
418 BOEKBESPREKINGEN COMPTES

t10Ns ENCOMPASSCS ethıics and polıtıcal theory: the {[WO cıties, Carıtas
and CUupLdItaS, enjoyment and uSC, voluntarısm, ulture and educatıon,
polıtical pessim1ısm, Justice, the pena order. TIhe impress1ion
that thıs lıttle book leaves 1S VeErY amb1gu0us. It contaıns interesting
remarks, as far d it ShOows the hıghlıghts of Augustine’s contrıbution

Western hought the ontologıcal ment, the COg1to, the theorı1es
of tiıme., anguage and knowledge, the existence of the Subconsc10us,
and, MOST ımportantly, the notion of 111 However, ıts brevıty has also
Seri0Ous dısadvantages. TIhe danger 15 that the reader 15 not sufficıently
put in contact ıth Augustine’s CX  E but much INOTC ıth the opınıon
of hIs interpreters. The authors ame Augustine nOoTt only for leavıng
h1s work inconclusıve and ramblıng, but also for nNnOTt regardıng phılo-
sophy the of the SscCI1IeNCESs. WOU lıke LNOTC [OOÖOIM for the
student form hıis her OW opınıon.
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John CAPUTO, On elıg10n. ınkıng in Actıon) ondon-New
York, Routledge, 2001 NI11:147 Hbk ISBN A415-
DERETD K

elıgıon 1S love of God, who 1S realıty beyond the real. How
1S relıg10n Nal SOUTCEC of inspıratıon, ECVECN er the ea of God?
Caputo’s intention 1S explaın and 18 ShOow the truth of the statement
of Derrida "relıgıon wıthout relıg10n . In OW words: the fırst
irehe10n : 1s deed, the second time ıt 1S sStructure Caputo wrıtes:
(10d 1S deed, 19(011 ought; (G0d 1S question, NOTL ANSWEeT. ere
18 deeply rel1210uUs Jement wıthın all. ıth wıthout relıg10n. In
h1s discussion references AIiIc made O Man Yy modern phılosophers:
Nıetzsche., Kıerkegaard, egel, Heıdegger, Descartes, Wiıttgensteın.
kven [WO 1lms, tar Wars of George Lucas and The Apostle of
Duvall, Alc analyzed

More ımportant for the readers of thıs reVvIeW 15 that thıs ittle.
well-written book 18 strongly ase‘ SOTIINC ıdeas of Augustine, such

the question ‘What do love, when love God?”; TIhe only
CASUTG of love, 15 love wıthout INCASUTC; Our hearts restless; We
do 19{011 know who al' ave become question mYyself; ere 1S

earned 1gnorance (docta L&eEnNOrantia); Love drıves OUT search {O
know (fides intellectum); o1ng the truth (facere verıtatem);
In the Kıngdom of God, the insıders ATC Out, 1ıle the outsıders 1n
Thereifore., the author ca hıs book post-modern repetition of Au-
gustine Caputo cCOonsıders the ımpossı1ıble d the stuff of 1C relıgı10on
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15 made, that belıeve hat unbeliıevable 15 really al
hope agaınst hope 1S really hope, lovıng In iımposs1ble sıtuatıon 15
really love. The iımpossıble 18 element, because the iımpossıble
1STUrDs the modern idea of hat 15 possı1ble. al CannotL be educed

the churches OT organızed faıths:; nevertheless, the author o0€es
NOTL deny that they ave role play, for relıg10n wıthout the body
of communıty and ıts tradıtıons 15 bloodless abstraction.

The secularızatıon has had Ser10us CONSCYUCNCCS. the old
Augustinıan idea of the A selt.. thıs sınful, self-questioning, pass10-
nate, prayerful, eing of dıyıded 111 has een dısplaced Dy
sovere1gn, self-possessed, dıspassıonate “thınkıng ıng  27 The
derns created sharp lınes between subject and object, CONSCIOUSNESS
and the external WOTr. sclence and relıg10n, al and TCaSON, publıc
and prıvate, ratiıonal and ırrational. empirical and Pr10T1, cognıtıve
and non-cognitıve, fact and value, 15 an 0Ug descrıiptive and
normatıve, sacred and profane, rel1210uUs and secular. hıs has ead

exaggerated STITESS subject1ivıty and relatıvism. More and INOTE

relıgıon became lodged In subjectivıty. Relatıyism manıfested iıtself d
"nothıng 1S true, ONeE belıef 1S g00d another” perpetua. (and
conplacent) agnosticısm. Augustine, the CONLFATY, held that, 1T
want fınd God, who 15 the MOST transcendent realıty, ave not

outside, but in (Intra F: me)
oug Man Yy oughts in thıs book deserve er10us consıde-

ratıon and approval, somet1imes ask myself 1r the author 15 NOTL under-
estimatıng the role of ICason and owledge. Is ere .. truth wıthout
owledge” (expression sed by aputo)”? Is the God of the NOT
INOTEC personal (G0d than “the Force” in IC SOTNC moderns
beheve? Is ıt Augustine’s cConvıctiıon that when love nythıng, it 1Ss
really (G0d whom love, however obscurely? oOu Augustine
OW SaYy amnle of God 1S the amne of hat love and
desire”® Must NnOTt NUAaNnNCceE the Statement “In h1s Confessions
Augustine sa1d that the Scriptures INaYy ave INanYy meanıngs, long
d all of them true’”®?

We Cannot deny that Tu pIlays for Augustine important
role. nstead of asserting "Augustine elonge the phenomenon of
Chrıstian Neoplatonısm” WOUuU prefer: Augustıine Was Christian
makıng uUsc of the neoplatonıc phılosophy.
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