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EuroJTh 1998] 7:2 18 0)81 CAannO sımply ınvent truth but must
1SCOver ıt. Yet pragmatısts Iso ave pomt

Truth-Could ıt be True? thinkıng that truth must be hyvyable Ratıon-
etier Hıcks alısts verplay the place of 1E4S0O1 but INa y

post-modern phiılosophers Over-react anCarlısle: aternoster Press, 1996, devalue 1Te4s01). It, along ıth experı1ence,PP.;, pb, ISBN 1-900507-16-1 relationalıty, love, wiıll goodness ATe all
TOWN ınto the melting pot tO provıdeRESUME whohrstic V1EeW of truth. 9 Man y

1C: aborde UVEecC humour et sımpliıcıte les hreads ATe left hangıng that phılosophers
wıll en! pullıng theır haır Out SLra-questions de Ia verıte el de la connaıssance
tıon but then E 1S nOot book ımed alla verıte. Il retient apport d’un arge cho1x

phiılosophıes, DOUr fenter elaborer notıon phılosophers mMusSst confess LO findıng myse
de Ia verıte plus rıche et plus omplexe les rather confused by Hıcks al tımes. Perhaps
ıdees reductrıces habıtuelles. exte est serıt hke eat boxes LOO much but range of epls-
claırement, MALS O0OUS DAaS CON- temologıcal and ontologıcal 1sSsues seemed
VDaLINCL qQUE la notıon de verıte developpee DAr blurred iınto O' wıth the use of the magıc
1C. so1ıt coherente. word truth‘' The wWwOord seemed LO be sed

dıfferent WaYS al diıfferent tımes an yet
WEeTIe led LO beheve that sıngle oncept W äasUSs  ASSUNG under discuss1on-Just veryvy riıch complexUm dıe rage der ahrheı und der

Erkenntnisfähigkeit UVO  - Wahrheiıit geht ın ONEeE. It 1S5 all ve ell hurlıng insıghts from
dem humorvoll und unkomplızıert geschrıe- ratıonalısm, empIrcCIsSmM, pragmatısm, real-

1sSm an range ofer ‘\‘sms’ ogether butbenen uch UvO. Hıcks Er führt eıne große remaın TO be cCONvınced that such insıghts ATeAnzahl phılosophıscher Vorstellungen JINL- genulnely compatıble. 'To Hıcks’ ecredıt he
INETL, dıe Wahrheitsfrage breıter un
wesentlich umfassender beschreıben wrıtes wıt. great humilıty and OPENNECSS to
hönnen als dıe uüblıche reduktionıstische correction e 18 omethıng all readers
Wahrheitssuche. Der ext ıst verständlıch tak:  D wıth them

geschrıeben, trotzdem ıst der Rezensent nıcht
überzeugt, das das entfaltete Konzept für obın Parry
anhnrnhel. ın sıch schlüssıg ıst. Worcester, FKngland
'Thıs SMa volume prom1ses tOo be bookou
phılosophy 1C ses phılosophica. terms EuroJTh 1998) 7:2, 1811685 02

PTFeESUMECS prı10r owledge of phı1ıloso-
phy It fulfills thıs aım admırabily 'T he style 18

the book 18 of humour and In Defence of Mıracles:
helpful iıllustrations f only all osophy Comprehensıive Cas for God
teachers COU. cOomMMUNICaAtTte wıth such clarıty! Actktons ın Hıstory

The book 1S TOA| rangıng ınvestigatıon Geivett o Habermas, ed:
iınto the realms of behef and truth Must OoONne Leıicester: Apollos, 1997, PP.,9be able tOo omethıng before ONM ISBN 0-85111-452-0accept ıt ratıonally and hat o0es ONe INean

Dy zConte: Certamly not an Yy RESUMEstrong 1S the answWwerT. Can ONe
God’s existence? Not watertight Cet OUUTaSge reunıt de anıere fres utıle des
a.  Oug. e1IsStiCc arguments do CAaIT V SOIMNMeE essals formant Lfout omplet sSUur la defense
weıght as evıdence. Most of the book 1sS des mıracles. La premiere partıe EXDOSE
attempt at. posıtıve construct.ion of V1CW grands traıts la posıtıon oppoOosee miıracles.
the 1Ssues of knowledge truth 1C SEES La deuxıieme defend Ia possıbıl du
genume insıghts of phılosophiıcal mıraculeux. La troLsıeme presente la ULISLON
posıtıions truth an a1ms tOo plunder the chretienne du monde qul donne sens ıd  ee de
Kgyptians to CONSTITTrUC the beginnıngs of mıracle, tandıs QUE Ia quatrıeme partıe
richer INOTE complex V1eW of truth than presente des tudes de Cas de mıracles d’un
philosophers usually tolerate He wıshes tO poın de Ul chretıen. Les auteurs Sont DTesSsqUe
hold LO the insıghts ofrealısm (ofCOUTSE the LOUS des phılosophes evangelıques competents
term oOse that follow ATe nNnOot use that et 6erıwent UvVec clarte et CONCLSLON.
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NFASSUNG AaTe controvers]al (to SaVYy the least). avıdeck
Der ext ıst eıne sehr brauchbare ammtiung TeVvVIEWS three standard arguments for 0d’s
DO  S Aufsätzen, dıe sıch eiınem konzentrıier- ex1ıstence Stephen Davıs defends the
fen Argument für dıe Möglıchkeit des under- herence of the claım that \mmaternal tıme-

less thın (1e od) Ca  - aCT. There 1S nothınghaften verbınden. Abschnuıtt nenn dıe
Eınwande dıe Exıstenz 919}  S Wundern, the notion of (God actıng mıiraculously that
Abschnuiıtt plädıert für dıe Möglıchkeit vVDO  s 15 unbehevable for modern people, he SayYS
undern, Abschnuıtt II entwiırft eıiıne chrıst- Douglas Ge1ivett’s the evıdenti]al force
1C 3C ach der das Rechnen mıt of miracles 1S clearly wrıtten oug. ıt. Sa
Wundern Sınn macht. eıl beschreıbt eınıge INOTE W natural theology than do
Beıspiele UO.  - undern. BeL:i den utoren han- Part aıms LO provıde Christian miracle
delt sıch durchweg fachkundıge evangel- Case studies. Firstly avıd ar presents
ale Geisteswissenschaftler. Sıe schreıben interesting to Hume’s argument that
Jeweıls konzentrıert und verständlıch ıracles cannot Support the claıms of

partıcular relıgıon because the miracle claıms
ofdiverse relıg10ns cancel each other Out TEA!'T’he editors’ aım Wäas LO provıde, the

SaVYySs, comprehensıve Case defence of the the book tO Out hat he sSays obert
miraculous. Part begıns wıth reprin: of Newman provıdes STLANdArTr argument for
Hume’s classıc C ‘°of miıiracles’ SPEC- the miraculous nature of SOINE predictive
clally en neo-Humean argument agaınst prophecy T'hıs W äas theologıcally marred,
miracles by Antony Flew The rest. of the book vleW, only by the claım that the modern
18 defence of miracles (much of ıt direct STLATLE of Israel fulfills Hosea 34 — The logıical

tOo the openıng SSays) coherence of the doctrine of the ıincarnatıon 1sS
Part I1 1sS cComposed of four CSSaYysS arguıng vVe clearly eiende by John WYeınberg. He 1S

for the possıbılıty of miracles. Rıchard Purtill heavıly dependent Thomas Morrıis wıth
defends the notion of ıracle even g0o0d reason) but ınterestingly thinks that
brought about by the of that 18 compatıbilıst V1eW of freedom ould 1mMprove
emporary exception tLO the OT'!  ary COUTSE of Morris’ suggestions. Here he places apologetic
nNatiure for the PUTDOSC of showing that God value determınısm hılst ash More-
has aCie hıstory’ (p. 12) 'Thıs 1S followed land lean heavıly indeterminiıstic freedom
by hat 1S, the whole, Ve good erıtique key 1n the fıght agaınst naturalısm.

goodness evangelıcal phiılosophers ATof Hume by Norman Ge1ıisler ext
Francıis Beckwith’s tO the claım that not all clones! Wılliam Lane Craig presents
miracles fall outsıde the dıscıplıne of the hıs- excellent defence of the historicıty of the
torman (a claım must confess to ave always EeMPLY tomb tradıtiıon Gary Habermas
found rather pecuhar) After slıghtly disap- oes equally good Job the resurrection
pomıting STAart SOMIMe elling poınts AaTre made. D  CeSs

There 1S h3ttle that 1S DE thıs volume butWiınfred Corduan that miracles ATe not
ımposs1ıble toO recogn1ıse ın practıce contra ıt. 1S nNnOot intended LO be ground breakıng. Over-
Flew) even though the task 18 problematic. all the book admirably fulfills ıts goal
Overall g0o0d CAase 18 made for the poss1ıbılıty exposıing the naturalistic prejudıice agaınst
of the mıiraculous sectiıon I1 the possıbılıty of the mıraculous thor-

Part 111 Sets the theistic context agaınst ough defence of specıal 1V1Ne actıon provıded
hıch miracles make Ronald ash The authors aTre wWwe chosen and wrıte wıth
explaıns how disagreements about the poss!1- brevıty an! clarıty. appreclated the ell
bılıty of miracles really boil down LO dıfer- integrated nature of the ext—each

of WOrTr. 1ew. He explains the refers the reader LO er relevant parts
dıiıfferences between theism and naturalısm book when approprıate an repetıtıon 1s

ınımısed. recommend S text for under-E: respect and then argues that naturalısm
15 self-defeating. Moreland provıdes oraduate level beyond.
provokatıve argument tO the effect that there
1s nOo unscientihe OU: posıtıng 9gaps obın Parry
the causal chaın ofexplanatıon 1C God (or Worcester, England
other mınds) be invoked non-naturalıis-
tıc explanatıons, ll Moreland’s 1e W
depends anthropological dualism anı
V1CW of Lhbertarian freedom neıther of hıch
he has tO defend ere an both ofhıch
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