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ın Our dealings wiıth people of other taıths. TIhe dea of sciences. awes looks al Spinoza, Strauss, Schweitzer,
Troeltsch, Barth, Bultmann, Kasemann and Pannenbergthe moral aW ın the also needs be looked Aat In

the light of g00d works. John and ames pPut MUC In the 1g| of these Ive actors. In his conclusion he
emphasıs works’ AS EXPrEessSIONS of belonging wriıtes: There IS WaY of reconciling Christian claims

people ‘“God 15 love 15 ımportant nsıght of religious authority ith the knowledge and methods
John Moralıty 15 NOT Just the domaın oral of the discipline of history’ (p 368)
codes ATC central N relig10us tradıtions. The need ZUSAMMENFASStind WaY of ıte odihed ın SCT of moral ayıngs 15
something human beings desıre. Thıs IMNay be the Aawes beschäftigt sich mMiıt acht Denkern, die

appe: siam and 15Sm Many Christians ook Reaktionen auf das 1: Jahrhunder repra-sen-tieren,
eın Jahrhundert, das die traditionelle Akzeptanz1sSm Aill ıIn the gaDS that arCc MISSINS In the New biblischer Autoritat In rrage stellte und ZUrTr rage nachlestament. Ihe practice of loving one’s N 1$ OMNIE-

thing Christians have earned ftrom Gandhı So although dem historischen esus tührte Fünf wichtige Faktoren
treien In diesem Jahr-hundert In Erscheinung: dieBayes’ book 15 ımportant historical Study both of the
Vielfalt menschlicher Kulturen ım Verlauf der Zeıt,Retormed tradıtıon and of law ın the New Testament,

1t letft wıth much wıder questions. “You don’t have Desillusio-nie-rung angesichts religiöser Kontroversen,
die MECUE Astronomıie des Kopernikus und Gallilei,church be Chrıistian’ 15 INMON Sayıng die Entdeckungsreisen und die Naturwissenschaften.that communicates understandıng of Christianıty tar

om the 1SSsUES that Bayes discusses. But Bayes reaches awes beschäftigt sich mıit Spinoza, Strauss, Schweitzer,
Troeltsch, Barth, Bultmann, asemann und Pannenbergconclusıon that 15 4SE: hıs modern reading of the
Im Lichte dieser ünf Faktoren. Er Schrei In seIınerNew Testament. (One that SCCS the iımportance of moral

law. VICW that reJeCcts “spirıtual lıbertinism' (p 242) Schlussbetrachung: „ES ıst nicht möglich, christliche
Ansprüche auf religiöse Autoritat mMiıt dem Wıssen undSurprisingly, Bayes mentlons James only OE Not
den eihoden der Geschichtsforschung ver-söhnen”OMNCC the epistle of John mentioned. WOU.| have

been interested know what Bayes made of John S 368)
D about nOT wriUung NCW commandment, but the RESUME
old commandment. In Revelatıon K A WC ATLC old |)awes c’interesse huit quI ont apporte leur
that Christians CONYJUCK NOTLT Just because of ACC but
because of the testiımonYy they o1VE in theıir Iıves. Thıs reponse AUX questions soulevees Il siecle,

duque!l I’acceptation traditionnelle de ’autorite
adıcal lıving. Ihe CONTENT of thıs 15 that of iblique ete contestee, quU! ebouche SUT Ia

lovıng. Ihe Was clearly iımportant tor the identity
of the New lestament writers, but the moral teachiıng question du Jesus historique. Cing facteurs iımportants

ont Caracterise siecle : la prise de CONsSCIENCE de
surely WEenT beyond that of the Decalogue. Jesus eft Ia diversite des cultures humaines travers le m  /far adıcal teaching. z teaching 15 crucıal the
transformation of Christians NTtTO the image of God Ia desillusion u AdUxX CONTtroverses religieuses, Ia

nouvelle astronomıe de Copernic el de Galilee, lesPaul developed Jesus’ teaching and ıfe ın hıs heology VOVaABES de decouvertes, ’emergence des SCIENCESof the (T O! IThe provides ethic. basıs, which
evelops what WC ın the although It has 1ts naturelles. Dawes considere Ia pensee de SpinoZza,
(070) ın Isaıah 53 Strauss, Schweitzer, Troeltsch, Barth, Bultmann,

Kasemann el Pannenberg CEes CING tacteurs.
Mark Bredin, + Andrews, Cotlan. conclut «On pDeut AUCUuTIE maniere concilier Ia

notion chretienne d’autorite religieuse dVEC les aCQUIS
el les methodes de Ia discipline qu’est ’histoire» (p
368)The HıstoricalJesus Onestion: The Challenge of

2StOVYy 1910U4Suthorı
5Gregory Dawes

Louisville: Westmuinster John Knox Press, 2001, XIV My reaction thıs book 15 *terrific?! Dawes 00 at

+392 pb., ISBN 0-664-272458-X eight thinkers who rCprEesSCNt PCSDONSCS the 11-
teenth CCNLUFY, CCNLUrY that challenged the traditional

UMMARY aCCCPLANCE of 1Dl1ca. authority and resulted 1ın the
[)awes looks at eig ınkers who represent reSsPDONSECS historical Jesus question. Five important :AcCtors CINCISC

the seventeenth cCentury, CenturYy that challenged from thıs CCNLUFTYV: diversity of human cultures OVCI

the traditional| aCcCcCeplance of 1Cca authority and tiıme, disıllusıonment wıth relig1i0us CONLFOVECTISY, the
resulted In the historical eSsus question. Five important NCW aSLtTONOMY of Copernicus and Galıleo, vVOVAaSCS of
actors EmMETSE from his CenturY: diversity of human d1sCOVverY, the CINCTISCHCC of the natural sclences. Dawes
cultures OVver tıme, disillusionment ith religious CONMN- 00 AT Spinoza, Strauss, Schweıtzer, Iroeltsch, Barth,
rOVversSy, the nNe' asStronOmMY of Copernicus and (Zalı- Bultmann, Käsemann and Pannenberg in the lıght of
leo, VOYVdASC>S of discovery, the EIMECTSCIICEC of the natura| these Hive tactors. FEach thinker 1S discussed ın SOTIIC
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detail ()VCT SCVCIA chapters. Dawes’ conclusion titled What 15 interesting 15 that thıis question, the whole,
“CThe ESSONS of History’ 15 negatıve ONC, he claims 15 NOT done DYy the work of those wh WOU claım
that *there 15 WdYV of reconciling Christian claıms be theologians philosophers. Many ATC interested in
relig10us authority wiıth the owledge an methods of makıng Jesus relevant OUr sOCcIeLY. Ihe OSS of the
the discipline of history” (p 368) eschatological Jesus the wısdom teacher makes Jesus

Why 15 thıs terrific 00 It 15 clearly written and fıgure that Nn will find attractıve. Ihe CY1SIS of reli-
Dawes has provide wıth helpful contribution Q10US authorıty does NOT eXISt. ir It works 1t’s useful’ 15
the question of the historical EeSsus In what 15 VCLIY Sayıng that rCPFrESCNLES Man Y ın OUTr soCIletYy. NOT 15
usetful TCXT book tor undergraduate and postgraduate ıt scientifically verihable I hıs 1r 15 concerned
students well teachers, arc presented wıth wiıth purely historical questions 4S DV INanYy who ATC

invaluable SUFVCV an critique of the history of 1DI1CA| Christians. They ATC NOLT concerned ATl all wıth the QUCS-
interpretation. Dawes elps understand (0)81 VCrLY tıon of the challenge relig10us authority. Ihe hıstor1-
important thinkers but also confronts usS wiıth SOTIINNC cal task 15 also the $aith seeking understanding’ task.
wıider questions, questions about belief ın the LWENTY-
Hrst CCNTUFV an how WEC relate the challenges of the Mark Bredin, St. Andrews, COLLAN:

seventeenth CCENLUFY., CaNnnOL help ng that
have argely forgotten the challenge aith raised
long, A It woul SCCHN that WC 1ve though there 1s Is World Vıew Neutral Educatıon 0SS10LE

Ser10us challenge tfaıth an Desirable? Chriıstian Response
We lıve, however, 1ın soclety that SCCI115 IMNOTC and Lıberal Arguments (Paternoster Bıblical an

interested in spiritualıty and God People SCCLEL

unconcerned ignorant of the challenge rel1ıg10us Theologıcal Monographs)
Signe Sandsmarkauthorityv. Many seek meanıng from the agnOSstIC’s

world VIEW. Sre sımply Arc NOTLT of the challenge arHSiIE Paternoster PFress. 2000, XIV 182
relig10us authorıity. In spiıte of discovery channels and pb.,ISBN 0-852364-97/53-1

documentary TOSTFAMMINCS OIl relig10us tOp1CS, people UMMARYlıve an eheve ın spiıte of these challenges. Has Dawes’
work fully acknowledged that relig10us authorıty has NOTLT As the title SUggeESIS, his book IS primarily about edu-
been mortally amaged? Why do people still elieve in catıon, specifically that of ren | IS noTt intended
God? Why do people DIaVy and meditate? Why do people AS thoroughgoing theological Justification of anYy
O pilgrimages? IThe tact that people elieve ın spıte particular stance but Investigates the claim that lıberal
of the C  enge relig10us authority 15 grounds tor education IS value neutral. However, Sandsmark S0CS

the challenge of the seventeenth CCNTUT Y. urther DY asking whether, if such neutrality exIists, ıt IS
Ihıs WOU. SCCI end hand dialectical theology: desirable hasis tor educating the She Contrasis
Theology 15 about ‘“God 15 God’ We Ar NOT OPCH the [WO cultural backgrounds, OrWAay, where edu-
SAadmMlıc anguage and STAIMNIMMNAT others. “God 15 God’ 18 catıon IS avowedly Christian an England, where the
OUTr epistemological CI V, Attractive thıs5 people tate’s Drovision IS largely liberal and secular. Following
ATLC NOL tully prepare: embrace all which that entails. introduction outlining his context, che pre:
Many turn relıgıon because they WAant tradıtiıon understanding of education from the perspective of her
where thev teel they arCc SOTMNCOILNIC tradıtıon that Q1veS | utheran worldview. She 50CS analyse the theories
meanıng ın stresstul and prosalc WOFT'|! Thıs of iberal educationalists, ohn White and Kenneth
the aSSOC1atıon between relıgion and ethics. Religion Strike and contrasts them not only ith her OW VIEWS
provides WdYy of lıfe grounde ın ethıcs. Thıs 15 OT but also ith those of the atholıc wrıter Jerence
SaVy that need relıgion be ethical, but tor Nan y McLaughlin. Finally, che develops the idea that schools
belief SYStCemM provides thical SYSTCM. ese po1lNts should he IMOTEe explicit about their OW hasıis and that
might SCCI1N relevant people who ATrCc NOT involved In her VIEW wel|l presented Christian education IS the
wıth heology and NOT appropriate theologlans. But soundest Hase from IC work.
1$ ıt NOT TU that IMNa y ecologıans continue believing
in spıte of the CTISIS that the seventeenth CCNLUrVYV ralses? ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
We continue elieving nd iıgnore the CTISIS. aybe that Wıe er Iıte besagt, geht 5 In dem Buch hauptsächlich
15 all need do In that the overall thesis that Bildung, insbesondere Vo Kindern. F-S will keine

eınerDawes 15 concerned with 1S NOT re big tiefschürfende theologische Rechtfertigung
theology aM belief tOoday. spezifischen Position geben, sondern untersucht die

Fıinally, Dawes does NOL CNSASC wiıth the 1r Behauptung, liberale Bı ungSE wertneutral. Sandsmark
{ hıs would SCCINH be maJor Omı1ssıo0n. We AIC M1SS- beschäftigt sich arüber hinaus mıiıt der rrage, ob selbst
Ing LWENLY of scholarshıp. WOULU have been dann, WEl diese Wertneutftralität gäbe, SIE eıne
interested have had Dawes’ erudıte reflections.on thıs erstrebenswerte Grundlage für die Bildung VOoTI Kindern

dar-stelle. Sıie greift auf Erfahrungen In 7wel Kulturenin the 1g larger HCr he CNgaAYCS wıth
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