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magazıne of the ree Church of cotland, per10 Kuyperlan Neo-Calvinism ın Cotlan: SC C Donald
urng which the magazıne W as wıdely read argely Macleod, “CThe Influence of Calvınısm OIl Polıitics’ ın
result of Macleod’s penetrating and often controversı1al 1 heology In COELAN. 16.2 18-19; and hıs c  2
contributions. I hat INa y of Macleod’s finest ecologı- vinck’s Prolegomena: Fresh 1g Amsterdam, Old
cal wrıitings first appeare edıitorials In thıs magazıne Princeton, and Cornelius Van 441} ıIn lestmaAanster Theo-
makes analysıs of hıs edıitorial important tor OUuUr o9gıcal Journal 652 He publıicly self-ıdentifies

treatment aiforde: 15 brief.
understandıng of hıs thought, though agaln the Kuyperlan and ıt WOU have been interesting

read something ON hıs approprlation of this tradıtion,
The section ()I1 hıstorical theology includes CSSaVS ON It WOU. have been g00d SCC mater1a| 0)8! hıis CHNSHALC-

the Scottish theologians Robert Bruce, Samuel Ruther- MECNTS wıth modern heology (Moltmann, Pannenberg
ford and Wılliam unnıngham Although acleo| has and arth) Ihat sald, SUSPECL that comprehensive

SCI1S5C of theological VISION that stretches wıde and far, CI  n wıth ‚V aSPCCLT of Macleod’s hought
he has Iso been central In drawıng attention the W as MNECVET this book’s goal
richness of the S  Q  ottish Calvinıst tradıtıon. Hıs students TIThe edıtors have chosen NOT standardıse the foot-
generally COMIC the conclusıon that thıs tradıtıon NOTES and the formatting of the CSSAaVS, of IC
deserves study ongside Ifs Continental COUNLECTParTS. nclude bullet polnts, SOM numbered polnts, ON
That [WO of these CSa VS deal wiıth sacramentology, and iıtalıcısed eadıings. eSEe, however, AdIC mınor 1SSUeS.
ONMNC zıth Christology, 11l ON 10 SUrprıse those OSeC who know Donald Macleod’s heology ll eN]OYy

and benefit from thıs book For those who do NOT knowfamılıar wiıth the themes that AUC. signıficant In acleod’s
work. He has consistently promoted reflection the hım, The eople”s Theologian functions indicator
ure OfIt Supper nd In that CONLCXL, eritical that he 15 theologian worth ecadıng
approac Calvın ON the Eucharıst. As such, the atten- James EglıntonHON the Supper (1n the Scottish tradıtion) found here Kampen, Netherlands
SCCINS fıtting. Ihe attention Rutherford’s Christol-
OV perhaps the central realıty presented in Macleod’s
classroom OVCTI the VCAars 15 sımılarly apt The Chıldren of Divorce: The Loss of Famıly ”SIThe following sect1on, ON systematıc theology,
includes CS5S5aVS ON Christology (in relatıon Christ’s the Loss of Being
Justification and exaltatiıon), Pneumatology (focusıng Youth, Famiıily, and Culture Series
ON Macleod’s high profile debate wıth artın OYV' Andrew RootJones paırı baptısm and heology. Ihe
CS5SaVS DIrı baptısm nd COVenNnant heology hıgh- TAan! p1ds Baker Academic. 2010, K 173
1ght Macleod’s willingness SPar wıth the theologica DB, ISBN 0-80103-914-2
Superstars of the twentieth CCNLUTY, ıIn thıs dSCc artın ZUSAMMENFASSUNG(0)4 Jones and IThomas Torrance. | ieses Werk VOTI Andrew KOooOt sucht, die AuswirkungenIThe section heology an the church contaıns
excellent by COarl TuemMan ON “The Preacher Vo  e Scheidung der Fltern auf die Kinder erns zunehmen.
Prophe T hıs seemed lıke the book’s Macleod- KRoot setzt sich mit der Tradition der Fhe auseinander, der

Sozialtheorie VOT Anthony Giddens, der Philosophie VOTN
CSQUC wrıiting: clear O:  5 CNgaAZCMECNLT wiıth those OUT- Martıin eidegger und mit der Theologie VOTN Kar/| Barth,sıde the wrıter’s OWN tradıtion, intellectually substantıal
nd directly challenging owards CONTEMPOFArY Protes- darzulegen, dass Scheidung nicht MNUur eın psycChologisches

oder sozlales Thema ISst. LS handle sich vielmehr eınentantısm ON the basıs of Its OWN hıstory. Bereich, der zutiefst die Identität die Ontologie VOIAlex MacDonald’s introduction and the apprecl1ations Scheidungskindern hetrifft Nach Koot hat der Zerbruchat the end of the book ATC honest and personal, provıd-
Ing introduction Macleod for those wh. read at

der familiären Gemeinschaft, die für das | eben des Kindes
Verantwortung tragt, EeENOrTMeEe Auswirkungen darauf, wWIıEe dasdistance. They hıghlight that, ‘“Donald Macleod 15 Kind In der Welt leht und andelt [ )as Buch schließt mıit

NOT predictable. Over the people have been OIM- einer hilfreichen Diskussion darüber, WIE die Kirche eınestantly taken a  aC. surprised, ShOCKE nd OUuUT-
raged by the pOSIt1ONS he has taken up nd the VIEWS he Gemeinschaft seın kann, die diesen Kindern ontologische

Stabilität und 1e gibtnas expressed)’. (8 In the personal appreclations sect10on,
smiled, egular reader of donaldmacleod.org, AF SUMMARY

the STatfement that, “it WOU. NOT hım VCNMN This work by Andrew KOoOt IS attempt take seriousiyhave blog 5105 Ihe selection of appreclations high- he’effects of divorce chıldren Root CNHAHCS ith the
lıghts that acleod’s heology 15 transcendent but MCOCVETr history of marrıage, the social eory f Anthony Giddens,
avantgarde: he 15 the people’s theologian. the philosophy of Martın eidegger and the theology of

Thıs book hıghlights wel that Macleod’s work has Kar| Barth demonstrate that divorce IS nOoTt simply DSYy-drawn much focus back DO the Scottish tradıtiıon. chological Or social ISSUEe but rather something that strikes
However, he has also played key role In popularising deeply Into the VC' eıng the ontology of the chıldren
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of divorce. According (O Koot, when the cCommunity that tionshıp ounded OVC than contractually
IS responsible for hild’s exIstence IS split, his has ETNI0OT7- bınding relatiıonship (polıtical otherwise), where the
INOUS CONSEQUENCES for how chil EXIsts and aCcts In the child M1g feel Eess OVE. but could also know that her
world The book closes with helpful discussion how place ıIn the WOT. Was stable
the church C dl he CommunI that provides ontological apters and three focus marrıage an
a  ıl and OVe for these chıldren divorce In CONLEMPOFAarVY SOCIELY. Root emplovs Anthony
RESUME ens socı1al theory interpret divorce In moder-

NItYy. odernity 15 future-oriented: love-based marrıagesCet OUVTaAsEC de prendre Compte serieusement les ook the future rather than eing grounde ın theeffets du divorce SUr les enfants. ”auteur s’appule SUT 1S5- Dast tradıtion, and In addıtion thıs people ALE, INO
torıre du marlage, I9 theorie sOCiale d’Anthony Giddens, Ia mobile Whart used provıde stabılity the marrıageohilosophie de ın eidegger et Ia theologie de en has been abandoned, and whart 10 proviıdes stabılity 15Barth VOUT Ontrer YUE le divorce est DaSs seulement solely the love between husband nd wıfe Dıvorce 1L1LO0W

probleme psyChologique et soclial, maIıs qu'il affecte has dıifferent CONSCYUCNCC In that It takes from chıldren
1es enfants du divorce plus rofond de eur etre Selon the ontologıical securıty develop and SCT OuT nNto the
ROOt, lorsque Ia communaute qU! est responsable de |’Exis- WOT. INnto the future Chiıldren ATC left stranded wıth-
enCce de ’enfant divise, resulte des COoNsequencCes OuTt grounding for understanding who they ATIC whart
tres iımportantes DOUT Ia anlere dont ’enfant est el agıt they hould do ın the WOT.|
dans le monde. termıne considerant ComMmMenT l’Eglise In chapter three: Root explores the work ofhiloso-
Deut etre UuNne cCcommuUnNaute Un stabilite ontolo- pher Martın Heidegger, and partıcularly hıs understand-
gique eft de I’amour VOUT Ces enfants. Ing of existence ‘being-in-the-world’, wyhıch INCANS,

S *  q fundamentally, that Ur eing 15 Oounde: OI “being-
In this work, TEW Root seeks demonstrate that the

wıth? others ın relation. Mother nd father provide the
ultımate an securıty for the hıld’s being-in-ffects divorce nas children AIC NOT primarıly socı1al C-WOT|! and accordıingly, the splitting of that relation-psychological but AdIC rather ontologıcal. I hat 1S, divorce sh1p has deeply ontological CONSCQYUCNCCS for thehas lastıng and Ser1Ous ramıfications for the hıld’s VeLY 1vorce destroys ontological securıty and thus ffectseing an actıng In the WOT. when the biological family the hıld’s self-understanding and actıng iın the WOTF.|15 split As diıvorce has become prevalent ıIn the In chapters four nd fıve, Root CNSAYCS the eologı1-ast SIXTY > Ifs CONSCYUCNCECS have been downplayed

the CXTENT that INa Y soclologists, psychologists and
cal anthropology of Karl Barth sıng hıs understand-
Ing of the analogıa velatıonıs (analogy of relatiıons) Rootothers have egun consıder It “*transıtion tım demonstrates how.  - AS the ONC God EXIStS ın the relationsIn the lıves of children, normal happening, of Father-Son-Holy parıt, sS() humanss, who dIiIC made In

even that CAHM result ıIn 1110 posıtıve ffects than the ımage of God, EXISt ın relatiıonship other humans
negatıve. In S1IX chapters, Root COMNVEISCS5 wıth history, and God As Root STaLCS, °to be real 15 be in
socı1al theory, philosophy and heology ı thıs relatiıonship. Ontology 18 constituted by relationalıty”prevaııng attıtude chow that divorce 1S something (85) Koot interprets enesı1is sayıng that the ‘earth
be taken utterly ser10usly, especıally because of what IT creature’ adam Was NOT PDCISON, NOT the I11all Adam,does the chıildren of divorce, and further how the untiıl Eve W as created be In relatıon wiıth hım Accord-
church Can help nd miınıster these chıladaren ingly, the 15 the product of relationship, when

Chapter ONC S1VES broad-brush OVEerVIEW HIs- that relatiıonship 1$ severed It forces DO the ter-
COr Y of how marriage has been understood wiıithıin SOCI1- r feelings of eing ‘unreäal’ 1O longer constituted
C T he sixteenth CCNLUCY W as the maJor turnıng pOo1nt. by the relatıonship responsible for theır exIistence.
Before then, marrıage Was arranged INCISC famılies Chapter QEv closes the book by focusing ON what
for of aCquıirıng propertLy and L} and Was Can and needs be done Dy the church Accordingthus INOTC decisiıon than ONC ase‘: 0)8| the Root, It 1S the church COoMMunıIty teeped ıIn the suf-
attractıon of indıviduals As result of Reforma- ering of the ıfe and eat' of Jesus Christ that all bear
tiıon nd Enlıghtenment, marrıage slowly volved Into the ontology haken by divorce) 122) Root etaıls
being grounde mutual cCompatıbıilıty ıIn ulldıng ser1es of practices that l help the church be such
business an ensurıng ONC another’s well-bring. Läter; COoMMUNItY for children of dıvorce. Many of these ATC
In the nıneteenth mıd-twentieth centurIies, INar- sımple, such see1ıng nd eing SCCH that 1S, eingMages Occurred for the PULDOSC of INtIMAaCYy. In the ast present and avaılable the but Root also DTIO-SIXtYy „ marrıage has become CVCIMNN OIC centrally vides ‚pecıific advıice for youth/children’s mınısters, Dar-founded OM OVEe nd mutual attraction. Root describes NTS an rTiends (whıc includes other family members).how these different marıtal ITTaNgeMCNTS have affecte: He emphasises that the church 15 body that knows of
children Growing under modern marrıage M1 OVEe greater than mother’s the OVe of Christ’s SAdC -
mMake the feel INOTC OVC: but the famıly unıt itself aıfıcıal self-giving for humanıty and AdIC MeEeANT
Can be Ess stable because 1t 15 easier Opt OUuUTt of rela- embody that OVEe the chılaren of divorce.
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Root nas wriıtten VCLY helpful, thoughtful book das Werk VOT Kar/! Barth VOTVT. Fr versorgt den genelgten
ddress problem that 15 certamly NOT Z01INg dAWdY but eser mıit einer Landkarte, die ihm hilft, Barths Beitrag
hıttle understood. Root hımse 15 chıild of divorce and In der weiten | andschaft theologischer Debatte gCeNaAUET
the book 15 wrıtten wıth personal LONC, le. wıth hıs auszumachen und insbesondere seınen Weg UrC! Barths
(IW| StOr1€eSs and reflections from others wh OMNIC from OPDUS MASNUM, Kirchliche Dogmatik, finden E|
divorced homes. Root 1S be commended for hıs USC welst der Autor auf wichtige Wegzeichen hin, ohne die der

| eser VOT1 Kar| Barth leicht VOo Kurs abkommen kann, undof the work of Gıiddens, Heidegger nd Barth ]] of
whom he employs 1ghtly and clearly. Furthermore, HIS steuert ihn somıt sicher den gefährlichen Klippen der
fundamental thesis that dıvorce 15 Al ontological 1Ssue Sekundärliteratur vorbei.

1S CONVINCINS. UMMARYLess posıtıvely, Root O€s NOT leave enough [OOINN
SCC ontology eing fundamentally constituted NOT in In this volume, the highly-esteemed Barth scholar Fber-
relatıon LO others but primarıly In relation GOod He hard Busch introduces the life, location and work of

Kar/| Barth, providing readers ith Map 1IC| will assıstRA thıs 1SSUEe In hıs uUuS«c of Barth when he SdYVS
that, In Barth’s thought, We MUST o0k 110 further than them locate Barth’s contribution INOTEe accurately within
Jesus Christ for COQUT understandıng of whart It [O wider landscape of theological conversation and, I1NOTE

be human’ (162 n; 1} We AIC EXISt that 1S, have particularly, naviıgate their WdY into Barth’s IMa Ur
©)tiqg ontology ounded In relatiıon humans but MOST ODUS, Die KirchlicheDogmatik. He highlights keYy markers
importantly In relatıon God Yet Root consistently apart from IC| Barth’s readers easily wander off COMISE,
ArguCS that ontology 15 Aase ON the NL relatıon steering them clear of the lippery climbs of the secondary

literature.tO biological DarCnts. Furthermore, he might be L[OO
emphatıc 1ın defining divorce Al ontologic 1SSUE.
1VOrce 15 NOT sımply psychological Or socılal, but has
psychological and socı1al ffects Ihe question, then, 15 OSeEe who help UuS read and understand the
how psychology relates ontology. Of COUTSC, Root 1$ theologıians of the Church AIC themselves A gift
seeking CL the SUOUTCC of the problem at hand, but the Church In thıs volume, the doyen of CONLCMPOFAFrY
INOTC [O what ontology 15 and how It relates LO Barth scholarshıp, erhar: Busch, wıth striıking Cları

and warmth, and wıth unequalled famılıarıty (at least ınthese other A1CAdAS would have been helpful.
Ihese criticısms asıde, however, Root has wrıtten print) wıth 11Ss subject, introduces necophytes and those

fine book ven ıf the maın thesıis a1lls CONVINCE, the long-famıilıar wıth Kar/l Barth the Reformed theolo-
Q1an’s lıfe, locatıon and workbook 15 worthwhile ASs It approaches the 1SSUES clearly,

ralıses appropriate and thoughtful quest1ons, nd S1VES uscC. professor emerıtus for systematiıc heology al

guldance the church the Georg-August- Universität ın Göttingen, proviıdes
readers wıth INAD IC if followed Care  V, 1lVVEY MceFarland
2SSIST them locate Barth’s contribution u-Durham, England rately wıthın wıder landscape of theological a“
t10N and LNOTC particularly, navıgate their WdYy Nto

Ar
Barth’s INa U D  9 Die Kırchliche ogmatık. He
hıghlights key markers from1Barth’s readers

Abingdon Pıllars of Theology ecasıly wander off COUISC, and STOHTS readers clear of the
slıppery clımbs of the secondary Iıterature. Busch 15 A1llEberhard uscCcC outstandıng gulde.Nashville ingdon Press, 2008; 111 95pp TIThe book begins wıth Aall entree Into Barth’s earlySBN 9780687497246 per1i0d Al assıstant DastOor ıIn EeENEVA from 1909

RESUMEF 19411 per10d In which he W as fundamentally shaped
by the theological lıberalısm assoclated wıth Schleiermaerhar' Busch, specialiste renomme de Kar| Barth, pre- cher. It 15 followed by his minıstry at afen wı and hıssente ICI I9 Vıe et |l’ceuvre du theologien de Bäle el ournit

AdUX ecteurs des reperes quI les aideront MIECUX sıtuer INOVC by 1916 nNto the strange 11CW WOT.| of the

’apport de Barth sSeIn d’un large PaAYSASC theologique, In 1C he discovered the Godness (0] the of
revelatıon 1€* ‘hıts us ıke all °“arrow TOM the otheralnsı 1A  qu'a trouver eur chemin dans SO majeure, sıde of the shore’? (S) In chapter n Rıse of theDie kıirchliche Oogmatik. degage les PFINCIPaUX XS

Sarns lesquels les ecteurs de Barth risquent de perdre, Confessing Church‘. Busch traces the WaYV that arft.
pressed hıs theological owledge INntOo the servıiceevıtant de les entrainer SUr les pentes glissantes de Ia
church, championing the re that the ONC bindınglitterature secondaire.
Word of God 15 Jesus TIS Here; Busch introduces

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG readers the Barmen Declaratıon, noting that “wher-
In dem vorliegenden Band stellt UNs der hoch geschätzte VecCr the church I00ses herself TOM al Yy on whıich 15
Barth-Schüler erhar:‘ Busch das Leben, das UJmfeld und Word an AL the SUMLE FLME TO worldly L9)  9
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