jus  e LUFrY, esul educatıonal practices appeare LO
Indeed ıt, C ıt 1sS remarkable achıleve- endorse Nne forms ofowledgecthreat-
ment. 'The book stands fırmly the modern ened the Thomıiıst synthesıs. OWever the Do-
Ta  107 ıts deconstruction of the bınary mM1ınNıcans trıumphed (temporarıly the
opposıtıons underlyıng the myths between succeedıng W struggle by the en! of
TeEASonN aı owledge authority, the cCentury the Jesults WeTeEe legıtimatıingScripture and aLure But er respects ıt. theır ultural posıtıon PTOSTamMmMe by1S5 unıque. Feldhay 15 female EeW1IS cholar Imposing Thomist rthodoxy esul mMatne-
an that alone 1S ve welcome confirmation matıcılans phılosophers (whıch latter
of changıng tımes. More remarkably, thıs 1S5 includes hat ave NO become known
book wıth ma)Jor focus theology:;: specıfi- ‘scıentists’) m1g accept the 1E sc1entific
cally the complex intellectual/ institutional perspectives, but had LO perate cırcumspectlyfiıeld 306° the Gahlleo ffaır unfolded wıthın SLTNC institutional constraınts.

Feldhay begıns her aCCOunt. wıth the well- alıleo, by contrast, Was court mathematı-
known contradıctions among the documents clan phılosopher. Hıs patrons geT, PTE-of Gahlıleo’s Tr1als Dısdamiıng the temptatıon mM1ıum discoverıles spectacles marvels
tOo interpret EeseEe terms offorgery uplıc- that ould nt wıth theır desıre for
1ty, she rereads them eXpress10ns ofcontira-
dicetions wıthın the ounter-Reformation

Gahlıleo naturally looked LO the Jesults for
intellectual interaction and SUPpOT, but hıs

Cathohe Urc 1LSe T’he ofher book 15 unyıleldıng insıstence attempting tO COIN-
then detaıiled analysıs of the ocumentary STIrUC NECeW sc1enNcCe’ that trampled OVeTr the
evıdence LO sustaın that thesıs She paınts old cultural boundarıes, could only embarrass
pıcture of UrCcC wıth deep institutional the esur scholars. In theır CYCS Gahleo Wäas

theologıical 1V1s10ns. Throughout the PC- threatenıng hat W as then precarıo0us cul-
rMod, the tradıtional iıntellectual eilte of the tural balance, and they finally collaborated
Dominicans eiende medıeval Thomist wıth the Dominıcans hıs condemnation.
thodoxy wıth ıts synthesıs of Christian Feldhay’s STOTY 1S told well ıts

Arıstotehan phılosophy. They upported maJor thesıs CONVinCINS. Where she 1sS disap-the rece1ıved organısatıon of medıieval culture pointing ere ere 18 ST1 plenty of100171
wıth ıts clear demarcation hıerarchy of for further research further books! 18
dıscıplines. 'he1ır emphasıs Wäas the COIMN- that she makes attempt LO relate her STLOTYtemplatıve h3fe their traınıng Wäas for to sSc1lIeENCE culture oday 'Lo0 anyone
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famıhar wıth the modern literature,  4 the DAaI- the present The time for SOTINE radıcal reflec-
allels are strıkıng C Out for scrutıny. tıon and reconsıderation 15 long Overdue.

her STOTY, Feldhay focuses (ch 13) the
Arthur ‚.Jonesıspute sSunspots that took place between

Galıileo the esul stronomer Scheiner. Brıstol, England
Both scholars embraced the LE sc1entific (ob-
servatıonal experımental possıbiılıties,
both sed mathematical proofs, both were

Otfes
Stanford, Scientific Schism Guardıan, ‚Jan

seekıng truth realıty not Just ypotheti- 1997
cal explanatıons (such epıcycles) that ould Freud, 'The Res1iıstances to Psycho-analysıs
‘Save the phenomena’). But the end, Sche- (1925) In Strachey (Ed), Collected Papers, Vol
iner bserved hıs institutional constraınts, af- V, Miscellaneous Papers,f London:
fiırmıng the tradıtional scıplıne boundarıes Hogarth Press, 1950, d

hlerarchıes and looked for CONSENSU:! Wor short and Ve readaDble CY, SEE-
1INan Drake, Galıleo (OUP, for etaıle:among astronomers an philosophers In COIMN- analysıs SCcEe Maurıice Fiınocchıaaro’s, (Jalıleorast, Gahlleo erased the boundarıes get,

out LO establısh the cultural authorıty of Ne ffaır Documentary Hıstory (Universıty of
Calıfornıa Press,of astronomer-philosopher. See, Stephen Toulmıiın, Cosmopolıs: Hıd:

Galhlıleo reinterpreted the ımage of denenof Modernity (Free Press, and
I1wo Books’ (Scriıpture Nature) The Steven Shapın, Socıal Hıstory of Truth: Cirvilıty
ımage had ell ıth the medieval an Scıience ın Seventeenth-Century England
Nature/Supernature dualısm Scripture (Universıty of Chıcago Press, Scıen-

tıfic Revolution (Universıty of Chıicago Press,(Revelatıon) elonge: to Supernature For Christian er1tique sSee Roy Clouser,thus ıts interpretatıon Wäas the sole PTeESCTVC Myth of Relıgious Neutralıty: Essayof the uUrc. theologıans. thıs realm CeT- ıdden Role of Relıgious Belıef ın T’heorıes (Uni-
aınty Wäas attaımmable atLure wWäas the realm versıty of Notre Dame Press, and Jıtse Van
of reason an the PTFeESCITVEC phılosophers, der Meer (Ed), Facets f Faith anı CLeNcCE (Lan-
but the resulting owledge WwWAas probable Universıty Press of Ameriıca, 1996, ols
rather than certaın. Gahleo dısagreed He Dee, ‚JJames Moore, Geologısts and Inter-
claimed not only nature hıs PreSCITVC, but preters of Genesıs 1n the Nıneteenth Century. In
Iso all crıptura. that deal wıth Lindberg Numbers S), (i0d Mn

Nature: Hıiıstorical ESSays Encounter be-NatLure The book of nature, he claımed, wWäas iween Chrıistianity an Scıence. Berkeley: Unin-much eas]ı1er LO understan: than Scripture, versıty of a11ı10rnıa Press, 1986, 322350
ONCE ONe knew ıts language that of mathne- ’ancCcıs Bacon’s agenda Wäas VE sımılar, PIC-
matıcs. ıt. wWäas not wıth Scripture ate: Galıleo and Ma Yy well have uenced hım
matter of interpretatıion and thus dısagree- See Moore bıd. OWever ıt Wäas Galıleo who

developed ıt and became the domınant ınfluence.ment dıspute), but rather of decodıng See especlally George Marsden, Soul oftheFeldhay, 281) rıght procedures WeTe

ollowed, then ertaınty, proolf, Wäas attaın- Amerıcan Uniwersity: From Protestant SIa
able Galhlıleo was claımıng cultural egemonYy ıshment Established onDellıe QOUP,
for the sc1entısts eır mathematıical Marsden and Longfield S), SecıH-

larızatıon of Academy QOUP,methods YWor the hıstory See Henniıing raf Reventlow,
In the Gahleo affaır he the TOOLTS of the Authority of an the Rıse ofthe Modern

Ta  10 of sc1entific objectivıty anı neutral- Oor' SCM, and Klaus cholder, T’he
1ty that has do inate estern thought ırth of odern Urıitical Theology Orıgins an
recent centurıes TODOLeMSs of Bıblıcal Uriticiısm ın Seventeenthhas wrought much

Century SCM, KFor cerıtique of the under-havoc dıverse Biıblhical eritic1ısm lyıng aı rationalhstie Scı1eNcCe, E  E the 00educatıon. Feldhay’s fascınatıng book hısted 1n footnote
UNCOVEeTS ose OTg1INS and gets them See Arthur Jones, Common Schools Chrıstian
much fuller context than EeVer before hope Reflection Issues. Spectrum, (2) 1995,

TEn Tashe others wıll SOOIN ll out the SLOTY ınto
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