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Von Keith Ward : Is Religion Dangerous?  before purchasing it in order to gage whether or not it would be worth 
my time, and all praised Is Religion Dangerous?: 

KundenrezensionenHilfreichste Kundenrezensionen2 von 2 Kunden fanden die folgende Rezension hilfreich. An 
excellent and thought-provoking bookVon Helen HancoxThis excellently-written and very readable book has 200 
pages dealing with this most modern of issues - is religion dangerous? Keith Ward explores how we define religion 
and the ways in which religions and groups can be seen to be `dangerous' where their intent might be quite the 
opposite.I liked the way that he drew examples from all aspects of life and history - Christianity, Islam, Nazi 

http://f3db.com/pub/links.php?id=B004U9ZIQI


Germany, the Crusades, Iraq, Quakers, Buddhism and more. This wide-ranging look at the world and the religions that 
are part of it, their history and form today and ways in which their followers can be dangerous was excellently 
portrayed.His conclusion - that it's the human within the religion that is dangerous, not the religion itself - is perhaps 
not a surprise but his masterly arguments are well worth reading. A useful book to encourage thought and dialogue 
within Christianity and other religions.

KurzbeschreibungMany commentators today claim that religion is dangerous and harmful. In addressing this question, 
Keith Ward begins by defining what religion actually is and how most human harm has been caused. He then looks at 
why people say that religion is dangerous, focusing particularly on religious wars and conflicts and on specific attacks 
on religion, such as the claims that God is wrathful, that religion is intolerant, that religious morality is primitive and 
cruel. Keith Ward argues that religion produces great good - for example, in terms of hospitals, the abolition of 
slavery, great art and music, moral heroism, and philosophy and science. Religion, he concludes, is the best rational 
basis for morality. From Booklist*Starred * Although he lacks the glibness, arrogance, and fame of best-selling 
antireligionists Richard Dawkins, Sam Harris, and Christopher Hitchens, Ward neatly cuts the ground from under such 
global-village atheists. He points out their definitional haziness about the key terms religion and danger the paltriness 
of the evidence for their claims, and their reliance on outdated, unverifiable anthropological and psychological 
speculations. And that's only in the introduction. Religion and violence, religion and irrationality, religion and 
morality, and whether religion does more harm than good are the topics of the short book's four parts proper, and in 
each Ward demonstrates that clear, consistent, and logical relationships between ill effects and religious motivations 
cannot be established. If religion is violent, how to explain Quakers and Buddhists? If irrational, then those 
philosophical reconcilers of reason and faith Kant, Descartes, and Aquinas must be refuted. Religious belief seems 
immoral only when scripture is cherry-picked, and whether religion harms more than helps the person and society has 
yet to be demonstrated. Ward argues with the findings of social science research and philosophy rather than scripture, 
and he concludes with boilerplate ecumenism only after having reassured readers that God-bashing celebs don't, 
perhaps can't, know what they're yakking about. Ray OlsonCopyright American Library Association. All rights 
reservedPressestimmenThis book, unlike many religious books, is very clearly written. I wish I could explain myself 
as clearly as he does. I think a good way to approach the book could be to regard it as a series of essays on topics such 
as Life after Death, Morality and the Bible, and Faith and Reason, which can be read independently of each other. -- 
Christopher Vane The Lance 


