
both reveals and makes real God’s love for the world, even with the reality of

cancer in it.

On the last page of the book (), the authors offer a very thought-

provoking and beautiful idea: that those who suffer from cancer are suffering

for all humanity, paying the (redemptive?) price for our evolution. However,

they do not develop this idea.

I have two critical comments. First, the understanding of how God acts in

an evolutionary world is minimally developed in this book. Even though the

authors refer to John Polkinghorne’s theology, they do not engage his sugges-

tions concerning how God acts. Nor do they engage Arthur Peacocke’s sug-

gestions about divine action, even though they rely on his testimony

regarding his own cancer. Although they suggest that God is at work in scien-

tific advances in cancer research and treatments, one wants to ask specifically

how God does this. Perhaps the authors regard such questions as going

beyond the bounds of practical theology, but they are questions that naturally

arise from their suggestions.

Second, the authors accept the binary understanding of evolution as gov-

erned by chance and necessity. Although this has been the standard view in

biology, complexity theory—which has been receiving increasing attention in

the science-religion dialogue—offers a more subtle understanding of evolu-

tion. It alters the rigid outlook of the “chance and necessity” rubric and

might make it easier to develop understandings of God’s action “in, with,

and under” the evolutionary world.

THOMAS E. HOSINSKI, CSC

University of Portland

Sex and Gender: Christian Ethical Reflections. Edited by Mary Jo Iozzio and

Patricia Beattie Jung. Washington, DC: Georgetown University Press, .

viii +  pages. $. (paper).

doi: ./hor..

In this edited anthology, Iozzio and Jung set out to accomplish something

rather difficult. Having mined past issues of the Annual of the Society of

Christian Ethics (ASCE) and its current iteration as the Journal of the Society

of Christian Ethics (JSCE) for articles on sex, gender, and sexuality stretching

over a twenty-five-year period, they present a carefully chosen collection of

nine articles from among the ninety available. Because the publications

included in this anthology have already undergone a rigorous process of

peer review, it would be redundant for me to evaluate the substance of the

authors’ arguments. Instead, I will limit my evaluation to the editors’
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explanation of the purpose and content of the volume and applicability for the

classroom.

It is notable that the editors made the deliberate choice that this volume

would include published articles only from the ASCE and JSCE. As a result,

this anthology functions as a history of the development of thought on

sexual ethics in the SCE’s own membership, a history that the editors help-

fully narrate with attentiveness to context (–). Given the space constraints

of an anthology and the fact that it is difficult to determine which authors

and publications can adequately represent a history of the development of

thought, the editors were forced to make difficult and inherently political

choices in their work of discernment.

Working within these conditions, the editors have clearly attempted to

represent members of underrepresented groups and include multiple

Christian traditions of thought, but they have also tried to balance these con-

cerns with the desirability of covering a range of urgent issues of injustice. The

chosen articles address the oppression of LGBTQ people in church and

society (Jean Porter, David Gushee), gendered sexual violence (Karen

Lebacqz, Traci West), HIV/AIDS prevention (Katherine Attanasi), toxic mas-

culinity (Hoon Choi), teenage sexting (Karen Peterson-Iyer), sex work

(Letitia Campbell and Yvonne Zimmerman), and navigating moral disagree-

ment in community (Sarah Moses). In general, these publications reflect the

growing consensus that Christian ethicists, if they are to do sexual ethics well,

must reckon with the social construction of sex, gender, and sexuality and

must employ critical methodologies (liberationist, womanist, feminist) in

their analysis of social power and systemic injustices.

It is possible to quibble about the fact that these editorial choices inevita-

bly excluded some ethicists whose publications in ASCE or JSCE one might

have expected to appear in this anthology (Cristina Traina and Miguel De

La Torre, for example), a shortcoming that the editors acknowledge ().

On the whole, however, the editorial choices Iozzio and Jung have made

are justified in view of the limitations and compromises inherent in the

task they set out to accomplish.

Finally, this anthology is surely appropriate for introductory courses

focused on the ethics of sexuality and gender. (I recently assigned five of

the nine featured articles in my own course.) The editors have supplemented

each of the articles with “questions for reflection” and “suggestions for further

reading” to help orient classroom discussion. The questions are particularly

helpful due to the fact that they engage deeply with the substance of the

authors’ arguments and invite the student into critical reflection. The biblio-

graphical suggestions are effective as a way to alert students to the broader

conversations about these issues in the discipline of theological ethics.
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Moreover, these supplementary features increase the appeal of the volume

because the articles themselves are already available to students and instruc-

tors who have an institutional subscription to internet-based article data-

bases. The only shortcoming of this anthology regarding classroom

application is the fact that it does not directly address certain issues of

sexual and gender justice that students will want to discuss, such as protecting

the rights of transgender persons in particular (as compared with the rights of

LGBTQ persons in general).

This is a fine anthology that features some of the most ethically serious and

challenging writing on sexuality and gender drawn from one of the finest jour-

nals in the field. I highly recommend it, particularly for classroom use.

MICHAEL P. JAYCOX

Seattle University

Reinhold Niebuhr in Theory and Practice: Christian Realism and Democracy in

America in the Twenty-First Century. By Peter B. Josephson and R. Ward

Holder. Lanham, MD: Lexington Books, . xiv +  pages. $..

doi: ./hor..

In the wake of the  presidential election, Josephson and Holder ask,

“What would Niebuhr do?” More specifically, how would Niebuhr respond

to ongoing debates on economic justice and health care (chapter ), interna-

tional terrorism and US foreign policy (chapter ), the rise of nationalism in

the United States and abroad (chapter ), and the future of liberalism

(chapter )? This list of domestic and international challenges is formidable,

but Josephson and Holder navigate it through the lens of Niebuhr’s political

theology with nuanced clarity and, rather importantly, balance. Ultimately,

they propose the importance of returning to a politics that recognizes the

impossibility of social idealism and the necessity of proximate solutions.

Josephson and Holder admit that such a politics may be a hard sell these

days, especially given the penchant for political and ideological purity.

However, anyone who is feeling fatigued by our current state of political

affairs will find their analysis of Niebuhr’s political theology and its applica-

tion to the social questions of our day refreshing, if not revelatory. That is a

remarkable feat given how Niebuhr’s Christian realism has sometimes been

taken as being overly pessimistic and underappreciative of socially transfor-

mative visions of Christian hope. But in a post- world, Niebuhr’s

Christian realism, in its steadfast attentiveness to the heights and limitations

of what human persons are capable of, offers a distinctive nonpartisan

pathway for Christian engagement with political and social questions
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