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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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zurück: orwegen, die staatliche Bildung betont
christlich ist, un England, die staatlichen Vorgaben She explains carefully how all educatıon 15 INeSCapa-
grölstenteils iberal und säkular sind Nach eınem biy encapsulated wıthın A worldview. Ihe difhculty wıth
einleitenden Teil, der diesen Kontext darlegt, prasentiert MUC that PFrESCNHNLTS itself ıberal 15 that 1t fails rCCO
SIE iıhr Verständnis VOTN/N Bildung In der Perspektive ihrer nıze thıs ftundamental FAGt. believing iıtself rCpPrESCNL
lutherischen Weltanschauung. [ JDes welteren analysiert posıtion of neutrality, particularly in pluralistic setting.
SIeE die eorıen zweler liberaler Bildungsexperten, Thıiıs beliıes Its non-neutrality, Sandsmark CONLTECSLIS, tor
ohn White und Kenneth trike, un kon-tras-tiert the fact that eligion 15 portraye personal prefer-
diese nicht MNUT mıit Sandsmarks eigenen Ansichten, CI1CC made ftrom selection of equally viable options
sondern auch mit denen des katho-lischen Autoren indicts the VIEW bıased

For those NOT tamılıar wıth close analysıs of lıberalTerence McLaughlin. Abschließend entwickelt SIE
den edanken, dass chulen ihre eigenen Grundlagen educatıonal COTY, her description of both Whıiıte)’s and
expliziter arlegen sollten, un dass ıhrer Ansicht nach Strike’s VIEWS help enlıghten the pervasıyveness
eıne gut prasentierte christliche Bildung die beste of these She eIp  V SCDaAFraLCSs these ideas
Arbeitsgrundlage darstellt. nNto those which arc ıberal 1ın quality, 1L NOT tunda-
RESUME mental; those ıberal ın theır basıs, thus LNOTC minımal in

of underlying beliefs; an those which ATC lıberal
(C_et OUVTasEC traıte de |’education des entants. |’auteur

VISE Das donner Un justification theologique alternatıve, 57 NOT relig10us. As che explores the logı-
cal OUTCOMES of these Varıous cshades of lıberalism, the

DOUT mode d’education particulier, Maıls considere reader 15 left wondering how Its obviıous non-neutralıty|’idee selon laquelle I’education liberale seralt de COUu easıly undetected. Her explanatıon 15 that invaleur neutre Sandsmark DPOSE AaUssı Ia question de ıberal socleties, such England, the ack ofA absolute
SavoIr S1, YJUEC neutralite exIiste, celle- point of reterence for the educatıon SYSteEmM ea
CI constitue bon cadre DOUT |l’education des Jeunes. inabılity provide ACCHTrATE self-critique. At ONCElle mel cContraste deux arriere-plans culturels, celui pomnt (p 61) che that, “children alwaysde Ia Norvege, OU |’education offerte Dar DE  etat veut from somewhere, In all controversıi1al questiOns, only It 15explicitement chretienne, el celui de I’Angleterre, easier SE It when they ATC In mMinorIty”. It 15 thatOU |’education dispensee Dar 1E  etat est largement end that che concludes that f ıt existed A neutral educa-liberale el secularisee. Ensutte, ’auteur presente un 10n would NOT be desirable
conception de ’education ftondee SUr visiıon du Wıth CSp those who PTODOSC the poss1bil-monde Iutherienne. Flle DOoUrSUult Dar ’examen des Ity of educatıon that 15 both ıberal and elig10ustheories de deux partısans de |l’education liberale, she maıntaıns that the Samıc problem eXIStS. She ralsesohn White el Kenneth Strike el les mel opposition the impossıbılı of teaching trom basıs of neutral-
aVEC SOM DFrODTE poInNt de Vu:c; maıs AaUSS! AaVEC celui du
catholique Jerence McLaughlin. Finalement, elle ILy treatıng al] VIEWS equal, when those responsible

tor the ecaching cClearly show bıas hrough theır OWNplaide UUE les ecoles devraijent etre plus explicites worldview. Indeed, she makes MUC. of the example SCTleur cadre de reference el qu’une education
chretienne bien menee constitue le meilleur fondement inadvertently DV both teachers and chools ın PrOMOT-

Ing anı V OIlCc VIECW through theır OW. lıfestyle whilst still
VOUT construlire believing 1n theır OWIN neutralıty. 1s NOT intended

be book about pedagogy but 981 practitioner
wıthın Christian school settung, 1T provide tood for

In COINMNON wıth I} g0o0d 00O0ks, 1gne Sandsmark’s thought about eaching practices.
TIhe final chapter provıdes COgCNL and responsiblework INMaV NOT be read bDy enough of the people who

re ought read Lt, especially those responsible for plea tor INOTC honest approach educatıon 1ın terms of
Its underlying eliefs Liberal educatıon does NOT deliverinfluencing educatıon. Her experience of the Nor-

wegıan siıtuation wıth 1ts Lutheran tradıtıon of BOV- Its claım of an Can Vas, NOT cshould 1t be required
do I ATC have bıas then let be of ItErNMECNTIS, the secular and the spiritual, underpins her

analysıs that ristianity ( Al  — iınftorm all of educa- that Can allow tor 1t in OUr everything
t10N, bringing wıth 1t the dimension of trainıng else. In this CONTCXT, Christian educatıon, It 15 proposed,
fit for both domains, that 1s serving, God and the State has much offer, especlally ın IfSs focus of NCcern for
She thıs goal wıth that of the ıberal models, others rather than the self-interest of SOTIIIC SYSteMS.

Thıs book 15 highly relevant the CIMTEIH debatewhich VICW the prime a1m for educatıon.
Liberal 10  n however, 1$ shown be atheıistic surroundıng faıth schools, especlally ın the 1gne

Sandsmark proviıdes persuasıve and sound COMMENTbecause of Its focus the individual ruling theır OW
ıte Christian educatıon Cd  —; produce UTONOMOU:! indı- olster the in favour of Christian worldview
ı1duals who have chosen submıit themselves God In educatıon.
IfGod EXIStS, che> then thıs latter LYPC 1$ the Irue Grahbam Coyle, Worcester, England
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