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atıon to them erCcy Amba uyoyve’s eed LO resıst both models by antıcıpatıng the
1S movıng account of her attempt LO COMME eschaton ıIn the present 'T’he 1D11ca. Sabbath
to ermMs wıth her childlessness In Afrıcan highlights the eed for socı1al an EeNvIroN-
ulture an church which has word from mental Justice but T1I1sSL1an ethıcs needs
the Lord for such people She 1sSsSsues chal- rincıples not. rules 1t, faces ever-chang-
enge LO develop theology of childlessness. ıng future 0an artın wrıtes concern1ing

In Part, TrTee Elisabeth Schüssler Fıorenza aCcC womanıst eschatology an Ada Marıa
maıntaıns that 1STOr1C. ‚Jesus research 1S Isası-Diaz wrıtes ofher attempts LO do muJer-
neıither objectıve 191028 neutral wıth regard LO ısta lıberatıon theology Her 15 of ınter-

est, 1n that cshe starts by helpfully emphasıs-Justice an gender 1Ssues. She for
reconstructive methodology, which DFesup- ıng the ımportance of the prophetic eschatol-
DOSES the historical an theologıcal partıcıpa- O of the ıth ıts soc1al er1t1que. She
tıon of an shıfts the burden of Pro0 maıntaıns that theology needs LO prıvılege
LO ose who wısh LO deny ıt. ere 1S danger the perspective of the oppressed and she
1ın thıs that Schüssler Fiıorenza, 1ın her LO consıder how muJerıista theolo-
zeal LO resıst. T1stL1aAn antı-Judaiısm, ocates 91ans ave encouraged Latınas LO tell theır
Chrıistian exclusıyısm 1ın the biıblical wrıters OW storles an thus LO ubvert the OM1-
rather than ‚Jesus when ere ATEe go0d ant. storjles 1ın soclety. What felt LO be dıs-

appomıntıng ere 1S that there W as attemptgrounds for thinkiıng ‚Jesus W as hıiımself the
al al] LO lınk the Latinas’ storj]es LO the bıblı-SOUTCE of such exclusıyvısm. She 15 1n anger

of allowıng modern polıtıical agenda LO cdıs- cal SLOrYy ere Was that the erme-
tort. the data wok Pu1-lan wrıtes that the neutıical prior1ıty lJay wıth the WaYy people SEE

ıdentificatıon of wıth nature 1S not eır lıyves wıthoult. anı y attempt to ınk thıs LO
somethıng to be sımplıstıc  V rejecte cel- scrıpture. In hat 18 thıs theology then
ebrated, ıt, 15 complex an ambıguous VarLy- let alone OChrıstian eology? not SUg-
Ing hugely depending 1TAaCce Whıiıte femiıiniıists gesting that etting people tell eır storj]es 15
AT accused of abstracting an generalısıng not. ımportant—far from ıt, KRather, WOL
the notjıons of women‘’ and ‘nature'’. We eed lıke LO SEE how thıs task 15 brought iınto c1la-
nstead LO begın wıth the bodies of oppressed ogue wıth the bıblical STOTrY

an seek hope 1n elr spırıtual In spıte of SOTINE maJor reservatıons ou
tradıtiıons LO mend creatıon. hıs WWAasSs the heology expressed 1ın parts of thıs Lext,

WOU. recommend ıt. LO Ose ıth ıinterest.ıinterestingbut ıts weakness WAas that ıt
ın the 1SSu@es i ralses. Evangelıcals certaınlyy-passe the 1sSsue of truth Pluralıty Passes

OVerTrT ınto pluralısm an pragmatısm Beverly ave much LO learn from the ILaıberatıon theo-
Harrıson 1S5 ONe of the old guard an cshe 00 log1ans emphasıs lıberating actıon. It Was

back al the work of her generatıon of femiınıst thıs genuıne commıtment LO people, which
Was perhaps the most endurıng Impress1ıonthea(o)log1ans and consıders the dangers che

SEES ın  ratıng into the work ofmodern fem1- eft by thıs book On LOp of that
nıst's rıdıng the back of of the loss the paıntıng the TON 1S5 absolutely
of truth superb

1n ParryIn Part OUuUr Sharon ınge provıdes Worcester, EnglandOTrtNOdOX exegetical study of the pırı 1n
‚JJohn’s farewell discourse: the pırı 15 the
replacement for ‚Jesus an the eschatologıcal

of (G0d wıth hıs people ınto the
future ere 15 1ına. hermeneutical reflec- EuroJTh 2001} 10:1 T Fa E

tıon, which 1S contrıved attempt LO ınk LO
the hıberation theology eme, but ıts loose Hated Wıthout S Cause? Survey of
connectıon to the text makes ıt. fall rather Antı-Semıitiısm
flat which 15 shame er otherwıse Graham Keith

Carlısle Paternoster Press, 1997, ı7 301good Jürgen oltmann claıms that LWO
eschatologıes ave dominated polıtıc an pb., ISBN 0-85364-783-6
thıcal decısıon makıng OVer the past 150

the conservatıve yndrome 1C. ca RESUME
for strong hold back the collapse of Graham el OS PDFODOSe Uune e  tude tres
socıety, an the progressıve syndrome 1C. accessıble des relatıons entre chreti:ens et ULfS
SEES iımprovement everywhere an SOC1- fl de ”’hıstorre. Le but de Iıiuvre est
ety orward ıts present direction. hrıstlans de Ontrer comment et DOUFrqQuUOL l’Eglise
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faıt de nombreuses erreur's et de plaıder ıntra-Jewısh polemıc It has antı-Juda1s-
faveur une attıtude authentiqguement chre- tiıc stance 1n that a maıntaıns that Jewısh
tienne [  egard du peuple jutf. Cette approche, opes, instıtutions, ıtuals an festivals AaTe

fulfilled ın Messıi1ah ‚Jesus an that NON.-l’ımage de celle de Saıint aul Romaıns
1120 maıntıent equılı0öre eUX ıdees Chrıstian form of Judaıism 15 inapproprıiate
2  une part le rejet de fout antısemıtıisme, CON- but 1t. 15 not. antı-Semuitic Keıith aments
sıdere COMMLe refus de reconnalitre l’el: the WaYV that misınterpretations of the New
tıon d’Israel et d’autre part la reaffırmatıon Testament ave led LO horrendous cts of

ntı-Semitic behavıour an hetor1ic but hede l’ımportance de l’evangelısatıon parmı les
U1LfS est Iivre ımportant DOUF Beitz quı refuses LO accept that the New Testament
SONT concernes DAr les relatıons entre Juifs el would condone such actıons an speech
chretiens. Chapter OoOUr argues that bıblical-the-

logıcal Srounds hrıstlans oug. LO avo1d
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG the LWwoO eXtiremes of eıther see1ng the EeWs
Graham el hat einen gZut lesbaren hıs through rose-tinted glasses demon1sıng
torıschen Überblick ber chrıstlich-jJüdıische them The Old an New Testament)

maıntaıns eliıcate balance of recogn1ısıngBezıiehungen vorgelegt. Die Hauptaufgabe des
the SINS of Israel whıiılst valuıng an offeriıngBuches esteht darın, zeıgen, WLEe und

Arusn dıe ırche vzele ıhrer Fehler ın dıe hope LO her I’hıs 1S5 balance, 1C the
Se Bereich gemacht hatel argumentıert, church has oun: hard LO keep

Chapter Fiıve sketches the changıng attı-daß eıne authentıisch chrıstlıche Posıtıon Urn
es of the early church owards the ewsJüdıschen olkR dıe Balance finden mU, dıe

Paulus ıIn Röm 1126 ausdrückt: einerseıts an Jewıish-Christians ere Was early
ıst Antısemıiıtismus ınsgesamt unNanNSLeMeSSeE SLAT' LO the shıft from antı-Juda1sm LO antı-

Semitism. church LO define ıtself felt.und edeute eıne Ablehnung der Wahrheit the eed LO do In such WaYy that WAas LOder Erwählung Israels, andererseıts hönnen
Chrısten nıcht UoOnN der Angemessenheit un ave long-term CONSCHUECNCE for the ews
Wıichtigkeit DO.  _ Evangelısatıon unter en The charge of deicıde W as introduced and
absehen Dıies ıst eın wıichtıiger Text für Chrıistianıty WAas conscı1ously de-Juda1ızed

T’he historıical sufferiıngs of the ews WerTedıejenıgen, dıe sıch mıt christlich-jüdıschen
SEENMN deserved an permanent punısh-Beziehungen beschäftıgen. ment irom G(0d eır r1als WeTe testimonY

It 15 en saıd that the Church has played LO the WOT. of elr S1N Just a4as the church’s
maJor role hıstorıcally ın the persecutıions SUCCESS W as st1monYy LO ıts truth

of the ews Graham el Seis out LO ar Chapter S1X traces the hardenıng of attı-
attıtudes owards the ewWSs from before the es 1n the ıddle Ages whıilst Chapter
tiımes of the New Testament to the odern Seven ollows Luther’s from nıtıal OPDEeN
or He eg1ns by dıstinguıshıng between attıtudes owards the ewWws LO ater embittered
antı-Semitism the hatred of people because attacks apters 1g LO Eleven follow the
they (1Fe ews an antı-Juda1ism (opposıtıon STOTY from the post-Lutherian Protestantısm,
LO the ‚Jewısh relıgıon). The latter Ca be through the French Revolution LO modern
sStTancCce en by eWSs hemselves Chapter European an slamıc forms of antı-Semaitism
One examınes pre-Chrıstian antı-Semitism. el sSees modern slamıc fundamentalısm
ewWw1s separatısm played ıts role 1n er the most Ser10us contemporary reeding
atıng hostilıty for polıtical and ecCconOmM1C Tea- ground of antı-Semitism. Hıs discussıon ere
SO11S rather than merely racıal ones). That Was informatıve a  oug. ıt lacked balance 1ın
such separatısm W as rooted ın Jewısh reli- ıts faılure LO take the plıght Palestinlians
g10N led attacks ew1s faıth ell ser10usly as ıt COU. and hould) ave

ewl1s people Chapters L1 wo an Tee oun the book to present clear an bal-
consıder the claım that the New Testament anced Chrıstian perspectiıve vVer y sens1-
1S ıtself nt1ı-Semuitic (ın partiıcular that it, tıve 1ssue. The theologıcal sStTancCce 15O_
ACCUSES the EeWs of deıicıde, that the eWs m1sıng ıts bıblical foundatıons It. refuses
ave hope of future essing people LO take the lıne that non-Chrıstian Juda1ısm 15
an that avıng kılled ‚Jesus they AT the qually legıtiımate manıfestation O1 Jew1s
symbo DAr excellence of evıl Keith relıgıon Mess]anıc Juda1ısm Thiıs-
that, when read 1ın ıts contexts (hterary, soc1a|l promısıng stance 1S explaıned ın WaYy that
an historical), the charge 1S alse 'T’he New 1S sensıitive (whıich 1S not SaVYy that INanıYy

EeWSs ould not be offended al ıt) and theTestament es ıts place 1Irs century
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book 1sS honest. ou the plethora ofTıst1an Extremposıitionen SiaAMMen Die Dıskussıon
atrocıtiıes throughout hıstory el 15 not LIM zwelıten eıl ıst ebenfalls enttäuschend, da
interested ın Justifyıng the behaviıour of the der Autor wen1g are Resultate erreıicht.
hurch—repentance 1S5 indeed ın order. On Bıg Bang, Small Voıce 1s ou the tensıonthe er hand he 1S concerned LO help the that exısts between the 1Ca. account ofreader understan how an why people took creatıon an! the account gıven by modernthe nt1ı-Semuitic stance they dıd

1n Parry sc1ence. Dr Nelson 1S5 lecturer 1ın chemistry
Worcester, England al the Unı1iversıty of Hull, England, an lay

preacher. Hıs a1m 15 LO do Justice LO both the
sc1entific an! 1D11CcCa. ACCOUNLTS of creatıon.
'The book avoılds technıcal anguage an 1S

EuroJTh 2001) F7 7980 0a accessıble LO the lay DeTrSON. Due LO ıts hıgh
1D11cCa ontent 14 15 lıkely LO appeal maınly LO
Tıst1an behevers.Bıg Bang, Small Vorce: Reconcılıng

enesis and Modern Science T’hıs book ınto LWO ILNOTE less equa.
elson parts T’he 1rs part 1S descr1iptive an g1ves

SUMMATV ofCO  Ta sc1entific thınkıngLatheronwheel Whılttles, 1999, 157 OT121NS (ch an of the 1D11cCa. account24.90. pb., ISBN 1-8570325-13-3 of creatıon LO and includıng Noah’’s 00

RESUME chs LO The second part 1S discussıon
1 the LWO aCCounts of creation—the COIMN-

livre Bıg Bang, ma Voıice traıte de Ia temporary scentific ONe an the 1D11Ca. O11ee—
ensıon quı exıste entre le recıt zO0l1que de Ia ATEe compared. T’he author seeks LO resolve
ereatıon et le recıt de Ia sCL1eNCE moderne. Ve the perceıved tensıon by 1rs assumıng that
livre comprend eUX partıes de aılles equi- the sc1entific aCCOunNLT of OT1g1NSs 15 Correct an
valentes. La premıere est descriptive elle explorıng how far the 1D11cCa aCCOunt Ca  -
DTODOSE resume de la pensee scıentıfique be reconcıled ıth modern SCIENCE wıthout
contemporaıne CONCEerNanit les orıgınes et du weakenıng the Bıble’s authorıty. Nelson then
recıt zO0L1que de la ereatıon JUSQU AU deluge. es the opposıte stance and examınes how
La deuxıeme partıe est Uune discussıon ans far the sc1entific account Ca  } be reconcıled
aquelle les eUX recıts de Ia ereation—Le recıt wıth ıteral eadıng of the 1Ca account
scıentıfique contemporaın et le recıt 2O1L1q9ue— oun: the introductory chapters problem-
Sont compares. Les chapıtres d’ıntroduction atıc, 1n partıcular the chapter the Ssclen-
SONLT problematıques, ELE ıls Juxtaposent des 111C aCCount of Org1NS. My COMNCEeTN 15 the Dar-elements scıentıfique SCrLeUX et objectıvement adoxıcal style used by the author. On the ON
presentes des ıd  ees margınales et extre-
mıiıstes. I discussıon de Ia deuxıeme partıe

hand Nelson seeks LO present Case for the
lay Person an yet the er hand the

du livre est egalement decevante OcE auteur text contaıns very wıde of sc1entifiec
n’aboutit FE  qu ä tres DeEU de conclusıions olıdes ıdeas. Particularly dısturbing 15 the fact. that

ese ıdeas ATEe ofvVe varıable qualıity Thus
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG fınd ell researched, peer-reviewed SC1-
Bıg Bang, ma Voılce handelt DVO:  S der Span- EeENCE Juxtaposed exTl. LO ‘eientifiec’ ıdeas IC
HNUNS£ zwıschen dem bıblıschen Schöpfungsbe SEEIN LO ave COINE from close LO the unatıc
rıcht und moderner Naturwissenschaft. Das rınge Ome of ese ıdeas ave een
uch hat zwel mehr oder wenıger gleıch- accepte ınto maınstream scıence, an
gewichtıge Teıle Der deskrıptive erstie eıl wiıll be, for they ATe DOOT sSc1ence. Sadly, ın the
fasst dasgegenwärtıge naturwıssenschaftlıche opınıon of thıs revlewer, much
Denken ber den rsprung des Kosmos SOWLE 1S gıven vet another aırıng. 'T ’hıs Juxtapos1-
den bıiblischen Schöpfungsbericht, ınklusıve tıon of maınstream an margınal ıdeas 15 of
der Noah-Geschichte hıs ZFlut, ZUSUAUM. COUTSEe potential problem for the intended
Der zwelıte eıl Orıngt eiıne Diskussıion, dıe dıe readers of thıs book, for they wiıll be, 1ın the
beiden Berichte:  en gegenwärtıigen NALUrFr- maın, ıll-equipped LO make Judgements ou
wıssenschaftlıchen und den bıblıschen—ver: the qualıity of competing sc1entifiec ıdeas. It
gleıicht. Diıe eıiınleitenden Kapıtel sınd proble 1S surely the author’s duty sc1enti1ist LO
matısch, da Sıe gul recherchierte un V“O.  - filter thıs ınformatıon for hıs readers. To
Fachleuten begutachtete Naturwiıssenschaft be faır, Nelson 0es ndıcate that SOINE of
neben een stellen, dıe UON Autoren miıt the ıdeas reporte ATe not. wıdely accepted.
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