INTRODUCTION

This paper attempts to evaluate Gregory Brad’s argument in the unintended Reformation (how a religious revolution secularized society). I endeavour to give my personal motivation and critique about the connections that he draws between the reformation and modern secular science.  As I will summarize below, Brad Gregory draws a direct line from the reformation to the rise of an atheists that is new. I am in opinion that reformation may have made the individual the supreme authority for deciding facts, under cutting tradition authorities, but what does this have to work with science? What do the theological and institutional changes initiated by some reformers, actors have to do with the study of nature, most especially since the scientific revolution occurred over a century later? Below, I will try to give my concern and view about these questions.
I. BIOGRAPHY

The Unintended Reformation is a book about history that was written by Brad Stephan Gregory.  He was a professor of early modern European history at the university of Notre Dame in France. He was born on May 28, 1963. In 1996, He received his PhD. From Princeton university, and was a junior fellow in the Harvard Society of fellows. Before joining the faculty at Notre dame in 2003, Gregory Brad taught at Stanford University, where he received early permanent status in 2001. He has two degrees in philosophy as well, both earned at the Catholic University of Louvain in Belgium. He has received multiple teaching awards at Stanford and Notre Dame; also in 2005, he was named the inaugural winner of the high prize in the humanities from the Dallas Institute of humanities and culture as the outstanding midcareer humanities scholar in the United States. 

II. PESONAL MOTIVATION
In what follows, I would say that the links between the reformation and science are not as Gregory believes. Indeed, before I draw my critic against his view, permit me first give some positive comments about this book. This is a powerful work, academically and wide ranging, full with fascination with modern life details; integrating with ease history, philosophy, economy, art criticism and religion theory and pastoral anecdote, complex but firmly organized with single thesis.  Read any other numerous reviews, and one will see consensus on this point, the book is a source of enormous scope and scholarship. Like many reviewers, this book is impressive considering its footnotes alone. For me, this is a positive review for us student in theology. 
In fact, I am tempted to recommend it to all my classmates with who I am following the course on reformation, and all other students in theology who desire to understand the complex relationship between politics and religion to read this book. Even though, this book is quite long, it gets bogged down in unnecessary detail and goes out of focus in some of its parts, but I have to felicitate at least because, his analysis for me, is so systematic and informative. Its titles and sub-titles on their clarity summarize largely what the book is talking about. More importantly, I feel like Brad’s argument and criticisms seem to be on target. Some persons can object to his account of relationship between the Reformation and science, for example, while still accepting most of the analysis he sets forth in the rest of the book. 
 I would like to say that, if you want to understand why contemporary societies have fractured into endless number of ideologies dominated by a valueless secular system of conflicting truth claims, this book can help you. To be honest, I did not completely read all the parts of this book, and I hope there are some important unanswered questions, but this book, according me, is stimulant work. Nonetheless, Gregory Brad’s argumentation is brilliant as I mentioned above, but his writing is often denser than it needed to be to convey his complex ideas.  
III. CRITIQUE VIEW
In the great parts of this book, Gregory included insistences that theism does not preclude scientific endeavours; in fact, atheism precludes authoritative interpretations or application of scientific facts. But the really bad parts are where he is on the opinion that the reformation’s Sola Scriptura (the sole determinant of the Christian faith and practice) necessarily led to hyper-pluralism, once the absolute adherence to Roman Catholic tradition was jettisoned, private and interpretation supposed was to lead people to agreement on the truth, I mean the Bible articulacy. Nevertheless, that did not happen, and Gregory, however, blames the Reformation. He acts as a patronizing Christ figure who asks God to forgive Martin Luther, who knew not what he was doing. As a substitute of giving my own reply, besides saying that Gregory Brad’s nostalgia, which he claims to be against, makes him, pretend that Catholicism of Pre-Reformation was monolithic. Compared with other works on Reformation, that I have read, Gregory view on reformation is more negative
, while other authors use to give some positive positions. 

III. RELAVENCE
Every history graduate student should read this treatise of Brad Gregory; it is a demonstrative example that history can and should be a moral argument. It is also an example of the worst kinds of pitfalls historians can make in constructing such a history. The Unintended Reformation is impressive in its scope and ambition but riddled with fallacies that dramatically inhibit its effectiveness in moral persuasion, which is the primary aim.  
CONCLUSION

 Reading this book, however, I realized that, Brad’s argument was based on dealing with these keywords; Reformation and science, science and Christianity, history of science and Christianity.  Gregory’s research focuses on Christianity in the reformation era the long-term effects of the reformation, secularization in early modern and modern western history, and methodology in the study of religion. 

�His position I think are not totally negative. He has backed up his points well in nearly all the assumptions he has made. He blames the reformation because that is when the only thing that united Europe was fractured. It was the church!
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