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‘“Scripture, FCasSON, history, experience and INIMON RESUMFE
sense” NOTNC of whıch cshould be iısolated. LEes douze contributions de Cet OUVTasC SONT CcConsacrees

IThroughout the book, DPartee ArgUCS that Calvın Ooes l’etude de Ia dette intellectuelle de Dietrich Bonhoeffer
NOLT primarıly PresCht A SYStCEM of doctrine, princıples ’egard de diverses Igures de I9 tradition theologique
of logıc, central dogma; rather, Calvın 15 Aa theo- et philosophique occidentale. Plusieurs articles resument
logıan who CONfESSION of faıth Calvın, u de manılere appropriee des etudes anterieures plus deve-
those who study hım W 4S NTENT let logıcal and phıl loppees SUr ’influence EXercee SUr Bonhoeffer Dar Barth,
osophıcal tens10ons eXISt hıle he confessed the God Dilthey et les ‚dealistes allemand. ULD’autres considerent les
of Scripture and unearthed the treasures of aCC influences importantes de Luther, Harnack ef Klierkegaard.
he OUunNn! evealed them DPartee VIEWS the Institutes [)’autres ENCOTE examınent d’autres SOUTCES d’influence

"systematıc confession’ 29 confession of Christ’s moIInNs evidentes, celles qUI vont de Augustin
Lordshıp where and ‘unıocn wıth Chrıst" Z98) Thomas KemMpIS, de Niebuhr eidegger. L Ouvrage
ATC wonderful eXpress10ns of aCC 'Ihe only NCH-

intellectuel.
Est utile VOUT replacer 1a nDensee de Bonhoeffer dans SOM

atıve COMMENT ON thıs edıtıon of the book 15 the small-
11C55 of the print, but that asıde, It 15 both A useful] and
enjoyable tool work wıth, when OC might be in
dısagreement wıth the author.

Mackenz1ae
15 CUFr10U1S that book of thıs SOTT has NOT been pub-

U  EN, cotland
lıshed before NO IThe volume collects thırteen Org1n;
CSSAVS, 18 of whıch explores the infduence of partıcu-
lar theologıcal phiılosophical fgure gures Bon-
hoefftfer’s OW) theology. Ihe edıtor hımself contrıbutes

Bonhoeffer’s Intellectual Formatıon the studıes of Ihomas Kempis, Nıetzsche, We
Bultmann and Tıllıch. Several contrıbutions gCSI quıitePeter Frick (ed.) CIp:  y the insıghts of DreVIOUS and LNOTC eXpansıveTübingen: Mohr 1ebeck, 2008, X111 247 studıes (SO, C Ralf Wüstenberg’s Y ON ılthev,

59.00; 978-316149535 Andreas Pangrıtz Barth and Wayne OV! ON Kant
UMMARY and egel: offer compressed restatements of VIEWS

worked OurTt AT engt! 1n earher monographs). WhiıleThis volume collects 1NOTre than dozen CS SdYy> that explore
Bonhoeffer’s intellectual debts of igures n Man V of the figures consıdered ın the remaınıng CSSaVS

ATC obviously be counted aAmMONZSL Bonhoeffer’s ınfu-
the estern theological and philosophical tradition. SEV- ] uther (Wolf Krötke), Kıerkegaard Geffrevera| CS55SdYySs convenlently summMmMarıze DreviOUSs larger-scale elly); Harnack and deeberg (Martın Rumscheıidt), and
studies into the influence of igures such Barth, Dilthey erhaps also Nıebuhr (Josiah Young) others ATC INOTC
and the (‚erman Idealists; others usefully consider Obvi- surprıisıng, Iıke Augustine and Aquıinas (treated ogetherousiy important influences such d Luther, Harnack and DYy Barry Harvey), Schleiermacher (Chrıstiane Tietz)Kierkegaard. inal explore Bonhoefftfer relation and Heıidegger (Stephen ant Across thıs range of
ESSs evidently influential OUTCESs, angıng from Augustine DEVSONAE the nNature, EXFTCeNr and sıgnıfıcance of “nfÄuence”

Thomas Aa KempIs, Niebuhr eidegger. Overall, the Bonhoeffer VaLYy wiıdely, and thıs 18 reflected in the
volume makes valuabhle contribution Contemporary equaliy wıde varıety of approaches ursued Dy the CSSay-nhold Bonhoeftfer In hIs intellectual cContext. 1Sts. Readers ınterested exploriıng the connections
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG between the Leitmotifs of nhoefftfer’s theology and the

wıder theologıcal and phılosophıcal tradıtıon wıll findDieser Band ISt Ine ammlung Von über einem Dutzend much of interest and ımportance ponder here. 1gh-Artikeln, die Bonhoeffers intellektuelle Anleihen He eıner
el VOon Personen aus der westlichen theologischen und lıght onlvy few examples here

15 unsurprisıng that of all the pre-modern figuresphilosophischen Tradition untersuchen. Mehrere Artı- treated, Luther hould loom largest, and Krotke’s VCLYVKel fassen rühere rölsere tudien über den FEinfluss Von fine demonstrates that and how °l uther 15 preschtPersonen wWwıe Barth, Dilthey und die deutschen Iıdealisten
bequemuandere Artikel edenken offensichtlich

IMOTC than ANVONC else Aat CVCIV of hıs path AaNı
CVCLIYV dımensıon of | Bonhoeffer’”s| thought’ (33) Ihat

wichtige FEinflüsse WIE Luther, Harnack und Kierkegaard. Kempis’ Imitatıo Christz Wa another SIgn ınfiuence
EiInNne l‚etzte Gruppe untersucht Bonhoeffers Beziehung uDON Bonhoeffer’s theology throughout the 15
weniger einflussreichen Quellen, die Von Augustinus HIS also convıncıngly maıntaıned by Frick. It 15 the meri1t
Thomas VOor') Kempen, Von Niebuhr His eidegger reicht. of arve indıcate how Bonhoeftfter W:Alles n allem stellt der Band eınen wertvollen Beltrag appreclation tor Augustine’s ACCOUNT of orıgınal SIN
gegenwärtigen Anstrengungen dar, Bonhoeffer In seınem A result of the exegetical work of Creatıon and Fall, and
intellektuellen Kontext halten. how hıs ate explorations of the ıdea of *the natural and

“"penultımate' ATC lıke, and unlıke LThomuistıic ACCOUNTS of
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these and related themes. WEIC all, lıke Bonhoeffer hımself, devoted students of
Bonhoeffer’s phılosophical and ENZAZCMCNLIS Scripture and ITpractitioners of the arch-theologica

ATC the ubject of several contrıibutions: Floyd’s INStruC- of attending the Word
t1ve dıiscussıon of Bonhoeffter’s interact1Ons wıth the phı- Phalıp Zueglerosophv of Kant and Hegel CIV overplays ıts hand ın EVAdEEN
claımıng that despıite rarely engagıng these figures OUT-
sıde Bonheoffer’s dıssertations, they “become P of the
VC) TUCTIU ordering tOp1Cs of conversatıon that do

The Famıly ın Christian Socıal and Polıticalget dıiscussed’ (113) So COO, SUSPECL does Ursten-
er StroNg conclusıon that notiıon of Uıfe? drawn Thought
from Dılthev provıdes the “basıc cognıtıve-theoretical Brent Waters
concept of Bonhoeffer’s late work Frick carefully Oxford Or Universıity PPress. 2007, XV1I 313demonstrates the real ınfduence of, and Bonhoeffer’s NO

hb; ISBN 97/8-()-19-92 / 196-2less eal break wiıth, Nıetzsche’s thought by ımpres-
sıvely close readıng; hıle Plant’s study of Bonhoefter’s UMMARY
relatıon Heıidegger culmınatıng the thought that
Bonheofftfer’s 1933 ectures offer A ‘ehenomenologıcal Brent Waters SE  F Out ECOVeET the notıon of family

related and grounde: In natural affinities for NIS-
christology 5326) W1NS 1SS! precıisely Dy virtue of 1fs tian politica|l ethic Hs treatment evelops teleologica!properly hesitant and suggest1ve mode. aCCOUNT of the doctrine of creatiıon In order emphasiseTietz’s CSSa V Schleiermacher, Frick’s Bultmann
andCand Pangrıtz’s reflectiOons Barth’s central ınflu- the marital g00d of procreation In efining marrıage, and

suggests of WdY> In C his strong linkage of
CI1CC, conspıre happıly ogether ıllumıne Bonhoefter’s family with Diological chıldren Carn Circumvent nonsensI-commıtment ursumg the distinctıive themes thrown Cal aCCounts of famıly In Contemporary politica|l philosophyu by MOAEINA} and modern phılosophy C soclalıty,
anthropology, the roblem of knowledge, human rel1- and eology.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
cardınal tor revelatıon and A relentless chrısto-
102 ın thoroughly theologıcal marked by a

ren Waters nımmt sich VOT, die Vorstellung VOoO  — der
logıcal concentration; hıs eritical demurrals TOM other Familie In ihrem Bezug und n hrer Verwurzelung In
theologıcal pOosIt10NS, IT becomes clear, reflect Bonhoef- natürlichen Affinitäten für Iıne christliche politischefer’s dissatısfactıon at A loss of theologıcal LICTV ATr Just zurückzugewinnen. Seine Behandlung des Themas ent-
thıs point. Ou CSa V Nıebuhr a1soO confirms thıs wickelt Ine teleologische Darstellung der Schöpfungslehre,Rumscheidt wınsomelvy ındıcates how Vn Bon- das eNnelıche Ciut der Fortpflanzung für die Definition
hoeffer SICW AWAY from the VISION of theology unıver- der Fhe hbetonen. Fr schlägt ıne el VOIN VWegenSll’y Wissenschaft advanced by hıs OW' Berlın teachers, he VOTr, auf denen diese starke Verbindung zwischen Familie
nonetheless remaıned deeply ımpressed DYy the Ser10us- und biologischen Kindern widersinnige Darstellungen der
HCS and ftundament: decency of Harnack’s humanıstıc Famlilie n der gegenwärtigen politischen Philosophie und
IC partıcular throughout hıs ıte Geoffrey Theologie unterlautfen kann.
Kellv’s ACCOUNLT of the profound and dırect ınfduence of
Kıerkegaard’s ıdeas upDON Discıipleship and Life Lögether RESUMF
deserves the attention of students of these works tor Waters d’elaborer un  D notion de 19a amilılle fondee SUT
the ıght It theır inspıratıon and goals, el 1es affınıtes naturelles VUe d’une ethique politique chre-

the conflıcted place of Kıerkegaard in the Strug- tienne. UuNne approche teleologique de Ia doctrine de 19
gles of German theology the creation DOUT souligner le hbien de Ia procreation dans 1a

NOTE wıth interest the absence of partıcular CON- definition du mMmariage et MonNTre de diverses manleres COM-
sıderatiıon of bıblıcal scholars and exegetical scholarshıp ment unNne notion de E amille fondee SUur E en biologique
ın thıs volume. Thıs 15 partıcular criticısm, the col- VEC les enfants peut reNverser 1es conceptions absurdes de
ection focuses sens1ıbly theologıcal and phiılosoph- 1a amlille dans les theologies ET 1es philosophies politiques
ıcal figures (for LTCAaSONS SCT torth 1n the introduction, contemporaIlnes.
3'9)3 and makes 110 claım exhaustiveness. XCn perhaps
PresCht sens1ıbıiılıtıes concerning the dıstance between bıb-
lıcal and theological scholarshıp unhelpfully iınclıne COMN-

TCMPOTAFYV students of Bonhoeffer’s theology AWAY from In thıs work of polıtıc: theology Brent Waters strıdes
Nto the contentious conceptual andscapeattending the place f ıblıcal and exegetical MNatftfers

in hıs tormatıon arıd owards privileging the phılosophı- between the terMmMSs famıly” and “polıtics’”, askıng ‘how
cal JI hat such INMaAattTfers AANnNNOL nally be dısregarded 15 cshould the famıly be ordered in CSP'! of ıvıl SOCIeELY,
TCACV made patent withıin rhıs volume ıtself DV the tact polıtıcal COoMMUNItTY, and the church? how 1ın 1ırn
that the cheologıians WÄAO INOST protoundly and CONSIST- hould the church, polıtıcal communıty and C1ıvıl society
ent! shaped Bonhoetter Barth, Luther, Kıerkegaard be ordered ın reSPECL of the famıly?” 140) Hıs ASWCI
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