
approach that effectively prepares ground for constructive engagement

across the ideological spectrum on this polarizing issue. Vicki Schieber,

Azim Khamisa, Antoinette Bosco, and Marietta Jaeger, all parents of

murder victims, witness to the power of a justice that heals, illuminating

the corrosive and destructive dynamics of the retributive view of justice un-

derlying the death penalty.

The matrix of race, class, intellectual disability, and socioeconomic

poverty that results in the grossly disproportionate imposition of capital pun-

ishment upon the most vulnerable members of US society gives shape to the

final section of the text. Introducing this material, the editors ask, “Is it the

case that the least of us…are most at risk of being executed? If so, what

does this say about our society?” (). Embedded in these questions is an in-

vitation to adopt a sharper cultural analysis of US society, particularly at the

intersection of race and class. This vein of research would be worth further

exploration in a subsequent volume. The cultural blindness of white suprem-

acy undergirds continued support for the death penalty, but this insight

remains unstated in the text. As a white theologian, I find in the editors’ ques-

tions an urgent prompting to recognize my own complicity in a system of state

execution designed to protect white privilege.

For those teaching ethics across the disciplines at the undergraduate level

and engaging ecclesial communities on the issue of capital punishment, this

text is an essential and highly accessible resource. Designed so that the chap-

ters can stand alone, it lends itself well to topical exploration in relation to

broader course themes. In her foreword, Helen Prejean offers sage advice

for delving into this volume: “Go immediately to the chapter that most attracts

you, most draws you in, and start there. That’s mainly how the Spirit of Love

moves us—through attraction” (xiii).

MARGARET R. PFEIL

University of Notre Dame

The Problem of Evil. By Daniel Speak. Cambridge, UK, andMalden, MA: Polity

Press, . viii +  pages. $. (paper).

doi: ./hor..

This book fulfills its purpose admirably: it is an introduction to recent dis-

cussions in analytical philosophy of religion about the problem(s) evil creates

for theism. It begins by surveying the variety of problems evil causes. It distin-

guishes theodicies (explanations of how evil fits in creation) and defenses

(which are not explanations, but demonstrations that cultured despisers’

attacks are not necessarily successful). Unfortunately, too many scholars
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still fail to make this distinction: the shape of the argument and the burden of

proof are different for each, and Speak’s work clearly evinces that distinction.

The text weaves in ideas from Fyodor Dostoevsky’s The Brothers

Karamazov. It helpfully distinguishes personal from theological problems.

It approaches the logical problem of evil (against which defenses are found

effective). It discusses the evidential problem of evil (which results in a real

challenge to theistic belief, but not an unbeatable argument against

theism). The issue of “divine hiddenness,” that we do not know God’s

mind, results in an advocacy of humility (with a nod to the current discussions

of “skeptical theism,” which is something of an analytic analogue to the apo-

phatic moment in analogical talking of God more common in Catholic theol-

ogy). Turning away from “defenses,” Speak’s examinations of theodicies yield

a verdict that there has not (yet) been real success. Tentative conclusions note

an analogous problem of evil for atheism and the turn to more particularly

Christian doctrines as resources some analytical philosophers have used.

Speak pays little attention to the variety of strong antitheodicy arguments

offered by those in dialogue with the analytic tradition: Kenneth Surin,

D. Z. Phillips, this reviewer, Nick Trakakis, et alii. He does not take seriously

the claims that theodicies are part of the problem, not the solution. Nor does

he attend to the works of Thomists (of various stripes) who have disputed with

the analytic tradition: Brian Davies, David Burrell, et alii. He does not examine

their nuanced understandings of the divine, understandings quite different

from those evident in the debates about free will defenses and the purposes

of God invoked in the analytic tradition. These omissions are unfortunate, but

completely understandable, given the purpose, focus, and length of this text.

All college libraries should acquire this book as a resource for students. It

can be used as supplementary reading for advanced undergraduates or grad-

uate students as an orientation to this lively and important set of debates and

discussions. Attending to these discussions can help Christian theologians

understand how to walk their own paths more fruitfully as they deal with

the problem(s) of evil.

TERRENCE W. TILLEY

Fordham University

Solidarity Ethics: Transformation in a Globalized World. By Rebecca Todd

Peters. Minneapolis: Fortress Press, . xx +  pages. $. (paper).

doi: ./hor..

As the title suggests, social ethicist Rebecca Todd Peters provides a concise

starting point for reflecting upon and practicing a theologically based ethic of
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